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The first amendment sought to impose a condition upon a gift already 
determined upon; the second amendment made a further and addi- 
tional gift upon the same condition. I do notof course mean that the 
gentleman from Kentucky is actuated by friendship for Canada. He, 
too, like the gentleman from Texas, seeks to change the tariff system 
of this country for what he believes to be the ultimate and permanent 
benefit of our own people. But if the gentleman from Kentucky had 
really been endeavoring to represent in this matter the interests of the 
Dominion, and the gentleman from Maine had been representing the 
interests of the United States, their respective amendments might con- 
sistently have been exactly what they in fact are. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
consists of two distinct propositions. By the first we give to Canada 
a free market for Canadian fish as a bonus forthe fulfillment by Canada 
of the duties which'a decent regard for our rights and a decent regard 
for the obligations of civilization ought to induce her to fulfill without 
condition. By the second proposition Canada can have commercial 
reciprocity with ourselves whenever she desires it. And mark that 
these two propositions are not only distinct, but independent, Canada 
can at her option accept either or both. 

Canada can, therefore, accept the second proviso and reject the first. 
The effect of that would be that Canada could enjoy the full benefit of 
the commercial reciprocity conferred by the second proviso without 
abating one whit the tyrannical and barbarous persecution which she 
has visited upon American fishermen since the termination of the last 
reciprocity treaty. As for the second proviso, I do not care to discuss 
itat length. If we are to adopt the policy of reciprocity or commercial 
union at all, it must come before us in a more complete and well-con- 
sidered form than is given it in the pending proviso. And I can say 
without hesitation that whatever may be the ultimate benefits to be 
derived by the people of this country from the adoption of that policy, 
I can not believe that Congress will patiently discuss or even enter- 
tain the proposition so long as the policy of the Dominion toward 
our fishing vessels continues to be guided by the narrow and illib- 
eral spirit which has heretofore characterized it. Still less can I be- 
lieve that a patriotic American Congress can patiently accept the first 
proviso of the gentleman from Kentucky,which gives the American 
market to Canada for Canadian fish in consideration that Canada will 
grant privileges which we have always claimed as matterof right. We 
do not ask Canada to grant us favors in her ports, We insist that she 
ought to concede certain privileges as ours by right. 

My colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] did not put the case too 
strongly when he declared that the language of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky was a virtual surrender of the claims we 
have been making for fifty years. True it is, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky says, that we are not the treaty-makingpower. The Senate 
and the President, he thinks, will take care of that matter, regardless 
of what we may do in this House. But the gentleman from Kentucky 
will certainly concede that what we do or say here in this House may 
have an important bearing on any negotiations that may hereafter be 
conducted between the United States and Great Britain with reference 
to the fisheries question. True, there is a treaty now pending before 
the treaty-making power. What we do or say here can not change the 
terms of that treaty. But that treaty is notcertainto be ratified. In- 
deed, it is not likely to be, and ought not to be. 

The treaty that is to settle this whole question on terms satisfactory 
to the interest and to the honor of the United States is yet to be made. 
As the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] has just said, 
if the pending treaty fails another treaty will be made. Even if we 
have a war, or if the President uses the power which the Forty-ninth 
Congress placed in his hands to retaliate upon the Dominion for the 
wrongs of our fishermen, the end of it all will be a treaty of some kind 
to settle the whole question. That is true. It is*equally true that 
the negotiations upon which any future treaty will rest will be affected 
by what our public men say here and elsewhere, and by the action of 
this House even in voting upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. HITT. It would be the declaration of a public body. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, it would be the declaration of the House of Rep- 
resentatives im Committee of the Whole, and our action and the lan- 
guage of the proposition upon which we vote could not fail to have its 
effect. The gentleman from Kentucky says that'he wants the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to adopt his amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine, and then wants the amendmentso amended to be 
voted down. Isay it would be a public misfortune to have the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky adopted even upon these terms. 
I say it is a positive injury to the country even to have his proposition 
presented here by so prominent a member as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. We can not afford to have this House or any prominent mem- 
ber of it give away the claims which we have been making against 
Canada for so many years in behalf of the rights of our fishing vessels. 

These claims have been strongly stated this afternoon by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] and by others. In my judgment 
they have not been stated quite sostrongly as the facts warrant. Gen- 

“tlemen have said that we have always made certain claims for our fish- 
ing vessels under the provisions of the treaty of 1818. Their st#tement 
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might imply that these claims have always been disputed by the Do- 
minion officials. I do not think that is precisely correct. I have a 
strong impression that we have at least one decision of a Canadian 
court in our favor. I refer to the decision in the case of the White 
Fawn, tried in the admiralty court of New Brunswick in 1870. ft re- 
lated to the right of American vessels to buy bait in a Canadian port. 
Tt was decided, as I understand, by that court that the purchase of bait, 
unless proved to have been in preparation for illegal fishing, was not 
a violation of the treaty or of any existing law. If I am wrong, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] or the gentleman from 
Massachusetts before me [Mr. LODGE] will correct me. I will ask the 
gentleman if there was not such a case decided substantially on the 
grounds I have mentioned. 

Mr. LODGE. Iso understand it. S 

Mr. ADAMS. Here, then, we have claims persistently made on the 
part of the United States and admitted by at least one judicial tribunal 
of the Dominion, which are virtually given away by the language of 
the pending amendment. 

So far as the treaty of 1818 is concerned it was, I think, an unfortu- 
nate if not an ignominious surrender of valuable rights. Ido not care 
who made it. ft took from our fishermen the right to fish within 3 
miles of the shore, a right which they possessed theretofore, as has been 
suggested, assubjects of Great Britain when the Revolutionary war broke 
out, and which they did not lose by reason of that war. When that 
limitation on their rights was imposed it was provided that they should 
be subject to such regulations as would prevent the abuse of the rights 
conferred by the treaty. 

The main contention between the United States and Great Britain has 
been as to whether the vexatious restrictions imposed on our fishermen 
in Canadian ports have been reasonable regulations within the meaning 
of the treaty of 1818. We have insisted that they are not. If this 
House is not a part of the treaty-making power it is its duty not to 
take any action or use any language which ingenuity can construe into a 
surrender of the ground maintained by our diplomatists on behalf of our 
fishermen. Ihopetheamendmenttotheamendment will be voted down. 
To me, Mr. Chairman, the question is interesting not because it is ofany 
local importance to the part of the country in which I live, but be- 
cause I believe, as other gentlemen have said, that itis a national ques- 
tion, a question of national honor, and rises far above the level of the 
tariff question. Itis simply a question whether we shall gratuitously 
concede any advantage whatever to a country which has never gratui- 
tously conceded anything tous, but has used in a barbarous and insulting 
way the rights they have and rights which they do not possess in order 
to extort from us important commercial advantages for themselves. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has three minutes of his time 
remaining. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter into a dis- 


eussion of the rights and privileges of American citizens or fishermen 
toenter the Canadian ports for the purchase ofsuppliesand baitas claimed 
by them. I simply desire to call the attention of this House to the posi- 
tion assumed by gentlemen on the other side, and especially the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] andthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hrrr] upon this question when the bill granting the President power to 
exclude Canadian vessels and fish from our ports until equal rightsand 
privileges were granted American fishermen by the Canadian Govern- 
ment was under consideration in the Forty-ninth Congress. TheSenate 
passed a bill providing that in case of the refusal of the rights which 
were claimed and had been enjoyed by our fishermen in the ports of 
Canada of purchasing supplies and bait and of shipping fish, that the 
President of the United States should have the power to prevent the 
importation of Canadian fish and to exclude Canadian vessels from those 
rights in the ports of the United States. It was pro by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to amend the bill so that the President 
would be clothed with the power of prohibiting the locomotives and 
cars of Canadian railroads from entering our territory; but gentlemen 
upon the other side objected to any amendment of that character. 

They stated that the provisions of the Senate bill were all they de- 
sired, and that was all they wished upon this question. 

They wanted no other commerce interfered with, they did not desire 
any other class of products from Canada interfered with; but simply 
desired the enactment of this provision to prevent the importation of 
Canadian fish and to exclude Canadian fishermen from the rights in our 
ports which they denied to ours in theirs. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit me a minute? I held just 
the reverse of that, and the argument will show the position I assumed. 

Mr. BYNUM. It is true the provisions of the law go further and 
include all other products; but it was substantially stated by the gen- 
tleman and others that other productions than fish were put in the 
bill only for the reason that when we should prohibit the importation 
of Canadian fish, Canada might retaliate by excluding from her ports 
all American products, and in that event we should want to do the 
same thing. I think it will fully appear from the debate upon that 
bill that all that the fishermen and their representatives desired was 
the exclusion of Canadian fish and a denial to Canadian fishermen of 
the rights and privileges which they denied to us. : 
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The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] upon the subject said: 

The Senate bill, which passed the Senate with so entire unanimity, meets this 
situation exactly, It is nota bill looking to retaliation, but it is simply n- 
sive to the policy of Canada. It authorizes the President to withdraw from 
Canadian vessels and Canadian products—naming fish as the article particu- 
larly iftended, although all other products of the British North American pos- 
sessions may also be prohibited—substantially the same privileges as are with- 
held from us. It simply says in effect that the privileges which we accord to 
Canadian fishing vessels and fish were given on condition that Canada extended 
the same E ipep ina to American fishing vessels and the fish caught by such 
vessels, she chooses to withdraw such privileges from our fishing vessels 
and fish products, we propose to withdraw the same from her fishing vessels 
ana fish products so long, and only so long, as she continues to discriminate 
against us. 

The so-called Belmont bill proposes to go further than this and to authorize 
the President to mop communication by rail- with Canada. I regard thisas un- 
necessary and unwise. Canada has not discriminated inst American lo- 
comotives and cars passing into her territory as vehicles of transportation. 

s * s . * * . 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, looks to a peaceful solution of the differences between 
the United States and Canada by making it for the interest of both to grant full 
commercial! privileges to the vessels of each other. 


Again he says: : 

But if our fishermen shall see that Canadian fishing vessels are denied the 
same privileges as are denied them; if they shall see that Canadian fish arede- 
nied entrance into our terri while American fishing vessels are denied the 
privilege of landing their fish in Canadian ports, they will be content and will 
willingly suffer the increased inconvenience and expense caused them by being 
compelled to use pein val vessels and to carry more extensive supplies in order 
that they may be under no necessity of entering Canadian ports for supplies or 
discharge of part of cargo. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman quoted me a moment ago, and I ask that 
the gentleman will do me the justice to read what I said in that con- 
nection. I urged that the bill conferred power to exclude all their 
products. : 

Mr. BYNUM. I will give the gentleman’s own language. 
tainly have no desire or intention to put him in a false position. 
said: 

The Senate measure is strong and efficient; it confers full powers on the 
President to retaliate for the ill-treatment of our, fishing vessels, by excluding 
all Canadian vessels, all their fish, and all their productions, if he chooses in 
his discretion to do so. 

When it passed the Senate no party voice was heard, but all were Americans. 
And we, in acting upon that measure, are asked now to substitute for it a new 
bill containing a provision which was rejected in the Senate by an overwhelm- 
ing vote, and which if adopted here is certain to cause delay and to endanger 
all action. * * * The Senate bill is one which attempts to do a thing in 
very best way in which the experience of nations shows it ought to be done. It 
is an answer to an inquiry by responsive action and retaliates in kind. 


I call your attention particularly to the words of the gentleman from 
Illinois, in which he says: ‘‘ It isan answer to an injury by responsive 
action and retaliates in kind.” 

While other products were and are in the law, I think it is perfectly 
clear from the language of the gentleman from Illinois and the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Maine the power thus conferred was not 
to be used by the President in the first instance, but only in case Can- 
ada should, when her fish were excluded by us, retaliate by excluding 
other of our products from her territory. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BYNUM. I will after quoting the language used by Mr. Rice, 
who at the time was a member from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Rice, speaking on the subject, used this language: 

- Again, it is really no vital matter that we shall go into the Canadian ports at 


all. If they see fit to shut outof their ports our deep-sea fishing vessels, which 
there for the ee of buying supplies, upon the sale of which many of 

the ive, let 

we 


I cer- 
He 


ir poor people them do it. We say there is no treaty provision that 
shall not go there; they say there is. 

That is the question upon which the two governments have joined issue. 
But suppose that their contention is correct and thatour vessels have no right 
there, still we can get along without going there, But—and here let gentlemen 
of the House understand—Great Britain has no treaty rights whatsoever with 
uson this point, If the Canadians caf shut our vessels out of their ports we 

- can shut theirs out of our ports. Weare under no treaty obligation to let them 
in, If they can shut our rmen out of their ports, we can shut their fish out 
of ours, Li 


Mr. REED. Has that act been put in force? 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam not talking about whether it has or has not been 
enforced. I simply say that the gentlemen representing the interests 
of the fishermen said it was all the remedy they desired. The gentle- 
man knows that a treaty is pending, and that an effort has been made 
to amicably settle the fishery troubles, and that that is the reason for 
its non-enforcement. I have heard no complaints from the gentlemen 
who represent the interests of the fishermen because it has not been 
enforced. d 

Mr. REED, But has that remedy been applied? You can not com- 
plain that we are not satisfied with the operation of a remedy if it has 
never been applied. 

Mr. BYNUM. There is a way to secure its application, but I am 
not talking about that now. Gentlemen upon the other side said it 
was sufficient. In fact it is sufficient, because it in reality confers 
greater power upon the President than is asked for by the proposed 
amendment, The amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine 

-provides that in case Canada does not accord to our fishermen the rights 
we claim for them, the present rates of duty shall be charged upon 
their lumber, while the law by the last Congress gives to the 
President power to prohibit the importation of the same. ‘The effect 


of the amendment is to reduce rather than to enlarge the retaliatory 
powers of the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I say that these gentlemen have here all the remedy 
asked for, and the position they are taking now is simply for the pur- 
pose of embarrassing the passage of this bill and preventing a reduc- 
tion of the revenue. It is not taken because they need a more eff- 
cient remedy for the maintenance of the rights of our fishermen. In 
fact they havea greater remedy than the one they are seeking to ingraft 
upon this bill. I do not want our difficulties and entanglements over 
the fishery question with Canada to be ingrafted upon this bill; it will 
only complicate them and embarrass the administration of both enact- 
ments, 

‘The admission of Canadian lumber is not solely a benefit to the Cana- 
dians, but a benefit to our own people. It is jor the interests of six 
millions of people in the United States that we are asking the passage 
of this measure. We have given tothe fishermen of Maine, Massachu- 
setts, Delaware, Maryland, and other coast-bound States all they asked 
for and all they desired. Now that we are trying to do something for 
the people of the West, let them be generous enough not toattempt to 
involve the interests of others in their disputes and difficulties. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, how much time is there remaining 
for this side of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventeen minutes. ` 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know much about the fish- 
ery question, A resident of a prairie State, a thousand miles from 


-the seacoast, is not required to know very much about it. But I do 


know that the Forty-ninth Congress gave the President of the United 
States ample power to settle this much-vexed question in accordance 
with the claims of this Administration as to American rights. I do 
know that in all our history the question of these fisheries has been a 
disturbing one, and I know also that this Administration has neglected 
and refused to exercise the power granted by the Congress; and it is no 
answer to say that a commission was appointed to settle the question, 
when that commission was appointed in direct opposition to the ex- 
pressed will of Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. Where do you find that expressed will of Congress? 

Mr. ROWELL. The expressed will was found in the refusal to 
grant the request of the President of the United States for the appoint- 
ment of a commission as proposed by his Secretary of State, and it 
was further found in the enactment of Congress giving to the President 
power to retaliate to the extent of maintaining the rights of the Ameri- 
can fishermen as claimed by the Secretary of State in all his corre- 
spondence with the British Government. Ido know that in violation 
of that expressed will of Congress a commission was appointed, and the 
result of that commission was to surrender the claims of the American 
Government. All that it has obtained, if the treaty shall be ratified, 
is the privilege of having our fishermen treated by Canada as all civil- 
ized nations treat them. I know, further, that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE) is in further- 
ance of the sarrender of tlie American Government of its own claim 
of right, and is a proposition to buy what we have from the beginning 
Sheba and what this Administration has claimed, as a matter of 
right. $ 

Kow ifthe Democratic party want to stand by that proposition, if 
they want to go back on the law passed by the Forty-ninth Congress, 
if they want to surrender the rights that the American Government 
has claimed, and to obtain by purchase that which we are entitled 
to by law, let them stand by that record and vote for the proposed 
amendment brought in here by the gentleman from Kentucky in op- 
position to an amendment designed to obtain in another way that 
which we supposed we had obtained when by solemn act we had in- 
structed the Executive to take measures looking to that end, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was in error a while ago in stating 
that there »vere seventeen minutes remaining at the disposa) of the gen- 
tlemen on the left of the Chair. There were but thirteen minutes. Ten 
minutes now remain—five of which are to be occupied by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PARKER] and five by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, in the few words that I have to say 
I do not wish to refer to the partisan view of the subject under con- 
sideration or to the fishery question. I wish to ask attention particu- 
larly to the last paragraph of this pending amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and its effect; that para- 
graph provides— x 

That whenever the Dominion of Canada admits products, wares, and merchan- 
dise grown, produced, or manufactured in the United States free of duty, then 
the products, wares, and merchandise grown, poduon, or manufactured in said 
Dominion of Canada shall be admit free of duty. 

Here is free trade in reality, but upon a small scale. I- can notun- 
derstand why the gentleman from Kentucky offered this amendment, 
unless it was upon the theory that he wishes now to go beyond the 
present controversy and to throw the dark shadow of what he and his 
party friends intend as a coming event upon this debate, and thus at- 
tract the attention of the country. 

Thi#certainly seems to be a project to establish free trade with Can- 
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ada, and in the direction of that general free trade toward which the 
Democratic party is now distinctly moving. ai ; 

I am aware, sir, that this project of reciprocity is a proposition which, 
in one form or another, has received some support from men upon both 
sides. My very respected friend from Ohio Mtr. BUTTERWORTH] has 
from time to time taken much interest in a project for, as he says, ex- 
tending the American tariff wall so as to include the United States and 
Canada. I wish to warn that gentleman, who represents so ably the 
important interests of Ohio, the manufacturing interests and the metal 
interests that are so valuable to his constituents, that he is digging at 
the foundations of a great edifice, and if he does not have a care he may 
tumble down the whole structure about him. 

His project, unless guarded as perhaps he hopes to guard it, isa very 
dangerous one. I consider it a very dangerous one in any event; but 
the scheme contained in the proposition and the argument presented 
here by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] isa blow 
to the farmers, the mechanics, and the manutacturers of this country. 
It is a direct attack upon the farmers upon the whole border line from 
the Pacific Ocean to the Atlantic. Where would our farming interests 
stand along the northern line of the States if this plan were carried 
out? How should we succeed, for example, with the raising of pota- 
toes and in the manufacture of starch? The Canadians can raise po- 
tatoes and can manufacture and put their starch upon the market 
cheaper than we can ours, because of the cheaper lands of the provinces 
and the high wages of American workingmen, and because of the habits 
and customs of the two people, and we should be unable to compete 
with them without going to their level. 

Again, this proposition offers to open our markets to the great wheat 
region of the Canadian northwest, the Manitoba country. It would 
give to about five millions of Canadians this great market of over sixty 
millions of people, as to everything raised, produced, or manufactured 
in Canada, without our receiving any adequate consideration in return. 
Mr. Chairman, I submit that this is a proposition to bring the Cana- 
dians into direct competition with us in our markets not only in lum- 
ber, fish, and ores, but in seeds, grain, vegetables, meats, animals, and 
everything that Canadians produce, manufacture, or obtain in their 
own country. The Toronto Globe understands this subject better than 
our opponents on this floor, and it truthfally says of its own interests: 

If we had reciprocity, that capital which we have been so often told lies in the 
United States waiting for investment in Canada would find its way to us. New 
smelting works would be set up not only in Nova Scotia, butalso in many parts 
of Ontario and Quebec, as the demand for charcoal-iron has become so great n 
the United States that it can scarcely slags whee Thedevelopment of our coal 
and iron mines would be of incalculable benefit, That, our experience has 

roved, we can not reasonably expect unless the great market of the United 
Btates be opened to us. Our other mineral wealth would also be developed. 
Despite duties meant to be prohibitory we sent to the Uuited States in 1886 of 
crude gypsum, 106,737 tons; of copper ore, 5,224 tons; of plum . 8,645 hunf 
dred weight; of salt, 384,283 bushels ; of stone, 14,850 tons, and small quantities o- 
manganese, silver ore, phosphates, etc. It is evident that what we supply in 
small quantities, despite prohibitory duties, we would supply in large quanti- 
ties were those duties removed. The import duty system has failed com- 
pitay to develop our mineral wealth. The only means of developing that 
wealth satisfactorily is unrestricted reciprocity, which would giye us free ad- 
mission to a market of 60,000,000 of people. 

Certainly the Canadians know what they want and why they want 
it. The strange thing about the matter is that they find Americans 
who are ready and quick to serve them. 

Another effect of the proposed amendment if adopted will be to de- 
velop the shipping of the Canadians on the northern lakes. The the- 
ory of the Canadians is the same as that of Great Britain—the build- 
ing up of their maritime strength. Wherever there has been an op- 
portunity, we have seen that this is their course. They would control 
the carrying trade of the lakes and the great rivers. By their laws 
now in force they not only compel us to pay tolls through their canals, 
and when our vessels are bound to American ports refuse the rebate 
allowed to vessels destined for Canadian ports, but they go further. 
Not only do they exhibit a jealous spirit in such matters as wrecking, 
referred to by my colleague [Mr. Nurrina], but they permit the bot- 
toms which represent Canadian shipping to come into and leave their 
ports for a whole year with only a single charge of 50 cents, paid once, 
while the American bottoms that go into Canadian ports are taxed by 
charges of entry fees, exit fees, and other charges. They protect their 
own interests. 

It has been truly said elsewhere that by reciprocity— 

Our navigation laws, which enable our citizens to maintain a commercial 
marine on the great lakes, would be blotted out, and the inevitable result would 
be that commerce in American bottoms would be driven from the lakes as it 
has been from the ocean, The Canadians are ready for this commerce. Again, 
the Canadians would, with the assistance of British steamship companies, mono; 
olize imports for distribution to the lake cities and the West, through the W. 
land Canal and over the great lakes. Imported goods could be sent to all of tne 
lake cities more cheaply from Montreal than from New York, the import duties 
being the same. Montreal would grow at the expense of New York and Boston, 
and the great highway of commerce would be down the St. Lawrence. 


We have had some experiencein Canadian reciprocity and are notin 
haste to have it repeated. 

if Canadians want the benefit of our institutions and our markets 
and of our scale of prices and wages let them come (as thousands of 
the most progressive and energetic are now coming) and let them be- 
come citizens of the great Republic. 


Let us be done with this fttempt to annex the United States to 


Canada. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield my time to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGr]. I supposed we had more time. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] announced that he intended to print in his remarks 
extracts from my article in the North American Review of February 
last. I wish to express the hope that he will print the whett of it, and 
not give extracts garbled in their arrangement, as has already been 
done in the RECORD with regard to extracts from some of my writings. + 

Mr. Chairman, it is always a pleasure to me when I can agree with 
my colleague [Mr. RUSSELL], who has been defending the treaty that 
has been negotiated by the present Administration; and when he says 
that this treaty has been made by that Administration’ to the best of 
its ability, I cordially agree with him. I think it has. 

But, sir, the point I wish to make is this: The Forty-ninth Congress 
took the ground that we ought to adopt retaliatory measures to the ex- 
tent of the outrages committed on our citizens. If the Administration 
had followed the direction of Congress, and had retaliated on the Cana- 
dian fishermen, then it would have been proper to treat. Wecould have 
gone to the Canadian or the British authorities and said, ‘‘ Rights of 
humanity for rights of humanity; commercial privileges for commercial 
privileges;’? and a treaty could have been made which would have met 
the assent of every one. But we entered the negotiation at a disad- 
vantage. We submitted to outrages on their part which they consented 
to stop if we would alter our domestic legislation. oal 

Mr. Chairman, Webster said in the House of Representatives in the 
heated debates of the war of 1812 that all party animosities ceased at 
the water’s edge. I believe that they ought to cease there; and the 
fault I find with this treaty is that it has not been made from an Ameri- 
can standpoint, but from a political standpoint. It has been made to 
advance the interests of free trade. The question of the tariff is a ques- 
tion to be settled here by the representatives of the Americen people; 
it is not a question to be settled in a treaty made with English nego- 
tiators in accordance with English ideas and by the sacrifice of the rights 
of American citizens and of the honor and dignity of this great nation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. There remain two minutes to be occupied in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I take the floor and yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON]. 

[Mr. Witson, of Minnesota, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
close the debate; but I believe the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] desires to make some further remarks. i 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwill speak now or after the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The OMAIRIAN. The gentleman from Maine has two minutes. 
[Mr. Dine withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 


DIX. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Theamendment ofthe gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] is not intended to lighten the bur- 
den of the American people, and therefore, being in favor of taxation, 
it is entirely honorable, patriotic, and courteous. My amendment had 
the effect in the same contingency which the gentleman’s amendment 
provided for, and precisely on the same terms, copying ipsissimus verbis 
his amendment to relieve the American people from taxation—to partly 
remove the burden of taxation from them, and it therefore, in the mind of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], is unpatriotic and pusillani- 
mous. 

Nothing that grants the claim of a particular class interest to tribute 
from the American people is so peculiarly attractive as when it can be 
done in the name of the American flag and patriotism. Anything that 
lightens the burden, removes a tax, and makes the necessaries of life 
cheaper in consequence is, in their vocabulary, pusillanimous and un- 

triotic. 
sare that is the exact difference between the tone of thought of the 
gentleman from Maine and the Democratic members of the Ways and 
Means Committee of this House. Our conception of the duty of true 
patriotism is to make a prosperous people by taking from their shoul- 
ders the burden of taxation as far as we can, and in removing taxes to 
take them from the necessaries of life and from the poorer classes of 
our people. 

I am not surprised that the gentleman from Maine resists in the 
name of the American fishermen and the American flag for the benefit 
of those who own fishing vessels. 

I make no surrender to Canada. If so, then his amendment also 
does, All I offer is to enlarge the terms of his amendment. He of- 
fered to Canada free lumber and I proposed to enlarge the offer by add~ 
ing free fish as well as free lumber, and we are called pusillanimous 
for making the results of concession better for our citizens. 

Mr. BURROWS rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The act passed by the Forty- 
ninth Congress to which the various gentlemen have referred conferred 
on the President the power to enferce partial non-intercourse. Thisis 
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an extreme measure, only to be resorted to as the last remedy before 
actual hostilities, and from which much annoyance, loss, and irritation 
must result, and most probably war. It was therefore wise and pa- 
triotic statesmanship in the Administration to exhaust all the resources 
of diplomacy before putting the provisions of that act into operation. 
The thoughtful who desire honor with peace, who have only the in- 
terest of the Republic at heart, will approve this conduct; and those 
who for partisan or pecuniary purposes defeat a peaceful settlement of 
the irritating questions involved will find that they have blundered. 

The Republican Senate, in the blind partisanship preceding a Presi- 
dential election, may leave to the Executive no discretion, and may 
force non-intercourse. I sincerely deplore the drift that way, and be- 
lieve that it will cause loss to many. But the responsibility will be 
on that Republican majority. Gentlemen whosneer at the three distin- 
guished Americans who negotiated the treaty now pending do them- 
selves injustice; each one of those gentlemen is the peer of any mem- 
ber of either House of Congress, and a charge that they or either of 
them was either unpatriotic, cowardly, or unintelligent is only a re- 
proach to him who makes it. 

And to the gentlemen who have so hotly participated in this debate, 
the proper punishment to be inflicted on Canada is to make fish dear 
tothe American consumer; that the honor of the flag is to be preserved 
only by increasing the cost of fish, and that.true patriotism consists in 
increasing the profits of the fishing-ship owners from their American 
fellow-citizens, 

The gentleman from Maine who preceded me, not my courteous 
friend [ Mr. DINGLEY], but the leader of the Republican House who 
preceded him, said it was a mere parliamentary trick of mine to offer 
this amendment, with thestatement to the House that when it was put 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dineiey] it 


There is no parliamentary trick whatever about it. Iam opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, and I frankly say so. 
I am opposed to the introduction of that treaty and the questions in- 
volved into the House, and I am opposed to interfering with it in this 
connection. The gentleman has put hisamendmentin. Now, if the 
House entertains the proposition, I want to put in something substan- 
tial to relieve the American people instead of increasing the burdens, 
or leaving them undiminished. 

I say, capita Wig goed to this House, to Democrats and Republic- 
ans alike, that what I have desired by the amendment, after consul 
tation with the chairman of the committee in charge of the bill, is that 
if the House shall see proper to adopt the Dingley amendment, to adopt 
it with some substance in it. And what we desire to see to-day is that 
the House shall vote the amendment to the Dingley amendment and 
then vote the whole thing down, leaving thé bill justasitis. Because, 
Mr. Chairman, we think it is in the best possible shape now in which 
itcan be put. We take the duty off of lumber not for the benefit of 
Canada, but for the benefit of the American people. If on the other 
side they look on the question of relief from taxation to our citizens as 
a boon given to foreigners, we on this side look upon it as a benefit to 
the American people. They regard it as the highest effort of states- 
manship to succeed in putting some tax upon the people for the benefit 
of some few classes, or for the benefit of a single class, while we on this 
side look on the removal of any tax as a step in the right direction for 
the relief of all the people. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment was to demonstrate 
to the country that if we are going into the fisheries treaty at all, and 
if negotiations are to be had with Canada under this bill, then we are 
going to get something by it. When we do settle these questions we 
hope to see free fish, a wider market for our people, another country 
in which to sell our goods, and in the end that freedom of trade be- 
tween us and Canada that we have inside of our boundaries. So that 
we, who believe that our people are able to compete with any English- 


„should be voted down. 


- speaking people, we who have tried a protective tariff in competition 


with a protective tariff, believe that we can carry on that competition 
with the barrier on both sides removed. Not that we ask that; not 
that the bill goes that far, or that we want it to go that far now; but 
if the gentleman from Maine and his friends want to make a bargain 
with Canada and make this bill the vehicle of it on the fisheries ques- 
tion, we say to you gentlemen, all right; it is not the proper bill on 
which to do it, but if you will do so, we wili write into the bargain 
some terms of advantage to the people who consume the fish and to the 
agriculturists who have some agricultural products to sell. Thatisthe 
whole proposition, Mr. Chairman. 

I believe the time has expired, and I now call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time fixed by the House for debate has ex- 
pired. 

The question is on the amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine, on which the gentleman from New York demands a 


division. 

Mr. PARKER. Since it has been suggested that the vote on the 
amendmentisanticipated upon the other side, it may as well all be taken 
together, and I beg to withdraw the call for a division. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
of Kentucky. 


s 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 94. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. REED and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 98, 
noes 87. ? 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on theamendmentasamended, it was rejected. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 1 offer a farther amendment to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That ifthe above-mentioned articles, or either of them, are 
the product of Chinese labor in the country whence imported, they shall be sub- 
ject to duty as now provided 4 law, under such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. PARKER. Isuggest an amendment, after the word ‘‘ Chinese’? 
to insert “‘or convict; so that it will read, ‘the product of Chinese 
or convict labor.’’ 

Mr. VANDEVER. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order upon the amendment. It 
can not be applicable here—— 

Mr. REED. But the Chair has decided the question that all argu- 
ment, after debate has been closed, whether on points of order or other- 
wise, is cut off. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires the gentleman to state the 
point of order. 

Mr. MILLS, The point of order is that it is not germane to this 
paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why not? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks that it is germane to the pro- 
viso of the bill which relates to products of foreign nations, and makes 
a reservation as to certain goods or articles that are excluded. The 
Chair will submit the amendment to the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Imove toamend the amendment by adding, after 
the word “‘ convict,’’ the words ‘‘or Canadian.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 

Mr. VANDEVER, I should like to have a separate vote on the 
amendment relating to the Chinese question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Then the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask a separate vote in regard to the Chinese, 
and theu the gentleman can take a vote upon the other proposition. 

Mr. MILLS. There is no debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate has been closed by order of the House, 
but the gentleman asks aseparaté vote. The Chair thinks the question 
is not divisible at this time, while the vote is being taken. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will withdraw that amendment of mine for a 
moment, at the suggestion of the gentleman from California, as he does 
not accept, as I understand it, the amendment to be voted upon as a 

rt of the original amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia to accept the amendment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I want to withdraw that acceptance so as to 
have a separate yote on the first proposition submitted by me. ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the gentleman any right to amend his prop- 
osition when a division is about to be taken? I desire simply to save 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has a right, the Chair thinks, 
before the vote is taken, to withdraw the acceptance of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Ido withdraw the acceptance, 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to withdraw his amendment. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will submit the amendment after action is 
taken upon the first amendment, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 86. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. REED and Mr. MILLS were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 82—noes 
92. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that a yea-and-nay vote be 
taken upon this proposition in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not make any arrangement 
of that kind which would bind the House. Under the Constitution, 
when the question is reached in the House the requisite number of 
members may demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And provided , That none of the above articles manufactured either 
wholly or in part by convict labor shall be admitted except upon the payment 
of double the duties now imposed, and any person who import any such 
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articles so manufactured shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
shall be fined $100 for each and every article so imported. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. FARQUHAR, and 
the Chair declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iask for a division. 
_ The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 


Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other pack: , or in bulk, when imported 
from any country which does not charge an import duty upon salt exported 
from the United States. 


Mr. BURROWS, Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the salt para- 
graph. Itis now half past 4 o’clock, and I understand that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means proposes that the Committee 
of the Whole shall soon rise. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, now that we have got to the salt para- 
graph, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER from the Committee of 
the Whole reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 
. Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me to call up a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and that it be put 
upon its passage. 

A MEMBER. Regular order, 

Mr. REED, I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that consent be asked 
for both sides, because I find it too often happens that consent closes 
when the other side gets through. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maine that this morning, according to the Chair’s recollection, 
nothing got through, nor did anything get through yesterday evening. 
The Chair has tried to make the unanimous consents equal on both 
sides. 

Mr. REED. I know that the Chair has tried to do so, but the Chair, 

-of course, commences on the other side of the House each time, ahd the 
result is a certain percentage of advantage to that side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So far as the Chair knows, it has 
always been the custom to take that course. The Chair recollects that 
it was the course taken in recognitions by the Speaker of the Forty- 
seventh Congress. 

Mr. REED. Iam not complaining of it at all, but simply calling 
attention to the result. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill sent up 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. JOHNSTON], after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.477) for the relief of Allen Gunter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? : 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to place the 
name of Allen Gunter on the muster-rolls of Company B, of the Third Regi- 
ment North Carolina Mounted Infantry, of the war of 1861 to 1865, and that fs 
be mustered from the 14th day of June, 1854, and mustered out on the 8th day 
of August, 1865. 

The Committee on Military Affairs had recommended an amend- 
ment inserting after ‘ muster-roll,’? in line 4, the words ‘‘as a pri- 
vate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to beengrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and d. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. ° 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


W. A. LEMASTER. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster, and that it be put 
upon its passage. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask that that bill be read before I consent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay to W. A. Lemaster, of conium, lowa, the whole sum of 
the pension due to Geo: Lemaster, deceased, at the date of the death of said 


George Lemaster, namelv, June 23, 1873, said pension having been erroncously 
withheld from said George Lemaster from March, 1861, during and up to June 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ry 


23, 1873: Provided, That said W. A. Lemaster shall first make ox satisfactory 
nna Fosretesy that he is the sole surviving heir of the said rge Lemaster, 

ceased, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Public Lands to report back to the House the bill (S; 1430) to for- 
feit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes, with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute; and to ask that the bill and report be 
printed and recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands, Also; 
that leave be granted to file the views of the minority, to be printed 
with the report. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TOMBIGBEE IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6910) to authorize the Birmingham, Selmaand New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River in Alabama, that the amendments of the Senate be concurred 
in, and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tmpore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. 

JOSEPH R. WHITE. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 


the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the ` 


bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White, and that it be now 
put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Joseph R. White, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appro. the sum of $—, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary to settle his claim for pay and allowance while serving in the 
United States Army as a private in Company K, One hundredth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims to fill 
the blank in the bill by inserting $299.23 was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be ‘laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM R. TRAVIS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be di from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of William R. Travis, and 
that the House now proceed to consider it. f 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay William L, Travis, late lieutenant Company K, 
Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, out of any money in the Treas 
not otherwise appropriated, the pay and emoluments of a first lieutenant of 
cavalry from October 23, 1864, to April 25, 1865. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. Let us hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. Stone, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

Tiis isa claim for pay for services rendered prior to muster by William L. 
Travis, formerly first lieutenant Company K, Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry. 
The case was considered in the War Department under the provisions of the act 


approved June 3, 1884, and the act amendatory thereof, approved Februa: 
1887, and rejected by that office. While the decision of the a De; ment nae 


be in accordance with the law, the fact remains that from October 23, 1864, to ` 


April 25, 1865, Lieutenant Travis was on duty and recognized asa first Jicutenant 
ot Company K, Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry; that his seryices as such were 
accepted by the Government. 

Having obtained the benefit of Travis’s services, the Government ought not to 
set up a technical plea in bar of its obligatiou to make compensation therefor ; 
and your committee are of opinion that payment should be made Lieutenant 
Travis, and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to hear some explanation in regard to this 
bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There were two men attempting to raise 
regiments in this particular part of Kentncky at the same time. A 
number of companies were raised under the supervision of each of 
these gentiemen. Finally these various companies were consolidated; 
Lieutenant Travis belonged to one of the companies which was raised 
for the Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry; and when that regiment was 
mustered into service in March, 1865, he was absent on detached duty, 
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so that he was not mustered in at that time, but subsequently. When 


his application was made to the War Department for pay for the six 
months prior to that time, it was rejected on the ground that the gen- 
tleman who raised the regiment and who claimed to be the colonel had 
had brought against him some charges of misconduct while raising the 
regiment, and was not recognized by the Department as the colonel. 
Yet these men actually enlisted and did service. 
. Mr. BYNUM. ‘Did they get pay prior to the time they were mus- 
tered in? 

‘Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The proposition is to pay these men 
from the time they were enlisted and actually entered the service up 
. to the time when they were mustered:in. They were actually doing 
service during those six months. 

Mr. BYNUM. Why was not Lieutenant Travis there when the men 
were mustered? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. He was absent on detached duty. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being “engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM COLLINS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 793) zp the relief of William Collins, and that it be now 
put on its 

The bill was pane as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay y out of the Treasury, from any moneys not other- 


wise appropriated, to William Collins the sum of $240, for a fishery bounty due 
himas master of the fishing-schooner 


Sarah Franklin, hailing from Castine, Me. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was read, as 
follows: 
-Strike out ‘' $240” and insert ‘‘ $167.80.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 

sideration of this bill ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LANHAM) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims have considered House bill No. 793, for the relief 
of William Collins, and recon:mend that it do with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words “two hundred and forty dollars” and insert * one 
hundred and sixty-seven dollars and eighty cents” instead. 

‘This claim was considered in the last Congress by the Committee on Claims, 
and the following facts were found: 

‘t The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1030) for the 
relief of William Collin: pence the following i are 

“The committee find on the7th day of Apri 1866, William Collins, a cjti- 
zen of the United Statesand the State of Maine, took out a license to be employed 
in cod-fishing, as owner and master of the schooner Sarah Franklin, burden 
41.95 tons. At that time, by virtue of existing laws, a bounty of $4 per ton was 
allowed and paid to vessels of the class of the Sarah Franklin en in cod- 
erie piae p « sporen of four months within the year. While said Collins was 

in cod-fishing, the laws relating to fishing bounty were repealed (act 

7 h 1866, section 4), and Collins was never paid the bounty to which he was 
pen tled, although he completed the fi ull period of four months’ cod-fishing within 
the time which the law prescribed,” 

Mr. BYNUM. It appears to me the report does not present any 
satisfactory reason for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will withhold his objection, I 
will make a statement. 

Mr. BYNUM. Reserving the right to object, I will hear the gentle- 

man’s statement. 
* Mr. MILLIKEN. The facts about this bill are these: In 1866 the 
law provided that any craft engaged in cod-fishing on “the banks which 
should continue in that business for four months continuously should 
be entitled to a bounty of $4 a ton. This man William Collins, an old 
sailor, went fishing in his vessel, and was engaged in that way for 
four months, complying entirely with the conditions of the law. But 
while he was gone the law was repealed, and when he came home the 
custom-house authorities refused to pay the bounty. Now, as he en- 
gaged in good faith in cod-fishing for the term of four months, com- 
plying with every condition of the law, he is entitled, if any man ever 
was, to the bounty which the Government provided in such cases. 
The amount is very small—$167; and it isa matter of justice that 
payment, now so long delayed, should be made. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not think there was any vested right to the 
sini under the circumstances described; and for that reason I ob- 

ect. 


` 


ESTATE OF DOUGLAS DALE, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the estate of Douglas 
Dale, deceased, and that it be now put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to feck to the executor or administrator of the estate of 
Douglas Dale, deceased, late of Cass County, Missouri; the sum of $274.95, out 
of any moneys in the T treasury not otherwise appropriated, to reimburse ‘him 
e income tax for that amount improperly assessed and collected in 1870 on 

his salary as sheriff and collector of said Cass County. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. BYNUM. Iask for the reading of the report, 
The report (by Mr. MANsuR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. S141) for the 
relief of the estate of Douglas Dale, deceased, having had the same under con- 
sideration, submit the following report, recommending that the bill do pass: 

The facts are as follows: In 1 Douglas Dale was sherif and collector of 
thecounty of Cass, in the State of Missour and there was assessed by the United 
States upon bim for that year the sum of $274.95 as an income tax,and that the 
same was paid to the United States collector of internal revenue for the fifth 
district of Missouri on August 5, 1870. 

Goer vere the Supreme Court of the Unisea os in a case from Massa- 
chusetts (Co vs, Day, 11 Wallace, 

“Itis Ayana ean for Congress, Aas at the riken tal of the United States, 
to impose a eat gy om the salary of a judicial officer of a State.’ 

After this d gress passed a inw refunding the money in such cases, 
proved that Spelicalian won was made within two years from the adoption of the 


oer. Dale was living at a small village in the interior of the State, and didnot 
know of the passage of this act until after the expiration of ips time for filing 
claims under it had expired. Major Dale was a gallant soldier, and died leay- 
ing but little property. 

As the official records show all the facts of the ille; assessment and pay- 
ment of the money, and the United States has had the use of it for eighteen 
years, your committee think that — requires its return, and they recom- 
mend that the bili do pass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. “Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. [I object. . 

Subsequently— 


Mr. MILLIKEN said: As I understand that this bill is for the benefit 
of the widow of a soldier, I withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


‘ FISH COMMISSION DEFICIENCY. 


Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
10404) making appropriation to supply deficiency for United States 
Fish Commission on account of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888; 
which was read a first and second time, att fc to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE, DECATUR, NEBR. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for considers: 
tion the bill (H. R. 8841) to authorize the construction of a railroad 
bridge at or near Decatur, Nebr, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Read the bill. 

The bill and amendment were read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. SHAW. I present and ask to have read a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o'clock p. m. having 
arrived, under previous order the House stands adjourned until 11 
o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 10379) granting a 
pension to Ephraim Petty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 10380) for the reliefof Samuel Lanier— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 10381) to amend naval record of 
Francis Dawson, late gunner United States Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10382) granting arrears of pension to Henry Z. 
Gill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10383) forthe relief of the Madison 
aes Institute, located at Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10384) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 10385) for the relief of H. C. Jeti— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10386) for the relief of Harrison Barrett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, abill (H. R. 10387) forthe relief of Miles M. Ward—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10388) for the relief of Brice Patrick—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10389) for the relief of Samuel T, Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10390) for the relief of Lucinda Holderby—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10391) for the relief of Francis M. Eagle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10392) for the relief of Susan Banner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10393) for the relief of Mary A. Maynard—to th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10394) for the relief of John Brumley—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10395) for the relief of Arch Huffman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10396) for the relief of William Preston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10397) for the relief of the estate of Esther Gear- 
hart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of the estate of James P. 
Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10399) for the relief of Michael 
Kries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10400) for the relief of 
Thomas K. Torian—to the Committee on War Claims. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 10401) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10402) for the relief of John 
Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR (by request): A bill (H. R. 10403) for the relief 
of Peter Trusel—to the Comntittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Kaufman County, Texas, 
for payment of claims of Indian depredations on the frontier—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers relating to the contesting election claim 
of Samuel McKee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Clay County, Missouri, 
asking that the interstate-commerce law be amended—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the Board of Trade of South Omaha, 
Nebr., for the passage of the Outhwaite bill—to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of C. S. Lewis, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Callahan County, and of 
Eastland County, Texas, for payment of claims for Indian depreda- 
nons on the frontier—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of Charles O. Embrey, for estate 
of Tabitha A. Waugh; of William A. Bickers and John T. Bickers, 
administrators of James Bickers, and of Samuel A. Griffin, of Vir- 
ginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, for pay- 
ment of claims for Indian depredations on the frontier—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of David A. Cleage, administrator of David 
Cleage, of McMinn County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Charles C. West, of Catawba Island, 
Ohio, for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of McCulloch County, Texas, 
for payment of claims for Indian depredations on the frontier—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of 94 citizens of the First 
district of Kentucky, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Proof to accompany bill for the relief of Brice 
Patrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Of citizens of Manhasset, N. Y. 


The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 70 citizens of Steele County, Min- 
nesota. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
ae Pema was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. TAULBEE: Of citizens of Kentucky. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 8, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings was read. : 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana on yesterday reported a Senate bill—I do not remember the num- 
ber of it—forfeiting certain lands in aid of railroads. The Journal re- 
cites the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] filed the 
views of the minority. It should also state, and I ask that it be cor- 
rected to show, that there is another minority report to be submitted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘the correction will be made by inserting also the 
name of the gentleman who files the additional dissenting views. 

The Journal was then approved. 

APPROPRIATION FOR FISH COMMISSION VESSELS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries of an additional appropriation for the maintenance of 
the vessels of the United States Fish Commission for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate requests the House to return the bill 
of the Senate No. 2058, to increase the pension of John Taylor. With- 
out objection the Clerk wiil be instructed to return the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER AT OMAHA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask consent to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. McSHANE. What is the Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill: 

“Sec. 7, This act shall be null and void unless the construction of the bridge 
hereby authorized shall be commenced within two yearsand completed within 
four years from the date of the approval of this act.” 

There being no objection, the amendment was concurred in. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, MINNESOTA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5932) to provide for holding terms of United 
States courts in the district of Minnesota. ; 

Mr. NELSON. I ask, as this relates to courts in Minnesota, that 
the House non-concur in the Senate amendments, and request a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. The bill fixing the terms of the Federal courts in 
Minnesota. 

There being no objection, the amendments were non-concurred in, 
and a committee of conference requested thereon. 

ALFRED PLEASONTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of colonel]. , 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, there has been already appointed a com- 
mittee of conference on that bill; and I ask unanimous consent that 
we non-concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. REED. But the House has never non-concurred in those 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the appointment of the 
conferees was premature and was subsequently withdrawn. 

Mr. FORD. Then I move to non-concur. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

‘The bil? was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

PARIS, CHOCTAW AND LITTLE ROCK RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2929) to au- 
thorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway, telegraph and telephone line through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 


second time. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs of the House 


Mr. CULBERSON. 
have unanimously recommended a bill which is an exact copy of the 
Senate bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill 
be now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

“Bett etc., That the Pari 
a SrO Saks Sete ipe piet sty Pe peed aal Stato ere inl 
be, and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locating, 


constructing, owning, equipping, operating, using, and maintaining a railwa: 
and telegraph and telephone line through the Indian Territory, beginning at a 
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point, to be selected by said company, on Red River, at the most convenient 
crossing of said river, at or near the point known as Hook’s Ferry, a crossing 
of said river from the south bank of the same in Red River County, Texas, near 
the northwest corner thereof; thence in a northeasterly direction, in the gen- 
eral direction of Hot Springs and Little Rock, Ark., to a point on the east 
boundary line of the Indian Territory in the Choctaw Nation, which is the west 

` boundary line of the State of Arkansas, with the rigis to construct, use, and 
maintain such tracks, turnouts, branches, sidings, and extensions as said com- 
pany may deem it to their interest to construct along and upon the right of way 
and depot pounds herein provided for. 

Sxo. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of 
a railway, and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width through 
suid Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 200feet in width, with 
a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles 
of road, with the right to use such additional und where there are heavy cuts 
or fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the road- 
bed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, oras much 
thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, Thatno more than said 
addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no 
part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company, and they shali not be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line; and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians 
from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sxc. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands held by 
individual gee sm nang tela lo the laws, customs, and nages of any of the In- 
dian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compensation 
shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or damage done by 
reason of the construction of such railway. In caseof failure to make amicable 
settlement with any occupant such compensation shall be determined bythe ap- 
praisement of three disinterested refe to he appointed, one (who shall act as 
chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to which said oecu- 
pant belongs, one by said railroad company, who, before entering upon the duties 
of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a district judge, clerk of a 
district court, or United States commissioner, an oath that they will faithfully 
and oparia discharge the duties of their appointment, which oath, duly 
certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the Secretary of 
the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof; and a majority of 
said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a member, 
after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make such appoint- 
ment within thirty days after the appointment made by the President, the 
vacancy shall be fiilled bythe district judge of the court held at Fort Smith, 
Ark., or at the district court for the northern district of Texas, upon the appli- 
cation of the other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint the time 
and place for all hearings within the nation to which such occupant belongs. 
Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of #4 per day for each 
day they are engaged in the trial of any case submitted to them under this act, 
with mileage at 5 cents per mile, Witnesses shall receive the usual fees al- 
lowed by the courts of said nations. 

Costs, including compensation of the referees, shall be made a part of the 
award, and be paid by such railroad company. In case the referees can not 
agree, then any two oi them are authorized to make the award. Either party: 
being d ed with the finding of the referees, shall have the right, with 
ninety days after the making of the award and notice of the same, to appeal by 
original petition to the district court held at Fort Smith, Ark., or the district 
court for the northern district of Texas, which court shall have jurisdiction to 
hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition, according to the laws 
of the State in which the same shall be heard provided for determining the 
damage when property is taken for railroad purposes. If, upon the hearing of 
said appeal, the judgment of the court shall be for a larger sum than the award 
of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be adjudged against the railroad 
company. If the judgmentofthe courtshall be for the same sum as the award of 
the referees, then the costsshall beadjudged against the appellant. Ifthe judg- 
ment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the award of the referees, then 
the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming damages. When pro- 
ceedings have been commenced in court, the railway company shall pay double 
the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, and then 
have the right to enter upon Sy weeny: sought to be condemned and proceed 


with the construction of the $ 
y shall not cha’ the inhabitants of said 


r 
Sxc, 4. That said railroad com 
Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
Siate of Texas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, That 
paeenser rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Congress 
reby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on 
said railway, and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines, until a State 
government or governments shall exist in said Territory within the limits of 
which the railway, or a part thereof, shall be located; and then such State gov- 
einment or governments shall be authorized to fix and late the cost of trans- 
poron of persons and freights within their respective limits by said railway ; 
ut Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate, at all times, the 
cost ot such transportation by said railway or said company whenever such trans- 
portation shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend into more 
thon one State: Provided, er, That the rate of such transportation of pas- 
sengers, local or interstate. shall not exceed the rate above expressed: And pro- 
vided further, That said railway company shail carry the mail at such prices as 
Congress may by law provide; and until such rate is fixed by law the Postmas- 
ter-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Src. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the partienlar nations or tribes through whose lands sail line 
may be located, the sum of $50, in addition’to compensation provided for in this 
act for property taken and damages done to individual occupants by the con- 
struction of the railway, for each mile of railway that it may construct in said 
Territory; said payments to be made in installments of $500 as each 10 miles of 
read is graded: Provided, That ifthe general council of either of the nations or 
ribes through whose land said railway may be located shall, within four months 
alter the filing of maps of definite location, as set forth in section 6 of this act, 
dissent from the allowances provided for in this section, and shall certify the 
fame to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid to such 
dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be determined 
as provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to be paid to 
the individual occupant of lands, with the right of appeal to the courts upon 
the samé terms, conditions, and requirements as therein provided: Provided 
further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid by said railway com- 
pany for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compensation 
that said nation would be entitled to receive under the foregoing provision. 
Said company shall also pay, so long as said Territory is owned and occupied 
by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per annuni for 
each mile of railway it shall constractin said Dee The money paid to 
the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be appor- 
tioned by him in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force among the 

- different nations and tribes, according to the number of miles of railway that 
may be constructed by said railway company through their lands; Provided, 
That Congess shall have the right, so long as said lands are occupied and pos- 

by suid nations and tribes, to impose such additional taxes upon said 
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railroad as it may deem just and proper for their benetit; and any Territory or 
State hereafter formed, through which said railway shall have been established, 
may exercise the like power as to such part of said railway as may lie within 
its limits. Said railway company shall have the right to survey and locate its 
railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
lines through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be in the office of the principal chief of each of the nationsor 
tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; and after the filingof 
such maps no cinim for a subsequent settlement and improvement upon the 
right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said company: Pro- 
vided, That when filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence 
grading said located line within six months thereafter, or such location shall 
be void; and such location shail be approved by the poi each fe the Interior 
in sections of 25 miles before construction of any such section shall be begun. 

Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse Jaws and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws, 

Sec. 8. That the United States circuit and district courts for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas and the western district of Arkansas, and such other courts as 
may be authorized by Congress, shall have, without reference to the amount in 
controversy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said 
Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company and the nations and tribes 
through whose territory said railway shall be constructed; said courts sball 
have like jurisdiction, without reference to the amount in controversy, over all 
controversies arising between the inhabitants of said nations or tribes and said 
railway company; and the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby extended 
within the limits of said Indian Territory, without distinction as to citizenship 
of the parties, so far as may be necessary to carry out the orkid demoed of this act. 

Sec. 9. That said railway company shal! build and complete its railway in said 
Territory within three years r the passage of this act, or the rights herein 
granted shall be forfeited as to that portion rot built; that said railroad com- 
pany shall construct and maintain continually all fences, road and highway 
crossings, and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and 
highways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be 
by the prover authorities laid out across the same. 

Sec. 10. That the said Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company shall 
accept this right of way pan the express condition prane npon itself, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, that y will neither aid, adyise, nor in any effort 
looking towards the changing orextinguishing the present tenure of the Indians 
in their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nationsany further 
grant of land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore provided : , That 
any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a for- 
feiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Src. 11. That all mortgages executed by said railway company conveying any 
portion of its railroad, with its franchises, that may be constructed in said In- 
dian Territory shall be recorded in the ent of the Interior,and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall convey 
all rights and property of said company as therein expressed. 

Sxc.12. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, or alter or repeal this 
act; and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferredin any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of the 
road ,except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given orsecured thereon 
to aid in the’construction thereof, 


Peis SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
var passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Tas bill (H. R. 10062) of the same title was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 

LEWIS DAVIS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1497) to pro- 
vide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of Da- 
kota, and for other purposes; which was read twice. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be allowed 
to remain on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE OF BILLS. ` 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of use- 
less papers in the Executive Departments—to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 
The bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia. 

The bill (S. 2662) for the erection of a public building at Salt Lake 
City, Utah—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2727) authorizing the purchase of asite for a building for 
the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the 
Committee cn Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at the Naval Academy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (S. 905) to incorporate the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

And bills of the following titles, which were severally referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 
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. 849) granting a pension to Morgan Gordon; 
S, ps granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 
. 885) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge; 
. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 
S. 1002) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 
. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 
. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade; 
. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 
(S. 1750) granting a pension to George W. Wilburn; 
. 2101) granting a pension to Daniel K. Smith; 
S. 2162) for the relief of Mary M. Strong; 
S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; 
(S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 
. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 
(S. 2483) ting a pension to Catherine Tate; 
(S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 
. 2593) granting a pension to Sarah E. McNamara; 
. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 
. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 
. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel S. Skinner; 
. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 


. 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly; 
S. 2683) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 
- A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 
A bill fs 2724) for the retief of H. H. Helper; 
A bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S, Heint- 
zelman; 
A bill (8. ras granting an increase of pension to Shadrach Brown; 
A bill (S. 2746) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis; 
A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 
A bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; 
A bill (S. 2782 
children; 
A bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. 


er; 

A bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, 
Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower; 

A bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Welsh; 

A bill (S. 2861) granting a pension to David A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean; 

A bill (S. 2874) granting a pension to George W. Padgett; 

A bill (S. 2879) increasing the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, 
widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and major- 
general by brevet; 

A bill (S. onan} granting an increase of pension to Adam Dennis; 

A bill Sy 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball; 

A bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boulter; 

A bill (8. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. 
Smith, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States 
Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2945) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. aor granting a pension to J. S. May; 

A bill (S. 2947 
neck; 

A bill i 2995) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 
A bill (S. soa granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 


granting a pension to Charity J. Towns and minor 


granting an increase of pension to William C. Shimo- 


A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; and 
A bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. _ 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MORGAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WILBER, until June 25, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that I 
was absent from the session yesterday on account of sickness. I had 
had filed a request for leave of absence, but it was overlooked on the 
Speaker’s table and consequently did not appear in the RECORD. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House after leaving certified copies, the papers 
in the pension case of Mrs. Addie L. McComber. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. 
Pike, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 7264) for the erection of a public building at Bridge- 
port, Conn. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is a privileged report which was 
under consideration yesterday when the House adjourned. 
The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In THe HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June —, 1888, 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to employ a page for the 


enrolling room of the House at an annual salary of $80 per month. 
Your committee to whom was referred the resolution submit the following 


report: 
They have examined fully into the necessity for neo en tof said 


and find that there is now no messenger or o room; thatthe 
enrolling clerks are compelled to quit their work frequently to attend to small 
matters of detail which could be better or more quickly attended to by a page, 
and thus save valuable time. is piinad is this the case when the House has 
passed a large number of bills, and towards the close of a session when the ap- 
propriation bills are being hurried through Congress. 

Your committee would therefore recommend the following substitute forthe 
original resolution, namely: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to employ a page for 
the room of the enrolling clerk at an annual salary of $60 pe month during the 
session of Congress; to be paid for out of the contingent fund of the House un- 
tilotherwise provided for, and that the Committeeon ay cae goes ns be directed 
to provide in one of the general appropriation bills for the payment of this page 
for the next fiscal year.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute pro- 

by the committee. 

Mr, TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I will inquire of the gentleman in 
charge of this resolution, what is the necessity for an anuual page for 
the enrolling clerks? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is none whatever. 

Mr. SHAW. This is to be assigned to the room, and we are 
advised that the room is occupied during the entire year by a force of 
clerks engaged in indexing private claims and doing other work. They 
need the assistance of a page; in fact, they have always had one, but 
have been ess pi to pay him out of their own pockets. . 

Mr. TAULB I do not understand that we need an dur- 
ing the vacation. I move to amend the substitute by striking out the 
word ‘‘annual,’’? so as to give the page this pay during the session, 
when his services are needed, letting him go when he is not needed. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman will notice that $60 a month 
amounts to $720 a year, whereas it is proposed if he is employed for 
the session to pay him at the rate of $80 a month, throwing him out of 
employment the rest of the year. I suppose that is the equity of the 
report. 

Mr. SHAW. A page has been detailed to this room through the 
kindness of the Doorkeeper, but he now needs all his pages, and we are 
advised by the Clerk of the House that the necessity for this page isan 
urgent one, and we so believe. The Clerk has not heretofore asked for 
any increase of force, and from our investigation of the matter we are 
entirely satisfied that this page is needed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It is probable, I think, that the present session of 
Congress may continue for two months, and possibly for three; then 
follows the vacation. Next winter we shall have the short session, and 
then follows the long vacation. I see no necessity for providing for an 
annual page for this purpose, and therefore I must insist on my amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the original resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to appoint a page for the 
enrolling room of the House, at an annual salary of $60 per month. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. - 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman from Kentucky is clearly right. 
There is no necessity for creating this annual position. ‘The service is 
required only during the session of Congress, and the appointment of 
an annual page is simply for the purpose of making a soft place for 


somebody. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I think each member of the House knows very 
well that we have annual messengers, whose duty it is to perform such 
services as those which this page would be assigned to during the va- 


cation. 

The fact is that we keep only about one-quarter of the messengers 
here; even the annual officers of the House go home during vacation; 
and I see no necessity whatever for providing for the expenditure of 
this annual salary when we have annual employés whose duty it is to 
perform such services. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. In addition to that, it may be observed that the 
salary proposed for this page is just donble what this House has de- 
clared by its votes on three several occasions to be sufficient for a laborer 
in the Departments. 

The amendment of Mr. TAULBEE was agreed to—ayes 70, noes 9. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the committee as amended, F 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iask to have the resolution as amended read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to employ a page for the 
room of the enrolling clerk, at asalary of $60 per month during the session of 
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Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until otherwise pro- 
vi or, ` 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. z 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMERCIAL DISCRIMINATIONS ON THE WELLAND CANAL, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, June 4, 1883. 

Mr. Dixeixy submitted i ONOARE which was referred to the Committee 


between the United States and Great 


ercfore, 
“ Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury inform the House (if compatible 
with the public interest) whether any order has been iss 


if so, what steps ba 
nation against American ports in violation of the spirit of the treaty of Wash- 
ington; and whether any further legislation is requ: to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to impose tolls upon vessels ` 
Marie Canal and bound for Canadian ports, in case the Dominion authorities 
should continue to dis inate agatnst vessels passing through the Welland 
Canal and bound to ports of the United States.” 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, having had under con- 
sideration a resolution of inquiry into alleged discriminations against ports of 
the United States as to v passing throngh the Welland Canal, report the 
same back with a recommendation that it be amended by inserting after the 
word “Superior,” in the 8th line, the words “and St. Clair Flats .” and 
also by inserting after the words “Sault Ste, Marie Canal,” in the 24th line, 
the Burned “or St. Clair Flats Canal,” and that as thus amended the resolution 
be 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
yas adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
{he table. X 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with private business to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
bills raising revenue. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before the question is taken on that motion, I wish 
to ask unanimous consent that committees have leave to file with the 
Clerk reports for reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will thatinclude reports of a public nature? 

The SPEAKER. In the form in which the request was put, it in- 
cludes public as well as private reports. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


F. W. CLAUSSEN VS, THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2892) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in the case of F. W. Claussen ts. 
The United States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF LANDS EAST OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the 
public domain and to regulate the sale and disposition of certain lands 
east of the Mississippi River in the State of Louisiana; which was re- 
ferred tothe House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

TO CANCEL CERTAIN RESERVATIONS OF LAND, 

Mr. WHEELER also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported fayorably the bill (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands 
on account of live oak, in the southwestern land district of the State of 
Louisiana; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH FENNO, DECEASED. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


> 
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ported back favorably the bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of 
L oseph Fenno, d 
hole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom Te- 
port, ordered to be printed. s gia 
REFUNDING TO WEST VIRGINIA MONEY PAID DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Chaims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1807) to refund to the State of West 
Virginia the money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third 
West Virginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHANNA GEYER. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna 
Geyer, widow of Gustav W. Geyer; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMSON M. DAVID. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. 
David; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLOTTE T. ALDERMAN. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alder- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Pae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. LOANDO SHERMAN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. LeandoSher- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Le kee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH W. FELLER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10274) granting a ion to Joseph W. 
Feller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZA CHAPMAN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3013) for the relief of Eliza Chapman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. MCLAIN. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3502) forthe relief of Mary A. McClain; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE MUTZ, 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J, FRAILY. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill ( H. R.6001) grantinga pension to Sarah J. Fraily; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH HUNTER, D. D. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R.10275) grantinga pension to Joseph Hunter, 
D. D.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the House of the following titles; which were 
severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 720) granting a pension to James Trimble; 

A bill (H. R. 2069) for the relief of John G. Schuler; 

A bill (H. R. 9726) granting a pension to Samuel Hays; and 

A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Orison 
S. Baldwin. 

JAMES H. LAWLER. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of James H. Lawler; 


; which was referred to the Committee of the ` 


1888. 
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which was referreů to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN LYNN. j 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John 

ynn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 

Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM T. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ited back favorably the bill (H. R. 9172) granting a pension to Will- 

T. Underwood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. i 
WILLIAM J. BROWN. : 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William 
J. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

A. W. RASE. 

Mr. HUNTER-also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of 
ion to A. W. Rase; which was referred to the Committee of the 
hole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. ; 

d JOSEPH B. REED. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ago back favorably the bill (H. R. 9930) granting a pension to Joseph 

Reed; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 
ELIZABETH R. HULL. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
— back favorably the bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to Eliza- 
ogas R. TOUI io ya mpeg se eee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private endar, and, wi e accompanying re 
ordered to be printed. ERN 

LEWIS TELYEA. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably.the bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN ETZELL. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a 
pension to John Etzell, approved March 3, 1879; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PERRY D. MARTIN. f 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 3772) granting 
a pension to Perry D. Martin; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

HUGH BRADY. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7683) granting increase of pension 
3 Hugh aT which es booger to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on ti ivate Calendar, and, with the accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. iti etait 

: HENRY A. HAWLEY. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2885) granting a pension to Henry 
A. Hawley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN B. ROSS. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

pee back favorably the bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. 

; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report; ordered to be 

printed. 
JOHN K. EVANS. ; 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
peas back favorably the bill (S, 2717) granting a pension to John K. 

vans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
eiir Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

CARL M. SCHWANTES, 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M, 
Schwantes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

TRANCIS MARION WALKER. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re-7 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to Francis 
Marion Walker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- . 
dered to be printed. f 

MILITARY BUILDINGS, FORT OMAHA, NEBR. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S, 671) to provide for the sale of the site at Fort. 
Omaha, Nebr. ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9701) for the relief of the officers and en- ` 
listed men and the widows and children and dependent parents of the 
officers and enlisted men who served in the South Camberland Battalion 
of Kentucky State troops during the late war of therebellion; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REGULATION OF RAILWAYS CHARTERED BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8367) to provide in certain cases 
for the regulation of railway companies chartered by the United States 
by the several States and Territories in which the railways of such 
companies run and are operated; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
RAILWAY AND TELEGRAPH FROM LAKE SUPERIOR TO PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, also, fromthe Committee on Commerce, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8645) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting lands to aid in the construction of a railway and tel-' 
egraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be. printed. 


ʻE. J. ALDRICH. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3155) for the relief of E. J. 
Aldrich; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES MOLSEED. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 8889) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Molseed; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH KUGLER, 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 4060) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Kuglér; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH S. WILSON. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, réported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H, R. 549) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph S. Wilson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANNIE GIBSON YATES. \ 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Annie Gibson Yates; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FAGAN. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 781) granting a pension to John Fagan; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS, MARY R. ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary R. 
Armstrong; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 7 
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A PENROSE FRANK. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2069) granting a pension to Penrose Frank; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL LANE, 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY F. KAISER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Henry F. Kaiser; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNA SLATER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MADISON M. MEREDITH. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1590) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison M. Meredith; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY MOTT. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1838) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Mott; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
_ vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SMITH. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1926) granting a pension to William Smith; 
which was ne fae to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

‘ JOHN B. COVERT. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Co- 
vert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


inted. 
I ELLEN MILLER. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2117) granting a pension to Ellen Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. GIBSON. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2129) to increase the pension of Mary M. 
Gibson, widow of Commander William Gibson; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ` 

SETH F. MYERS. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. 
Myers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
: CATHERINE M. LEE. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Lee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
CAROLINE MOTZ. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
yate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MES. CATHARINE WAGNER. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine 
Wagner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS OF THEODORE BLAND. 

Mr. GAINES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 

favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 8819) for the relief of the 
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legal heirs of Dr. Theodore Bland; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF BOYS TO REFORM SCHOOL. 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the resto- 
ration to the reform school of boys who have been discharged on pro- 
bation, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HEZEKIAH MYERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10405) for the relief of Hezekiah 
Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


J. A. B. HUDDLESTON, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6228) for the relief of J. A. B, 
Huddleston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE SITE, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R.10324) authorizing the purchase of square 
489, in Washington City for post-office and district offices; which was 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, rted back, in the nature of a 
substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10406) for the purchase of 
square 489, in the city of Washington, as the site for the post-office and 
other Government uses; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILLs that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of bills raising revenue, it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) te reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, 

The Clerk read the pending paragraph, as follows: 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, or in bulk, when imported from 
any country which does not charge an import duty upon salt exported from the 
United States, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question ison a motion made by the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mtr. Burrows] to strike out the lines just 
Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the motion and yield to my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who desires to renew the motion if the Chair 
will recognize him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the para- 
graph now under consideration—the language putting all saft on the 
free-list. Mr. Chairman, none of the arguments which have consti- 
tuted the great stock of the discussion during the last ten days upon 
the lumber schedule apply with any force whatever in favor of placing 
upon the free-list the article of salt. I represent a district in the State 
of Ohio where substantially all the salt made west of Michigan and 
east of the Alleghany Mountains is made, excepting about a like quan- 
tity manufactured in the district of West Virginia which lies immedi- 
ately opposite mine. I read from a local paper of my district the fol- 
lowing, as showing the value of the salt industry in the single county 
of Meigs. x 

I read from the Meigs County Telegraph: 

SALT SHIPMENTS FOR MAY. 

The aggregate shipments of salt from this poris will be about 40,000 barrels 
for the month of May, with an additional 10, barrels for this week, making 
a total of 50,000 barrels. Ifthe river continues at a fair stage through June the 
shipments will be as large as they have been during the past month, Large 
amounts of salt are now being shipped over the Ohio River Railroad. 

The principal value of the salt industry in my section of the country 
grows out of the amount of employment that it gives to labor. Those 
50,000 barrels of salt were worth on the yard in Pomeroy and in the neigh- 
borhood about $35,000 in cash; and of that $35,000 fully $32,000 rep- 
resents labor; so that there is left not exceeding $3,000 to the owners 
of the plants, the royalty on the coal which is used in the furnace, and 
the timber out of which the eooperage is manufactured. 

So we do not have in support of the proposition to put salt on the free- 
list either of the two lines of argument to which I have listened with 
so much interest during the past two weeks. There are no monopolies 
being created in salt which are putting any money into anybody’s 
hands. There are no trusts in the offensive sense in connection with 
this manufacture, for there is no occasion or necessity for them, no 
profit to come out of them; and the real necessity being to manufacture 
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the salt at the lowest rate possible in competition with other American 
roducts. 

z The article of salt enters into the consumption of every family in the 
United States, and we consume in this country about 60,000,000 bush- 
els of salt annually, or about 1 bushel to every man, woman, and child 
in the United States. Of course I do not mean to say that every man, 
woman, and child consumes directly—sprinkles directly upon food—a 
bushel of salt during the year; but taking together the salt which is 
used in the manufacture of provisions and all the other uses of salt, the 
consumption averages about 1 bushel to every man, woman, and child, 
making an aggregate of 60,000,000 bushels annually. Ifthe industry 
can be properly protected, and reasonable assurance of a continuance of 
protection, the capacity of this country is equal to the production of 
all the salt needed in America and furnish a large amount for export. 
With the threat or fact of the abandonment of protection, the industry 
will languish, and in the end die. a 

Under our present duty of 12 cents per hundred pounds for salt in 
sacks and barrels and 8 cents per hundred pounds on salt imported in 
bulk, this makes a tax upon every man, woman, and child in this coun- 
try of somewhere in the neighborhood of 6 cents a head; and I claim 
for this industry that without this protection there can be no consid- 
erable amount of salt manufactured in the United States. This is not 
because salt from abroad seeks this country as a market so much as it 
is that the salt abroad wends its way into the United States for a rea- 
son that is not incident to any othér commodity. The protection given 
to the salt industry operates to circumscribe the territory into which 
foreign salt can profitably come, or, in other words, it operates to en- 
large the territory controlled by the domestic article. Cheapen the 
tariff, cut off the present $1.60 per ton now charged, and that amount 
of money can project a ton of salt a long way into the territory now 
occupied by the salt of New York, Obio, West Virginia, and Michigan. 

At the present foreign salt invades the markets of the United States 
at New York, and all along the seacoast away down to Galveston, and 
works its way up into the country as far as Nashville and quite as far 
as Memphis, and pushes its way up to St. Louis until it comes in com- 
petition with the manufacture of salt in Ohio and Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask by unanimous consent that my colleague 
be allowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. Iam willing to extend the 
time five minutes, but I do not think under the circumstances we 
should agree to an extension of ten minutes. 

Mr. McKINLEY. My colleague represents~n salt district, and it 
occurs to me that he should have fifteen minutes at least for the pur- 

of presenting this question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no farther objection, and the 
gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was showing that the aggression of foreign 
salt into this country struck along the coast lineand works its way up 
through certain channels of communication. It comes to New Or- 
leans in ballast, and is pushed in the empty barges up the Mississippi 
and Ohio Rivers. To illustrate: 

ee oe year the value of salt at Liverpool from the Liverpool works was $2.75 
Pal it sold in the Cocinan Valley last year at the same rate—$2.75 a ton. The 
freight on salt from Liverpool to any port on our seaboard is $1.40 a ton. The 
duty on aton of salt is $1.60, so that the Liverpool producer of salt can produce 
his ton of salt and pay the freight and pay the duty of $1.60 a ton and lay his 
salt down on the seaboard from Maine to Galveston for $5.75 aton. That is 
what the salt cosis. Now, take the Saginaw salt with the same costof produc- 
tion, $2.75 a ton, and the freight on a ton of salt from naw to any point of 
the seaboard is $5.45 a ton, which, added to the cost of production, makes the 
sum total $3.15 a ton; so while the foreign producer of salt can put his salt on 
the seaboard at $5.75, Michigan can not do so for less than $3.15, But draw a 
line from Portland, Me., back from the coast down to Nashville and across to 
Little Rock, and thence down to Galveston, and south of that line you will find 
that the entire market there is filled almost exclusively with foreign salt, And 
why? Because we can not pay the freight on our saltand carry it south of this 
line, while the omy on salt Janded on our shores at a cost of $5.75 a ton after 
paying freight and duty can be sold there at a profit and to the entire exclusion 
of our domestic product, That is all, and the result is that south of this line 
all the salt practically is foreign salt. 

The above I quote from the speech of the gentleman from Michigan 
{ Mr. Sunvowsl, 

T have seen the time when foreign salt came into competition with 
Ohio salt as far up the Ohio River as Portsmouth, and when it found 
its way to Columbus and Cleveland and many other points far inland. 

I am speaking, Mr. Chairman, of what I fairly understand, and that 
is that the manufacture of salt has become unprofitable. The demand 
for the article has become so great that the salt works in my section or 
the country had been run for the purpose of supplying that domestic 
demand, and to give employment to the laborers and others who are 
engaged in that industry, rather than with any hope of making any 
considerable profit out of the capital invested in it. I believe I am 
right in saying that in the last ten years there has not been over one- 
quarter of 1 per cent. profit upon the capital originally invested in the 
manufacture of salt in my section. I have seen in the last five years a 
salt plant in my country which cost $100,000 and which had paid a 
handsome profit on the capital invested sell for $2,500 under the ham- 
mer of the sheriff, 


And while this has been going on the price of salt has been decreas- 
ing. In this country prior to the war it was $2.50 a barrel. In 1867 
it was $1.77 a barrel. From thenit has steadily gone down at the salt- 
works. In my district it brings only 65 to75cents a barrel, showing that 
the effect of domestic competition has brought the salt industry down 
to a point where it can stand no further reduction. And if the pres- 
ent tariff is removed the effect of it will be—and I have a statement 
here of a number of prominent men who were formerly connected with 
the production of salt—to close out the salt-works in my district and 
to close out the salt-works in the district opposite to mine, represented 
by the gentlemen from West Virginia’ [Mr. HoGe], and drive into 
other employments or other occupations every man, woman, and child 
dependent on that industry for support. 

And while this is being done we can not hope to cheapen the com- 
modity in the smallest degree. The smallest margin of reduction upon 
the present rates in the price of salt will destroy the manufacture of it ` 
in my section. I have shown the least rate for that section necessary 
for the protection of this industry, and if you take off the smallest frac- 
tion of that you will destroy the industry and open the future of that 
commodity in this country to the grasping tendencies of the foreign 
manufacturer, who will at once put up the price to the rate in other 
times. 

If you destroy this industry, as I maintain this bill will, you will 
close all of our salt-works. And I need not say to the intelligent 
members of this committee that salt-works closed up for one year will 
deteriorate in value, as the appliances will corrode and become worth- 
less. The closing of the salt-works in this country, therefore, will. 
practically terminate the manufacture of salt. It certainly will where 
I live. Ido not know how it isin the State of Michigan where the manu- 
facturers of salt are not exposed to the competition of foreign salt, which 
is transported in empty coal-barges, making the freight almost insignifi- 
cant, So that when this has happened and the time has come when 
this nation has to look about within its own borders for means to make 
it an independent country, we shall be without salt. There are gen- 
tlemen here who can remember how hard it was for people during the 
war to get salt. Salt got tobe anarticle worth as much as gold. The 
possession of the salt-works in East Tennessee becamea matter of strate- 
gic importance almost equal to the opening of the Mississippi River. 

And so it seems to me that in a country that produces no greater 
quantity of salt than does America, in a country that is not being 
robbed or plundered by this industry in any respect whatever, it is a 
partof wise statesmanship to maintain the industry, and let it remain 
among us to the end that the people should be permitted to have what 
profit there is upon it, and the country may produce always and under 
all circumstances a commodity that in time of war or in time of ex- 
clusion from foreign markets may become a matter of prime and indis- 
pensable necessity. 

Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment I stated that in the salt 
business, so far as I have any knowledge, there is no such thing as a 
salt “trust; and I want to say to my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER], who is so zealous in his opposition to ‘‘ trusts’? of every ` 
form, that every combination or agreement of capital for the purpose 
of co-operation ought not to be denominated by the offensive modern 
name ofa ‘‘trust.”? Idid not undertake to say that the manufacturers 
of salt in my section of the country had never combined for purposes 
which I will now indicate. The Ohio River Salt Company was formed 
when salt was selling at $2.25 a barrel. The work accomplished by 
the combination consisted simply in getting the product together, sell- 
ing it at common agencies, defraying the expenses out of the p 
and returning the balance to the different establishments that contrib- 
ute the barrels of salt, By doing this, by offering larger quantities to 
the shipper and thus cheapening transportation, by curtailing the ex- 
penses of thesale and management, they reduced the cost of the product 
in the market. They have never limited the product of salt, and have 
never raised the price. This is all that was involved in my original 
statement. Salt, having been at $2.25 a barrel when this company 
was formed, is to-day worth 65 to 70 cents a barrel; and the great 
struggle was to produce the article as economically as possible. Since 
that time other combinations have been formed for similar purposes, 
and no one ever charged that prices had ever been increased or other - 
wrong done. It was an honest system of business, organized by honest 
business men; and I repel with scorn and indignation any insinuation 
that a “trust ” for illegal purposes had been formed. 

Mr. RAYNER. Do you believe that a ‘‘ trust ’’ lowers prices? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman refused to allow me a question. 
Mr. RAYNER. No; I have always desired to answer your ques- 
tions. Do you think that a ‘‘trust’’ lowers prices? = 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam talking about the matter of salt manu- 
facture as it has come under my knowledge. I believe that one of the 
great factors in the reduction of the price of salt in the Ohio and Ka- 

nawha valleys was the organizations of which I have spoken. 

Mr. RAYNER. How was it thatduring a period of years preceding 
the organization of the company, prices went down at double the ratio 
that they did afterward ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can tell you why they went down in our val- 
ley. The Michigan product, which can be made 15 cents a barrel 
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cheaper than ours, crowded itself down upon our territory and stranded 
our industry, and itin turn was crowded by New York and it by 


urope. z 

Mr. RAYNER. If a ‘‘trust’’ in saltis a good thing and cheapens 
prices, it must be a good thing in anything else, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itseems that unless the gentleman from Mary- 
land can knock a thing into a ‘‘trust,’’ he can not understand it. 

Now, I want to talk about this subject of dairy salt, of which the 
gentleman from New York so forcibly spoke. The addition to the price 
of that commodity, allowing that it has advanced in price by reason of 
the tariff, amounts to one dne-hundred-and-twenty-eighth part of a 
cent a pound. Now, if my friend will allow me, I will apply to his 

menton this subject the rule of de minimis. 

e gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WHITING] made a most inter- 
esting statement in regard to his connection with the manufacture of 
salt. He manufactures not the salt about which I am speaking, but 
avery fine article of dairy and table salt. Itcomes into the town where 
I live; it is sold upon the shelves of the grocers in the towns of my dis- 
pe it is a different article from that which we have been talking 
about. 

Replying still further to thestatements of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] that our domestic salt is not as valuable for certain 
purposes as foreign salt, I reproduce an extract from an able report on 
that subject made by a committee of New York salt manufacturers: 

2, In reference to the claim that American salt is not equal to the Eng- 
lish, and that fine grades of butter can not be m with it. we will simply state 
the organization known as the National Butter and Cheese Association, 

mie strana the whole country, appoints judges to examine and pass upon the 
exhibits of butter and cheese made atits annual meeti: At the meeting held 
at Manchester, lowa, in November, 1837, fifteen premiums were awarded on 
butter, of which thirteen were taken butter salted with American salt, At 
the annual] meeting of the association d in Chicago in 1886 the majority of 
prizes for butter and cheese were taken by users of American salt. 
noted producer of creamery butter in the world, the Elgin Butter Company, efor 


American dairy salt exclusively. Astheir butter commands the highest Pe 
price, they would solen A employ English salt if it were in reality of better 
i qusliny than American. e conceive assertion No, 2needs no further refu- 
ion, 


3. The assertion that meats preserved in brine made with American salt will 

not keep so well as those in which foreign salt is used is met by the fact that the 

eee Penne ee of this country. situated at Cincinnati, Chicago, St. 
mis, Kansas City, rely almost exclusively on American salt. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not conclude these remarks better than by add- 
ing an extract from the speech I had the honor to make on April 30, 
last in this House: = 

I have seen the growth and development and decline of this industry myself. 
I have seen the encroachment of domestic competition coming timately 
from Michigan and circumscribing the te in which our own salt was 
sold, That was the result of legitimate enterprises br Anerian citizens, and 
against it no word of clamor was ra But now t this ind is nar- 
rowed down to the minimum ot profit, when it is being operated for the labor- 
ing man more than for the capitalist, I want to raise my voice, without besita- 
tion, in solemn protest against the removal of the only barrier that stands be- 
tween the absolute destruction of this industry and its present scarcely remu- 
nerative condition. 

There are in my district quite a large number of laboring men who depend 

m this industry for their support. Their wives and children look to it for 
eir daily bread, clothing, and education. These hardy men their 
homes and raised their roof-trees in the Ohio and Kanawha Valleys in view of 
the profit to them of oe in this industry. They have by their sturdy 
attention to business and ir honest industry cheapened the American pro- 
duction of salt in the ratio which I have already mentioned. Now, without any 
reason but the cold-blooded hostility of the Southern free-trader to Northern 
Jabor and Northern laboring men, they see impending over them the sword of 
destruction. I appeal on their behalf that this blow shall not fall; I demand 
that my people shall be tected from this outrage. Standing in my 
as their representative, I protest on their behalf that this wrong be not 

ne, 


I will do my best to defend every industry of my district and my 
country from the ravages of Democratic free trade. , 

Mr. COX.: Mr. Chairman, I agree fully with what my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] says so well as to the preciousness of salt. It 
is indeed of a golden quality. The more we shut it in, the narrower 
we make the market, the more precious it becomes. 

The gentleman gives a good illustration of this fact when he recites 
the history of what took place during our civil war. During that 

riod and when our Southern ports were blockaded, salt was shut in. 
Tk therefore became more and more valuable—so precious as almost to 
be priceless. So it is all the world round, Salt is almost as precious 
for health and nutriment as bread itself, 

If I may draw a little on some of my own observations asa practical 
person, I would say that I have seen, not exactly in the interior of 
Africa, but down near the Atlas Mountains, Arab or Kabyle women 
who had walked 50 miles with their little pans in order to scrape the 
rocks and gather in that manner the salt which had been left there by 
the evaporation of the sun. It is indeed, sir, a precious commodity; 
and, therefore, being so precious, we ought to have the larger market 
for it. 

The gentleman from Ohio speaks for his district. That is all right; 
because it is representative. I know something about salt on the 


Hocking, on the Kanawha, and as it used to be on the Muskingum 
River. : 
Mr»GROSVENOR. ‘There is some there yet. 
Mr. COX. -The question is of the same import in Michigan, where 
so much of the article is produced. 


The gentleman from Ohio speaks for the producer of salt. Very well; 
I commend the honorable gentleman and every man who speaks for his 
own district. It is proper to keep in view local interests when we re- 
gard proper suggestions as to taxation; but I beg to say to the gentle- 
man that I speak on this question not only for the general consumer, 
but for the producers of certain articles, known as butter and cheese, 
etc., in the fabrication of which Salt is indispensable. 

are BELDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion R 5 

Mr. COX. Well, I do not know whether I am going to be allowed 
any time to answer questions. 

Mr. BELDEN. I hope the gentleman will have all the time he 
sioner to answer this question. Do you not speak for the importers of 
salt? 

Mr. COX. No, sir. 

Mr. BELDEN. And have they not posted you on this subject? 

Mr. COX. No. 

Mr. BELDEN. And are they not the only men who have said a 
word to you, or given you any figures, or asked you to represent them 
in any shape, form, or manner on this question? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. No, sir. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELDEN. And can you name a single dairyman ora single 
_ on earth who ever said a word about it or who wanted free 

t? 

Mr. COX. Iwill say to my friend from New York, in answer to 
his numerous questions, that I have never been approached by asingle 
importer on this subject. 

Mr. BELDEN. That is a mistake. 

Mr. COX. I never have been. 

Mr. BELDEN. Well, I introduced you to one myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. I did not know it. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. I introduced yor to one, who said he wanted to talk 
to you on the subject of salt. 

Mr. COX. That is news to me, for I did not know it. I can say to 
the gentleman, though I may have met an importer, that I did not 
promise any one to vote to keep salt under a tariff. I am speaking 
now for the dairymen of this country. 

Mr. BELDEN. Did any dairyman ask you to speak for him? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. The dairymen throughout this country have 
petitioned for this relief. 

Mr. BELDEN. Name one. 

Mr. COX. I will give the gentleman the information he wants be- 
fore I get through. 

Mr. BELDEN. Very well. Now give me the name of any one 
dairyman who asked you. 


Mr. COX. I have an article here on brine-salting butter from Pro- 
fessor T. D. Curtis—— : 
Mr. BELDEN. Oh, that isa professor. [Laughter.] Ido notask 


you for the opinion of professors. Tell us of a dairyman who asked 
this. 


Mr. COX. He represents the dairymen, and gives the chemistry of 
this subject. Now, if my friend who represents Onondaga and its salt 
will allow me to proceed—— 

Mr. BELDEN. The gentleman says he represents the dairymen in 
this respect. I claim that there does not exist one in New York orin 
any other place who has asked you to represent them, as you say here; 
and I have asked you to name one. 

Mr. COX. Well, now, if I have any rights here on this floor which 
a white man is bound to respect—— [Laughter. ] s 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There are no rights which a man is bound to 

when you come in competition with the salt in his district. 

Mr. COX. ‘The agricultural papers of the country have demanded 
that we regulate this matter somewhat in the interest of cheese and 
butter, of which the State of New York is a large producer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. ; 

Mr. COX. Now do not interrupt me, for I will have to ask an ex- 
tension of my time, and then you will be sorry. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to give you a reference here which I 
shall ask yon to answer. ` 

Mr. COX. Well, we pay 27 cents on each sack of salt and about 12 
cents on a hundred pounds of salt by way of a duty in the larger pack- 
ages. This payment goes into the hands of the producers of salt, and 
is paid by the dairymen or the consumers of the dairyman’s products. 

Mr. BELDEN. Doesthedairymanask you forit? Do they ask you 
to give them this reduction? 

Mr. COX. I will say to my friend, if he will not interrupt me, that 
the references to which I shall presently call the attention of the ouse 
come from agriculturists and from agricultural journals throughout the 
country in the interest of the great body of the dairymen. ; 

Professor Curtis gives us the chemistry of this subject; and it is an 
important element in the question. He says: 

The salt used in honey 3 butter should be freely soluble, fine, and even-grained 
and pure—qualities not found in our Americansalts, The reason for this is that 
our brines are so impure as to require chemical purification. This is costly, 


difficult, and uncertain. Hence American salts are unreliable. They may be 


quite pure at one time, and quite impureat another, Some English brines are 


so pure that they do not need chemical purification, but only careful han 
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to eliminate the impurities. One of the worst impurities is sulphate of lime, 
which a in the salt in thin scales or flakes, known as “panscale." These 
are found more or less in all English salts, except the Higgin “ Eureka,” which 
is made by a patented process that entirely e nates the panscale; and as 
there is no grinding to produce the pas which is natural, none of the panscale 
is ground up in the salt, which is left almost panay pae After recently 
thoroughly examining the Higgin salt works, Professor L. B. Arnold, the great 
American dairy authority, says: “I became that the ‘ Eureka’ salt is 
just whut it claims to be,a very clean, pure, and honestly made salt, uniform in 
quality, = in as good a condition for dairy purposes as any salt ever offered 
to the public.”* 

But are our best dairymen, who use English salt in their butter and cheese, 
aware that they have to pay 27 cents tariff on every large sack of salt they use? 
Yet such is the fact. The duty is 12 cents per 100 pounds on all salt in — ages, 
and by a repeal of the tariff every dairyman could buy his salt for t much 
less. In this case, at least, the duty is added to the price of the salt to the con- 
sumer, And why should not the tariff be repealed? The Government has too 
much revenue and wishes to reduce the receipts, and the American salt inter- 
est is not benefited in the least by the tariff, the difference in price between for- 
eign and domestic salt being sufficient protection—the difference being due to 
the inferiority of the American article, The tariff is a direct tax on the dairy- 
man and a discouragement to the manufacture of the best dairy goods, which 
demands the use of the best salt. In short, it is a discrimination against our 
dairymen, the meat-packer and the fisherman getting the tariff paid back to 
them on all ealt used for king meatand fish for a foreign market. Why this 
discrimination in their favor and none in favor of the dairyman? But the 
peared hegre asks no discrimination. He simply asks forthe repeal of the duty on 
salt in the interest of every one. 


Mr. BELDEN. Please state what that is you are quoting from. 

Mr. COX. Iam quoting from Professor D. T. Curtis in an agricult- 
ural paper. If this be wrong you will have a chance to show it. 

Mr. BELDEN. Iwill show it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is wrong, and I will show it. 

Mr. COX. Well, I-want to discuss this question. That is. the ob- 
ject of having the bill in committee. We should find out by debate 
where, if at all, we are wrong. I propose to repeal this duty on salt 
for the purpose of giving the dairyman, who is aspecial producer, some 
little consideration in connection with our public taxation. 

Mr. BELDEN. No dairyman has asked you to do anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. COX. Well, I think you are mistaken, as I will show. Ido 
not want to say it very intensely, but you are mistaken. [Laughter] 
Our best dairymen, who use salt in making their butter and cheese, 
are aware of this high tax and have petitioned—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. COX. Ido not want to talk so long as that. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was an article, unless it be lumber, on 
which the lines are so clearly drawn between gentlemen who favor 
protection and those who favor the reduction of unnecessary taxes. 
This duty is a direct tax on the dairyman, and therefore a discourage- 
ment to the manufacture of all things made in the dairy. The dairy 
demands the use of the best salt, and the testimony is that you can 
not get it in this country for dairy purposes. Therefore, there is a 
discrimination against our dairymen. They have just as much right 
to claim exemption from this tax as the producer of any other article 
has, and as the great body of consumers have. Does not your meat- 
packer get some advantage by buying salt free of duty, when his meat 
is exported? Does not the man who catches and packs fish get his 
bounty in the shape of free salt for curing his fish? In packing meat 
for the forgign market and curing fish for all markets, is there not 
some advantage in having salt free? If not, why not repeal these stat- 
utes? For the same reason, why should not the dairyman have asimi- 
lar advantage? Why discriminate in favor of one class and against 
another? Such discrimination is the essence of injustice and inequality, 
the bane of fair taxation. 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COX. You can answer my question: Why do you discriminate 
in favor of the fish-packer of New England and against the dairy man 
of Orange County, New York? [Lanughter. ] 

Mr. NUTTING. I want to ask you a question. 

Mr. COX. I want you to answer mine first. A mau as intelligent 
asmy friend [Mr. NUTTING] ought not to boggle about answering a 
simple question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NUTTING. Will you let me ask you a question? 

Mr. COX. No; I want information. -You can see that by my anx- 
ious inquiry. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman [Mr. Cox] permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. I want to know why it is that you discriminate in your 
laws in favor of the fish-packer of New England, the man who catches 
and codfish, herring, and mackerel, and against the dairyman of 
New York and other States? - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you wantan answer to that? 

Mr. COX. Iam asking that gentleman [pointing to Mr. NUTTING]. 
I have never taken my eye off him since he got up. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. NUTTING. Well, I say we do not. Now, will youanswermy 
question? : 

Mr. COX. Of course, I will answer any question that is genteel. 
[Lanughter. ] 

Mr. NUTTING. The salt which the butterman uses adds to the 


weight of the butter, does it not? And can the gentleman tell us how 
much salt it takes to salt a hundred pounds of butter? 

Mr. GOX. Does not the salt add to the weight of the fish also? 
[Laughter. ] . 

Mr. NUTTING. It takes 100 ounces of salt to salt 100 pounds of 
butter, and that adds to the weight of the butter. Butter is worth 25 
cents 2 pound; so the farmer sells his salt at 25 cents a pound, while 
it costs him less than one-tenth of a cent. 

Mr. COX. And because the salt adds to the weight of the butter 
and the dairyman gets a little benefit in that way the gentleman would 
tax the dairyman while giving immunity to the fish-packer of New 
England and the pork-packer of the West. Has the farmer who owns 
a dairy no right to exemption? 

Mr. NUTTING. Oh, no. 

Mr. COX. Thereis your dilemma. Since nature has been so boun- 
tiful in providing sait; since she has made large crystallized mines of 
it in our country; since the very sea itself gives up iis saline wealth 
under the evaporating influence of the sun; since nature beckons us 
to be liberal, let us be liberal about this article, which is so precious 
for the producer of our dairy products and so necessary to the well-be- 
ing of our human bodies and the very beasts of the field, sheep, cows, 
ete. It is in such general use I do not see why the American Congress 
should discriminate against such an article of all others. 

Mr. BELDEN. They do not do any such thing. 

Mr. COX. Well, you can show that in your own time. 3 

Mr. BELDEN. They donot. You do not know what you are talk- 
ing about. You are all off. [Langhter.] 

Mr. COX. I am perfectly willing to admit that all the intelligence 
of ws country is in the brain of my friend from Onondaga. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BELDEN. Yousay that Congress gives the pork-packer a draw- 
back and discriminates against the dairyman, and you have got noth- 
ing to back that statement. 

Mr. COX. Do you not know that the rules of this House require 
that you shall ask my permission before you interrupt me? [Laugh- 
ter.] I have let you in several times because in one sense you are a 
perfect gentleman, and I will let you in again; but you have no right 
to break in without my permission. 


Mr. BELDEN. And you have no right to make a statement that is 
false. s i 
Mr. COX. Ihave a right to say what I please in my own time un- 


der the rules, and to say what I think to be in the interest of the peo- 
ple, and you are not the man to challenge me in any regard. 

Mr, BELDEN. Well, I intend to do it. 

Mr. COX. Well, you can not do it, unless you do it in accordance 
with the rules of the House and common decency. 

Mr. BELDEN. > I will take care of myself. 

Mr. COX. Yon can not take care of yourself. If you could, you 
could get your own time, and make your speech in it. 

Mr. BELDEN. When aman makes a bold, false statement—— 

Mr. COX, I have given my authority for the statement I have made, 
and I stand by the statement, and every agricultural paper reflecting 
the sense and judgment of the dairymen of the country backs it up. 
When the gentleman brought an importer to me the other day—I do 
not remember who he was—lI did not give much encouragement to the 
importer, because I did not know exactly what he wanted; but, sir, I 
believe that even the importers have some rights inthiscountry, Why? 
Why should we not have the right to bring in salt of so pure a quality 
that it can be used in packing butter, when, according to the testi- 
mony of Professor Curtis and the petitioners to Congress, American salt 
can not be used advantageously for that purpose? 

News GROST ES OR; Will the gentleman allow an interruption at 
that point? 

Mr, COX. You have had fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If you do not want to yield I do not want to 
interrupt you. 

Mr. COX. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isit nota fact that, under the highest tests that 
have been applied, American salt, or American salted butter, has uni- 
amy taken the premium over the best butter made with imported 

t 

Mr. COX. Thereisone class of salt, called ‘‘ Higgin’s Eureka,” that 
bas some peculiar virtue, but its supply is limited. It is referred to 
by Professor Curtis in the extract from which I have quoted. 

But I do not stop on details or on small matters. I want this arti- 
cle of common consumption to come into this country free; not merely 
that the dairymen, the cheese-makers, the butter-makers and meat- 
packers may have equal privileges with other people, but as the article 
seasons the food of the breakfast-table, the dinner-table and the supper- 
table, we should, if possible, reduce the cost to the consumer, who is 
everybody. . : 

A MEMBER. How about sugar? 

Mr. COX. Sugar! I am for a reduction on that to some extent. I 
have always said so. Why not? It is also an article of common con- 
sumption. There is no point of that kind that I can notanswer. Like 


the gladiator of the arena, I am greased for the occasion. The mo- - 
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ment you undertake to trip or grip me your clinch slips.. I am for re- 
duction in every proper way on every article sufficient to cut down this 
surplus.. It is the surplus, as I have said, that is the main object of 
all our discussions; the tariff being only the incident. If we can only 
bring this discussion down to the surplus as the main point, and take 
off something on sugar, something on salt, something on other mat- 
ters—— > 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You propose to take off all on salt. 

Mr. COX. All on salt—yes. ; 

Mr. GROUT. Why not all on sugar? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman understands very well (for he isa Yankee, 
and ought to know everything) that the question of revenue is not the 
same in regard to sugar as it is in to salt. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. How much will be the saving to every family if 
you take the tax off salt? 

Mr. COX. I have heard such questions asked before, how much 
will be the saving to each family? It may be a mere modicum—al- 
most nothing. But ‘‘many mickles make a muckle.” 

Mr. LEHLBACH. If you take the duty off sugar you will then do 
something substantial for the relief of the consumer. 

Mr. CO. Gentlemen say that the saving per capita by a reduction 
upon salt would be very little. But they forget the main object of a 
tariff. Taking off ‘‘here a little and there a little” there results a 
‘great aggregate of reduction, and thus the Treasury is relieved from its 
plethora. The varioussmall sums collected under the tariff go to make 
up our $100,000,000 excess of revenue. We are bound to look at de- 
tails in order to accomplish something more momentous. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The amount raised on salt is only $600,000, 
while on sugar it is $60,000,000. 

Mr. COX. We propose to take a great deal off of sugar. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. You do not propose any material reduction upon 
sugar, which is one of the very considerable expenses of a household, 
while you take the duty off salt, which does not amount to more than 
two or three cents to every family in the country. 

Mr. COX. How many families are there in the country? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Why do you not take the duty off sugar? 

Mr. COX. How many families are there in this country? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. You can figure that as well as I. 

Mr. COX. ‘There are nearly 60,000,000 people; how many people 
toa family? Three cents per head to each family amounts “to a good 
deal at the end of the year. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. This duty on salt is no tax on the people. 

Mr. COX. The duty goes into the price of the article, and is paid 
into the Treasury to swell your surplus, now bloated to an unhealthy 


size. 

Mr, LEHLBACH. The tax on sugar amounts to dollars to every 
family, while the tax on salt amounts to only a few pennies to every 
family. 

Mr. COX. Would you make salt free to the fisherman and not to 
the dairyman? Now, come up ‘‘like a little man’? and answer that 
question. Are you in favor of that? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me reply. 

Mr. COX. No, you are not the man Iam addressing; you are from 
Maine; I know you. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will answer if you want an answer. 

. Mr. COX. The gentleman from Maine believes—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘‘The gentleman from Maine’? will tell you what 
he believes; he does not want you to tell. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS obtained the floor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move that the time of my colleague [Mr. Cox] 
be extended. Now, will my colleague permit me—— 

Mr. COX. You look so good-natured that I will yield to you. Your 
colleague [Mr. BELDEN] ought to have kept good-natured. ‘‘A dram 
of sweet is worth a pound of sour.” “ Your dram is more agreeable than 
the ‘‘sour”’ of my colleague. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a question of order. Back here we can not 
hear anything that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is say- 
ing. We would like very much to hear him. 

Mr. COX. Iam very sorry to turn my back on the gentleman. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply wanted to remark to my colleague 
when his time expired that I notice considerable of his rhetoric this 
morning is upon the lapel of his coat; and I think that after reading 
Professor Curtis’s analysis he will see that his’ argument is on the 
a: sal, instead ofon the practical question of Onondaga salt. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COX. I— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The salt of my colleague is Attic, instead of 
Onondaga. 

Mr. COX. The Attic salt is very good in debate. I appreciate the 
ntleman’s classic suggestion. ¥ 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] has been recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I was in hope that in the discus- 
sion of the provision of this bill under consideration the committee 
would confine itself te the matter at issue. I do not propose to follow 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to Africa, where he went in 
his speech, but to direct what I have to say to the question of salt. 

The gentleman from New York says that the main object of those 
having this bill in charge is the reduction of the revenue, and a revis- 
ion of the tariff is merely incidental. I had supposed it to be the 
purpose of the Democratic party not only to reduce the revenue,. but 
at the same time to take care that no American industry should be 
destroyed. 

I will refrain from continuing my remarks until gentlemen on the 
other side of the House cease their conversations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve 
order. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I suppose it is predetermined to 
pass this bill in obedience to caucus dictation just as it is, without re- 
gard to the effect upon any American industry, and hence the other side 
are utterly indifferent to anything w hich may be said. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] But I think I shall be able to demonstrate to 
gentlemen, if they will give attention, that what is proposed, instead of 
enlarging our market for salt, as suggested by the gentleman from New 
York, will curtail it; that instead of les ening the price of salt it will 
increase it; and that it isa bold, baldtsproposition to surrender the 
American market for American salt to he English manufacturers of 
that product. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from New York, in the beginning, says we need this 
salt for the purpose of salting the butter and cheese produced by the 
dairymen. In reply to that statement let me show to him, or let me 
read a paragraph which I think completely answers that statement. 
I take issue with him on this point. I think it is susceptible of proof 
that the salt produced in this country is not only fitted for salting but- 
ter and cheese, but is adapted to preserving meat, and that we have 
no earthly use for any imported salt in this country. 


In reference to the claim that American dairy salt is not ae to the English, 
and that finer grades of butter can not be made with it, we will simply state that 
the organization known as the National Butter and Cheese A: ation, repre- 
senting the whole country, appoints judges to examine and pass upon the ex- 
hibits of butter and cheese made at its annual meetings. At the meeting held 
at Manchester, Iowa, in November, 1857, fifteen premiums were awarded on 
butter, of which thirteen were taken by butter salted with American salt. At 


the annual meeting of the association held in Chicago in 1886, the majority of ` 


prizes for butter and cheese were taken by users of American salt. The most 
noted producer of creamery butter in the world, the Elgin Butter Company, 
uses American salt exclusively. As their butter commands the highest price, 
they would certainly employ English salt if it were in reality better quality than 
American, We concede that assertion No. 2 needs no other refutation. 

Mr. Cox rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 
expired. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move that the time of the gentleman 
from Michigan be extended. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let it be extended for ten minutes, - 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COX. Does not the gentleman from Michigan know that the 
meat exported from this country is free? 

Mr. BURROWS. That is not the issue. The gentleman only tries 
to draw me away from the point I am now discussing to something en- 
tirely foreign to the issue. Let us discuss one question at atime. I 
will answer the gentleman later on. 

Mr. COX. Is it not a fact that fish salted with American salt which 
is exported is free? . 

Mr. BURROWS. What the gentleman has said has no reference to 
the point we are now discussing. His effort todraw me from the point 
we are discussing to what he regards as bad legislation will not besuc- 
cessful. [Laughter and applause. ] à 

I start out with the assertion that there is no need of foreign salt in 
the American market. It is a fact to day that we consume annually 
in the United States 10,000,000 barrels of salt. That is the homecon- 
sumption. Of that Michigan produces one-third; the State of New 
York and ten of the other States of the Union produce another third, 
and we import one-third. The gentleman from New York will say 
that it is perfectly natural for me to defend this industry of Michigan, 
she producing one-third of the entire consumption of salt in this coun- 
try. But I want to say to the gentleman that I take no such narrow 
view of the tariff question, and the salt industry does not exist in my 
district, but I defend the protection of salt, because I believe it for the 
interest of all the people, for the man at his breakfast table, in whose 
behalf the gentleman from New York entered his plea, and I defend it 
not simply because it is an industry of Michigan, but because it is an 
industry of the United States. P 

I believe we ought to produce our own salt, 

Let me say to you, gentlemen, that if you put salt on the free-list 
the only effect of it will be thatit will surrender a portion of our mar- 
ket to the foreign producer of salt. Now, why? Before coming to that 
may I be permitted to use and have printed in my remarks a table 
showing that the effect of this protective duty has been to cheapen salt. 
In 1861 we produced in Michigan only about 4,000 barrels of salt, 
The price of salt at that time, or in 1866, was $1.80 per barrel. We 
now produce nearly 4,000,000 barrels of salt annually, and the price 
has gone down to 60 cents a barrel, barrel and all, the barrels costing 
about 22 cents apiece 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has not the duty on salt gone down, too? 
> Mr. BURROWS. The duty has not been changed since 1872. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But you spoke of 1866. - 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; but I will make the comparison with 1872, 
at whieh time salt was $1. 47 a barrel in the Saginaw Valley, and now 
under the present rate of duty it has gone down from $1.47 to 60 cents 
a barrel. Now, when it produces such results as to cheapen salt to the 
consumers of the country what reason can there be for removing the 
duty? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the effect of the protective tariff is to reduce 
the price of salt, how does it benefit or strengthen the salt industry by 
keeping it on. I would like to ask the gentleman to answer what harm 
this bill can do to that industry ? 

Mr. BURROWS. That isthestanding reply on the other side always. 

ae OUTHWAITE. Yes; and which has never been answered on 


fer Mr. BURROWS. If a protective tariff reduces the price of an article 
to the consumer how does it benefit the producer of the article? I will 
tell the gentleman how it does in this case. Last year the value of salt 
at Liverpool from the Liverpool works was $2.75 per ton. 

Salt sold in the Saginaw Valley last year at the same rate—$2.75 a 
ton. The freight on salt from Liverpool to any port on our seaboard 
is $1.40 a ton. The duty on a ton of salt is $1.60, so that the Liver- 
pool producer of salt can produce his ton of salt and pay the freight 
and pay the duty of $1.60 a ton and lay his salt down on the seaboard 
from Maine to Galyeston for $5.75 a ton. That is what the salt costs. 
Now, take the Saginaw salt with the same cost of production, $2.75 

- a ton, and the freight on a ton of salt from Saginaw to any point of the 
seaboard is $5.45 a ton, which, added to the cost of production, makes 
the sum total $8.15 a ton; so while the foreign producer of salt can put 
his salt on the seaboard at $5.75, Michigan can not do so for less than 
$8.15. What is the result? I hold in my handasmall map, which is 
so small that unless gentlemen are very near me they can not see the 
outlines of it, but I have drawn a line from Portland, Me., back from 
the coast down to Nashville and across to Little Rock, and thence down 
to Galveston, and south of that line you will find that the entire market 
there is filled almost exclusively with foreignsalt. And why? Because 
we can not pay the freight.on our salt and carry it south of this line, 
while the foreign salt landed on our shores at a cost of $5.75 a ton after 
paying freight and duty can be sold there at a profit and to the entire 
exclusion of our domestic product. That is all, and the result is that 
south of this line all the salt practically is foreign salt. 

Mr. BLAND. Why does my friend then desire to tax the people in 
that section of the country unnecessarily on salt where it can be of no 
possible benefit to your producers in Michigan? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ah, my friend is now raising another question. 
RE BLAND. Oh, no; you say yourself it is not doing any good 

ere. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will come to that in a moment. 

Under the tariff as it stands to-day the result is as I have indicated. 
That territory south of that line is surrendered exclusively almost to 
the British manufacturers. Itseems to me, gentlemen, that this ought 
not to be so. 

Now, what is the proposition here pending? It is to putsalt on the 
free-list. What will be the effect? The moment you put salt on the 
free-list and take off the duty of $1.60 a ton the English manufacturer 
of salt in Liverpool will push that line so much farther inland and 
absorb so much more of our market. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Will you allow me a question at this point? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If we can not get your Michigan salt south 
of that line, what is the reason that this Kanawha salt and the Ohio 
salt does not come down ? 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman had listened to my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] he would not have found it necessary to ask 
that question, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Idid not have an opportunity of hearing him. 

Mr. BURROWS. The evil effects of this condition of things would 
be increased by even reducing the duty on salt; but instead of protect- 
ing this industry and so enabling the people of this country to manu- 
facture the salt which they themselves consume, your proposition is to 
take the duty off entirely and admit foreign salt free of duty, and sur- 
render our territory to the foreign producer. 

Mr. HOOKER. If that be the case, why did you reduce the duty 
on salt one-half in 1873? 

s TE BURROWS. Does that answer this question? Let us stick to 
this. 

Mr. HOOKER. But if the tariff benefited your people and enabled 
them to compete with the English salt-producers, why did you reduce 
it or take it off? 

Mr. BURROWS. Whatever reason I might assign now for the action 
sieo n 1873, does the gentleman think it would meet this question 
at 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 
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Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. As I understand you, salt is produced and can be eld 
in the Saginaw Valley at the same price that it can be produced and 
sold for in England? 

Mr. BURROWS. That was true last year. 

Mr. HEARD. Then is not the protection you are asking for now, 
and which is calculated to enhance the price of salt to the great body 
of consumers in the South and elsewhere, a protection against the 
transportation companies instead of against the foreign producers? 

Mr, BURROWS. Am I discussing that question? 

Mr. HEARD. Ithink youare. You give the cost of transporta- 
tion as a reason why we should keep on this duty, as a reason why we 
should tax the consumer for the benefit of the producer of salt—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, J should deny two of my friend’s proposi- 
tions—that we tax it for the benefit of the producer or that the duty 
operates as a tax upon the consumer—and the gentleman can not make 
any intelligent audience feel the burden of the salt tax. But that is 
another question, and if my friend would discuss my proposition —— 

A MEMBER. Let us hear your proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. I say that when we take the duty off salt the re- 
sult will be that we will still farther surrender our Southern market 
to the foreign producer. So far as Michigan is concerned, let me say 
to the gentleman from New York that it will not be harmed very much, 
because we have the Northwestern and the Western markets, and we 
can send our salt to the Northwest and to the West, and the foreign 
salt can not compete with us, because we have the advantage in trans- 
portation. But ifyou put salt on the free-list you will close out every 
salt work in the State of New York, because, with the advantage of 
$1.60 which you give to the English salt producer, he can push his 
salt all over New York and close up her works. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the same will þe true of Ohio and West 
Virginia. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motionof Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. BurRows’s time was extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. The result of this system has been to crowd us out 
of the Eastern market almost entirely. It was not until within the 
last three years that we sold a spoonful of salt in the New England 
States. d had control of that market—the Liverpool salt had 
controlofit, Now, is it wise—not for Michigan, not for New York, but 
for this great country—is it wise, I ask, to surrender this field to the 
foreign producers of salt ? Is it wise to give them an advantage of $1.60, 
to enable them to push their salt so much further inland ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We do not do that. 

Mr. BURROWS. My friend says we do not do it; but I say that 
will be the effect. If they can bring their salt now inland to the line, 
which I have indicated, and pay a duty of $1.60 a ton, is it not clear 
thatif we take that duty off they can push their salt still farther north- 
ward, and drive us from the market and close out our business? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; your monopolists will take less profit. 

Mr. BURROWS. My dear sir, there is no competition in the South- 
ern market. We can not put a barrel of salt in that market. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Because you sell all your products outside of 
it at the same price. 

Mr. BURROWS. No; our salt works are going to decay. Let me 
tell the gentleman that the salt works in the United States are sufti- 
cient to supply the entire American demand and have asurplus. They 
are gaining on the demand constantly. Let me call attention to another 
fact. In the State of Texas, but a few feet under the surface, there is 
an inexhaustible supply of brine, therichestin the world. Why doyou 
not develop it? You walk heedlessly over it and pay $2.50 a barrel 
for English salt, instead of pumping that brine from the earth and mak- 
ing it into salt for yourselves. There is a great mine in Louisiana, the 
purest salt on the face of the globe, absolutely pure, yet you close it 
up and buy foreign salt. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Why do you not fight for cheap freights? 

Mr. BURROWS. See where my friend from Iowa is going now ! 
Why do not we fight for cheap freights? That is not the question 
here. Let us stick to one thing ata time. When we come to discuss 
the railroads we will talk about that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Cheapen your freights. That is the 
remedy. 

Mr. BURROWS. We have legislated on that question, but that 
does not settle this one. I was calling attention to this great mine of 
salt in Louisiana. Three different companies have endeavored to de- 
velop that mine, and three several times they have been driven into 
bankruptcy by the Englishmen. Within the last ninety days that 
mine has been closed and the corporation has been driyén into bank- 
ruptey because the foreign producer pushed in his salt and put the 
price down to less than $2.50 per barrel—low enough to drive these 
men out of the business, and close the mine, and then haying done 
that he puts up the price. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentleman permit a question? Is not 
the money which the consumers would have paid for salt at the higher 
price now remaining in the pockets of the consumers, and why should 
not a man be permitted to keep his own money ? 
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Mr. BURROWS, If I could hear the gentleman’s question in this 
confusion I would try to answer it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. You say that the foreign producer ran the price 
of salt down? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. And thatthe consumer paid less for his salt than 
he would otherwise have had to pay? , 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. . ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now, where is that money which the consumer 
saved? Is it not in the pockets of the consumer? Answer that ques- 


Mr. BURROWS. I will answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, answer it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwill. Temporarily, so long as the foreign pro- 
ducers were putting their salt into that market and selling it at less 
than it could be produced for in the mine, the low price was an ad- 
van to the consumer; but so soon as they had closed this Ameri- 
can mine and stopped American development in that direction they 
put up the price of salt and recovered all they had lost, and then it 
was a e to the consumer. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, if those people in Louisiana preferred to 
trade in that way, why should you from Michigan say that they shall 
not have the privilege of doing it? 

Mr. BURKOWS. Becanse I am an American—not concerned for 
Michigan alone—[applause on the Republican side]—because I am just 
as much interested—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Are they not Americans as well as you? 

Mr. BURROWS. My fri will allow me—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now answer that question—are they not Ameri- 
cans as well as yourself? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly they are. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then why should they not have the privilege of 
managing their own business in their own way? È 

Mr. BURROWS. I see that my friend looks at this question as a 
mere local matter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, I donot; [look at it as a queStion involving 
the liberty of American citizens to buy where they want to buy. 

Mr. BURROWS. My friend is looking upon this question asa Presi- 
dential candidate once looked upon it, as a matter once heard of in the 
school districts, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Thegentleman must not put words in my mouth. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is a great question for the nation; and when 
you say to me that Louisiana will manage the matter for herself-— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not say Louisiana; Isay that the American 
citizen ought to have the right to do with his own as he sees fit. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ifthe American citizen in Louisiana sees fit to do 
that which cripples American labor, thwarts American industry and 
development, then I say the citizen hasnorighttodothat. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now let me reply to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my right to the floor; 
and I insist that the gentleman ought not to interrupt me with a ques- 
tion unless I give him permission. 

Mr. HEARD, Will my friend from Michigan allow me just one 
moment ? 

Mr. BURROWS. What is your question? 

Mr. HEARD. I understand my friend from Michigan to state—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; but I do not want gentlemen to consume all 
my time. ? 

_Mr. HEARD. I do not mean to consume any more of your time 
than is reasonably fair; we will give you all the time you want. I 
understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to say that 
the manufacturers of English salt importing it into Louisiana ran down 
the price in the district of country supplied by this Louisiana mine to 
so low a figure that the Louisiana company was obliged tosuspend op- 
erations and cease the manufacture of salt. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. And thereupon the price of salt to the consumer was 
raised to the original price. . 

Mr. BURROWS. ereupon what? 

Mr. HEARD. Upon the suspension of operations by the Louisiana 


r nA 
Mr. BURROWS. Yes. 

*Mr. HEARD. Now I ask the gentleman whether that has not uni- 
formly been the course of the salt manufactúrers? Whenever, by com- 
petition, the price of salt has been made low have they not by means 
of the salt combination reduced the output and thereby advanced the 
price to the consumer in this country? 

Mr. BURROWS. Now my friend hascome to the question of ‘‘ trusts’’ 
and ‘‘combinations.’’ 

Mr. HEARD. Is it not a fact that the output is controlled by con- 
cert among the manufacturers for the purpose of advancing the price? 

Mr. BURROWS. When I come to that question I will answer my 
friend; but that has nothing to do with the topic I am discussing. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Prices have never advanced as the gentleman 


from Missouri states. I am talking about a matter of which I know 
something and of which he does not know anything. 

Mr. BURROWS. Suppose that all the gentleman from Missouri says 
is true, does that keep the mine open in Louisiana? I am discussing 
that question. p - 

Mr. HEARD. Concede that it does not keep the mineopen. If the 
interests of — $ 

Mr. BURROWS. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. HEARD. ‘The gentleman asked me a question and will not per- 
mit me to answer. 

Mr. BURROWS. My friend is simply wandering around in a maze, 
and I can not undertake to follow him. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. HEARD. Youasked me a question and will not let me answer 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I was saying that the effect of this 
policy is to close up the salt works in this country. It is the policy 
of foreign countries to control this whole market; yet there is brine 
enough and salt enough in this country to supply the whole United 
States, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. At what price? 

Mr. BURROWS. At less than you pay now by one-half. You are 
paying three times more for salt than you need pay, if you would de- 
velop this industry; yet you propose to lie down on your backs and be 
bound hand and foot to the foreign manufacturers of salt, 

Take the case as it existed during the war, to which reference has 
been made. In the State of Texas, knowing that brine was under the 
surface and feeling the need of salt, what did you do? You exempted 
from military service men who would produce a certain number of 
pounds of salt per day. They went into the State of Texas, dug holes 
in the ground, and with kettles and pans attempted to make salt, Cir- 
cumstances then forced you to develop it. Now, when the war was 
over—— 5 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iask unanimous consent that the time of my col- 
league be extended for five minutes. . 

There was no objection. _ 

Mr. BURROWS. I stand on this question, as I have said, not for 
my State, but for the Government of the United States. In thename 
of reason, why should we import one spoonful of salt? My friend 
smiles, but again I ask why? r 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will tell you why. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not wish you to answer now. I decline to 
yield. My friend, when he begins tal , talks all the tinte. 

Instead of maintaining the duty on salt as if now stands—a duty 
which has constantly reduced the price of the article until we are now 
buying it for 60 cents a barrel in Saginaw—instead of maintaining our 
ground and holding this market, your proposition is to surrender a 
tion of this territory, to crowd this line over New York upto the Ohio, 
and > surrender the whole Southern country-to the foreign producer 
of salt. 

Not as a citizen of Michigan, not as a citizen of aState having some 
interest in this industry, but as an American I would put such a duty 
on salt as would stimulate its development in Texas and Louisiana to 
such a degree that in five years we would drive the foreign producer of 
salt from our market and produce our supply ourselves; and instead of ` 
paying $2.50 a barrel you would buy it all along the Southern coast 
for 60 cents to 75 cents a barrel and reduce the price of salt to the 
American consumer. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

So I say this question involves something more than the mere reduc- 
tionofrevenue. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] says, “We 
make this reduction because it lessens the revenue; that is the main 
object; revision of the tariff is incidental.’ True, you take out of the 
Treasury $676,000 which is now annually paid by the foreign producer 
of salt, but you do much more than that; you destroy the salt worksin 
New York; you drive us out of the market we now haye, and bind the 
whole Southern country under the feet of the foreign producer of salt. 

This is what free trade leads to. I beg you, gentlemen, although this 
may reduce the revenue, I beg you to consider something else. tus, 
instead of reducing the duty on salt, maintain it, and, as I said before, 
the time is not far distant when you will develop the great salt indus- 
try throughout theSouth, in Texas, and Louisiana, and instead of paying 
enormous prices for foreign salt you will buy the domestic salt at less 
than one-half the present price; you will give investment to your cap- 
ital, you will give employment to American labor, and contribute some- 
thing to the wealth and glory of the Republic. [Applause.] 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, although I am a man- 
ufacturer of salt, I do not feel justified in taking a course against tarift 
reduction on this article or commodity. Had I thought that would 
be wise, I could not have accepted a nomination for a seat upon this 
floor upon a platform which clearly and boldly asked for tariff reduc- 
tion. > 

I see the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] does not clearl 
understand the facts as to this question of salt. The foreign salt whic’ 
is imported into Michigan sells there at wholesale, or at the agencies, 
at $2.75 for 224 pounds of salt, which is 4 bushels of salt. The | 
dairymen buy this salt; the farmers also buy it. The ordinary Mich- 
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igan salt brings the manufacturers abont 60 cents for 280 pounds of 
salt, which is 5 bushels. ‘Now, is it not a bad criticism on the in- 
telligence of these men if they will pay $2.75 for 224 pounds of foreign 
salt, if the ordinary domestic salt, which brings the manufacturer but 
60 cents for 280 pounds, will answer just as well? But sy buy the 
foreign salt because they believe it to be a necessity on their part. 
They pay the higher price for foreign salt they believe it keeps 
their butter better. If they did not so ve they would buy the 
cheaper American pam and not pay so large a price for the foreign 
salt. But they feel thatit is an injustice to them, when there is really 
no competition between thé ordinary American productand the foreign 
salt, that they should be compelled to pay 27 cents a sack duty on every 
sack of foreign salt. They are in favor of putting salt on the free-list. 

They know very well, Mr. Chairman, that the large exporter of meat 
has the duty on salt remitted when he exports his product. 

Mr. COX. He gets a rebate. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Yes; the large exporters of meat get 
rebate when their product is exported. The exporters of meat and 
fish get their salt free. Why, then, should the dairyman or farmer be 
compelled to pay 27 cents a sack on foreign salt when that foreign salt 
does not come in competition with the common grade of American 
salt, and the higher grades when they bring anything like the price ot 
English salt duty free do not need any protection. 4 

The dairymen use foreign salt because they get more for their butter. 
They sell their product for an average price of 30 cents a nd, and 
they use fine English salt to keep up the price; and the duty on salt 
imported is therefore a burden upon them which ought to be remitted. 

Now, the claim made by the gentleman from Michigan, that we can 
not sell our salt in New York City, is not in accordance with the fact, 
so far as my knowledge 

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that salt 
produced in Michigan is not fit to use in the manufacture of butter? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I say a good many use the common 
salt in making butter. Those who wish to use that are privileged to 
doit, If they so prefer, of course they can do so; but those who pro- 
duce the best butter and expect a good and higher price for it use the 
finer imported salt. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman say that Michigan salt is not 
fit for use in the making of butter? : 

Mr. WHITING, of Michi I do not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Can it be used? 

. Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I have already stated, in reference 
to that matter, that Michigan salt is used. I produce about 100 bar- 
rels of salt a day. I make the best salt in the world. I can compete 
successfully with the English manufacturers of salt anywhere in Amer- 
ica and make a profit. Pi oplaas on the Democratic side. ] 

oe BURROWS. You think your salt is fit to preserve butter and 
meat 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I know itis. The salt I produce is 
the best salt produced anywhere in the world. 

Mr. BURROWS. If you make the best salt, why then do you not 
put it along the coast? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I do put it along the coast, and sell 
it there. [Applause. 


Mr, BURROWS. i R on the coast? 
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Michigan to New York; and we sell it for $10.50 a ton in New York 
City, and part of it for aton. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I guess the gentleman over there is pretty well salted” 
down now. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The gentleman from Michigan said 
that the English salt could be landed in New York City for $5.75 a ton. 
I have been told by a gentleman there, a very intelligent gentleman, 
and in the salt business, that this Liverpool salt cost there $6 a ton. 
That is not a material difference, therefore, in that respect. But the 
Warsaw salt people of the State of New York send their salt to New t 
York City and sellitat$4.25aton. Church & Co., the saleratus manu- 
facturers, buy their salt at $4.25 a ton and are satisfied with the qual» 
ity of itin their business, There isnoreason in the world why Michigan 
should send its common salt, or what is called ‘‘fine salt,” into New 
York at all. 

New York State can supply the city of New York with salt, and she 
need not go West to interfere with the Michigan industries. 

Now, I want to say that salt is bulky and will not bear very great 

rtation as a rule. It will not pay to ship salt to Kansas, as 
there have been discovered great salt fields in Kansas; and i aye been 
of opinion lately that at my first opportunity I would like to go to 
Kansas and manufacture salt there. 

Mr. PETERS. Come on. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. -It can be made there, and let me tell 
you that English salt free, or even with a premium added to it, could 
not be transported to Kansas and compete with salt made there. [Ap-’ 
plause on the Democratic side.] And if there are places somewhere on 
the seaboard where British salt can be laid down in competition with 
American salt I do not think it is fair for the manufacturer to ask the 
people living there to pay from four to six dollars a ton transportation 
to getit there. It is nothonest. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, on this tariff question generally I have but one thing to say. 
I believe that a reduction of the tariff simply reduces the toll which a 
foreign manufacturer pays for access to our markets. [Cries of ‘‘Good!’’ 
and applause on the Republican side.] If that toll is reduced it will 
make that access freer and easier to him, but that necessarily increases 
competition, and competition means lower prices, and that is what the 
people demand. [Loud applauseon the Democraticside.] It is what 
the manufacturers need if they would make a success of manufacturing 
long in this country. [Renewed applause.] I do not see how manu- 
facturers can expect with impunity to combine, close up part of their + 
factories, and then ask the overtaxed agricultural people of this coun- 
try to pay them higher prices. It curtails business and throws labor 
out of employment. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEARD. That is just the point I wanted to ask a question 
upon, and I want to renew the question that I submitted to the gen- 
tleman’s colleague from Michigan, whether such combinations exist, 
or such an association as he has suggested, among the salt men, that 
would necessarily curtail the production and increase prices? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I must say there is not. I never 
knew of there being any such combination in our State of Michigan to 
el, production. [Loud applause and cheers on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman from Michigan and the 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The gentleman asks where we sell | gentleman from Missouri ought to have settled among themselves this 


our salt. I tell him that we sell it in New York City— 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘To what points do you ship it on the Atlantic 
coast? That is the point I want to get at. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. ‘To New York City, to Boston, and 
Philadelphia—— 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. : 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman fro 
Michigan may be permitted to proceed for ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The gentleman asked me to what 
points on the Atlantic coast and in what amounts we shipped our salt 
from Michigan. I respond to him that-weshipitto Washington, Balti- 
more, Philadelphia, New York City, Boston, and to Portland. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ask him another one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. What proportion of that product do you ship to 
the Atlantic coast? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. 
nearly one-half of the product. 

Mr. BURROWS. But on the average annually ? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Well, we have only been running for 
about a year and a half, and claim that we can manufacture a better 
quality of salt than the British salt, although there are people who 
believe that thesalt produced in this country is not as good for packing 
meat or butter. 

Mr. BURROWS. Are the freight charges on salt of a good quality 
different from those charged for the inferior grades? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The freight on salt is $3.90 a ton from 


I think we are shipping at present 


question in advance. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. HEARD. Iam very much obliged to my friend from Ohio. 
Now, Mr. Chairman—— i 

Mr. MCKENNA was recognized. ` 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Michigan has promised to yield to 
me the remainder of his time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair did not know that the gentleman had 
yieided, but had recognized the gentleman from California, Mr. Mc- 

ENNA. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Michigan had not occupied all of his 
time, and I hope he will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HEARD. I should like to be permitted to say a word—— 

Mr. WEBER. Because that was a misplaced trust? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]: 

Mr. COX. My colleague from New York [Mr. BELDEN] gave me 
a very flat contradiction, I will not say a discourteous one, when I 
said that the dairymen have appealed for a remedy from the burdens 
they are suffering, And for relief at the handsof this Congress. I hold 
in my hand thirty-three petitions, being only a small number of those 
which baye been submitted by the agricultural communities from 
Maine, Vermont, Ohio, Iowa, Kansas, Illinois—everywhere, asking 
for the repeal of this salt duty. 

Mr. BELDEN. Will not you read one from New York ? 

Mr. COX. I have only a small number of them here, and have not 
even gone over the names on them all to see where they came from. 

Mr. BELDEN. But just read one from New York. 5 

Mr. COX. But the gentleman did not limit me to New York when 
he contradicted me. I said that the dairymen petition for this repeal. 
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Mr. BELDEN. Ihave no doubt the gentleman can produce some | them and overwhelms them, must be now convinced of the p 
outside of New York. I asked him for one from New York. of the Democratic party here and hereafter. The obtusest-angzled in- 

Mr. COX. I will find some from New York, for I have had them; | tellect, the opaquest comprehension can not but discern that they in- 
but I will not be led from my statement. The gentleman said that no | tend with relentless resolution to pass this bill as it is, or in such 


dairymen had asked for it. He did not say New York dairymen. shape as the majority alone shall put it, and, Mr. Chairman, for my- 
Mr. BELDEN. Then I will correct myself. self, and speaking only for myself, I would not stay them a day, nay 
Mr. COX. No matter now; but the gentleman ought to apologize to | not an instant. If it werg not vulgar I would say, ‘‘ Let her go, Gal- 
me before he takes the floor again. [Laughter.] lagher.’’? [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, in correcter language, I would 
Mr. BELDEN. For what? dare them to it and rejoice at the suicide, and hope, ay, confidently 
Mr. COX. For contradicting me and saying that the dairymen had | hope, to turn the funeral into a festival for the country, [Laugh- 
not petitioned Congress on this subject. ter.] But, Mr. Chairman, others think differently. I, as I have said, 


_ Mr. REED. He did not contradict you. He asked you to name | think that our impediment we may put in the way can only consume 
some dairymen that had petitioned for this, and you could not do it. valuable time, time that could be more usefully employed here and at 
Mr. COX. I donot see exactly just how you come into this debate. | home—better and more pleasantly at home.. It seems to me, sir, that 
[Laughter. ] on thissubject ingenuity and reason are exhausted, attention is fatigued, 
Mr. REED. Why did you not name somebody? | and decision must be ready. 
Mr. COX. Because I did not have these petitions in my hand, be- [Here the hammer tell. 
cause they were shut up in that terrible ‘‘dungeon keep” called the Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous covsent that my colleague be granted 
Ways and Means Committee. [Laughter.] five minutes longer. 
Mr. REED. You are right about that. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
Mr. COX. Now here is a petition which was sent to the gentleman | man from California? 
from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], and the man who sent it indorses this: Mr. BYNUM. I shall not object, with the understanding that this 
Hon, J. H. GEAR: side of the House shall have equal indulgence. 
DEAR sm LI could farmiah a petition many Raat long, of all our enm PEro ETS ia the nepohne side. Certainly. 3 
TONS, WNO, SO TAK 26 2 ENOW, A70 8-Utnis On: inis subject mocrats, Repu Mr. PETERS. There is no disposition to be unfair on this side of 
icans, Greenbackers, Prohibitionists, and what not, all join hands on this the House. We have accorded you gentlemen over there all the time 


issue. 
: i ” ; you ask for. 
Xou sep they are unanimous. | Ered sie: what Dota? ero in ror OF) "iy being na objection, Mx MOKENNAE time wan extended, 


repeal. [Laughter.] There never was such a demand from the dairy- r 
men for relief. And what do they say? Here is the petition sent to Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, to complete the thought I was ex- 


| 
i pressing, I say that others for whose judgment I have great respect 
A rpa Bom owe [IE OMAR; Ean think differently from what I do about hastening the passage of this 


bill. They think that the funeral and festival we are sure of, and both 
pick ed Ae SAIE ‘and consumers of dairy products, respectfully | Wil be the completer and the joyfuller for the waiting. It may be so, 
dora ; ots, respect/w'Y | and I have deferred to the judgment of those gentlemen. Besides, 
Rerived from it is not needed by the Government, and the tariff docs not pro. | Mr. Chairman, it appears to be the sentiment of the country that this 
tome sere the oe ode Pang ied Sen gonuy fas maging ewes A aaah a Ber bill shall be pelted further in the committee, as it can be pelted; that 
Ly Conon e Pan fhaa paged the evil of it and the evil that it is prophetic of shall be pointed out to 
in thei d cheese. h posed 5 z : 

by American manufacturers for further increasing this burden, and at would | the country and emphasized to the country. It is part of my function, 
Soren thet fog aee vri ma stamina A poose os isa a — er sir, to point out its evil and the evil that is ambushed in it to my dis- 

uc. r m ou. Vall AS agai. © interesi i i i i imi 
ofa Plet flat of manufacturers, having asobading to the last census, but about trict and tomy State. It carefully , industriously ? cruelly discriminates 
4,000 employés. A rebate is now given to fishermen and meat-packers on all | against every California industry—wool, lumber, salt, borax, fruits, 
foods ar ted thathave koen. salted with forel salt. nee rae LEAT E marble—all those industries of my State, although most of them ina 
perims aE Atri se isori, grr neni, pny respectin y | nascent condition have been put upon the free-list, all taken from the 
fait, which is now a burden thrown upon the dairy interest and by such re- | labor and the profits of Americans and given to the labor and the 
moval to encourage the use of the best material and the production of the best | profits of foreigners. Mr. Chairman, it is whispered that my colleagues 
dairy goods. on the other side have saved prunes. [Laughter.] Well, sir, prunes 
are something, and maybe we should be thankful for that something, 
whether fear or favor or mercy or satiated free-trade appetite has 
granted it tous. But I would like to ask the Democrats of this House, 


I have here also another similar petition, which I see was presented 
by my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY.] It is signed 

and especially my Democratic colleagues, to answer this question: Why 
so indulgent to prunes and so rigorous to other fruits; to wool, to lum- 


by Mr. C. N. Case and many others, citizens of Hudson, Ohio. So 
ber, to salt, to borax? What virtue is there in prunes and the pro- 


much for that. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I observed that my friend from Michigan [Mr. 

ducers of them that is not in wool, lumber, borax, salt, and the pro- 

ducers of them? 


Burrows], although his time was extended, took care never to say a 
word by way of explaining why relief should be given to the pork- 
packers or the fish-packers in the matter of salt, while it was denied 
to the dairymen. Henever said a word about that. He carried along To my crude legislative notion, Mr. Chairman, if any one of these 
his beautiful argument in his usually fluent and smooth way, but never | things is entitled to protection all are; and a Democratic legislator from 
a word as to the inequality between fish-curers and beef-packers and | California, if he dared to discriminate, might find warrant and guar- 
anty in the sentiment of the party in his State for favoring wool instead 
of prunes. I will read the Democratic platform of California for 1886, 
upon which my two colleagues were elected. I wish to see whether 


our dairymen. 
The gentleman indulges also in sweet and honied phrase; but my 
colleague [Mr. BELDEN] belongs to the sour and acrid kind, and I 

want him to apologize. [Laughter.] that portion of the Democratic party was represented upon the Com- 

Mr. BELDEN. For what? mittee on Ways and Means, as its chairman said the Democratic party 

Mr. or rian Pea sapien me, when I said the dairymen had | was represented: 

‘titioned. ughter. f 
te WHITING, of Michigan. I withdraw the formal amendment. | samso Thet the present tariff on wool, prepared by a Republican commis. 

Mr. McKENNA was recognized and offered to yield to Mr. HEARD. | a great industry; and we denounce the same and demand the restoration of the 

Mr. HEARD. I thank the gentleman for his intended courtesy, but 
I will take the floor later in my own right. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I have been reluctant to engage in 
the debate on this bill from a persuasion of its absolute inutility. 
There is not much stimulus to speech and action in such a feeling as 
that. One likes to reserve his efforts for cases and situations where he 
can entertain a rational hope of producing some effect. No such hope 
can be entertained here and on this bill. If it ever was doubted, it can 
not now be doubted, that the Democratic party m this House intends 
that no amendment but of its moving shall receive anything but an 
idle hearing; no suggestion of any interest or industry represented on 
this side of the House shall be given anything more than the tempo- 
rary toleration and consideration commanded by the rule. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I am not disposed to whine about this. It is the invariable 
effect of Democratic supremacy, and the least evil effect of that su- 


sion appointed by a Republican President, 
tariff of 1867. 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

How is that for free wool? Now I would not be much of a prophet if, 
in answer to my colleague’s prediction about the majority Mr. Thur- 
man will receive in California, I should predict that he would receive 
the same majority that Mr. Hendricks did, that gentleman having been 
left in a minority by 13,000. 

Mr. Chairman, if concessions are to be made by Democrats because 
they are Democrats, or if concessions are to be made to Democrats be- 
cause they are Democrats, why should not a California Democrat de- 
mand favor for wool? When a California Democrat begged alms or 
forced concessions, why did he not beg alms and force concessions. for 
wool and for lumber and for the other things in which his State is so 
largely interested ? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not blame my colleagues; they, no doubt, 
did the best they could. They are not to blame, because they could 
not overcome the insuperable. Their fault is that they are Democrats, 
Their merit is that they are better than their party. If they had su- 
preme merit they would be Republicans. [Laughter.]} 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


premacy. 

My regret, sir, occurred when the Democratic party achieved its tri- 
umph at the polls. -That instant informed the country of all the fu- 
ture of that party. What has followed since has been and is of course, 
and eyen those who will not see anything until the evil overtakes 
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Mr. McKENNA. No, Mr. Chairman, I rose to talk upon the sub- 
ject of salt. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McKENNA. I ask a few moments more, and then I will not 
trespass again upon the indulgence of the House. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I give notice that hereafter I shall object to 
any extension of time, unless gentlemen confine themselves to the 
pending paragraph of the bill. I object to any general discussion, as 
general] discussion on the bill has closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA]? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, it is asserted that a tariff duty is 
a tax on the consumer. I shall not stop to deny or assent to that prop- 
osition, I simply say that if the tax on salt is a tax on the consumer, 
it strikes me there can not be very much ground for complaint, be- 
cause it has into a proverb that a fellow who can not ‘‘ make 
his salt” is not worth much. [Laughter.] But, Mr, Chairman, if 
this duty were a tax on the consumer it would still be only a question of 
wise statesmanship-whether we should impose it ornot. The question 
would be one for discussion like that connected with any other tax. 
In connection, however, with this proposition I wish to read an ad- 
vertisement of the Carmen Island Salt Company, of Lower California, 
Mexico, in which they declare that they will farnish—and I ask the atten- 

. tion of gentlemen from New York—the finest of salt to the people of Cali- 
fornia. They say that their salt upon atest is ‘‘ found to contain 93.10 
per cent. of sodium.’’ I will remark in passing that our California 
crystal salt contains 99.63 per cent. of chloride of sodium, and is purer 
than the foreign salt. This is what the Carmen Island Company say: 


The undersigned general r of the Carmen Island salt-lake and works, 
situated in the Gulf of Lower California, Mexico, 120 miles north of the port of 
La Paz, and at an equal distance south of the port of Guaymas, being desirous 
to suppress the continued introduction of spurious salt manufactured by 
tors and sold at foreign ports or abroad as Carmen Island salt, caus- 
said deception in many instances t losses to farmers, miners, and 
er industrial porsa wherein the use of pure salt is indispensable, has re- 
solved to reduce the rates out of all competition and is willing to make satisfac- 
tory arrangements to the consumers, at prices which will cover the freight, 
duties, and other expenses in foreign markets, placing it in San Francisco, Cal., 
as low as the prices asked by monopolists for an inferior salt. 

As no Carmen Island salt has been shipped to San Francisco, Cal., or to any 
other port of that State for the past four years, this is a good opportunity for 
parties interested in this line. 

Special contracts can be made to advantage by applyin: 

eral manager, La Paz, Lower California, or to Messrs. 
©. 311 California street, San Francisco, Cal. 


Now, Mr. Chairman; what I have just read is pertinent upon the 
question as to who pays the duty on salt—whether it is the consumer 
or not; because here is a company in Mexico that offers to pay the duty 
and undersell domestic salt in our market. I thank the House for its 
attention. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, as my 
colleague [Mr. MCKENNA] has taken particular pains to refer to the 
effort to get prunes on the free-list, I propose now to ‘‘ prune’’ hima 
little. I think a little ‘‘ pruning ’’ is very essential to my colleague. 
He means well; his heartis right; but his head isa little wrong on this 
question. Andin “‘pruning’’ I propose to use a little salt, but not any 
pepper. [Laughter. y i 

My colleague has read the Democratic platform which was adopted 
by the Democratie State convention of California held two years ago. 
I was elected on that platform, but the Committee on Waysand Means 
have done so much for us I say we can afford to give up free wool. I 
pro to go before my people and make the issue fairly and squarely. 
Now, I challenge the gentleman and ask him to come ont and define 
his position, whether he is in favor of free sacks or not. I pause for an 
answer. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I can answer very quickly. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then answer. 

Mr. McKENNA. It does not embarrass me to answer questions of 
that sort put to me by mron e. Itell him if sacks or bags are 
made in this country I am not in favor of putting them on the free-list. 

Mr. BIGGS. Answer the question, yes or no. 

Mr. McKENNA. If they are made in this country and the foreign 
article comes into competition with them, Iam not in favor of putting 
them on the free-list; but, on the contrary, I am in favor of protecting 
‘them. If they are not made in this country, I am in favor of putting 
‘them on the free-list. 

Mr. BIGGS. The gentleman knows as well as I do that at the Cal- 
ifornia penitentiary at San Quentin they manufacture 15,000 sacks a 
‘day, which, however, is only a drop in the bucket compared to the 
‘60,000,000 sacks we have to import for the purpose of transporting 
‘our wheat and corn and oats to market. If those sacks were allowed 
to enter free it would amount to a saving of some $700,000 annually 
to the people of California. 

Mr. McKENNA. By making in this country I do not mean in 


to James Viosca, 
‘hannhauser & Co., 


prisons. 

Mr. BIGGS. Let the gentleman get up here and say whether he is not 
in favorof keeping the duty upon imported sacks, which imposes such a 
heavy duty on the part of our farmers and fruit-growers in California. 
Why should our plums and prunes, and wheat and corn, and oats and 


ne to pay sucha duty? Whatnecessity is there for it? [Ap- 
ause. 

There is a great industry in California which has been overlooked. 
It is the wood-pulp interest; that, and all other interests in which 
California is concerned, will fare better under this bill than under the 
present tariff. If the bill should become a law, as I have already 
stated, on the one single article of sacks we will make an enormous 
saving on the 60,000,000 sacks which are imported annually for the 
transportation of the products of our agriculture. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Let me ask my colleague whether the bill has 
restored the duty on raisins? 

Mr. BIGGS. It makes the duty 1} cents a pound. 

Mr. MCKENNA. But has it restored the duty to what it was? 

Mr. BIGGS. It has not. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Were you not elected upon a platform which in- 
sisted upon keeping up that duty on raisins? 

Mr. BIGGS. Thatisall right. We propose to carry out the wishes 
of the people. The gentleman seems to have forgotten that we adopted 
a new platform quite recently [great laughter and applause], and we 
intend to carry it out. Henry Clay once said, “A wise man changes 
his opinion, but an idiot and a fool never does.” {Renewed laughter 
and applause. ] 

So far as California is concerned, this bill is far better than the pres- 
ent tariff. It is not in favor of protecting the great producers and the 
great manufacturers at the expense of the many, but it is to relieve 
the many of heavy burdens and compel the few to pay their share of 
the revenues, 

I have been a laboring man all my lifetime. I have labored at maul- 
ing rails at 50 cents a day, and am not ashamed to avow it. 

I want to know of my colleague whether he is in favor of keeping up 
the duty on salt, when {every man, woman, and child in the State of, 
California has to use that article not only as an article of food, but in 
preparing products for market? Is he in favor of keeping up the tax 
on the necessary articles of life used by the poorer classes of people and 
allow the luxuries of the rich to go untaxed? [Applause.] 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. BIGGS. Yes, I will yield to my colleague or any other gentle- 
man on that side of the House. I am not afraid of any of their ques- 
tions; only let them come one ata time. [Laughter andapplause.] I 
feel confident to dispose of them all one ata time. 

I must express my thanks to my Democratic colleagues of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means for providing for the importation of free 
sacks by putting them upon the free-list. Every article we produce, 
such as wheat, corn, rye, and oats, has to be shipped in-sacks. I will 
go before the people of California with my colleague, and we will see 
whether they will sustain him or sustain the committee which has re- 
ported the pending bill. In my judgment his majority of 2,500 will 
not save him from defeat. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McKENNA. I ask that my colleague’s time be extended. 

Mr. BIGGS. I have said all that I desire to say, and I do not wish 
for any extension. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
TARSNEY | is entitled to the floor, but I now give notice that after he 
has been heard I shall insist upon confining this debate to the five-min- 
ute rule, and shall object to any more extensions. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for a fair division of time between this side and 
the other. This morning two-thirds of the time have been consumed 
by gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr, REED. There will be no objection on this side to what you de- 
mand, if we understand the gentleman correctly. 

Mr. BREWER. I believe the floor was yielded to me. We have 
not had any more time on this side of the House than was allowed to 
the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not kept an account of the time 
of either side, but he does not think more has been occupied by one side 
than by the other. 

Mr. BREWER. I will yield the floor to my colleague [Mr. TARS- 


NEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and informal 
amendments are withdrawn. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I renew the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I can hardly allow this paragraph to pass by without 
making some observations in relation to the product of which it treats. 
It happens, sir, that I come from the center of the salt-producing dis- 
trict of the Northwest, the great Saginaw district, the city in which I 
live. Last year we produced 3,944,000 and some odd barrels of salt. 
That is just about our average annual products, although this year ib 
will probably exceed 4,000,000 barrels. That, as has been said by my 
distinguished colleague [Mr. BURROWS], is more than one-third of the 
entire salt consumed within the limits of the United States. About 
one-half of the balance is produced in the other States of the Union 
outside of Michigan, and the remainder is imported. 

Now. I desire to make a statement concerning the true position that 
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salt has held, which may be startling to some of my friends on the 
other side, and I ask their careful attention to it. Idesire tomake this 
statement, and I make it from personal observation, as well as from 
the best testimony that I can get from leading salt manufacturers, even 
from the president of the Salt Association of Michigan himself, and all! 
of these point to the fact, which is admitted by the president of the 
Salt Association to which I have referred, that salt is practically upon 
the free-list to-day. 

Now listen; if while you are talking about protecting salt I point to 
the record of the Republican party and show the fact that it was from 
your hands came the very first blow that struck down the duties on 
salt, then I think your arguments on this subject will have been 
largely met. I refer to the record of your acts in 1871, and I call your 
attention to what a leader of your party then said, Mr. EUGENE HALE. 
Do you know him? He introduced a bill into this House, or rather he 
called it up for consideration, to place salt upon the free-list. There 
was the first attack upon this product, and you will find by reference 
to page 24 of the RECORD of that session of Congress the evidence ot 
what was done. 

~Mr. COX, Under order of Mr. Blaine. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will not stop to read what the gentleman then 
said, but will content myself by referring you to the RECORD; it is 
here. - 

Mr. COX. What Congress was that; the Forty-second? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes; in 1871. 

I will call the attention of the committee to that now. The very 
next day the distinguished decliner of the Presidency, now abroad, 
moved to place coal upon the free-list. Then time passed on again 
until 1883, and what do we find there? This provision of law, to be 
found on 514 of the Statutes of that year, which did ruin, if that 
term can be applied, the industry of salt, and why? Because the duty 
was removed to the extent of 90 per cent. on all salt manufactured in 


. the country for the purposes of curing meats, especially upon proof 


that it was used for that purpose; but salt imported for the purpose 
of curing fish was admitted in bond, and that meant absolutely free. 
Who is benefited by it? Why, the gentleman from Maine, who has so 
manfully attacked this proposition, and the gentleman from Michigan, 
with his salt. But who passed that bill? I find upon the pages of 
that RECORD, having it here before me, that on March 3, 1883, on the 
vote for free salt, there were recorded the names of such distinguished 
gentlemen as the following (now I ask you to listen): JULIUS C. BUR- 
Rows, of Michigan. [Laughter and applause.] I find another pro- 
tective patriot loudly proclaiming for protection, then representing the 
district from which my friend from New York comes, the Syracuse 
district, I refer to Mr, FRANK Hiscock. His name I find appended 
there in favor of free salt. I find the name of another distinguished 
gentleman who marshals his forces here upon the floor of the House to- 
day in opposition to every proposition et oe by the Committee on 
Ways and Means to benefit the people of this country by a reduction 
of these cha Mr. REED, of Maine, who voted for free salt on that 
3d day of March, 1883. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There 
is your record, gentlemen, that you have made. 

I remember well, Mr. Chairman, when, in 1884, I stood upon a plat- 
form in the city of Saginaw, with a CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in my 
hand and the United States Statutes before me—at that time as now 
the attorney for many salt producers of the State—and made the bold 
and open declaration that there was then no such thing as protection 
to them upon their salt. I pointed out the record that Mr. HALE 
had made and Mr. Hoar had made, and the record of Mr. HISCOCK 
upon this question. 

I also pointed out to them the record my distinguished friend from 
Maine [Mr. REED] had made. I stated, these are the men who have 
protected you; see what they have done. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Oh, yes; but before that the same man HALE, who struck the blow at 
our salt industry, came to Saginaw and took a great interest in that 
question of our protection. Oh! you ought to have seen, Mr. Chair- 
man, the elaborate preparations they made to receive the distinguished 
protectionist, the man who was doing so much for their local indus- 
tries. A platform of salt barrels and lumber and shingles was erected 
in an angle of the street, and the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
had talked boldly and loudly about protecting the very salt that he 
voted to destroy and tried to destroy. [Laughter.] 

, [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BREWER. Iask unanimous consent that my colleague be per- 
mitted to have additional time. 

There was no objection. i 

Mr. TARSNEY. I thank the committee for its indulgence. 

Mr. COX. The committee thanks you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. And I beg its pardon for obtruding my remarks 
so long upon its attention. But thisis a matter in which I feel a deep 
oo Now let me give you some more facts from the history of 

nis question. 


A distinguished gentleman whose death we mourned here but a few 
months ago, Hon. John A. Logan—he, too, voted for free salt; and 
ouc of my predecessors, one John F. Griggs, who represented the Sagi- 
naw district, and as consistent and honorable 2 gentleman as ever lived, 


came here then, an ex-member of Congress, depnted to plead for the 
salt industries of that district in my State. Mr. Logan turned to him 
and said: ‘‘ Why, Griggs, I voted at that time to maintain the duty 
upon salt, and I never got the deyil so much in my life as I did from 


my constituents for the vote that I then gave.” [Laughter ] 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy theattention of 
this committee but a moment longer, and I simply do so to call to the 
attention of the committee the fact that I represent a district and the 
people of a district whom I know well. Knowing the ground upon 
which I stand, knowing the situation of our people there, I could not; 
permit myself to remain silent upon this floor, and haye one of my 
colleagues, who hitherto has voted to strike down the very industry for 
which he now pleads, undertake to represent me or my constituents. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I will take care of myself. I will do my duty to my own constit- 
nents without hisaid. [Applause] I can go home to my constituents 
at‘Saginaw, and I can justify the vote that I shall cast upon this ques- 
tion to them. [Applause on the Demecratic side. ] 

To my distinguished friend from Maine I desire to say, and to the 
House, that every time I have been a candidate for Congress in the Sag- 
inaw district that gentleman has been there opposing me. 

Mr. COX. You ought to thank him forit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. I do thank him for it; and I desire to say more 
than that: that if I should ever be so unfortunate, as I hope Ishall not, 
be, of becoming again a candidate for Congress, all I desire is, on be- 
half of myself, and on behalf of the salt manufacturers of Saginaw, on 
behalf of my constituents generally, to invite the gentleman from Maine 
to come down again and help to send me back here. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How does the record of the 
time stand, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has endeavored to divide the time 
evenly between the two sides; but in cases where the time of gentle- 
men has been extended by the committee the Chair has regarded that 
action as taking the matter, to that extent, out of his hands, and has 
not kept account of such extensions. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with much attention 
to all, or nearly all, the speeches that have been delivered on the other 
side of the House during this debate, and while our friends on that side 
have told us that they were not in favor of absolute free trade, yet I 
must say that every argument that has been adduced in those speeches 
has tended toward that result. But, Mr. Chairman, while this is a fact, 
yet when these gentlemen come to apply the principles which they ad- 
vocate in their speeches to their own districts they usually desire a pro- 
viso that those principles shall not be applied practically to the indus- 
tries that exist there. We see this illustrated in the one hundred and 
more amendments proposed to this bill in the Democratic caucus. We 
see it also in the action of that caucus in adopting some forty amend- 
ments in order to ease the consciences and secure the votes of certain 
members for the bill under consideration. But, sir, there are some 
honorable exceptions to the rule which I have stated, and those excep- 
tions, Iam proud to say, come from my own Peninsular State. 

, There are gentlemen upon the other side representing great indus- 
tries in my State who are free-traders on principle, and ney propose to 
stand here and advocate their principles, even though the effect may be 
to destroy the industries of their districts; and I commend to the con- 
sideration of the people of Michigan the fact that my friends, Mr. 
WHITING, Mr. TARSNEY, and Mr. FISHER will stand here and vote to 
strike down those great industries which were built up not by those 
districts alone but by the State of Michigan. Although thereisno salt 
manufactured in the district which I represent, ye? my district was 
taxed to help to build up the salt industry which these gentlemen, I 
think, misrepresentuponthisfloor. Abouttheyear1859 the Legislature 
of Michigan enacted a law offering a bonus of 10 cents per bushel for all 
the salt that should be manufactured in the State, and that was what 
induced the capitalists of the Saginaw Valley to put down a well for » 
brine. That proved a successand salt was produced. About the year 
1865 the act was repealed because it was found that we could manu- 
facture enough salt to bankrupt the State with that bonus, But the 
result has been that a great industry has been built up, extending all 
over the northern portion of the lower peninsula of Michigan, and 
when these gentlemen stand here now and insist that the people whom 
my colleague [Mr. BURROWS] and myself here represent have no in- 
terest in that industry, I deny the statement. 

It is said by my friend and colleague [Mr. WHITING] that he is able 
to manufacture and send salt to New York and to other places upon 
the Atlantic coast and sell it in competition with that which is pro- 
duced in England. But why is that? If Iam correctly informed, my 
colleague stands at the head of a salt monopoly which is protected by 
an English patent, and which has the exclusive right to sell that kind 
ofsaltin the United States free from competition of the English product, 
and that is the reason why he is enabled to send his salt to New York 
and sell it in competition with English salt. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michi Did I understand the gentleman to 
say that our company had the exclusive right to sell that salt? 

Mr. BREWER. I have so understood. 
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Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. That is a mistake. 

Mr. BREWER. Has not the gentleman an English patent for the 
manufacture of a certain kind of salt? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Have you nota patent for the manufacture of a 
certain kind and quality of salt? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Our salt is made under a patented 

; but the patent is not English, and it is not restricted to us. 

Mr. BREWER. Itis restricted, I suppose, to those who have an in- 
terest in the patent. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. They now propose to put up a plant 
in Ithaca, N. Y., to make salt there. 

Mr. BREWER. But noone can manufacture by that process who 
has not acquired an interest in that patent? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The owner of the patent sells it. 

Mr. BREWER. Of course. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask my friend [Mr. BREWER] to yield for a mo- 
ment to let my colleague [Mr. WHITING] make a correction, I am 
sure that my colleague left the impression upon the committee that the 
ordinary salt manufactured in the Saginaw Valley can be put down on 
the seacoast in competition with foreign salt. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I did not say that. I say they ought 
not to try to put it there. - < 

Mr. BURROWS. Then you referred only to your particular kind of 
salt? 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Yes, sir. That is the only salt from 
Michigan that goes there. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

A MEMBER. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman be allowed 
to continue for five minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I gave notice awhile ago that I would 
have to object to these extensions of time. 

Mr. OWEN. Did you operate that rule against the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. TarsNey]? f 

Mr. BLAND. I will not object in this case, but I give notice now 
that hereafter I shall object. I shall endeavor to confine this ebate, 
si can, to the five-minute rule, in order that you may proceed with 

is bill. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. 
friend [Mr. BREWER]. 

Mr. BREWER. I hope my colleague will wait until I get through. 
My colleague from the Saginaw district [Mr. TARSNEY] in the fifteen 
minutes which he occupied forgot to tell the House, or to tell his con- 
stituents through the RECORD, whether he was in favor of free salt or 
not, just as he forgot to tell his constituents whether he was in favor 
of free lumber or not. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I told you that salt was free to-day. 

Mr. BREWER. The gentleman has said that our colleague, Mr. 
Burrows, and my friend Mr. REED, and other prominent gentlemen on 
this side of the House voted for free salt. I presume he found that 
stated in a letter contained in the correspondence between myself and 
the gentleman who is a prominent candidate for governor of Michi- 
gan, the president of the Salt Association of that State. 

It is true that an act was allowing packers of meats who ex- 
port such meats a rebate of duty upon the salt used in that way. But, 
sir, that was done to accord with a law applicable to everything else 
that was imported into this country for the purpose of being manu- 
factured or worked over and exported again—a law which had been 
upon the statute-book for years. I refer the gentleman to sections 
3019 and 3020 of the Revised Statutes, and for his information I will 
insert them in my remarks at this point. They are as follows: 

Sec. 3019. There shall be allowed on all articles wholly manufactured of ma- 
terials imported, on which duties have been paid when exported, a drawback 
re in amount to the duty paid on such materials, and no more, to be ascer- 
tained under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Ten per cent. on the amount of all drawbacks so allowed shall, 
however, be retained for the use of the United States by the collectors paying 
such drawbacks, ively. 

Sec. 3020. When fire-arms, scales, balances, shovels, spades, axes, hatchets, ham- 
mers, plows, cultivators, mowing-machines, and reapers, manufactured with 
stocks or handles made of wood grown in the Uni States, are exported for 
benefit of drawback under the preceding section, such articles shal! be entitled 
to such drawback in all cases when the imported material exceeds one-half of 
the value of the material used. 

Sec. 3021. Railroad-iron, partially or wholly worn, may be eee into the 
United States without payment of duty, under bond to be withdrawn and ex- 

rted after such rajlroad-iron shall have been repaired or remanufactured. 

he Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to prescribe 
such rulesand regulations as may be necessary to protect the revenue against 
fraud, and secure the identity, character, and weight of all such importations 
when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and limiting the export and 
withdrawal to the same port ofentry where imported, and also limiting all bonds 
to a period of time ofnot more than six months from the date of the importation, 

As I have said, this law was upon the statute-books long before the 
revision of the-tariff in 1883, when the rebate on salt was granted. 
Therefore, in making that enactment with regard to salt, Congress only 
put that article upon the same basis with other articles imported into 
this country to be worked over and exported again; and, protectionist 
as Tam, if I had been here I should have voted for that act granting 
the rebate, because it simply placed salt upon an equality with other 
articles imported_under like conditions. The gentleman speaks of the 
fish-packers and the rebate allowed to them, forgetting to state that 


I would like to state the reason to my 


that law was passed many years 
publican party came into power. 
Democratic pry protecting the salt industries of the country. r 

Sir, there has not been a session of Congress within twelve years pas 
at which a bill has not been introduced by some Democratic member 
for the purpose of putting salt on the free-list—not one. Such a prop- 
osition has never received any support to speak of from this side of the 
House, while it has received the strongest support from the other side. 
Reference has been made to the colloquy between Mr, Driggs and ` 
General John A, Logan, and to the vote in the Senate on the proposi-" 
tion to put salt on the free-list. Let me state that when that propo- 
sition was voted upon, among the twenty-six Senators who voted to 
retain the duty on salt there were but two Democrats; and of the 
twenty-four members who voted in favor of free salt every one was a 
Democrat, except Mr. Davis, who was then an Independent. 

Mr. TARSNEY. My colleague will allow me tosay that 90 per cent. 
of the gentlemen who voted for this rebate in 1883 were Republicans. 

Mr. BREWER. I have conceded that, and I said that if 1 had been 
here I would have voted for it; and I have explained the reason why. * 
And now, Mr. Chairman, believing as I do fully in the policy of pro- 
tection, I desire that principle applied to every industry in the United 
States, whenever the products of such industry come in competition 
with similar productions from abroad, whether such industry is in 
South Carolina or Ohio, in Texas or Michigan. Recognizing the fact 
that whatever inures to the general benefit of any one State will, gen- 
erally speaking, benefit the Union as a’ whole, I can draw no sectional 
lines on this question. As I have said, thereis no salt produced in the 
district which I have the honor to represent, but there are large quan- 
tities of salt produced in Michigan, more especially in the districts rep- 
resented by my colleagues Messrs. FISHER, TARSNEY, CUTCHEON, and 
WHITING. 

In 1868 the Legislature at the request of the salt producers enacted a 
law authorizing the governor to appoint a salt inspector, so as to pro- 
tect all parties interested, both the producer and the consumer, In 
1866 salt was worth at the works $1.80 per barrel, and in 1869 there 
was manufactured 561,288 barrels, and the average price at which it 
was sold was $1.58, including the barrel. During the fiscal year 1887 
there was manufactured in Michigan 4,260,012 barrels of salt, and the 
average price at which it was sold was 57.4 cents per barrel. This 


Gein I believe, before the Re- 
gentleman talks also about the 


included the price of the salt and barrel also, as [have stated. I will 
here give the average price of salt per barrel at the works, from the year 
1866 to 1887, both inclusive. 
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% 1887. ” 
The total amount of salt produced in Michigan up to the close of the 
last fiscal year was 41,322,895 barrels. In the year 1857, I think it 
was, salt was worth in the city of Detroit $2 per barrel, and I well 
remember in taking a load of flour consisting of eight barrels, which was 
all the team could draw as the roads were then, to Detroit, which was 
32 miles from my father’s farm, it took three days to make the trip, 
and I sold the flour for $3 per barrel, and paid $2 for a barrel of salt, 
and spent what little money was left after paying my expenses for 
land-plaster. I should not have had any left to buy the plaster 
had I not carried my own lunch to eat upon the road and my own feed 
for the team. These were in the good old days of a low Democratic 
tariffand James Buchanan. The impetus which the bounty paid by 
Michigan gave to this industry I have no doubt has been worth mill- 
ions of dollars to the people of my State, and has cheapened this prod- 
uct to the people of the whole Northwestern portion of our country. 
The average amount of salt used per capita of our population costs 
about 12 cents, I believe. k 

About one-third of all the salt consumed in this country is produced 
in Michigan, and one-third is produced in New York and other States, 
while one-third is imported. Although saltis worth more at Liverpool 
than in Michigan, yet the rates of freight are so low from Liverpooi that 
salt can be laid down in the cotton States and on the Atlantic coast 
cheaper than Michigan salt can. I have no doubt salt costs the con- 
sumer in the Gulf States more than twice as much as it does in Michi- 
gan. Ido not know how true it may be, but I have been informed 
that there can be good salt or brine found in Louisiana and Texas, but 
what have our friends done to build up the salt industry in these States? 
Acting upon the same policy which they are seeking to force upon the 
whole country, they prefer to raise cotton and send it to England and 
bring back in exchange salt—that article that they so much needed but 
a few years ago when communication was cut off between that portion 
of our country and England. 

You then saw how utterly helpless any nation must be which can 
not supply itsown people with the necessaries of life, and yet you would 
by your ruinons policy, if carried out, soon place our whole country in 
this dependent state. You would destroy our ship-yards by buying 
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free ships. You would destroy our. salt industry, our wool industry, 
our ship-building, and all other industries, if you thought by buying 
in foreign markets you could save a farthing, although such course 
should destroy our national industries, bankrupt the nation itself, 
and make us entirely dependent upon foreign lands for many of the 
necessaries of life which we can now produce inabundance. My friends, 
every true Amcrican heart must rebel against such a policy as you ad- 
vocate. The ideas which you are seeking to advance to-day were held 
by your fathers forty years ago; but since that time this nation has 
grown and prospered beyond the brightest dreams of our fathers, and 
yet you dream on as of old, proposing to buy the products of strangers 
rather than from your own household or neighbors if you can save the 
paltry ceut thereby. 

Your policy is un-American, unpatriotic, and I believe unwise, and 
such will be the verdict of the people on the 6th day of November next. 

But dream on my friends, if you will, but as you dream the march 
of American progress will pass you by as in the past. New industries 
will continue to spring up and old ones will be enlarged. The active, 
energetic, inventive genius of our people at the North, which has been 
stimulated by our protective tariff laws, will work out new machinery 
forthe benefit of our toiling people, and new forces will be brought under 
the subjection of mind and controlled for the prosperity and glory of 
man, 

Do not be deceived. Your conventions may be controlled in some 
of the Northern States by the power of the Administration through its 
thousand of public officials which have filled these conventions in Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and Michigan. You may by this influence strike down 
your Randalls, your Forans, and other protection Democrats, but you 
- can not stifle the voice of the people in these States. 

Mr. Chairman, nearly every speech which has been made upon the 
other side of the House has been based upon three propositions: First, 
that protection is legalized robbery; second, that protection tends to 
depress our national industries; third, that protection tends to decrease 
the rate of wages, and is injurious to the laborer. If either of these 
as is true, and I think neither of them is, then how can any 

mocrat ask for the protection of any industry, although it may be 
found in his district? Yetthe gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. VANCE] 
is willing apparently to vote for free wool and almost anything else, but 
wood-screws must be protected because this industry is found in his dis- 
trict. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] is for free trade in 
everything save glass, but glass is manufactured in his district, and 
therefore it must be protected. The gentleman from Chicago [Mr. 
LAWLER] is for free trade in everything save glue, but glue is a great 
industry in his districtand gives employment to labor. As I havesaid, 
my friends and colleagues, Messrs. FISHER, TARSNEY, and WHITING, 
I am glad to say stand upon a higher plane. They are opposed to pro- 
tectionand they say so. They are in favor of free wool, free hemp and 
flax, free potatoes and other vegetables which the farmers produce, and 
they do not propose to protect the lumber barons or salt industries which 
may be found in their respective districts. 

They believe, as proclaimed by the Democratic platform in Michi- 
gan in 1886, that protection is legalized robbery, and they do not in- 
tend to be instrumental in perpetuating these industries, which, ac- 
cording to the. belief of our friends, have been, as stated by my col- 
league [Mr. TARSNEY], violating law, oppressing labor, and robbing 
the people under our protective laws. No selfish interest of their con- 
stituents is to influence their action or belief touching this question. 
But, sir, as-I have stated, the people of my district have an interest in 
the salt industry of Michigan, and they do not believe with my friends 
that protection is legalized robbery. They do not believe with my 
friends that protection tends to depress our national industries, to de- 
crease the wages of labor, and to the injury of the laborer, but they 
believe to the contrary. They helped to build up the salt industry, 
and they help to supply the food upon which the labor employed 
therein subsists. Here our farmers find a market for some of their 
surplus productions, and they do not wish in any way tosee this mar- 
ket lessened or destroyed. Sir, knowing many of the constituents of 
my friend from the Saginaw district, I can not believe that they are 
violators of law and oppressors of labor, as charged by him. I wish 
here to annex a statement of Hon. W. R. Burt, president of the Salt 
Association of Michigan, touching the salt industry in that State and 
the quality of salt produced: 

Of all the salt consumed in the United States Michigan furnishes two-sixths, 
New York one-sixth, one sixth 4 ten other salt-producing States, and two- 
sixths is imported. There is very little salt produced in the Southern and East- 
ern States, Michigan and New York manufacturing three-fourths of all the do- 
mestic salt in the United States. The salt manufactured in Michigan and New 
York during the last two years has been placed upon the market and sold at 
substantially the same price for which English salt has been sold in Liverpool. 
The question would naturally be asked how could it be bought in Live lat 
the same price for which it is selling in this market, brought to the United 
States, paying a duty of $1.60 a ton, and sold in competition with domestic salt, 
so as to fornish one-third of the total amount consumed in this country. Were 
the freights from the West and New York as low to all points in the Southern 
States as from Liverpool there would be very little or no salt imported, as there 
is capacity enough in the United States to manufacture more salt than can be 
“The Northern and Western markets are largely overstocked with salt, there 


being at least one-fifth as much salt in the hands of the manufacturers, waiting 
for purchasers, as would supply the United States for one-third of ayear, and it 
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could be readily bought at the av: Live l price for the same grade, In 
fact, there is no market in the world where the same ences of salt can be pur- 
chased cheaper than they can be in Michigaa or New York. Notwithstanding 
this, you hear the cry up “that the tariff must be removed, that the r 
man may receive his salt cheaper ;"’ and this while he is purchasing it at about 
3 mills a pound, or 12 cents for each individual per year. The United States 
are divided into two districts, as it were, one being supplied with foreign salt 
entirely, or nearly so, and the other with domestic, the question of transporta- 
tion making this division, 

The territory supplied by foreign salt extends from Galvesten, Tex., to Ban, t, 
Me., reaching back into the country until it meets the domestice salt, whioh 
with the present duty, would be on a line drawn east and west through Little 
Rock, Ark., and Nashville, Tenn., foreign salt supplying south of this line, and 
domostic north of it. The average price of English salt in Live l and Mich- 
igan salt in Michigan, for the last two years, for the same grades, been about 
$2.75 a ton; the average freight from Liverpool to the entire seacoast is about 
$1.40 a ton, making $4.15, to which add the duty of $1.60 a ton, and you have 
$5.75 as the cost of a ton of salt laid down at any point on our coast, Starting 
with Michigan salt at the same price, $2.75 a ton, add the average freight to 
these various points on the seacoast, of $5.40 a ton, making $7.95 as the cost of 
a ton of domestic salt laid down at these same points, which is $2.40 a ton more 
than the cost of the imported salt. 

It will be seen from these figures that it is impossible for domestic salt to com- 
pete with foreign salt in the South and East owing to the difference in trans- 
portation. The foreign manufacturers having absolute control of the Southern 
and Eastern markets, while the domestic manufacturers control the Northern 
and Western markets; the effect the removing of the duty from foreign salt 
will have upon the domestic will be to restrict the market, and instead of for- 
eign salt meeting the domestic at the above-mentioned line, it would be ex- 
tended to, say, the Ohio River. + 

The charge been broadly made that the Michigan salt product is unfit for 
canning meats and for dairy purposes, notwithstanding the fact that more than 
three-fourths of the beef, pork, and butter packed in the United States eve: 

ear is canned with domestic salt. As to the quality of this domestic salt, {6 

rantied to be equal to any salt in the world, either for salting pork, beef, 
or butter, and the Salt Association of Michi have $10,000 to meet this guar- 
anty, and stand ready to deposit that sum with a like sum to be put up by an 
other organization or individual in the world to enter into a series of tests wit! 
competent judges to be | upon to determine the superiority or otherwise 
of the high grade of Michigan salt over all other salts, either as to flavor or 
“staying qualities.” Not only this, but the foregoing figures showing the ship- 
ments of bulk salt to Chicago packers tells thestory. Asa matter of fact Chicago 
packers are increasing their purchases of a a salt every year. If it was 
unfit for packing purposes would they be likely to buy 565,282 barrels of it in 
1887 against 36,571 barrels in 1878 and 113,072 barrels in 1880? 

MICHIGAN DAIRY SALT. 

The Michigan Dairy Salt Company's works are located on the west side 
of the Saginaw River, opposite t Saginaw, and were established in 1877. 
This is the only manufactory at Saginaw for the production of a fine grade of 
dairy and table salt. The production of last year was over 85,000 barrels, and 
it is sold, like all other salt, through the Michigan Salt Association. The prin- 
ci distributing points are Milwaukee, Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, Nash- 
ville, Louisville, and Toledo, from which commercial centers it is Sipps to 
all parts of the country. Employment isgiven to from forty-five to fifty hands, 
who are engaged in the several departments in purifying, grinding, sacking, 
and putting the sacks in barrels. This particular product is manufactured from 
the first and second lifts only of No. 1 fine salt, which is first washed in a puri- 
fied solution of brine to remove all traces of calcium. This process is a pat- 
ented one and is used solely by this company. The salt is then dried in a cyl- 
inder and screened to get rid of all as Seger It is next ground and ked 
in sacks, and then into barrels. Itis alsosold in bulk. The cost of sein noting: 
is about treble that of No.1 fine salt. The output averages nearly 2,000 barrels 
per week. Twenty-four girls are engaged in bagging the salt, and they are 
paid at the rate of $1 per day. The fo. wione e analyses of the four prin- 
cipal manufacturers of dairy salt in the world, and were made by George A. 

riner, analytical chemist of Chicago: 


Michigan Ashton Higgin. 
Onondaga : 
Constituents, Dairy Salt P.F. | England, | England, 


Dairy. | Dairy. | Dairy 


Calcium sulphat 
Calcium chloride.. 
Magnesium chlori 
Magnesium sulphate 


Pet barrel, containing 140 2-pound sacks. 
23-pound sacks ...ssesee:» 
52-pound sacks A 

The Michigan dairy Salt is supplanting the Ashton salt in all Western mar- 
kets, The Dairymen’s Associations of Ilinois, Ohio, Wisconsin, and other 
States, after a series of the most critical tests, declared Michigan salt to be the 
best for dairy purposes, and hundreds of testimonials have been received by 
the Salt Association in support of this statement. Following are a few of the 


TESTIMONIALS, 


.. ppeee 
Basssse 


LArox, ILL., July 4, 1887. 
GENTLEMEN: I inclose this testimonial, which you are at liberty to use if you 
see fit. I do so the more iar gery Gos it is true,every word of it,and as you 
know that is more than most of such are. 
Yours, ete., 
L. M. POTTER, 
Having used your new brand, the Michi Salt Association dairy salt, ever 
since you first put it upon the market, we do not hesitate in prononieiag it as 
being fully equal to any domestic or foreign salt we ever u: or sold. In our 
experience of nearly twenty years in the creamery business (during which 
time we have u nearly all of the leading brands) we have never been able to 
produce finer butter than that salted with your salt, dnd intend to use it ex- 
clusively in the future, both in our store and creamery. In fact, you may look 
for an order for another 150 sacks soon, 
Very. respectfully, yours, POTTER & BARKER, 


1888. 


ELGIN, ILL., July 30, 1887. 
GENTLEMEN: Referring to your inquiry as to the merits of the Michigan Salt 
Association dairy salt recently purchased from you, I will state the foremen of 
my creameries are much pleased with it, and fully as well as with any other salt 
they have ever used, such as Higgin’s Eureka, Ashton, etc. 


Yours, truly, 
A. M. C. TODSON. 
Joy Morton & Co. 


GENTLEMEN: Your Michigan Salt Association dairy salt is the only domestic 
dairy salt I have ever seen m I considered equal to Ashton’s, and I am recom- 


mending my friends to use it. 
E. P. GAINES, Napierville, TU. 

L. O. Bliss, Iowa Falls, Iowa, says: "The first lot of Michigan Salt Association 
salt I got of you was taken under protest, but on your recommendation I took 
cy Ea wet E YE it to our butter-makers; they have used it with satisfaction. 
I have handled and sold their butter, and it has given satisfaction.” 

With this came an order from Mr. Bliss for another lot of Michigan Salt As- 
sociation salt, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume, if there be no objection, 
that the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro 
forma amendment. The present state of the law with reference to salt 
is quite similar to that relating to the lumber schedule which we have 
just completed. We allow now a drawback upon all salt used in cur- 
ing meat for foreign consumption, and salt is also free when used in 
curing fish for either foreign or domestic consumption. There is, per- 
haps, no case in our legislation more strikingly indicative of class favor- 
itism than that of the salt tax at the present time. 

We find gentlemen here very earnest in contending for free salt for 
the fishermen of the New England coast, but utterly unwilling to give 
free salt to the farmers of the West and the interior of the country. 
Now, what would be the effect upon the manufacturers of salt if we 
should make salt free for the interior? I hold in my hand data show- 
ing that a certain grade of domestic salt is now put free on board the 
cars in Baltimore at $4 a ton, while English salt of the same character 
is now laid down there at $4.95 a ton, Take the duty off of the price 
of the English salt, and you have it in Baltimore at $3.35 a ton. But, 
sir, the freight on salt to Hagerstown is $2.06 a ton. Adding that to 
the price of untaxed salt it would make the cost of English salt carried 
to Hagerstown $5.41 a ton, when the salt works are now laying salt 
down in Baltimore at $4 a ton. 

It is perfectly evident, therefore, that this whole contention is to en- 
able the manufacturers of salt to put a higher price upon it than they 
are willing to take in many localities, and higher than they need at all. 
It is to hold the remoter parts of our country in bondage in order that 
they may be compelled to buy salt from the privileged few. This 
works a corresponding increase in price to the near by communities. 

But, sir, before 1861 we had Tlo tax at all on salt. Does the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] mean to say that we had no salt 
industry in this country prior to 1861? Sir, the flourishing condition 
of the salt industry is itself positive proof that it did not need, as it does 
‘not now need, any tax in order to sustain it. I read, from page 233 of 
one of the volumes of the Tariff Commission, the testimony given by 
Mr. E. P. Wheeler, of New York, a gentleman known to all of you as 
very intelligent, accurate, and well informed. He says: 

I remember as long ago as 1855 visiting the great salt works in the neighbor- 
hood of Syracuse, N. Y.; and these manufactories were then thriving, vigorous, 
and making money. ‘hey had no protection then, and they need no protection 
now. 

Sir, here is the testimony of parties very competent to speak—Jack- 
son & Kilpatrick, of New Orleans. They state in their communication 
to Secretary Manning: 

To show the use these few favored capitalists who own or control the salt 
works in the United States make of the protection granted them by the repre- 
sentatives of a patient people, and how little they need protection, it is asserted 
by a standard authority that the beg mag. Salt Company at Syracuse, N. Y., 
have issued their price-list offering to lay down salt, freight prepaid by the com- 
pany, at various points along the Grand Trunk Railroad in Canada at a price 


much less per barrel than any citizen could buy the same article for in Syra- 
cuse. 


Mr. BELDEN rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman from 
New York, whom I see rising, want to contradict that statement? If 
he does, I have some more evidence to give him. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like a little more 


time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Arkansas will be allowed to proceed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. ` 

Mr. BELDEN.. Will the gentleman from Arkansas repeat the state- 
ment he has just made? I did not understand him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I asked whether the gentle- 
man wapted to contradict the statement I read; but it does not mat- 
ter now. 

Mr. BELDEN. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let it pass, 

Mr. Chairman, one thing is significant: Our friends on the other side 
of the House, whatever may have been their record in the past, and 
whatever may have been their promises in regard to the repeal of taxes 
on the necessaries of life, are now here ready to maintain and toincrease 
taxation, even upon so necessary an article as salt. The gentleman 
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from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has, by the very figures he has sub- 
mitted here in support of his position, stated himself entirely out of 
court; he has shown that this industry does not need protection at all; 
yet he has distinctly avowed that he is in favor of a higher duty on salt 
in order that the remote parts of this country may be held in bondage 
to the salt-makers. 

Sir, the record of our friends was very well stated in this House on 
May 9, 1872, by Mr. HALE (now a Senator of the United States from 
Maine). He said: 

One year ago, on the yeas and nays, the House voted to put salt on the free- 
list by a vote of more than two-thirds. We have the record here. The vote was 
147 in the affirmative and 47 in the negative. I see no reason why members of 
the House should go back on the record which they then made. Nothing since 
has occurred abies: ought to change their views, > 

Something else has now occurred. Sir, the manufacturers and the 
protected classes have made their demands; and that is what has oc- 
curred; and our friends on the other side are ready to yield absolute 
obedience to the utmost demands of the privileged classes of this 
country. 

If there is any further evidence needed as to the facts abont this 
salt business, it will be found in the extract which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read, and with which J will conclude what I have to say on 
this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[May 18, 1872.} 

Mr. GARFIELD. And I know, moreover, that for nearly two years the whole- 
sale price of American salt in Toronto, Canada, was a dollar lower per barrel 
Seneca Negrete oor a pees ese tee 
ata: ace neat and pooner t to our Canadian hele hate ata dollar 


per barrel less than it was sold to people on our shores. Certainly, gentlemen 
will not want a duty continued that enables that thing to be done, 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro forma amendment, 
and I do so to interpret an object-lesson presented to us by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] just as I was called from the House. 
He told us that when traveling among mountains in Africa he had seen 
a poor woman who had come 50 miles with her pan to collect salt 
which had been distilled from the rocks by the sun and tropical at- 
mosphere. 

He said salt was very precious to the people of that country, who were 
very poor. Who were these people that were so poor they could not 
dig a hole into a salt spring and avail themselves of the brine that 
would issue and be converted into salt? They were evidently living 
under the revenue system which President Cleveland and his friends, 
the framers and promoters of the Mills bill, desire to establish in this 
country—entire dependence for revenue on internal taxes; and the re- 
sult is, that let their native supply of brine be what it may it can not 
be utilized by the manufacture of salt. They are in the condition of 
the natives of British India, the revenues of which country are drawn 
in the form of internal taxes under British legislation, from the poor of 
India. 

It is but a few years since more than a million of people died in one 
district, that of Orissa, of famine and diseases produced by want of 
food, that lack of food having been created and aggravated by the 
enormous internal tax on native salt imposed by the Government in 
order to admit British manufactures free of duty. So the poor people 
dragged their rivers and gathered their annual supply of fish on the 
shore; but the internal tax upon salt of native manufacture was so 
great that the people in a season of short crops could not purchase. 
enough to cure and save their fish. Pestilence spread among the stary- 
ing hordes from the decaying fish, and soon came the further pestilence 
from the putrid bodies of a million of Britain’s Indian subjects in that 
single province. E 

We want to develop our resources; and doubtless on the very spot 
on which the gentleman saw that poor woman scraping the salt which 
had been oozing from the spring and by the evaporation of the sun and 
air was a supply provided by nature when suppressed by the unwise 
laws of man. 

No, we want no internal taxes on salt. We want protective duties, 
s0 aa every salt-lick and salt-spring available for commerce may be 
wor 

The gentleman from Arkansas. said—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask foran extension of five minutes. It has been 
granted to everybody else. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Arkansas said we were perfectly 
willing to grant salt to the fishermen, but not to the farmers of the 
West. Some gentlemen have just been charged with inconsistency be- 
cause they voted in 1883 for the provision to give a rebate on salt used 
in preparing the beef, the pork, and other provisions of the West for | 
foreign markets. Iam in favor of everything which will promote the 
exportation of our surplus products. I was not for free salt, but I voted 
for the proposition that the farmers of the West might prepare their 
provisions so that they would not rot, as the Indians’ fish rotted, be- 
cause they could not procure salt with which to cure them. 

Sir, we have been discussing our fisheries as a school for our sailors. 
Our fishermen made the Navy that first won distinction for the Amer- 
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ican flag, American valor, and American seamanship. They manned 
the privateers which captured the naval vessels of Britain. They 
thronged around John Paul Jones and sustained him in all his advent- 
ures, And for what they did the Government was in favor of giving 
them free salt with which to cure their catches when they got them 
aboard, and when the time came that the American farmers asked us 
to give them the same privilege which we had given to the fishermen 
in order that they might prepare their meats for exportation, I was 
in favor of it; and, sir, I believe that no blow could be struck at the 
independence and prosperity of our country by a single act of Congress 
that would be more fatal than to put salt on the free-list. It would 
dry up many of our springs and close works that convert our brine into 
the purest and best dairy salt known to the dairymen of the world. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask that we have a vote upon this proposition. 
We have consumed several hours upon it already. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to occupy the floor for a short time. 

Mr. MILLS. But we must get through with the bill somehow or 
other. 

Mr. HEARD. Ihave not consumed very much of the time of the 
committee, and I hope the gentleman will not press the point now. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well; goon. . 

Mr. HEARD. I desire in the beginning to invite the attention of 
the committee to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] who has just taken his seat. He says he is one of the 
number who voted for free salt, or to give a rebate to the curers of 
American meat on the salt they used, to stimulate that industry. 

Mr. KELLEY. That was in 1883. 

-Mr. HEARD. Yes, 1883, as I understand. 

Now, I-want to draw attention to the difference between the conces- 
sions which the producers of meat products get and those made to the 
fish interests in the present tariff law. While the rebate on salt used 
in curing meat is 90 per cent., that given for curing fish is 100. The 
. fisherman’s salt is duty free. 

' Mr. KELLEY. That was to build up our Navy. 

Mr. HEARD. Leaving the Navy question outside this discussion 
altogether, the difference is this, that beyond this difference of 10 per 
cent., the producers of the meat products of this country get a rebate 
only on the salt used on meat which is exported, and which the for- 
eigners consume, while the tariff is kept up on fish, and those engaged 
in the fishing interests get free salt for fish which are consumed by 
Americans as well as foreigners. 

Now, sir, a moment in reply to my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
BREWER]. He appeals to this House and to the country that the tariff 
ought to be kept at the present rate on salt in order todo what? In 
order that thesalt-manufacturing industry shall not sufferinjury. But, 
Mr. Chairman, be answers his own argument by a statement of fact 
more forcible than I or any other man can present except by a refer- 
ence to the legislation in his own State in this connection. 

He tells us that in order to encourage the manufacture of salt in 
Michigan, the Michigan Legislature voted a bounty of 10 cents per 
bushel on all salt manufactured in that State; and the gentleman tells 
us.that the State of Michigan has since been obliged to repeal the law 
giving that bounty, because under that stimulus so much salt was 
manufactured there that it would have bankrupted the people to have 
kept on paying the bounty. The tariff on salt consumed in this coun- 
try, however, under the existing duty is 33} cents per barrel, and now 
he resists any effort on the part of Congress to répeal that tariff in the 
interests of the whole people, although the burden is not less onerous 
than that which the Legislature of the State of Michigan, having orig- 
inally placed upon her people to encourage the manufacture of salt in 
that State, has been obliged to repeal. 

If Michigan was obliged to withdraw the State bounty from her manu- 
factures the gentleman should not complain if Congress, in the inter- 
ests of the whole country, insists upon giving the consumers of salt that 
article ata fair price, and without continuing to pay the bounty which 
the State has withdrawn. Í 

Now, a word in reference to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burgows] as to the reasons why Texas and Louisiana 
can not manufacture salt. The gentleman criticises the want of enter- 
prise in the people there to develop these resources and bewails 
the decay of the industry in said States. I call attention first to the 
fact that the decaying condition of said industry in the States of Texas 
and Louisiana referred to by the gentleman has been brought about 
under existing law and not under any contemplated change to be af- 
fected by the bill under consideration; therefore to be logical the gen- 
tleman must go further and ask an increase in the existing duties in 
order to give prosperity to this industry in said localities. 

This is the doctrine held by the gentleman, pure and simple—that 
where an industry be started in this country and it is not profitable to 
the owner, the Government must come to his relief and force its pros- 
perity by a bounty collected from those engaged in other pursuits. 

The gentleman complains of existing conditions, because, forsooth, the 
people of that section prefer to buy salt which is cheaper than they can 
projitably make it, and all because said salt is not of American man- 
ufacture. -He should remember that the consumers of salt in that sec- 
tion have a right to feel that they should not be cut off from the benefit 


of the cheaper salt from Liverpool, when they know that their own 
great staple, cotton, to the amount of over $200,000,000 annually, has 
to be sold by them without any protection in the same open market 
from which this cheap salt comes. š 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last line. 
I was very glad to hear a short time ago from the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Wuirrxa], who said that he contemplated coming to 
Kansas to invest in salt mines in that State. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that I invite him to come and bring with him the capital to de- 
velop one of the most important salt finds in the United States. Since 
I left Kansas in November last a large deposit of salt has been discovered 
in six counties in my district, and the manufacture of salt in one of 
these counties has already begun. I therefore speak in relation to this 
industry, not only because I am a protectionist at heart and from prin- 
ciple, but because I believe the interests of the district I represent are 
in line with the defeat of the bill which is now pending before this 
House for consideration. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment, tô tell him why the salt business will be better in Kansas than 
in Michigan? 

Mr. PETERS. I will let the gentleman take his own time. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I can tell the gentleman why it will 
be better in Kansas than in Michigan, if he will it me. 

Mr, PETERS. Ido not care whether it is better or not. All I want 
is that this industry shall be developed in that State.’ I welcome every 
man who comes to aid us in building up the industries of that State. 
I do not care whether he is a protectionist or a free-trader. We wel- 
come all enterprising, law-abiding citizens who come to help us de- 
velop the wonderful resources of that marvelous State. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Butdo you not want to hear why the 
salt interest would be better in Kansas than in Michigan? 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman, as I have said, can take his own time 
to tell that. I want to speak now on the question of salt from the 
farmers’ standpoint and from the standpoint of this very county where 
the manufacture of this industry has been started within the last three 
months, the county of Reno. 

A manufactory for the purpose of making salt has been started dur- 
ing the last three months at Hutchinson, the county seat of that county. 
That county has 161,000 acres of land, over 100,000 of which are fit 
for agricultural purposes and are being now so used. Salt in inex- 
haustible quantities has been found there within 500 feet of the surface. 
If that salt industry can be developed, it will add $2 in value to every 
acre of land in that county, oratleastgo every acre of the 100,000 acres 
that are adapted to agricultural pursuits. That means to the farmers 
of Reno County, alone, $200,000 which they have at stake in the de- 
velopment of the salt industry there. Gentlemen upon the other side 
say that the taking off of this duty will not have any effect upon the 
development of the salt industry, that it is immaterial whether there 
is a tariff or not, the industry will still bedeveloped. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Kansas farmer is a man who reasons, and he reasons thus: 


On one side men say that the tariff does develop these industries; on the 
other side men say that it does not. But I know that within twenty years past 
something has developed the industry and the other industries of this 


country. I know that under the law as it exists to-day capital is coming into 


Kansas and putting down plants for the of developing this salt indus- 
try, which will add at least $2 to the value of every acre of our land. 

Not merely the experience of the country for twenty years, but his 
own experience in Kansas has shown him this; so he says: 

I would rather rely upon the present law and upon what I know to be a cer- 
tainty, than do away with the present law and take my chances in the uncer- 
tain realms of free trade. 

The farmer reasons thus, and is in favor of the protection of this in- 
dustry in the great State of Kansas, and for the principle of protection 
generally, which some gentlemen on the other side seem unable to 
understand to be in the interest of the farmer. 

I want to call attention now for a moment to the remarks made the 
other day by my friend [Mr. BLAND] who represents some of the 
sleepy hollows along the Missouri River, and who represents the cap- 
ital city of that State, a city that is as dead as the Egyptian mummy of 
the year 3000 B. C. My friend evinces a wonderful interest in the 
affairs of the farmers of Kansas, and sympathizes with them for being 
misrepresented by the Kansas delegation upon this floor; butifhe would 
go out there and see the interest that the farmers of Kansas take in in- 
ducing manufacturing plants to come into every county and every 
town, he would then understand the difference between a Kansas man 
who is a Republican, a protectionist, and a progressive farmer, and the 
ones that repose in the sleepy hollows of Missouri. [Laughterand ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I rise merely to say a few. words in 
reference to a particular branch of this subject. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] was asked a question which he did not an- 
swer. His colleague [Mr. WHITING] was asked the same question, 
and he made an answer which is not quite satisfactory, in view of the 
evidence that has been submitted on the subject. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] was asked the question whether or not the 
whole production and manufacture of salt in the State of Michigan was 
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controlled by a trust. There has been no answer made to that inter- 
rogatory. And now, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the fact that 
for the first time upon these schedules, as far as I am aware, we come 
in contact with an article the production of which is within the abso- 
lute control of a combination known as a trust; an organization which 
controls the entire manufacture and output of salt in the State of Mich- 
igan. There is not to-day—if I am mistaken the gentleman will cor- 
rect me—thereis not to-day a ton of salt produced or made in the State 
of Michigan that is not monopolized and controlled by the Michigan 
Salt Association. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The gentleman is wrong. It is not 
so. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. With the greatest deference to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. WHITING], and fully appreciating the stand that he has 
taken upon this subject, I must have an answer to that question from 
some person who is not a member of the trust. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. RAYNER. Just let me finish. I shall be very glad to answer 
any question or to receive any information, if I am mistaken about this, 
hecause I propose to produce, before I finish, a statement made by the 
trust itself. Now, let me say to the gentleman [Mr. WHITING] that 
I am not stating the proposition that the effect of this trust has been 
to raise prices. I do say, however, that in the period from 1866 to 1876 
the price of salt went down from $1.80 to $1.05, that in 1876 this trust 
was organized, and that since the organization of the trust, while the 
price has gone down, the fluctuations have been very small and not at 
all comparable with the fluctuations that occurred before the trust was 
formed. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The manufacturers can not give their 
salt away. 

Mr. RAYNER. Iam not now discussing the effect which the trust 
has had upon the price of salt, but I put this proposition to the gentle- 
man, and if I am not correct I will take his correction. I say that 
every dollar's worth of salt that is made in the State of Michigan isin 
the hands of a plundering combination—no, I will take that back— 
[laughter] in the hands of a trust known as the Michigan Salt Asso- 
ciation, which trust controls all the salt that is manufactured in the 
State. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. If the gentleman will permit me I 
will say in reply, that within 8 miles of my town there exists what is 
known as the Marine City Stave and Salt Company. That company 
manufacture from 300 to 500 barrels of salt per day, and they never 
have been J any association. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. . 

Mr. RAYNER. The Michigan Salt Association has put itself upon 
record as contradicting that statement, and asserting that there is not 
a manufactory in the State that does not belong to the association. 

‘Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Then their statement is not correct. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will read it for the gentleman’s information. It 
is the statement of the Saginaw Board of Trade, a declaration made 
against interest. I am not talking now about the effect of the combi- 
nation upon the price. Iam simply establishing the existence of the 
trust, 

Mr. ANDERSON. of Iowa. Simply identifying the monster. 

Mr. RAYNER. I am simply showing that this trust exists. In 
arguing upon the tariff, when I alluded to this trust, the answer came 
to me repeatedly from the other side: ‘‘ Wherever you come in contact 
with a trust, strike it down.’? Now I say we do come in contact with 
a trust here, a trust which has put itself upon record as controlling the 
entire salt product of the State of Michigan, and Michigan furnishes 
one-third of the salt consumed in the United States. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, let me say further that this trast controls not only the production 
and manufacture of salt, but also its shipment and transportation. It 
controls not only the shipment and transportation of salt from the 
Saginaw region to the city of Chicago, but it has formed another trust 
association which manufactures the very cars that carry the salt from 
the Saginaw works to Chicago. There are three separate trusts con- 
nected with the Michigan Salt Association, and I want to say in this 
connection that, if I am not mistaken, the very first case that was ever 
decided in the United States holding that a combination of this sort to 
fix a given price for a product was illegal, was decided by the supreme 
court of Michigan in the case of Clancy vs. Onondaga Fine Salt, etc., 
Co., 62 Barb., 395. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] A 

Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from Maryland be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAYNER. I desire to read from a pamphlet entitled ‘‘Seventh 
Annual Review of the Saginaw Board of Trade, showing the lumber 
and salt production and auxiliary industries of the Saginaw Valley: ”’ 


The Michigan Salt Asseciation was organized in 1876, expired by limitation in 
1851, was at once reorganized under the name of the Salt Association of Michi- 
- gan, and in 1855 was again reorganized under its old name, the ‘* Michigan Salt 
Association.” The principal agencies of the association are at Chicago, St. 
Lonis, Milwaukee, Duluth, Louisville, Cincinnati, Toledo, Nashville, and San- 
dusky. The capital stock is $200,000, and the gencral office is at East Saginaw. 
The association handles the product of the manufacturers, taking their salt as 
fast as made, making liberal advances thereon, placing it on the market and 


paired returns in full when sold. The benefits derived from a unity of in- 
erest— 


I wish to call the particular ¢ttention of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan and of the House to this passage. If it does not correctly state the 
facts, it can be corrected. , 

The benefits derived from a unity of interest— 


Among whom? Among the men who control the monopoly; fora ` 


“ unity of interest” among the consumers is promotod by free compe- 
tition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me finish what I am reading, and then I will 
yield. ; 

The benefits derived from a unity of interest were so porns that during the 
past year all of those manufacturers who had previously operated independ- 
ently (with two or three exceptions) became members of the association, which 
now practically handles the entire product of the State. 

The sales of the association during 1887, as magpie g the secretary’s books, 
were 3,201,537 barrels, as against 2, 1989 barrels in 1 š 


During 1887 the movement of the salt product was greatly delayed owing to 
scarcity of cars. To obviate this as much as possible a car-line com y com- 
DOANE AS manufacturers has beeu organized to be known as the “ Michigan 
Salt Line. 


= 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if these statements are not correct, of course 


they can be corrected. If they are true, and I take it for granted they , 


are, because they are in the nature of declarations madeagainst the in- 
terest of the parties making them, and that sort of declaration is the 
highest evidence known to the law, we have presented for the first time 
the spectacle of a product of the State of Michigan, constituting one- 
third of the consumption of the article in this country, handled and 
controlled by a monopoly known as a ‘‘ trust.” 

Mr. Chairman, that is not all. , And I do not mean to say, for I do 
not know, what effect this combination has hadon prices. I do not 
know whether it has put prices up or down, or whether it has kept 
prices at a fair standard; butif it has put prices down, it has done dif- 
ferently from any other “‘trust’’ ever known in this country. If the 
salt trust has put prices down, I defy any man on this floor to point 
me to any other “‘ trust” that has ever pat prices down. 

Mr. BURROWS. The price of salt in 1876—the year this association 
was organized—was $1.05 a barrel ; in 1887 it was 62 cents a barrel. 

Mr. RAYNER. Did the trust put the price down? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have stated a fact. 

Mr. RAYNER. Hasnot the competition between the producers been 
the cause of putting the price down? 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman stated that hedid not know what 
the effect had been upon the price. I say the price has gone down 
from $1.05 a barrel in 1876 to 62 cents a barrel in 1887. 

Mr. RAYNER. I again ask, has the trust put the price down? TI 
want to call the attention of the gentleman from Michi to the: fact 
that from 1866 to 1876 salt went down from $1.80 to $1.05 a barrel. 
Was the ‘‘trust’’ the cause of that decrease in price? No. Why? 
Because there was no ‘‘trust’’ to put down the price. The argument 
presented here is like the argument that the tariff puts down prices. 
First, it is claimed that the tariff puts down the prices, and then it is 
claimed that the ‘‘trusts’’ put them down. I ask, how is it that the 
price went down from $1.80 to $1.05 a barrel between 1866 and 1876, 
when there was no ‘trust’? in existence, and when there was a ‘‘trust’’ 


the fall in the price did not equal by 33 cents on the dollar the fall 


which took place before the ‘‘trust’’ was formed ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. I would like just two or three minutes more. I 
have been interrupted two or three times. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is thereyobjection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. MACDONALD, Mr. Chairman, we shall not get through for 
two years at the rate we are going on. I object. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I rise to a personal explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent to make a personal explanation. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, when I was first asked 
by the gentleman from Missouri whether there was an association which 
had kept down the product of sait, I answered in the negative. That 
was true; the manufacture goes right along and is not curtailed by this 
association. All that the association in Michigan has to do with the 
sale of salt is to furnish, by unity of action, as the article just read sug- 
gests, lower freights, lower storage, and to effect a saving sometimes 
by the avoidance of bad debts, The price of salt has constantly gone 
down. The association would keep up the price of salt if it could; it 
would be very glad to put up the price at any time; but it can not do 
it because New York State is not in the association. But the trouble 
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in regard to the low price ofsalt in Michigan to-day, the reason thein- 
dustry languishes and why salt blocks can be bought at less than cost, 
is not because of the importation of foreign salt. 

The foreign salt bears a much higher price—four or five times the 
price of our common salt—therefore this is not the trouble. The 
trouble is this: There are manufacturers of lumber—one in particular 
in Manistee, who has just completed works capacitated to make 3,0C0 
barrels of salt a day, this right in the face of the very low prices pre- 
vailing. Why does he do this? He has been protected in the lumber 
interest, has become four or five times a millionaire, and he now seeks 
to freeze out every legitimate salt-maker in Michigan. This is what 
the salt-makers have to contend with. If lumber had been placed on 
the free-list five or ten years ago, we would not have this kind of com- 
petition that we have to-day. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of clos- 
ing debate on this item of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from New York ought to beal- 
lowed tospeak, having given up the floor to another gentleman on that 
side. Ireferto Mr. BELDEN. He has given way to permit a gentle- 
man on that side to answer from that standpoint. 

Mr, MILLS. He can have time after the debate is limited. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would suggest to the gentlemen on the other side 
that there are several here—I know of five myself—who desire to be 
heard on this question. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, of course we can not expect to indulge the wishes 
of every gentleman who wants to talk on this question. I shall be 
very glad to close the debate, and will suggest twenty minutes—ten on 
lent side. Will that be agreeable to gentlemen on that side? 

Mr. BAYNE, You will arrive ata conclusion far sooner if you will 
make concessions to those who want to be heard on this side. 

Mr. MILLS. I have proposed twenty minutes—ten on each side. 
Every concession has been made that any reasonable person could ask. 

Mr. PETERS. There are some of us from the West who represent 
this industry and do not care about the other items, but want time 
to discuss it. I want some time myself. 

Mr. MILLS. But the gentleman has already spoken. Now, I have 
not opened my mouth on this question. I will modify my suggestion 
and say thirty minutes—fifteen on each side. Is that enough? 

Mr. BAYNE. Let the debate run on a while, and then we can bet- 
ter fix a limit. 

Mr. MILLS. No; I think there ought to be some limit now. I 
move that the committee now rise. 

The motion of Mr. MILLS was agreed to; there being on a division= 
ayes 84, noes 76. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under considera- 
tion the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the bill (H. R. 
5932) providing for holding terms of the United States courts in the 
district of Minnesota, Mr. COLLINS, Mr. GLOVER, and Mr. ADAMS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I want to see if we can not come to some 
understanding as to the time when this debate shall close on this para- 

ph. What time would gentlemen on the other side suggest? 

Mr. BAYNE. I know several gentlemen on this side who want to 


k. 
Piir REED. I think there should be an hour on each side. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; say an hour between the two sides. 

Mr. REED. There is no disposition to do anything except to debate 
the paragraph of the bill, and there are many gentlemen who desire to 
be heard on it on this side. I say to the gentleman from Texas that itis 
the purpose and an honest desire on the part of the gentlemen on this 
side to express their views. I do not think the time should be cur- 
tailed. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I propose that we take a vote at fifteen minutes 
before 5 o’clock. Let us close the debate at that time. That will give 
an hour and a half. z 

Mr, REED. Very well. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the unioni and, pending that, 
I move that debate on the pending paragra: parigroph an and all amendments 
thereto be closed at fifteen minutes before 5 o 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wanttosay simply that I have an amendment 
I desire to have voted upon. I want to offer an pepe after the 

nding paragraph is disposed of, but shall not ask to debate it. 

a's MILLS. Vou will have all the time for offering amendments 
that may be n after debate closes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

` The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
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TARIFF. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
tariff bill, and by order of the House all debate is to be closed at 4 
o’clock and 45 minutes p.m. As debate has been limited by order 
of the House, the Chair will not ask that formal amendments be pre- 
sented, but the debate will be considered as applicable to the pending 
amendment without the necessity for submitting pro forma amend- 


eer eg SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, in what I have to say upon this 
subject I do not wish to discuss the question in any sense asa partisan 
measure. I do not wish to attack or justify the action of any man 
who has ever been here, be he Republican or Democrat, or of no polit- 
ical party. 

Ihave the honor to represent a district which contains within its 
borders, as I understand it, the largest salt interest of any Congres- 
sional district in the United States. Men of all political parties are 
engaged in that industry in my district, and men of all parties have 
been here to see me in reference toit. They have written to me assur- 
ing me that if the duty is removed it will seriously affect their inter- 
ests; and hence I wish to be frank with this committee and say that 
I am speaking now in the interest of the producers. 

The salt interest of this country has been practically developed since 
the year 1866. At that time the production of salt in the United 
States, as nearly as I can now ascertain, was about one and one-half 
million barrels per year. That industry had so developed that in 1886 
the production of salt was nearly 8,000,000 barrels. Not only has 
there been this large increase in the production of salt, but there has 
been a corresponding decrease in the price. About the year 1860 the 
cost of salt per barrel upon our northern lakes was about $2.35. Last 
year in the district I represent salt in packages, delivered on board 
cars, was sold at only 55 cents per barrel, and as I understand it, salt 
was sold in the valley of the Saginaw for about the same price. So 
that there has been not only a constant, but a very marked decrease in 
price; and I think I make a correct statement when I say that since 1860 
or 1866 there has been this large decrease in the price of salt. But 
while there has been this large increase in the production and decrease 
=i price, there has been a corresponding decrease in the importation of 


For the seven months ending on the 30th day of April, 1888, as 
compared with the corresponding period ending with April 30, 1887, 
there has been a decrease of 116,185,131 pounds of salt imported into 
this country. 

Not only has there been a decrease in the importations of salt, but 
omy according to a circular which I hold in my hand, the English 

rters are now selling their salt at a loss. From the circular of H. 
E Falk, of the Meadow Bank Mines and Salines, of Winsford, Cheshire, 
this statement appears: 

The salt trade is at the most deadly crisis. Implacable competition among a 
small section of the largest makers brought prices below all records, salt 
being freely offered at 50 per cent. below cost. All the large chemical contracts 
for 1888 have been taken at ruinous prices. Nor has there m any more ex- 
tensive demand for the article below cost. The total oS rt, shown on annexed 
list, proves a considerable decrease on the average. e principle of associa- 
tion has been again, and with more rap Efkan t than ever yet 
paoa: Nothing but a new form of general consolidation can Asmi pb the 

rade. 


So that we stand now, so far as this question is concerned, with this 
situation of affairs: Our production of salt has been increased, the 
price of salt has been steadily decreasing, the importation of salt has 
been constantly diminishing, and our English importers are placing 
their salt on the market 50 per cent. below cost. Now, the proposition 
is to take off the duty upon salt. In my own district I know that the 
producers regard that as a proposition destructive of their industry, and 
I understand—I do not speak £0 positively about this, but I under- 
stand—that the Michigan producers of salt regard the removal of the 
duty as prejudicial to their interests. The extent of the injury which 
they may receive depends largely, as I understand it, upon the quality 
of salt which they manufacture, but the producers of ordinary salt in 
Michigan regard the proposed removal of the tariff as prejudicial to 
their interests. Now, fi understand the policy of the Democratic party 
to be, that while they favor the reduction of our revenues, believing 
that the interests of the country demand that we should collect less 
revenue, they are not in favor of an unnecessary reduction at the ex- 
pense of any interest in this country, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of my colleague be extended. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection, with the understanding that 
there is to be an equal division of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take care of that. The time for 
debate being limited, and expiring at forty-five minutes after 4 @’clock, 
of course that limit can not be extended. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like three minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man for additional time? 
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Mr. BYNUM. I shall not object, provided the time is charged to 
the other side of the House. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to compare the action 
of the Committee on Ways and Meansas to twoitems. They propose 
to place salt on the free-list, while at the same time they propose to 
protect the production of rice by a tariff duty, and I would be very 
glad if they would explain to us the consistency of their action in re- 
spect to those two articles. It is claimed that the tariff upon salt is 
a tax upon the consumer, and it would seem to follow that a tariff upon 
rice is also a tax upon the consumers of rice. The salt producers of 
this country produce over two-thirds of all the salt we consume, while 
the producers of rice produce only a little over one-half the rice we 
consume. ‘The receipts from the tariff upon salt are less than $700,000, 
while the income from the duty upon rice is over $900,000 annually, 
Now why should the producer of rice be protected by a tax upon the 
consumer of over $900,000, while at the same time you remove the pro- 
tection from the producer of salt? I am unable to see the reason of it. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to this discus- 
sion thus far and I find this peculiar feature about it, namely, that all 
along from Maine to Michigan and across to Oregon the manufacturing 
interests discuss this measure with reference to their own advantage, 
without ever so much as recognizing the fact that there is another set of 
people in this country, who are the consumers. I realize how unfortu- 
nate it is for any man in this great country to live in the interior, be- 
cause people take position upon the coast and establish their manufact- 
ures, and whenever any one from the great interior wealth-producing 
regions dares to say that he would like to have any product cheaper, 
they stand up and rail at him and cry out, ‘Would you destroy the 
industries of the country ?’’ 

We saw it illustrated yesterday upon the question ot lumber. The 
people of the interior, the people of the West, were discussing the 
question of cheap lumber with gentlemen along the Canadian border, 
and the question before the House was, shall lumber be put on the 
free-list? That alone was under discussion, but that discussion must 
needs pause for three hours because, forsooth, Maine wanted fish-bait, 
and Canadian lumber should have ro consideration until the coast of 
Maine was satisfied about its fish and its bait, and we were even given 
to understand that if what Maine wanted were not granted, the whole 
population of this great country, sixty millions of people, must be in- 
volved in a quarrel, and if needs be war, about a ‘‘ mess ” of fish. ~ 

That is the only reasonable conclusion to be drawn from the tone of 
the debate on that side, and the vigorous denunciation in not the most 
elegant diction of the Administration and its supporters for what they 
term a ‘‘cowardly back-down”’ on the fisheries question with Canada 
and Great Britain. 

And as an exhibition of their superior skill in diplomacy they pro- 
pose to ingraft a new fisheries treaty upon a free lumber clause in the 
tariff bill. No matter that the Republican Senate is now considering 
for ratification a treaty that settles all these questions. I do not sup- 
poseit will beclaimed, it would hardly be courteous to Senators to claim, 
that they had given out to gentlemen what the result is to be, par- 
ticularly in view of the spectacle now before the country of the Senate 
having made this treaty and exception and opened the doors and invited 
the world to its executive sessions, 

This all may be statesmanship, but to people not profoundly edu- 
cated on the subject of fish-bait it might be mistaken for a side-show 
to the coming campaign. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have said, all these protected interests stand to- 
gether from MainetoOregon. When the people of the New England coast 
would push their separate interest to the verge of war—on the fisheries 
question—Oregon applauds, and when the Michigan mining and man- 
ufacturing pools would lay an embargo on the saltin every poor man’s 
loaf, New England smiles her approval and all sing with a chorus, ‘‘We 
are a bang of brothers.” What makes such pools and trusts less ex- 
cusable than those of private corporations is that the latter pursue their 
own business and take some risk and may have competition, while the 
former, under the guise of friendship to labor, use the legislative power 
of the Government to make their trusts permanentand safe. The latter 
enter upon a private enterprise and must depend on their own sagacity 
to induce people to buy from them at the advanced prices, while the 
former use the law-making power of the Government to make it penal 
to buy from any one but themselves or pay a bonus for the privilege of 
buying from others. 

Protectionists generally, out of respect to their own intelligence, have 
learned to argue that the producer and not the consumer pays the tariff. 
In the days of the people’s ignorance on tariffs that was winked at, 
childish as it was. True, that dogma has been occasionally asserted, 
even on this floor, coupled with the sneering remark that want of 
knowledge caused men to disbelieve it, but to vary the phraseology of 
a gentleman on the other side [Mr. REED] that certain actions of this 
side of the House seemed to savor of hypocrisy,’’ it is proper to say 
such assertions seem to savor of arrogance, which usually exists in in- 
verse ratio to knowledge. 

I would like to have one of those gentlemen illustrate by crossing the 
Canadian line 2 feet and purchasing a barrel of salt for a dollar and a 
half and start home with it, and as he put his foot on the line 50 cents 


had to come for the privilege of crossing it, and see whether he or the 
Canadian would pay it. Or, if he would ask the Canadian to bring it 
across and pay the 50 cents for crossing, see whether that innocent youth 
would sell it for a dollar and a half on this side. If he had purchased 
his cargo in Canada for a dollar and a quarter and could sell on that 
side of the line at a dollar and a half at the fair profit of 2 bitsa 
barrel, but bring it across the line and pay 50 cents per barrel duty, 
making the whole cost $1.75, and sell on this side for the same dollar 
and a half, he would not thrive in business. R 

Mr. Chairman, I have always been regarded as a conservative man 
in views and expression, but I must confess that this persistence in 
keeping a tariff on salt produces a strain on both. It is an article the 
use of which no huinan being can dispense with, and hence its relations 
to mankind are different from articles of fool even. Its daily and lib- 
eral use is a prerequisite to health, and it isthe one element, so far as 
our knowledge goes, by which the most substantial articles of food can 
be rescued from the all-pervading breath of decay. Without it these 
articles could not be transported except for the short time that ice would 
preserve them, and that isexpensive. The great dairy industries, the 
whole meat, and the fishing industries, about which gentlemen are so 
anxious for an international broil, would cease without the free use of 
this great boon of God’s benevolence. 

The agriculturists, when they prepare the winter supply of food for 
mankind, would be powerless without it. No extended voyage could 
be made, and commerce would dwindle into insignificance. The low- 
ing herds would add their wail. In every family the Divine blessing 
would be invoked upon unsavory and unhealthful meats, however 
sumptuous or humble, that would be half eaten and unrelished, 

The earth’s great reservoirs of water, from which all fountains are 
fed by the agency of the clouds, and to which all streams return for 
purification, would become stagnant, and animal life finally cease. The 
air we breathe is scarcely more important to life and health than is 
this element of salt. 

And to-day we find it under an embargo imposed by an American 
Congress, and the toiling millions denied the use of it except upon 
conditions. 

There are less than a million of people engaged in this industry, and 
the owners not ten thousand, perhaps. And yet the fifty-nine mill- 
ions are made to pay a royalty to these more than favored few for the 
privilege of putting into their bread that which God made necessary 
to human life and health and supplied with bountiful hand. 

It would seem that when the Government granted exclusive owner- 
ship of these great salt deposits to those who, ever alert, swooped down 
upon them, it did enough in the way of discrimination in favor of the 
few and against the many; but when that Government prepared her 
prisons and infests the seas with armed vessels to run down and in- 
carcerate all her citizens who dare to attempt to procure a morsel of 
God’s liberal bounty except upon burdensome conditions, it is a tyranny 
as unauthorized by the laws of God and more reprehensible than even 
New York or Massachusetts or Pennsylvania or any other State com- 
mitted when they held people in slavery, and that is just what the 
Government does when it makes the attempt to purchase imported 
salt a penal offense, 

On yesterday the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], while speak- 
ing of free lumber, and in that connection dissenting from the opinion 
of scientists that the forests should be preserved to induce rainfalls, 
said, as reported in the RECORD: 

The truth of the matter is thatthe most of the things of this world have been 
provided by God for the happiness of human beings, and for human beings to 
exploit—to increase the riehes, the comfort, and the happiness of the people of 
the world. And when people proclaim that it is injurious to the world for hu- 
man beings to reap the riches thereof, as nature provided they should, they are 
doing something for a special pu of which, when they me better in- 
formed, they will be duly Sa h 

To which I assent, and I maintain that salt is one of those things so 
provided and to be so used. 

But when gentlemen who have been fortunate enough to get exclu- 
sive control of the localities of the country where God has been most 
profuse in His blessings in providing this article of necessity for man- 
kind are asked to assent, as they are by this bill, that mankind should 
be free to procure where they can this article of salt, ‘‘ made for the 
happiness and comfort of the world’’—yea, an inevitable necessity of 
human health and life—they ‘resist it as an invasion of their 
rights. They say by their actions, ‘True, God has placed these deposits 
upon the earth, but in our keeping, and the unannointed of the Lord 
may taste only upon condition that they pay tribute to the saints, and 
we intend to see to it that when the books are opened there shall be 
found always there the terrors of the law to be held over the heads of 
the masses of the people, warning them that we hold a royalty upon 
their privilege to partake of this great life-preserving element.” And 
right well are these gentlemen making their words good. 

Protectionists for protection’s sake are not satisfied with the liberal 
plan adopted by the Creator of all good hioin distributing over the 
world with bountiful hand and putting within reach of all His ereat- 
ures this article of inevitable necessity. It looks too much like free 
trade. They want to help God and alter the plan. : 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to confine myself, in the first. 
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lace, to the apology which my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox 
demanded. The members about me all say that I demanded of 
him the authority for his statement, and denied that he could give it. 
I so understood the matter myself. If I did make a direct denial of 
what he said, I desire to apologize for it, since the gentleman has pro- 
duced a petition from Iowa—— : 

Mr, COX. Thirty-three petitions. 

Mr. BELDEN. Only one, as I understood. 

Mr. COX. Thirty-three. 

Mr. BELDEN. I heard only one read. 

Mr. COX. The petitions are from almost every State; I could not 
read them all. 

Mr. GROUT. -Was there one from Vermont? 

Mr. COX. I think so. 

Mr. GROUT. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman, when he examines these varions 
petitions, will be utterly astounded. 

Mr. BELDEN. Iasked the gentleman to show me one from New 
York. But if he has produced from the secrets of the committee-room 
a petition even from lowa he has accomplished what has not been ac- 
complished before, and I desire to thank him. One of these petitions 
has been made public. 

Mr. COX. I say there are thirty-three petitions, and I obtained 
` only a small fragment of the number sent.to the committee. 

Mr. BELDEN. Well, never mind; I have said all I desire to say 
on that question. ; 

Mr. COX. I desire only to bring out the truth, as I have a right to 
do, for it is of record. 

Mr. BELDEN. Among other things, my colleague has produced the 
statement of a mugwamp professor to show that the salt produced in 
this country is not pure. In answer to that I desire nid pws here a 
number of tests made by the Government of the United States, all of 
them certifying that the Onondaga salt is better than the English salt, 
the best imported salt having been furnished by Englishmen for tests, 
These tests are a sufficient answer to the statement of my colleague's 
friend, the professor. 

The attached is the report upon the Government tests of salt to 
which I have referred: 


COMPARATIVE MERITS OF. FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC SALT. 


Attempts having been made to depreciate the quality of American manufact- 
ured salt, and especially to prejudice the minds of the friends of the protective 
policy against the purity and preservative properties of salt produced in this 
country, the salt manufacturers of Syracuse, in the State of New York, respect- 
fully submit for the consideration of members of Lar ae in both branches, 
the following testinionials as to the merits of the article ueed by them. 
It will be proper to observe here that the kind of salt referred to, and mostly 
used for packing purposes, is called the “Onondaga solar or coarse salt ”—a 
variety resembling Turk’s {sland in a nce, and manufactured principally 
in the State of New York; but there is nothing to prevent the manufacture of 
this description at any of the salines in this country; or, under a suitable system 
of protection, to limit the amount to anything less than what is needed for con- 
sumption in the United States. 

The first testimonials in relation to this production are derived from the an- 
nual report of the superintendent of the Onondaga Salt Springs, in the year 


as follows: 
[Extracts from said report.) 
REPORT OF GOVERNMENT TESTS. 


Results of certain trials of Onondaga solar salt and Turk’s Island salt, instituted 
by the General Government during the years 1851, 1852, 1853, and 1854. 

Complaint having been made to the President in 1851 that the regulations of 
the War Department in this respect unjustly discriminated the char- 
acter of the solar salt of the State of New York, an order was ed by Secre- 
tary Conrad, directing that 300 barrels of pork should be packed in New York 
with salt of both descriptions, in equal quantities, for the A pheno of testing, by 
actual and thorough experiment, the comparative merits of the two kinds. The 
agent of the Onondaga manufacturers, N. Randall ised of this or- 
der, and the pork was put upaa presence, in New 
1851. The hogs were of the quality, fattened in the river counties near the 
city; each hog was split in two, and one half with Onondaga and the 
other with Turk's Island salt. ‘Fhe barrels were distinguished by numbers— 
those containing Onondaga salt receiving the odd number, and those with Turk’s 
Island the even number. 

Six barrels of this pork were sent to each of the different military posts along 
the seaboard and at the South and West, and in the year following a lot was 
shipped to California. Instructions were given to the commanding officers of 
the several posts to have two barrels of pork inspected in each of the three suc- 
ceeding years by a regularly organized board of survey, the results to be re- 
ported to the Department at Washington. 


ABSTRACT OF REPORTS, 


Trials made upon two barrels of pork (packed as above stated) at Fort Trum- 
bull, Conn., August 24, 1852. 


No. 31. Onondaga salt: Color, the fat portionsof a clean, white color; the lean 
ofaclean, dark red. Hardness, the meat of both the fat and lean very hard 
and firm. Sweetness, very sweet and sound. Loss in boiling, 17} pounds; 
boiled one and one-half hours, weighed 13} pounds. Quality after boiling, was 
firm and hard, same color as before, and of good taste. Weight, 198} pounds. 

No. 32, Turk’s Island: Color, the fat portions of a clean, fine, white color; 
lean of a clear, bright red color. Hardness, No. 32 not as hard and firm as that 
of No, 31. epi ypemee very sweet and sound, Loss in boiling, 17F pounds; 
boiled as in No. 31, weighed 13} pounds. Quality after boiling, soft and liable 
to run, but bad the same color, and the taste was good. Weight, 198} pounds. 
ditions the same in both barrels, 


55 was the sweetest and firmest, and apparently the best preserved. 
Trial at Fort Moultrie, S. C., Au; 1852: The examiners sum bo. Soren ob- 
servations with the remark that ‘ is of opinion that for ediate 


ork City, in November, 


use the difference between the two barrels is very slight, buk ory Sg from the 
Appearance and retentive firmness of the pork in the two barrels, they think 
No. 91 will retain its present state of preservation longer than No. 92." “The 
inside of the pieces in No. 92 were of a slightly greenish tinge.” 

Trialat Castle Pinckney, S.C., August, 1552: The smell and taste of No. 1 was 
decidedly the sweetest and best flavored, that of No, 2 being meong and rank. 

Trial at Fortress Monroe, Va., August, 1852: The board concluded their ex- 
amination by saying: “There appears to be so little difference in the qualities 
of the two barrels of pork that the board can not express any decided opinion 
as to their comparative merits. 
~ Trial at Key West, Fia., August, 1852: ‘To the statement of the examiners is. 
appended the following, by Capt. J. Vogdes: 

“I concur with the inthe abovereport, I would, in addition, beg leave 
to state that the salt was much better dissolved in No, 26 than in No. 25. The 
salt in No. 26 tasted strongly of the pork, whilst that of No. 25 seemed as pure 
as when it had been packed. No. 25 was issued immediately (August 24), No. 
26 on the 10th of this month (September). The soldiers prefer No, 25 for eating- 
meat to No. 26." 

a at Fort Adams, R, I., September, 1852: Major Sherman concludes his re- 
port thus: 

“It is the opinion of the board that at the nt time no essential difference 
ean be found to exist between the two barrels of pork. They both appear to be 
good and'sweet and of sufficient hardness,” etc. 

Colonel Gates adds a statement as follows: “I have carefully examined the 
said barrels of pork and tasted some of each (cooked and uncooked), and I am 
of opinion that the pork contained in the barrel marked No. 25 is preferable at 
this time to that contained in No. 26 by reason of its more fine appearance and 
more agreeable taste, upon the whole, and I should prefer for my own use the 
meat coritained in barrel No, 25,” 

Trial at East Pa ula, Miss., August, 1852; ‘“‘ The board is of opinion that 
the pork examined-is uncommonly good. Before it was boiled the board was 
of the opinion that No.38 was better than No.37. After boiling there was no 
perceptible difference between the two.” 9 

Trial at East Pascagoula, Miss., September 7,1853: "The board is of opinion 
that the pork in both rels is porte cure f good and very well preserved, so 
much so that it is difficult to say which is the best; in the hardness and color 
there isa slight difference which would lead the board at this time to decide 
in favor of the salt in No. 39.” 

Trial at Fort Sullivan, Eastport, Me:, August, 1853: *‘ Both pieces were found 
to be very good, but that froni barrel No. 3 was a little the hardest, a little the 
sweetest, andalittlethe best, The color of both was the same and pretty white.” 

Trial at Fortress Monroe, Va., August, 1853: Colonel Bankhead remarks: 
“The orderly sergeants of the companies report that they have used the entire 
contents of the two barrels (No, 81 and No. 52) and give a decided preference to 
the pork in No. 81, being sweeter, more solid, and less loss on boiling, and less 
affected after the barrels were opened by exposure to the air. The pork in No. 
82 exhibted a slight taint by being kept a few days before boiling.’ 

Trial at New York, September 29, 1853: The examination took place in the 
presences of the principal pork packers and pork dealers of the city. 

Barrels Nos. 51 and 52 were opened in. the presence of these gentlemen, and 
the resulls piron were the unanimous opinion, No, 51, before boiling, lor: 
saor on the surface, looking as if rusted; scraping the surface itshowed white 
and clean. 

No. 52. Color: bright and clean, both lean and fat, looking as if just packed. 

Both sweet and firm, 

After boiling: . 

No. 51. Color: yellowish on the surface, white ahd clean within. Hardness: 
harder than 52, but attribute that tothe hog being younger. Loss in boiling: 
6 pounds 3 ounces, Quality: very firm and sweet, Weight, 195 pounds, 

o. 52. Color: fat, white; lean, pink; both bright; hardness: firm, but not 
equal to No. 5I. Lossin boiling: 7 pounds. Weight, 199. 

A number of barrels of each kind werethen opened. The result in color was, 
in all, the same, The barrels uneyenly numbered were uniformly stained yel- 
lowish, whilst the even-numbered barrels presota the pork white and clean. 

The pork in the uneven-numbered barrels was invariably better cured. 

It was the unanimous opinion of the packers, that for sale in the New York 
market, the even-numbered barrels would be preferred, because of the better 
color of the pork, But for long shipments the preference would be given to 
the uneven-numbered barrels, the pork being better cured. 

All other differences, except the two last named, were deemed by them duc 
to the age and feeding of the hog. 

Trial at Fort Washington, N. H., August, 1853.—“ Altogether the pork in 75 
was superior to 76 in color, sweetness, and firmness, and fewer pieces rusty,” 

Trial at Key West, Fla,, August, 1853.—“ Pork in No. 27 much superiorto No. 
23, and so preferred by the men,” 

Trial at Fort Mifflin, Pa., August, 1853.—'‘ On opening barrel No. 57 I found 
that about 6 or 8 inches of brine had leaked out, and that the pork was slightly 
rusted, Otherwise it was white, tolerably hard, and perfectly sweet. y 

No. 58 was full of brine, The pork of quite a red color, rathersoft, and had an 
offensive odor. The salt had not penetrated or ‘struck in’ the pork, which is 
tainted and unfit for use.” 

Trial at Fort: Trumbull, Conn., August, 1853.—‘'No. 34, after boiling, had 
flavor decidedly rusty; No. 33 not perfectly sweet, but much superior to 34.” 

Trial at Fort Vancouver, W.T., August, 1854.—" The board is of opinion that 
the pork in barrel No. 61 is better preserved in every respect than that in No. 62.” 

Trial at Fort Reading, Cal., August 30, 1854,—** flavor of No. 73 was better 
and more agreeable than No. 74, although No.74 was not quite so Alt. Both 73 
and 74 were considered excellent in quality, but the preponderance in favor of 
No. 73.” Ata previous same post, in February, the rt says: “ 
the above experiments and the board are of the opinion that No, 71 isa 
superior quality of pork, losing less in weight and generating less thirst—two 
very important points,” etc. 

Trial at Key West, Fla., August 24, 1854.—‘‘ No. 29. Hardness: Firmer than 
usual contract pork; fatand lean; noappearance of separation. Color: A little 
redder than usual contract pork; very healthy appearance; fat very white. 
Sweetness: Sweeter than the usual contract pork; no offensive smell on opea 
ing barrel. Loss in boiling: 20 pounds reduced toll}. Quality after boiling: 
Firm, sweet, of a good color, much more acceptable to the men than the usual 
contract pork; by the men considered the best pork they have ever had at this 


No. 30. Hardness: Rather soft. Color: Bright red; unhealthy; very offen- 
sive smell when barrel was opened. Sweetness: Sour before and after boiling. 
Loss in peer a 20 pounds reduced to 7}. Quality after boiling: Soft, sour. 
greenish, and lean inclined to separate; not good pork; the fat had separated 
from the lean in the barrel; salt well dissolved. 

Trial at Fort Moultrie, S. C.. Au; 24, 1854: “In regard to the color of the 
po the board is of the opinion t the pork in barrel marked % is superior, 

t having ap] way chan: its color but slightly since it was packed, whilst 
that in arra NG. was changed to a dingy yellow. As to hardness, that in 
barre] No, % is superior, being quite hard, while that in 96 has become some- 
what soft, As to sweetness, 95 is superior.” Same after boiling. 


Mr. Chairman, the production of salt in New, York State at present 
approximates 10,000,000 bushels or 2,000,000. barrels annually. In 
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the mannfactme of this great staple there are employed in the State 
npwards of three tliousand people. The wages paid range from $2.15 
to $2.25 per day, and the labor thus employed and paid for constitute 
the chief portion of the cost of salt. 

Now, sir, it needs no rhetoric and no speech to demonstrate that the 
proposed removal of the duty upon salt would ruin the industry. In 
my remarks on this bili published in the RECORD of May 12, I in- 
corporated affidavits of gentlemen interested in the salt business which 
show that every cent received from the sale of the product of the com- 
mon salt works of Onondaga County went to the employés of the com- 
panies. The cost of each bushel of common salt produced last year was 
-0797, or $3.188 per gross ton. Nearly 10,000 tons were sold in New 
York at $3.136 per gross ton, exclusive of cost of transportation. On 
every ton of Syracuse common salt sold in New York last year, there- 
fore, there was an actual net loss of five cents and two-tenths, 

The cost of a ton of salt is made up of these items: Brine, 40 cents; 
fuel, $1.316; insurance, repairs, and taxes, .0236 cent; office éxpenses, 
clerk-hire, ete., 2 cents; labor, $1.036. 

Now, if the free-list of this bill is adopted, what will be the result? 
The brine will cost as much as it does to-day; fuel will be no cheaper; 
insurance and taxes will not be diminished in the least; the manutact- 
urers will not be able to stand more loss, and.they will be left to close 
up business or reduce wages. 

I defy any of my Democratic colleagues to refute the plain and simple 
statements showing the cost of the manufacture of salt which are sub- 
mitted by the gentleman whom they all know and which appear in 
the RECORD in my remarks during the general debate on this bill. 
They may vote to destroy one of the oldest industries in the State by 
opening up the gates and permitting foreign salt to be dumped upon 
ourshores. They may do this and still be reasonably sure of re-elec- 
tion to Congress from some of the strong Democratic distriets in or 
about New York City, but I warn them against running for any State 
office if they persist in thus aiding to cut down this great industry. 

Not uarter of the salt used in New York or any of the Atlantic 
- ports is of domestic manufacture to-day. Alreatly the foreign manu- 

` facturer, with his cheap fuel and cheap labor and absolutely free raw 
material can drive us out of our own markets because his product is 
brought here as ballast by ships coming for cargoes. Remove the pro- 
tection afforded by the present tariff ard you open every market in the 
United States to the foreign salt producer. 

Seven pounds of salt for acent is the price atthe worksto-day. A bar- 
tel, including the barrel itself, for less than 60 cents. Salt enough to last 
a family for a year for 12 cents. Who is there complaining of the bur- 
den? We hear a great deal about the farmer in the West suffering 
under the load of taxation on salt. He can buy all he needs for his 
family and his stock for a year for a dollar, even though he live in Iowa 
or Dakota, That one dollar pays the transportation charges, the cost of 
the and helps to keep in food and clothing the laborer in New 
York or Michigan. 

Place salt on the free-list and the laborer must seek employment in 
other walks of life. So soon as his occupation is gone home competition 
will cease, and the foreign manufacturer will monopolize the markets 
of the United States. He will certainly supply all seaboard consum- 
ers, and he will raise his prices the moment he secures the field to him- 


self. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman,while I was absent from the Hall it 
seems that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] referred to meas 
representing the Sleepy Hollow district of the State of Missouri, where 
the State capital was as dead as an Egyptian mummy three thousand 
years old. It seems he has been brought into this condition of pertur- 
bation by the record which I had read the other day, and if the Clerk 
will do me the favor I will have it read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Anderson, The Legislature of Kansas has passed the following resolu- 


tion: 

“That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby requested and 
instructed to use their best effort to have the duty upon lumber of every de- 
scription removed so the same may be pl on the free-list.”” 

I shall obey these erran ys and I suppose it is not necessary to make any 
defense of the Republicanism of the State of Ka: the State of John Brown, 
n State casting from 50,000 to 70,000 Republican ority in Presidential elec- 
tions. 


Mr. BLAND. That isa good record, It is no answer to the argu- 
ment of-his colleague [Mr. ANDERSON] or to his colleague [Mr. Ry An], 
who the other day went through the tellers voting for free lumber in 
accordance with the resolution of their Legislature; it is no argument 
for the gentleman on this floor to undertake to ridicule the people of 

_ my district. I wish him to speak for his own constituency in Kansas, 
The people of that State are too intelligent to take any such ridicule as 
an excuse for his vote against the resolutions of his State Legislature. 

Why did he not refer to the districts represented by Mr. ANDERSON 
and Mr. RYAN, twoof the most intelligent and able Representatives on 
this floor from Kansas, who have been here as long as the gentleman 
has? Instead of referring to my district, why did he not tell this House 
why he refused to obey the resolution of the Legislature of his State, 
which I have had read at the Clerk’s desk? Had the gentleman con- 
fined his remarks*to his colleagues, who voted in accordance with a res- 
olution of his State Legislature, he might have recommended himself 
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to his own people. The people of Missouri and their Representatives 
are able to take care of themselves on this floor. 

I will read another sentence or two from what was said by the gen- 
tleman’s colleague [Mr, ANDERSON] on that occasion: 

Mr. ANDERSON, I am not representing a timber interest. I am, as I have 
been—and I say it in the sight of God—trying to represent as I understand it 
the interest of the whole people of these United States, while you gentlemen 
are simply undertaking to represent the interests of the few. I thank God that 
no specifo interest whatever ever influenced me or ever shall influence 
either my vote or my voice on any of these questions. 

As I said before, the question is whether ten years ahead, twenty years ahead, 
thirty years ahead, it will be found to have been for the prosperity of the whole 
country that we stripped our Jandsof these forests. That is thequestion, And 
itis a question whether it will be for the present benefit of the great bulk of the 
consumers in the United States that you shall keep up your present tariff on 
lumber, so as to prevent us from utilizing the products of the Canadian forests. 
Upon that q ion I have no doubt, 

I commend to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] to answer 
that, and not undertake to slur the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent. He has enough on his handsto answer his own colleagues with- 
out going into Missouri. 

I thank God no special interest is there to influence me to vote on 
this question in favor of twenty or thirty favored individuals, and against 
the interest of the great bulk of consumers throughout the United States 
who are in favor of free lumber. I am opposed to keeping up the tariff 
on lumber in the interest of anybody. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the word I would offer on thesubject’ . 


of salt is not in behalf of the manufacturer, nor the dealer, nor the 
importer, for whom my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] spoke, but 
in behalf of the consumer—one class of consumers, at least, and that 
is the dairymen and the farmers, in whose behalf my friend also spoke. 
I do so because I represent a part of a State where there is more butter 
made according to population than in any other State of the Union, 


Vermont makes 25,000,000 pounds of butter annually, and thatis82 . 


pounds to each person in the State, and three or four times as much 
per capita as is made in any other State, hence the people of Ver- 
mont have a ter interest in this question than those of any om 
State. And I want to say to you that the dairymen and farmers o: 

my State do not ask and have not thought of asking for free- salt. 
They do not complain of the present duty on salt. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] said he had petitions from all the States 
asking for free salt. If he has any from Vermont I would like to see 
them. 

Mr. COX. They are not here now. If there are any from Vermont 
I will print them with my remarks. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not believe there are any; I certainly do not re- 
member having received any myself, and do not believe any have come 
from my State. i ‘s 

I do not believe it for two reasons. First, the farmers of Vermont 
are eons po aes and are not looking around to find some- 
thing about the tariff to find fault with; and secondly, if they were 
going to find fault they would take something worth while, and not 
take the duty on salt. It is really too small a matter, so far as the 
dairyman and farmer is concerned, to talk about. 

Why, the duty on the salt that would go into a ton of butter would 
be only 16 cents. 

I presented this salt question, so far as the farmer is concerned, in 
some general remarks the other day on the tariff, and as I can hardly 
put it in a more condensed form I reproduce the paragraph here. It 
is as follows: 

There is now a duty on coarse salt of 8 cents per 100 pounds, or $1.60 per ton. 
The farmer, if a Jarge one, may use 500 pounds, and here would be a saving of 40 
cents, The duty on fine salt, used for dairying purposes, is 12 cents per 100 
pounds, One pound of salt is usually added to 16 young of butter, so the duty 
on the salt in 1 pound is one-sixteenth of a cent. the farmer makes a ton of 


butter he will use 125 pounds of salt, on which the duty would be 15 cents. So 
the farmer would save on his salt the princely sum of 55 cents annually. 


And now I repeat that the dairymen and farmers of my State do not . 


ask for free salt, and I ask that they may not be represented as joining 
in this pretended demand for the removal of this small duty. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in this salt and butter 
question I have had a little experience, and I wish to give it for thein- 
formation of the House and for the benefit of the committee at what- 
ever it may be worth. 

For the last twenty-two years I have dealt in salt and have packed 
butter. In 1866 salt was sold at $2.50 a barrel, but from that date 
down to the present time there has been a steady decline in the price. 
We now retail it at 90 cents a barrel, equal toa reduction of two- 
thirds, or, as you might term it, 200 per cent., if such a thing were 
possible, My friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] attacks that re- 
duction on the ground that, in the first place, from 1866 to 1876 it was 
greater than from 1876 down to the present time, and because a trust 
has been formed since 1876. Now, there is one feature that my col- 
league lost sight of in that connection, and it is this, that from 1866 
to 1876 there was a great decline in the value of gold. Gold in 1866 
demanded 30 per cent. premium, while from that time to 1876 it came 
down to par, and all commodities were affected by the decline; and 
hence this commodity, salt, declined more rapidly in that period of | 


decline than it has done since. And yet from that time to now it 
has been quite in proportion to that period as far as the decline is con- 
cerned, if you figure up the difference in the price of gold. 

I assure you that there are no farmers in my district who are com- 


pidining of the price ofsait. They are very far from asking that theduty 

removed. They makenosuchdemand, nor do they deem it necessary. 
To my mind the only difference it would make would be, as my col- 
league from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] stated, that it was simply giv- 
ing the British manufacturer power to ship his salt at a little lower 
cost to himself and a little farther into the interior of ourcountry. It 
would not reduce the price a particle, because the competition here in 
our own markets would keep the price up, and, if possible, it would 
add to it. Besides, itis not unreasonable to suppose that the time will 
come when that industry will be established in the South. When it 
is, when that industry is on a proper footing in the South, it will tend 
to obliterate imported salt, and they will have it cheaper. They can 
not now have it as cheap, because the question of freight enters largely 
into it. The freight on salt from the mines where it is produced to 
the Southern States is necessarily large, because the distance is great; 
but if this industry was inaugurated in the South that would be over- 
come, because the freight would be saved. 

They must remember also, Mr. Chairman, the fact that the cheaper 
salt from England pays scarcely any freight. As a rule it is shipped 
to this country as ballast. Steam-ships arriving on our Southern coasts 

» use as a rule nothing but salt as ballast, and they take it for almost 
nothing, as our vessels on the Atlantic coast take wheat for nothing, or 
very little, as they have done in the past (when they have arrived in 
this country with a load of immigrants), as areturn ballast. In the 
same way these vessels bring the salt from Liverpool as ballast. This 
necessarily makes it very much cheaper, and gives these shippers a bet- 
ter opportunity to send the salt into the interior than if they paid the 
freight on it to our Southern coast. The Vessels take back rosin, cot- 
ton, and other Southern products; but necessarily they must have bal- 
last when they come over, and they would rather bring it for nothing 
than load some other material which would not be as convenient. 

Now, as to the use of salt with reference to the dairy products and 
forthe farmers. I say that so far as the farmers are concerned they have 
no preference for foreign salt. There was atime, twenty or twenty-five 
years ago, when they thought that the English salt was better than the 
domestic. That idea prevailed as against Michigan and in favor of 
New York salt to acertain extent. But both ideas have been outlived, 
by the product of the Michigan salt coming up to and competing with 
the Onondaga salt, and so now you can not sell a barrel of either prod- 
uct for more than the other. They sell on one basis and for the same 
price, one price regulating the whole, while foreign salt is almost en- 
tirely driven out. This is especially true with reference to salt used 
for packing meats. There is not farmer now who packs his meat—and 
that is done of course in the winter season—who buys foreign saltas a 
choice, or thinks it is better for his purposes than the domestic salt. It 
is true that some prefer foreign salt for packing butter, but that is a 
different condition. They think it produces better results, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr, Chairman, on the 9thday of May the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] made quite an elaborate speech on the 
tariff, and he evinced a great deal of zeal in his argument. I remem- 
ber how he raised his hand and how tremulously it vibrated in response 
to the aroused emotions within him. I remember how from his lips 
fell words with rhetorical fluency, and I almost saw the effusion from 
his eyes of lachrymose globules laden with salt as he dealt with the 
subject. And I heard his peroration, which charged nearly all the ills 
of taxation to theduty on salt. I said to myself, ‘‘Can these things be 
and overcome us like a summer cloud without our special wonder?”’ I 
was induced by this argument of the gentleman from Mississippi to 
make a somewhat extended examination of this subject, and I found 
by his own figures that the entire duties on salt paid to the Govern- 
ment in the year 1887 were about $670,000. Supposing the entire 
duty to have been paid by the consumers of the country, which I em- 
phatically deny, it would make but about 1); cents per capita. 

Upon a further examination of the subject I ascertained that there 
“were consumed in this country about 10,000,000 barrels of salt, and 
that the entire product imported into the country amounted to about 
one thirty-fifth of our consumption. When I ascertained that such a 
small proportion of the quantity consumed was imported, I felt that 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] should not have laid so 
Haet stress upon that point, and that the consumers of the country 
were not in need of so much sympathy as he had expressed for them in 
his speech. But when I found, on the other hand, not one word in the 
gentleman’s speech with reference to making sugar free, I said to my- 
self, ‘‘ This is a very strange situation indeed.” An examination of 

, the sugar statistics discloses the fact that at the outside not more than 
one-sixth of the sugar consumed in the country is produced here, and 

„ therefore at a low calculation five-sixths is imported. 

A MEMBER. We produce only one-eleventh of what we use. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, calculations vary and I want to give the en- 
tire benefit of the doubt to the home production. [Laughter.] But, 
Mr. Chairman, when I looked into the statistics and ascertained that 
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the duties paid on sugar amounted to almost $60,000,000 annually—a 
dollar per capita for every man, woman, and child in the country—I 
then said, ‘‘ How can it be that a gentleman with so large a heart and 
such a large fund of emotion as the gentleman from Mississippi can so 
deprecate the duty on salt, amounting in the aggregate to $670,000 a 
year, and at the same time vote for a tariff bill which leaves a duty 
on sugar amounting to between forty and fifty million dollarsa year? ’’ 

Mr. GROUT. Fifty-eight millions. : 

Mr. BAYNE. Itis fifty-eight millions now; but the Mills bill will 
probably reduce it to between forty-five and fifty millions. I do not 
know exactly what the reduction will be. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘Twelve millions. 

Mr. BAYNE. Salt is produced in many parts of the North, and 
very little in the South. Sugar is produced scarcely anywhere in the 
North, and what is produced in this country chiefly comes from the 
South. I can not help coming to the conclusion that this bill is sec- 
tional thronghout. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] has raked up the musty records of the past in his attempt to 
discover some inconsistency on the part of the Representatives from 
Kansas, Like his party, he is always behind the procession. I ask 
him to wake up from his Rip VanWinkle sleep of five years ago and 
listen to the voice of the Kansas of to-day. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
a resolution which was adopted by a convention held in one of the larg- 
est counties in my district one week ago to-day, a resolution which 
speaks the voice of Kansas in this year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-eight. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sixth, We look with pride upon the tariff laws of our country which have 
made us the greatest nation on earth, which has furnished us an industrial sys- 
tem that pays better wages to labor than is paid anywhere else, which furnishes a 
better market for the product of the farms, the forestand the mines, and which to- 
day are the foundation ofso much prosperity and happiness, and we demand such 
just protective laws as shall insure to our whole ple acontinuance of a stable 
and settled financial condition, and we indorse the able efforts of the Hon. S. R. 
Prrers, who is laboring so manfully in behalf of the people to prevent the ma- 
jority of the present Congress from opening the doors of commerce and forcing 
our laborers to compete with the poorly paid labor of Europe. 

{Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, thatissomethingfresh. [Laughter.] 
That was adopted, as I have said, only a week ago, in a county that has 
now 35,000 people, while in 1883 it did not have half that number. 
That fact and this resolution show the condition and the sentiment of 
the Kansas of to-day as compared with the Kansas of 1883. When I 
was on the floor awhile ago I stated that I desired to speak on this 
‘salt question from the farmer’s standpoint. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri talked about lumber, but this has nothing to do with the lumber 
question. We are discussing salt now, and having spoken about salt 
from the farmer’s point of view, I wish to say a word about it in its 
relation to labor. 

Six counties in my district have discovered salt within their terri- 
tory, and that discovery means to the farming population of those six 
counties an addition to values of $1,200,000 if the tariff Jaw, as it is 
now upon the statute-book, remains unchanged. But, Mr. Chairman, 
it means not only this advantage to the farmersof Kansas, but it means 
a corresponding advantage to the laboring men of that State. Gentle- 
men on the other side say that the laboring men of Kansas are not in 
favor of protection. I deny it. I deny it in view of the facts that 
have been presented in the past. 

In the Seventh district of Kansas, from which I come, in the elec- 
tions for the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses the main issue before 
the people was the question of protection, and the member who stands 
upon this floor to represent that district came to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress by a plurality of 10,000, and came to the Fiftieth Congress by a 
like plurality. Now, what is to be the effect of this proposed chan; 
upon the laboring men of Kansas? If this industry is developed 
Kansas, as we believe it will be under the present law, it will give em- 
ployment to thousands of men in that State. There is no assurance of 
this employment, except assertion and prophecy, if salt isplaced on the 
free-list. , 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to supplement 
the remarks which I made yesterday in favor of free wood by a few 
remarks to-day in favor of freesalt. On yesterday I attempted to main- 
tain that in the position which I took in reference to the duty on lum- 
ber I was strictly within the line of the Republican party as its senti- 


ments have been promulgated by its latest official utterances in State | 


and national platforms. That position is this, though in this House it 
has been sneered at: a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. 
And, sir, there can be no doubt, in my humble judgment, that that is 
the correct position when we take into consideration two primary facts: 
first, the constitutional limitation that you shall not raise more revenue 
by import duties than the needs of the Government demand; and, sec- 
ond, that this bill under consideration, or any other bill that can be 
conceived of, will raise such an amount of revenue as will give more 
than the needed protection to American industries.* In saying this I 
am backed up by so high an authority in this protection procession as 


1888. = CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who, in one of his 
public utterances, declared that the wit of man could not possibly de- 
vise a tariff that would yield $140,000,000 in money (gold) without 
amply protecting our domestic industries. And yet, sir, in this House 
to-day we find an almost unbroken front on the part of Representatives 
on the Republican side, not simply opposing in detail, but opposing as 
a whole, and without offering any substitute for it, a bill which, if it, 
should become a law, wilkraise $40,000,000 more revenue per annum 
than the highest financial authority in this country, and that @ Repub- 
lican authority, has said would be needed in order to give the amplest 
protection to American industries. 

Mr. ROWELL. What is the difference between the imports then 
and now? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know, and I do not care; for, 
whatever the difference may be, it is a difference in favor of a needed 
reduction of import duties. Weare told by theSecretary of the Treas- 
ury that the import duties for this year will be $228,000,000; and I 
undertake to say that the Mills bill, notwithstanding the hue and cry, 
the senseless and groundless hue and cry, that goes up from this side 
of the House aboutits being a free-trade measure—I say that the Mills 
bill will raise, in all human probability, $180,000,000 of revenue. The 
Republican party wasstanding not only on the constitutional ground, but 
in the interest of protection, when it made the declaration that it was 
in favor of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection; but in these 
days of progressiveness and broad, enlightened statesmanship, whenso 
many Pauls on the way to Tarsus have seen bright and shining lights 
by the wayside, we have gone on until we have now reached such a 
stage of development of financial ingenuity that some gentlemen among 
us undertake to show thatin orderto supply the people with the neces- 
saries of life at cheap and stable prices, all you need to do is, first, to 
exclude foreign competition by a tariff, and then, bya trust, crush out 
domestic competition. ane P 

Yesterday it was denied that we a ‘‘trust;’? and my colleague, 
for whom I have the greatest questioned the existence of a 
“ trust’? in the State of Iowa, which he has presided over for two terms 
with great ability, when he knew that the last Legislature of that State, 
in consequence of the agitation of the existence of these commercial 
monsters known as “‘trusts,’’ and especially the Green Bay lumber 
“ trust,” enacted a law upon this subject based upon the very fact of 
the presence of this monster, the “‘ trust,” and that ‘‘ trust’? the Green 
Bay lumber “‘ trust,” 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Task unanimous consent that my colleague have leave 
to continue his remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the time occupied by the gentleman be charged 
to this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman to 
proceed? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Now, if it be true that foreign compe- 
tition can be excluded by impost duties and domestic competition 
crushed out by ‘‘ trust’? combinations, and yet prices not be raised, I 
undertake to say, in view of the stupendous power of the combinations 
in whose hands this matter rests, we have demonstrated the fact that 
we have kind, gracious, and indulgent masters; for it must be by their 
volition that we enjoy this exemption from high prices when they have 
this tremendous power in their hands; and the American people who 
consume the various commodities which these combinations control 
ought to make their politest bow to the manufacturers and jobbers in 
this country, who, having in their hands the sole power of fixing prices 
at their pleasure, condescend graciously and kindly to furnish the com- 
modities in which they deal at only a reasonable compensation. In 
the name of those consumers, so far as I can, I now most profoundly 
thank their representatives and attorneys on this floor. 

Why, sir, the last Republican administration declared in favor of a 
reduction of the tariff. Chester A. Arthur, the latest and, I may say 
with truth, the best of the long line of Republican Presidents in this 
country, and one who socommended himself to the people that through- 
out the length and breadth of the land they approved his administra- 
tion, recommended a revision of the tariff and a reduction of the reve- 
nue. He said: £ 

Such tariff reductions may seem advisable when the results of recent revenue 
laws and commercial treaties shall have shown in what quarters those reduc- 
tions may be most advantageously made. 

The ‘‘recent revenue laws’’ to which he referred were those made 
under the report of the Tariff Commission in 1882; and the result was 
that more revenue was raised under them than President Arthur him- 
self had contemplated, and hence arose more need than he had contem- 
plated for a reduction of the revenues, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, there are only two matters to which 
I wish to call attention. In my opening remarks I maintained that if 
the duty on salt were removed it would only result to the advantage 
of the foreign producer of salt, by enabling him to use the $1.60 a ton 
now paid for duty, to carry his salt fartherinland. My colleague [ Mr. 
Wuittne], who is specially familiar with this industry and whose 
statements here or elsewhere are entitled to the fullest credence, de- 
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clared that he could place his salt on the seaboard (and he named sev- 
eral ports to which he shipped his salt) in competition with foreign 
salt. He left the impression upon my mind (and I am sure he left the 
same impression upon the minds of the committee) that the argument 
I had made was completely overthrown by the statement that Michi- 
gan salt could be put upon the market on the seaboard. Some of the 
gentlemen of the committee may have been out when my colleague sub- 
sequently declared that in making his statement he had alluded to the 
salt which he produced, which is of superior quality and sells at greatly 
advanced prices. He stated to the committee that he had intended to 
refer only to this high-priced salt. Subsequently in conversation, I 
asked him whether the Michigan association, which last year shipped 
or disposed of 3,209,537 barrels of salt, could ship any portion of that 
salt to the seaboard; and his answer was ‘‘ No, not a pound of it.’’ He 
stated that on account of the cost of transportation the great salt product 
of Michigan could not be taken to the seaboard in competition with 
foreign salt. 

So that the argument I made has 1t, I insist, been answered—the 
argument that the removal of the duty on salt wouldsimply enable the 
foreign producer of salt to carry his salt farther inland and would not 
reduce the price of salt one penny; for why should the foreign pro- 
ducer of salt lessen his price if he has no competition, as he will not 
have? He will have the matter entirely under his own command and 
can charge just what he pleases for his salt, 

One word further. My other colleague [Mr. TARSNEY] stated and 
reiterated several times that we on this side, especially the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], myself, and other gentlemen, had voted for 
free salt. ‘There is but one answer to that charge: It is nottrue. He 
alluded to the revision of the tariff containing the provision that on 
salt brought in from abroad to be used in packing meat, bait, etc., for 
exportation there should be allowed a rebate, a provision of law in har- 
mony with other provisions of our statutes touching products brought 
into the country to be exported. I submit, therefore, that the state- 
ment of my colleague was entirely unfair. Ihave never voted for free 
salt. The vote to which the gentleman alluded was not for free salt, 
but simply to allow a rebate upon imported salt used in curing meat, 
bait, etc., for exportation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was, however, a rebate of the full amount of 
the duty, was it not? 6 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not remember; butit matters not. The pro- 
vision is analogous, as I understand, to the case of the refund of the duty 
on Sugar. 

I simply wished to call attention to these matters to show that the 
argument I first made on this question has not yet been answered. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HOOKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I would like to make a personal ex- 
planation. My colleague [Mr. Burrows] has quoted a remark which 
I made, but he did not give allofit. I would like the privilege of stat- 
ing the residue. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GAY]. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I did not happen to be in the House 
when the gentleman from Michigan alluded to the Avery salt mines, 
located in my district, in the State of Louisiana. Those mines are a 
most interesting and almost illimitable deposit of probably the purest 


rock salt in the world. The mines there have been opened at great — 


expense, and the most costly machinery has been provided. Those 
mines are situated upon an island surrounded by sea marsh without 
adequate connection with the Gulf of Mexico. If they were situated 
where they could deliver their salt upon the seacoast or on the Missis- 
sippi River, they could furnish salt in competition with the world. 
The difficulty is that they are restricted to railroad transportation. 

This being the fact, the proprietors were compelled to enter into an 
arrangement with what is now the Southern Pacific Railroad for the 
building of a branch road 10 miles in length tothismine. They were 
compelled not only to pay freights proportionate to the expense of pro- 
viding this branch road, but they were also required to furnish a cer- 
tain quantity of salt per day—something like 500 tons. 

I have no doubt that the product of these mines will be affected by 
coming in competition with foreign salt, brought as ballast to this 
country from Liverpool. 

The owners of this mine I know to be patriotic and public-spirited. 
One of them was a delegate to the St. Louis Democratic convention 
which indorsed the bill now under consideration in this House. [Ap 
plause on the Democratic side.] He was there as a delegate, and 
aa to personal sacrifice he did so for patriotic purposes. [Ap- 
plause. ; : 

I would be sorry to give any vote in this House which would have 
the effect of doing injury to any one of the industrial interests of the 
United States. Representing in part that portion of the State of 
Louisiana engaged in the production of sugar, I came to this Congress 
to assist in reducing the public taxation. My desire was to greatly 
diminish am revenue by a repeal of at least one-half of the internal- 
revenue 
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. The successful production of sugar, which is one of the great interests 


of that State, and having great possibilities in other States, could not 
bear any diminution of the protection given to it under existing laws. 
While that is our belief, still we come here believing it to be our 
duty to bear our part in the sacrifice required by tariff reduction if no 
better and more practical plan could be devised. 

The reduction on sugar proposed by this bill will amount to about 
$12,000,000, a sum amounting to more than one-half of the total re- 
duction on articles left on the dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

‘There was no objection. 

_'Mr. GAY. Now we have here constant appeals coming from the 
other side in favor of a greater reduction on sugar. I believe there is 
not a patriotic citizen in the United States who is not willing to forego 
something in supportof ourGovernment. The tariff on sugar amounts 
to some fifty-eight millions of dollars. It is a tax which goes into the 

' pocket of the Government with the exception of about 9 per cent. of 
it. In other words, 91 cents out of every dollar collected on sugar go 
into the pocket of the Government of the United States. 

The people who pay these taxes are the people of the United States, 
and when it is collected it is put back into their own pockets, for the 
Government is the mere representative of the people. A revenue must 
be raised, and if not from sugar it will be raised in some other more 
burthensome form. It is an economical tax, for the people get the full 


value of their money. They never got sugar of equal quality at a price | 


as low as they now get it. In 1864 sugar sold at 23 cents a pound. 

Mr. GEAR. Letmeask my friend from Louisiana whether that was 
not owing to the depreciation of the currency? 

_Mr.GAY. Let me say in answer to the gentleman that I only wish 
aien that same currency back again, we would have greater pros- 
ty. J 

Mr. GEAR. But was not that the fact, that it was owing to the de- 
preciation of that currency? e 

Mr. GAY. The currency at the time I refer to would have given a 
specie value of 15 cents for sugar. The article went down from 23 cents 
to 18, to 15, to 12, and to 10 cents a pound, and is now selling at 3} to 6. 
` Mr. GEAR. I bought sugar from the gentleman for 3} cents a 
pound before the war. 

Mr. GAY. I never sold any good sugar so cheap as that. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes, and I never dealt with a more honest man. I 

ways received 16 ounces to the pound. 

Mr. GAY. I thank the gentleman for the compliment. I always 
take pleasure in meeting my old customers, whether in this House or 
elsewhere. The gentleman speaks of having bought sngar at 3} cents 
a pound. ‘Let me say that among his people to-day such sugar would 
not be consumed. : 

Mr. GEAR. Merely because under the present ent of the 
tariff you can not import it. Not 1 percent. of that character of sugar 
is imported into this country. 

Mr. GAY. Buta better taste has been acquired by the people of the 
United States, and it has grown to such an extent that the white or 
refined sugar is taken in preference to the ordinary brown. In fact, it 
is almost exclusively used. I admit that there are localities where 
brown sugar would be preferred, because there are relics of barbarism 
still prevailing all over the country. [Langhter.] 

Mr. GEAR. That is true. 

Mr. GAY. ‘The tendency is for the finer grades or refined sugar, 
and the gentleman could not at the time he speaks of have bought a 
pound of refined sugar for less than 12} to 14 cents. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon; a great deal less than that. 

Mr. GAY. I may be mistaken, but it happened that I was quite a 
large dealer, and I never knew of any one to sell it for less than 12} 
cents before the war. 

Mr. GEAR. I can produce receipts from William H. Belcher & Co. 
showing where this sugar was sold at 6} cents for white “‘ A ™ sugar. 

Mr. GAY. Oh, well, that must have been a kind of bastard sugar. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEAR. It is the samekind thegentleman produces on his Lou- 
isiana plantation. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, the bonus that is paid as a duty on man- 
ufactared products in many parts of the country goes into the pockets 
of the manufacturers, but in the case of the duty upon sugar it is paid 
to no corporations. They are paying it to the people who produce the 
sugar, and to no accumulations of wealth, for there never was a more 
. enterprising and at the same time a more impoverished set of men than 

` the average of those who are engaged in the sugar business in Louisi- 
ana. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. I ask that the gentleman from Louisiana may be per- 
mitted to proceed for a few minutes longer. 

There waz no objection. 

Mr. GAY. That tax is paid by the people of the United States, as 
has been suggested, but it is a tax that goes into the pockets of the 
people, because they are the Government of the United States; and 


that small portion which is derived by planters of Louisiana goes still 
into their pockets—into the pockets of the entire United States, who 
supply us machinery and stock, implements, provisions, and supplies, 
all of which we must buy, and not only give them the revenues we re- 
ceive, but we give them ninety-nine one hundredths of the entire crop 
for their products, which we need in exchange for ours. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not probably occupy the 
floor for the entire five minutes, but I wish to add afew wordsto what 
has been said in this connection. I have been somewhat amused to 
hear my friends on the other side, and especially the gentleman from 
Minnesota, make what I regard as certainly a very Quixotic onslaught 
upon the ‘trusts’? in this country. Now I will say to him and to 
every gentleman on the other side of the House that they will not find 
any man on this side of the House or elsewhere who will join with them 
more readily and earnestly in combating against what they call ‘‘ras- 
cally trusts ’’ that hold back production to raise the prices of commod- 
ities than I will do, and I believe that this side of the House will sustain 
me in doing it. When gentlemen stand up here, then, to discuss the 
salt question and the lumber question and half a thousand other ques- 
tions, and from the beginning to the end inveigh against trusts, as if 
they are the sole question at issue, I desire to know who it is on the 
floor of this House, on this side of the House, that is in favor of trusts 
or who are the champions of trusts? If there isanybody who occupies 
that position on this side I am ignorant of the fact, 

Mr. RAYNER. I will answer the gentleman. Will he permit me? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes. Who is it? 

Mr. RAYNER. Let mesay to the gentleman that the leader of your 
party on that side of the House has declared here in a speech in this 
House that he is in favor of that system that leads to monopoly, on the 
ground that monopolies lower prices of commodities to the people. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And I tell the gentleman that I am satisfied he 
z mineke, and that the gentleman has not declared anything of the 

nd. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, he will tell you so. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well, perhaps so. But I will wait at all 

events until he does before I can give my consent to any such proposi- 
tion. 
Now my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], who is always genial as 
well as ingenious, desired to know why the fishing industry should have 
a rebate of duty upon salt, while there may be a duty on saltthat goes 
into the dairy products. I can speak upon this subject without any 
allegation of personal interests, because there is no salt produced in 
my district, while I have a good many dairy products, and if I had any 
personal interests in defending either one or the other it would be the 
dairymen and not the salt-men. Butitisto be said in favor of the fish- 
erman that in the first place he is obliged to buy foreign salt, and that 
arises from the very necessities uf the case. He livesaway up uponour 
Eastern coast, and the salt which he uses comes principally from Turk’s 
Island, where salt is produced, and the cost of tion is but a 
small item of addition to the cost, whereas the salt that finds its way 
from Michigan over the railroads is compelled to pay heavy freights, 
and if you place everso high a duty upon it you protect nobody. You 
simply take out of the pockets of those le the amount of the tax 
that you put upon it, for they have got to buy salt on the coast, and can 
not afford to pay the freight over railroads. 

Mr. Chairman, it was the policy of our forefathers from the very be- 
ginning of this Government to protect the fishing industries of the coun- 
try. They, the wise men of that generation, looked upon it as an 
industry of great national importance. They gavea bounty to the fish- 
ermen of $4 a ton, which bounty continued from near the very begiñ- 
ning of the Government down to 1866, when it was repealed. Why 
was it given? Because they looked upon the fishermen as the hardiest 
seamen upon the sea; out in the winter time, with no place to shelter 
their small craft except, as the sailors say, to go into “‘ foresail harbor,” 
outside of the banks where the waves and every character of wind would 
beat them around all night long. They looked upon them as the best 
sailors and looked upon this fishing fleet as the best nursery for a na- 
tional navy. And, Mr. i , they are the best to-day. Do not 
gentlemen know that on our ships that go foreign there are compar- 
atively few native sailors to be found, for they are generally manned 
by foreigners? But when you want men to man your Navy, here are 
the men in these fishing industries, controlled by patriotic impulses, 
who go forth upon the water and fight for their own flag; and you have 
amongst these hardy New England fishermen the very best class of 
sailors that ever has been known in contests on the sea since we have 
had a Government. © 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, Ihad not attached much importance 
to the speech which I had the honor to make the other day to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House upon the tariff question, nor had I prided 
myself much upon the illustration which I gave enforcing my argument 
in regard to the tariff; but since I find that it prod such an effect 
upon the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, I mightsay the hon- 
orable and flinty-hearted gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], 
who, with sugar in his coffee and his tea, feels no sort of compassion 
for the man who has no salt with which to cook every meal that he sits 
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down to—since I find that my speech produced such an impression upon 
that gentleman, I can not help feelingalittle proud of it. [Laughter. ] 

I used the article salt as an illustration of the inequality and injustice 
of tariff taxation, and in this regard. It had been said that this pend- 
ing bill was a sectional tariff bill, and I introduced the subject of salt, 
showing the amount imported, the tax imposed upon it, and the changes 
which that tax had undergone from time to time, for the purpose of 
showing that the Committee on Ways and Means in proposing to place 
it upon the free-list had acted wisely, had selected an article of universal 
use everywhere, an article which was so indispensable to human and 
to animal existence that no meal could be eaten without it; that no 
herds of cattle could subsist without it; that no flocks of sheep could 
subsist without it, and, indeed, that it was the one indispensable thing 
of all others which the human family and the animal family required 
from month to month and from day to day throughout the entire year. 
I also cited the report of Mr. Switzler to show that there were only 268 
salt-making establishments in the United States; that they employed 
only 4,280 persons, and that their product was, in bushels, 29,896,000, 
of the value of $4,000,000. And I also called attention to the fact that 
the-sixty millions of people of these United States who are using salt 
every day of the year, who are compelled to use it every day of the 
year, were paying tribute to the four thousand people engaged in the 
manufacture. I was speaking, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of the 
consumer. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] says that 
the consumer does not pay the tax. Ifthe consumer does not pay it, 
who does? Do you believe that the importer is so benevolent and pa> 
triotic that he brings the salt from England to America and pays the 
duty upon it and then disposes of it without charging up that duty? 
Why, sir, thatargument could not be made successfully to a plowboy six- 
teen years old in the State of Mississippi or in the State of Pennsylvania. 
If the consumer does not pay the duty, who does? If there is a sale 
of the article in the United States at all, the consumer is bound to pay 
the duty. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Mississippi may be allowed to conclude his remarks; after which 
I desire to be recognized. [Laughter.] 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a table showing 
the amount of salt imported into this country, the duty paid, and the 
percentage upon it; and by that table I find that salt bore a tax of 24 
cents per hundred pounds down to 1872; then the duty was reduced 
to 12 cents per hundred pounds when imported in small packages. 
When imported in bulk it bore a tax of 18 cents down to 1872, when 
the rate was reduced to 8 cents per hundred pounds. Now I want to 
ask my distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and oth- 
ers who hold that salt ought to be protected, why did you vote to re- 
duce that tax-one-half? Salt bore a tax of only 24 cents per hundred 
and you reduced it one-half. You also reduced the tax from 18 cents 
to 8 cents when salt was imported in bulk. The vote by which that 
reduction was made was 149 to 61, and the reduction was made in 1872 
and 1873, when both branches of Congress were Republican, and the 
Executive also. 

You set the example of reducing the duty. Why did you do that? 
Did you want to make salt cheaper to the consumer? Upon what 
ground, upon what principle, upon what philosophy, upon what scheme 
of statesmanship did you act, if it was not upon the principle of making 
salt cheaper to the consumer? You, of course, made that change upon 
the ground that salt ought to be cheap. Now we are going to carry 
out your policy by making it cheaper, by putting that great necessary 
of life upon the free-list. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I have known many families in my region of country who have gone 
from the Ist day of January to the 1st day of December without sugar, 
but I have never known one that could do without salt; and we propose 
to carry out your policy and pnt salt upon the free-list. I repeat it, 
you took the first step in that direction and set us the example in 1872 
and 1873, when you had control of both branches of Congress as well as 
of the Executive. 

You destroyed your own argument that the consumer does not pay 
the tax. Why should you, witha majority of both Houses, have taken 
off one-half of the duty for the benefit of the consumer if the tax did 
not fall on the consumer? We propose now, in the interest of sixty 
millions of people, to complete the half-way justice which you then 
did, and to put this great necessary of life upon the free-list, so that 
every man, woman, and child from Maine to California may be enabled 
to use itat the cheapest possiblerate. I want to quote upon this point 
the language of a great Missouri statesman, a man of large thought, 
a man of great brains, who illustrated and adorned and exhausted every 
topic that he touched. I refer to Mr. Benton. Discussing this ques- 
tion many years ago, Mr. Benton said that— 

A salt tax was not only politically but morally wrong; it was a species of im- 
piety. Salt stood alone amidst the productions of nature without a rival or sub- 
stitute, and the preserver and purifier of all things. Mostnationshad regarded 
it as a mystic anu sacred substance. Among the heathen nations of antiquity 


and with the Jews it was used in the religious ceremony of the sacrifice, the 
head of the victim being sprinkled with and water before it was offered. 


among the primitive Christians it was the subject of divine allusions and the 
symbol of purity, of incorruptibility, and of perpetuity. The disciples of Christ 
were called “the salt of the earth,” and no language or metaphor could have 
been more expressive ef their character and mission; pure in themselves, and 
an antidote to moral as salt was to material corruption. Among the nations of 
the East salt always has been and still is the symbol of friendship and the pled, 

of inviolable fidelity, He that has eaten another's salt has contracted to 

his benefactor a sacred obligation and can not betray or injure him thereafter 
without drawing upon himself (according to his religious belief) the certain 
effects of the divine displeasure, While many nations have religiously re- 
garded this substance. all have abhorred its taxation; and this sentiment, so 
universal, so profound, so inextinguishable in the human heart, is not to be 
overlooked by the legislator, 

Mr. Benton concluded his speech with declaring implacable war against this 
tax, with all its appurtenant abuses of monopoly in one quarter of the Union 
and of undue advantage in another. He denounced it as a tax upon the entire 
economy of nature and of art, a tax upon man and upon beast, upon life and 
upon health, upon comfort and luxury, upon want and superfluity, upon food 
and upon raiment, on washingand on cleanliness, He called it a heartless and 
tyrant tax, as inexorable as it was omnipotent and omnipresent; a tax which 
no economy could avoid, no poverty could shun, no privation escape, no cün- 
ning elude, no force resist, no dexterity avert, no curses repulse, no prayers 
could depreciate. It was a tax which invaded the entire dominion of human 
operations, falling with its greatest weight upon the most helpless and the most 
meritorious; and depriving the nation of Benefits infinitely transcending in 
value the amount of its own product. I devote myself, said Mr. Benton, to the 
extirpation of this odious tax and its still more aig ins pend the salt monop 
oly of the West. I war them while they e and while I remain on 
this floor. Twelve years have passed away, two Fac more than the siege of 
Troy lasted, since I began this contest, Nothing isheartened by so gre d de- 
feats in so long a time, I prosecute the war with unabated vigor; and, telying 
upon the poco, “Bako of the cause, firmly calculate upon ultimate and final success, 

We all know that salt is an article of universal necessity in every 
family and in every industry. It is indispensable. No pound of meat 
can be cured without it. Fish can not be preserved without it; and 
upon that point let me ask, why did you grant a rebate of the duty 
upon the salt used for curing fish? Why did you do that? Did you 
not believe then that the fish-curer on the coast of Maine would have 
to pay the duty and that it would be a tax upon him? If not, why 
did you take it off for his benefit? When you granted a rebate on the 
salt he used to the man who salted his hogs in Missouri, or Illinois, or 
in Michigan, or anywhere else in the Western country, did you not 
think he would be benefited by it? Ifnot, why did you grant the re- 
bate? We now ask that the rebate shall be made for the benefit of all, 
in order that this great necessity of life may be as cheap and as free as 
the water that flows from the mountain side, untaxed and untaxable, 
freeto the whole American people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Thegentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Burrows], 
in the course of his remarks to-day, in opposition to this paragraph of 
the pending bill which proposes to place salt upon the free-list, took 
occasion to speak of the Avery salt minesin Louisiana, and stated that 
the operation of those mines had bankrupted three companies in the 
past, and that recently the works had been closed in consequence of 
British competition. At the time that statement was made my col- 
league [Mr. GAY], in whose district the mines are located, was not 
upon the floor of the House. So laddressed a telegram to a gentleman 
living in that section of the State, informing him of the statement of 
the gentleman from Michigan, and asking for the facts, I hold in my 
hund hisreply. Itis true, as I judge from the telegram, that the Avery 
mines have been closed, but only recently. Untilashort time ago those 
mines were in full operation, yielding, I am informed, 500 tons of salt 
per day; and while they may now be closed, itis not in consequence of 
British competition, as stated by the gentleman from Michigan. The 
telegram which I am about to read is from a lawyer of prominence in 
that section of the country where the Avery mines are situated, and for 
his reliability I vouch. ‘The telegram is as follows: 

The facts are that the owners of the Avery mines charge about $20,000 peran- 
num rent, which, with high freights over the railroads, prevent the lessees from 
making money. h rent and a have more to do with closing the 
Avery mines than competition of British salt, 

It was to answer the statement made by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan that I rose to read the telegram. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think my friend from Lonisiana [Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD] did not intend to say that the Avery mines yielded 500 tons 
of salt a day. At that rate the product would be within one-sixth of 
the whole consumption of salt in the country, which is about 60,000, 
000 bushels a year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The annual consumption of 
salt in the United States is a little over 50 pounds per capita. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Thestatement that the Avery salt mines when 
worked yield 500 tons a day is made on the authority of my colleague 
[Mr. Gay], representing the district in which those mines are located. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish, for the sake of infor- 
mation, to put one question to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD]. I have heen under the impression that the Avery mine 
had to wagon its salt quite a distance, Is that the case at this time? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The Avery mines have not until within a short 
time been connected with any railway; but recently a branch railroad 
line was constructed to the mines. They are not situated upon any 
navigable water way. There is a marsh of 10 or 12 miles in extent 
between the mines and the sea. The railway which now reaches 
them was constructed under a contract with the lessees of the mines 
that the output should equal 500 tons a day; and over that line of rail- 
road the salt is transported. That- is the only means now existing by 
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which it can reach the markets of the world. If disaster has attended 
the efforts to operate the mines, itis in consequence of the high freights 
on the railroad and the high rent which the lessees of the mine pay 
for its use rather than the effect of foreign competition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Do the British merchants who ship their 
salt here—— : 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLS. As no other gentleman seems desirous of discussing 
this question, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GroSvENoR] to strike out the pending para- 

h. 
pig e BUCHANAN. Before that question is taken, I desire to offer 
an amendment to perfect the paragraph. I move to amend byadding, 
at the end of line 29, the words ‘‘and when imported for dairy pur- 
LEJ 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. GROSVENOR to 

strike out the pending paragraph, as follows: 
Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other 


or in bulk, when imported 
from any country which does not charge an import duty upon salt exported 
from the United States. 


The question being taken, the motion of Mr. GROSVENOR was re- 


“jected; there being—ayes 46, noes 86. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 26 and 
27, the words ‘‘or in bulk” and inserting ‘‘ known as dairy or table 
salt;’? so that this paragraph will then read: 

Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, known as dairy or table salt, 
when imported from any country which does not charge an import duty upon 
ealt exported from the United States. 


The effect of this amendment is simply to omit from the free-list all 
coarse salt—salt in bulk. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote, 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to amend by inserting after line 29 the fol- 
lowing: 

Rice, cleaned or uncleaned. 

TheCHAIRMAN. This is notan amendment of the pending clause, 
but a new proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is a new proposition to come in after line 29. 

I will say but a word upon this proposition. Rice is a necessary 
of life, and is used all over the country. The domestic production of 
this article is very limited. If it is proper that the people of the coun- 
try should have free salt, it seems to me equally proper that they should 
have free rice. We use annually 280,000,000 pounds of rice. The rate 
of duty imposed upon this article at present is over 100 per cent., and 
the rate proposed in this bill as amended is about 76 per cent., as I 
understand. This is a very high rate of duty for a necessary of life. 

Rice is consumed in every family; itis on every man’s table; it is a 
most nutritious article of fond; and in view of the fact that the home pro- 
duction of this article is so limited, it seems to me the consumers of the 
country should not be compelled to pay a tax upon an article which we 
can not produce in sufficient quantitytosupplythe home market. Hence 
I submit that a very fair way of treating the American people, a very 
proper way of improving this bill, and a very good way of reducing the 
surplus, would be to put rice on the free-list. I hope that our friends 
on the other side who are so anxious to supply the necessaries of life to 
the consumers of the country cheaply will support this proposition. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Can my colleague [Mr. BAYNE] inform us 
whether there is any ‘‘ trust’’ in connection with rice? 

-Mr. BAYNE. I believe there is a ‘‘trust’’ in rice; I am told there 
is. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, BAYNE, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 34, noes 83, 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Flax straw. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to move to strike out, and am 
willing it shall apply to the four lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk 
will report the lines referred to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I amrequested by gentlemen who wish 
to discuss the question to confine the motion to the first line, to flax 
straw, the reyenue paid on which is $1.18. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for the reading of the four lines, so they may 
be under consideration at the same time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is the understanding we can move an amend- 
ment to either one of the lines? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, any of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Flax straw. 

Flax, not hackled or dressed. 
, hackled, known as dressed line. 
Tow of flax, or hemp, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the first line and 
hte yield to the gentleman from Texas now to move that the Commit- 

rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the lawsin relation to the 
collection of the reyenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


_ Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent in the follow- 
ing cases: 

To Mr. DIBBLE, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


BIRMINGHAM, SELMA AND NEW ORLEANS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama. I move that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans 
Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee River in 
Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad 
Company, a corporation created an beer ai, under the laws of Alabama, be, 
and harso, authorized to erect and maintain a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River, at such point between Point Jackson and Demopolis as shall be selected 
by said railroad company for crossing said river with their railroad line, the 
said bridge to have a draw-span, so as not to interfere with the navigation of 
said river: Provided, That any bridge constructed under this act and accordin 
to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be known and recogni 
as a post-route, and the same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which 
also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, ae te nage oe was Bon! neg rhe Kay sey or qo pa h 
passengers or fre passing over e rate per mile paid for 
their transportation over the railroads leading to the said bridge; and equal 
the use of said bridge shall be ted to all tel re and tele- 

; have the rig way across 
said bridge and its approaches for apapa a hp! 
ri 


river at the proposed site of the brid 
and currents, shall be submitted to the Secret. of War for his ny Seller and 
until he approves the plans and location of said bridge itshall not be built; but 
upon the approval of said plan by the Secretary of War the said company or 
corporation may proceed to the erection of said bridge in conformity with said 
approved plan, and should any change be made in the pra of said bridge dur- 
ing the progress of the work thereon, such change shall be subject likewise to 
the approval of the Secretary of War. And there shall be displayed on said 
bridge from sunset to sunrise such lights or other signals as may be prescribed 
by the ag, Ce ions Board, 

Sec. 3. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at 
any time; and that ifatany time navigation of said river shall in any manner be 
obstructed or impaired by the said bridge, the Secretary of War shall have au- 
thority, and it shall be his duty, to require the said railroad company to alter 
and change the said bridge, ‘at its own expense, in such manner as may be 
proper to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; and if upon 
reasonable notice to said railroad company to make such asc or improse 
mentsthe said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall have authority 
to make the same at the roe of said company, and all the rights conferred 
by this act shall be forfeited; and Congress shall have powse to do any and all 
things necessary to secure the free navigation of the said river. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years aud completed within 
four years from the date thereof. 


The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was read, as follows: 


Insertthe following as section 4: 

“Spo, 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use ofsaid bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such 
use, shall fail to a; upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties.” 

The report (by Mr. Crisp) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 9610) au- 
thorizing the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad Company to build 
a bridge across the Tombigbee River, in Alabama, have had the same under 
re aration; snd beg leave to report it back with an amendment and recom- 
mend its ©. 

The communications of the Secretary of War and of the Chief of Engineers on 
the subject are appended hereto. 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, May 7, 1888. 

Sm: In reply to your request of the 27th ultimo for the views of this Depart- 
ment upon House bill 9610, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to authorize the Bir- 
mingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across 
the Fombigbee River, in Alabama, I have the honor to invite attention to the 
inclosed report of the 4th instant on the subject from the Acting Chief of En- 
gioas, expressing the opinion that the bill contains all necessary provisions 

or the security of navigation, which view is concurred in by this ment, 
Very respectfully, 


8S. V. BENET, 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. M. L. CLARDY, 
Chairman Committee cn Commerce, House of Representatives. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1888. 

Sır: I have the honor to return herewith (H. R. 9610) a bill “ to authorize the 
Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railroad Cupan to build a bridge across 
the Tombigbee River, in Alabama,” and to report that upon examination the 
bill contains all necessary provisions for the security of navigation, inasm 
as it provides ** that the plan and location of said bri * * * shall be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War for his Approval and until he approves the plans 
and location of said bridge it shall not be built,” And also, “ if at any time 
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navigation of said river shall in any manner be obstructed or impaired by the 
said bridge, the Secretary of War shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, 
to require the said railroad company to alter and change the said bridge, at its 
own expense, in such manner as may be proper tosecure free and complete navi- 
gation without impediment. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Jan Chief p tl 
Oj NGINCETS. 
Hon. WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, S -{ 
Secretary of War, 

There was no objection and the amendment was agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPAIRS TO UNITED STATES MINT. r 

“Mr. RANDALL. Iask, by unanimous consent, to introduce a bill 
making appropriation for the necessary repairs and alterations to the 
United States miñt building at Philadelphia, and move it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAND. That bill ought to go to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has nothing to do with Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks, from the title, it 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is simply for repairs and increased storage in 
the Philadelphia mint. It has nothing to do with coinage. 

Mr. B D. All such extensions of mint buildings belong to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the request. 


WINNEBAGO INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the House Calendar from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winnebago reservation, 
in Nebraska, and to put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob; 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to sell at public sale, after giving due and proper notice 
by publication in such newspapers as he may select, the following-described 

nd, being a part of the reservation now occupied by the Winnebago tribe of 
Indians in the State of Nebraska, to wit: Lots 3 and 4, the south half of the 
northeast quarter and the southeast quarter of section No, 33, lots Nos. 5 and 6, 
the south half of the northwest quarter and the southest quarter of section 
So: 34, all in township No. 27 north, of range No. Geast, sixth principal merid- 


n. 

Sec. 2, That the said land to be sold in such governmental divisions as the 
Secretary of the Interior may determine; said sale to be for cash in hand and 
to the highest bidder, and the proceeds arising from such sale to be placed to 
the credit of the Winnebago tribe of Indians, and to be paid to them atthe time 
the first annuity is due after the said land shall be sold, the money arising from 
sale of said land to be divided pro rata among the members of the tribe: Pro- 
vided, That in case any members of the tribe have taken allotments on any of 
the land described above, said allotments may be canceled by the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the consent of the Indian or Indians who have taken such 
allotments, and said members of the tribe who thus voluntarily relinquish any 
allotment may select other land on the reservation under the law and have the 
same allotted the same as if no selection had been made: Provided further, 
That no sale of the above-described land shall be made unless the Winnebago 
tribe of Indians shall give their assent thereto: Provided also, That any right 
acquired the Sioux City and Nebraska Railroad Company for right of way 
for a line of railway and to lands for use and occupancy for station and depot 
purposes under an agreement made with the Winnebago Indians, bearing date 
April 17, 1880, approved by the Secretary of the Interior on the 27th day of July, 
1880, shall not be affected by this act. 

The committee therefore recommend the following amendment: 

At end of section 2 insert: 

“n proces; That at any time within three months after the sale of 
the ù jotted lands as provided, any members of the tribe who have not vol- 
untarily relinquished their allotments on the land described are authorized to 
make sale of their lands with the consent of their special nt, by transfer, and 
assigning their patents, and the purchaser shall pay into the hand of the agent 
of the Winnebago Indians in Nebraska, for the benefit of said tribe as heretofore 

rovided, the same price per acre as the average price paid for lands at the pub- 
ic sale, and said members of the tribe may select lands on the reservation the 
same as if no selection had been made,” 

Also in line 5 of section 2, after the words “ Winnebago tribe of Indians,” add 
qhe words “in Nebraska.” 

A = line 18 of section 2, after the word “Indians,” add same words "in 

raska. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the right to object until I hear some- 
thing about what this is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman having charge of the bill 
will explain how much land is to be sold, and the terms on which the 
authorization is granted. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Winnebago Indians sifned a petition asking the 
privilege of disposing of one section of their land, 640 acres of land, 
in Nebraska. These Indians have taken their lands under allotments, 

„and every adult member of the tribe signed that petition. Ithas been 
Spprorea by the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affaire, and has the unanimous report of the House committee. 


7 7 
i as HOLMAN. Does the bill provide for the appraisement of the 
and? 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, sir, by and under the authority of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Sale at public auction? 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In subdivisions? 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes. 

Mr. McSHANE. In such manner as may be directed by the Secre- 
tay of the Interior, and the proceeds are to go to the Indians them- 
selves. 

There being no objection, the amendments recommended b; the com- 
mittee were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ord to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
posed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALMON R. TOBEY. 


Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent noe the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2537) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Almon R. Tobey, and put the same 
upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from the-records of the War Department the charge of 
desertion standin, inst Almon R. Tobey, late a private in Company I, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Kaine Infantry Volunteers, and that he give to the said Almon 
R. Tobey an honorable discharge from said organization. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM TABB. 


Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up for present consideration the bill (S. 741) for the re- 
lief of William Tabb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 
and is hereby, directed to pay to William Tabb, of Spottsylvania County, near 
Fredericksburgh, Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $2,149.75, baag in full for supplies taken from him during 
the years 1863 and 1864, by and for the use of the United States troops. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 

with the reading of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, but before concluding 
(the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced the House in recess, under its previous order, until 8 o’clock 
p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o'clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
June 8, 1888. 


Hon. BENTON McMI.11y is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro tem- 


pore at this evening’s session. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joun B. CLARK, 
Clerl: House of Representatives, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. . : 
Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
-tee of the Whole House for the consideration of the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the order of Friday 
last be pursued this evening; that is, that bills be taken up in the or- 
der in which they appear on the Calendar, and unless the consideration 
of the bill is asked, when so reached, that it be informally passed over 
with the understanding that we begin where we left off on last Friday. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to know how far back 
we would have to goon the Calendar if we commence at the begin- 


ning? 

Mr. MORRILL. It would take all the evening to get through with 
the bills which have heretofore been passed over. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iwill not object, butwill ask con- 
sent to take up a bill in the course of the evening. 

Mr. DORSEY. I have attended these sessions regularly, and shall 
ask consent to take up one bill out of that order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the reading of the 
Calendar will begin on page 62, the third bill from the top of the page. 


BENJAMIN CONTEL. 


Mr, DORSEY. I ask consent to go back on the preceding page and 
take up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to 
Benjamin Contel. 

There was no objection. 

The bill@vas read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin Contel, 
formerly drummer-boy in Company K, Sixth United States Infantry, serving 
in said company from April, 1532, until 1837, and participating in the Black 
Hawk War, re-enlisting in same regiment in 1839 and serving until 1844; also 
served as private in Captain Morgan's battalion, Missouri Volunteers, in Florida 


war ; who also served as captain Company F, Ninth Jowa Cavalry, from Au 
1863, until February, 1866; also se asa sergeant in Company H, Fourth 
iment United States Infantry, and that he be rated at $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


This soldier asks a pensions for long and faithful service. The following let- 
ters from the Secretary of War and Adjutant-General set forth fully the service, 


“War DEPARTNENT, Washington City, April 10, 1888, 
“Sre: In response to your request of the 26th ultimo, I have the honor to 
transmit herewith. for the use of your committee, a letter of the 7th instant from 
the Adjutant-General of the Army, containing the military history of Benjamin 
Contel, late = Company H, Fourth United States Infantry. 


“ House 6302, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to grant said Contel a pen- 
sion, pon was reprae with your letter, is berewith returned. 
‘Very y, 


“WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
. “ Secretary of War. 
“ Hon., E. N. Mo 


“Of Commitice on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives.” 
“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, April 7, 1888. 

“Srm: I have the honor to transmit letter from Hon. E. N. Morrill, M. C., in- 
closing H. R. 6302, and requesting a full military history of the service of Ben- 
jamin Contel, for the use of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

“In reply to such request I have the honor to report that the records show 
that Benjamin Contel, Company K, Sixth United States Infantry, transferred 
to Com y D same be paap was enlisted March 1,1832, and discharged March 
1, 1837, by expiration of term of service, a musician. 

, of Captain John Sconce’s Missouri Mounted 
Spies (called Morgan Spies), was enrolled November 3, 1837, and mustered out 
March 18, 1838. 


pe Senjemain Contal enlisted in Company D, Sixth United States Infantry, April 
20, 1839, and was discharged April 30, 1844 vy expiration of term of service. 

‘Capt. Benjamin Contal, Company F, Ninth Iowa Cavalry, was mustered in 
with company November 20, 1863, and mustered out with company February 3, 
1866. 


“M Benjamin Contal again enlisted April 20,1867; was assigned to Company H, 
Fourth United States Infantry, and discharged April 3, 1869, per Gen Orders 
No. 15, DODATA of the oirrn: series of 1869, a y rosy ea 

y „ very respect: our obedient servan 
ost. if ois “R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 
“The SECRETARY OF WAR.” 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment 
striking out the words " twenty-five,” in lines 16 and 17, and inserting the word 
“twelve.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNIG. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iask unanimous consent to go back 
three bills on that same page and take up the bill (H. R. 5284) increas- 
ing pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, widow of Alexander Schim- 
melfennig, late brigadier-general and major-general by brevet, not for 
present consideration, but to ask that it be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that its consideration be fixed for the 20th of June, 
under the same conditions precisely as the other increase bills which 
have heretofore been set for consideration on that day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the bill be read now and 
the report, and considered on its merits. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It will beread then and considered. 

. Under the order of the House heretofore made the bills that are fixed 
for consideration are to be considered and are subject to amendment, 
with fifteen minutes debate on each side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, I shalinot object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection then, this bill will be re- 
ported to the House, with the same conditions which have been ap- 
plied to other bills set for consideration on the 20th of June. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM H. H. BUCK. 


The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. Grout, was the bill (H. R. 9347) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. H. Buck. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of William H. H. Buck, late pri- 
vate of Company G, First Vermont Cavalry, and pay him a pension in accord- 
ance with the d of disability actually existing by reason of chronic rheu- 


ma! and resulting curvature of spine and varicose veins of leg. 
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The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5313) 
granting an increase of pension to William H.H.Buck,have had the same 
under consideration, and leave to submit the following report: 

William H, H. Buck served asa private in Company G, First Vermont Cav- 
alry, from December 11, 1883, until September 13, 1865. In November, 1865, he 
applied for pension on account of chronic rheumatism and results. The claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the disabilities were not 
chargeable to the service. The records of the War Department show treatment 
in service for measles, rheumatism, and dropsy. 

On March 3, 1879, Congress an act placing him on the pension-rolls at 
$6 pe month. Medical examinations show, however, a greater degree of disa- 
bility from the aforesaid causes, but as the rate of (penan was fixed by the act, 
a higher rate of te egies than that mentioned in the act could not be allowed 
by the Pension Office. In the Forty-ninth Congress a bill was introduced and 
it became law August 3, increasing Buck’s pension to $12 Rpa month, the 
rate now received by him. Why no greater increase was asked then does not 
appear, except from the statement of Hon. W. W. GROUT, of this House, made 
to your committee, to the effect that thesum of $12 wasinserted in the bill under 
a ig hace eit of the facts in the case. 

The last medical examination of claimant was had on December 8,1881. The 
disability then existing from curvature of the spine and varicose or dropsical 
condition of le was rated as equivalent to loss of hand or foot. From the evi- 
dence filed with your committee, including photographs, it is evident that the 
disability has not decreased since that date. a 

‘The bill under consideration proposes to increase the ion to $30 
which your committee, in the absence of any late medical exam: 
todo. But Congress having recognized the incurrence of 
ties in the service and line of duty, the committee are of opinion that he should 
be properly rated therefor, and therefore leave to submit a substitute bill 
which proposes to increase the ponso in accordance with the finding of a medi- 
cal board, and ask that said substitute bill do pass. 


The substitute bill recommended by the committee was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
LUCIUS B. VARNEY. 

The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. DINGLEY, was the bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pen- 
sion of Lucius B. Varney. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he hereby is, au- 

thorized and directed to increase the pension cius B, Varney, late a private 

of Company E, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, to $50 per month. 
The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


Lucius B. Varney served in Company E, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteers, 
from April 27, 1861, to July 19, 1864. While in the service he contracted chronic 


month, 
ne 
nsioner’s disabili- 


“rheumatism, and is now in receipt of pension at the rate of $31. 25 for said disease 


and its results, 


pul 

the rheumatism as to make walking impossible, Right ankle is stiff; left foot 
and ankle yzed so that the foot drops forward, knees are partially 
anchy hips stiff; wrists, elbows, and shoulders partially anchylosed. Be- 


’ 
sides, he is y bl 

A pension of $31.25 per month was ted him under the provisions of the 
act of June 8, 1872, because of his total or nearly total helplessness, so as to re- 
quire the regular aid and attendance of another person. Heapplied for increase 
to $50 per month under the act of June 15, 1874, but this application was rejected 
because that act provided for a $50 pension in this class of cases only in which 
tliis total helplessness is shown to be permanent in character. 

Varney’s disabilities are permanent, but the helplessness resulting therefrom 
only exists when confined to his bed. Heis confined to his bed for months ata 
time, and at all times is a t sufferer. His condition is evidently worse 
than that of a person with both feet amputated and otherwise healthy, for 
whom present pension laws provide a pension of $72. 

The bill asks for $50 a month, but $45 being the highest amount recommended 
in this class of cases by the committee, we beg leave to return the accompany- 
ing bill, and respectively ask that it pass, amended, however, by striking out 
the word ** fifty,” in line 6, and insert therein instead the words “forty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL D. CHASE. 


The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. DINGLEY, was the bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel D. Chase. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel 
D. Chase, late of Company E, T: eth Maine Infantry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


A carefuland Sorong examination of the paperson file in this case lead your 
committee to the conclusion that it might rhe api! have been allowed in the 
Pension Office. The piain facts are that soldier enlisted September 3, 1863, and 
was discharged May 20, 1861, for paralysis of left arm. Recovering to a consid- 
erable extent the use of his arm, he re-enlisted January 3, 1865, in the Ninth 
Company Unassigned Maine Volunteers, where he remained, doing light duty, 
until September of that year. 

Claimant proddces abundant evidence to show perfect soundness at enlist- 
ment. He also proves that immediately after going into camp at A Me., 
in fall of 1863, he was detailed torun on the cars between Augusta Portland 
to see that soldiers riding on the cars had the required passes; and that on a 
certain day a drunken soldier, without a pass, ited soldier's attempt to re- 
move him from the ear, and that in the scuffle which ensued claimant’s leftarm 
was considerably injured. It further appears that some months after soldier 
had been to the front, the injured arm, which had troubled him more or less all 
the time, became suddenly painful, and he practically lost the use of it, for 
which disability he was s®on after disc! 

There seems to have been considerable 
cers of the Pension Bureau regarding this case. Atone time it was approved 
for admission, but was finally rej on the ground that the origin of the dis- 
ability was not incident to the service. This opinion seems to have been based 
upon the fact that soldier was treated for gonorrhea while in the service; but 
Dr. Hood, m referee, in considering this said: “I do not think we can 
stand upon rejection on the ground that disability was due to gonorrhea; ” but 


ifference of opinion among the offi- 


1888. 


notwithstanding this, the case was finally rejected on the stren of the hos- 
ep records of a certain date, which showed treatment for this „ and an 

-natured and manifestly prejudiced letter from the captain of the company to 
which soldier belonged. 

‘There is abundant prone that soldier was sound at enlistment; that he was 
discharged for partial paralysis of the arm, when he reached home his arm being 
carried in a sling. Manifestly the disability was incurred after enlistment, and 
there is no is A sapere from a medical standpoint, for believing that it was oc- 
easioned, d: or aya ht by any disease not incident to the service. 

Your Sanitation report the bill with a recommendacion that it do pass 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation Senay it do pass. 


VAN BUREN BROWN. 


The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. Hovk, was the bill hia R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren 
Brown. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Van Buren 
Brown, late of Compay G, Eighth Tennessee Payal, and pay him a pension 
under the regulations and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


In the consideration of this bill-yyour committee have been called upon to re- 
view and weigh a large mass of evidence taken by special examiners, her 
with cumulative proof filed ahd the soldier tog time to time since the date of 
presentation of his claim. From the papers on file there seems to have been a 
diversity of opinion even amongst the officials of the Pension Bureau as to the 
™ The, Sai a hat TON rejected, reopened, and again rejected, but there d: ot 

he claim reo} and agai ere does n 
oypear pear to have been due weight eves to the preponderance of the evidence 
ed and obtained by the special examiner, as it can not be expected that the 
testimony given by comrades, fellow-workmen, and daily companions should 
abound with technical descriptions of a diseased condition that would be ex- 
pected from purely professional sources, 

The facts in this case a to be, and indeed are, as follows: 

This soldier enlisted Jule 4, 1863, and by the records of the War Department 
is shown to have been present up to about December 1, 1863, when he was ad- 
mitted to Asylum General Hospital, Knoxville, Tenn., with debility and anwmia. 
Was furloughed December 14, 1863,and returned to his command February 1, 
1864. He was then reported pray up to about Fe 28, cee and for sos 
months of March and April, 1565, he is reported absent at 
was mek September 11, 1865, after serving inall uee two pri Setan Poor 
mon 

He filed his claim for De peoaos May 19, 1883, alleging chronic diarrhea, con- 
tracted in November, 1863; rheumatism, in n April, 1864, and i my to back and 
head, resulting in spinal disease and deafness, incurred in August, 1864. His 
claim was rejected by the Pension Office in July, 1885, on horse nd that the 
evidence failed to show the origin in the service ofany. of disabilities or 

ionable degree of disability since date of filing. He was examined by 
special board of examining surgeons in 18%, and he was rated for rheumatism. 

The adverse decision of the Pension Office was set aside in September, 1885, 
and the claim ordered forspecial examination. From the claimant’s own state- 
ments made from time to time, and from the general tone of the evidence pre- 
sented, it is evident to your committee that the soldier has suffered from an ob- 
scure affection of the spine and rheumatism. The following may be said to 
cover all the material points embraced in the proofonfile. In the original case 
Dr. Brown, Dr, Odell, John Renfrow, and W. H. Hall testified from personal 
Saree ae that the soldier was sound and free from all disease prior to his en- 

istment, 

Comrades Hall and Calloway testify in the original case to soldier's sickness 
in November, 1863, and that he suffered diarrhea and pain in the hack, and that 
in August, 1864, he was thrown from his horse, injin; side and back, and was 
unfit for duty for some time. They also testify to his having suffered from 
rheumatism while in service, and that he was deaf. Dr. Brown, whose stand- 
ing is good, and Dr. Odell both testify to continuance of rheumatism and spinal 
affection. Dr. Brown has also treated him for chronic diarrhea and deafness, 
and Dr, Odell for like disabilities. Dr. Brown treated the soldier while home 
on drien =} for en and diarrhea. During the two special examina- 
tions had in this case nif gap deer -six witnesses were summoned, interview: 
and cross-examined by the specin examiner. 

The testimon ky be divided into three classes namely, those who do not 
remember anything about the soldier, either in the service or since; those who 
recollect him indistinctly, and those who have known him intimately. 

‘Thomas Southern testifies: 

“I met Van Buren Brown at Nashville in 1864; do not recollect anything be- 
ing the matter with him at thattime. While at Gallatin, Tenn., Brown was 
sick and sent toa private house; think this was in August or September; do 
not recollect malady. 

Robert R. Overton testifies: 

-**Knew Van Buren Brown in aroy in 1863; can not recall that there was 
anything the matter with him at thattime; think at times he was unfit for duty, 
but do not remember of what he complained at any time; think he complained 
at times. 

Rrus i eres pingat G, Eighth T Caval About lastof 

“I was duty sergeani m g e valry. ui o: 
March, 1864, i my first ees no n of Brown. Did not know that there was 
anything the matter with him at thattime. Heard him complaining about the 
time we were at Gallatin, in July or August, Recollection is that he was com- 
plaining of rheumatism in hi ps at that time. While encamped at Knoxville I 
understood that he was away sick; can not tell what was the matter. Com- 
plained of rheumatism and diarrheain Army. Complained of roaring orstrange 
popping in his ears probably two weeks before we were mustered ont. Do not 

at he fell from his horse. Haye not seen him since war closed.” 

Washington B. Hall testifies: 

“Known Brown since his childhood. We enlisted in same company and 
regiment; his health was good, so far as I know, until he went into the service. 
Was in the hospitsl a deal. He was hurt by his horse, either by being 
thrown or by his horse falling; complained of his back and hip next morning, 
He has co nan grea yea eg of his back and hip since the warclosed. He has 
been trea by Dr. ell for trouble in back. as frequently been obliged to 
quit work. Has been in bed three or four weeks ata time. Have noticed him 
as being almost unable to turn himseif in bed; would ery out at times, I was 
at home when he came home sick on furlough; ‘and I saw Dr. Finn treat Brown 
at Columbia, Gallatin, and Sweetwater, Tenn.; helped Brown in ambulance; 
he was about to faint every minute.” 

James W. Callaway t i 


“ [Before special examiner.] 


“Have known Brown since his youth; seemed in 
was in same company and regiment withhim, After 


3 


health before war. I 
gin the service awhile 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 


5047 


he be; to look iv sick at Knoxville during ; com: plained a 


siege; 
bed for by thed doctor at 


good deal in 1854; know what ailed him ; prescril 
pretty much auy s Eer we sto . He really was not able to ‘help work for 
the company; heard him say he rheumatism and diarrhea; he had trouble 


with his ears; was left at Gallatin, sick. 
“ [Before justice of peace.] 


“T knew Brown from time of enlistment until close of war. Iam satisfied that 
Brown contracted rheumatism, diarrhea, and deafness while in the service,” 
Thomas C. Hall testifies: 


“ [Before the special examiner.] ~ 
“ Was a member of Brown’s regiment; have known Brown thirty Just 
before he moved to Knoxville he was gt my house; was down wit his back; 
could not walk or get around; have heard him complain Retin fy his ears; 
recollect that he had diarrhea; havo often heard him compila of his back; he 
had a spell at Gallatin, Tenn. ; do not know what ailed him; he had a spell at 
Knoxville during the siege ; wasin hospital; he was injured by fall of his horse.” 


“| Before justice of peace.] 


“ Was acquainted with Brown ever since his boyhood; he was sound before 

Se ai have seen him down different times since the war with his back, 
and le, 
oseph Cox! testifies before special examiner 

“After we left Knoxville Brown eee bebind sick in hospital; also left him 
behind at Columbia, Tenn., 1864; was always grunting, but I did not think 
there was much the matter with kon do not remember his being thrown from 
his borse and burt; do not know anything about his health since the war.” 

J. C. Mynatt testifles before the special examiner that he— 

“Knew Brown before he enlisted; was an able-bodied man; when he igor 
service was not looking very well; was at home sick during the war. Ih 
him speak of having diarrhea and Theumatism, also in the back; I pout 
tell there was something the matter with him by walk; heard him com- 
plain of diarrhea first year after his discharge.” 

Preston D. Roady testifies: 

* Did not know Brown before he enlisted. LI enlisted in same eer naga n Hi 
was reported sick several times, principally at Columbia and Gallatin. 
recollect what ailed him ; do not remember that he ever suffered with rheuma- 
bern diarrhea, or pains in the back. Ido not remember him falling from his 

orse.” 

Dr, R. L. Brown testifies before justice of peace 

“When V. B. Brown enlisted in the service, ae yaly 4, 1363, he was a sound man. 
Since he was mustered out he has often consulted me about aspinal disease and 
inflammation of theinnerear. Before he enlisted he wasa very stout man. Was 
not intemperate before nor since the war,” 

. Brown testifies before special examiner: 

“Knew claimant. He is my brother, I prescribed for him soon after he came 
outof the Army, for diarrhea, rheumatism, partial deafness, also spinal affection. 
He was often own, disabled in the back. His health was not very good when 
he came home from the Army. He was down a good deal during the summer 


“Soldier complained of his back frequently. Have met him as often = once 
a week since he came to Knoxville, but did not observe any change in him. 
Heard him complain of ears seven or eight years ago; observed a wild expres- 
sion in his eyes, the result of trying to catch sounds, notthink Brown ever 
suffered with rheumatism or diarrhea while under my care. Considered him 
sound before he enlisted in Army. Do not consider him able to do more than 
half manual labor since he came home. Has Nad spinal affection ever since he 
came out of Army.” 

Dr. O. A. Odell further testifies: 

“Have known Brown since boyhood up to time he moved to Knoxville; have 
lived about two miles distant from him. First time I attended him profession- 
ally was in June, 1873; advised him several times what todo. Ltreated him 
for chronic inflammation of the spinal marrow. H im complain with 
back several times; would put his hand to his back and raise slowly with evi- 
dence of pain; examined his back particularly at the time of my visit; was 
sick and could not get up when down without aid. He has co ee every 
time I met him since—which was as often as once a month, he came 
from Army looked broken and complained much.” 

Flora Slainis testifies: 

“I have known Brown eighteen years; have lived close to him until he went 
to Knoxville; saw him in bed sick once—complaining of his back. Worked 
with his wife two summers; heard him complain of back several times during 
thattime. Never knew him to have trouble with e es, ears, or r legs, or to suffer 
with rheumatism or diarrhea, Totally disabled w attacked.’ 

John Mynatt testifies before special examiner 

“Known Brown ever since my boyhood. He complained with his back be- 
tween 1876 and 1880. Went for the doctor forhim; attempted to workin Knox- 
ville on two occasions, but could not do so on account of his back. Do notréc- 
ollect that he ever complained of other troubles.” 

John Curd testifies: : 

“ Have known Brown since his boyhood ; lived abouta mile from him before 
the war. Since the war I lived in about a mile of him from about 1870 
until 1880. Prior to 1870, not over a mile; have worked for him frequently; 
before the war he was a competent workman; was broken down in the Army; 


never looked the same after he came home; complained of having diarrhea 
while in the Army ; complained of his back; have ently noti: him try- 
ing tos! imself; has had pain more or less ever since 1870. Since he 


ten 
moved to to norville I have noticed him going round with stick. At times he 
was unable to coven tend to his stock. Have heard him complain that his ears 
were affected," 

Homer Gilmore has known Brown over twenty years; has been quite inti- 
pened epi during the last four years; knew nothing about condition in 

ce in last four years has indicated that he was not in good 
health: ee dull and asinek do not know what ailed him. > 

Willoughby R. Murphy testifies: 

“Have known Brown since boyhood; did not know anything about his health 
from close of war until 1874; he has had no health since he came to town five 
years ago; have seen him when he could hardly drag along; do not know what 
ailed him; do not think he has been able todo a day’s work in last five years.” 

W. L. Watts testifies? 

“ Have known Brown two years; I boarded at his house; have heard him 
complain a good deal of his back; he hears tolerably well when sitting close to 
him. If you talk to him at a distance he gets up and comes closer. saw him 
when he had s catch in his back and fell to Sikes ground. Have heard him fre- 
quently complain with his back.” 

The special examinajjon in this case was repeated daring the latter part of 
1886, and on po EAA atn 1887, the claim was Srbe Pension Of- 
fice on the ground here was no record o! ros es diarrhea, deafness, 
or rheumatism, inflammation of the spine. oréatinfgctiry evidence of incurrence 
in the service, or pensionable degree of disability since disc 

Your committee are of the opinion that testimony of comrades, fellow- 


workmen, and daily companions is suflic’ent to show the origin and continu- 
ance of the disability in the s@rvice and since discharge. 
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From this testimony and from the long service of the soldier, the obscure na- 
ture of his diseases, and his apparent poverty at the pron time, your commit- 
tee are of the opinion that his claim is clearly one of merit, and that he is enti- 
tled to some recompense for the hardships endured, and therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ISAAC M. JOHNSON. 

The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. ENLOE, was the bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to 
Isaac M. Johnson. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to piace on the rolls of the pension-list of the United States the name 
of Isaac M. Johnson, of Hardin County, Tennessee, 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

It ap) from the records of the War Department that claimant enlisted at 
Nashville, Tenn., on the 15th day of October, 1863, as a private in Company B, 
Second Regiment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry, He was captured on Indian 
Creek, in State of Tennessee, on the 17th day of May, 1864, and confined in 
rebel prison until the 26th day of November, 1864, when he was exchanged at 
Savannah, Ga. He reported at Camp le, Maryland, on the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1864, and on the 11th day of that month he procured a furlough until 
the 11th day of January, 1865, with instructions to report at Camp Chase, Ohio, 
and was mustered out of service at Nashville, Tenn., on the 12th day of April, 
1865, on individual roll, to date from the Ist day of December, 1864. 

The records of the Pension Office show that claimant reported at Nashville, 
Tenn., in the early part of April, 1865, for the purpose of jo’ ning his command, 
and there learned that it had been mustered out of service. © was ordered 
nto bar racks, where he remained until his discharge, on the 12th day April, 1865. 
It appears that while confined in barracks he was exposed to small-pox, and that 
about four days after his Paree A and while on his way home, he was attacked 
with small-pox, and had a terrible siege of that dread malady. This disease left 
behind a number of angry ulcers on both fore-arms, which continued to dis- 
erge matter freely fora numberof years, and finally involved the bones form- 
ing the elbow-joints, causing caries and ultimate pomgleto anchylosis of these 
articulations, thereby rendering both arms almost useless, 

W. Frank, private of the Tenth Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
ano J. L. Ho private of the Sixth Regiment of Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 

io 

“That they know claimant, and were stationed at Nashville when he came 
there to be mustered out, in the spring of 1865, and that they know he was ex- 
posed to small-pox in the barracks.” 

Drs. L. B, Irwin and W. H. Seaman, practicing physicians in Hardin County, 
Tennessee, state— 

“That they have known claimant since a short time after his discharge from 
the service, and that they at different times examined the sores on the arms of 
said Isaac M. Johnson, and that said sores were mattering and of avery painful 
and of a serious nature, That from one of the sores there was taken a spicula 
of bone about 4 inches long. They further state that they are well satisfied that 
said sores resulted from small-pox, and that said sores are now of sucha nature 
as to prevent him from making a living by manual labor, and, further, that both 
elbow-joints are anchylosed.” 

Messrs, Northeut and Bundy, neighbors of claimant, and good reputable citi- 
zens, state: 

“That claimant was attacked with small-pox while on his way home from 
the Army, which so affected both arms as to disable him from manual labor, 
and further, that he was a sound man at date of enlistment.” 

Dr. Asa Bed, United States examining surgeon at Purdy, McNairy County, 
Tennessee, made an official examination of claimant on the 26th day of April, 
1877, and states: 

“I find the applicant suffering from complete stiffness of left elbow, the result 
of an ulcer near the joint, which discharged for several years, finally a portion 
of bone came out and the ulcer healed, leaving the joint stiff. He is also suffer- 
ing from a discharging ulcer on the right arm near the elbow, with four dis- 
charging openings. The bones are both suffering from necrosis. This elbow- 
joint is also stiff. The disability of this arm is equivalent to its loss, and all the 
result of small-pox.” 

Claimant ma AA EENE for pension, butit was rejected on the ground that 
he did not contract the disease in the line of duty. 

While it is true that claimant had been discharged from the service four days 
before the small-pox develo itself, it is nevertheless a fact that he had been 
sapaa to small-pox while in barracks at Nashville, and while he was still in 

e service, 

Your committee, therefore, submit a favorable report, with the following 
amendments, and recommend the passage of the bill: 

“ Amend the title by inserting “* Isaac N. Johnson ” in place of " Isaac M. John- 
son,” and strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

** That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the i babepastr and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Isaac N. Johnson, late a private of Company B, 
Second Regiment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry." 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
House bill No. 10267. I have been here eight years and this is the first 
pension bill that I have had on this Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. - We are going on with the regular or- 
der so well that I think we had better adhere to that. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to take up that bill for 
consideration. 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

GENERAL S. W. PRICE. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 433) granting an 
increase of pension to General 8. W. Price. 4 

Mr. HUNTER. I call that bill up for consideration. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I suggest to the gentleman that this bill had bet- 
ter go over until the 20th of June. It is one of those special bills. 

Mr. CARUTH. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
object to its present consideration ? é 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 


Mr. HUNTER. On what ground)? 
Mr. CHEADLE. Itis not necessary to take up any time of the tom- 


mittee by stating the ground. My position is well understood on that 
question. 

Mr. CARUTH. But I understood that this bill occupied a different 
plane from those objected to by the gentleman from Indiana., 

Mr. CHEADLE. I met General Price and suggested,to him that he 
speak to the gentleman who represented him here and haye the bill go 
over to be considered in a full House. I told him there would be no 
factious opposition to it if it was sent over for the consideration of the 
full House, and that is what I now ask. 

Mr.CARUTH. I haveno objection to that arrangement being made 
if it is satisfactory to the committee. 

There was no objection, and the bill was postponed until the 20th 
of June, to be then considered under like conditions with other pen- 
sion bills assigned for that day. 

MARY DICKINSON. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York) was the bill (H. R. 8779) 
granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary Dickin- 
son, the daughter of Archibald Dickinson, late reye of Company O, Eighth 


Regiment of New York Cavalry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $18 per month, through her legally-constituted guardian, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8779) granting a poen to Mary Dickinson, have had the same under consid- 
eration and beg leave to submit the following Sse 

eon Dickinson is the daughter of Archibald Dickinson, who served in Com- 
pany Ü, Eighth Regiment New York Cavalry. He filed hisclaim for pension on 
account of chronic diarrhea and injury to left eye, and resulting loss of sight of 
same, March 19, 1880, and died from the effects of chronic diarrhea October 6, 
1882. is widow completed the invalid’s claim, and on February 21, 1888, a 
certificate was issued payable to her, but, as it appears, she died February 20, 
1888, leaving an only daughter, aged about forty years, who is demented an 
in needy circumstances. 

The Commissioner of Pensions, through the Secretary of the Interior, under 
the provisions of the joint resolution of May 29, 1830, has forwarded the papers 
in the case, including the report of the special examiner, to this committee, 
with the recommendation that the beneficiary named in the bill be placed on 
the pension-roll. 2 

It is believed to be necessary only to refer to the needy and unfortunate con- 
dition of the claimant by quoting the following statement made by the speMial 
examiner in January, 1888: 

“T find her (the widow) in a most pitable condition. She is old and infirm, un- 
able to rise from her bed without assistance, with no one to render her regular 
aid. Her room was bare of furniture and void of heat. She has an idiotic 
daughter who is entirely helpless,and both women are confined to the same 
scanty bed in a cold room less than 8 feet square,” 

This daughter is now left without a relative, excepting a maimed sister, whose 
circumstances are but little better, 

Your committee concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and ask that the accompanying bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JOHN R. STILES. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar, called up forcon- 
sideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York, was the bill (H. R. 8673) to 
increase the pension of John R. Stiles, late a member of Company G, 
One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteers, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Jobn R, Stiles, ofthe city of Rochester, 
N. Y., late a private in Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers, upon the invalid pension-rolls and pay him at the rate 
of $50 per month, to date from the 4th day of August, 1886, in lieu of the pension 
now paid him under existing certificate numbered 50497, it appearing that said 
soldier was wounded at the siege of Petersburgh, Va., June 18, 1864, sustaining 
the loss ofthe upper 7 inches of the bone of his right arm next to the shoulder- 
joint, so that the resulting disability is greater than if the arm were amputated 
at the shoulder-joint, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


John R. Stiles is now a pensioner at the rate of $36 for gunshot wound of right 
arm. His application for increase has been rejected by the Pension Office, be- 
cause there isno provision of law under which a higher rate than that now re- 
ceived by him can be allowed, unless for loss of arm. 

SaR last medical examination in the case by the Canandaigua, N. Y., board is 
as follows: 

We find in this case an utterly useless arm. There is a loss by resection of 
one-half of humerus in middle, anchylosis of elbow-joint, muscles of arm and 
forearm much atrophied, with entire inability to use or close the hand. His 
condition would be better were the arm removed at shoulder, for it is not onl 
painful and entirely disabled, but is an absolute incumbrance. His disability is 
equivalent to entire loss of arm, and in our judgment he is entitled to the specific 
rating in such cases. 

At the first examination of the pensioner the examining surgeon declared the 
disability as equal to the loss of right arm, the arm hanging suspended by its 
muscular attachments, and gave it as his opinion that the subject must submit 
to its amputation. 

The committee can readily agree with the board of surgeons as to the equity 
in the case, but realizing the inability of the Pension Office to grant relief, trust 
that Con, , as in similar cases, will nt that which the general law will 
not permit, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass amended, however. as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘Stiles’’ in the title of the bill; also strike out 
all after the word “of” in line 8, and insert therein instead the words “ forty- 
five dollars per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him,” 


Theamendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was agreed to. 


1888. 
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There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 

reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
AUGUSTUS AXMACHER. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. FARQUHAR) was the bill (H. R. 2690) granting a 
pension to Augustus Axmacher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus r, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and cighty-seventh New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2690) 
have had the same under considera- 
leave to submit the following Ay nyt 

xmacher, or Axmaker, enlisted in Company C, One hundred and 


at Hatcher’s Run, Va., and while en d in tearing u 
from exposure and arpro r his Spastic sore, mad. 
cal 


the Pone that there is no record of, or medical evidence of, treatment for the 
ice ility in the service, or for some wears subsequent thereto. 
e 


claim has been specially examined, and the report of the examiner con- 


rchant tailor, of Buffalo, N. Y., late captain of claimant’s 
eompany, testifies that when he first saw claimant he was sound and did his 
up of the Weldon Rail- 
inthenight. The 
or two after that 


service. He was a sound man until the exposure incident to tearing u = 
noi! 


The diseased condition of claimant’s eyes is, in the opinion of this committee, 

hen treatment was first rendered 
ntleman of excellent repute. He 
testifies that at that time he found atrophy of the optic nerve in both eyes. Affi- 
ant’s impression is that it was the history of a slowly progressing loss of vision. 
and that there was no arbitrary cause. 

Dr. Lucien Howe, oculist of the Buffalo Eye and Ear Infirmary, testifies that 
he commenced claimant on May 23, 1577. An entry on the books of 
that date is as follows: “ Vision poor for eight or nine years, just after leaving 
the Army; during last three years could see better than now.” 

Eyer medical examination failed to disclose the existence of any yene- 
real trouble. 

Much stress is laid upon the fact that claimant, a part of the time since dis- 

e, was employed in a brewery, and, in common with that class of employés 
indu in the use of beer. Another unfortunate point in the case, and one 
on which the special examiner comments ly, is that the claimant is repre- 
sented by an attorney who, in other cases, found guilty of malpractices, 

The fact, however, that claimant is shown, by the testimony of the 
best of Buffalo citizens, to have contracted disease of eyes from exposure 
incident to his military service; that, although not seriously disabled thereby 
for some years after discharge, continued to suffer therefrom until he was 
compelled to place himself under the charge of oculists, and that he now is un- 
able to provide for himself and his houseful of little children. 

Another objection to favorable consideration by the Pension Office, and here- 
tofore omitted, is that claimant appears to have been a member of a militia 
company of the State of New York for some seven years after 1870; but your 
committee are not disposed to give much weight thereto, in particular when it 
is shown that during part of this period he was under the care of an oculist, 

From all the evidence in the case, your committee are of opinion that the claim 
is meritorious, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask 
that it do pass, amended, however, by inserting after the word “ Volunteers,” in 
line 7, the words “and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as-amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ALICE CROARKIN, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was the bill (S. 900) for the 
relief of Mrs. Alice Croarkin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice Croarkin, widow of James 
Croarkin, late of Company ©, Third Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


From a careful examination of the facts in above case, as stated in the report 
of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is hereto annexed and made apart 
hereof, your committee believe the case to be a meritorious oue, and they there- 
fore recommend the passage of ill, 


[Senate Report No. 318, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Alice Croarkin, have examined the same, and report; 
The evidence froma number of comrades, and not questioned, clearly proves 


bab! 
-| that produced the hernia.” 


that James Croarkin, the husband of claimant, was badly ruptured in the fallof 
1863, ata piace called Camp Drywood, Missouri, and it is also apparent that he 
died of this i ng in April, 1868. 

Dr. Pease, of Montello, Wis., testified that he treated the soldier for hernia 
March 30, 1868, of long standing, which had affected contiguous ts, namely, 
the lower bowels, prostate gland, and bladder, which resulted in suppression 
of urine, constipation, delirium, and death. The doctor knew him well from 
1862. He was free from hernia until he was injured in the Army, and witness 
first knew of it afterhisreturn home. No particular treatment was at any time 
necessary for the hernia, but the resultant complications and co! uences, as 
stated above, was the character of his 
He could not work at all from his discharge until death, 

The Pension Office rejection is upon the ground that death was not due to 
his military service. 

Itis in evidence that the soldier was treated for hernia by the surgeon of the 
jj ero at the time of the accident. ‘ 

he Pension Office, by correspondence with witnesses, has Reba this 
case so as, in the opinion of the committee, to make it very strong. m the 
memoranda attached to the files it is apparent that some of the medical experts 
of the office are convinced that it should be allowed, For example, there oc- 
curs this comment: 

“ While the death cause is not a probable pathological result of the hernia, it 
is by no means im le that the death cause wasa direct result of the injury 


Here is span case. The man was hurt. The fact and manner of the injury 
are establi |. He neyerrecovered. Never ceased to suffer. He died. Ifhe 
did not die of this injury it is impossible for human skill to determine what was 
the cause of death, 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM P. GORDON, 

Mr. STEELE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew the request I made a 
while ago for unanimous consent to have taken up and considered at this 
time a bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to ee on the pension-roll, at the rate of $18 per month, 
the name of William P. Gordon, dependent invalid son of William H. Gordon, 
late 5 oes of Company A, Eighty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, de- 
ceased. 

The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee-on Invalid Pensions, having had under consideration the case 
of Bask sce P. Gordon, submit the accompanying bill, and report upon thesame 
as follows: 

the death of William H. Gordon, late private in Company A, Eighty-fourth 
In Volunteer Infantry, his 'on, William P. Gordon, was left an orphan, 
deprived of a father’s care and support. 
he said William P. Gordon is now drawing a pension as the minor heir of 
said William H. Gordon, which will cease August 2, 1888, under the provisions 
of the general laws, he being at that date sixteen years of age. 

The said William P. Gordon is, and has been for years, a sadly deformed 
cripple, and subject to seizures resembling epileptic fits, which totally dis- 
quality him for the performance of any mental or physical labor, and when his 
pension ceases by law he will, of necessity, me a care and b m upon 
relatives who are financially unable to provide and care for him. 

In se te affidavits Drs, France and Selvey testify, in substance, that he has 
a very bad angular curvature of the spine: that he is, and has been ever since 
his spinal trouble, frequently attack epileptic paroxysms of a vay debili- 
erage, hearer! and that they produce a depressed condition of the mind. In 
the physician’s opinion his condition is so bad that he is totally unfitted for 
either mental or physical labor of any consequence. His mother isa 
widow, with no income save such as she can earn by washing for her neigh 
and, being in delicate health, that income is very uncertain. After the death 
of her husband, William H.Gordon, she remarried, when her pension ceased. 

The committee believe this to be a case in every way worthy of Congressional 
soron; and therefore submit the accompanying bill and recommend the passage 
of the same, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY WHIRRY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. GUENTHER) was the bill (S. 1194) granting ‘a 
pension to Mary Whirry. $ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Wh: dependent mother of 
George H. Whirry, late a private in Company D, Eighth Wisconsin Regiment, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


Tua erect ire Nn Pensio = Net ear te referred the bill (S, 1194) 
nting a pension to Mary Whirry, subm: e following report: 
SThat ey find the statements contained in the Senate report herein, which is 
hereto attached and made part hereof, fully sustained by the evidence filed with 
the committee that the claimant is now old and poor, and they therefore rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass, 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1194) granting 
a pension to Mary Whirry, have examined the same, and report: 
his claimant was the mother of George H. Whirry, a private in wage gd D, 
Wisconsin volunteers, and she was pensioned May 5, 1 at the rate of $8 per 
month, on account of the death of her son in the service. October 25, she 
was dropped from the pension-roll on account of her remarriage. She no 
means of support except the pension of $8 a month, and she married with the 
expectation of relief from poverty; but her second husband, Hugh Larmer by 
name, proved to be a en, worthless man, and the court gave her a decree 
of divorce and the custody of her child. 
She is now seventy years of age and dependent upon charity, and a large 
number of respectable citizens of Dodge County petition for her restoration. 
Her second m: was a very unfortunate mistake, but it is not the pre: 
rogative of the Government to punish such errors. She was deprived of her 
support by her son’s death, Hersmall pension was insufficient. Sheis now old 
miserably poor, and the committee think that for the small remnant of her 
life she may be restored to the pension-roll asa dependent widow. 
The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 


There being 20 objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


last sickness and the cause of his death, “-' 


. 
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MARIE A, SALISBURY AND ALMIRA MORGAN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar eng up for con- 
sideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York) was the bill (H. R. 469) grant- 
ing a ion to Marie A. Salisbury and Almira Morgan, only children 
of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolutionary Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit adt elc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the names of Marie A. Salis- 
bury and Almira Morgan, only surviving daughters of Maj. Abner Morgan, of 
the first continental troops in the war of the Revolution; and to pay each of 
them at the rate of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 409) grant- 
ing a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Almira Morgan, only children of Maj. 
Abner Morgan, of the Revolutionary Army, have considered the same, and 


would report as follows: s 
It is pro d in this bill to pay a pension of $12 per month to Marie A. Salis- 
bury and Almira Morgan, as the surviving children of Maj. Abner Morgan. 
Major Morgan served as jor of a ent organized under resolution of 
the Commonwealth of M usetts for service in the Continental establish- 
ment, and cularly in the Canada campaign of 1776. His service began 


January 1, 1776, and continued for a period of eleven months and ten days. He 
was ioned from March 4, 1831, to November 6, 1837, when he died, at the 
rate of $233.20 per year. : E $ 3 

It appears from evidence filed in rt of this claim that Marie A, Salisbury 
is about seventy years, and that Elmira Morgan is in her eighty-first year. 
Both are destitute of any means of support, and Almira is supported at the ex- 
pense of Livingston County, New York. Mrs. Salisbury states under oath that 
during the last years of her father’s life she and her sister Almira took care of 
their father, ane that the husband of deponent rendered him medical aid and 
attendance. 

The evidence on file in the Pension Office shows that during his last years 
Major Morgan, who the age of about one hundred years, became of un- 
sound mind, and no doubt rendered his personal care constant and laborious, 
His two surviving daughters appeal to the country which their father efficiently 
served over one hundred years ago, at the beginning of its war for independ- 
ence. 3 

Your committee consider the case one of unusual merit, and recommend the 
passage of X 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

EMILY W. OGDEN. > 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. LEHL- 
BACH) was the bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Og- 
d 


en. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

, thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily W. Ogden, widow of Cor- 

nelius A. Ogden, late a major in the United States Army, who died while in the 

service, in 1856, and to pay hera pension of $50 per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 


Cornelius A. Ogden was a major in the United States Corps of Engineers, and 
rendered long and valuable services to the country. He was engaged under 
Colonel De Th at Fort Morgan in 1822 and 1823, and afterwards was himself 
in command of the work. He was then engaged in the construction of the Na- 
tional road running through Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois. After completing this 
work, he was again sent to complete the work at Fort Morgan, and remained 
there until 1817. He was then sent to Baltimore to construct a light-house at 
Sollers Point, and was there succeeded in the work by Robert E. Lee. In 18i9, 
Major Ogden was sent to the Pacific coast on a commission to reporton thecon- 
struction of fortifications and establishment of navy-yards, and was finally sent 
to Boston in 1852 to construct the light-houses and to superintend all the publie 
works in that vicinity.. Here ed, on the 23d day of August, 1556, from dis- 
ease caused by overwork and exposure. Mrs. Ogden, at the time of his death, 
was in such circumstances that it was not necessary for her to receive aid from 
the Government, and therefore she did notapply fora pension. After the death 
of her husband she again took up her residence in Mobile, Ala., and the results 
of the late war left her almost penniless. Since that time most of her relatives 
have died. After the war, compelled by her necessities, she made application 
for pension, which was rejected by the Pension Commissioner. Ina letter to 
General Humphreys declaring his decision, the Commissioner concluded as fol- 


lows: 
“The claim for pension of Emily W. Ogden, widow of Cornelius A, Ogden, 
‘major in Corps of Engineers, United States Army, who died August 23, 1856, 
ean not be allowed under the general laws, her husband having died of disease 
contracted in time of peace, She can only obtain_relief by special act of Con- 
3 


The brother officers of the deceased major testified that he died of disease 
contracted in the service caused by overwork and exposure. Mrs. Ogden is now 


far advanced in years and her health is very poor. Your committee is satisfied 


that had she made application immediately after the death of her husband she 
would no doubt have received a pension. 

Your committee respectfully recommend that the bill do pass, with the fol- 
roe ca In line 9 of the bill strike out the word “ fifty” and insert 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was read, 
as follows: 

In line 9, strike out “50” and insert ‘30; * so as to make the rate of pension 
$30. a month. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I think this is a case where the amendment re- 
ported by the committee onght not to he agreed to. The amount of 
pension originally proposed in the bill, $50 a month, seems to me small 
enough under the peculiar circumstances, and I hope the committee will 
agree to grant it. This lady is now seventy-six years old, is confined 
to her bed, and will probably live not more than a year. When we take 
into consideration the fact thatif she had applied in 1856 she could have 
obtained a pension, and that,she did not apply because she did not then 
need it, I think Congress can afford now to grant her for the short re- 


mainder of her life a pension of $50 a month, I hope the amendment 
will be voted down. 7 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As I understand, the Pension Office has held that 
this lady could not have obtained a pension under the general law if 
she had applied for it, and can notnow. I willask the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH], or some other member of the commit- 
tee, what is the amount fixed by the general law as the pension for the 
widow of a major? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Ido not wish to take up the time of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. If there is objection I will not press my propo- 


sition. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. What rate of pension does the commit- 
tee propose ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Thirty dollars a month; but I think, under the 
circumstances, we ought to grant $50. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that $30 is the amount allowed by 
law to the widow of a major. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘Twenty-five dollars. 

Mr, LEHLBACH. Allow me to state that this lady’s husband was 
a major in the Engineer Corps, an officer of high rank at that time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But still his rank was that of a major. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. As I have said; I do not wish to occupy the time 
of the Committee of the Whole; if there is objection to my proposition 
let the amendment of the committee be to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest an amendment fixing this pension at 
the rate allowed by law to the widow of a major. We shall then, in 
the passage of the bill, simply adjudicate that this widow is entitled 
toa pension, but we shall not grant her a pension above the rate already 
ee to avast number of widows of majors. I think this is the better 
policy. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee offer an 
amendment? A 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Yes, sir; I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out “30” and inserting ‘'25.*? I do this so that this lady may 
be on the same footing as widows of other majors. . 

The amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of the committee to strike 
out ‘'50’’ and insert ‘‘ 30,” it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCULLOGH. May I ask the House to grant me a favor, 
which is somewhat in the nature of a ‘‘dilatory motion?’’? I desire 
that the Committee of the Whole return to a bill on page 55 of the 
Calendar which was passed over in my absence. I hope there will be 
no objection to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. FORD. There is no objection, if it be understood we are to 
be allowed to do the same thing in regard to a number of other bills 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. LANE. _I object. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. If objection is made, I feel constrained to de- 
mand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is being followed. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] 
will think a moment, he must see that I can give him a great deal 
more trouble than he can give me. He can not have his bill reached 
if I undertake to oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLiocu]. 


CHLOE FRAILY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. LANE) 
was the bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Chloe Fraily, the mother of John N. Fraily, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company B, Seventieth Regiment of Mlinois Infantry 
Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions beg leave to report that John N. Fraily, 

a private of Company B, Seventieth Ilinois Regiment Infantry, was enlisted 
in said company June 5, 1862,and was honorably discharged on the 23d day of 
October, 1862, on account of sickness, 
_ It appears further from the record that in July,1862,the soldier took down 
with fever, followed by chronic diarrhea, and that in December, 1862, the soldier 
died from said disease, which he had contracted in the service and in line of 
duty. These facts are made to appear from the affidavits of seven or eight wit- 
nesses, and there is no dispute about them. 

It further appears that the claimant is the mother of the soldier; that she isnow 
eset net die old, is very poor and needy; that her husband is seventy-two 
pes ofageand nearly blind; andis totally unable todoany manual labor and has 

n so disabled for six or seven years, and that the claimant has no person to 
re aa her and no means of support,and that the pension could not be allowed 
in the Pension Office forthe reason that at the time of the enlistment she was not 
dependent on the soldier for support, but it now appears if the soldier was living 
the mother would be depending on him for support, and this being within the 
rule adopted by this committee, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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JAMES T. BOURLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. LANE) 
was the bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T. Bourland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb; 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll subject to the pro 
and limitations of the OL rag toe laws, the name of James T T. Bourland, late of 
Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Infantry. 


‘The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The record shows that ear soldier, James T. Bourland, enlisted Au; 2, 
1861, and was discharged August 16, 1862. He made app. on for on in 
the Pension Office, but the sores raha rejected on the ground that the disability 
was not the result of service in the Army. The record shows that the soldier 
while in Army in 1862 was placed in the regimental hospital with fever, and 
peor he remained there cavern! daysand that the fever finally settled in hiseyes 
and affected his head and hearing. 

An affidavit of two of his ps hea on file now with the committee—that of 
Simon Wise and A. B. Johnson—states that they knew the soldier, that he con- 
tracted sore eyes in the service, and also deafness, and that he is and has been 
ever since his discharge so afflicted with such trouble that he is unfit for manual 

„and that he isa worthy man. Your committee find that said soldier con- 
tracted said disability while in the service and in line peep and that he is now 
disabled because of such injury, and therefore recommend that said bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET E. COOPER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar {called up by Mr. LANE) 
was the bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Congest: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub; ect to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet E. Cooper, widow of Will- 
iam B. Cooper, late major of the Ninety-eighth Illinois ‘Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


That the said William B. Cooper was major of the re detract en 
alunos, was mustered September 3, 1862, and honorably Spn 
1, 1863; that while in the service and line of ‘duty he contracted rh 

for which he drew a pension until his death, December 9, 1882; that the tains 
of Harriet E. Cooper for a pension as the widow of said William B. Cooper was 
rejected by the Department upon the alleged ground that his death was the 
result of intemperance. 

Your committee have examined the evidence with care, and while it is true 
that the testimony shows that Major Cooper a good deal, yet we can not 
arrive at the conclusion that his death was traceable to this cause, but rather 
to rheumatism. 

Dr, Frank W. Goodell, a physician in good standing in Effingham, Il, testi- 
fies that he knew the soldier ; that he saw him shortly before his death, and 
made an examination of his condition, and swears that in his opinion, from his 
knowledge of the case, rheumatism was the cause of the death of Major Cooper. 

It is also in evidence that the soldier visited a physician in St. Louis and was 
examined by him, and the physician told him that he could not live more than 
six months, that the rheumatism would either go to his head or spine. 

Dr. John N. Groves also testifies in the record that he saw the soldier some 
time shortly before his death, when he was in a dying condition, and that he be- 
lieves that d was ca by rheumatism of the brain. 

We think the testimony warrants the conclusion that rheumatism was the 
cause of the soldier's aeath and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


MINOR CHILDREN OF ORBISON S. BALDWIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. ADAMS) 
was the bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of 
Orison 8. Baldwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to pisos onthe pension-rolls, the names of the minor children of Orison S. Bald- 
win, deceased, late of OIRAN. G, Fouru Illinois Cavalry, and to pay them a 
pension at the rate prescribed y law. 


The report (by Mr. as was read, as follows: 


The history of this case is as follows, namely, Orison S. Baldwin enlisted at 
Soliet, Ill., April 9, 1863, and served with regen G, Fourth Illinois Cavalry 
Volunteers, until October 10, 1864, when he was discharged for disability, dis- 
ease of lungs, at Natchez, Miss. 

Soldier made claim in his life-time for invali speson No. 560389, on account 
of lung disease contracted in the service and in lineof duty. Thisoccurred 
in the State of Mississippi while marching at night in a drenching rain in 1864. 

Soldier’s application was rejected on account of the failure to show origin of 
alleged disease of the lu in the service. The claim of the minor children 
was also rejected ena , 1888, upon the ground that the gion ei cause of 


death, disease of the was not due to soldier’s roping fant 
Soldier died of lung r aitare in the hospital at Chicago, Or 3, 11586, len ae 
edb ning him two small children—Sarah, aged fourteen a and a ha 

? twelve and a halt years. The mother of soldier’s ahi Ana died 
in in Nob March 14, 1880, and ine children have been under the immediate 
care of their grandmother, ‘Sarah F. Fisher, who is now their legal guardian. 
The grandmother is rand has to depend upon her own labor for subsistence 


for herself and said children. 

Soldier made waht Paget during the last Pie Bs two of his life to obtain 
the testimony as to the origin of his disease in vice. The best testimony 
obtained and now on file is that of Le Grand W. Pierce, store quartermaster and 
depot quartermaster, Natchez, Miss., in 1864. He testifies that he met soldier in 
Natchez, Miss., in the fall of 1864, at which time he was sick. He remembers 
him very well on account of being well acquainted with his mother, Mrs. Sarah 

F. Fisher, who was a nurse in the hospital at Baton Rouge, La. He (Pierce) 
gave soldier transportation by the river to Baton Rouge, La., from Natchez, as 
soldier wanted to get to his mother to be nursed. 

Soldier’s mother, F. Fisher, who was a nurse at Baton Rouge in 1864, 
has also testified as to soldier's condition when he came to Baton Rouge in the 
fall of 1864; that he was emaciated and suffering with lung troubles. She has 

also testified that soldier was sound and healthy, free from lung disease at the 
fate of his enlistment in 1863. 
Lucy J, Clark, of Eau Claire, Wis., has testified that soldier came to her house 


au- 


in Wisconsin as soon as he was discharged from the service in 1864, and was at 
that time very much troubled with weak lungs, and suffered with weak lungs 
tree eee death. 

consideration of kes evidence in this case warrants the conclusion 


while in the Ptr and that such dis- 


A liberal 
that the soldier contracted lung disease 
used his death, The therefore recommend that the bijl do 


ease ca 
pass, 5 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BELLE M. BAKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. sl deco i 
was the bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That thi D PERUT OANA RIO Ye ore DAE nba de 
thorized and directed to place gn the pension-roll, su tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Belle M. ker, widow of Edward 
eben a private in Company B, Third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 
It mane that claimant's husband, Edward Baker, entered the military sery- 


ice of the United States as a private in Company B, Third enemy soak Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, at Owensborough, Ky., on the 13th da of December, 
1861. at pe battle and State 


861, received three gunshot 
wounds—one int the left pt toes one below the left shoulder, and one in the 
right ee an or Sy 42 also a AEE tenes w the right shoulder blade, and 


bo said ante and resultin; pod wht 
placed on the sion-roll by cate No. motes on account of said wounds 
and debility therefrom, and died at the Soldiers’ Home at Hampton, Va., of 
flux, some ten years since, leaving a widow and four helpless children in desti- 
tute circumstances. 

As the soldier “died of flux and not of wounds, his widow could not, under ex- 
isting laws, procure a pension, and therefore seeks relief by as act. 

While it is true that the soldier did not die from the wounds received and for 
which he was pensioned, itis fair to presume, as alleged, that the wounds caused 
an enfeebled condition of the system sens him thereby less able to resist 
the attack of flux; hence his sudden deat 

Your committee fore make this Arami report and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. DAYTON. 


Thenext business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. THOMAS, 
of Kentucky), was the bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. 
Dayton. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro}l, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Dayton, late second 
lieutenant in Company I, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was as follows: 


William M. Dayton enlisted in Company xo arae the Eighteenth Kentucky Regi- 
ment, December, 1861, and was discha: Chase, Ohio, on the — day 
of October, 1862, He was ina battle at EPRE y., on the Dih day of July, 
1352, and taken prisoner and taken to Cam ap Chase for exchange, and remained 
there from August 1 to last of September, 1562. 

While he was a member of the compagy and in aig tein’ line of duty as a sol- 
dier at or near Lexington, Ky., in February, 1862, he was taken sick with mea- 
sles, and from previous exposure while ina in the line of duty as a soldier, the said 
disease went very hard with him and left his system entircly broken down, 
settling in his back and produced spinal affection, from which he has never re- 
covered and which is getting worse. He has never been well since he had the 
measles. Has suffered with the spinal affection eversince. Before he entered 
the service he was a sound man,in good health; had no si ofa spinal affec- 
tion. Heis now not able to do any manual labor, and is Witinval chante of sup- 


port. 

Dr. S. ©. Holmes, of Mount Olivet, Ky., in affidavit filed May 17, 1879, says 
that he practiced in claimant's family before the war, and at the time claimant 
entered the Servon, in 1861, he was sound in body and in robust health, 

S. G. Rogers, of Carlisle, Ky., captain of Company I, Eighteenth Kentucky 
Volunteers, says that several years before the war he lived within 1} miles = 
claimant and knew him intimately; that he seemed to be stout, rugged and 
healthy, and he believes had no disease of his back. 

Allen Brewer, late private of Company I, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers, 
says, in afidavit filed May 17, 1879, thabl Na was with claimant frequently before 
he enlisted, and knows that he wasa stout, healthy man, and he believes he had 
no disease of spine or other disease whatever when he enlisted, 

Dr. Riley Wells, of Mount Olivet, Ky., in affidavit, says that he has known 
the aaant for thirty years, and nea Within 1 mile of him when he enlisted; . 
that he was well uainted with him before the war, and has every reason to 
believe, and does believe, that when he enlisted, in 1861, he was sound in body 
and possessed good ph: l health. Said Wells further stated that at and RAD 
to claimant's enlistment he would state that claimant was free from any disease 
of the spine and rint 

The postmaster at Mount Olivet states that, so far as he knows and can ascer- 
tain, the claimant was free from all disease ot spine, kidneys, or any other dis- 
ease at and prior to his enlistment; that he was considered one of the stoutest 
men in the country from the time ‘he arrived at manhood until his discharge 
from the service, 


Capt. S. G. Rooges says 

“Some time in eases 1862, near Lexington, Ky., the claimant had a very 
severe attack of measles, which was aggravated by ihe exposure claimant en- 
countered in bad and stormy weather previous; that a few days after he was 
taken he was sent home on a sick furlough; that when he returned to hiscom- 
pany, about July 17, 1862, he complained Beqoently of weak back or spinal 
complaint of some d,and knows that complainant was treated for spinal dis- 
ease of some kind after his capture at Cynthiana and after he was sent to Camp 
Chase; that he (affiant) was at Camp Chase with complainant in August and 

September, 1862, and while there claimant brig mcargmeeec Or of a weak back; that he * 
believes claimant's present disease of back was caused by his exposure and 
measles when in the service.” 

Allen Brewer testifies: 

“Was with the company when claimant was taken sick with measles, near 
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iao kpg Ky., in the winter or early spring of 1862; that claimant was sent 
home in a few da 

., he had not re- 
his back; that 


Be 
A 
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in August, 1862, they 


p 
from spinal disease, and he uently heard him complain of pain and weak 
back; That complainant ean treatment of the surgeon at said place.” 
Dr. Holmes testifies: 

“That about the last of February or first of March, 1862, claimant came home 
on a furlough ; that he was sick and he was called to treat him; that he had a 
very severe attack of measles; that he treated him for said disease about one 
month, when he got better and returned to his regiment; that he well remem- 

he returned to his regiment before he entirely recovered and before he 
hi that after claiman service 


bers 
ought with safety to his health ; t returned from 
în 1863, 


ial paralysis of his lower extremities, re- 
g position or physical exertion tends greatly 


to aggravate his 
Dr, Wells testifies: 
Cf after claimant came home from the Army, in 1863, he treated him in a 
fessional capacity; that he complained greatly of weak back, pain in his 


“In bag age! 1909, soon after claimant returned home from the Army, he ap- 
plied to him for medical treatment, which he gave him; that he found his con- 
stitution greatly impaired; that he suffered greatly at times of pain in his head 
and back; that he complained of great weakness in his back and had spells of 
vertigo, also scanty urine; odema inferior extremities; that he gave him med- 
ical attention for several months at said time, and for a larger portion he was 
unable to be about; that he gave him temporary relief, and for several months 
he gave him no medicine; itis impossible to give the precise dates of his 
treatment of complainant between January, 1863, and August, 1865, and also be- 
tween February, , and March, 1872, as his memorandum between said dates 
is lost; but he remembers very distinctly that he had several bad Is and 
that he treated him for disease of back and kidneys; that he finds by reference 
to his books that he gave claimant treatment as follows: During the months of 
August, 1865; February,1866; February and March, 1872; April and pon 1873; 
bruary, and March, 1874; June and July, 1875; January, February. 
and March, 1876; March, April, and May, 1877; also January, February, and 
March, 1878; that during said time the symptoms were as described, except 
more aggravated and greater weakness, the d having long since assumed 
the chronic nature; that during most of the dates refe to the claimant was 
confined to his bed, and for the remainder of the time he was unable, by reason 
of the disease, to do much manual labor; that since 1872 he thinks he has been 
totally disabled from manual labor during all the time each year; that before 
that he would state he was at least one-half disabled during each year; that 
claimant has been continually getting worse, and is incurable ; that his lower 
extremities are ray, ralyzed; thatin his judgment claimant is totally dis- 
abled, and that his disability is the result of disease of kidneys and spine, which 
disease he had when he came from service in January, 1863.” 

The said Dayton applied fora pension May 17, 1879, No. 186763. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions rejected his claim upon the und that he did not think 
the evidence established the fact that his disability arose from the attack of 
measles, as claimed, while in the service. Your committee think that this is a 
very meritorious case, The proof shows that Dayton is now unable to perform 
any manual labor, is very poor, and is an object of charity. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FRANKLIN WHITE 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. THOMAS, 
of Kentucky) was the bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin 
White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Franklin White, late private, Com- 


K, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers, on the 
aban sol; at the rate prescribed by existing provisions of law. s 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Franklin White was a private in Company K, Fortieth Regimentof Kentucky 
Volunteers. White says that on or about January 1, 1864, by leave granted him 
by his captain, he had been to see his mother, and was at the time of the acci- 
dent returning to his command, and in crossing k, Lawrence County, 
Kentucky, he accidentally fell, and in falling discharged his gun, which inflicted 
a wound | in his right hand; that his middle finger on his right hand was 
wounded, and so fractured the bone as to require exsection of the bone between 
the second and third ag also wounding corresponding parts of the index 
finger, and also the third finger. He can not close these fingers perfectly, hence 
he al not a perfect grip. 

The claimant was treated in a private hospital at Grayson, Carter County, 
Kentucky, by Dr. W.D. Jones (now dead). 

oe Bocock deposed that claimant, on or about January 1, 1864, while at 
or near home on Bear Creek, St phere A accidentally stumbled and fell, and in 
doing so his gun was discharged, which wounded him in the righthand. Af- 
fiant was present shortly after he was wounded, and was told by claimant and 
his comrades who were present at the time. 

Gouge Stewart, Alvin Stewart, and Wyatt L. Clay testified the same as Bo- 


coc 

The examining surgeon reperted that ball took effect on second finger of 
right hand, just in front of the knuckle-joint, and so fractured the bone as to 
require extraction of the bone between the second and third joint, also wound- 
ing the co nding part of the index finger, as also the third finger. He 
can not close these fingers perfectly, hence has not a perfect grip. 


- 
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Several witnesses testify as to the good character of White. He served out 
his time, and was honorably discharged. 


White applied for a pension January 22, 1880, No. 339599. He enlisted August 
14, 1863; Gacharged Dece: sé, iss 


, 1863; mber 30, 1 His claim was rejected April 10, 1883, 
“on the und that claimant was not in line of duty at the time the alle; ed 
accidental gunshot wound of right hand was received, being absent from his 


command at the time,” 

The proof is conclusive that this soldier was wounded while in the service. 
He had leave to visit his mother, who lived in the neighborhood where the com- 
pany was stationed, and, while ga creek on the ice, fell, his gun went 
off and wounded him in the right hand. The committee is of the opinion that 
this is a meritorious case, and they report in favor of the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M, CAMPBELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9184) 
granting a pension to William M. Campbell. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the Totar tee the name of William M, 7, Ade 
bell, jr., late a private in Company F, Fifth ment of Kentucky Volunteer 
Ca e provisions and limitations of 


bell, jr.” 
The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


ni 
present time, latter-named 
complete destruction of these organs. 
These troubles caused his transfer to the mental hospital, where he re- 
mained until the l4th day of March, 1862, when he was sent home for treatment 
by order of Major Owsly. He remained at home more than four months under 
the medical care of Dr. James H. Cheek, and before his complete recovery he 


pene his command at Columbia, Tenn., where, on the 5th day of A st, 1862, 
e was mustered into the service of the United , and continued to serve 
until the 16th day of July, 1865, when he was discharged at m, N. C., 


by reason of expiration of time of service. 

He made application for pension on account of disability roming from im- 
pure vaccine matter and the effects of mumps, and filed ample proof in support 
of same; but the claim was rejected on the und that the diseases were con- 
tracted prior to claimant’s muster into the United States service. 

While it is true that claimant was not duly enrolled at the time he contracted 
the said diseases, it is nevertheless a fact that he, in faith, enlisted in the 
Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer eres on 28th day of September, 
1861, went into camp with said command, did duty as a soldier under orders 
the officers of said ent, and was at all times ready for muster. 

It is quite evident that the delay on the part of the mustering officer to enroll 
claimant was no fault of his, and he should not, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, be permitted to suffer in consequence. 

Your committee, therefore, make this favorable report, and recommend the 
benage of the bill, with the following amendment: 

Add “ jr.” after “ Will M. pbell ” wherever that name occurs in the 
bill; and strike out all after “ cavalry,” in the sixth line, and add, “ subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN A. TURLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 845) grant- 
ing a pension to the widow of John A. Turley. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subj to the restrictions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of thia E. Turley, widow of John 
A. Turley, late a private of Company E, of the Twentieth Kentucky Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 845) 
granting a pension to the widow of John A, Turley, have had the same under 
consideration, and adopt the Senate report hereto attached : 

“The claimant filed her application ber 9, 1863, alleging that the death 
of her husband occurred on August 28, 1863, while in the service of the United 
States, on board a steam-boat on his way from his home. 

“The husband of the petitioner, John A. Turley, private in Company E, Twen- 
tieth Kentucky Volunteers, enlisted November 21, 1861, and was ed by ac- 
cident August 27, 1863. 

“The claim of the widow was rejected September 27, 1870, and that rejection 
was confirmed July 2, 1887, on the ground ‘that the proximate cause of the in- 
jury or death must appertain to or have adirect connection with the line of duty 

order to establish basis for pension claim.’ 

“The evidence in the rs discloses these facts: That in July, 1863, the Con- 
federate Eagar John organ, in a raid he was then making, captured the 
Twentieth Kentucky Regimentat Lebanon, Ky., and conveyed them to Spring- 
field, where they were led. The regiment was then ordered by the Federal 
authorities into camp in Jessamine County, Sey, where they remained 
two or three weeks. They were subsequently granted leave of absence for ten 
days, at the expiration of which time they were ordered to return to their com- 
mand at Louisville. In going from their home, under the command of a sec- 
ond lieutenant, between Evansvilleand Louisville a dispute arose between two 
ofthe soldiers, when the decedent, anticipating an , interposed for the 
poe of preventing the same, and, while so acting, one of his comrades pushed 
im, and he fell striking his head against a heavy plank, from which injury he 


. 
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died instantly. There is some dispute in the testimony as to whether he had 
interfered to prevent the difficulty, or was simply a looker-on and accidentally 
received the blow which felled him to the deck, but in the opinion of your com- 
mittee this difference of opinion among the witnesses is terial, as all agree 
that he was not himself in any way engaged in originating or carrying on the 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MATTIE GRAZIANI, COVINGTON, KY. 


The next business on the private Calendar was the bill (S. 303) 
granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, Ky. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on tne pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Mattie Graziani, widow of Law- 


rence L. Graziani, late of Company A, Third Regiment United States Cavalry. 
Claim in Pension Office No. 352845. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 303) 
granting a postion to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, Ky., haye had the same 
under consideration, and adopt the Senate report hereto attached. 

Mattie Graziani made application for a prosan on the 3d of September, 1887, 
claiming to be the widow of Lawrence L. Graziani. Her husband had been 


granted a prua on the 25th of February, 1885, for rupture of the left side, 
Pama § is horse falling upon him while charging the Indians, on the 17th of 
une, 


at Rosebud Creek, Wyoming. He died on the 15th of March, 1887. 
Thea plication of his widow was rejected by the Pension Office on the 2Ist of 
September, 1887, “on the grounds stated by the medical referee; death resulted 
from apoplexy, not left inguinal hernia.” X 

The only evidence upon which the above conclusion can rest is found in the 
physician's certificate of death, certified by the health officer of Covington Ky. 
Under the heading “cause of death,” the regulations requiring that the physi- 
cian should state either “the remote or predisposing,” or the “immediate 
cause,” “apoplexy” was certifi 

If the right of the claimant rested on this certificate, the conclusion reached by 
the officials of the Pension Office would have to be sustained; but the record 
contains the affidavit of Dr. J. M. Rife, who was present when the husband was 
first taken ill, and who attended him until he died. He says: 

“I was present in church on or about the 13th of March, 1887, when said Gra- 
ziani was attacked with a violent vomiting, produced, as I believed at the time, 
from strangulated hernia, several hours after which the said Graziani mani- 
fested symptoms of hemorrhage of the brain, or apoplexy, and that I visited 
him daily until his death, which was from brain clot, on the fourth day after 
his pe I then believed that the hemorrhage was caused by the violent 
vomiting. 

This is the sworn opinion of a practitioner of medicine, with an experience of 
forty years, who attended the husband of the claimant from the moment of his 
fatal attack until he died. 

Dr. J. E. Stevenson, who had been acquainted with the husband of the claim- 
ant for the period of five years preceding his death, and who had attended him 
professionally, in his affidavit says: 

“Itismy opinion (although I did notsee him in his last illness, his death being 
very sudden) his death was caused as the result of rupture.” 

Dr. Riffe, who certified that the “ immediate cause’’ of death was “apoplexy,” 
proves, so far as expert testimony can prove a fact, that the “immediate cause” 
of death was su duced by “ strangulated hernia,” which preceded the “ im- 
mediate cause’? by only several hours, and which ad ttin the line of duty” 
procured for the claimant's husband a pension. This view is sustained by the 
evidence of Dr. Stevenson, 

In the opinion of the committee the claimant is clearly entitled to receive a 
pension as the widow of Lawrence L, Graziani. 

‘The bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JUDITH A, KINSEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2640) 
for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ee to the pall pena and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Judith A. Kinsey, widow of George 
Kinsey, late a private in Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 
teers, 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Judith A. Kinsey is the widow of George Kinsey, who served as private of 
ey gs D Thirteenth New Jersey Volunteers, from August 6, 1862, to June 
9, 1865. e was severely wounded in right thigh at Atlanta, Ga., August 5, 
1864, for which he was under treatment until date of discharge, and on account 
of which he was a pensioner until death. He died October 28, 1884, of cancer 
of liver or stomach. The widow's claim has been rejected because the evidence 
od ees Spospees. by the Pension Office as suficient to connect the death-cause 

e service. 
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Samuel F. Blanchard, a prominent citizen of Newark, N. J., testifies that his 
acquaintance with the soldier dates back toa period of seven or nine years 
prior to the time of his enlistment. He was then a healthy man, sober, indus- 
trious, and saving. At his return from the war he suffered from a severe wound + 
in thigh, which rendered the limb almost useless. Fora long time after his re- 
turn he was obl to get about on crutches. By reason of this disability he 
was unable to follow any business of profit and soon used up what little money 
he had saved before the war. The wound was a constant cause of suffering and 
pan uot danih. His health gave way gradually until he was reduced to a 
y Thomas W. Crooks, cashier of Essex County National Bank, of Newark, N. 
J., James E. Garrabrants, and other respectable and credible witnesses, resi- 
dents of said city and neighbors of the soldier, testify in substance to the facts 
sworn to by Mr. Blanchard. 

Dr. Laban Dennis testifies that he was the soldier's family physician for twelve 
revious to death, 


used directly by his wound predisposed him 

death from sald cancer, 

member of his family has been for many years sufferin, 
X i Inet should r 


ot piod the claim 
of this widow. The cause of a cancer must necessarily be involved in doubt. 


soldier con 

and by reason of said disease or injuries his health becomes 

low state that he dies of a disease the origin of which skilled physicians are 
all the facts and surrounding circumstances 


of his low state of health, resulting from the diseases which 
in the Army, the claimant in such case should not be 
which in the nature of the case is an anaa seg A and a denial of a pension to 
a claimant under such circumstances would be, in the opinion of this Depart- 
ment, cont to the spirit and intent of the pension laws.” 


Apolviter the PAMANA IRIA Geek tp abore daoin dakion to ts 
pplying the principle own e a ion. e CASO 
under consideration, your committee are inclined to give the widow, who is 
without means of support except her own labor, and has to care for three children 
under sixteen years of age, the benefit of the doubt range this class of cases, 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do 


pass, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. ° 
JOHN LANGLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 885) 
to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John Langland., 

Mr, FORD. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it.enacted, etc., That chapter 253, passed June 15, 1878, Second section of the 
Forty-fifth Congress, be amended so as to read as follows: That the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the. pension laws, the 
name of John Langland, late a private of Company B, First Michigan Sharp- 
shooters: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the 
said John Langdon from noe, rane’ his claim on file in the Department of the 
Interior numbered 108931 ; and the Secretary of the Interioris hereby authorized 
and directed to adjudicate said claim on the evidence on fileand to be furnished 
hereafter: Provided further, That in case of the allowance of said claim by the 
Secretary of the Interior he shall deduct from said allowance the amount of 
money drawn by said claimant under said special act. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was reférred House bill 885, 
having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 

John A ET seryed in Company B, First Michigan Sharpshooters, during 
the war of the rebellion, and afterwards filed a claim for a pension, which was 
numbered by the Bureau as 108931. Not being able to furnish sufficient proof 
by reason of his inability to ascertain the whereabouts of certain witnesses, 
Langland’s claim was rejected. 

He applied to Congress for relief, and a bill was passed granting him a 
sion, which was approved by the President June 15, 1878; and Langland 
since the passage of said act, drawn a pension of Ha month, 

Within the last year Langland has discovered the whereabouts of certain 
witnesses, by reason of the absence of whose testimony his claim was re’ 
by the Bureau of Pensions; and the bill seeks to allow him to now prosecute 
his fore the bureau without prejudice, 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out, in line 
19, the words “said special act’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ this 
act,” and that, as thus amended, the bill do pass, : 


The amendment of the committee was a to. 2 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY COMMAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8510) 
for the relief of Mary Command. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Task for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is directed and authorized 
to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
sion laws, the name of Mary Command, the widow, and the names of the minor 
children of Thomas Command, late a private in Company B, Third Regiment of 
New York Cavalry. 8 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8510) for the relief of beret A Command, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mary Command is the widow of Thomas Command, who served as private of 
Company B, Third New York Cavalry, from July 30,1861,to November 29, 
1865, He applied for pension on account of injury of left side and right leg 
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For like reason the officers and comrades who were present at 
s riea mber distinctly the injury to leg, but have Ba a faint recollec- 
le 


to side. 
the seaateaney cbaaseed by the special examiner is, as usual, conflicting 
soldier's condition from discharge to di it can not be ques- 
he suffered more or less from the injury to side, which ually 
disease of lungs and kidneys. Medical examination, in tion to 
walang ee ee STEN hip and back 
jon an: ema 
e attending physician testifies that soldier attributed his diseased condi- 
< to the injury in service. He was a good man and ofexcellent habits, His 
death occurred 13, 1883. 


very poor, with several small children to care for. There may 
be doubts as to the extent of the services of her to side and its connection with the fatal 
disease, er hege extending over more than four 
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fore report favorab ontheaccompanying and ask thatit do pass, amended, 
er, by Aand on all after paniis ge “widow” and TRES Fa the word 
“children ” in line 6, 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
` reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT LISLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 962) 
granting a pension to Robert Lisle. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby-is, au- 
thorized and required t to on the pension-rol! of the United States, at such 
rate as his present disa! may warrant, under provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws sone force, the name of Robert Lisle, late private in 
Company HT Tnirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


port: 

isted at Pulaski, Ohio, September 1, Ieee as a private in Com- 

y at nan enlisted a Regiment Nome Volunteers, to serve three years or dur- 
to the’ aoe ee vont and was mustered into service September 10, 1861. He was dis- 

January. is 1862, at Camp hae og 0 

stated ir in his namely 

esos or chron: a ates him for the duties of a soldier, but 
does not disable him from some kin ds of labor. He had the same disease an- 
terior to his enlistment.” 

It does not appear in the voluminous evidence on file in the case what ground 
the United States officer, M. F. Corey, M. D., post surgeon at said Camp Dennison, 
had for making such statement, and the only evidence on file inthe case touching 
it is a statement of the soldier to the effect substantially that he was hE raedt 
To pe aka EO EE DS, to state that he had had 
istment. 


That the soldier limscif had no reason for making any such statement in or- 
der to a discharge is very apparent from the fact that at the time of his dis- 
charge he bad entirely lost the cost i Sapte have eg cos no 
further 


o, for the following reason, as 


ter as people of blestanding and w. 


Peter V. Fulton. lieutenant; egarah, a comrade; William Boneh, 
captain; Amos Weñver, a eomrade; Joseph Z. 
claimant's com ee: E D i Bradley, $ paias uy d a 


This testimony of officers and comrades is ropplemented by the evidence of 

the beta gh! ne deve Cio and intimate acquaintances of the soldier, who had 

neighbor his freedom from jfiscnse of the eyes at and immedi- 

eer teres. to his enlistment, and who test whoa y ae namely, W, F. Kelsey, a 

pern Aa the ton or rod John tere go ne oae 3 othe ge Ape ex- 
ieran commissioner ars agin Š 


ants Jamily ph 


tesliving” saw soldier 
Fearainn Brace to eben employed said soldier for two months immediately rior 
—- paid him full wages as a hurvest hand, and says 
Sec dor agana enta the eyes at that time, nor had he had for the year or 
more preceding that time, 


The soldier's condition when discharged was: The sight of one eye entirely 

e and the other badly affected, and at the t time he is an inmate of the 

Boia Idiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio, ‘nbsolutel y blind, and has been so since 1877. He 
is now sixty years of age. 

The only aeidaioe of the existence of disease of his eyes prior to his enlist- 
ment consists of— 

1. The said statement in his discharge 

aan The affidavits of Martin Whoush on and christian Ebaugh, neighbors, to the 

effect that claimant's cyes were “ diseased " before he enlisted, at what particu- 
lar ei or how badly is not stated. 

8. The affidavits of John A. Barnhart, a comrade, and George Throne, a 
neighbor, to the effect that his eyes were “ weak and defective n 1 rior to en- 
listment, and in a subsequent affidavit Barnhartadmits he was enand 
says it was after enlistment that claimant’s eyes became “ weak and defective.” 

4. The statement of Dr, Gaudern, made upon an examination by a special 
examiner in 1881, when he stated in substance that he had an impression that 
the soldier's eyes were inflamed at one time before enlistment, out that it was 
merely temporary, and at the time of enlistment his eyes were "entirely sound, 
and had been Pk a yen time prior thereto; and upona su uentexamination 
by the same officer zaudern qualifies his statement by placing the time of the 
supposed rat penser of eyes at a time when claimant was home on furlough 
or leave of absence, 

‘hese statements, then, which ye 1 i unsoundness are reduced to the 
witnesses, Martin Ebaugh, Chr Ebaugh, and George Throne, and the 


t in the claimant's d paper; ae eas eee than over- 


statement! ischarge 
turned by the statements in a letter of Israel A. Coo: 


its of the surgeon 
are fully corroborated by the bgt Sr Peery of EDA D. Bradiey, the oo colonel me the reg-- 
iment, who avers that he was present and witnessed t! of cre gniarero 
Your committee therefore consider that the overwhelming weight of the evi- 
dence fully established the truth of the cisimant’'s position that the disease 
which finally deprived him of his eyesight siy originated subsequent to 
his muster-in, And we think it may be fairly said that the testimony shows 
the following state of affairs in this case, na agree Albeo in a few days after the 
soldier was mustered at Camp Trimble, hio, he was thoroughly 
wet and soaked with rain. He FASTAA a aye eee of a few days in length to 
home and attend to the sale of some property, so as to pn f him to leave 
upon which to live during his absence; that on the road 
soaked in a cold and chilling’ rain. 
That from this exposure he took cold, from which he suffered more or less 
after his return; that at N: 
upon dress-parade on a very and s try day he was atlacked 


rag pension was finally se rm January 5, 1882, on the ground that 
ne Y eeuaten while the ier was at home on furlough, and so not 
n e e oi n 

Your PEA pA think that the evidence full te canoe oes belief that it was 
exposure in the service and line of duty, both before d after furlough 
that occasioned, in whole or in large part, the Lgr rre of this man, an: 
moved by this consideration, therefore report the bill favorably and ask its pas- 
sage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ARABELLA DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8553) 
granting a pension to Arabella Davis. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ora, Dear ype dg sateen 
directed to place on the Pension-rolls the name of Arabelia Davis, widow of 
Lieutenant 1 David Davis, quartermaster of the Forty-fifth Regiment Ohio 
a pene Infantry, now deceased, subject to the limitationsof the general pen- 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (M. R. 
8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis, have had thesame under dera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of David Davis, who served as 
first lieutenant of the Forty-fifih Ohio Volunteers from Jul 2, 18€2, to June 17, 
1863, when mustered out upon tender of his no longer 
able to endure the fatigues attending heavy marches. The Pe te the widow 
has been rejected on the ground that the officer's fatal disease of kidneys was 
not due to erysipelas, as alleged. He died June 1, 1886. 

It is conclusively shown that Davis contracted while in the 
service, which disqualified him for further duty, was & con- 
stant sufferer until — The 


pelas of 1 
rete which 


he legs. 
psy was the result of his general 
broken-down condition, more specifically following the disease o; dneys. 
rae pelas utterly incapacitated him from movement. The immediate cause 
f his death was dropsy, the ene cause rheumatism. 
There is other reliabie Davis suffered more or less from rheu- 
matism ever after 


and re am firm in was severely 
afflicted with erysipelas in one or both legs while in the service, which disability 
compelled him sores. isto me satisfactorily proven, and that he was greatly 
disabled from the diseased condition of his leg from and at the time of his dis- 
ae re until mortification set in, ending in death, seems to me well estab- 
sii 
Notwithstanding the favorable report of the special examiner the claim was 
iy ee as heretofore stated. 
ntly the case was submitted to the medicaladvisory board of the Pension 
Office for further examination and report, which is as follows: 
~ A review of the evidence, as contained in the special examiner's report and 
as briefed in this case, confirms the opinion that upon the present legal approval 
the widow’s claim must be rejected. That erysi or any disease resulting 
therefrom caused death can not be admitted, e are not fully satisfied that 
erysipelas existed asa factor in the last illness or that the condition testified to 
have existed in the legs vs aaant b rhe ser ts Dropsical accumulation de- 
pendent upon an o istended the tissues and finally aioe 
disintegration and a! sien or of aatan hence the condition of the legs. 
cording to the raen feas of the extamalien physician, Bright's disease of the ai 
neys was the immediate organie cause of the dropsy, and rbeumatism the re- 
mote. Ifthe logal board can change the approval to rheumatism and results, 
or to disease of kidneys we can act favorably on the claim, but if not, then re- 
jection must be adhered to. 
Thischange of approval has not been made, and therefore the rejection stands, 
With the rheumatic history in the case, which the medical board fully recog- 
nized, it is the opinion of your committee that this difference of opinion be- 
tween the two subordinate boards of the Pension Bureau should no longer de- 
prive the widow of a pension. From the petition of a number of the most 
prominent citizens of Toledo, Ohio, now before us, it appears that she is an in- 
valid, Pen} has no means of support or income. 
ill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do pars. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. _ 


5055 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There has beenan order taken 
in reference to several bills, about which there wasa difference of opin- 
ion on the part of members, that they should be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that they be postponed to a certain day when 
fifteen minutes’ debate will be allowed on each side before the vote 
was taken. The same order in my opinion should be taken with re- 
gard to this bill. It is an exceptional case and involves a question of 
policy as to the matter of pensions. I believe every gentleman will 

with me in the idea that care onght to be exercised that the very 
noble policy of pensions for proper reasons should not be impaired by 
a lax system of legislation. Theonly effect of careless and inconsiderate 
legislation in connection with the pension system would be to discredit 
really meritorious cases and bring about a reaction in public sentiment 
which would hurt good men, and this every one here would regret. Ido 
not care to consume the time, but let this go over under the same order 
taken in other cases, with the understanding there shall be fifteen min- 
utes’ debate on either side. 

Mr. ROMEIS. There is no question about the amount. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am only raising a question 
about the merits of the case. j 

Mr. ROMEIS. Thereisa difference of opinion between two boards of 
the Pension Office, one saying if the other will withdraw a technical 
point the other will agree to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Those pointsare clearly stated 
in the report; and then it is urged that there isa petition; but this 
House can not afford to legislate for pensions on the basis of petitions. 
Why, any good-natured, indigent man can get up a petition; but that 
does not shift the responsibility. The responsibility is here. Now, 
let a full House take the responsibility of acting upon this matter, and 
possibly I will vote for it myself when it is properly considered in the 
House. But I do not wish such legislation to be adopted here ata 
night session with scant attendance of members, Let the full House 
determine the matter and settle the question. * 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I think ifthe gentleman from Ar- 
kansas would listen to this report he would withdraw his objection. It 


shows—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The report has been read, and 
it has been interpreted, and the reading and the interpretation agree 
with my understanding exacily. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I think thisis a very clear case, and if the gentle- 
man would only examine this report he would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The report has been read al- 


y- ' 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I fully agree in the recommendation of the 
gentleman, that the House should be careful in considering these mat- 
fers, ‘and as to the propriety of what is done in the way of establishing 
proste not only with reference to pension legislation, but all other 

egislation; but I want to put in the RECORD a suggestioa which I hope 
will be remembered in my absence. 

I very much regret that these cases—and I only suggest it asa singu- 
lar fact—should have been fixed for the 20th day of June. It must be 
known to everybody that one side of the House will be almost depopu- 
lated at that time; and it seems to me—I do not allege it against the 
gentleman from Arkansas by any means, for he did not originate it— 
but it would seem not to be the best time to fix for the consideration 
of doubtful questions affecting pension legislation. I hope, therefore, 
when the 20th day of June comes that the gentleman from Arkansas 
will then make a motion to reassign these doubtful questions, so that 
they may be considered by a full House; and I am satisfied he will 
see the propriety of the suggestion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I hardly concur in the sug- 
gestion of my friend from Ohio or the inference which it conveys, that 
this side of the House is not fully as reliable for just, meritorions, and 
proper claims—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, certainly; my friend did not understand 
my point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas—as our friends on the other 
side are. And I will say further that I believe there is nothing that 
any patriot can ask in the way of a pension, nothing that any conscien- 
tious man in his own private reflection will approve of, that can not be 
obtained by substantially the solid vote of the gentlemen who occupy 
the position with reference to the past history of the country that I my- 
self occupy in this House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have said that, so far as the gentleman is con- 
cerned, myself, and I did not wish him to infer-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But there is one thing that 
you can expect from one in my position, and I know many prudent and 
thoughtful gentlemen on this and on the other side of the House who 
in certain differences in the past history of the country did not affiliate 
with us consider ita good thing, and that is that we are prompt and can 
be relied upon to protect the system from those abuses that mean peril 
and are objectionable, to the really meritorious people undér the pension 


system. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My only suggestion was to the effect that asa 
quoram would be no doubt a good thing, it would be desirable that 
another day should be fixed than that already assigned to this business. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Oh, there will be nocaptious- 
ness on that point. There never is any, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Mr. Chairman, I know this woman who is the ben- 
eliciary of this bill, and thatshe supported this man ever since he came 
out of the war. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have just such a case pre- 
cisely in my district, and I have tried, under an impulse of good-heart- 
edness that I saw on reflection was an erroneous impulse, to get the 
Committee on Pensions to report in favor of that soldier. His case 
presented as strong a claim as I think could be made of this character. 
He was so situated, however, that he could not get his evidence, al- 
though I know the fact that he was wounded, for he has a wound, and 
he was shot, I am satisfied, in the fight; and still, in view of the fact 
that personal or documentary evidence was not obtainable of the kind 
that was required, I could not get a report from the Committee on 
Pensions. ; 

But I saw upon reflection, while I have no doubt that this man who 
is an invalid, and is supported by his old and wornout wife, who is 
just as good an old woman as ever lived, that it would not be just to 
the mass of pensioners in the country to demand a pension upon the 
testimony which he was able to present. If granted it would un- 
doubtedly, in my opinion, relieve a good case. But it is a case that 
makes a dangerous precedent, and the rezult would be, if that measure 
was taken as a precedent, that there would be no limit to here- 
after. I have therefore written to friends in that district that while I 
believe it is as good a case as ever came before Congress, of its kin 
it is exceptionally dangerous for Congress to undertake to correct it; an 
therefore the community must do the just and proper thing for that 
old man and his good old wife. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this case will be passed over, 
not losing its place upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Chairman, my friend on the other side 
who objected awhile ago to the consideration of the bill which I de- 
sired to call up has, after some persuasion and consultation, made up 
his mind that it is a good bill and withdraws his objection; there- 
fore I renew the request for unanimous consent that the bill be now 
considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have waited here for over two 
hours to get an opportunity to call up the next bill in order on the 
Calendar, and therefore I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 

LOTTIE E. DILLEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. O'DONNELL) was the bill (H. R. 5787) granting 
a pension to Lottie E. Dilley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be st enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 


regulations of the pension act, the name of Lottie E. Dilley, widow of Jonas 
Dilley, late of Company G, Twelfth Michigan Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5787) granting a pension to Lottie E. Dilley, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Jonas Dilley, who was a private in Company ©, 
Twelfth Regiment of Michigan Volunteers. He enlisted on the Lith day of 
cember, 1861, and was discharged February 15,1866. He filed a claim for pension 
in the Pension Bureau February 25, 1840, on the ground that while in the line of 
duty, in October, 1962, at Bolivar, Tenn., be was thrown by a mule, injuring his 
hip, and afterwards caught a cold which uced sciatica. He served during 
the entire war, re-enlisting as a veteran after expiration of his first term. 

The records of the Adjutant-General’s Office do not furnish evidence of the 
injury, and the ental hospital records are noton file. August 6, 1884, his 
claim was re; on the und that— 

= There is no record of alleged injury to hips and sciatica, and claimant avows 
his inability to furnish the evidence of officers or comrades showing incurrence 
or existence in the service.” 

In his sworn statement in support of his claim he sets forth that he was on 
duty as a teamster at the time of the accident; that he hed no medical treat- 
ment, as two comrades cared for him and the team at the time and that one of 
them is dead and the other can not be found, and that no commissioned officer 
was with him when he was on said duty. 

The wagon-master under whom he served is dead, as is Dr. Bunsell, who 
treated him while he was driving w medicine wagon. From the time of the 
injury to bis discharge from his first enlistment, he was on detached service and 
was not called on to march with his company: that after his second enlistment 
he served y with the company,and then began to feel the effects of the 
injey to his hip, notably so in a march from Little Rock to Washington, Ark., 
when John Oatley, a comrade, helped him to keep up with the command, His 
injury assumed the form of sciatica during the spring and summer before he 
was discharged; that he was greatly exposed to the inclemency of the weather 
and frequently obliges to wade streams during his service, which fastened the 
disease on him; and that the disease had clung to him and constantly grown 
worse up to the time of the application for pension. 

Charles Jackson, Jasper Clark, Warner Jackson, his mother, Mrs. Sarah Dil- 
=f John Vanhouten, Samuel Grinnell, Noah iding, and Katie A. Spalding, 
all reputable citizens of Michigan, testify to having known him intimately be- 
fore enlisted, and that he wasa strong, vigorous man. His mother states 
that she never had a physician to attend him before that time. 

Dr. Chester Smith and Dr. C., C. Dilienbaugh treated him for sciatica after his 
discharge from 1866 down to 1879, 
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Dr. Dillenbaugh testifies to his temperate habits. Wallace Austin states in 
his affidavit that he worked for him on his farm; that he was unable to do hard 
work, and by reason of his disease often could not dress himself, A large num- 
of his neighbors testify to his inefficien i inability on account of sciatica 
after he left the service until the time of yng ae» 

There seems no doubt that he incurred the in the service. He was 
well when he entered it, afflicted with sciatica when he left it, and only failed 
to receive a pension because of lack of hospital record and inability to d liv- 
ing comrades. Under the rules of the Pension Office his claim was rejected. 
He was last examined February 5, 1883, by Medical Examiner Dr. Bailey, whose 
certificate shows him to have been greatly enfeebled, emaciated, and suffering 
from sciatica, On the 3d day of October, 1884, he died on account of rheumatism 
of the heart, a natural outcome of the disease contracted in the service. 

His widow applied for a pension January 30, 1888, and her claim has been re- 


Your committee believe that every doubt should be given to the claimant in 
a case of this kind. They find no fault with the Pension Office for deciding the 
case according to established rules, for er clearly y Zeongnise the necessity of 
such rules; but it is their province to call the attention Ares House to cases in 
— =o rules may operate inequitably. They regard this widow’s claim as 
xy amitas recommend that the bill for her relief do pass, but that it 
va I preiar by striking out the word “ Lottie” in the title and in the sixth line, 

lieu thereof the word “ Charlotte. 

"the he CHAIRMAN. If there be no napa the amendment recom- 

mended by the committee will be agreed to. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. No quorum. 

Mr. O°} DONNELL. I withdraw my objection to the consideration 
of the gentleman’s bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the amendment to the 
pending bill will be agreed to. Is there objection ? 

Mr. McCULLOGH. There is. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MORRILL, and the 
committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the pending bill, and on that 
the point of no quorum has been raised by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MCCULLOGH]. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I withdraw that point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
sabi to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES JACKSON PURMAN. 


Mr. McCULLOGH. I now ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James 
Jackson Purman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLoGH]. 

Mr, LIND. Mr. Chairman, I have been waiting patiently for three 
weeks for a certain pension bill to be reached, and I must insist on the 


regular order. 
Mr. LIND subsequently withdrew the demand for the regular or- 


der. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLocH] ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That James Jackson Purman, late first lieutenant in the 
One hundred and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, be, and 
he is hereby, ape and allowed, from and after the of this act, a px 
sion at the rate of $45 per month; and t the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place the name of said James Jackson Pur- 
man on the pension-roll at said rate, in lieu of the pension now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 655) 
granting an increase of pension to James Jackson Purman, have examined the 
same, and adopt the Senate report thereon, and recommend thatthe bill do pass. 

James Jackson Purman, the claimant, was mustered into the United States 
previo’ as first lieutenant of Noe weg A A, One hundred and fortieth Regiment 

Ivania Volunteer tolni Se mber 4, 1862, and was in active service 

until the e battle of Ge plang mod second day of that battle, July 2, 1863, he 

hot wound Aw his: left leg, ett het amputation. On the 

=~ ay, „Julya, 1863, while lying on the battle-field, between the lines of the 

Union federate forces, and subject to the tire of both, he received agun- 

shot pt) ensign? his right’ leg, severely lacerating the musclesand injuring 
the smaller bones of the lim! 

apension of = per month, which he prays may 

is claim for increase on the fact that his present 

nsation commensurate with his disabilities. The loss of 


which he wears and uses two crutches, but does not doso on account of 
their inconvenience. 
In addition to the ordinary disabilities resulting from his wounds, the sm 
ued use o 


ahg anaa aae of very strong affidavits in behalf of his claim. 
lieutenant and adjutant of 
of America—is of such 
is presented: 


ant suffers from the effects of gangrene, pywmia, and the long-contin 


morphia. 
mire claimant 
One of these—that from Thomas P, Oliver, former] 
the Twenty-fourth chnmcter tha te try, Confederate 
an interesting charact the f 


wing extract 


JUNE 8, 
“On the arereoes of July 3, 1863, while the Twenty-fourth rgia Regiment 
was posted in the edge Ta woods, on one side Of int ts known as ‘the 


wheat-field’ in descriptions cf said battle (of Gettysburgh),and the Federal 
forces on the other side, almost directly op ite, hed vered a wounded man 
lying in the fleld between the two contending lines of battle, who called to the 
affiant to assist him, That, under fire, he went to the assistance of the wounded 
man, oe him water to drink and pouring some upon his wounds, That he 
discovered that the wounded man was an officer of the Federal Army, and that 
he had received two gunshot wounds—one in each of his legs—and that the 
ponse of one of hislegs were broken, sò that he could neither walk nor stand 


alon 
“That the affiant carried the said officer from the place where he was ving 
exposed to the heat of the sun and the fire from both the Confederate and 

eral forces, to a place in the rear of the line occupied by the Twenty-fourth 
Georgia, and under the shade ofa tree. That the said Federal officer remained 
where the aeaa bad placed him several hours, until the Twenty-fourth Geor- 
gia fell back from that position. That during this time the affiant talked with 
the said Federal officer, and learned from him his name, rank, company, and 
regiment in the Federal Army and noted the same in a memorandum book 


That owing to the serious nature of the said officer’s wounds, his loss of 
blood, and the long time he had lain on the field uncared for an T sed to 
fe wero 


the sun, = oe affiant at that time thought the said officer's chances for 


very sm 

“That since the war, through the mediam of correspondence, and the com- 
a of facts, dates, and E Sree a such evidence has been furnished the 
affiant as to convince him that the Federal officer whom he carried off ‘the 
wheat-field’ at Gettysburgh is now living, and that his name is James Jackson 
Purman, who at that time was first lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and 
fortieth arr larar —— Infantry. 

In view of these circumstan and ofa he fact that, by existing laws, the pen- 
sion for the loss of a foot alone is $30, which is the amount received by this 
claimant, your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying billin- 
creasing claimant’s pension to $45 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no objection this bill will be laid 


aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, before that is done, I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. McCuLiocH] whether or not 
he is certain that this man’s name has not been already put upon the 
pension-roll. 

Mr. McCULLOGH: His name is already on the roll at a less rate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the bills which have been considered by the 
Committee of the Whole are yet to be of by the House, and 
that there will hardly be time for their consideration before the hour 
fixed for adjournment. 

Mr. CARUTH. One moment, Mr. Chairman. We held a discus- 
sion here last Friday night lasting nearly two hours upon a bill in re- 
lation to a case which it was afterwards discovered had already been 
passed upon favorably by the pension authorities. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. This man is already on the pension- 
roll. This is a bill to increase his pension, 

Mr. CARUTH. ‘That does not make any difference. I desire to 
read a letter from the Commissionerof Pensions in reply to an inquiry 
which I made in regard to the case which was under discussion here 
last Friday night. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ice x: BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1888, 


Dear Sie: Responding to your kind request of this morning delivered by 
messenger, I beg to state that a gross misapprehension exists in the minds of 
the colnmniitecs of the Senate and House as to the condition of Mr. Casmer’s 
case. 

Mr. Casmer was on my order, personally given upon the report of the medical ` 
referee, advanced to $36 per month on May 12, 1888. It is the case of Theodore 
S. Casmer, certificate No. 76389, Company C, Tenth Michigan. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN ©. BLACK, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. ASHER G. CARUTH, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. CARUTH. I desire to say further, in this connection, that the 
letter to the claimant set forth in the report in that case, and which 
caused so much discussion here the other evening, was written by a 
clerk in the Pension Office who had been in the service of the Govern- 
ment for many years, and who was a Republican in politics, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pending bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 
for a few moments, I shall be compelled to be absent next Friday 
evening, and there isa bill that I am very anxious to have considered 
to-night, It will take very little time. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iwill withdraw the motion for this case only, if 
the gentleman will be prompt in calling up his bill. 

* JAMES TURNER. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, by unanimous consent, called up the bill (H. R. 

964) granting a pension to James Turner. 


The bill was read, as follows: Š 
Be it tasta, e That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to the name of James Turner, late a private in Com- 


, on the pension-roll, at 


pany A, Fourteenth ment United States Infan) 
iws relating to pensions, 


such rate as his present disabilities may, under the 
show him to be entitled to receive, 


1888. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN, As the report is somewhat long, and our time 
is limited, perhaps a brief statement will save reading the report. 
The only ‘objectiom made by the Commissioner of Pensions to this 
claim is that the ineurrence of the injury is not established by the evi- 
dence of two comrades. It is established by the evidence of two team- 
sters who were present at the time the wound was received. The ex- 
istence of the disability is admitted by the Pension Office, the only 
question being as to its origin. 

The wound was received in a fight with the Indians at Apache 
Pass, Arizona, in 1877. Turner was one of a detail of men sentout to 
guard the wagon-train, and his comrades were not with him at the 
time, so that he was therefore unable to establish the origin of the 
disability by their testimony; but, as I said, he did show by the testi- 
mony of two teamsters who were with the train, and who now reside in 
Defiance County, Ohio, that it was incurred in the service. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Inow renew my motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MOMILLIN havin 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY from the 
mittee of the Whole reported that they had had under consideration 
sundry billsand had directed him to report the same to the House with 
various recommendations. 


Te- 


BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. pec for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 

A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; 

A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 

Army; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; > 

A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to James T. Bouriand; 

A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 
an. 8. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. ” 9224) granting g a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. a7) for the relief of Franklin White; 

A bill (H. R. 2460) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Robert Lisle; and 

A bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of James Turner. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
severally concurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

A ak: (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Bue 

A bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. R, ereh granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 

A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

A bill (H. R. 885) to panel chapter 253 of the Reyised Statutes of 
the Mey States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langlan 

A Sin (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Lottie E. Dilley (title 
amended by striking out ‘‘ Lottie” and inserting ‘‘ Charlotte ”); 

A bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac M. Johnson (title 
amended by striking out “‘ M.’’ and inserting ‘‘ N.” ); 

A bill (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles, late a 
member of Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment New 
York Volunteers (title ‘amended by striking out all after “John R. 
Stiles I and 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell (title 
amended by inserting after ‘‘ Campbell ” the word ‘‘junior ’’). 

Senate pills of the following titles, reported from the Committee ot 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally taken up, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third ‘time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarkin; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Whirry; 

A bill (S. ed granting a pension to the widow of John A, Turley; 
= ADi (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 

y:5 
JA pin (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 

urman, 

The bill (S. 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright (reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House with an amendment) was taken 


XIX——317 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


5057 


up, the amendment concurred in, the bill as amended ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the votes by which 
the various bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were 
passed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BILLS POSTPONED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, were severally taken up, and, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the committee, postponed until June 20, with the 
understanding that at that time they shall be taken up under the oper- 
ation of the previous question, the right of amendment being reserved, 
and debate to be allowed on each bill for half an hour, fifteen minutes 
on each side; 

A bill (H. R. 5284) increasing pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, 
widow of Alexander Schimmeltfennig, late brigadier-gencral and 
major-general by brevet; 

A bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. 
Price; and 

A bill (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis. 

ELISEBETH TERRALS. 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I ask unanimous conent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elisebeth Terrals, and 
that the bill be now put on its 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the RAAY of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Elisebeth Terrals, widow of Thomas 
Terrals, late sergeant Company H, First Regiment United States Infantry. 

The report (by Mr, Briss) is as follows: 

The husband of the claimant, Thomas Terrals, was a private and non-com- 
missioned officer in the military service of the United States for seven successive 
terms of enlistment, cov ering A periodof twenty-nine years, namely, from July 
26, 1850, to August 30, 1879, er upon his certificate of discharge is 
given as “an excellent mior, sober, faithful, and attentive to his duties; a ser- 
geant for more than ten rior fo his final one 

rtificate made in August, 


Capt. T, M. Talman, First Als ntry, states in the 
1879, when claimant was disch; , a8 follows: 

“Sergeant Terralls was injured in line of duty at Albuquerque, N. Mex., March 
20, 1859, while in Mounted Rifles, an served almost tonstantly since, His 
injuries affect him more and more as he becomes older,” 

Surgeon W. H. Kemp states that the injury had necessitated the removal of 
a great portion of the breast bone, “ and its place is now filled iby rigid cicatri- 
cial tissue, and the slightest muscular effort causes great pain." 

‘The soldier was a pensioner for “injuries to collar bone and breast,” and died 
July 16, a with pneumonia, resulting therefrom. His widow's application 
was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that “ death-cause was not 
incurred during a state of actual war."’ 

There is no provision under the general pension laws to pension a widow of 
a soldier who incurred greene dh during a period of peace prior to 1861. 

Your committee are of the opin ion that the bill should pass, and return it to 
the House recommending such action, with the amendment: Strike out the 
words " Elisebeth Terrals '' in the caption and the sixth line of the bill, and put 
in their places the words “ Elizabeth Terralls,” 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions, to strike 
out ‘‘ Elisebeth Terralls,’’ in line 6, and insert ‘‘ Elizabeth T ay 
and in line 7, to strike out ‘‘Terrals’’ and insert ‘‘Terralls,’’ were 
read, and agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions, to 
amend the title of the bill so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Terralls,’’ was read, and agreed to. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, moved to reconsidcr the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BERNARD CARLIN. 


Mr. RYAN. Task unanimous consent that the Committee’of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H, R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin, and that the bill 
be now put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sseretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bernard Carlin, late of Company 
A, Fourteenth Regiment of Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 2233) 
LEEA pension to Bernard Carlin, respectfully submit the following report: 
The claimant was a memberof Company A, Sixty-sixth ips oT ee Illinois Vol- 
unteers, and in his declaration alleges partial loss of sight of both eyes, caused 
by concussion from a shell at battle of Kenesaw Mountain, Geo June 27, 
1864, also gunshot wound of right wrist at ae time and place. The records of 
the War Department show the claimant to have served three years and nearly 
three months. His claim was rejected on the ground of no Pate of alleged 
disabilities and claimant's inability to furnish evidence, . 
Lieut, Austin S. Davidson, who wasin command ot Com y A, Sixty-sixth 
Huppe in the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, testifies that Carlin was 
isabled in the following manner; 
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“While advancing up the mountain on the enemy our artillery, stationed in 
our rear, were shelling the enemy in the woods in our front. Through some 
cause unknown to me several shells fired our Cec Frags exploded over our 
heads, and one over the head of said Be n, close enough to affect him 
materially. About the same time he also received: a slight gunshot wound in 
the right wrist, and he was sent to the rear.’ 

Jesse Chambers, who was t of said company, testifies that— 

“At the ae of Kennesaw Moun untain, in the State of Georgia, he, the said 
claimant, Be Carlin, received an injury to his eyes by a concussion ofa 
shell, and canghseokd afterwards, ermumentiy ijustine i his eyesight; that said. 
a 7a also received a gunshot wound in his right wrist in said engagement.” 

R. Roberts, of Chase County, Kansas, testifies that he has known Bernard 
oni since 1866, and knows that at that time his eyes were bad, and that they 
have continued to grow worse, and at the present time (September 9, 1886) they 
prevented him fron performin manual labor. 

bieg W. Hill testifies that from about 15th September, 1872, to lst Septem- 


z! ‘paid Bernard Carlin has at least two-thirds injury to eyes, the knowledge of 
asia I know from his being unable to read, his groping about in finding his 


"Char ved yer phe to place. ” 

rles Í. Maule’s “acquaintance extends from the fal! of 1878, and that he 
has been suspended from his work on account of not being able to find his tools 

when laid down.” 

Dr. F, M, Jones, of Strong City, Kans., testifies, March 8, 1836: 

“I have known Bernard Carlin for the past eight years. He has almost lost 
the use of his eyesight, and has been in that condition since I knew him.” 

Dr. W. B. Pugh, of Cottonwood Falls, Kans., testifies, March 8, 1886: 

“TI do hereby certify that I have known Bernard Carlin for about eight years, 
and that as a regular practicing physician I can boy Kp that he, the said Carlin, is 
and has been ever since I have known him almost oe 2 

A. O. Cox, of Strong City, Kans., testifies March 8, 1 

“Ihave known Barney Carlin for the seven para, a anid hatin boos almost 
Sne re this time, rendering him almost hel 
on he report of the board ofexaminers at Emporia, Ki Kans., dated March 12, 1894, 

ows: 

“Claimant's eyesappear weak. The palpetral conjunctiva of both eyes above 
and below are red and injected. Celia of lower lids nearly wanting. Claimant 
can only read with glasses; can read the head-lines of this certificate, but on 
not read the body letters. * * è We find on anterior aspect of right arm, 2 
inches above wrist, and midway between radius and ulna, a circular, yet aye 
eee cicatrix, one-half inch in diameter. * è We find the disability as 

ve described to entitle him to the On: (1) disability (one-half) total; 
(2) O alani (one-eighth) total.” 
Claimant was again examined at Emporia June 29, 1887, and the board re- 


ports: 

“ We find lids of both cyes granulated, otherwise eyes normal in appears; 
vision by Snellen’s typus ,ẹ%. On or and ulnar surface of right arm, 
about 1 inch above wrist joint, “aslightly adherent painless cicatrix one-half inch 
in size, where claimant states ball struck and glancedoff. We find no resulting 
disabilities from this wound; grip of right hand normal; all motions of wrist- 
joint normal; r ight arm and wrist measure same as left. Rate three-fourths for 
Sree pee! caused b by, partial loss of sight; nothing for that caused by gun-shot 
wound rig 

Your committee believe that claimant has established the fact that the nT 
bility of eyes was incurred in the service and bas continued ever since, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of half past 10 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, the House, in accordance with its previous order, stands 
adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


~ Under the rule yonk rivate oe Sod the following titles were introduced 
and referred as in 

By Mr. BUTLER: A rent mm CH: R. 10407) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Martha Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10408) granting a pension to John Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10409) for the benefit of L. D. 
Hutchison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10410) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Emily 8. M. Chisolm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (Hf. R. 10411) for the relief of P. J. Pot- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10412) for the relief of M. M. Alexander—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10413) for the relief of Samuel W. Thompson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10414) for the relief of William H. Bush—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10415) granting a pension to John Holman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10416) to restore to Simpson County court of 
Kentucky a certain amount of money illegally collected as an income 
tax—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 10417) for the relief of Colman Watson— 
to le Committee on Military Affairs. 

Re Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10418) granting a pension 

L. Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

oy Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 10419) granting a pension to 
Fred. W. Palmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10420) granting a pension to R. F. Palmore—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10421) for the relief of 
Eliza Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of John Title, of Tennessee, for payment 
of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Mort, Crowell and Kirkpat- 
rick, of Springfield, Ohio, for reduction of postage on seeds, bulbs, ete.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, Oregon, 
for payment of claims for Indian depredations on the frontier—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition for the relief of William H. Bush, of 
Edmonson County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition for the reference of the claim of Michael 
Knight to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petifion of Colman Watson, of Polk County, Ten- 
nessee, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., opposing the bill to bridge the Detroit River at any point be- 
tween Lake Erie and Lake Huron as being obstructive to navigation— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition for reference of the claim of the es- 
tate of John T. Rawlings to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of Samuel F. Crews, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of James Hunter, of Dickson 
County, Tennessee, for compensation for services rendered United States 
Army as a guide—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better pro- 
tection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of Daniel Early and others, of New Jersey. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Of District Assembly No. 104, Knights of Labor, 
and of Michael Dillon and others, citizens of Cohoes, N. Y. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Youngstown, Ohio. 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GAINES: Of citizens of Virginia. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 125 citizens of Gloucester and Cumberland Coun- 
ties, New Jersey. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
Soar aca was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads: 

By Mr. CRISP: Of W.S. Julian and others, citizens of Macon County, 
and of D. W. Kleckley and others, citizens of Macon County, Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 9, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXPENSES UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-General of 
an appropriation for expenses of United States courts for the fiscal year 
1889; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REPAIRS OF LIGHT-HOUSES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Light-House 
Board relative to the estimate for repairs of light-houses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

CLAIM OF J. B. READ. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from V. D. Stockbridge, patent exam- 
iner, relative to the claim of J: B. Read for use of projectiles and rifled 
ordnance; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
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tary of the Interior, transmitting a draught and recommending the pas- 
sage of a joint resolution to cancel patents issued to certain Sisseton 
and Wahpeton Indians in Dakota; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

SUSANNAH P. SWOPE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings of fact in 
the case of Susannah P. Swope against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


CHARLES F. KING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 

-clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings of fact in 

the case of Charles F. King against the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of con- 
clusions of fact in certain French spoliation cases; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. CARUTH, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Spooner, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. HATCH, for ten days from Monday, the 11th instant, on act- 
count of important business. 


z PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MICH. 


Mr. DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
trom the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection 
of a public building at Jackson, Mich., and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
vide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office, 
and for other Government uses, at Jackson, Mich. The site and building there- 
on, when completed upon plans and specifications to be previously made and 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of 

75,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodation for the transaction of the 
ublic business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum 


volving an expenditure exceeding the said of $75,000 for site and building, 
leave the building 


therein. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read, reserving the right to ob- 
ject. 

The report (by Mr. NEWTON) was read, as follows: 

Jackson, Mich., is the recognized center of the commercial and postal busi- 
ness of Central Michigan. It is located on the lines of seven railways, namely, 
Michigan Central, Lake Shore and Michigan Southern, Michigan Air Line, 
Grand River Valley, Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw, Jackson and Fort Wayne, 
and the Grand Trunk Railway, with prospects of another road being con- 
structed, leading to Cincinnati. Jackson is the terminus of all but the two first 
named. It is 76 miles from Detroit and 208 miles from Chicago. 

The general shops of the Michi Central Railroad and branches under con- 
trol of that corporation are located at this place: one hundred and twelve trains 
arrive and depart daily on the seven lines of railway; thirty-eight mails are re- 
ceived and forwarded each week day at this post-office, not including the great 
number transferred to connecting lines. In order to exhibit its postal transac- 
tions, the following table is given, demonstrating the excess of business at the 

‘ackson post-office over other interior cities of Michigan, as furnished by the 
Post-Oflice Department report of the work of the letter-carrier system at the 
offices named during the past fiscal year: 


= | ee 

Pieces | Dumrer ol 

Offices, pieces 
handled. l andied at 


Jackson, 


: 


As will be seen, at the Jackson —— last year 3,630,909 pieces of mail 
were handled by the letter-carrier force alone. This does not include the mail 
received and delivered at the office, which is very large, as.over one thousand 
farmers and their families living in the surrounding country get mail at this 
point. “The receipts at the office last = were $29,631.71, expenses $13,793.79, 
affording a net revenue of $15,837.92. t year the total amount of domestic 


and international money-orders and postal-notes issued and paid aggregated 
estimate and official reports demonstrate that the post-office at 


$191,016.82. 
A careful 


Jackson, Mich., paid a profit to the Government from 1860 to 1888, a period of 
twenty-seven years, amounting to $324,843. 

The city of Jackson is thriving, and it has become a great commercial and 
manufacturing point. It is in the midst of large coal fields, and its mining in- 
terests are extensive. Its chief products are agricultural implements, wagons, 
paper, furniture, boots and shoes, milling locomotives, cars, corsets, un- 
derwear, and cigars, employing millions of capital and affording employment 
to large numbers. The population of the cit; about 24,000. 

The State pnd prison is located at this point and large numbers of convicts are dis- 
chee oe week. To protect the Government from robbery a strong build- 

ing is n k 
ackson being a great railway center and an important distributin, poni 
your committee are of opinion that the building provided for in House bill 3392 
should be erected by the Government. Thesame was reported favorably at the 
last Congress. Your committee report the bill back Ly substitute and, for the 
reasons enumerated above, recommend the passage of the substitute. 


Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the statemeut made in this report as to 
the amount of business at that point, it having a post-oflice only, and 
haying no other public use for a building, I think, in harmony with 
the practice which has heretofore prevailed in such cases, that the 
amount of the appropriation should not exceed $50,000 in a city of this 


size. 

Mr. SPRINGER. _Is there a Government building there now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nothing but a court-house. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How many inhabitants? 

Mr. HOLMAN. About twenty-four thousand. A 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Will the House agree to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that an amendment shall 
be submitted reducing the amount to $50,000, I shall not object. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. In order to secure the passage of the bill I will 
have to accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the amendment to strike 
ont ‘‘seventy-five thousand” and insert ‘‘fifty thousand.” 

Mr. BURROWS. It would be idle to make an appropriation of 
$50,000 for a city of that size. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman from Michigan thinks it bet- 
ter to accept the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. It will have to be increased in the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Better let it be passed in this way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
i paei; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OTTUMWA, IOWA. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to di 
the Gommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9771) for the erection of a public 
building at Ottumwa, Iowa, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise 
pona a site, and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious 

uilding, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodations of the post- 
office, and for other Government uses, at Ottumwa, Iowa. The site and build- 
ing thereon, when completed upon plans and fications to be previously 
made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost 
the sum of io, 000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erec- 
tion of a build which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transac- 
tion of the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of 
the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, 
shall have been aperoved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase 
of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by the Secretary of the 
‘Treas involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $40,000 for site 
and building; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to 
danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, includi: streets and 
alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title 
to the said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Iowa 
shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pu: 
except the administration of the criminal Jaws of said State and the Peni o of 
civil process therein. 


bet Poy hose Is there objection to the present consideration or 
the bill? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. NEWTON) was read, as follows: 


They find that Ottumwa is a perous and rapidly-growing city of between 
14,000 and 16,000 people. It is situated on the line of four great railroads. It is 
a manoiosating pointof very considerable importance, and affords facilitiesfor 
immense manufacturing interestsin the way of water-power and extensive adja- 
centcoal deposits, Extensive machine and repair shops are located there. 

The gross receipts of the postal business have steadily increased for a period 
of ten years, until in 1887 the receipts reached $22,005.15 as against $11,292.30 for 
the year 1878. The prospect for future growth is more flattering now than at 
any former period in the history of the place. 

Ottumwa is a free-delivery office with a force of fourteen employés. There 
are located at this city a deputy internal-revenue collector, a United States com- 
missioner, and a board of pension examiners. 

‘Three thousand three hundred and sixty feet of space are now occupied by the 
post-oflice force, and the committee find that 2,500 additional square feet are 
needed to properly transact the post-office business. Suitable und for the 
building can, in the opinion of the committee, be procured at a reasonable 
price, and the whole cost of both ground and building will not and need not 
exceed the sum of $40,000, 
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Your committee therefore report the accompanying substitute for H. R. 8031 
and recommend its passage. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? N 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amount asked for, $40,000, is a very mod- 
erate sum, and the gentleman’s request ought to be granted. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 
` A bill (H. R. aa granting a pension to Mrs. Theresa Guelich; 

A bill (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

A bill (H. R. 432) granting # pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

A bill t R. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxie; 

A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

A bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. Sot granting a pension to Linnæns W. Risley; 

A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 

A bill (H. R. i granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

A bill Or R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 

A bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. Mercy Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O'Neil; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

A bill (H. R. pris for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
pension-roil; 

A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catherine Tierney; 

A bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark; ° 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6770 ting a pension to Mrs, Carrie A. Luey; 

A bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill i R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 

A bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. vrais granting a pension to John Glenning; 

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linten; 

H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 


H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
A bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 
A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 
A bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 
A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 
A bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 
A bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 
A bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 
A bill HE R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 8496) to increase the pension to Albert E. Magoffin; 
A bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs, Abba E. Jackson; 
A bill tE R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 
A bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 
A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 
A bill R. 9170 ting a pension to James W. Poag; and 
A bill (H. R. 9682 Fean the pension of Jesse Dickey. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the consideration of the bill which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

Mr. GEAR. Ihope the gentleman-will withdraw that demand. 

DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I send a resolution to the Clerk’s desk, which I 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the disallowed postmasters’ claims 
pene from the State of Kentucky under the act of March 3, 1883; exhibit- 

ng all such claims as by an actual computation of commissions prescribed by 
the act of 1554 and entered upon claim jackets show that the d salaries are 
10 per cent. or more less than such commissions, such tabulated statement to 
show in each case, first, the name of the post-o' ; second, the name of the 
applicant; third, the period of service covered by the computation of commis- 
sions; fourth, the amount of the computed commissions; fifth, the amount of 
paid salary for the same term of service; sixth, the actual amount of commis- 
sions in excess of the paid salary. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, that resolution was introduced by me 
on the 19th of March and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. It has not yet been reported back, but Iam informed 
by the gentleman having the resolution in charge that the committee 
has taken action upon it and authorized him to makeareport. -I refer 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], and if he will now 
file his report it will obviate the necessity for the motion which I have 
contemplated making. A 

Tih SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman [Mr. TAULBEE] 
submit? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isubmita motion that the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads be discharged from the further consideration of 
that resolution, and that the House now proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Is that a privileged motion, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The rales require that the resolution shall 
be reported back within one week. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And it has been in the hands of the committee 
since the 19th of March. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the committee have 
not reported this’ resolution back earlier because of the condition of 
the public business. The gentleman from Kentucky has already ad- 
vised the House that a member of the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], has prepared a report upon this resolution; 
but I can not conceive why my friend should insist that the gentleman 
from Illinois should present that report just at this time. The minor- 
ity of the committee, who are really in sympathy with the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, desire an opportunity to ex- 
amine the report, and it is due to them asa matter of courtesy that 
they should have that opportunity. I suggest, therefore, to my friend 
from Kentucky that he had better not insist on his motion this morn- 
ing, or until the minority have had an opportunity to see the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I think I am able to take care of my 
side of this case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I donot doubt that at all, Mr. Speaker, and I make 
no reflection whatever upon the gentleman. I have submitted a sug- 
gestion to his judgment. If his judgment does not approve it, I make 
no refiection upon him at all, and I did not so intend my suggestion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, so far as regards my reasons for call- 
ing the matter up at this time, I will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that I am in receipt of a letter from my wife, 
who is sick in Kentucky, and that I contemplate going home, and yet 
want to be here when this resolution is acted upon. I do not think 
the gentleman has any ground for complaining that I have been im- 
petuons at all about this matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. [introduced this resolution on the 19th of March, 
and from time to time I have spoken to the gentleman [Mr. BLOUNT] 
and to other members*of the committee in reference to it, and they 
have given first one excuse and then another—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Only one. 

Mr. TAULBEE. For their failure to report the resolution; all or 
which excuses were reasonable to me, and of none of which I have 
complained. But now, Mr. Speaker, the report is prepared and in the 
hands of a member of that committee, and I do not see why it should 
not be presented in order that it may be considered before I leave town. 
Before bringing the matter up in the House I made an appeal to the 
gentleman to present his report, and when I took the floor to make this 
motion I again appealed to him, and now the only excuse for with- 
holding the report comes from the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads—an excuse which he doubtless offers in perfectly 
good spirit, but which amounts simply to the suggestion that my side 
of the case is not ready. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I dia not say the gentleman’s ‘‘ side of the case. ”? 
My suggestion was simply this, that there are gentlemen associated 
together as members of the committee, a certain number representing 
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the majority and the others the minority; that the members of the mi- 
nority have not had an opportunity of seeing the report, and that it is 
due to them as a matter of courtesy that before the report is presented 
they shonld have that opportunity. In making this suggestion I dis- 
claim any intention of connecting the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] with what may have occurred between the members of the 
committee with reference to this matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I promised the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. ANDERSON] that I would show him the report before pre- 
senting it to the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON] is 
under pledge in this matter. So far as I am individually concerned, 
it may as well come up now as at any othertime. I do not know 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] intends to leave. 
Probably to-morrow would be an agreeable time to him. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would not like to bring it up on Sunday. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not mean to- 


morrow. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have the report ready 
on this question, and have no objection to offering it now, except that 
I promised the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON], as I have 
said, that I would submit it to him before presenting it to the House. 
He is relying upon that assurance. I think he is as much interested 
in this matter as the gentleman from Kentucky himself. I have now 
stated the reason why I have not presented the report this morning— 
the same reason which I have before stated to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It should also be stated that the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] who has charge of the minority report 
is not now in the Hall. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to state to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that the minority report has been prepared and is in charge of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON], who is not here this 
morning. Ishould very much like to have this matter go over until 
the gentleman from Mississippi shall be here with his minority report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will state to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PETERS] that I have no objection whatever to this report going over 
until this evening, if it can be arranged that it shall then be considered. 
Nor should I have any objection to postponing the matter until next 
week but for the fact that I contemplate leaving the city to go to Ken- 
tucky, and I desire to have the matter considered while I am here. 

So farasconcerns my having any personal interest in this matter, Ido 
not understand that because a gentleman happens through the courtesy 
of the Speaker to be assigned to a committee having jurisdiction of a 
question of this kind, he thereby has any more interest in my resolu- 
tion than I have myself. The very fact that I introduced this resolu- 
tion is sufficient evidence that I have manifested more interest in this 
matter than members who have failed to introduce any such resolution; 
and I know of no rule of courtesy either on this floor or elsewhere that 
would proscribe me from participating in a matter of this sort. Ire- 
peat, that if this matter can be considered this evening I am willing, 
and in fact anxious, that it should go over for the present, in order that 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] may have an oppor- 
tunity to examine the views of the majority and submit for the consid- 
eration of the House the minority report which he has prepared. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, in response to what the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] has just stated, I take it that no mem- 
berof the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads would deny that 
he has an equal right to his opinion in this matter with any other mem- 
ber on the floor. On theother hand,I deny that the gentleman has any 
special privilege because he introduced and had referred to our com- 
nitteethisresolution. There were a great many resolutions of the same 
kind referred. Our committee was directed to investigate this subject 
under the rules of the House. They have made an investigation and 
are ready to report, subject to the qualification which has been devel- 
oped here this morning, that the gentleman in charge of the minority 
report is not here, and a promise has been made that the majority re- 
port should be shown to him for examination before its presentation to 
the House. There has been no opportunity for such examination by 
the gentleman from Mississippi; and I think proper considerateness of 
action would require that the resolution should not at this time be re- 
ported back. 

Mr. TAULBEE. So faras the report is concerned, I have not claimed 
to exercise any special privilege with respect to thismatter. I under- 
stand from members of the committee that the report which they con- 
template is intended to cover a broader field than that covered by my 
resolution. The only ground on which I have claimed any privilege 
is from the fact that I introduced this resolution, and that it has been 
privileged for nearly three months; and now the chairman of the com- 
mittee seems to question my right in this matter after I have, through 
courtesy, allowed this matter to sleep for nearly three months. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
Iam with him upon this resolution; I believe the inquiry proposed ought 
to be made at the Post-Office Department; but if he insists on bringing 
this matter up in the absence of the chairman of the subcommittee and 
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the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON], who has prepared 
the minority report, he simply subjects the resolution to defeat. That 
is the whole matter. There is no possibility of having the resolution 
adopted in this House unless it has the benefit of the full consideration 
given to it by the gentleman from Mississippi, who has thoroughly ex- 
amined the law upon the question, has prepared a full and specific re- 
port upon it, and is heartily in favor of the resolution. Iam also in 
favor of it; but Ido not pretend to be so thoroughly conversant with , 
the law on the subject as is the gentleman from Mississippi; nor do I 
claim to be competent to take charge of and discuss the matter. The 
gentleman from Kentucky may be competent to take charge of and dis- 
cuss some of the intricate questions of law involved here; but I appeal 
to him to consider that he will have a strong coadjutor upon this floor ` 
by waiting until the gentleman from Mississippi shall come in. 

I do not know whether the gentleman from Mississippi is absent for 
the day or not, but if he is, I believe the interest of this legislation, 
the interest of the applicants who are affected by this legislation, will 
not be likely to suffer by waiting for the presence of the gentleman 
from Mississippi before this matter is considered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, will the gentleman allow me for a moment? 
I am glad to hear him say that he is in favor of the resolution; but he 
States as a reason for not considering it now that the gentleman from 
Mississippi is not here, and he gives that as a strong reason, because, 
as he says, the gentleman knows something about it. 

` Let me ask the gentleman if it is not possible at least thatifI have to 
leave the city and this should be called npin my absencethe committee 
may be deprived of some information which I might be able to convey 
upon the subject? I presume to know something of my own resolu- 
tion; and if I do not acquaint myself with the facts in connection with 
matters in which my peopleareinterested, my constituents must suffer. 
Ido pretend to know something about this; and I repeat that if we 
ean not have the matter considered without the help of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, I would be glad to have it go over until this even- 
ing, provided we can get consent to have it taken up for consideration 
then. But I want to be heard when it is considered, and, as I stated, 
I will be compelled to leave the city. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman trom Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] 
has gone fully into the legal questions involved, and I will stake my 
reputation that he has gone as far in the examination of this subject as 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, the gentleman’s reputation is nothing to 
me. [Laughter.] I do not care to indulge in any competitive exam- 
ination with the gentleman from Mississippi, I will say to the gentle- 
man from Kansas, Iam opposed to that class of civil-service reform. 
{Laughter.] I did not win my seat by it, and I do not presume that 
I would succeed in getting it if it depended upon that. - 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is nothing in this resolution requiring any 
undue haste. The gentleman from Mississippi who makes this report 
on behalf of the minority of the committeeisabsent. If there was any 
pressing necessity involving any public interests that required con- 
pres aey I would not interpose any objection, but there is nothing 
of the kind. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Well, let me understand; I believe the gentleman 
is opposed to this. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is your side ready? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then come to trial. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. And it is a question of orderly and proper con- 


sideration of the resolution, and thatisall. There is no disposition 
on the part of any gentleman who is opposed to this matter to smother 
it. On the contrary, they want the investigation to be full and fair 
when the question does come up for consideration. But we hold and 
insist that it is due to the gentleman from Mississippi to postpone it 
until he is present. 

Now a word in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky. I referred 
to the interest he manifested, but he will understand, I am sure, that 
in that I meant no improper reflection upon him or upon his motives. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Oh, of course I understand that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the House is now fully aware of the 
situation, that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of 
this House is ready to report, and we have the matter in shape for im- 
mediate action if it were fair to the minority members of the commit- 
tee. I move, sir, in view of the facts, to lay the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to know, if the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia prevails, if thereafter the resolution which I introduced 
is privileged ? 

The SPEAKER. It still remains privileged. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course this action only postpones it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. i desire to inform the gentleman, and I hope he 
will not object, that I will call it up this evening and again on each 
morning and on each evening until I secure its consideration. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. If you can get the opportunity. 
-Mr.TAULBEE. Well, I shall take care of that. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and ona 
division there were—ayes 44, noes 30. 

Mr. TAULBEE. No quorum. 3 

The SPEAKER. The pointof order that no quorum has voted being 
made, the Chair will appoint tellers, 

xe TAULBEE and Mr. BLOUNT were appointed tellers, 

. MONTGOMERY, I ask unanimous consent that the tellers be 
withdrawn, and that this question be postponed until half past 4 this 
afternoon, to be disposed of after a half hour’s debate, provided Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Mississippi, representing the minority, is present; or I 
will say postpone it until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I object. 
The tellers resumed the count, and reported—ayes 114, noes 52. 
So the motion to lay on the table was adopted. 


CORRECTION OF AN ENGROSSED BILL. 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a correction made of 
an engrossed bill. On yesterday the bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the 
sale of a ion of the Winnebago reservation, in Nebraska, was passed 
by the House with certain amendments, but as the bill has been en- 
grossed one of these amendments has been omitted. The RECORD is 
correct, and the error appears in the engrossment, one of the amend- 
ments being omitted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment had better be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 2 insert: 
“Iis That at any time within three months after the sale of 
as provided, any members of the tribe who have not vol- 
their allotments on the land described are authorized to 
assigning their and the purchaser ahali pay. in p AKA te saan 
patents, pay into agen 
of the Win Indians in Nebraska, for the benefit of said tribe as heretofore 
poros, the same price per acre as the ave: price paid for lands at the pub- 
sale, and said members of the tribe may select lands on the reservation the 
same as if no selection had been made.” 


Mr. DORSEY. This is one of the amendments that is unanimously 
reported from the committee. 
There being no objection, the amendment was adopted, and the cor- 
rection of the bill ordered in accordance therewith. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is it in order at this time to intro- 
duce a resolution to amend the rules of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. For reference only. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It should be introduced on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. It has been decided that a resolution proposing 
an amendment to the rules can be offered at any time as a matter of 
privilege, but it must go to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Then I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


ree: That Wednesday, the 13th day of June, after the morning hour, be 
set apart for the consideration of House bill No, 9961, nting arrears of pen- 
sions and providing for the payment thereof; and that the consideration thereof 
shall be continued from day to day until the same is disposed of. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The motion of Mr. MILLS to dispense with the morning hour was 


agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
* reports to present may haye leave to file them in the usual manner. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: : 
LIGHT-HOUSE, CROOKED RIVER, FLORIDA. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 735) making an appropriation for the erection of a 

t-house on the highland (mainland) to the westward of Crooked 
River, Florida; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
FORT BROWN MILITARY RESERVATION, TEXAS. 


Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 10422) to provide for the purchase of the Fort Brown military 
reservation, Texas, and to extinguish all claims for the use and occu- 

- pation of said reservation; which was read a first and second time, re- 
Ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REVISED STATUTES OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. FORD also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back favorably the bill (H.-R. 7435) to amend section 4787 of the Re- 


vised Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 406) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington Safe Deposit 
Company;™ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill (S. 690) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company ot 
Washington, in the District of Columbia,” approved January 22, 1867; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back the bill (H. R. 9435) changing the name of the 
Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature ot a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10423) changing the name of the 
Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R, 9051) to reduce tanion Soa mopuiy the laws in relation to the 
collection of revenue. e Clerk will reportthe pendin h. 

The Clerk read as follows: =! 


Flax straw. 

Flax, not hackled or dressed. 

Flax, hackled, known as dressed line. 
Tow of flax, or hemp. 


The CHAIRMAN. The i 
moves to strike out the first “Flax straw.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, one of the serious objec- 
tions I have to the bill under consideration is that it strikes down the 
entire agricultural dutiable list. I beg to enumerate the articles that 
it proposes to transfer to the free-list: dates, plums, figs, currants, 
meats, game, fresh milk, beans, peas, split peas, bristles, bulbs, grease, 
feathers, hemp and rape seed, garden seeds, linseed and flaxseed, 
broom corn, tallow, bees-wax, soap, etc. In addition to this, wool, flax, 
hemp, and all of the vegetable fibers with the exception ofcotton. The 
four lines that have been read include flax straw, not hackled, and 
the tow of flax. Now, the average duty upon these four commodities 
is but 8 per cent. ad valorem. That upon flax known as dressed line 
isbut 7 percent. ; upon flax not hackled it is 9 per cent. ; upon flax straw 
it is 10 per cent., and upon the tow of flaxit isonly 5.21 percent. So 
it will be noticed that these are almost, if not altogether, the lowest 
rates of duty known to the tariff schedules; and yet while the tariff as 
revised by this bill leaves large duties upon almost every manufact- 
ured commodity, when it comes to these small agricultaral products 
and industries it proposes to put them wholly at the mercy of the free 
list. Now, Mr. Chairman, flax is by no means an insignificant industry. 
It is raised in almost every State and Territory in the Union. It is 
largely produced in Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Ohio, Kentucky, Missouri, 
New York, New Jersey, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and 
Virginia. In 1860 our flaxseed product was but 566,000 bushels, 
while in 1880 it was stated in the census at 7,171,000 bushels, and it is 
estimated that the seed product has now reached over 12,000,000 
bushels. 

In 1880 there were produced in the United States 421,098 tons of 
flax straw, 1,565,546 tons of fiber, and it is now estimated that the pro- 
duction of flax fiber in the United States is over 2,500,000 tons. Not- 
withstanding this, it is estimated that there are destroyed in the United 
States at least 500,000 tons of flax straw every year, on account of its 
not being sufficiently near manufactories where it may be put into 
fabrics. This industry is very considerably larger than that of hemp, 
which is also transferred to the free-list in this bill. It is estimated 
that in 1870 there were 12,000 tons of hemp produced, while in 1880 
the product had diminished by more than one-half, having receded to 
5,025 tons. 

I repeat these figures for the purpose of showing the extent of the 
flax industry, so far as we can secure any statistics upon the subject. 
The statistics are imperfect, and I have no doubt the industry is very 
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considerable larger than would appear from the statistics of the Agri- 
cultural Bureau. 

As I stated, the present rate of duty is of the lowest. By transfer- 
ring this article to the free-list we reduce the revenue by only an in- 
considerable sum. The total value of the imports of these flax fibers 
during the past fiscal year was but $1,909,000; of dressed flax, $619,- 
000; of flax not dressed, $1,027,000; of flax-tow, $233,000, making the 
total amount of imports $1,909,000, as stated, upon which there was 
collected an aggregate duty of $153,608.63. 

Now, the flax that comes directly in competition with the American 
flax product is the Russian and Canadian flax, being used for the same 

urpose as ours, generally manufactured into wrapping threads, coarse 
ing, crash, carpet-warp, and coarse wearing-ap 

There are other reasons, however, why this provision must be disas- 
trous to this industry. It not only transfers flax to the free-list, but 
puts all other vegetable fibers on the free-list. The bill admits free 
jute and jute butts, manila, sisal grass and sunn, and every other fiber 
that may be used in competition with flax. All these are admitted to 
the free-list—not only those which are the same as the product of the 
American industry, but all those things that compete directly in the 
market with our flax industry. 

The bill goes beyond that. It not only puts flax apon the free-list, 
but very many of the manufactures of flax—cotton-bagging, burlaps, 
and many other of those things into which flax enters.. Then, as to 
flaxseed, it not only puts the seed upon the free-list, but, if I under- 
stand correctly, the oil also; or if there be any duty continued on the 
oil, it is an insignificant one. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman is correct; linseed-oil is on the free-list. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. So I understand. In other words, the 
bill takes flax and everything that may be regarded as directly the 
product of flax and everything that comes into our market or may be 
used for the same purpose as flax, and puts them all in a body upon 
the free-list. I move, therefore, to so amend the bill as to permit the 
present duty to stand. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIFFORD withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. 
a BUCHANAN. I move to strike out these four lines: 

Flax straw. 

Flax, not hackled or dressed. 

Flax, hackled, known as dressed line. 

Tow of flax, or hemp. 

Mr. Chairman, the pending motion is practically to prevent placing 
on the free-list flax straw, flax, not hackled or dressed, and flax, hackled, 
known as dressed line, and tow of flax. The present duty on flax 
straw is $5 ton; on flax tow, $10; on flax, not hackled, $20, and 
on hackled flax, $40, a percentage respectively of 10.73 on flax straw, 
of 9.05 on unhackled flax, and of 7.06 on hackled flax, as shown by the 
importations and values last year. These percentages are very low, 
and certainly, if the growers and dressers of flax are to have any pro- 
tection at all, as low as can reasonably be asked. The importations for 
the ten months ending April 30, 1888, amount to $1,404,722. For the 
year ending June 30, 1887, they amounted to $1,908,845. This ques- 
tion affects two interests particularly, the flax-grower and the flax- 
dresser. A word as to each. 

I hold in my hand asumptuously prepared book. The paper is of the 
best, the print is large and clear; each page has a wide margin, and the 
leaves are uncut. Itis bound in blue and gold and is entitled, ‘‘ Flax 
Culture in the United States.’’ Itis devoted to proving that we should 
have, as this bill proposes, free trade in flax. Complimentary copies 
have been sent to the members of the Ways and Means Committee, and 
so far as I can learn to each member of the House. It is written by a 
gentleman who writes ‘‘ A. M., of the Boston Bar,”’afterhisname. This 
Boston lawyer undertakes to tell the flax-growers and flax-dressers of 
this country what is for their best interests, and yet from this very book 
I find that the production of fiber is falling off. He would remedy this, 
not by affording our flax-growers more protection, but by taking off the 
little they now have. He would invigorate the patient by giving him 
prussicacid. Free trade in flax may suit the firm of Boston importers 
who have published this book and have distributed it with so lavish a 
hand, butit will hardly suit the flax-grower,. who, even under the present 
state of things, finds too scanty remuneration for his toil. 

As to the other interest, the flax-dressers, I will let those of my own 
State speak in their own behalf as they do in the following communi- 
cation from a committee of their own number: - 

FLAX-DRESSERS’ APPEAL. 
Hon. Members of House of Representatives: 


GENTLEMEN: The flax-dressers of New Jersey, representing the flax trade of 
the country, petition your honorable House to show how injuriously we, as a 
craft, are affected by the propeen tariff bill. There is no discrimination made 
between raw mate! and hackled flax, commonly known as dressed line, the 
former paying a present duty of $20 per ton, and the latter paying a duty of 40 
per ton. By placing line on the free-list will eventually destroy flax- 
dressing as an ind in this country: It seems strange to us that your hon- 
orable House should ignore the fact that a previous Congress satisfied 
themselves that hackled flax was a manufactured article, and taxed it accord- 


See APPEN- 


ingly. The placing of manufactured flax on the free-list has taken us by sur- 
p se for we were repeatedly assured that your honorable House had so care- 
ully "considered every interest affected by the tariff reform bill, and that 

instead of taking all 


where you have placed the raw material on the free-list, 
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the duty off the manufactured article, you have in nearly every instance al- 
lowed a margin of from 10 to 15 per cent., thereby protecting manufacturing in- 
dustries to that extent, 

This hne konpo bas not been followed in dealing with our industry. The 
placingof led on the free-list will only benefit three flax-spinning firms 
out of those en: in that industry in the United States, they being only off- 
shoots of parent in Europe: and, notwi ding our protective tariff, 
they manufacture and import this dressed line, to be used in the spinnin; of 
linen threads and ns, with injury to the American workers, Those employ- 
ing American workmen have to pay a far higher rate of wages than the above- 
mentioned European firms. Of the three firms mentioned, who import dressed 
line, one, namely, Finlayson & Bousfield, of Grafton, Mass., and Johnstone, of 
Scotland, do not ons a single workman in the manufacturing of dressed line 
in this country, while in their mills in Scotland they employ about 300 work- 
men in the manufacture of the same. 

Were there no reduction on dressed line, with the raw material on the free- 
list, Finlayson & Bousfield would be compelled in their own interest to manu- 
facture the raw flax that they would require, thus giving employment to many 
skilled workmen. McMaster & Co., of Greenwich, N. Y., also import their 
dressed line, Barbour &Co., of Paterson, N. J., and Lisburn, Ireland, formeriy 
employed nearly one hundred workmen in their firm at Paterson, N. J. The 
placing of dressed line on the free-list has changed all that, and three weeks ago 
the last flax-dresser was discharged. The parent of Barbour & Co. will 
henceforth manufacture all the flax for their trade in Lisburn, Ireland. These 
firms care not, but would wish raw flax to be taxed. As itis the article manu- 
factured by cheap labor they desire placed on the free-list, so that they may be 
able to undersell the American man urer, and thus havea monopoly of the 
home market. 

Gentlemen, we only ask you to treat our industry as you have treated others. 
Three foreign manufacturers do not represent or constitute the whole flax- 
spinning industry of the United States. Why should the American manufact- 
urer, who pays a higher rate of wages to skilled workmen, not be protected 
against the manufacturer who employs cheap foreign labor that he may have 
the advantage of the American manufacturer in his own market? 

Gentlemen, the perusal of the facts contained in this circular will, we hope, 


induce you to extend some protection to an industry that in this country is 
but young as yet. Free competition with foreign labor would kill it. Hoping 
you will give this your best consideration, 


We to remain yours, respectfully, 


NEWTON YOUNG, 
DANIEL FRIEL, 
ROBERT WRIGHT, 
Committee, 
JOHN WILSON, Secretary. 

These are the flax-workers themselves, and they state their case 
clearly and with all the force of truth. It will be observed that they 
not only speak of the effect the passage of this bill wil] have upon their 
employment and wages, but they make some significant statements as 
to the effect the mere introduction of this bill has already had upon 
their interests. 

I warn this House that the working men and women of this country 
are intelligent. They read the papers and know what is going on here, 
and if they are struck here the time is near when their chance to strike 
back will come, and they will not hesitate to deal blow for blow. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, something has been said on both sides 
of thisquestion. One gentleman spoke of the injury to the flax-grower 
and the amount of money it will take out of the pockets of the flax- 
growing people of this country. Something should be said, therefore, 
as to the amount of money taken out of the pockets of the flax-con- 
sumers of thecountry. If we would permit the importation of this 
flax from Canada, from Ireland, from Belgium, from Russia, from all 
the, places where it is grown, we will find a market for a great deal 
more of the articles we export; just in proportion as we allow goods to 
be imported into this country we will increase the exportation of our 
surplus products which we are sending out of the country. It is well 
enough, therefore, for usto remember occasionally that the people who 
are exporting our agricultural products are somewhat interested in the 
preservation of our foreign trade. 

Let us look at Canada. It is said that Dakota interests will be 
jeopardized by permitting Canadian flax to be imported free of duty 
into this country. What are we sending to Canada? What is Dakota 
interested in sending to Canada? We send over $5,000,000 worth of 
wheat and flour to Canada, and Dakota is one of the largest wheat-pro- 
ducing regionsof the Union. If wepermitthat trade to go undisturbed 
our people who are growing wheat in the Northwest, instead of being 
forced to accept 55 or 60 cents a bushel, will have the value of their 
wheat increased, and they will be benefited by that trade. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. MILLS. We are exporting breadstuffs, beef, pork, and wheat 
to Ireland, from whence we import flax. Do our people want to in- 
jure Ireland ? 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. MILLS. Do we want toinjure the Irish people in any manner ? 

We hear constantly appeals to Americanism whenever some wrong is 
to be inflicted upon somebody. It is justified by appealing to patriot- 
ism; but when any party goes before the people of this country to ap- 
peal to them for their suffrages we never find them prosecuting their 
campaigns without something being said about the sympathies of the 
American people towards poor, oppressed, and downtrodden Ireland. 
Now, we benefit both Ireland and the United States by giving the fa- 
cilities to Ireland for the exportation of flax and flax goods, and atthe 
same time allow our wheat and beef and pork to be sent to them in 
exchange. 


; 
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Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, Will the gentleman permit me to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, yes. ~ . 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Yourargument, as I understand it, is to 
the extent that the tariff has caused the low price of wheat. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, I do say to a certain extent. 

Mr. WHIUTE, of Indiana. You say so? 

Mr. MILLS. Of course. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Then what made prices so high in 1830? 

Mr. MILLS. In 1880 and ’81 and ’82 there was avery large expor- 
tation of agricultural products, caused mainly by the large import of 
foreign goods. Let the gentleman go and examine the records of the 
Bureau of Statistics, and he will see that during that year this vast in- 
terchange of commodities took place. That made the price of wheat 
go up in the year he mentions. We were importing large quantities 
of foreign products and that made a demand for our home products, 
which, of course, made an increase in the price of those commodities. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in 


that respect. It was gambling in wheat that produced that result, not 
the tariff at all. 
Mr. MILLS. The principal cause of the activity in wheat at that 


time was because of the great demand to supply foreign markets in 
exchange for these commodities. It is the amount of the supply and 
the demand which, more than anything else, regulates these prices, 

Mr. WHITE; of Indiana. That has nothing whatever to do with it. 
You go back three years ago when you had ashort crop of wheat— 
350,000,000 barrels, and less than 50,000,000 to export—what was the 
consequence? ‘lhe Chicago produce gamblers ran the price down from 
$1.10 to 85 cents a bushel because of the Soy in the crop. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, if the gentleman from Indiana has completed his 

in mine, I will proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman has expired. [Laugh- 
ter. 
he MILLS. Very well; let us have a vote. 

Mr. GEAR. I move to strike out thelast word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will consider the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Jersey as withdrawn. 

Mr. GEAR. A word as to the effect of this provision of the bill upon 
the people of my State. Flax in Iowa is the poor man’s crop. Every 
man who comes to my State a poor man and buys his 120 or 160 acres 
of land buys it possibly from a corporation on long time—and that ac- 
counts, let me say, ina large degree for the mortgages which my friends 
from the other side are so prompt to describeas existing there—and he 
puts in his first crop of flax. Under the old arrangement when a man 
came to Iowa, thirty, forty, or fifty years ago, and broke up thevirgin 
prairie soil, he could raise nothing. 

There is not one year in Iowa in twenty, or in any of our Western 
Territories or States, in which during the first year you can raise any- 
thing after breaking up the land. Sometimes in very wet seasons 
15 or 20 bushels of corn may be gathered, but as a rule no crops are 
made. It became early the system in that State that the first year 
was devoted to get the land ready for producing corn and wheat the 
following year. 

But during the last few years, since there has been a fair protection 
of the flax industry, that system has been changed and the new ground 
is now sown in flax. As soon as the man has broken up his land, 10 
acres we will say in April, he seeds it down in flax, and as he breaks 
up another 10, 20, 30, or 40 acres it is seeded down in the same way. 
He goes to the flax-mills and borrows the seed and returns it with his 
crop. 

the result is, Mr. Chairman, that at the end of the season, after he 
has put 30, 40, or 50 acres in flax, he gets for that crop $500 to $800, 
which not only supports his family, but in many instances permits 
him to make his first payment on his land, reducing his debt, and 
sometimes in one or two seasons he secures his title in full. 

In addition to that, twenty years ago there was but one flax-mill in 
the State. To-day there are nine great mills which crush one and one- 
half millions of bushels of flaxseed annually, and theirannual product 
is nearly 5,000,000 gallons of flaxseed-oil. I desire to call attention 
just here to the fact that flaxseed-oil during the last fifteen years is 
cheaper than it has ever been before in this country. When we pe: 
cured our linseed-oil from England, forty years ago, the price was from 
45 to 60 cents per gallon, but to-day you can buy it all over the State 
of Iowa at retail under the protective system for less money than we 
had to pay for it in New York at wholesale in years gone by. 

The English people produce flaxseed in large amounts in India by 
cheap ryot and fellah labor, which costs only 6 or 7 cents per day. 
That flaxseed is exported to England, where the production of oil is but 
a secondary consideration. It is ground there mainly for the purpose 
of the residuum, which is used for the fattening of cattle, and the large 
profit in the manufacture of flaxseed here on the ground is from the 
export of oil-cake which we send abroad. Now, if you pass this bill, 
in my judgment, you will strike a direct blow at the Iowa flax-raiser. 
We exported $1,900,000 worth of fluxseed from our State, in addition 
to what was consumed at home, obtained from the crushing of 1,500,- 
000 bushels of seed. In my judgment you strike a very heavy blow at 


this industry if you pass this bill. What else but flax can our people 
raise to bring their land into subjection? If they raise anything else 
they have got to be ‘‘ out*’ a year’s labor. Our friends on the other 
side are clamorous all the time for the poor farmers of the West, who 
they say are downtrodden and loaded with mortgages and all that sort 
of thing. Now if they really want to benefit the Western farmers, 
they can nct find a better way of doing it than by retaining the duty 
on flax as it stands in the existing law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr, Chiirman, it is strange to hear the arguments 
that are made by the protectionists on the other side of the House. I 
have been listening here for a month to their strange wiring in and 
wiring out, their strange deviations, affirmations, and denials. What 
good does the tariff on flaxseed do anybody? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It controls our home market. 

Mr. BLAND. Itdoes? You are the first gentleman I have heard 
admit that the tariff did control the home market. What do you 
mean by that? That it raises prices? If the tariff on flax, or on any- 
thing else, does not raise the price, what good does it do? How does 
it hurt my friend from Iowa Tar. GEAR] to take the tariff off flax, 
when he claims all the time that the tariff does not increase the value 
of the article? Of all the false pretenses brought in here to deceive 
the farmers of the country, I think this is the most preposterous, This 
tariff gives us a revenue of $100,000. Suppose, according to the theory 
of the gentlemen on the other side of the House, that the flax-raisers 
do get the benefit of that $100,000, what do they have to pay for it? 
The agriculturists of this country exported abroad last year nearly 
$600,000,000 worth of their products, and exchanged them fer foreign 
commodities which ought to have been worth to them here perhaps 
$800,000, 000, but on that exchange they had to pay to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, through the custom-houses, a tax of over $200,000,000. 

I say, sir, that that profit of $200,000,000 on our agricultural prod- 
ucts was confiscated at the custom-houses. It was a fine imposed upon 
the farmers of this country for having gone abroad to exchange their 
surplus which they could not sell at home because the home market 
could not receive it. And for the pitiful sum of $100,000 you want to 
fine the farmers of this country by a high protective tariff and confis- 
cate their property to the amount of $200,000,000. Notonly that, but 
upon all of these articles which they bought at home, amounting to 
three or four times $200,000,000, you have extorted from the farmers 
by your tariff system of protection not less than $800,000,000, and you 
are doing that annually. - And yet you think the farmers are to be hum- 
bugged and tricked by the idea that they are protected on wheat and 
flax and articles of that kind from which no revenue comes and the 
duty on which is of no sort of benefit to them. That isa sham anda 
pretense and a fraud and a humbug that will never go down with the 
farmers of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, if we really want to relieve the farmers of the bur- 
dens, what we must do is to give them an outlet for their wheat and 
other products. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE] has al- 
luded to 1880, when he says wheat was worth more than it is to-day, 
and he attributes the depression to speculation and to gambling in 
wheat. Why, sir, we had as many gamblers in wheat in 1880 as we 
have to-day. Mr, Chairman, it is our protective tariff that has driven 
European countries to seek other wheat-fields. Great Britain is devel- 
oping wheat-growing in India and is extending her railroads there be- 
cause of the fact that we refuse to trade with her. The question of 
our trade with foreign nations is also affected by another fact, to which 
I need not allude more particularly now—I mean our financial policy 
with reference to one of our metals. These two things taken together 
are ruining the wheat market of the farmers of this country, but the 
tariff especially is doing it by driving foreign countries to develop 
other wheat-fields, and, as a consequence, our wheat is depreciating in 
value in the markets of the world to-day. 

I will here give more in detail an explanation of this matter. 


Value of exports of the leading products of domestic agriculture from the 
United States from 1860 to 1887. 
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1877 ...|$171, 118, 508 $117, 806, 476 |$28, 825,521 ($118, 579,676 921 
1878 ...| 180, 031, 181,777, S41 | 24, 803,165 | 124, 845, 137 203 
1879 ...} 162, 304, 250 | 210,355,528 | 25, 157,364 | 119, 857, 692 234 
1880 ...| 211,535, 905 | 288, 036, 835 | 16, 379,107 | 132, 488, 201 979 
1881 ...| 247, 695,745 | 270,332,519 | 18,737,043 | 156, 809, 821 
1882...) 199, 812, 644 | 182, 670,528 | 19,067,721 | 122,020,530 079 
1883 ...| 247, 328, 72L 040, 9, 435, 109, 217,119 559 
1884 ...| 197, 015, 204 | 162,544,715 | 17,765,760 | 114, 353, 788 588 
1885 ...| 201, 962, 458 | 160,370, 821 | 22,025,786 | 107, 332, 456 962 
1886 ...| 205, „ G42 | 125, 846,558 | 27,158,457 | 90,625, 216 968 
1887 ...| 206, 222,057 | 165,768,662 | 25,948,277 | 92,783,296 906 


In the year 1887 we exported of the products of domestic agriculture 
$500,713,906. On page 71 of the same document will be found the 
leading articles of imports entered for consumption during the year 
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1887, which amount to $683,418,980.70, which are dutiable under the 
present tariff and on which was collected $217,000,000 tariff taxes. 
This may nos be considered entirely fair, inasmuch as our whole im- 
portation of merchandise amounted to $726,042,878, which would in- 
clude articles on the free-list, leaving about $43,000,000 that came in 
under the free-list, Now, if we take the whole $700,000,000 imported, 
on which duties were paid to the amount of over $217,000,000, we find 
that about 30 per cent. in value of our foreign commerce was diverted 
from the pockets of the farmers by a tax or fine levied upon them for 
not selling their products at home, when, in reality, it was a surplus 
they had on hand for which there was no home market. 

Our whole exports of merchandise for 1887 were $679, 159,477. Sub- 
tract from this the whole amount of farm products leaves only about 
$178,000,000 of other exports. So it may be fairly assumed that the 
whole burden of tariff taxation, being a burden and tax on commerce 
itself, is a tax upon those who produce the commodities entering into 
and constituting nearly the whole of our commerce, to wit, the agri- 
culturists. But to come at it exactly, and for the purpose of illus- 
trating the matter, I will say to the agent of our federation of farmers 
that suppose in the next fiscal year we find that their surplus products 
exceed somewhat that of this past year, or should be $600,000,000, in 
round numbers, for which they have no market at home, unless they 
sell at a great sacrifice, and to dispose of which they are driven from 
necessity to foreign markets, and suppose the agent of that federation 
of farmers ships this $600,000,000 of farm produce to European coun- 
tries, and there exchanges their produce for the products of those coun- 
tries—produets that are consumed by the farmers and their families, 
furnishing the farms, kéeping up theirstock, and supplying themselves 
with the necessaries of life. 

We find from this 30 per cent. that was paid last year on importa- 
tions they can buy these products 30 per cent. cheaper in foreign mar- 
kets than here, and therefore their $600,000,000 of products in foreign 
markets will produce for them $780,000,000 of foreign products that 
enter into consumption and supplying their families and keeping up 
their farms. It will be readily seen that this agent of the federa- 
tion of farmers has made a wise investment; that although-his exports 
were only $600,000,000 his imports are $780,000,000, and while our 
protective tariff defenders would say that inasmuch as his imports had 
exceeded his exports, therefore the balance of trade was against us, it 
would be the reverse, because he had sold $600,000,000 worth of prod- 
ucts for which he received $780,000,000, and instead of the balauce of 
trade being against us we are the gainer of $180,000,000. So far the 
farmer has made a large profit. Bui when the commodities he has pro- 
cured from abroad reach our ports the cargo is visited by a custom- 
house oflicer and 30 per cent. of the invoice costof those articles, which 
would be $600,000,000, inasmuch as they are worth only $600,000,000 
in the ports where they are exchanged for, but $800,000,000 here, 30 
per cent. tax would be levied on the invoice price, and before the goods 
could be removed for the farmers to consume them, this tax of 30 per 
cent., or $180,000,000, must be paid, even before they can leave the 
custom-honuse. 

This agent of the federation of farmers may well say, ‘‘ Why is this 
exacted of us?’ The custom-house oficer could only reply that it 
was to discourage this sort of thing, shipping goods abroad and buying 
goods abroad; that this fine or tax was levied for the purpose of com- 
pelling him to buy at home and build up home industries; that it was 
the policy of this Government to discourage foreign exports and foreign 
imports; that he should have traded at home and not taken his prod- 
ucts abroad. So that the farmers find that what ought to have beena 
profit to them, and would have been a profit to them but for this high 
protective tariff, has been ruthlessly coniiscated in their hands and they 
have lost all their profits, amounting to $180,000,000. 

Now, our Republican friends in this House will not listen to the 
proposition that all these manufacturing industries have formed them- 
selves into pools, trusts, and combines for the express purpose of keep- 
ing up the price of their manufactured products, and that this high 
protective tariff that finds the farmers and every one else who under- 
takes to escape from the exactions of these trusts, imposes on him taxes 
ranging from 30 to 40 per cent. every time he undertakes to trade with 
anybody but a trust or a monopolist. We do not wonder that the 
farmers are endeavoring to escape from the degradation of this law, and 
that they are forming, or attempting to form, combinations with which 
to fight combinations. But, of all the pools and all the trusts that ever 
cursed the farmers of this land, the high protective tariff pool and trust 
is the gigantic father; and itis against this trust of the protective tariff, 
the parent of the whole brood, that they must bend every energy and 
fight to the bitter death, or else they will go to the wall, for they are 
not in a condition to oppose these pools and trusts in any other manner 
than in lowering tariff rates and permitting fair competition the world 
over, so that when the pools and trusts a¢ home undertake to put up 
prices, the products of other countries may come in and counteract 
them. A farmer who can not see this is certainly blind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, it must be said of my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that he is refreshingly direct and plain in what 
lo has to say, and that he at least does not attempt to conceal the fact 


that he is a free-trader pure and simple, for his attack is not merely on 
fiax and flax products, but on the whole list of dutiable articles. 

But, sir, I rose to express my concurrence in what has been said by 
the gentleman from Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD], and also in what has been 
said by my colleague, Governor GEAR, upon this subject of flax. I 
have lived in Northwest Iowa for sixteen years. I went there ata time 
when land was low in value. Ihave lived there during a series of years 
of depression, when the grasshoppers ravaged that country and prevented 
the natural rise in the value of land, and yet I have witnessed the 
doubling and the trebling of the value of land in that region, which has 
gone from $3 to $5 an acre up to $10, $15, $25, and $40 an acre. 
There is where the farmers of the great Northwest have realized their 
profits upon the occupation they have pursued; it is in the increased 
value of their lands. 

How have they been able tolive there during all these yearsand make 
their improvements and bring about this increase in value? Largely, 
as my colleague, Governor GEAR, has stated, by the raising of flax as 
well as other grains. But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word before 
I sit down, and that was my principal purpose in rising, in reply toan 
observation made by the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Mitts]. In his reference to Ireland a few moments ago I thought I 
caught an expression like this: ‘‘ That our sympathy for the people of 
Ireland should lead us to liberal enactments with respect to our tariff 
laws, so that our trade with her people might be enlarged for their good.” 

I say to the gentleman from Texas that in my district there are thou- 
sands of farmers who, as my colleague [Mr. GEAR] has stated, have 
struggled along for ten, fifteen, and twenty years with the several difi- 
cult problems they have had to solve, including the grasshopper ex- 
perience, lasting irom 1873 to 1879, but now long since passed away. 
Among those farmers there are thousands of Irishmen, as well as Hol- 
landers, Germans, and other foreigners, and I say to the gentleman that 
while I sympathize deeply with Ireland in her distress, I bear in mind 
that she has been brought there by the policy of Great Britain, the 
commercial enemy of the United States, and 1 am first for the Irish- 
men of my district and of my State and of my nation before I am for 
other Irishmen or any other men outside, or for any policy which, 
whether it would benefit them or not, would bring harm to my own 
country. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh,yes. Youareagreatinterrogator. I am will- 
ing to submit to a question, Iam very glad tosee you once more on the 
floor, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I wish to ask for my information and 
for the information of the committee—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. You have some technical question, no doubt; but 
go on; if I can not answer it I will say so. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Itisnotatechnicalquestion. I want 
to ask you just this: 1n what manner do the farmers whom you and I 
represent, for they stand alike in this respect, make their money out of 
flax cultivation? Is it out of the seed or out of the fiber? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iwill tell you. There have been built in your 
State and mine large linseed-oil mills, which have taken pains to en- 
courage the farmers in the cultivation of flax, as my colleague [Mr. 
Gran] said, by buying and manufacturing the seed, affording « home 
market for this product instead of compelling them to ship it 1,000 or 


1,500 miles. 
Then it is out of the seed that they 


Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. 
make their profit. : 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, sir; out of the seed mainly. Besides that, 
there are mills growing up in the West which consume the flax fiber. 
There is at least one firm in my district engaged in buying, preparing, 
aud shipping the straw. I will tell my friend from Minnesota—if he 
doos not know it he ought to open his eyes to the fact-—manufactures 
are growing up in our Western States, and we are going to have more 
and more of them as the years roll by. Open your cyesand see. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word to 
say. Iam glad to have heard the suggestion of my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. StRUBLE]. The interest of his people and the interest of mine 
are in this respect the same. But if we have any interest in the rais- 
ing of flax except so far as concerns the use of the seed I do not know 
it. When we reach line 167 of this bill, which puts linseed or flax- 
seed on the free-list, I shall move to strike out that line. I think we 
have an interest in that direction; but beyond that I do not agree with 
the gentleman from Iowa. I do not wish to discuss that question un- 
til we reach the point I have indicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. If there be no objection - 
the pro forma amendment will be considered as withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. Tn- 
asmuch as the question of flaxseed and linseed oil has been brought 
into the discussion at this time, I beg to call attention to the fact that 
perhaps more flaxseed is raised and more linseed-oil manufactured in my 
district than in any other district in the United States. The production 
of flaxseed in my district for several years past has reached nearly 
2,000,000 bushels per year. 
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With reference to the matter actually involved in the amendment 
now pending, our interest is notsogreat. Itisonly within thelast year 
or two that the flax straw has been utilized to any appreciable extent 
in our district. So far as my knowledge goes, flax at the present time 
can only be profitably raised in our country for the seed. Conditions 
of cheaper labor and climatic changes may possibly arise in the future 
which will make it practicable to raise flax for the fiber, that is for the 
better grades of fiber; but at present that is out of the question. 

We raise flax principally and primarily for the seed; we utilize the 
fiber for tow, which, as I understand, is used only in connectign with 

and the manufacture of furniture, and for like uses. Our 
climate is peculiar. Everything grows, as you might say, by elec- 
tricity. When a seed starts growing there is no stop or stay, and a 
good seed crop is the result; but the stalk is often a little brash. We 
can not, or, at least, do not, produce the best kind of fiber in flax or in 


raised in our State is for seed. Now, so far. as the seed is concerned, 
I do not believe there is a member of this House, ifhe has really inves- 
tigated the facts and understands the situation, who will believe or 
urge for one moment that we ought to put flaxseed on the free-list, 
Prior to 1857 flaxseed was on the free-list. No considerable amount 
was raised in this country. Nearly all was imported. In 1857 an ad 
valorem duty of 10 per cent. was put on the seed. That did not cause 
the seed to be raised for the purpose of manufacturing linseed-oil in 
this country. 

The tariff of 1861 put a duty of 15 centsa bushel onthe seed. That 
did not seem to encourage the culture to the extent that the increased 
duty of 20 cents a bushel under the tariff of 1870 has done. I submit 
as a part of my remarks a table showing the amount of flaxseed pro- 
duced in this country at the present time, and the amount which has 
been produced in each consecutive year since 1875—76, the earliest year 


any of the textile growths. Hence, I say, the primary use of the flax | as to which we have definite statistics upon the subject: 


Table showing yearly consumption of flaxseed and linseed since 1875. 


z576. | 1876-77. | 1877-78. | 1878-79. 


3,750,000 | 2,500,000 | 4,000,000 | 4,500,000 
.| 2,500,000 | 1, 400,000 | 1,250,000 | 1,060, 000 


--| 6,250, 000 


Cas PSE eee 
Total quantity used for | 
crushing and seeding..| 6,250,000 | 3,900,000 | 5,250, 000 | 5, 560, 000 


1873-80. 


5,750, 000 | 9,000,000 
1,500, 000 800, 000 


| 3,900, 000 5, 250, 000 | 5, 560, 000 | 7,250,000 


Bix ported s.i rr eero PON EE O EE latsnessacseces -| 300,000 


7, 250,000 | 9, 500, 000 


9, 800, 000 


8, 120, C00 | 8,120,000 | 10,230,000 | 10,240, 000 


12, 400, 000 | 10, 900, 000 


Average from 1875 to 1886, 7,893,000 bushels. 


This table shows conclusively that the tariff of 20 cents a bushel on 
flaxseed has encouraged and stimulated the industry. Now, every one 
agrees that if we have succeeded in raising up and domesticating for our 
benefit a product and an industry which did not before exist it is a 
good thing. The only possible objection which can be raised is that 
which perhaps may be suggested by free-traders, who will say, ‘‘ While 
it is true that the tariff has encouraged and fostered the raising of seed, 

~ it has nevertheless increased the price of the oil, so that the consumer 
is none the better off.” 

Now, exactly the reverse is true. I took pains the other day to go 
into the Library and examine the price-current of the wholesale trade 
in New York for the first week in January of every alternate year since 
1862. Itook alternate years because I believed that the average would 
be about the same. 

I find that in 1862 linseed-oil, which was at that time all imported, 
was worth in New York from 83 to 85 cents. In 1864 it rose to $1.43 
up to $1.47, and so it continued at higher figures until the close 
of the war. After the close of the war it still remained at 77 to 79 
cents for a long period, and until the American linseed industry, that 
is the raising of flaxseed, had risen to something like its dimensions at 
the present day. Then it fell from 70 cents to 40 cents, and at the 
present time it is selling at wholesale in the city of New York at from 
43 to 50 cents and at about the same price in my own State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move that the time of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota be extended for five minutes. This is a practical question, and 
we want practical information on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentleman 
will proceed. 

Mr, RAYNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima question 
for information? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. How was it the price of linseed-oil went up 37 per 
cent. in 1887, and how does it get lower, to 43 and 40 cents, since last 

October? Was it not on account of the trust? 
- Mr. LIND. I will answer that, and Iam glad to have the oppor- 
tunity of doing so; and right here I beg to assure the gentleman that 
‘so far as I am concerned there are no politics in this question. Iwish 
to place the facts before the members of the committee so that they can 
decide intelligently. 

Mr. RAYNER. In this connection let me ask—— 

Mr. LIND. Sit down and let me proceed. My time is limited and 
is rapidly passing away. I will answerthe gentleman’s question. In 
1887 we had a severe drought in localities, and the crop of seed fell 
short. That had a tendency to increase the price of linseed-oil to a 
certain degree. In the second place, I understand, the linseed-oil trust 
was created abont that time, and I have no doubt that the oil trust 
partly raised the price. 

Mr. RAYNER. That is what I wished to draw out. 

Mr. LIND. Iam not prepared to say that it increased the price to 
exorbitant figures. The record shows the reverse; but that the linseed- 
oil trust raised the price to a certain extent I have no doubt. 

Mr. RAYNER. That explains it. 

Mr. LIND. In this connection I must also state that the flaxseed 


has risen in price in the last few years continually, except one fall, 
when it was down. But bearing on the trust, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that flaxseed is protected to the extent 
of 20 cents a bushel specific duty. One bushel of flaxseed will produce 
2} gallons of linseed-oil. The protection on the linseed-oil is 25 cents 
per gallon. Hence you will see that a bushel of flaxseed turned into 
linseed-oil has a protection on the manufactured article in the shape of 
linseed-oil of 62} cents. These rates are disproportionate. It is doing 
injustice to the farmer and to the consumer, and leavesa margin for a 
trust in oil. i 

We should therefore either raise the duty on the seed so as to relieve 
our farmers entirely from the foreign competition or lower the duty on 
the oil so as to subject the manufacturer to the same reasonable com- 
petition with the foreign oil that the farmer has to submit to with his 
seed. This is evident to any one who will consult the rts on com- 
merce and navigation. Since our present rates of duty went into ef- 
fect there have been no importations of oil (except in connection with 
colors and pigments), while there have been annual importations of 
flaxseed, as is shown in the table I have given. 

A MEMBER. Millions of bushels of seed and not a gallon of oil. 

Mr. LIND. Yes, sir; and this convinces me that there is room fora 
trust in the oil. The protection to the mannfacturer is greater propor- 
tionately than it is to the farmer, and it is my deliberate judgment 
that it would be safe and for the interest of the consumer to put the 
duty on the oil down to 15 cents a gallon. This would be at the rate 
of 37} cents to the bushel of seed, instead of 62} cents as at present; 
and this is ample margin, for the expense of manufacture is not heavy. 

It would subject the manufacturer to the same relative competition 
that the farmer has to meet,and no more. This is only fair, and inmy 
opinion sound protective doctrine, for while I believe in the protection 
of the American product and the American manufacturer I do not be- 
lieve that it should be carried to the extent of excluding entirely a 
wholesome competition from abroad. 

Mr. WEST. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. WEST. Will the gentleman tell this House the cost of oil whenit 
sold at 50 cents a gallon? I mean the actual cost to the manufacturer. 

Mr. LIND. I will state the facts to the committee, and then any 
gentleman can compute the cost, or at least make an estimate that is 
sufficiently accurate for our pu 

The seed costs the manufacturer from $1.10 to $1.35 per bushel. A 
bushel produces 2} gallons of oil, as stated. The oil cake pays for the 
manufacture as a rule, and usually alittle more. Of course these fig- 
ures are subject to the fluctuations incident to all lines of business. 
The farmers get from 80 cents to $1.10 or $1.15 per bushel for the seed 
where they have a fair market. The margin between that and man- 
ufacturers’ cost of the seed covers freight, commissions, waste, insur- 
ance, etc. Besides, you must bear in mind thatin this as in all other 
business the manufacturer has losses, risks, interest on the capital in- 
vested, and the necessary expense of transacting the business, which 
must all be added to the cost of the oil. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized and yielded his 
time to Mr, LIND. 
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Mr. RAYNER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WEST. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAYNER. Now let me ask the gentleman this question. Can 
not the oil trust raise the price—the present price—of oil from 10 to 
15 cents on the home market against. foreign oil, under the present 
rates? 

Mr. LIND. It can under the present tariff. 

Mr. RAYNER. That is it. 

Mr, LIND. The oil trust, if so disposed, could advance oil from 10 
cents to 15 cents a gallon, if they chose todo so. It would still be 
within the tariff on oil and we could do nothing to protect ourselves 
until the new cropis made. But the next crop of seed would probably 
end it, for it does not require much capital to start an oil mill. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Suppose the duty is reduced, can not the foreign 
trusts also raise the price of oil? 

Mr. LIND. I have not the least doubt that they can. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Have you any doubt of their disposition to do it? 

Mr. LIND. I can not speak with certainty of the disposition of 
men, or what they might dounder certain circumstances; but I appre- 
hend that human nature is not much better in England than it is in 
America. 

Mr. WEST. I wish to state to the House that in my district I have 
a very large manufactory of linseed-oil, and I am assured by the man- 
ufacturers of this oil that for twelve months past there has not been 
one penny of profit in manufacturing oil. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yousay there is not one penny of profit 
in manufacturing oil ? 

Mr. WEST. That is the information I have. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Then I beg pardon of the gentleman 
to say that 1 know something about it; and it is a business that has 
made fortunes beyond anything in this country.but the lumber trusts. 
I know that to be a fact because we have got them right there in Min- 
nesota under our own eyes. 

Mr. RAYNER, There has been nothing but the sugar trust that has 
been equal to the linseed-oil trust in profit. 

Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this question of trusts, 
I wish to say only this. I perhaps know as much about the actual 
working of the linseed-oil industry as any man here, and while I know 
the fact that there is a trust I do not believe that as yet that trust has 
affected the market price of oil to the serious disadvantage of the con- 
sumer. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then I would like to know how it has happened 
that oil went up from 38 to 52 cents a gallon. 

Mr. LIND. I have already answered and given the gentleman the 
reason for that, and it is hardly necessary to go over that subject again. 
Two millions of shortage in the seed crop on a total of 12,000,000 
bushels, being one-sixth shortage, would necessarily, as any gentle- 
man must see, cause the price to goup. And the trust, as I have said, 
may have had some slight influence upon market prices. 

I believe, however, that the principal office of the linseed-oil trust 
to date has been to effect arrangements by which better facilities for 
handling and transporting the oil were secured, and also to divide the 
territory to be supplied from each center of manufacture. For in- 
stance, the trust has put in oil cars and tanks on the trunk-lines, and 
I am informed that it has arrangements by which a merchantin Iowa 
who happens to buy his oil from his house in Chicago can be supplied 
from the nearest mill in Iowa or Minnesota, and thereby save time and 
expense. This no one will contend is an evil, but rather advantageous 
to both manufacturer and consumer. But with these things in favor 
of the trust, I am still as ready as any man to acknowledge its power 
for evil as well as for good, and I will strive as earnestly and go as far 
as any member of this House to curtail by proper legislation, whether 
by way of tariff modification or otherwise, the power of these com- 
binations to injure the public. And in this case I suggest as a remedy 
a reduction of the duty on the oil, as stated. 

Before closing I desire to call the special attention of my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to the facts involved in the proposition to pro- 
tect this industry. I candidly believe that be, asa Western man, feels 
as much interested in its prosperity as I do; and while he and I would 
be the last men to knowingly do anything to the hurt orinjury of the 
East, either by unnecessarily removing a tariff duty or otherwise, it 
seems to me that as Western men, having interests in common and 
having grown up in that great country, we should not fail to stand by 
and defend the interests of our section whenever the opportunity pre- 
sents itself. Ifyou remove the duty on flaxseed we can not raise it 
in Minnesota. The freight from India or the Argentine Republic is 
not greater than from the West, rather less. In India the crop is raised 
as a second crop in the season, on the same land after a grain crop has 
been harvested. We are thankful for one crop in the year. Labor 
and the cost of living there are cheaper than with ns. 

The result would be that if this protection is withdrawn from our 
farmers they could no longer raise the flaxseed. Our flaxseed mills 


would go to the seaboard to crush the imported seed. You have lead 
in Missouri and in the Territories west of you to supply the wants of 
the country and of the world; now, do you not think it is better for 
the people of your State and of mine, and of the whole country to 
maintain this industry and to allow our oil to be carried down the Mis- 
sissippi to meet your lead products at St. Louis to be man 

into paint, and thence distributed throughout the United States, than 
to wipe out our industry and compel your lead products to go to the 
seaboard to compete with foreign lead, to be ground in imported oil 
and reshipped to the consumer in the West? [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

The tariff on the seed has not raised the price of oil to the consumer. 
It has lowered it, because it has established the industry and increased. 
the oil supply as well as the demand. It has established and made 
possible and profitable other industries in the West. Your lead and 
paint works at St. Lonis are the largest, I believe, in the country. 
“St. Louis Red Seal Paint” is known and used the world over. 

Where the protection of an industry has brought such good results 
asin this case I have no hesitancy in advocating and voting for its con- 
tinuance. Instead of paying from four to five million dollars annually 
for foreign seed and oil, as we did before the native industry was estab- 
lished, we now not only supply the entire home demand at cheaper 
prices, but we added nearly $5,000,000 to our national wealth by the 
oil-cake exported during the nine months ending on May 31st last. 
[Applanse. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman has made reference to Missouri lead 
in this connection, and I would like to be heard for a moment. 

I appreciate the position of the gentleman and I presume he would 
not occupy a different position upon the whole protective system, Ido 
not believe, sir, that either Missouri lead-miners or the producers of 
flax are to be benefited by a tariff or duty such as is proposed here to 
be stricken off. ; 

I am not here for the purpose of voting for a tariff on lead or a tariff 
on flax or a tariffon anything; butI am here to get the tariff off every- 
thing I can. [Applause.] We have to-day, sir, in this country a tax- 
ing system that is robbing the tax-producer and nts fog else, a sys- 
tem that has actually locked upin the Treasury one-third of the money 
circulation of this country, and that will bring bankruptcy and ruin 
upon usif it is not stopped. Gentlemen ask why I do not vote for 
free lead. Mr. Chairman, I will vote for it if it isin the bill. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Iam in acombine to reduce taxation, 
not to increase it; yentlemen on the other side are in a combine to in- 
crease taxes and to bankrupt this country by filling the Federal Treas- 
ury with surplus revenue. Iam here in a combine for the purpose of 
reducing taxes, and I will vote for a bill with free lead or free anything 
else T it to accomplish that purpose. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. REED. I should not wonder if he thought justas he speaks. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, every now and then the “fat boy” wakes up and 
gives us his opinion about these matters. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, our tax on flax 
is a very old one. Our country has tried both protection and free trade 
with reference to this fiber. If gentlemen will turn back to the early 
rates they will find that in 1828 there was imposed a tax of from $35 
to $60 upon flax, according to the degree of finish. 

But that was found not to be conducive to the interests of the conn- 
try, and in 1832 flax was made free, and it continued free until 1842. 
Then, again, a tax of $20 a ton was put upon it, and flax continued to 
be taxed until 1857, when it was again made free. Then, in 1861, it 
was taxed $15 a ton, and this was retained with the war taxes down to 
1870, when the tax was raised to $20 a ton on flax ‘‘not hackled or 
dressed,” and to $40 a ton on hackled flax, or what is called ‘* dressed 
line.” ‘The rates have remained at these figures ever since 1870. 

Now, there are two purposes for which flax is grown, and it can not 
be used for both purposes. One purpose isto make the fiber; the other 
to make the seed. If you wait for the seed crop you wait too long for 
the fiber. If you gather the crop in time to properly utilize the fiber 
you anticipate and lose theseed. Itislike growing hemp. You never 
grow hemp for the dual purpose of getting the seed and the fiber. 
The seed crop is always separate and apart {rom the fiber crop. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the gentleman speak now of hemp 
only, or does he include flax ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I was citing hemp asan illus- 
ration. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
that you can not take the seed from the flax straw and then utilize the 
straw for fiber? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Thatis what Iam told by gen- 
tlemen whoclaim to understand the matter. I am speaking more espe- 
cially of fiber for finer purposes, not of straw or tow for coarse uses. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will tell the gentleman that I have 
been raising flax for about twenty years, and that I sell the seed and 
then sell the straw at from $4 to $6 a ton. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, but I was speaking of the 
fiber, not of the straw. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But I mean that I send the straw to the 
factory, where they take the fiber out of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, But has itnot practically lost 
all value as fiber if you wait for the seed crop? That is the universal 
testimony of gentlemen I have talked with who claim to be familiar 
with the subject. Straw is taxed $5 a ton, tow $10, and fine fiber $40. 
The differences in value also are very great. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know what I am talking about so far 
as Indiana is concerned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, Indiana must produce 
a very inferior fiber. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We get the seed and then we take the 
straw, as we call it there, to the flax factory, where they manufacture 


‘it into fiber, which is used in making coarse bagging, etc., and we sell 


that. straw at from $4 to $6 a ton. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to question 
that that fiber which, as I understand from the gentleman’s own state- 
ment, is an inferior and a greatly deteriorated fiber, can be used in 
making coarse bagging, and perhaps it is good for rope and paper 
stock; but I do know that years ago bagging made of it was used 
throughout the South for wrapping cotton and it was found to be so 
unfit even for that purpose that its use has been entirely discarded. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to say to the gentleman that I 
have worn many a pair of pantaloons made out of the fiber after the 
seed had been taken from it. The seed was first saved and then the 
fiber was made into thread and into cloth. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was during the good old 
barefooted days. I have seen that kind of flax used in my boyhood 
for a fabric which was the equivalent of the coarse fabric made out of 


hemp. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Letme tell the gentleman that I have had some 
youthful experience in this business, and that our very finest flax fiber 
was made from flax that had ripened sufficiently for the seed crop to 
be saved, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I can only say, speak- 
ing of the matter in a very abstract way-—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Entirely abstract, I admit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have never grown flax my- 
self, but—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I am giving you my personal experience. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can only say that the gen- 
tleman’s statements are in conflict with those of a multitude of wit- 
nesses that I have conferred with on the subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. So much the worse for the witnesses. I speak 
from experience. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well. I have no doubt 
the gentleman has entire confidence in himself, and is willing to con- 
tradict even a multitude. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know what I did. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Now, our experience in the 
protection of this fiber isvery plain. In 1850, when we had a duty on 
flax, we produced nearly 8,000,000 pounds. In 1860(having taken off 
the duty in 1857) we produced a little less than 5,000,000 pounds. 
Connecticut produced 17,000 pounds in 1850, in 1860 less than 2,000 
pounds; and under the high rate of duty which has existed since the 
restoration of the duty in 1861 the production has run down until in 
the year 1879 there was not produced there a single pound of flax. 

Take the State of Delaware. The production declined from 8,000 
pounds in 1860 to 130 pounds in 1880. Take the State of Indiana, 
where it declined from 97,000 pounds in 1860 to 25,000 pounds under 
the high rates of duty in 1880. TheState of Towa, produced 695,000 

unds in 1870, this product having risen from 30,000 in 1860; but 
ty 1880 the production had fallen to 81,000 pounds. New Jersey pro- 
duced 182,000 pounds in 1850 and 46,000 pounds in 1880. Take the 
State of Kentucky, which produced at one time 2,000,000 pounds. In 
1860 the product was less than 1,000,000, and in 1880, 48,000 pounds. 

Mr. WARNER. Is the gentleman speaking of hemp or flux? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam speaking of flax. Mr. 
Chairman, it is the experience of our country, running through many 
decades, that we have not the humidity of climate necessary for the 
production of a high grade of flax such as is produced in Ireland, in 
the Netherlands, and upon the borders of the Black Sea and the Baltic. 
We did produce at one time a coarse grade of flax. But you will ob- 
serve that our total production of flax has fallen from 27,000,000 pounds 
in 1870 to 1,565,000 pounds in 1880. 

I believe that the principal cause of the falling off of our production 
in even the coarse grade of flax is the introduction of jute. This 


* coarse flax was cheaper than hemp, but jute, and I speak more especially 


of jute butts, is cheaper than either. Jute butts have only been util- 
ized for comparatively a few years—twenty years or something like 
that—but this grade of jute is now used in making every yard of that 
bagging which formerly was made exclusively of hemp and flax. So 
long as we can get jute, which is so much better suited for these pur- 
poses, we shall not resume, under any rate of taxation, the growing 


of even the coarse grade of flax which we did grow. It seems to me 
that in reference to an article like flax or jute, which has to be manip- 
ulated by hand, and, being light work, can be manipulated by the feeble 
and low-paid labor of other countries. it is suicidal and foolish for us 
to keep our manufacturers of flax handicapped by a high duty on their 
raw material, protecting also, as it does, no American interest what- 
ever. Itsimply retards the growth of the flax goods or linen manu- 
facturing business in our country, restricts Sporna for our peo- 
ple to get work, and makes necessary very high rates of taxation upon 
tinished goods. Thisin turn is hard upon consumers and is not needed 
by the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, during this debate we have heard much from the oppo- 
site side of the House in the way of sympathy for the agriculturists, 
the farmers of the land; yet when we come to the features of the bill 
which particularly pertain to their interests, we find, instead of legis- 
latign for them, that almost everything they produce is placed upon 
the free-list, and that they are to be compelled to enter into competi- 
tion with the cheap products and cheap labor of the Old World. 

We have heard from the other side that the lumbermen, the iron- 
men, and the manufacturers have grown rich from this system of pro- 
tection; and gentlemen who advocate this bill claim that they desire 
to give to the country some legislation in the interest of the farmer. 
If their argument is correct, if, as has been contended by them, protec- 
tion makes the manufacturer, the lamberman, the ironman rich, why 
do they not frame some legislation for the benefit of the farmer, to 
make him rich, instead of putting his various products upon the free- 
list and compel him to find a market for them in competition with the 
cheap products and cheap labor of the Old World? Why, sir, we know 
that since the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland as President wheat hag 
sold more cheaply in the Chicago market than it ever did before in the 
history of that great city. We know that from Mr. Cleveland’s inau- 
guration until the present time agricultural products have declined un- 
til, as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON ] said the other day, 
there is no profit to-day to the farmer in the cultivation of his field. 
In order that I may not misquote the gentleman, I will read his lan- 
guage: 

I stated at the same time that in the part of the country to which I referred, 
which is as good a country as there is underthe sun, agriculturists had recently 


been barely able to hold their own. The gentleman does not question that; I 
believe no gentleman questions it. 


So that we get a little truth from the opposite side of the House in 
this debate; some grains of it come to us occasionally. The gentleman 
who by virtue of his position as chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and. Means [Mr. MILLS] leads this House said a few moments ago, if I 
understood him correctly, that in order to give Ireland a market for 
her products here in America he would strike down American interests. 
That is the logic, if not the language, of the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. MILLS. It is not my logic or my argument. 

Mr. PERKINS. If I understood the gentleman, that was the force 
of his argument—that in order that we might help Ireland he would 
give Ireland a market in our country, and to do that he would lessen 
the protection given to American products. He would do this that 
Ireland might find a market here for her products, and the products 
of her cheap and unpaid labor. 

We heard the other day a statement made by the gentleman from 
Chicago [Mr. LAWLER], in a discussion on this bill, that the effect of 
its pendency before this House was to embarrass American interests 
and American industries. If his remark be true as to the mere pend- 
ency of such a bill before the House of Representatives, if it embar- 
rasses and paralyzes the industries of the United States and all the in- 
terests dependent thereon, how deplorable would be the result of the 

ssage of such a bill to the great interests of the American people. 
PEON 

AsIsuggested a moment ago, we find that from the inauguration of the 
present Administration the agricultural products and the farming indus- 
tries have been greatly prostrated. Why? Weall remember that Mr. 
Cleveland did not wait to warm by his presence the Executive chair 
before he sent to this Congress a message recommending that the mints of 
our country be closed to the coinage of thesilver dollar; yet, sir, wefind 
here the great champion of thesilver dollar, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND], shouting himself hoarse in singing pæans of praise to the 
man who sent that communication to the Congress. 

We know that from the very hour Mr. Cleveland’s Administration 
came into power he has not only done what he could against the silver 
dollar, but he has done what he could by his recommendations to Con- 
gress to secure the destruction of the national Treasury notes. And 
what do we find? We find the very men who advocate and believe in 
those Treasury notes standing up here and defending him before the 
country. Is not that a most remarkable exhibition of inconsistency ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move, by unanimousconsent, that thegentleman 
from Kansas be allowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, we find that from the inauguration 
of Mr. Cleveland to the present time his policy has been to contract 
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the currency, and to give to Wall street for speculative purposes the 
idle money of the Government, rather than to pay it upon the bonded 
obligations and reduce our interest-bearing debt, and thus lessen the 
burdens resting upon the people. And yet we find the gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House who profess to believe in an expansion of 
the currency rather than in its contraction standing here and else- 
where to do his bidding, and asking for him a continued lease of power. 

Of course there can be no thrift and prosperity amongst the farmers 
of Minnesota or anywhere else with such a condition of affairs existing 
as has been inaugurated and as is sustained by this Administration. 
We all know that its policy is in the interest of Wall street and the 
Solid South—giving the offices to the Solid South and to Wall street 
the surplus money of the Government. And in order that this con- 
dition of affairs may continue we are now asked to strike down a sys- 
tem of legislation which in the past gave to our country its wonderful 
prosperity. Upon this side of the House we believe in building up 
rather than in pulling down. We believe in creating rather than in 
destroying. We believe in contributing to the hoppu and prosperity 
of the people rather than to see theindustries and trade of this country 
prostrated, and its people made poor and miserable. [Applause. ] 

I know it is said if this system of protection is broken down it will 
result in bringing cheaper s to our farmers. We heard from the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] the frank confession that he 
would take the tariff from every article manufactured by an American 
artisan and from every product grown by an American farmer. A gen- 
tleman on the other side said to me the only objection he had to the 
pending bill was that it did not go far enough. He said that this year 
they would take the duty off of wool and put it on the free-list, and 
they would take the tariff off of every agricultural product, and then 
next year the farmers of the West and the wool men would join them 
in putting iron and steel and other protected articles of American manu- 
facture upon the free-list, and thus in the end they would accomplish 
free trade. He said they proposed to accomplish it in detail, and thus 
the country is advised of the free-trade policy this administration and 
the Democratic House has set out to accomplish and secure. He said 
frankly: ‘‘We may not accomplish it at once, but that is the policy we 
have started out upon, and which we hope to accomplish in time.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Where did he tell you he 
would go to get his taxes? 

Mr. ROWELL. In Henry George’s way, I suppose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I suppose as you propose to get them, from the in- 
ternal-revenue tax, a tax on American products and on sugar and rice, 
which you in the South produce, and the tariff upon which ae pro- 

to continue and to increase, and also no doubt eventually upon 
tea and coffee, which it happens do not come in competition with Ameri- 
can products. In other words, your policy will be to make the Ameri- 
cans pay all the taxes rather than the foreigners who bring their prod- 
ucts to our shores. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I challenge the gentleman to 
turn to the schedule and show this committee where we have increased 
or failed to reduce the duties upon sugar and rice. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have you not increased the duty on rice? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. You propose to keep on, do you not? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, wedonot propose to strike 
it all off. But the gentleman shifts his ground. You said we had in- 
creased it. Now, where have we increased it or failed to reduce it? 

Mr. PERKINS. Do not you give a definition to uncleaned rice 
which practically amounts to that ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, sir, it does not; and be- 
sides that is only one feature in rice and you included cleaned rice and 
also sugar. 

Mr. PERKINS. Gentlemen fully as well acquainted with the sub- 
ject as the gentleman from Arkansas have so stated upon this floor and 
this is the first denial that I have heard. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, But you make adistinct charge; 
now I ask the gentleman to turn to the schedyle and substantiate it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I make the statement on the authority of members 
of the committee who know what they are talking about, and they al- 
lege that you give in this bill a definition of uncleaned rice which in- 
creases the duty. l. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I tell the gentleman now that 
such is not the case, and that every statement he has made is untrue. 
He makes the assertion; I ask him to turn to the schedule and substan- 
tiate it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I happen to know something, as well 
as other gentlemen who have spoken upon this question, on the sub- 
ject of raising flax. I was raised in Kentucky, the southern part of 
the State, where flax some years ago was raised to some extent. My 
friend from Indiana (Mr. BROWNE] and myself were both from that 
part of the country and both worked in the flax field in our early boy- 
hood in Kentucky. We therefore know something aboutit. I have 
pulled the flax out of the ground; I have helped to rot it on my father’s 
farm; I have broken it, hackled it, and dressed it. Ihaveseenitspun 


by my mother and sisters, have seen it woven into cloth, and I have 
worn it, and I have been familiar with it in my boyhood. 

<a BROWNE, of Indiana. Then do notgobackuponit. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam not going back upon it; but where now is the 
flax industry that once prevailed to a considerable extent in Kentucky? 
What has become of it? It has gone almost entirely. There is but 
little of it now grown in the State. It has not flourished in Indiana, 
where it was once a considerable agricultural product. What is the 
cause ofthis change? We have had low and we have had high tar- 
iffs; yet, with all the fostering care that could be given to the flax 
industry, it has gone from these States and from others, It does not 
exist there any more. Now, there must be some good sound reason 
why its production has ceased. What is it? 

Mr. Chairman, I will tell you the reason. It is simply because its 
culture has ceased to be profitable, and the very lands in Southern 
Kentucky, in the district represented by my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. LArroon], are now devoted to the raising of the finest tobacco in 
the workd, so they claim, and this they find to be far more profitable to 
them than was the culture of flax. That was the reason, and the tariff 
could not keep the flax industry going, and nothing can keep it going 
as long as something else can be produced on the same land by the same 
men in the same time which will put more dollars into their pockets. 
That isa condition which prevails in eyery branch of industry, and that 
has been the result on flax-raising in Kentucky. It is passing away, I 
repeat, in Indiana, and it will perhaps pass away somewhere else in time, 
They may be growing it with some considerable success in Dakota, 
but after awhile, if we find markets for the people of Dakota, and they 
ascertain that they can raise wheat at $1 or $1.25 per bushel, and 
which will pay them better than raising flax, then they will give up the 
flax and go-to the wheat. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But does not my friend know that the 
raising of flax does not interfere with wheat? 

Mr. MILLS. Does not the gentleman from Indiana know that it 
does interfere with anything when another article can be produced at 
the same cost which is of greater value and profit to the raiser? We 
are familiar with the culture of flax, in fact we are both expertsin flax, 
[Laughter.] But when the flax-raiser can do something else in the 
same time that promises better returns, or that puts more dollars into 
his pockets than the raising of flax, he will give flax the go-by and take 
up the other. That is the reason that it has been given up in Ken- 
tucky; that is the reason that it is gradually declining elsewhere, and 
it will be the case in all places throughout the country. 

My friend from Iowa affected to misunderstand me, as also the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], in reference to my allusion to the 
Irish. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to be misunderstood about what 
Isay. I have sympathized with the Irish people all my life. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] The very first stories of extreme suf- 
fering and destitution and oppression that I remember to have ever 
heard in my early boyhood werestories of Ireland and her miseries, and I 
have always felt for her people. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
I have always felt sympathy for a people suffering under outrages, ani 
for a Jand cursed by a centralized despotism, the most heartless on the 
globe. [Applause.] -+ 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes; from free-trade England. 

Mr. MILLS. It was the robbery of the carpet-bag, centralized Gov- 
ernment of England. [Applause onthe Democratic side.] She wasa 
conquered province; she fell under the edge of the sword; her lands 
were parceled ont, and her people were prostrated and impoverished by 
the remorseless robbery of their English conquerors. In their efforts 
for self-government they have failed, and, having fallen, carpet Danais 
from England have plundered them from that hour to this. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as much as I sympathize with Ireland, as much 
as I feel for her condition, I would not help Ireland if helping her re- 
sulted in the infliction of a wrong upon our own people. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] But when I can by helping to deliver my own 
people at the same time confer a boon upon Ireland, I am ready and 
willing, yea, eager todo so. [Renewed applause. ] 

How will it hurt Ireland to let her ship her linen and her flax to us? 
How are we to hurt her by letting her bring those things to us, when 
we can buy them much cheaper by raising cotton, corn, wheat, and 
other products which she needs in exchange for them? It helps both 
of us, 

Why do people trade? My friend who sits near me, but whom I do 
not see in his seat to-day [Mr. Cox], has written a little book entitled 
‘Why do we Trade?’’ That is the question which the American peo- 
ple have got to answer, and they are beginning to propound that ques- 
tion to themselves and to think about it. The answer is, that we trade 
because both parties are benefited. It is because exchange helps both 


the man from whom the export goes and the man to whom it goes, 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
On motion of Mr. RICE, the time of Mr. MILLS was extended. 
Mr. MILLS. Gentlemen talk about prices, about what affects the 
price of wheat and what affects the price of corn, and the question has 
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been asked here, Does the tariff affect the price of wheat? Mr. Chair- 
man, anything that obstructs exchange, when you have got a surplus 
to go to market, affects prices. A small volume of money in circula- 
tion is an obstruction to exchange, and when circulation is contracting 
and the volume small the surplus products remain with those who pro- 
duce them; they can not be exchanged because one of the vehicles of 
exchange is wanting, and that affects the price. Ifa large crop of wheat 
is grown in Europe and thrown on the market at Liverpool, that affects 
the market and lowers the price. 

If war was d to-day, and privateers were roaming-over the 
ocean tocut our commerce to pieces, that would affect the price of wheat, 
because we would have a surplus which would be thrown on the home 
market, and there would be more supply than demand. So a tariff, 
just like any other obstruction, by preventing the importation of that 
for which we have to give our exports in exchange, affects prices. What 
is it that people export? They export their surplus; they export what 
they do not wanttoconsume. They export things that lose their value 
unless they can find a market, and those are the commodities, our ag- 
ricultural products, of which England and Ireland take the largest 
amount that we send away from our shores. Therefore I say that in 
helping Ireland we help ourselves; that when we take the products of 
her labor, when we furnish her a market for them and when she gives 
us a market for our productions, we help her just in proportion as we 
help ourselves, 

What I am doing is trying to extricate our people, not from foreign 
exchange, for that is not hurting them, but from the clutches of mo- 
nopolies, and combinations, and trusts that are forming allaround us to 
compel us to pay higher prices for the things that we want and that 
are necessary to sustain life, These are our enemy, and not the Irish- 
man or any other foreigner. No Irishman outside of or in the United 
States is doing anything to hurt the United States, It is the monop- 
olies of this country which, in the name of patriotism, have seized the 
Government by the throat; it is the monopolies and the combinations 
that are being made to limit production and to increase prices, and to 
compel the people of the United States to labor longer and to labor harder 
in order to satisfy their wants—they are the enemies from whose grasp 
we must free ourselves, and I propose to do that, not only by reducing 
taxes, but by removing obstructions upon trade, so that we may send 
our surplus products to Europe and all over the world and take in re- 
turn the surplus products of other nations at prices lower than those 
which these combinations have fixed for such commodities at home. 

Mr, REED. I think gentlemen must have noticed the increased vol- 
ume of tone in the voice of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means when he passed from flax, which he knew something about, 
to those general principles which he so thoroughly adorns every now 
and then by his remarks. 

I think it most astonishing that a man should repeat again and again 
statements with regard to exports and imports which have been ex- 
ploded so often. But I find that it is a marked peculiarity on the other 
side of the House to pay no attention to disproof, but to believe that re- 
iteration is the only thing which can effect an object. Time and time 
again I have heard the declaration that all we need in order to have 
our commerce again whiten the seas is the introduction of British- 
built ships and the destruction of our own ship-yards. Day after day 
my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] has shown the gentlemen on the other 
side that even the purchase of ships in foreign ports would not enable 
us to overcome the difficulties arising from higher wages, higher price 
of capital, and higher running Yet, after such conclusive 
proof, the debate would not go on for five minutes before some gentle- 
man on the other side would reiterate the same statement with the 
same boldness as if it had not been utterly disproved. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means is a remarkable 
instance of that perseverance which would be almost like ‘‘ the perse- 
verance of the saints,” if the object of it were notsobad. [Laughter. ] 
I have heard him again and again declare that what is necessary in order 
that we may increase our exports is more imports from abroad; yet it 
is shown most conclusively by the series of figures in the Report upon 
Commerce and Navigation that there is no connection between these two 
matters. I invite the gentleman’s explanation of the table on the 
eighteenth page. In the year 1881 we imported $642,664,628; we ex- 
ported $902,377,346, The increases and decreases I now give are fig- 
ured on the year 1881. The next year the imports increased $81,974,- 
946 and the exports decreased $151,835,089. Thenext year the imports 
inereased $80,516,286; the exports decreased $78,537,944. The next 
year the imports increased $25,033,065; the exports decreased $161,- 
863,737. Thenext yearthe imports decreased $65,137,299; the exports 
decreased $160,187,591. The next year the imports decreased $7, 228, - 
492; the exports decreased $222,852,516. The next year the imports 
increased $49,655,140 and the exports decreased $186,194,135. 

The fact is that the outside world buys of us what it wants and sells 
us what we want; but there is no connection between the two, Ifthe 
Empire of Great Britain desires to have our grain she buys it. Ifshe 
can find grain cheaper in India or in Russiashe buys it there, without 
any regard to what we buy of her. When we want things of her we 
buy them. When we can buy them cheaper anywhere else we do so. 
This is not a question of how much we furnish, but of how much we 


want, and nota question of how much other nations furnish, but how 
much they want. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Iask that the time of the gentleman from Maine be 
extended. 

Mr. REED. I have finished my discourse. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Maine for five minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. I will reserve those additional five minutes. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I observe 
that the Chair, as each gentleman’s time expires, asks unanimous con- 
sent for the extension of his remarks. I wish to know whether it re- 
quires unanimous consent, 

The CHAIRMAN. Itdoes. Under the rules each amendment is 
subject to debate for five minutes in favor of it and five minutes against 
it. After that no further debate is in order unless another amendment 
be offered, or unless unanimous consent be given, 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will state my reason for asking this ques- 
tion. Yesterday I gave notice that I should hereafter object to any 
general discussion while we are proceeding with these different para- 
graphs of the bill. I repeat that notice now to explain why I shall 
object hereafter to any general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment, which is a 
formal one, is exhausted, and the Chair will the amendment as 
withdrawn. The question recurs upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana (Mr. BrowNnE] to strike out line 30. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I renew the amendment to strike 
out the lastword. Itake the liberty, Mr. Chairman, of reminding the 
House that we are upon the question of flax. My district has as 
widely diversified industries as any part of this country. We make 
almost everything, from fine optical instruments to steel rails. And 
we are as much interested in the items of this bill, in an agricultural 

int of view, as almost any other district—my county being one of the 

t agricultural counties in the United States. 

The enterprise of the manufacturers of the Worcester district of 
Massachusetts has been extended largely in the production of linen 
and linen threads. They rival in this production the thread manu- 
facturers of Scotland. They are consumersand users of flax fiber; and 
there is not one pound of flax raised in Iowa, Indiana, or Kentucky 
that can be used in their work. Every dollar’s worth of raw material 
which they spin or weave is imported; and every penny of duty im- 
posed upon it is a tax upon their production. Further than that, every 
piece of machinery used in the linen industry of this country is im- 
ported, and has paid the high rate of duty imposed by our present tar- 
iff upon imported machinery. Thus these manufactures are heavily 
handicapped; and I would remind gentlemen on the other side that 
these manufactures in comparison with those manufacturing industries 
which have their raw material free are not so flourishing. The great 
leather interest of Massachusetts, the second interest of importance in 
that State, owes its prosperity in great part to free hides. 

The silk business is flourishing under the importation of raw silk. 
To-day the most | eiyecodter industry of Massachusetts is that of cot- 
ton, even under the present depression; building new mills and plan- 
ning new enterprises, because they have free raw material. 

I believe it is n in the interest of production that flax in all 
forms should be put on the free-list. No harm can come to the farmers 
of the West, use they do not raise a pound of flax fit for the use 
of the linen of this country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My friend declared that Massachusetts 
was a flax-producing State. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I never said so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I said it was a flax-manuifactur- 
ing State. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I can understand why the gentleman 
and his agricultural constituents are not interested in flax fiber, be- 
cause none is grown by them. [Langhter.] I have here the figures 
in reference to the flax production of Massachusetts. I find in that 
State the production in 1860 was 7 pounds [laughter and applause], 
in 1850 it was 72 pounds, and in 1870it was 52 pounds. In 1880 none 
was produced. [Laughter.] I understand why Massachusetts is not 
interested in it, and why she seeks to put flax fiber upon the free-list. 
It is that she may use our raw material free of duty. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Your raw material is not fit for 
use. You do not make any. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I will speak of that presently. She 
uses the French and Belgian fiber, which is used in the manufacture of 
finer linen. She would get that, as a matter of course, free, and put 
our flax into competition with it. She would get it at a reduced price 
if there were no duty on it; that is, as gentlemen on the other side 
contend, a duty is a tax. > 

Look at the bill the gentleman supports in the interest of the peo- 
ple. I find it proposes to continue a tax of 15 per cent. ad valorem on 
flax, hemp, and jute yarns, and all twines of hemp, jute, jute butts, 
sunn, sisal-grass, ramie, and china grass, It proposes to continue that 
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duty of 15 per cent. ad valorem in the interest of the manufacturers of 
linen of his district. I find also that it proposes to continue a duty 
of 25 per cent. ad valorem on brown and bleached linens, ducks, can- 
vas, padding, cot-bottoms, diapers, crash, huckabacks, handkerchiefs, 
lawns, or other manufactures of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax, 
jute, or hemp shall be the component material of chief value. 

In other words, if his theory is correct, he proposes to tax the farmers 
in my country 25 per cent. ad valorem and 15 per cent. on everything 
made by the flax manufacturers of his district. But when he comes 
to our raw materials produced in the West, he proposes to leave them 
altogether without tax. Now, it would be fair, if the tariff is a robbery 
and the manufacturer should take advantage of it here, they should 
allow our Western farmers to have a part of the swag. [Laughter and 
applause.] Why should they not be permitted to join in the plunder? 
[Renewed lIaughter.] If you are seriously concerned about what is 
going to become of our farmers, how js it you allow the tax to be taken 
off of their raw material, and allow it to be kept on every article we 
consume? It is a complete answer to the whole thing. 

The President says the laborer gets no share of the duty imposed on 
imported articles; that itis wholly in the interest of the producer and 
is paid by the consumer. Why should we be compelled to pay a tax 
on flax, hemp, and jute yarns of 15 per cent. ad valorem, and on brown 
and bleached linens and other manufactures of flax, jute, or hemp of 
25 per cent. ad valorem, when you take from our raw products the 
present rate of protective duty? I should like to hear some reason as- 
signed for such inconsistency in the action which is proposed by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

How does it happen you propose to take the duty off? Materials 
grown by the farmers of the great West are free, while you propose to 
continue the duty on every manufactured article which they consume. 
Why is it when you have done that and put them on the free-list, you 
have continued every Southern product on the dutiable list? Such a 
stupendous robbery God Almighty never permitted the sun to shine 
on as the tax to protect the sugar production of the South! Gentle- 
men do not propose to put that on the free-list, nor do they propose to 
put rice on the list. 

. [Here the hammer fell. ] j 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

) I willagain remind the gentleman that this is a question of flax and 
flax fiber, and I do not propose that he shall leave that question and 
take up any side issue. I stated in the interest of the largest con- 
sumers of flax and flax fiber in this country that there was no flax or 
flax fiber raised by our farmers that was a raw material for that man- 
ufacturing interest. They do not raise fiber that is fit to use, because 
their primary object is the ripening of the seed; and, second, if they do 
undertake to raise it for fiber, there are climatic conditions in our flax- 

wing States unfavorable to the business, and they do not succeed 
in producing a fiber fit for the manufacturers of New England in the 
linen industry. 

The gentleman has gone away from the matter before the House to 
the duty on manufactured goods, taking up that question before its 
time. When we come to that part of the bill I am willing to discuss 
it with him. 

But now the question is upon a raw material with which the farmers 
of this country haveno possible competition, and which should be made 
free. The farmers of the West will not lose a penny if flax straw and 
fiber are put upon the free-list. It is not a question of sugar; it is not 
rice; it has nothing to do with the sideissues the gentleman raises. It 
is the question solely of the free raw material for a heavily-taxed in- 
dustry. It is a useless tax, because we do not want the money and the 
tax does not benefit any grower of flax in this country. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, rose. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us take a vote on this line, 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to occupy five minutes myself upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. But I want to take a vote on the line, and the gentle- 
man can take time on the next one. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwill yield my wishes in that respect if I can berec- 

i after a vote is taken, upon the next line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume that the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. I renew it. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask a vote on this line first. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on striking out line 30, which 
has been read. 

The motion was rejected; there being on adivision—ayes 62, noes 74. 

5 ,of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, not very long ago my 
wanderings about my district took me on oneafternoon into a picturesque 
town, and in driving along my attention was attracted to a row of trim- 
looking cottages, each surrounded by itsattractive flower garden, and the 
whole appearance was one of thrift and prosperity. I stopped to inter- 
view a man whom I found working in his garden, as to the nature of em- 
ployment which seemed to develop such home-like and pleasant attrac- 
tions, and found he, with those living about him, were flax hacklers and 
were employed in the manufactory near at hand. He told me he had 
come from Scotland not very long before, where he and his father and his 


father’s father had, for a great many years, been engaged in the single 
department of the flax industry known as hackling, the result of whose 
work appears in the article of commerce known as *‘ dressed line,” pro- 
tected at present by a duty of $40 per ton, but which is proposed under 
this bill to be placed upon the free-list. He told me that in the old 
country his wages had been small, his hours long, and his work hard, 
and, as he had grown up, he had spent some portion of such time as he 
had at his disposal in general reading, and naturally his reading had 
been in the line of his own business. He had seen the young men and 
young women of his neighborhood lured away from their native shores 
to that land of promise across the Atlantic, and from them now and 
again came back to him letters telling of their progress and of the great 
inducements held out to every one in this country of ours who was 
willing to work, was thrifty, temperate, and industrious, to succeed in 
whatever undertaking they directed their effort. 

He had a family of four boys, and he was satisfied that to remain 
where he was, was to deny to his children an education, or any reasona- 
ble prospect of departing from the particular station they occupied in 
the old country. He therefore had got his little brood together, had 
left his home and the home of his people, and had started out to 
America, there to test for himself the opportunities the new country 
afforded. He learned of the flax industry in this little village and 
thither he came. He had been in this country now but a few years, 
but during that time his whole life in its mode of living, in the ho 
and possibilities open to him, had been entirely ch: to something 
far beyond his brightest hopes, His children were being educated, his 
hours of work were less, and the increased wages he now received had 
been sufficient to enable him to commence the accumulation of a little 
money, which, if the same conditions obtained, he was satisfied would 
place him in a position when the time came that he could no longer 
work, so that he should not be dependent upon his children, or upon 
charity. 

This man, Mr. Chairman, in his condition, I takeit, representsa type 
of steady, industrious men and women in this country who have 
been enabled by a wise protective tariff upon the flax industry, never 
excessive, to establish themselves in this country, to obtain homes 
among us, and who thus become the best of citizens, whose simple earn- 
ings make up the aggregate wealth of the nation, whose coming to our 
shores we should seek to encourage, and whose exemplary conduct and 
their law-abiding qualities make up the real strength of the nation. I 
am at loss to understand why this industry should have been thus in- 
terfered with by the committee, for I am bound to believe they gave 
the subject careful consideration, and I therefore assume it was for one 
of two reasons—either because the soil, climate, and conditions neces- 
sary for the successful cultivation of flax in this country are wanting, 
and therefore the general cultivation of this article as an important in- 
dustry can not be successfully undertaken by our people, or the man- 
ufacturers of flax desire ‘‘ dressed line ’’ brought into the country free 
of duty, because it interferes with no particular industry here at home, 
and that ‘‘dressed line ”is the raw material to the flax manufacturer. 
Yet neither of these reasons, in view of the facts, would seem to warrant 
the assumption. I hold in my hand a pamphlet entitled ‘‘ Flax, shall 
it be free or protected,” made up principally from editorials from a 
free-trade paper, and I quote from it, page 13: ‘* Itisa well-known fact 
that flax, properly handled, is one of the most profitable crops, whether 
grown for fiber or seed’’—to show that the free-trader believes even that 
flax can be grown abundantly in this country, only the manufacturers 
do not understand handling it. 

In the district of my colleague from Massachusetts, who has just 
preceded me, there is a branch of the great Scotch house of Findlay- 
son & Co. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. They are the authors of the very 
articles which you are attributing to English manufacturers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Exactly. These Scotch manufactur- 
ers, this Scotch firm, nota member of which isan American citizen, nota 
member of which is in any way identified with American institutions or 
American prosperity, come before this Congress, and by their repre- 
sentatives here put into the hands of members of this House papers 
and documents urging the placing of ‘‘dressed line” on the free-list, 
because in their factories in Scotland, where they employ thousands of 
hands at a low rate of wages, they can produce it more cheaply than 
we can. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts.: I hope the gentleman’s time will 
be extended, because I would like to ask him one or two questions. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Just let me get through with 
this point and then I will attend to your questions. Mr. Chairman, 
as I was saying, not one of the members of the firm is an American 
citizen, but the senior member of it is, or was, a member of the En- 
glish Parliament. 

I find the American flax manufacturers, so far as I can learn, have 
every one of them, by petition and memorial, sought to induce the com- 
mittee to retain the duty on “ line,” while I myself have filed 
with the committee protests from several hundred flax-hacklers, asking 
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that they may be protected in their trade—since they know no other— 
by retaining the duty on ‘‘dressed line.” These men have been brought 
up to this work, they are skilled in its prosecution, and if this duty is 
removed in order to allow the hackling to be done by cheap labor on 

. the other side of the water, you certainly drive these men out of their 
trade and compel them to learn some other part of the business, go 
into farming or some other occupation, you ‘‘dry up’’ so much of the 
business as has thus far been devoted to that part of the industry; and 
by thus removing the incentive to develop the earlier stages of the man- 
ufacture here, you indirectly retard the complete development of the 
industry by putting off as far as you are able the time when the indus- 
try as a whole, from the raising of the flax to the weaving of the finest 
goods, shall be performed in this country. 

And yet a glance at the imports of flax in its various forms shows at 
once that the possibility of development in that industry is relatively 
greater than inany textile in common use. While in other lines our pro- 
duction is keeping ahead and gradually driving out foreign goodsfrom 
our market, it is with difficulty that the flax industry has held its own; 
and one reason is that while the other textiles, silk, wool, and cotton, 
in the manufactured product, have been protected—wool manufactures, 
58.81 per cent, ; silk manufactures, 49.71 per cent.; cotton manufact- 
ures, 40.17 per cent.—flax has only had a protection of 28 per cent., 
while the manufacturers have been obliged to compete for labor with 
those industries having a much greater protection, and to pay as large 
prices, whether the spinning or weaving has been upon flax, silk, cot- 
ton, or wool, 

Now, then, whence comes this demand for free ‘‘dressed line?” Of 
course the layman can have no official information, but I remember 
now and again of reading in one of our New England pares occasional 
editorials upon the flax industry, which upon investigation proved to 
be suggested if not written by the English agents in America of an im- 
mense Scotch flax concern, employing in their great factory in Scotland 
thousands of operatives, but who of late years have been seeking this 
market with a persistency worthy of a Yankee; and these people, when 
they were unable, on account of our tariff, to send over their coarse 
threads and yarns in which there was involved the smallest amount of 
labor, came to this country a few years ago and established a small 
branch house, where they entered upon the manufacture of those threads 
used in the shoe and other industries. This American branch house 
was simply placed. here to help in meeting a competition they were de- 
termined to beat. If they had come here to enter upon equal terms 
with our own people, no one could or would complain. The American 
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people welcome that healthy competition which stimulates the inventive 
genius of our people and invariably brings low prices and better goods. 
But this foreign house comes here and receives encouragement, I am 
afraid, from this committee, for while Americans are hackling their own 
flax and making their own ‘‘dressed line” by American labor, well 
paid and well cared for, these Scotchmen are able by cheaper labor in 
Scotland to underbid our own people in that respect, and if they could 
have their ‘‘dressed line’? made abroad come in free, they have then 
been enabled to score such an immense advantage over the American, 
with his comparatively expensive plant and his more expensive labor, 
as to drive him, if not from the business, for I do not wish to spak: 
extravagantly, at all events from that particular part of the busi- 
ness. 

I speak from the book in this matter when I assert that the purpose 
of this bill, in so far as it relates to ‘‘dressed line,” isa direct concession 
to foreign manufacturers, and agclear a discrimination against our own 
people as if the concerns were mentioned by name, and that its purpose 
will be to lay a great hardship upon American manufactures, to drive 
into other trades those industrious people who are now engaged in 
making ‘dressed line;’’ but, more than that, it is so unpatriotic and 
servile in pandering to the demands of foreign competitors who are 
seeking to control our markets as to stir up the honest indignation of 
the representatives of American industries and American labor. 

I do not like bringing politics into this debate, but the suggestion is 
so obvious that I can not repress it. This Administration has held a' 
most unaccountable love for the countries across the water. They have 
made a treaty, known as the fisheries treaty, by which all the rights 
of American seamen have been surrendered, to our everlasting shame, 
to the English Government. ‘They have made a postal treaty with 
Canada by which they have discriminated against the American farmer 
and seedsman in the proportion of 16 cents to 4 cents per pound for 
every pound of seeds, plants, or bulbs sent under this treaty, so that it 
is quite in line that we should find in this very tariff bill another 
illustration of legislative discrimination against American manufact- 
urers. 

Upon page 107 of the Sixteenth Annual Report of Massachusetts Labor 
Statistics will be found asummary of the average weekly wages paid all 
employés in flax and jute goods in both Great Britain and Massachu- 
setts, showing that in Massachusetts the weekly wage is $6.46, while 
in Great Britain it is only $2.84, 

I also add a table showing the average rates of wages paid in the flax- 
spinning trade: 


Wages in Europe and America. 
[Mark equal to 23.8 cents; ruble equal to 50 cents; franc equal to 19 cents.) 
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* Work 72 hours per week. 
Flax and Hemp Spinners and Growers’ Association, 1886, 


Let me put upon the witness stand a representative of the foreign 
competitor, and also several of his employés, who will testify as to 
what they think of the protective tariff of this country in its bearing 
upon their wages and condition: 

A LESSON IN FLAX—HOW THE TARIFF MAKES ONE INDUSTRY POSSIBLE—SCOTTISH 
BUSINESS TRANSPLANTED TO WORCESTER COUNTY—WORKING PEOPLE'S WAGES 
THERE AND HERE, 

[Special dispatch to the Evening Record.] 
WORCESTER, May 15. 


lai rt. 
Akaina te the principal business done atthe village. Theswiftstream 
— zane ie alee the place furnishes a splendid water-power, for it isthe out- 
e 


Lake Sao A situated a few miles away tothe northward, 
The stream, after leaving 


lake, fills several lily-padded, duck-haunted ponds 


{Work 81 hours per week, 


tWork 60 hours per week. 


along its course, and then comes down SES Ty a low hills into North Grafton, 
and flows awa: paki 5 broad meadows. At North Grafton it turns the wheels 
of the Grafton Flax Mills, the principal manufacturing industry of the village, 
The Grafton mills are the American establishment of the Scotch firm of Finlay- 
son, Bousfield & Co., of Johnstone, Scotland, who are among the largest linen- 
thread manufacturers in the world. The selling agents of the firm are J. R. 
Leeson & Co., of 298 Devonshire street, on, 

A representative of the Record paid a visit to the Grafton Flax Mills last 
week, The mill buildings are situated at the upper end of a breezy common 
which lies just off the main street of the village. The Methodist and Baptist 
churches and the tenements of the firm front upen the common and the school- 
house is only a few rods away. The mill office is in the stone warehouse which 
looks upon the common, and down behind it where the swift blue stream runs 
inme full between its green banks are the dye and bleach houses and the 
stone building. 


THE FOUNDER OF THE FLAX MILL. 
eisat pres- 


in the interest of the mills, 
one, Scotland, ex-mem- 
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ber of Parliament for Renfrewshire, who is the head of the firm of Finlayson, 


Bousfleld & Co. 

Mr. Finlayson stated to The Record that he came to this country and bought 
the mill buildings in 1879, In 1880 he started the business of flax spinning with 
120 ed employés, who came to Grafton from the company’s mills in John- 
stone, Scotland, the company ying their fares to this country. Some addi- 
tions had been made to the its dings since then, and to-day the employés 
numbered several Lehre The company controls 1,000 acres of and 
owns over 100 acres of land. 

Mr. Finlayson said that the firm of Finlayson, Bousfield & Co. located the 
American branch of its business at Grafton on account of its proximity to Bos- 
ton, and because Massachusetts was the seat of the leather industry, in which 
heir thread was largely used; also, because there was so fine a water privilege 
at Grafton, and because the purity and softness of the water itself made it so 
valuable for scouring and bleaching the flax during the process of manufacture. 


WHY THEY CAME TO AMERICA, 


To the question, what led his firm to come to America and establish a branch 
of its industry, Mr. Finlayson replied: “It was the tariff. It would have never 
entered our brains to come over here but for that. We formerly attempted to 
ship our threads to this country and sell them after paying the 40 per cent. duty, 
but the manufacturers here could undersell us every time. ‘That's the reason we 
came over here to manufacture our coarser les of goons. 

“In other words, Mr, Finlayson, itis the tariff which enables you to come 
here and manufacture your thread?” 

“Yes, The moment you take off the tariff our flax manufacturers at home 
would immediately swamp the market with the same class of goods that we are 
making here, and it wouldn’t ay us to run the mill at all.” | A 

“Do you make the fine spool threads here at the Grafton mills?’ 

“We do not. On such fine threads labor is a greater percentage on the cost 
of production. Twice the amount of labor is involved in the manufacture of 
these finer grades, Labor is so much cheaper in Scotland than in this country 
that we can ship the finer grades to this country, pay the 40 per cent. duty, and 
still afford to them,” 

“ You sell the finer les here, the manufacture of which involves a large 
a of labor which can be had cheaply in Scotland in spite of the tariff? 

‘Yes 


“Are you a free-trader, Mr. Finlayson?" 
“Tam, at home,” laughingly. ‘Free trade is the best for Great Britain, but 
rotection is the policy for America. Free trade is the only feasible policy for 
Great Britain, as she requires to import all raw materials and food su pi. 
whereas America is quite independent of the outer world and can do with the 
tariff as she likes.” 
THE EMPLOYES WAGES, 

“How do the wages paid here at the Grafton Mill compare with those paid at 
your mills in Scotland?” 

er are 100 per cent, gy than the wages we pay for the same kinds of 
work rf our Scotch mills. Yes, they are from two to two and a half times as 
= and will average two and a quarter times as much." 

“ We have a laborer at work in the bleach house who came over here a few 
weeks ago. He is doing the same kind of work as at Johnstone. He got 18 
shillings or $4.50 per week there; Here he gets 30 shillings or $7.50 per week. 
We have another man who labored at home for 30 shillings or $7.50 per week. 
Here he is getting £3 per week, orabout $15. Butif that same man too steamer 
to-morrow and went to Scotland he couldn't get more than $7.50 per week. 

“ Women are earning 22 shillings here, sixty hours per week, who only got 10 
shillings, or 9 shillings 6 pence per week at Johnstone. The wa paid our em- 


loyés at Johnstone generally aver higher than those paid by other manu- 
facturing establishments in our own line of business.” 


JAMES KENNEDY'S STORY, 

“ Where is the lad James Kennedy, Morrison?” said Mr. Finlayson, address- 
ing himself to Mr, Morrison Smith, superintendent of the Grafton Mills. 

Bi ener here only a few weeks ago from Johnstone," said Mr, Finlayson, 
explanatorily, 

ames Kennedy soon made his appearance and showed himself to be a stout, 

honest-faced Scotch lad of fifteen years or thereabouts. 

* How much were you paid a week at Johnstone, James?” 

“Seven and six, sir,” 

“That is $1.80. And how much are you getting here?” 

“Ten dollars in two weeks, sir.” 

“What kind of pay would that be in the old country, James?” 

“Just a mon’s pay in the auld country, sir.” 

* How old are you, James?” 

“T'll be fifteen come September, sir,” à 

“Do you know how other people were paid at Johnstone?” 

“Weel, sir, a stout young man must work unco hard in Donald’s foundry to 
earn 12 or 14 shillings a week.” 

“That will be from $2.90 to $3.40 per week.” 

“My father worked in Donald's foundry for seven years as a laborer at 16 
shillings à week, sir.” 

“ That was $3.84. Here are you, a boy of fifteen, earning $5 per week, which 
is more than your hard-working father got at the foundry in Johnstone.” 

At this James twirled his cap and blushed, and cast a deprecating look across 
the room, as much as to say it was hardly the proper thing to do. 

“ What is your father doing now, James?” 

“He isa rer on the Boston and aien Railroad, sir, and he earns $1.50 
a da , Sir. er in the foundry, sir.” 


their fe 
`“ Oh, yes. The surroundings of the workmen over there are much inferior 
to those here. The onpiovos live better and dress better here. The monang 
class here live more like the shop-keeping class at home, A good many sen 
money home to their friends,” 

WHAT THE OPERATIVES SAY, 


The Record representative went through the flax mill and watched the various 
processes of manufacture of linen thread from the time the hackled flax is 
taken in hand and prepared by spreading, drawing and roving. up through the 
spinning, winding, twisting, reeling, bleaching, scouring, finishing, and ball- 
ing. He also talked with some of the employés. 

r. William Johnston, who has charge of the line stock at the mill, was one 
of the pioneer Scotch employés who came to this country eight years ago, when 
the Grafton Mills were started. He owns a house and property valued at $3,000, 
Mr .Johnston, when asked to 


ve some comparison of the modes of living of 
big aarp in Scotland and merica, said : 
“Iwill give you my opinion as an honest man. 


“ When people get married in the old country the children come fast and the 
parents are driven to send them to work as soon as ie areoldenough. They 
can not get along without them. Parentsare forced to doitif they want to live. 
As long as the children stay at home the parents do well, But as soon as th: 


ey 
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begin to get married and away from home they leave you just where you 
started. And once they ds you, yon have only old age to look Pai d to. 
The older a workingman in the United Kingdom grows the poorer hegets. If 
emen is working in this country the same length of time it is his own fault if 

e does get rer. 

“At ian the older children are sacrificed to rear the younger ones. I went 
to work when I was seven years old. Things have bette since then, and 
now achild has to be fourteen years old before he can work full time. 

“ You can live nearly as cheap here as in the old country. Clothing can be 
bought just as cheaply in a many instances, And so, too, victuals, Coal 
and rent are the highest items. 

"I lived in Scotland ina tenement of two rooms, a room and a kitchen, fo 
which I paid £8 per year. When I came here I had a tenement of four rooms 
and two attics and a cellar, for which I paid $4.08 per month. It was close 
quarters at home. We had several beds in a room and we put the boys all to- 
gether and the girls all together. 

“THERE IS NO COMPARISON. 

“The workingman’s condition at home and here is not to be compared. 
Here he has only to pay a $2 poll-tax. There a tenant, not owning a foot ofreal 
estate, has to pay in addition to his rent, police and poor taxes, water, gas,and 
road money, ete. 

“T never could have owned land in theold country; never. It was impossible. 
Here I have been living for two years in my own house of ten rooms. I have 
an acre of land, on which is a en and fruit trees. I have seven children. 
One of my boys is working in Worcester; the other is here at the mill. Three 
of my girls are in school. 

“In a large town or city in the old country, £5 rent for one apartment would 
be perhaps the fair average. I have known more one family of ten chil- 
dren and more to be raisedin one small room. There are some cheaper apart- 
ments at £3 and £4, which are not fit to put a dog into. n 

PERS that I see Moyog here have one or two spare rooms, You haven't 
an inch ofspare room at home. 

*A workingman has to pay out money at home while his children are at 
school. I had five children at school before I came to this country. They cost 
me os shillings per month for fees and books, Here the schools and books cost 
nothing. 

“To sum up: America is England before the days of free trade. I say and 
will maintain that if free trade becomes the policy here the country will be 
ramen aaa country has been prosperous under/protection. Why not con- 

nue it? 

OTHER EMPLOYÉS’ OPINIONS. 


Mr. Cristy Hughes, who is a spinner in the flax-mill, owns a house and prop- 
erty valued at $3,000. He thought that America was the best place for the work- 
ingman, and had an idea that the tariff did it. 

A foreman of one department expressed asimilar opinion. He said that while 
he used to Ere his old mother in Scotland a shilling, he could now send her 
home a dollar. 

A buxom Scotch lassie said cheerfully that she could earn three times as much 
wages as at home. 

Manager MacDuff said that the working people could live better and have 
more toeatthanin the old country. If they went over home theyalwaysseemed 
to want to come back. Most of the working people abroad had quite a struggle 
to get song if they had small families. 

Mr, William Larmour said that the condition of the female employés was 
better here than in the old couh: This applied more especially to the single 
Tonor who had to take care of themselyes, They could live better and dress 

tter here, 


There was the advantage in Americaof more room in homes, which was bet- 
ter both for health and comfort. In America the workingman often had a dol- 
lar in his pocket when he wouldn’t have it in the old country. 

There was a far better chance for a workingman’s family in America. At 
home he was as glad as could be to get his children to work as soon as possitie, 


ae could keep them at school longer and give them a better chance in the 
world, s 


If the tariff was done away with America wouldn’t be much better than the 
old country before long. r. Larmour thought that the workingmen in the 
mill believed to a man that their improved condition in this country was owing 
to the workings of the tariff, 

THE EMPLOYÉS’ CONDITION. 


There are several hundred employés in the Grafton flax mills. All but 
about fifty of these are women. ‘The men are mostly mechanics or are em- 
plored in the dye, bleach, and finishing de ents. The women are employed 

nthe spinning, twisting, winding, and other departments. About one-half of 
the employés are Scotch and Irish. The rest are French Canadians and Ameri- 
cans. Of the original company of Scotch employés, who began to run the mill 
in 1880, there are a good numberstill at work, although they have become much 
scattered in eight years. Most of the Scotch employés attend the services of the 


First Presbyterian Church in Worcester. The Canadians go to the Catholic 
Church in the village. 


Nearly all the employés live in the tenements owned by the mill firm. These 
milis There are gardens attached to the fancies eee ground near tho 
hours per week, and have a half holiday on Saturday. aeai AT 

With this illustration I leave the question, Mr. Chairman, only hop- 
ing that I shall not be misunderstood in this matter. 

My desire is that the worthy operatives engaged in the manufacture 
of “dressed line” shall be protected in the peaceful prosecution of 
their industry. 

Now, if I can do so without asking a further extension of time, I am 
willing to give attention to my colleague [Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachu- 
setts] and answer any question which he may want to ask. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I want a little time of my own 
to answer your speech. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Very well; I yield the floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I desire to remind my colleague 
[Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts], with whom I wish to bein ent 
so faras I can, that weare not now upon the question of manufactured 
flax or dressed line. It seems to be continually n to remind 
members of the committee that we have not reached the question of 
manufactured flax. The remarks of my colleague in regard to the 
largest linen establishment in my district being managed, as he says, 
by foreigners, has nothing to do with this question at present. 

We are upon the items of flax, and flax straw; and I want to know 
from the gentleman whether he is in favor of keeping the duty upon 
that raw material which is imported by the very people in his district 
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where he saw the picture of contentmentand happiness with which he 
opened his I want to ask him and have him answer whether 
he is in favor of keeping the present duty upon the raw material of the 
linen manufacturers of his district and my district. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Of course I am, for I do not un- 
derstand my people expect a duty upon their manufactured goods, and 
deny protection to the material and labor entering into such manu- 
factured articles, 

Mr, RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I did not ask you the question 
before, because I did not want to interpolate into your speech anything 
which would make it unpleasant for you when you circulate it. But 
that very picture of contentment and happiness which you drew of 
the foreign operative at Andover might have been heightened if the 
people working those mills had_not been compelled to pay a duty on 
the raw material, which, as I have before stated, they can not get in this 
country, and every dollar’s worth of which they have to import. 

I think it is unworthy of my colleague to intimate that the men who 
are engaged in the manufacture of linen at Grafton, in my district, are 
not worthy of full credit for fair statements. They did publish this 

phiet. They had a perfect right to do so. They pay wages not of 
Beotland, but the wages of Massachusetts. They have made a clear 
statement. Their industry is handicapped to the extent of the duty 
on the raw material, because they can not obtain it in this country. 

The large works controlled by foreigners he speaks of as manufact- 
uring flax are not the only ones in wy district. There are others, 
managed by men whose remote ancestors were born on the soil. They 
also join with the Grafton Mills in the hope that the raw material ot 
manufacturing may be madefree. They have the right, whatever their 
nationality, to come before us and give any information they may have 
to give and to ask any privilege Americans may ask for. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You would treat the foreigners just as 
you would treat American citizens? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I do not ask people living in my 
district and carrying on business liable to be affected by legislation if 
they are naturalized. They pay taxes and employ labor. They are 
entitled to the protection of law. I represent the people and indus- 
tries of my district. The word ‘‘foreigner,’’ in my judgment, should 
not be used in this connection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, I do not wish to disturb the gentleman, 
but we are to understand the whole inspiration of his argument is 
drawn from the alien argument which he holds in his hand. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. If I draw the inspiration of my 
argument from men who know all about this business, and who invest 
money largely in the industries of my district and prosper by reason of 
their skill and intelligence, I am sure I can not do better, even if they 
are ‘‘aliens.’’ 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman then admits the argu- 
ment which he uses, and which he holds in his hand is an argument pre- 
pared by aliens on this subject, and in opposition to what is contended 
for by us in behalf of American industries ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. An industry carried on in this 
country is not ‘‘alien.’? Nor do I know that the argument is made by 
aliens, except from the statement made by the gentleman on the other 
side. My coll e from Massachusetts stated it was taken from a 
series of editorials which he alleged were published in a Mugwump 
newspaper. Ifthe facts are correctlystated and the argument is sound, 
I do not ask the nationality nor the politics of those from whom it 
comes, 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr, Chairman, I think that during this discussion 
very few speeches have been made upon the Democratic side of the 
House, under the five-minutes rule, where the gentleman occupying 
the floor, before he got through, did not make some reference to the 
question of trusts and to the influence of trusts on the business of this 
country, upon manufacturing, and upon the prices paid for necessaries 
of life by the people. Now, I desire to call the attention of the House 
and of my friends upon the other side for a moment to a few of the 
trusts which they appear to have entirely overlooked. It is not neces- 
sary to call the attention of this side of the House to them, because all 
the Republican members of the House, I think, have learned of them, 
and are informed upon the subject. But I judge that my Democratic 
friends have not, because they have not said a word about the trusts 
and combines to which I shall refer. 

Now, I charge here, Mr. Chairman, and I call upon members upon 
the other side of the House to answer it if they can, that there are 
trusts in Canada and other foreign countries in the interest of which 
the Mills bill in many particulars seems to have been prepared. Can- 
ada with its four million people and its territory larger than ours is a 
lumber trust. All the people of Canada and the Canadian Government 
itself are in the trust, in the combination. There are many of those 
trusts in Canada, a few of which I will mention. 

The lumber trust in which all Canada is interested, the potato trust 
in which all Canada is interested, and there is the glass trust in which 
Belgium is especially interested. 

Now, let us see about these foreign trusts and combinations, and see 
what our Democratic friends do about them. Canada, last year, ex- 


ported to this country about $6,000,000 worth of lumber. It is fair to 
say that of that $6,000,000 worth each thousand feet paid to our Gov- 
ernment $2 as a tariffduty. According to the speeches of some of our 
friends on the other side, and, in fact, according to the theory of the 
Democratic party, that duty was added to the cost of production in 
Canada. This bill makes lumber duty free. Therefore, if this bill 
passes, it will take off that $2 duty from each thousand feet of lumber 
that is manufactured and sent from Canada to this country, and will 
thereby reduce the cost of production there. 

Now, sir, I charge that the Canadian Government with its four mill- 
ions of people is itself a trust in the manufacture of this lumber. All 
the people of Canada, four millions in number, are interested in every 
foot of lumber which is manufactured, and every foot of it that is sent 
to this country; and when this bill places lumber on the free-list it will 
give $2 per thousand feet to that Canadian trust. Then this bill is 
legislation to help a Canadian trest in lumber. So much for that. 

I desire now to call attention to the potato trust. This is a com- 
bination—a trust—which affects the farmers of my State. The farm- 
ersof the State of New York last year raised 20,000,000 bushels of 
potatoes, and the farmers of our entire country last year raised 175,000,- 
000 bushels of potatoes. Last year Canada sent to this country 1,500,- 
000 bushels of potatoes. Potatoes raised in Canada, with Canada’s 
cheap labor, potatoes belonging to the Canadian people and the Cana- 
dian Government, and the Canadian potato trust—upon each bushel 
of these potatoes our Government laid and collected a duty of 15 cents, 
or, in the aggregate, upon the whole importation, $250,000. 

Now, sir, the Canadian Government, with its 4,000,000 people, with 
its territory which is greater than that of the United States, is, as I 
claim, a ‘‘trust’’ in the matter of raising potatoes or any other agri- 
cultural product that comes from Canada to this country. As the law 
now stands the duty on potatoes coming into this country is 15 cents a 
bushel, and the Mills bill makes them free. Then, if you pass this bill 
you take the duty off potatoes, and, as gentlemen on the other side 
claim, and their claim is correct, reduce the cost of raising potatoes that 
are to be exported here 15 cents a bushel. 

Then if you pass the Mills bill it will be in the interest of or benefit 
of the Canadian potato-raisers and the Canadian potato trust. Then 
if next year after we have passed this bill the people of Canada—this 
Canadian potato trust—import in this country 1,500,000 bushels of 
potatoes, this 15 cents a bushel will go into their pocket, and so you 
legislate in favor of Canada’s potato trust—$250, 000. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. NUTTING was allowed three minutes 
more. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, there is one other trust thaf I de- 
sire to bring to the attention of my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAY- 
NER], the glass trust. That trust is not in Cavada, but it is in Bel- 
gium. This bill reduces the import duties upon glass 35 per cent. In 
1883, when the tariff was reduced before, the importations of glass in- 
creased, and the receipts of duty from that source increased, and when 
you reduce the cost of making glass in Belgium and introduce the Bel- 
gian product into this country, as against our own, I say you are as- 
sisting the Belgian glass trust, and my friend from Maryland, who is 
interested in glass, may answer that, and at the same time may tell 
us whether or not he intends to have glass put at a higher rate than it 
is in the bill. 

We have glass plants enough in this country to make all the glass we 
use. You will find glass furnaces all over this country. You will find 
glass-manufacturing establishmeuts in fifteen States and one Territory, 
and I now have reference to window-glass manufacturing alone. 

Massachusetts has 11 farnaces. New York has 17; there are several 
of these in my Congressional district, and I intend to make a fight for 
them. New Jersey has 25 furnaces; Pennsylvania, 44; Delaware, 2; 
Maryland, 9; West Virginia, 2; Ohio, 20; Indiana, 6; Illinois, 8; Mich- 
igan, 1; Wisconsin, 1; Missouri, 2; Kansas, 1; Wyoming Territory, 1. 

There are 8,500 workmen employed in these establishments. The 
wages paid the workmen in this country are from two to three times 
as much as the wages paid in Belgium, and Tapped a list of the wages 
paid in each country to the laborers in this industry: 


Wages paid per month. 


Occupations, 


Then, too, the laborers work a greater number of hours in Belgium. 


Since the reduction of the duty in 1883, imports into this country 
have increased. 

I give the importations for the year 1882, the year before the reduc- 
tion of the tariff, and for each year after, to and including 1887, and at 
the same time showing the values of this kind of glass imported, 


`~ 
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Statement showing the imports into the United States of cylinder, crown, 
and common window glass (unpolished), during the years ending June 
30, 1878 to 1887, inclusive, 


Years ending June 30— 


i878... 24,080,788 | 812,612 
1879. 20, 256,069 | 595,070 
1880. 44,571, 838 | 1,439,447 
1881 46, 038, 739 | 1,414, 709 
1882. 45, 872, 024 | 1,387,257 
1883, -| 54, 941, 428 | 1,736,700 
1884. 77,873, 253 | 2,431,068 
1 57,615,693 | 1,630, 844 
1886. 55,049, 857 | 1, 360, 955 
1887 62,355,416 | 1,420,159 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU or STATISTICS, February 9, 1888. 


WM. F. SWITZLER, 
Chief of Bureau, 
Hon, N. W. Norrie, M.C. 


Now, all this vast quantity of glass ought to have been made here. 
Our laborersonght to have had the wages and our manufacturers ought 
to have had the benefit of the whole business. You will see the reve- 
nue was greater after the reduction, because the importations were so 
much more so that, according to this precedent, our surplus will not 
be reduced by a reduction now probably. 

What under the sun do you wish to legislate in the favor of Belgian 
cheap labor for? Our manufacturers and our glass workmen beg that 
you do not reduce the duty on glass. 

I read, as part of my remarks, a petition sent me by the manufact- 
urer of glass and his laborers in the village of Clyde, in Wayne County, 
in my district: 

Hon. N. W. NUTTING : 


I also, as part of my remarks, read petitions sent me by a committee 
representing the workmen in some other glass-manufacturing estab- 
lishments in my district, and I will also print a letter which sets the 
matter forth intelligently: 

CLEVELAND, STATE OF NEw YORK, OSWEGO COUNTY, 
February 9, 1888. 


you,asour represen! go before the Ways and Means Committee and use 
your influence to retain tariff on window glass, for these reasons : 
First. reduction of the tariff on window glass in 1883 com: us to ac- 


on of foreign 
‘lass 

San eight months’ work a year. 
Secon 


do and compel our chil- 
ch no American likes to 


do. We can not com 

Third. The price o! at present is not high. Considering its durability it 
is the cheapest thi goes intoa hack ey gapiar pyas cg footsquare 
of surface with glass, which is nomore lumber costs. re are 
about five hundred men in your district who are interested or employed in the 
window-glass industry. It is argued that workmen do not receive any benefit 
from a tariff. If that issoin any case, ours is an exception, for we do receive 
double the s for our work that ve would if it bien not fora = Hoping 

u will give matter your attention, we subscribe ourselves, 
z7 . z "CHANVILLE W. MORENUS. 


H. ©, LANDGRAFF. 
SIMEON F. PUTNEY, 
To Hon. N, D. NUTTING. 
Washington, D.C. 
BERNHARDS Bay, Osweco County, N. Y., March 16, 1888, 

Dear Sir: We see by the papers that the Ways and Means Committee have 
on their list glass, which they propose to reduce about40 per cent. We thought 
perhaps a litle information from us would not be abad thing for you when 
the time comes in which you could use it advantageously. ill explain first 
how and of what glass is made—sand, soda ash, and lime. The average price 
which we got for a box of glass last year was $2.26. We can not give the aver- 
age this year for the reason that the year is not yet closed, but it will not differ 
very much from year. To mako a box of glass, we mix together sand. 
soda ash, and lime, the sand costing % cents per ton, just what is represented 
in the labor drawing same to our works. Lime costs 13 cents per bushel of 70 
[pateapee and soda ash $1.32 per 100 pounds delivered at our works. The ash and 

e are only used to assist in melting the sand, as glass is nothing but melted 

sand. The lime and ash burn off and leave the sand melted, Materials in a 
box of glass which will sell for $2.26 will cost about 25 cents, the balance is la- 
bor, so you will see that when they take off the tariff and 40 per cent., there is 
nothing left in the shape of materials from which to take it, and it must neces- 
sarily be taken from the labor. 

As we understand it this reform tariff is not supposed to in A Nde d work to 
the disadvaatage of labor. A few years ago there was a uction in 


tariff on glass, and the result was that the income of the Government was in- 
creased to more than one and one-quarter millions of dollars, and no doubt this 
would operate in the same way; it would have the tendency to increase the in- 
come of the Government in lieu of reducing the surplus. you are a ren 
sentative from this district, we take the liberty to.ask you to oppose this bill, 


Y 
see ewe cee POTTER & MARSDEN. 

(Dictated.) PerF, 

Hon. N. W. NUTTING, 

Representative Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Window-glass has grown cheaper all this time, so that the consumer 
can not grumble; and in fact it has become a question now whether 
you should reduce the wages of our glass laborers to the level of Bel- 
gium in the same industry. 

This will not do, Mr. Chairman; you must not reduce the tariff on 
window-glass; you must not put our laborers in competition with the 
cheap labor of Belgium. 

Keep your hands off of this industry. Keep yout hands off this la- 
bor. Do not legislate in favor of this glasscombine in Belgium. Keep 
your hands off the interests of farmers. Look out for your own coun- 
try carefully and pay less attention to the trusts, combines, and busi- 
ness of nations and peoples. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. I made up my mind, Mr. Chairman, some time ago 
that whenever in these schedules I met with one of the combinations 
known as ‘‘trusts,’’ which are engaged in depredating upon the Ameri- 
can consumer, I would lend a helping hand, feeble though it might be, 
to ttrike them down. 

Mr. Chairman, the leader of the Republican party in this House [ Mr. 
REED] has said, and whatever he says is of ‘course entitled to the re- 
spect of every one—— 

Mr. MACDONALD (jocosely). 
the Honse. 

Mr. RAYNER. No; on this side of the House also. I listen to 
the gentleman always with the greatest attention and respect. But, 
Mr. Chairman, on the 20th day of May that distinguished gentleman 
made a speech upon this floor, and after comparing revenue-reform ora- 
tors to fellows who aretrying to swallow a Bengal tiger, and indulging 
in some other pleasantry of that kind, he went on to say this: 

And yet, outside the Patent Office there are no monopolies in this country, 
and there never can be. Ah, but what is that I see on the far horizon’s ed 
with tongue of lambent flame and eyeof forked fire, serpent-headed and griftin- 
clawed? Surely it must be the greatnew chimera ‘*“Trust.” Quick, criesevery 
member of the begs and Means. Quick, let us lower the tariff. Let us call in 
the British. Let them save our devastated homes. Cou dear brethren. 
Be not too much disturbed. The Lord will reign even if of mayor 
and aldermen should adjourn. 

Call in the British! When the day comes that this Republic can not save 
itself from a dozen of its own citizens without aid from over the sea, I hope to 
be buried a thousand leagues under some respectable and permanent mount- 
ain range. What unreasonable talk this is. A dozen men fix the prices for 
sixty million freemen! Theycan never doit. There is no power on earth that 
can raise the price of any necessity of life above a just price and keep it there. 


More than that, if the price is raised and maintained even for a short while, it 
means ruin for the combination and still lower prices for consumers, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, with the utmost deference to the gentleman 
from Maine, if there is a solitary word of truth in that statement from 
beginning to end I would like very much to have it pointed out. If 
there is a solitary trust combination which the gentleman can name 
that has not had the effect of raising prices; if there isa single one 
whose object and motive in- izing has not been te limit produc- 
tion and to raise the prices to the consumer, I ask him to point it out. 

Mr. Chairman, with reference to this amendment, I wish to say a 
word for the benefit of the gentleman from New York [Mr. NUTTING], 
whose mind seems to be so involved in this glass question that he can 
not get away from it. Let us come down to the particular amendment 
under discussion, or to a matter which is closely related to it, the lin- 
seed-oil trust. Iam going to read from a newspaper whose Repub- 
lican orthodoxy I think can not be questioned, and I want the gentle- 
man to tell me whether that which is described here is a monopoly or 
not. Iam going to read from the New York Times, quoting the Chi- 

Inter-Ocean, in regard to the linseed-oil trust. 
ere the hammer fell. 

On motion of Mr. SOWDEN, the time of Mr. RAYNER was extended 
for five minutes. - 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me say to the gentleman from Maine, in pass- 
ing, that as soon as thesugar trust was formed went up from half 
a cent to acent per pound, Was that the result of the formation of 
the sugartrust? ‘The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], talk- 
ing about salt, said yesterday that after the formation of the salt trust 
prices went down, and that the trust put the prices down. When a 
trust is in existence and prices go down gentlemen on the other side 
claim that it is the trust that puts them down; but if prices go up 
under the operation of a trust they are not scans to admit that itis 
the trust that puts them up. Now, an advance of from half a cent to 
1 cent a pound on sugar means a profit of $10,000,000 a year to the 
sugar trust, and they are making thatevery year. I read now this ex- 
tract from the Chicago Inter-Ocean: 

The annual product of linseed-oil in the United States is 28,000,000 gallons, the 


West crushing about 20,000,000 gallons and the mills of Chicago 3,750, The year 
1887 will long be remembered because of the formation of the national linseed- 


Of every one on the other side of 
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oil trust, which was started in January and made such rapid progress that before 
at a had passed it brought harmony among the crushers where chaos had 
reigned. 

But it also brought chaos among the consumers where harmony had 
reigned. This last remark is my own. 

There are now thirty-six mills in the “ trust,” representing over one-half the 
crushing capacity of this country. 


Observe that remarkable statement. 


Certificates to the amount of $11,000,000 have been issued on the basis of $33.33} 
asbare. Accompanying tables show that in 1887 the jobbers’ price of raw oil 
advanced from 38 to 52 cents—nearly 37 per cent.—and closed firm at the top. 
Nothing but a reduction of duty can save the people from these “trust” exac- 
tions. * * At the close of the year the New York crushers have not gone 
into the “trust.” The “ trust” prices seem to have been accepted since that time, 
however, without any audible protest. 

Why, gentlemen, you have, all of you, marched up and proclaimed 
your hostility to these combinations. Why not come up now and when 
these ‘‘trusts”’ are involved in the reduction of the tariff, make an 
earnest, honest effort to break up these ‘‘trusts?’’ As the iniquity of 
t trust” after ‘‘trust’’ is exposed on this floor, we find gentlemen on 
the other side, instead of opposing these combinations, rising in their 
defense and vindication. Iwill tell youwhy. The Republican party, 
from the early days of its existence, has been the friend and ally of 
such combinations and of the capitalists who compose them. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I defy you to put into your platform, which 
you are to adopt in the Chicago convention that meets on the 19th of 
this month, sucha resolution as the Democratic convention has adopted, 
avowing your antagonism to these combinations, which, one by one, 
are draining the life-blood of this country. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] You dare notdo it. There isnot aman of you who has 
the moral courage to support such a proposition and then go back to 
his district and face these ‘‘trusts’’ that are sending Republican Con- 

men to the House of Representatives in the interest of the manu- 
facturers of the country and in opposition to the rights of the consumer 
and the laboring man. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. REED. This is a spectacle which we have witnessed a number 
of times, and which I attempted, ‘‘in my humble way,” (quoting the 
language of the gentleman from Maryland) to describe the other day. 
I think the House must have called to mind my description during 
the last few minutes, This is not the first time I have seen gentle- 
men on the other side in a state of ‘‘conniption.” [Laughter.] I 
have heard before just such orations as this, in which the text was a 
little different. That kind of oratory is cheap on the other side, and 
cheap anywhere else. [Laughter.] I have seen gentlemen on the 
other side in the most agonized condition of mind about the running 
of conventions by Federal office-holders [laughter], and I have after- 
wards seen them supinely register the edicts of their own office-holders. 
I have seen gentlemen on the other side in a great state of excitement 
about national banks; about the ‘‘vampires of Wall street that were 
sucking the life-blood of the nation;’’ and I have lived to see a Demo- 
cratic administration put sixty millions of money in the coffers of the 
national banks, with only one man, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] making a protest—illustrating *‘the survival of the fittest,” 
he being the sole survivor of that wild screaming that used to 
the Democratic side. [Applause and laughteron the Republican side. | 
And I shall live to see the day when the gentleman from Maryland 
will have got over his condition of mind. 

Why, sir, on the Democratic side ‘“‘trusts’’ are taking the same po- 
sition in morality that ‘‘fits’’ doin medicine. Only let the gentle- 
man from Maryland and his compeers get hold of a ‘‘ trust” ora ‘‘com- 
bine,” and how they sail through the atmosphere! What a spectacle! 
Think of it! Torn all to pieces about ‘‘ combines” of a dozen people 
who are going to crush out the citizens of the United States; and there 
is no remedy but the destruction of American industries in order to 
exterminate the parasites, 

Why, sir, if the gentleman had read the whole of my speech he 
would have found one other thing, a legend well known all over the 
world. There was once a man sleeping, and a tame bear, who was 
very much his friend, was keeping guara over him, The bear was as 
ignorant as if he had been a member of Congress on the other side of 
the aisle. [Laughter.] This bear saw a fly troubling his sleeping 
friend, and said, ‘‘I will destroy that fly.’ He took up a stone, de- 
stroyed the fly, and at the same time destroyed his friend! 

So these men on the other side, because they see, as they claim, the 
evils of ‘‘trusts’’ and ‘‘ combines,” purpose to destroy those ‘‘ trusts ”” 
and ‘‘combines’’ by destroying the industries of the country. That 
is something on which they undertake to appeal to the people, and to 
rend the atmosphere with their outcries, in season and out of season. 

Why, sir, this was a carefully arranged plan. When this session be- 
gan a flying squadron from the Committee on Ways and Means was 
deployed to go upon the Committee on Manufactures for the purpose 
of exploiting this new Democratic bonanza of ignorance. And they 
have exploitedit well—only the members from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who, having investigated the question, know something 
about it, keep ominously silent, and leave the wandering squadrons 
to do the fighting. 

Now, is it not time that we squarely talk sense tothe people? Is it 


worth while to lie everlastingly to the community ? [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 
Here the hammer fell.] j 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, what I wish to say has no direct 
bearing on this subject, but it has as much to do with it as many of 
the speeches which have been made, and therefore I think I shall be 
excused for saying it. 

When I had the honor of submitting some remarks to this House on 
the 26th of April last I had a little colloquy with the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] in which the question was raised whether I 
was in favor of buying where I could buy the cheapest, and I said I 
was. Then the question was asked if I was in favor of hiring where I 
could hire the cheapest, and Isaid Iwas. That remark as printed has 
been quoted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], and cor- 
rectly quoted as I recall it. From that remark of mine he makes a 
deduction which he thinks, I presume, is the logical outcome. He says: 

It means, Mr. Chairman, that the owners and managers of the coal mines of 
Maryland and Illinois, and the coal and iron mines of Virginia and Alabama, 
Pennsylvania, and these other great States interested in these industries, can 
lock out their employés for any cause or pretense and fill their places with the 
contract labor of euro . It means that the factories and furnaces in all of the 
great manufacturing can be supplied by starving operatives from Bel- 
gium, England, and other overcrowded countries of the Old World. It means 
that the scenes of squalor, of gem and distress found among the laboring 

r of Europe, which make the heart sick to contemplate, shall be the future 
ot and portion of the great laboring classes of America, Ay,Mr. Chairman, it 
means more than that. It means that the importation of Chinese coolies, which 
to-day, like a gost cancer upon the body-politic in the Pacific Coast States, 
threatens their lives, shall be renewed and be unrestricted. The very contempla- 
tion of such results shocks the sensibilities of every friend of labor. I pray God 
that in my time the economic principles which lead directly to such results will 
never find sway or control in America, 

And so on, drawing a most doleful picture. 

The gentleman from Maine who has preceded me has undertaken to 
picture what he designates as the frantic efforts of the Democratic party 
to give the people relief from the imposition of unn taxation. 
Now, I do not know anything more distressing than the vain efforts of 
the other side of the House to show that we are in favor of foreigners 
and against the industries of this country; that we are in favor of pau- 
per labor, which is to ‘‘ knock out” our industries and bring ruin on 
this country. 

Iam not astonished at the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HOPKINS], because a man who believes in protection as he does 
can not be expected to follow out anything very logically. 

It seems that my position has been misunderstood, not only by the 
members of the House, but in the newspapers of the country. Now, 
if am permitted to hire men to do work for me I will hire them as 
cheaply as I can, that is, if I wish to make money out of the enterprise 
in which Iam engaged. That is my first statement. 

But when it comes to the introduction of coolies or the introduction 
of Italians or the introduction of any other class of people into this 
country, I think there are other things to be considered instead of the 
question of cheap labor. 

That is the position which I occupied on the occasion to which the 
gentleman from Illinois has referred, and to prove such is the fact I 
need only refer to what I said in a colloquy between myself and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] on April 30: 


While I am on my feet I may say, too, that there is in my mind quite a distino- 
tion between the h of labor at a cheap price and that which you can get by 
the introduction of poopie into this country who are simply laborers and with- 
out the qualifications of good citizens. I have always maintained in my own 
State and here that when you introduce people into this country who are la- 
borers, who make their living with their hands, there are other things to be 
considered besides the cheapness of their labor, 


Now, sir, I think it would be very far from statesmanship to advo- 
cate the introduction into this country of any people who have not a 
proper appreciation of the institutions under which we live, or who do 
not assimilate and become an integral part of the great body who go to 
make up the people of the United States. 

As to other people who come into this country, and who make good 
citizens, I for one see no objection to them if they choose to work cheaper 
than somebody else whois here. In a letier to a citizen of South Car- 
olina as to the introduction of immigrants into my own state, and 
which was published in the leading paper of the State early in March 
of this year, I stated that I thought we should welcome all industri- 
ous and intelligent citizens of our sister States or other countries, but 
that I was not in favor of bringing in any of thatclass who, without ed- 
ucation or character, failed or refused to affiliate with our people, 
and seemed to have no appreciation of American institutions, 

Therefore, I say in reference to my friend from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 
that the inference which he has drawn from my remarks is not, I think, 
warranted by what I said, and does not represent my position. 

But if the gentleman from Illinois is desirous of commenting upon 
what has been said by somebody who really announces himself in favor 
of free trade in men, Ishould like to refer him to the remarks of a gen- 
tleman whose long service in this House as a member of his own party 
entitles him to the — respect. I will quote from a speech made 
by Hon. WILLIAM D. KELLEY in 1870, in which he says as follows— 
and Mr. Schenck, to whom he refers, was then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means: 

Mr. Scuenck. We have free trade in men. 
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Mr. KELLEY. The chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means (Dir. 
SCHENCK] s ts in this connection that we have free trade in men. Yes; 
men are on the free-list, They cost us not even freight. Yethow they swell 
the revenues and help us pay the debt of the country! They are raised from 
helpless infancy, through tender childhood, and trained to skilled labor in 
youth in other lands, and in manhood allured by higher wages, they come to 
us and are welcomed to citizenship. In this way we haye maintained a balance 
of trade that has enabled us to resist without bankruptcy the ordinary com- 
mercial balance that has been so heavily against us, We promote free trade 
in men, and it is the only free trade I am prepared to promote. 


It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, nor is it my business particu- 
larly, to comment upon the position the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
occupied on that day, and which I presume he still occupies, as I take 
it he wants to be consistent, like the balance of us; but. I wished to 
show that my position on this subject is misrepresented and misun- 
derstood (I do not think with any evil intent or wrong purpose), and 
that the position that was attributed to me is really the position which 
was occupied by the leader upon the other side on the discussion re- 
ferred to in 1870, as shown by the quotation I read from his speech. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the speech to which the 
gentleman from South Carolina has just referred was delivered by me 
in this House on the 8th day of May last, more than a month ago. The 
gentleman from South Carolina, I think, will do me the credit of veri- 
fying the truth of the statement which I now make that before I de- 
livered the speech and quoted the remarks to which he has just now 
referred, I went to him privately and stated that I proposed to quote 
certain remarks of his in the speech delivered in the House a few days 
before I received recognition to speak; and as I now remember, sir, the 
gentleman did me the honor of being present at the time of delivery 
of a portion of my speech, and I think that portion which referred to 
remarks made by him. 

Now, if the gentleman was misquoted and if deductions which I drew 
from remarks in his speech were not logical, I submit to this House 
that the proper time for him to have corrected that misapprehension 
was at the time I delivered the speech in which the comment was made. 

Mr, HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, let me say I was not present 
when that speech was delivered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, I told you I was going to comment 
upon your 

Mr. HEMPHILL. You may have told me so. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You say I ‘‘may’’ have told you so; 
did I not tell you so? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can not remember whether you did or not. I 
am not prepared either to affirm or deny it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I most assuredly did. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. . Then I do not doubt it is true. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. And I remember distinctly that the 
gentleman was in the House during a part of the speech, and I supposed 
until he denied it that he was here present at the very time that I 

uoted the colloquy between himself and the gentleman from Kansas 
Mr. PERKINS]. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that speech was delivered in the House and 
went into the RECORD on the 9th day of May, and has been a part of 
the public records of this Congress from that time to the present. Now, 
sir, if I was not correct and logical in the conclusions which I then 
drew, why did not the gentleman take earlier opportunity to correct 
them? 

Why did the gentleman wait until to-day, until his party had heard 
from Oregon? [Cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ on the Democratic side.] Why was 
it that he waited until we heard from the State of Illinois, where in a 
district that has never given a Republican majority before, yet since 
the agitation of the Mills bill in this House that district has elected a 
Republican judge by a change of some 5,000 votes. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] It looks to me, sir, that the gentleman who is rec- 
ognized as one of the leaders of his party —— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois—hegins to see the handwriting upon the 
wall, begins to see that the American people, whether they be logical or 
not, are drawing the same conclusions that I drew from the speech of the 
gentleman from South Carolina and the speeches of others on thatside, 
and that is, that the Mills bill is leading directly to free trade in this 
country, and that the advocates of that measure are compelled to adyo- 
cate free trade pure and simple. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, sir, I submit that no man can read the remarks made by the 
gentleman from South Carolina without reaching the same conclusion 
that I reached, and that is that he is in favor of absolute free trade; 
and to show this more conclusively I propose to reread these questions 
and answers. The gentleman was making aspeech in favor of the 
Mills bill. He was making a statement in reference to and was at- 
tacking American protection as advocated by the Republican party; 
and was claiming that a person should be permitted to buy where he 
can buy cheapest, and in doing that he was speaking of a foreign mar- 
ket as against a home market Then Mr. PERKINS, in order to com- 
pel him to still further explain the position he occupied, put these 
questions—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the gentleman from Ilinois will be per- 
mitted to proceed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. In speaking to that bill he uses this 
language. After saying that we want protection, he says: 

But against what? Not against the “ pauper labor,” for they are not here, 
and not against the products of their toil, so long as these are not sold here, 
but the protection asked foris against allowing Americans to buy or exchange— 

Now, mark the language— 


i. e., against the natural right of any free man to make his purchases where his 

taste inclines him or his judgment or interest dictates; so that it is not against 

the pauper labor of Europe or of any other country, bat it is against the right 

S bp parece people to buy where and what they please that this protection 
emanded, 


Then comes the question of Mr. PERKINS, as follows: 


Mr. Perxrys. Then, I will ask the gentleman a question. Do you believe in 
the doctrine that we should be permitted to buy where we can buy cheapest? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, mark, that is not limited to the markets of this 
country. It is as broad and comprehensive as language can be. It 
means that if a person ‘in America can buy cheaper in Liverpool or 
London, or elsewhere, he shall be permitted to go and buy there. It 
meansif he can buy cheaper in China or Japan he shall be permitted to 
go and buy. Again, Mr. PERKINS asked this question: 

Mr. Perxrss, If we should be permitted to buy where we can buy cheapest, 
why should we not be permitted to hire where we can hire cheapest? 

r. HEMPHILL, Exactly; I think that is right. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what does that mean? It means precisely what 
Istated in my speech made on the 8th day of May last. It means that 
if the gentleman from South Carolina is to be permitted to buy in Chink, 
Japan, or England, that he shall be permitted to hire his employés in 
China, Japan, or England. There can be no other conclusion drawn 
from the language. It is as broad, as I stated before, as the English 
language can make it. And the gentleman at the time these ques- 
tions were put to him understood full well the language he was using, 
and the whole argument which he used was an argument that would 
lead directly, fully, and completely to the doctrine of free trade. 
the gentleman, after the period of reflection which he has had, de- 
sires now to take the back track; if he wants and desires to modify 
the statement in that connection, I have no objection; but I want the 
American people to understand that the gentlemen who stand upon 
the political platform that he does advocate the doctrine precisely as I 
stated it in the speech I made. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, if it is satisfactory to the gentieman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought perhaps you would like to reply to both 
of us; kill two birds with one stone. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I will take care of you a little later on. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has not received 
the remarks which I made in the spirit in which I thought they would 
be received. He asks why I did notreply to him sooner. In the first 
place, I was not present when his remarks were made. In the second 
place, after I read them in the RECORD the general debate continued 
for some time, and I could not reply to them without interrupting it. 
In the third place, sir, I do not consider myself one of the leaders of 
this House, nor do I undertake to speak for the party as one who is a 
leader, and therefore I did not think that my remarks were of such 
public consequence as to demand an immediate explanation. In the 
fourth place, in a colloquy with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] who delivered a speech upon this floor on the 30th of April 
(mine having been delivered on the 26th), I did state my position, 
though not quite so fully as I have stated it here to-day. So that 
four days after my speech was delivered I did in fact endeavor tomake 
plain my position on this subject. ‘The gentleman has referred to the 
elections in Oregon and Illinois. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
not many men in this House who think that I would be influenced in 
my position upon such a question by any number of elections that 
could take place, and if that is the motive which controls the gentle- 
man from Illinois, I have simply to say that Iam very much disap- 
pointed in him. My notion is that a Representative upon this floor 
comes here because he is supposed to haye some brains and some prin- 
ciple, and if he shifts and trims his principles according to the result 
of every election that takes place in this country, I say that if he has 
not the decency to quit, his constituency ought to kick him out of this 
House. [Applause. ] 

The gentleman charges that I am speaking in favor of a foreign mar- 
ket. Ihave never spoken in favor of a foreign market. I speak in 
favor of what I believe to be the freedom of the American people and 
their right to use their own money in the way that seems best accord- 
ing to their own judgment. That is what I believe in and that is what 
I speak for. Ifa man buys an article that is. manufactured in China 
orin Great Britain or in protected Germany or protected France and 
brings it here, he consumes the article, and that is the end of it; but if 
a man brings laborers here he does not consume them, they become a 


. 
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part and parcel of this country, and go to make up the great mass of 
our citizenship, and therefore I say that the one case is very different 
from the other. : 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatdo yousay as to the Chinese, who never do 
unite or affiliate with us? ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have never been in favor of admitting Chinese. 
Under no circumstances have I ever voted or spoken a word in favor 
of admitting the Chinese or of any other class of people who refuse to 
affiliate with us and become citizens of this country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is your objection to admitting the Chi- 
nese founded upon the fact that they refuse to become citizens? If so, 
Isimply want to call your attention to the fact that by a law made by 
a Democratic Congress the United States courts are prohibited from 
making citizens of them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, there area good many objections made 
to the Chinese. My knowledge of them is limited; those I have seen 
appear to be of an inferior race. Then they seem to desire not to be- 
come citizens of this country; nor do they add to its prosperity or well- 
being. I might go on to mention other objections possibly, but it is 
sufficient now to say that I have never favored the admission of such 


people. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Soam I. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
As I listened to the glowing sentences of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. RAYNER] asserting the devotion of the Republican party through- 
out its whole history to trusts, I could not help recalling one trust to 
which it had been most piously devoted, a trust which it had executed 
with a devotion, an energy, a sacrifice of lite and property, such as time 
had not witnessed or history recorded. Sir, that trust was cast by des- 
tiny upon the Republican party in its infancy, nay, sir, in the hour of 
its birth. It was the requirement to maintain the integrity of the na- 
tional territory and the supremacy of its flag and Constitution. To 
the execution of that trust it gave a singleness of purpose and of serv- 
ice unparalleled in the history of parties or of governments; and I was 
made to again recall its fidelity to duty and the greatness and variety 
of its achievements during the years of its infancy, when the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMPHILL] quoted my response to the 
suggestion of General Schenck, chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, with reference to the admission of skilled foreigners to em- 

loyment and citizenship. That distinguished gentleman exclaimed, 
‘We have free trade in men,” and following the suggestion I said, 
‘We promote free trade in men, and it is the only free trade I am pre- 
pared to promote.’’ 
Chairman. this happened on the 25th of March, 1870, more than 
seventeen years ago, when we needed immigrants to replace the 
waste of war. The South and the North had sent the flower and vigor 
of their manhood to the field, and had poured out nearly two millions 
of lives. I had, in the course of my remarks, called attention to the 
fact that we had come to the discharge of that great trust with a bank- 
rupt Treasury, and when our Army was mainly stationed in the ene- 
my’s country, where it was surrendered by General Twiggs and sent to 
the North, a body of able-bodied men under parole, so that they might 
not serve their country as soldiers, and when our ships of war were 
upon the most distant stations, and when the sources of revenue had 
been reduced to so low a point that 11 per cent. and a fraction was the 
average rate of customs duties upon which, in the absence of internal rev- 
enue or war taxes, were our exclusive dependence for current expenses. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. KELLEY’s time was extended 
five minutes. 
Mr. KELLEY. On the occasion to which the gentleman from South 
Carolina referred, I said: 

In 1856 the rate of duty on the aggregate of our imports was 20.3, and thenum- 
ber of immigrants were 200,436; in 1859 the rate of duties had been reduced to 
14.6, and the number of immigrants fell to 121,282. In 1861, by the acts of March 
rg dor 5, and- December 24, the rate of duties was further reduced to 11.2. 

is ke the camel’s back. So many men were thrown out of employment 
and wages sunk so low that none but ulturists could come to us anv 
ofimproving their condition and immigration sunk toa it lower than 

had been since the ever-to-be-remembered free-trade crisis 
the depression continued through 
next Lop was but 91,987. By theact July 14, 
1862, the duties were raised, so that in 1863 they were ry oe 23.7, and the immi- 
Sia. Tay the eraai acto of 1864, 1863, ahd 1806 the duties wore Increased, potha 
the dut: 


on importations of 1866 averaged 40.2 percent., and immigration went 
up to 318,554. Last year, when the West was further oppressed by the increase 


of duties on wool and copper they averaged 41.2, and the number of immigrants ge 


+ went up to 352,569; and the Commissioners of Immigration assure us that this 
year the number will exceed 400,000, 

It is thus demonstrated historically that E atera as we make our duties pro- 
tective of high wages for labor, so do we bring skilled workmen from Germany, 
Belgium, France, and England to work in our mines, forges, furnaces, rolling- 
mills, cotton and woolen ; orent and create a e market for the in of 
Iowa, Illinois, and the other States whose farmers complain that they have no 
market for their grain. 


SKILLED WORKMEN THE MOST VALUABLE COMMODITY WE CAN IMPORT. 


Mr. Scuenck., We have free trade in men, 
Mr. KELLEY. The chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
ScuzncK ] suggests in this connection that we have freetradeinmen, Yes; men 


are on the free-list. They cost us not even freight. Yet how they swell the 
revennes and help us pay the debt of the country! They are raised from he} 
less infancy, through tender childhood, and trained to skilled labor in youth 
other lands, and in manhood, allured by w 


‘ages, they come to usand are 
welcomed to citizenship. In this way we have maintained a balance of trade 


that has enabled us to resist without bankruptcy the ordinary commercial bal- 
ance that has been so heavily against us. We promote free trade in men, and 
it is the only free trade I am prepared to promote, 
Will the gentleman object to importing skilled laborers from the 
manufacturing nations of the world and investing them with the right 
to earn American wages and enjoy the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties of American citizens? I am ready to defend this policy to-day, 
though I stand on the record as hostile and with invincible purpose 
against bringing in contract laborers, from whatever country they may 
come, as any man who has been on this floor during my long service, 
I see here my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who can tell 
you that four years ago, when I ascended a platform in his district to 
address a meeting made up of laboring people, I was as the 
champion of skilled labor and the opponent of contract labor by bois- 
terous and long-continued cheers for *‘the laborer’s friend,” though 
the men who constituted the assemblage had never seen me before. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, as I before stated, it was not my 
purpose to pass judgment upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
ELLEY]. He is responsible for his own utterances. All I desired to 
say was that if my remarks are subject to the construction which has 
been put upon them, I am exactly in line with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania; if they are not subject to that construction, then I think 
he is a little more of a free-trader in men than I am, because he has so 
declared himself. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a few 
remarks on this question before the vote is taken. I live in a State 
which raises, perhaps, one-fourth of all the flax raised in the United 
States. Dakota and Minnesota raise more than one-half of the whole 
product of the country; and after Dakota and Minnesota comes Iowa. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I gave notice this morning, before this dis- 
cussion began, that when we reach the item of flaxseed I shall moye 
to strike it from the free-list, leaving it subject to the present tariff. 
As we have not yet reached that item the discussion of the question or 
placing it on the free-list would be premature; but as something has 
been said on that question I beg leave very briefly to refer to it at 
present, reserving to myself the right to refer toit more at length when 
we reach it in its order. 
Flaxseed or flax in this country is very largely, though not wholly, 
what we callasodcrop. It is the cropofanewcountry. In my State 
to-day, for instance, where they are about to commence breaking up 
the wild lands, they can raise a crop of flax on the new sod, sowing it 
after the land is broken for the first time. In this way the flax crop 
is almost a clear gain. The case is the same in Dakota and in North- 
ern Iowa, It is for that reason, perhaps, that the crop of flax has be- 
come so great in Minnesota, Dakota, and Iowa. ‘This crop is to those 
people a godsend—a matter which, I submit, should be thought of. I 
think I may say, Mr. Chairman, after conference with the Democratic 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means, that this side is ready, 
when we reach that item, to strike flaxseed from the free-list, leaving 
the present tariff thereon. 
soe WARNER. Do you recognize flaxseed and linseed as synony- 
mous 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand linseed and flaxseed are 
synonymous, as my friend suggests. 
So far as concerns the suggestion that there is a “‘ trust” in the lin- 
seed-oil business, I think I may safely say that there is not the least 
doubt but that there has been such a “‘ trust ” forseveral years. Some 
gentlemen say that the industry has not been prosperous. Such isnot 
my observation, and I have known something of it. Ido notp 
however, to discuss ‘‘ trusts’? or to digress in that direction. Nor do 
I propose here to discuss the question of the tariff on flaxseed or oil. 
I perhaps may properly add that I favor the reduction of the tariff on 
the oil. I am of the opinion that it should be reduced about 40 per 
cent. I think that would leave an ample protection on that article. 
Flaxseed competes with no industry, and the tariff on it can injure 
no one, except so far as it raises the price of linseed-oil. . 
But, Mr. Chairman, what I wish particularly to call attention to 
now is the question of taking the tariff off “flax-straw, flax not hackled 


t | or dressed; flax hackled, known as dressed line; tow of flax or hemp,” 


etc. Thatis properly the only question before us at present. The 
mtleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Indiana have stated that 
this side of the House propose to give no protection to the farmer be- 
cause we propose to remove the tariff from flax-straw, and they claim 
orminn other side is the friend of the farmer because they favor sucha 
tari: 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Minnesota be allowed to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, if placing flax- 
straw on the free-list is a blow at the farming community, I, living 
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among farmers, should be very careful before assenting to such a prop- 
osition; but I asked the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] what 
was the price of flax-straw in his State. He replied, if I understood 
him correctly—and he is present and can correct me if I am wrong— 
that the price is from $4 to $6 per ton. Iam right, am I not? 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana, assented. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now just think of the absurdity of 
keeping a tariff on a commodity as bulky as a load of hay, which is 
worth only $4 to $6 a ton, and insisting that that protects the producer 
or is necessary to protect him against importations. 

Think of our importing from a foreign country a commodity so bulky, 
and which after it comes here is worth only $4 to $6 a ton. The mere 
statement of the proposition is its sufficient refutation. Gentlemen on 
the other side are ready to give the farmer protection by a duty of this 
kind. It is the first suggestion from that side of protection for the 
farmer; and it seems to go on the basis, upon which protection usually 
goes, that the farmer can be caught with chaff, and satisfied with a 
shadow without the least substance. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What I meant to say was that flax- 
straw is worth $4 to $6 a ton after we have taken the seed from it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand the gentleman. Iam 
talking about the straw—not about the seed. I have said I am in favor 
of a dutyon the seed. I say that after we have discussed this question 
of protection for nearly a month ‘the first proposition from the other 
side about protecting or benefiting the farmer is to put a protective 
duty upon a pleats f worth $4a ton in the interior of Indiana or 

\Iowa or Minnesota or Dakota, and which is so bulky that a ton of it is 
as large as a load of hay. Gentlemen might just as-well talk about a 
‘protective tariff on wheat straw or oat straw. I beg leave to suggest 
ito the gentlemen that they underrate the farmer’s intelligence. He is 
not so easily deluded as they think. 
| Mr. BAYNE. May not ‘‘flax straw’’ be understood as including 
¡the seed ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No, sir. The seed is included else- 
where, as the gentleman will find by turning to a subsequent page of 
the bill, where flaxseed is specifically provided for. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘That applies to the seed after it is thrashed out. A 
proviso might be put in so as to remove all doubt on this question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There is no need of such a proviso, as 
there is not the least doubt about the meaning of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to turn to another point which I must notice 
briefly. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. gage) when on the 
floor this morning read a remark which I made in this House some time 
ago to the effect that our farmers receive no benefit from this protect- 
ive policy, and that of late years that industry is not prosperous; and 
after quoting my remarks he intimated that President Cleveland is the 
cause of this, and that he and his policy have been oppressing the farm- 
ers. Such’ groundless charges are an affront to the intelligence of the 
farmer. The gentleman did not state how or wherein President Cleve- 
land had acted in hostility to the interest of the farmers. No instance 
of any such hostility in word or act can be cited. On the contrary, his 
‘known and determined hostility to all combinations and monopolies to 

‘oppress the farmers or mass of the people is notorious, These charges 
are made hoping to distract attention from the real reason of the de- 
condition of agriculture. 

President Cleveland in his annual message said: 

The taxation of luxuries presents no feature of hardship; but the necessaries 
of life used and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the 
cost of living in every home, should be greatly cheapened. 

And since no effort has been spared to calumniate him or to misrep- 
resent his position. 

The reason the farmers in the West are suffering is not obscure or 
far to seek. They pay taxes to an extent little realized hy members 
of this House who take merely a superficial view of things. Let us 
see what they do pay in the way of tariff on some of the necessaries of 
life. 

The following list shows the tariff tax on a few of the articles which 
they use: 

Lumber, $2 per thousand. 

Nails, 43 per cent. 

Common window-glass, 68 per cent. and upward, 


Umbrellas, 45 per cent. 

Round and sheet iron, 40 to 50 per cent. 
Cut nails and brads, 35 per cent. 

Horse or ox 55 


shoes, 55 per cent. 
Horseshoe nails, hobnails, ete., 76 per cent. 
Tron or steel chains, 47 per cent. 
Hand-saws and buck-saws, 40 per cent, 
Files, 64 
Screws, 


t cent. 
per cent. 


thread, 50 per cent. 


Cotton 

Cotton cloth, 50 to 75 per cent, 

Woolen cloth, not over 80 cents per pound, 89 per cent. 
Shawls, not over 80 cents per pound, 83 per cent. 

Flan not over 30 cents per pound, 73 per cent. 
Blankets, not over 30 cents per pound, 79 per cent. 


On nearly every article of common use and on nearly every article 
which they wear, from the swaddling cloth to the shroud, they are 
heavily taxed for the protection of some rich and prosperous industry. 
This is the reason why they are pressed. That the recommendation of. 
the President that they should be relieved from these burdens should 
bring down on him the ire of the monopolists and protected classes and 
their advocates is not to be wondered at. This is the head and front 
of his offending. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER], in his remarks a few minutesago, had much tosay about trusts 
orcombinations te increase prices of commodities, etc., claiming he and 
his party to be against them and that we on this side of the House are 
sustaining them. Thegentlemancharged upand down theaisles insome 
such manner as we are told in holy writ Goliah pranced before the army 
of the Lord in ancient time, andin aloud voice hurled wordsat the fright- 
ened Republicanson this'side. The pending amendmentisto strike flax 
straw from the free-list. The gentleman claims that motion to bein the 
interest of the linseed-oil trust. I was notaware before that you made 
oil from straw. Then comes the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. WIL- 
son], the party friend of the gentleman from Maryland, and opposes 
the motion to stike straw from the free-list, from which you do not make 
iol, but gives notice that he will insisto kneeping flaxseed, from which 
you do make oil, upon the dutiable list. 

‘These gentlemen are not harmonious; but I suppose it makes no dif- 
ference whether they agree about the disease or the remedy, each of them 
has struck trotting ground on their favorite tracks. Now, a word’ 
about trusts, in reply to the gentleman from Maryland. I de notun- 
derstand that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] denies the exist- 
ence of combinations in this country to put up the price of various com- 
modities and in some instances to limit the production of the same. If 
he does so claim Ido not agree with him. Sundry investigations show 
that such combinations do exist. I have no doubt, in many instances, 
they are harmful to the people and against public policy, They become 
dangerous when they are strong enough to strike hands with the trans- 
portation companies of the country, securing the distribution of their 
commodities upon more favorable terms than are accorded to persons’ 
outside the trusts and engaged in a similar business or production as 
the trusts. I say again such combinations are against public policy, and 
both Congress and State Legislatures, as well as the courts, should make 
haste within their respective jurisdictions to move upon the works of 
such combinations. 

Mr. Chairman, the first great combination formed in this country was 
the railroad or transportation trust. , It is proper that these interests 
should co-operate with each other in the transportation of commodities; 
but it is not proper that they should discriminate between their cus- 
tomers. All the other trusts are connected with and dependent upon 
the transportation trust, except one, and that is the sugar trust, of 
which I will speak further on. 

The next trust formed was the “‘ Standard Oil.” These two trusts 
were the only ones in existence at the time of the election of Grover 
Cleveland to the Presidency, and were and are in no way connected 
with the tariff or revenue Jaws. The anthracite coal trust, the cattle 
trust, the whisky trust, and the other trusts have been formed under 
the Administration of Grover Cleveland, and are dependent on the 
railroad or transportation companies for life. 

A MEMBER. Do not forget the cotton-seed oil trust. 

Mr. CANNON. Idonot. Do gentlemen on the other side by this 
bill or otherwise propose to interfere with any of these trusts? If so, 
Iam not aware of it. Will some gentleman point out the provisions 
in this bill which interferes with them? 

Do these trusts in any way depend upon the tariff? If so, will 
gentlemen explain wherein; let us havesomething specific, something 
other than mere assertion and declamation. 

Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself, and I think I can speak in this 
particular for this side of the House as well, I stand ready to vote for 
any and all apt legislation that we have the power to enact to break 
up, destroy, and prohibit any and all combinations, formed or to be 
formed in this country, the object and practice of which is to arbitrarily 
advance or lessen prices of the necessaries of life. Iam in favor of pur- 


-| suing that policy that will give us the fullest and freest competition 


within our borders. Iam also in favor of pursuing that policy that 
does and will protect us against foreign combinations or trusts which 
our laws can not reach directly by penal provision, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, there is one trust and only one, so 
far as I have any knowledge and belief, that lives upon and within, 
yes, absolutely upon and within, the tariff laws, that is the sugar trust. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And which is still perpetuated by the bill, 
which leaves it practically the same. 

Mr. CANNON. It is perpetuated by the bill, and deliberately done 
at that. What are the facts? Ten-elevenths of all the sugar con- 
sumed in the United States is produced outside of our borders. The 
annual consumption is over 3,000,000,000 pounds. The tariff is so 
arranged that a premium is paid by law to make the sugar imported 
dirty or give it that appearance, when much of it could more easily 
and cheaply be made clean and fit for use. So that all the sugar im- 

rted has to pass through the refineries before it goes upon the mar- 
Eet; but this is not all: the tariff on refined sugars is so much higher 
than it is on that which is in fact imported, that the refiners import 
the artificially made dirty sugar, pay for it, and pay the duty on it, 
then put it through the refinery, turning out the refined product and 
add the cost of refining, and they then have a refined sugar ready for 
market that costs them over 1 cent a pound less than a similar pound 
of refined sugar can be imported for. What is the result? They add 
the 1 cent a pound to the price of thesugar; now multiply that by the 
annual product of the refineries, and you have $30,000,000 of annual 
profit for the refiners. So the refiners make an agreement or trust 
amongst themselves not to cut prices, and year by year this tribute is 
levied upon all the people. 

The truth is that the tariff on sugar is a revenue tax equivalent 
to 82 per cent. ad valorem, which goes into the Treasury, and the re- 
finers at the same time manage to levy an equivalent of over 40 per 
cent. ad valorem more, which goés into their own pockets. The best 
remedy is to place sugar, at least up to No. 16, Dutch standard, on the 
free-list. Or, if you fail to do that, lower, and greatly lower the tar- 
iff on refined sugars and on those grades of sugar No. 18, Dutch stand- 
ard, and below and above No. 13, Dutch stan : also, to reduce the 
duty on refined sugars above No. 18, Dutch standard. I call attention 
to the fact that the bill as originally framed for consideration in the 
Committee of Ways and Means did give some relief to the people by a 

rovision which would have allowed the importation of sugar that could 
used by the le without ing through the refineries, but that 
provision was stricken out of the bill as it was reported to the House 
and now is. Why was it stricken out? I call upon the gentlemen on 
the Ways and Means Committee to answer, and give notice now that 
I will ask again when we reach the sugar schedule. 

Mr. Chairman, with all these facts staring them in the face, the sugar 

trast is still protected by this bill, and the bill is solemnly indorsed 
‘by the Democratic caucus, and again by the Democratic national con- 
vention at St. Louis, and yet the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAY- 
NER], and generally on the other side of the House, talk about this 
side being in favor of trusts. I say to the gentleman from Maryland 
and on the other side your cry is not founded in truth and candor. It 
is rather the regular stop-thief dodge. You know this sugar trust is 
in your bill, and you seek to divert attention from it by accusing this 
side of favoring trusts. 

The gentleman from Maryland says that when the Republican party 
meets in convention at Chicago it will not dare to put a declaration in 
its platform condemning trusts. Sir, as members of the Republican 
party and as Representatives, we dare to do better than that. We are 
ready to help cut up this trust by the roots and cutit up here and now. 
Can the Representatives on the other side do as much ? 

Mr. Chairman, what a figure the gentleman’s party cut at St. Louis ! 
Think of it; one of the greatest, if not the greatest, railroad king in 
the world in command of the Democratic party there assembled. I 
tefer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], not only there 
ror himself, Ta there as the chosen friend and mouthpiece of Grover 
fCleveland. The power behind the throne, he dominated the conven- 
tion, designated the candidate for Vice-President, dictated the platform 
in which trusts are denounced. Itseems to me like Satan rebuking 


sin. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that wealth can 
be created by the exercise of the taxing power. There is no productive 
power in a tax, but on the contrary it is a burden upon those who pay 
it. The effect of a high protective tax is not to create wealth, but 
to transfer it from one individual to another, or from one industry 
to another. It ‘‘protects’”’ the owners of the industries for which it is 
laid, but does not protect the laborers employed in those industries, 
because the wages of labor are determined, not by the profits that may 
inure to the manufacturer, but by the law of ‘‘supply and demand.” 

The laborer, therefore, should be wholly eliminated from this diseus- 


sion, because manufacturers will not give the American laborers more |. 


than their competitive value in the market. It has never been done, 
end never will be done so long as human nature remains unchanged. 
To illustrate, let us suppose that one hundred laborers are sufficient to 
supply the demand in a givencommunity. Withthis condition of the 
labor supply it must be manifest that the effect of an additional num- 
ber of laborers seeking employmentin that community willbe to lower 
wages; it matters not what height the tariff rate may attain. The de 
crease in w: that inevitably follows such a condition will he propor- 
tional to the increase in the number of laborers. 

When the labor supply is equivalent to the demand, wages will be 


maintained; when the labor supply exceeds the demand, wages will be 
reduced; and when the labor supply is less than the demand, wages 
will be enhanced. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, a high rate of taxation not only aggregates 
wealth in the hands of the few as against the many, but by reason of 
the monopoly it gives the manufacturers destroys competition; for, as 
has been well said by the eloquent gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 
WILSON], where ‘‘combination is possible competition is impossible’? 
A new danger therefore threatens. 

Those great industrial monopolies known as ‘‘trusts’’ are springing 
up on every hand, limiting production and fixing the prices of the nec- 
essaries of life, and I confess, sir, that I was astounded to hear the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the leader of the Re- 
publican party, deny the proposition that monopolies existed in this 


‘country, and ridicule the idea that combinations could control the 


cost of the staples of consumption. That gentleman, as we all know, 
is exceedingly skillful in debate, and by reason of his eminent abilities 
the leader of his party on this floor. I call attention to the language 
he used on May 19 that the House can determine for itself that I have 
not in anywise misrepresented his position. He says: 

And yet, outside the Patent Office, there are no monopolies in this country, 
and there never can be. Ah, but what is that I see on the far horizon's edge, 
with tongue of lambent flame and eye of forked fire, serpent-headed and griftin- 
clawed? Surely it must be the great new chimera“ Trust.” Quick, criesevery 
masked member of the Waysand Means. Quick, let us lower the tariff. Let 
us call in the British. Let them save our devastated homes. Courage, dear 
brethren. Be not too much disturbed. The Lord will reign even if the board 
of mayor and aldermen should adjourn, 

Callin the British! When the day comes that this Republic can not save itself 
from a dozen of its own citizens without aid from over the sea I hope to be buried 
a thousand leagues under some respectable ahd permanent mountain range, 
What unreasonable talk this is—a dozen men fix the prices for sixty million 
freemen! They can neverdoit. There is no power on earth that can raise the 
price of any necessity of life above a just price and keep it there. More than 
that, if the price is raised and maintained even for a short while, it means ruin 
for the combination and still lower prices for consumers. That is one ot the 
laws of God working for Hischildren, Compared with one of your laws of Con- 
gress, it is a Leviathan toa clam. 

[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that the honorable gentleman has well- 
nigh exhausted the vocabulary of contemptuous ridicule in his attempt 
to belittle the powers of ‘‘trusts’’ and the dangers that menace us by 
reason of their existence. Buta few moments since, in reply to the 
scholarly gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], he indulged in 
substantially the same vein of ridicule; and yet my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], forgetting the position of his chieftain, has just 
taken his seat after having conceded the existence of the ‘‘sugar trust,’’ 
which is based on the tariff, and admitting that its exactions have 
amounted to the enormous sum of $10,000,000 annually since its or- 
ganization. ‘‘Small favors thankfully received.” 

We have at last a concession from that side that there is one ‘‘ trust’? 
growing out of ihe tariff. Before we get through with this bill we 
will demonstrate the existence of many others. I now turn to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] as they ap- 
pear in the RECORD of May 16, and I think that after I have read them 
the eminent gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] will be half inclined 
to concede that a Republican ‘‘ revenue-reform orator has gone into ac- 
tion against monopoly.” [Laughter.] Let us hear what the able 
gentleman has to say and see wherein he differs from the gentleman 
from Maine. Mr. BUTTERWORTH says: 

No man upon this floor shail be before me in condemnation of these organ- 
izations—(trusts) 

I do not hesitate for one moment to assert that the most serious menace to 
republican institutions in this country will be found in the power and influence 
of aggregated capital and the pretentious insolence of overgrown wealth, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, that sounds very much like a good old Demo- 
cratic speech. [Laughter.] But he proceeds: 

And I am not alone upon this floor— 

Almost alone on that side, but not on this. 

And I am not alone upon this floor in the conviction that unless they are 
gpseehy throttled they will have upon the throat of the Republic so firm a grip 
that nothing short of revolution will compel them to relax their hold. 

[Applause on Democratic side. ] 

Continuing, the gentleman says: 

This is strong language, but I mean every word of it, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Sol do, 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I honor the gentleman for the declaration. 

Concluding his observations upon this point, the gentleman from Ohio 
said: 

I donot stand here to condemn as moral monsters the individuals engaged in 
these various enterprises or organizations, for I recognize the fact that there is 
a vast deal of human nature in utilizing opportunities and conditions to better 
one’s condition, increase his wealth, and extend his influence; but they are 
none the less dangerous to the well-being of my country that the men interested 
erein are reputable citizens and have not violated the letter of the law of the 

nd. 

Sir, that is the deliberate utterance of a gentleman on the other side 
of this Chamber, as genial and charming in social relations as he is able 
and courageous in the discharge of public duties. [Applause.] He 
ought to be on this side of the House; and if he were, and expressed 
his sentiments in the language I have quoted here to-day, would be one 
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of those subject to the inimitable powers of wit, invective, and sarcasm 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not claim that all the ‘‘ trusts”? of this country 
are directly the outgrowth of the tariff. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH] in condemning these organizations did not so 
hold. But we on this side of the House believe—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, the 
time of Mr. DocKERY was extended. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from Ohio 
and the House for the courtesy extended. I was about to say that it 
is not claimed on our side that all the ‘“‘ trusts” are the direct results 
of high tariff laws; but we do claim that this system of taxation oper- 
ates to build up what the gentleman from Ohio has fitly styled ‘‘ the 
power and influence of aggregated capital and the pretentious insolence 
of overgrown wealth.’’ 

‘This is not a theory,” but one of the stern ‘‘ conditions that con- 
fronts us” as legislators, and which clamors for speedy and 
salutary regulation. The ‘‘influence and insolence” of ‘‘aggregated 
capital and overgrown wealth ” are daily becoming more apparent and 
potential; and, as I stated on a former occasion, the wealth of the coun- 
try is rapidly passing under the control of the few; and if we continue 
at the same rate to aggregate wealth, in ten years we shall reacha point 
where 90 per cent. of the entire wealth of the country will be domi- 
nated by 1 cent. of its population. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WiLson] has just called the 
attention of the House to some of the ills that affect the farmers, as they 
are expressed in our present tarift laws in the taxation upon articles 
in daily use among the masses of the people. I have not now time to 
notice these items in detail, but will ask to incorporate the list as he 
presents it in my remarks. I wish in this connection to call the at- 
tention of the House to a ‘‘trust’’ which does not directly have its 
origin in the tariff, but whichis the ‘‘ combination” to-day vexing and 
oppressing the farmers of my State more than any other in existence. 
I refer, sir, to the ‘‘cattle trust’? of Chicago, controlled by five men 
from the State of the gentleman [Mr. CANNON] who has just spoken, 
and who so vigorously denounced the ‘‘ sugar trust” (in which denun- 
ciation I concur)—five men who in the last year, according to the best 
estimates and the most reliable statistics, fleeced the farmers of the 
West to the enormous amount of $55,000,000 in excess of a legitimate 

rofit. 
: Mr. ROWELL. Has the tariff anything to do with that trust? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I said that it prababiy had not. But the tariff 
has the effect which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
described, though he was not speaking of the tariff; it has the effect 
to aggregate càpital and to make wealth insolent. 

Mr. WARNER. Do not the national banks and the other banks of 
this country have the effect to aggregate wealth and capital? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly they do aggregate wealth; and the Dem- 
ocratie party has felt the influence and power of national banks in the 
campaigns of former years. 

Mr. WARNER. But will my colleague answer the question? Do 
they not have the effect of aggregating capital? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly they do, and as such aggregated capital 
is anthorized by Federal laws it is usuallyin sympathy with the party 
in power. [Laughteron the Republicanside.] ‘The Republican party 
was in power for a quarter of a century, and the influence of aggre- 
gated capital in the campaigns tbat took place during that period was 
as a rule unfriendly to the Democratic party. 

Mr. WARNER. Have you lessened that aggregated capital by de- 
positing $60,000,000 of the people’s money in those banks during your 
Democratic administration ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The President was compelled to take this action 
to avoid a dangerous contraction of the currency and because you have 
obstructed all efforts to reduce taxation. You have piled up the peo- 
ple’s money in the coffers of the Treasury, and the President deposited 
it in part with the national banks so as to relieve the stringency of the 
money market, which threatened financial disaster. He has never fa- 
vored the tion of wealth by legislation. 

Mr. WEBER. Why did he not carry out the law ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. He did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did carry out the law. 

Mr. WEBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ROGERS. You mean that he did not buy your bonds. 

Mr. WEBER. He created the ‘‘condition’’ which he afterwards 
told us ‘* confronted ” us, 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did not create it. 

Mr. WEBER. Oh, yes he did. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Twice your side of the House, notwithstanding 
solemn pledges to revise the tariff and reduce the surplus, have refused 
even to consider tariff bills; twice you have struck out the enacting 
clause of bills to reduce taxation, and to-day you are utterly unable to 
align your forces on any tariff measure. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has just denounced the 
“sugar trust’? and favors the abolition of the tax on that article, while 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] stands here in oppo- 


sition to a reduction of the duty on sugar. Some of you favor free lum- 
ber; others oppose the proposition. Some of you would strike the tax 
from whisky; others most earnestly antagonize the suggestion. 

And so itis with almost every item in the tariff list. You are wholly 
unable to agree amongst yourselves and only stand together as one 
man upon a negative policy. Unlike the Republican party in its early 
history, you have no policy, formulate no proposition, and content your- 
self simply with the methods of obstruction, delay, and criticism. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] rightly interpreted the 
purposes of that side of the House a few days ago, when, in reply to 
a question put by the honorable gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
he declared himself in opposition to a revision of the tariff at the pres- 
ent session, and stated that— 


Fair play requires that this issue shall go to the people next November, andif 
the people then elect a Democratic President and a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives, and they come in here and choose to revise the tariff, I will offer 
no objection or obstruction to their managing that matter in their own way. 


Sir, the Democratic party proposes to keep faith with the people and 
reduce the appalling and constantly augmenting surplus of the people’s 
money in the public Treasury ; and if there be a failure to afford the 
needed relief to the varied interests of the country, the responsibility 
must rest with the Republican Representatives upon this floor and with 
the Republican Senators at the other end of the Capitol. [Applause.] 


Table showing the tariff on a few of the necessaries of the people. 


Articles. 


Tariff. 


..| $2 per thousand. 

43 per cent, 

68 per cent, and upward, 
54 per cent. 


ks.. 
Glassware, cheapest kind 
Cooking utensils, pots and kettles . 
Knives, forks, spoons, etc. 
Common soap. 


Earthenware... 00.00, cesses ces suscesyeaces senses ceneovoce ons o0ese ses encene] OD DOK CONE, 
Wool hats, not valued at over 80 cents per pound....... 66 per cent 
Knit goods, not valued at over 30 cents ver pound...... 88 per cent. 


Wool yarn.. 
Women’s an 


Of WOOI..,,.....c00ere0e ..| 60 to 80 per cent. 


Clothing, ready-made........... „| 54 per cent. 
Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, etc... 67 per cent, 
India-rubber sh .| 25 per cent. 
Umbrellas........ .| 45 per cent. 
Looking-glasse: 78 per cent. 
Round and sheet iron... 40 to 50 per cent, 
Cut nails and brad3............cccssscccserersserneres 35 per cent. 


rads 
Wrought-iron spikes, nuts, washers, etc... 
Horse or ox shoes...... i 


bosa 62 per cent, 

Horse-shoe nails, hobnails, ete... 76 per cent. 
Tron or steel chains.......c.c000. 47 per cent. 
Hand-saws and buck-saws .. 40 per cent 
Files... 64 per cent, 
Screws 60 per cent. 
Hollow- .| 47 per cent. 
Pens ....... .| 43 per cent. 
Penknives .| 50 per cent. 

ugar... 60 to 80 per cent. 
Molasses. .| 47 per cent. 
Starch.. .| % per cent. 
Rice..... .| 113 per cent. 
Cotton thread. 50 per cent. 
Cotton cloth....... 50 to 75 per cent. 
Bags and bagging.........-.-ccc0+--0++ 
Woolen cloth, not over 80 cents per 


Shawls, not over 80 cents per pound. 
Flannels, not over 30 cents per poun 
Blankets, not over 30 cents per pound.. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, in Western Pennsylvania we repre- 
sent very many branches of industry. We have there a wonderful man- 
ufacturing section. We produce also a large quantity of salt, and are 
interested in protecting it. Weare interested also in this subject of 
hemp. I have here, and will incorporate with my remarks, the peti- 
tion of Bentley & Gerwig, of New Brighton, Pa., in which they say that 
they manufacture annually about 200 tons of twine, all from American 
hemp, and they protest against putting foreign fibers on the free-list and 
lowering the existing duties on such goodsas they manufacture. Itis 
in behalf of this industry that I propose to speak. 

PIONEER TWINE MILLS, BENTLEY & GERWIG, 
New Brighton, Pa., April 16, 1888. 
DEAR Sie: After struggling forty years wo have succeeded in erent bae 
important industry for manufacturing flax and hemp twine from American 
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hemp and flax.. About the year 1875 we made the first twine that was ever used 
on a grain-binder. Increasing the quantity each year, we now make about 200 
tons annually (in addition to other twines), all from American hemp, thereby 
contributing to the success of that groes labor-saving machine, the n-binder, 

If the duty is taken off hemp and flax we believe there would not bea pound 
grown in the United States. Wecould not compete with foreign manufacturers, 
nor even with manufacturers in our own country who are located near the sea- 
board, as the freights would be against usand we would be under the necessity 
of stopping ourmill. Two hundred hands would be thrown out of employment 
and the savings of two generations, invested in buildings and machinery, would 
be rendered worthless. 

We would therefore most earnestly protest against the putting of foreign 
fevers on the free-list and the lowering of existing duties on manufactured 
g 

aa Soe aias BENTLEY & GERWIG (Limited). 

. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means said a day or 
two ago, when delivering a speech on the lumber question, that trading 
freely with Canada would benefit Canada and would benefit us. He 
said to-day that by establishing trade with Ireland we would benefit 
Ireland and would benefit this country. His proposition reminds me 
of one of my early reminiscences. Two boys who were attending the 
same school with myself had been confined by their mother in a room 
for a certain on account of some childish misbehavior, and one 
of them told me afterward that while in that room they got to ex- 
changing knives, and haying some small money, they used it by way 
of “' boot’? in the exchange, and when they came out of that room each 
believed that he had made $2.50 off of theother. This idea ofthe gen- 
tleman from Texas is to my mind just as absurd as was the conclusion 
which those boys reached with reference to the result of their ex- 
changes. 

My idea is that the way the Mills bill proposes to benefit the United 
States is the way England has benefited Ireland, Something like 
seventy-five years ago freland had flourishing industries, one of which 
was the linen industry. But owing, I believe, to the suggestion of 
Lord Brougham a movement was begun by the British Government to 
crush out the industries of Ireland, and that movement was successful. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] stated to me in conversation 
a few minutes ago that not many months since he stood upon one of the 
streets in Cork and, in talking with an old Irishman, made the remark, 
“What a world of beggars you have here!” Every one who has vis- 
ited the city of Cork or Queenstown or Dublin or other cities of Ireland 
has had occasion to make the same remark. ‘‘Yes,’’ replied the old 
Irishman, ‘‘ but I remember sixty years ago, when we had flourishing 
ea ee in Cork, there was scarcely a beggar on our 
streets, though now the streets are full of them. Every time,” he 
said, ‘‘that I look upon this spectacle I in my inmost heart curse Eng- 
land.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like a minute or two more. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I believe that if the policy advocated 
by the friends of this bill should prevail it would equalize wages be- 
tween this country and Great Britain, and equalize pauperism between 
the two countries. As you reduce wages in this country, as you take 
away from our wage-people the opportunity to earn and to provide for 
their families, you eliminate from the productive classes those who are 
not now able to do full days’ works, and you relegate them to the class 
of paupers, because as competition becomes more and more lively 
among workingmen, as wages become lower and lower, the inferior 
classes of working people are crowded out, only the fittest surviving; 
and thus you level the American wage-worker to the same plane as 
the wage-workers in foreign countries. 

This is a logical necessity of the present bill. Mr. Chairman, it isa 
conclusion based upon the exact researches of science, and one from 
which you can not escape, that so far as you go in the direction of equal- 
izing trade between this country and countries less prosperous, you 
bring down the ing capacity of the working people of this country 
to the level of the working classes of the countries with which you 
freely trade. 

Capital earns more in this country than anywhere else in the world; 
so does labor. I want to protect the earning power of capital and the 
earning powerof labor. ‘That is the proposition for which the Repub- 
lican party contends, and it affects all sections of the country alike. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] says he will ask the 
House to put flaxseed on the dutiable list, because in his country the peo- 
pe produce flaxseed. He must have some little idea of protection, or 

e would not make a suggestion ofthat sort. Why will he not do unto 
others as he would have othersdounto him? Why will henot observe 
“f the golden rule?’ That is the rule which obtains among protection- 
ists. Why does the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. RAYNER] propose 
to raise the duty on glass while he would let everything else come in 
free? The gentleman from Minnesota would put flaxseed on the du- 
tiable-list and let everything elsecome in free. Gentlemen from Loui- 
siana say keep a high duty on sugar and let everything else be free. 
Gentlemen from South Carolina say keep up the tariff on rice and let 
everything else be free. No, gentlemen, do as you would be done by. 


Treat all sections alike. Preserve in this country the high wages now 
paid to American labor. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the question now pend- 
ing before the committee in reference to flax presents exactly the same 
features as salt and lumber. Flax is similar in its relations to our 
manufactures and involves precisely the same question, whether we 
shall preserve our home industry or not? 

Now, the President of the United States set out with the theory that 
the tariff isa tax upon the consumer. I am satisfied that gentlemen 
on the other side in the framing of this bill, as well as the President 
of the United States, have not considered this question, as I believe, 
upon proper grounds of public policy. If they had done so I am sure 
they would not have fallen into the mistakes which are perfectly ap- 
parent trom the beginning to the end of it. 

Let me indulge in a few homely illustrations to show that the tariff 
is nota tax. Suppose, gentlemen, the President of the United States 
wanted to establish an industry in the District of Columbia, and, in 
order to do that he should place a tariff on boots and shoes; sup: 
the tariff was $2 on boots and shoes coming into the District of Columbia. 
What would be the result of the imposition of that tax? According 
to the theory of gentlemen on the other side of the House, and accord- 
ing to the theory of the President of the United States in his last an- 
nual message, the imposition of such a tax would necessarily advance 
the price of boots and shoes $2 beyond the price which was maintained 
at the time the tax was imposed. But nothing could be more absurd. 

Let me show that such would not be the result, and that the price 
of boots and shoes would not be increased by the tariff of $2 on that 
amount of the price of boots and shoes when the tariff was enacted. 
For, sir, just so soon as that tariff went into effect the Boston manu- 
facturers of boots and shoes, within thirty days, would come here with 
their plants and manufactureall that was needed to supply the market. 
Say there were-300,000 people here and that they consumed four pairs 
of shoes or boots each during the year. That would be 1,200,000 boots 
and shoes. The competition on the part of the manufacturers would 
necessarily reduce the price of the article, and consumers would get 
their boots and shoes just as cheap as they did before the tariff was im- 


Of course, whether the boots and shoes come in free, it does not mat- 
ter to people who will buy Boston fancy shoes whether the tax is on or 
off. Those who want Boston fancy shoes, why let them have them and 
let them pay for them; $2 a pair, saying there were 5,000 people who 
wore them in this District out of 300,000 population, would afford a 
good revenue to the District. 

I see the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] in the House, and let 
me illustrate the matter so faras his State isconcerned. . Say the State 
of Texas has a population of 2,000,000, and that they consume in a 
year 2,000,000 barrels of flour. A tax or tariff of $2 a barrel on that 
flour, according to the theory of the President and the Committee on 
Ways and Means, would be added to the price of the article; but in 
that respect let me say that they would be wrong. Just so soon as the 
tariff of $2 a barrel on flour was imposed the millers would go down 
into that State and establish there what Texas does not now have, a 
milling industry, and the competition would be so great that the re- 
sult would be that the people of Texas, notwithstanding the duty of 
$2 a barrel, would be able to purchase their flour just as cheap as they 
did before, 3 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. „Mr. Chairman, it is proper I should say 
something here in response to my honorable friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
DockERY]. I would not do so if my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] 
was in his seat. Ido not know theré is any difference between the 
position of the gentleman from Maine and myself as to these trusts 
and combinations. I have never heard the gentleman from Maine de- 
fend a trust or question the wisdom or propriety of putting an end to 
any improper use or abuse of power by any corporation, syndicate, or 
trust, We have differed in some respects; mainly that I regard the 
danger as vastly more imminent than does my friend from Maine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that is quite a difference. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. But to recognize the existence 
of an eyil is one thing, and to provide for its eradication is quite an- 
other. The gentleman from Maine simply suggested, if I understand 
him, that you can not do it by loud and boisterous declamation. He 
doubts the utility of that kind of steam-boat which, when it blows its 
whistle, has got to stop its machiney. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, that is good if it is not applicable. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I am in no wise referring 
to what my honorable friend from Missouri has said. I am in accord 
with him, except as to his criticism of the gentleman from Maine. In 
that I think he did that gentleman an injustice; but I am talking ot 
the general wail we have heard, and which takes the place of fixed 
and determined effort in the accomplishment of a good purpose. 

And since listening to the honorable gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER] in his violent arraignment of the Republican party as the 
friend of corporations, trusts, syndicates, and combines, it becomes 
pertinent to ask him [Mr. RAYNER] whatsteps the Committee on Ways 
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and Means have taken or what steps the majority side of this House 


has taken to place in our ion the evidence which will enable us 
to deal wisely, justly, and fairly with the bill before us, or to. deal 
wisely and vigorously with these excresences upon the body politic 
called trusts, combines, orsyndicates? Whathaye youdone? Nothing. 

` Why, you have not even provided for the publication of the book or 
compilation that I hold in my hand, a compilation that is of so much 
importance in supplying needful information upon the Mills bill that 
it should be in the possession of every member. It cantains facts and 
information which are indispensable to wise action upon the pending 
tariff bill. 

A MEMBER. What is the book? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Itisa succinct statement of the present 
rate of duty upon various articles in the schedule contained in the bill 
pending before the House, showing in tabulated form the changes pro- 
posed in rate of duty by the Mills bill, the effect such changes will 
produce upon the revenue, the amount or quantity of the article im- 
ported and the value thereof, and the revenue produced by the present 
rate. You know, gentlemen, that this House can not act understand- 
ingly or intelligently in revising the tariff without the information 
this compilation contains; and yet the majority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, with an idea possibly that it is matter of no active 
concern to the rest of us and the industries we severally represent 
whether the tariff is voted up or voted down, have compiled this state- 
ment and schedule for their own information and use, in order that 
they may steer their course by the fixed stars which the majority of 
that committee have placed in the political heavens for the guidance 
of the Democratic majority in this House. [Applause. ] 

And I shall ask, Mr. Chairman, before Itake my seat, or rather I will 
ask the House, after the committee rises, to have this book printed in 
order that the members of this body may be furnished each with a copy 
of the compilation, and thus become possessed of information indis- 
pensable to intelligent action on the changes proposed by the bill we 
are considering, | Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now I ask another thing: Was it or was it not within the power of 
this majority of the committee to have placed within the possession of 
this House such information touching these trusts, syndicates, and com- 
bines, and such information in regard to articles upon which import duty 
is collected, as would enable us understandingly to apply the proper 
remedy and make the revision needful? They have done nothing of the 
kind. There has notbeen a step taken in that direction. They know, 
and we all know, thatan intelligent revision of the tariff, an intelligent 
dealing with these too powerful and confessedly dangerousassociations, 
whose broad wings we would clip, must be preceded by a comprehen- 
sive and accurate knowledge of their formation, character, and influence. 
Is that notcorrect? AmI mistaken? And yet gentlemen with their 
voices ‘‘cry aloud and spare not,” putting on, indeed, * the form of 
godliness, but denying the power thereof,” and then their labors stop. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN was recognized. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that the gentleman from Ohio have additional 
time. = 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I should like to have a few minutes’ addi- 
tional time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will yield the gentleman a part of my time. 
Does the gentleman not know that the compilation which he holds in 
his hand was published for the information of the committee in mak- 
ing up the bill? The gentleman has been familiar with the action of 
this House too long not to know the fact that it is not the duty of the 
Committee on Ways and Means to have printing done for the entire 
House. The gentleman makes a suggestion which is applicable to the 
House. The House mustact upon it, not thecommittee. He has the 
same right as any other member to ask to have this printed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, my great respect for my friend from 
Tennessee would make me wish that he had omitted that speech. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis true. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He, as an intelligent legislator, knows that 
if it is desired by the committee that the House should reach an in- 
telligent conclusion, and take wise and appropriate action upon a meas- 
ure or a bill submitted by the committee of which he is a prominent 
member, that it is the plain duty of that committee to see to it that 
full and accurate information should be given to the House for its 
guidance. And especially is that true of the pending bill and in rela- 
tion to the important changes proposed by its provisions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The Committee on Ways and Means have author- 
ity under the general order of the House to have printed what is 
necessary for the committee, and that only. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And as to what else is printed for the use of the 
House, the gentleman knows very well that that is something on 
which the House itself must take action. This is a publication which 
would cost more than the limit of appropriation that is allowed in the 
printing of such matters for the use of the committee. It is a matter 
on which the House would necessarily be compelled to take action. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows 
and the House knows that the committee of itself would not be author- 


ized to publish this exhibit for the use of the House. But we know, 
also, that it was the plain duty of that committee to put this House in 
possession of all the information that was necessary to enable the rep- 
resentatives of the people to act understandingly touching the great 
and important interests to be affected by their votes upon this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that the minority 
of the committee were furnished with that document weeks ago, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very likely; and they were the only gen- 
tlemen furnished with it. 

But let me call attention to another thing—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is now talking in my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no; my time was extended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yielded to the gentleman a part of my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I apologize to the gentleman, for I 
thought that I had the floor and that I was ambling in my own lot. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; you were ambling in mine. But the gen- 
tleman is to be forgiven, for he knows not what he did; and I will 
yield the balance of my time to my friend. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BUTTERWORTH?’S time was extended for 
five minutes, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to stick tc 
this point, because I want the House and the country to understand 
whether we are dealing with this bill as a mere game in politics or 
whether we are dealing seriously wit’ the great industrial and com- 
mercial interests of the country committed to our care. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The first position you have 
stated is the one that your side occupies. You are engaged in a mere 
political game. You do not want todo anything. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let us see who it is that occupies that po- 
sition. Who has been charged for fourteen years with the duty of re- 
vising the revenue laws? You have been lusty in your talk about it ` 
all thattime, and have, with the exception of two years, been in supreme 
control in this House, where revenue bills must originate. 

Mr. Chairman, nobody knows better than the gentleman who inter- 
rupts me that in order to revise the tariff understandingly or intelli- 
gently we ought to know whether a given article forms the base of a 
single industry or of many industries; we onght to be advised as to 
how it is related, if at all, to other industries of the country; we ought 
to know the source and extent of the supply of the imported article and 
the amount of revenue collected on what is imported; we ought to 
know how far its production and use is controlled by patents; we ought 
to know to what extent, if at all, the production and sale is controlled 
by “‘trusts,’’ “syndicates,” “combines,” or corporate power, and, as 
far as may be, the cost of production in the United States as compared 
with the cost in other countries, and to what that difference in cost is 
due. 

Gentlemen on the other side understand very well that it was en- 
tirely within their power to put the House and the country in posses- 
sion of a knowledge of the groundwork upon which we might com- 
plete the superstructure of tariff legislation. But we and the people 
are left in ignorance of the chief essentials, so far as any controlling ef- 
fort of the Committee on Ways and Means is concerned. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman pointsout whatought to be done, 
Now, I ask him whether he does not know that the present tariff law 
was passed without any such precedent steps being taken in this House, 
and without being read or considered in the Committee of the Whole. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iknowthattheexactreverseistrue. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] I know that under a Republican ad- 
ministration a high commission was appointed, which went from State 
to State and from city to city, and sat with open doors to hear argument 
and consider petitions in relation to tariff revision, and they listened 
and gave respectful consideration to the protests thatcame up from the 
fields and shops and factories against any revision of the tariff that 
would injure or destroy theindustries ofthe United States. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the gentleman knows also that the report of 
that commission was kicked out of this House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know another thing: that in framing the 
bill we had the advantage of the information gathered by that com- 
mission. I know, too, that the petitions that were then addressed to 
the Committee of Ways and Means were not a sealed book. 

I know that every man who was interested in any industry orin any 
avocation, wherever and however employed, whether as employer or 
employé, was accorded as full and fair hearing as if he were a sovereign, 
as indeed he was; and I know that in the light of the information thus 
obtained, and guided by the aid of those engaged in the various indus- 
tries of the country, both those who employed and those who worked 
for wages, we revised the tariff without crippling any industry or reduc- 
ing the wage of a single workman, but in a manner sati to the 
whole country reduced the revenue and stopped the flow into the pub- 
blic treasury by more than three score millions of dollars; something 
which you seem incapable of doing. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And after doing that you increased the duties. 
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Mr. BUTTERWOTH. Beyond that, I know that when the House 
met there was placed upon the table of every member a compilation 
like this, which was a perfect photograph of the condition of the then 
rate and result of customs duties in matter of revenue, so that the in- 
fluence upon the industries with which we were dealing could be de- 
termined with reasonable certainty. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] In other words, I know that with the information in our pos- 
session we addressed ourselves to the work of revising the tariff in a 
business-like manner, with the purpose of protecting the homes and 
the hearthstones of this country, while you gentlemen address your- 
selves to that undertaking solely, as it seems, with reference to a Presi- 
dential election. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will my friend permit me to make a sugges- 
tion t gh him? 

Mr. B ERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. When this committee placed this book in type 
and printed only 30 copies, the extra cost of a number sufficient to 
have supplied all the members of this House would not have amounted 
to more than $125. s 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And members would gladly have paid it 
out of their own pockets rather than not have had the book and the 
needful exhibits it contains. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this book of 
which the gentleman speaks was not prepared here. It has been in 
possession of the minority as long as it has been in the possession of the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, and during the two 
months that we have had itno gentleman on either side among all the 
members of the committee ever proposed to have additional copies 

inted. Ifsuch a proposition had been made it would doubtless have 

agreed to, but no oneseems to have thought of making it, so that 
the gentleman’s criticisms do not seem to be quite fair. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As usual, my friends on the otherside are 
satisfied when their best comes up to our worst. Now, I never heard 
of this book, although gentlemen around me have conferred time and 
again of the necessity of having the information it contains, and my 
friend on the left [Mr. ADAMS] has been at work studiously for a month 
trying to compile such a document for himself. I that this doc- 
ument might have been called for by a member if he had known of its 
existence. I am not defending our omission to do what might have 
been done, but am condemning your omission to do that which your 
duty required of you. [Applause on the Republican side.] You are 
responsible to the country for legislation; you are responsible for the 
condition in which our industries will be leftif this bill should become 
a law. 

I will agree to vote for the Mills bill if any gentleman on the other 
side will stand up before the House and undergo a ‘‘civil-service ex- 
amination’’ in regard to any given article mentioned in the Mills bill 
touching its relation to the industries of the country, its relation to 
commerce, the revenue it yields, the localities where it is used, the 
sources of supply, etc. No gentleman here is ready to answer fully 
such questions; yet this information is absolutely essential to the right 
understanding and discharge of the duties which devolve upon us. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


PRINTING IN RELATION TO TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the document which I hold 
in my hand and to which I have already referred be printed, so as to 
furnish one copy for the use of each Member and Delegate. 

[The document is entitled, ‘The bill of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue, with table of rates and estimated duties on 
imports oT the same; prepared by Charles H. Evans, Treasury De- 

tment,’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, All the information embraced 
in the book which the gentleman holds in his hand is included in the 
document I have here, which was printed in the first instance for the 
use of the members of the Committee on Ways and Means, but which, 
since the 14th day of last March, has been accessible by every member 
who chose to call for a copy of it. It is an exhibit approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and designed to accompany the pending bill, 
giving, with reference to every item in the bill, the amount of imports, 
the existing rate of duty, the ad valorem equivalent, the unit of value, 
the proposed rate of duty, and estimated reduction. Iwill say further 
that the volume which the gentleman from Ohio has in his hand is, as 
he knows, such a publication as has not in the history of the House 
been printed as a document for general circulation among members, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Why should we nothaveit? Weneedit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I make no objection what- 
ever, except that I want to call attention to the fact, by way of dis- 


proof of all you have been saying that by the publication of that docu- 
ment we would simply duplicate information which has been at the 
command of members, as I have said, for several months past. But 
we have acceded to every request of this kind heretofore, and we do 
not oppose this proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Ohio? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That one copy of this document for each 
Member and Delegate be printed. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwould like to know howsoon they can be furnished. 
We do not want to have the consideration of the bill delayed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not ask any delay. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Youneednothaveany. Gen- 
tlemen can get in the committee-room this publication to which I have 
referred, which contains all the information that you have spoken of. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘The publication which the gentleman holds 
in his hand does not present the items of the bill in their order, but in 
a scattered form, not so convenient for reference as in the document 
which I ask to have printed; nor are the same facts stated. I have 
looked through the gentleman’s document, and I would as soon have 
a pocket Bible for the purposes of this discussion, and in fact a good 
deal rather. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The articles are classified in 
exactly the order in which they are usually presented. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not object. I only want 
the House to know that we have granted every request of this kind 
for information, as we will grant this one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there notsome law or rule 
limiting the expense of printing which may be ordered in this way? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the cost of any proposed printing 
will exceed $500 it must be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. LIunderstand that the expense 
of printing this document may exceed that amount. That is the in- 
formation I have. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not think the cost can exceed $500. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the House wants this doc- 
ument of course no member of the committee will object. Iwas about 
to suggest, however, that the motion be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, with instructions to report on Monday morning next. In 
this way we can ascertain the exact cost. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So important is thisinformation with refer- 
ence to the subject on which we are acting that if the cost were $5,000 
or $10,000, I would not hesitate to favor the expenditure. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But if anything like that is to be the cost, the 
House can not order it without the question being first considered by 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idonot want, of course, to make any motion 
which would be nugatory. I therefore ask that my motion to print 
this document be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instruc- 
tions to report on next Monday morning as to the cost. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HEARD. What is the original motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That this document be printed in such 
number as to furnish one copy to each Member and Delegate. 

Mr. HEARD. I suggest that the number be enlarged so as to in- 
clude a copy for each Senator. I move to amend the gentleman’s mo- 
tion so as to provide for printing 500 copies. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], to print 500 copies of 
this document for the use of Senators, Members, and Delegates, will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instructions to make a 
report on Monday morning next. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House ad- 


What is the motion of the gentleman : 


journ. 
The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 74, noes 69; and ac- 
cordingly (at 4.45 p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10424) for 
the relief of James H. Dennis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10425) providing a pension for 
Matilda C. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho 
G. Hendrix—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 10427) for the relief of Seth C. Shat- 
tuck—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10428) for the relief of J. R. Was- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief 
of Messrs. Schiffbauer Brothers—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10430) for the relief of Henry 
P. Bottom—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10431) for the relief of William P. 
Box—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10432) for the relief of 

in Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 10434) for the relief of George 8. 
Steele—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10435) for the relief of H. G. Gardner—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10436) for the relief of H. H. Shaw—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10437) for the relief of Green Gardner—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10438) for the relief of M. L. George—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10439) for the relief of M. S. Friend—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R 10440) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Stewart—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10441) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Wilkison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10442) granting a pension to Belle Cluxton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10443) granting a pension to Samuel Pfeifer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10444) granting a pension to William McNally— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10445) granting a pension to Andrew Hood—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10446) granting a pension to Isaac McMullen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10447) granting a pension to Frilley Day—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10449) granting a pension to Rachel Washburn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10450) granting a pension to Thomas 
F. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10451) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Fulwiler—to the Committee on War Claims. i 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R, 10452) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Edward Fowler—to the Committee on War Claims. 


the 
a 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
noder the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of G. Washington Howard and Marga- 
rette M. Howard, heirs of William Hopson; of Julia H. Emerson, ex- 
ecutrix of Alfred Boothe; of John E. Mason, and of Charlotte Pickett 
and Thomas Pickett, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of B. C. King, trustee for Emory R. E. 
Church, of Brightwood, D. C., for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Exchange of Detroit, for a winter bridge over Detroit River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of W. W. Croddick and others, citizens 
of Knoxville, Iowa, for a pension for Otto G. Hendrix, Company A, 
United States Veteran Volunteer Engineers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the Cleveland Refining Com- 
pany and others, of the Brooks Oil Company and others, of Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio, and of James J. Sullivan and 50 others, of Hamilton 
County, Tennessee, in favor of amending the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce, $ 

Also, zesolutions of the Faculty of the Rose Polytechnic Institute of 
Terre Haute, Ind., favoring the Cullom-Breckinridge bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Edward Wisner, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Alexander Green, of McMinn County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of William P. Box, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New York State in relation to the purchase of sites in New York 
City by the Government for new customs building—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of J. M. Littleton, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, June 11, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. k 
(Mr. Anson G. McCook) called the Senate to order, 
owing letter: 
* UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., June 11, 1888. 

I name the Senator from Nebraska, Mr, MANDERSON, to perform the dutiesof 
the Chair to-day. 

‘JOHN J, INGALLS, 
President pro tempore, 

Thereupon Mr. MANDERSON took the chair as Presiding Officer for 

to-day. 


The Journal of the 
proved. 


The Secre 
and read the fi 


THE JOURNAL. 4 
proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON) laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of May 31, 1888, a statement of the amount 
due each claimant for bounty, back pay, and other allowances, where 
claim has been allowed in full or in part since the commencement of 
the present session of Congress, and not already reported by him to 
Congress; which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was, with the accom- 
papying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communic&tion from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Postmaster-General 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for an increase in the force of 
the salary and allowance division office of the First Assistant Post- 
master-General, for the ensuing fiscal year; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Postmaster-General 
submitting an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $1,021,200 for 
the ensuing fiscal year for the free-delivery service in consequence of 
the act, approved May 24, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act to limit the hours 
that letter-carriers in cities shall be employed per day;’’ which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of May 31, 1888, cer- 
tain information as to the failure to use the appropriation of $75,000 
made by the act approved June 14, 1880, and the sum of $2,500 appro- 
priated by the act approved March 3, 1887, for theimprovement of the 
Shenandoah River in Virginia and West Virginia; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented the credentials of RANDALL 
LEE GIBSON, chosen by the Legislature of Louisiana a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that that certificate lie upon the table until 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who is chairman of the 
Committee on Privil and Elections, may be present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The credentials will lie upon the table 
for the further disposition of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. TELLER. I present the petition of J. M. Bryan, in behalf of 
certain Cherokee Indians formerly residing in North Carolina, who have 
recently removed at their own expense from the Cherokee country to 
the Indian Territory, praying to be granted certain relief. 

As this is a matter of public interest, I should like to have the peti- 
tion printed. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Printed as a document? 

Mr. TELLER. Printed as a document, not in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection, the peti- 
tion will be printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition adopted by the General Associa- 
tion of Congregational Churches for the State of Illinois, praying for 
legislation prohibiting the Executive Department of the Government 
from restricting the use of the vernacular in the Indian schools; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Schuyler County, Illinois, 
praying that the schedule of duties agreed upon by the representatives 
of the wool-growers and woolen-manufacturers may be enacted into 
law at an early date; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Lewis D. Simmonds, late a private 
in Company B, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, praying for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from his military record; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mn STEWART presented the petition of Riley Moutrey, a citizen 
of California, praying to be allowed compensation for services rendered 
in 1846-47, in rescuing from death by starvation and cold a party of 
immigrants known as the ‘ Donner ” party, en route to California, who 
lost their way in the snows of the Sierra Nevada Mountains; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I presenta memorial of Reginald Fendall, William 
C. Dodge, and other citizens of the District of Columbia, in favor of 
changes in the government of the District. This is, I judge from a 
hasty examination of it, and I am so told by those who know, a valu- 
able legal history of the government of this District. The memorial- 
ists intend to order the printing of a considerable number; but I ask 
that a thousand copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. The Senator from Connecti- 
cutasks that 1,000 copies of the memorial be printed for the-use of the 
Senate. Is there objection to the order? The Chair hears none, and 

“it is so ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneapo- 
lis, Minn., remonstrating against the erection of any bridge across the 
Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.GIBSON. I presenta petition from certain citizens of Louisiana. 
As it is not long I shall read it. It is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senale and House of Fergie yes 
he United States of America: 


The undersigned petitioners, rs of the State of Louisiana, represent 
with respect that by clearing out Bayou Terrebonne and Bayou Black, in the 
southwestern portion of the State, which were a few years ago navigable by 

steamboats, an open water wa: TEs would be completed between the Mississippi 
River and Berwick’s pad ppe ober vary means of communication esta 
lished between her gle ississippi, and Texas and Mexico, which in 
time of war would a age route for supplies and munitions ot war along 
the borders of petaron and Texas. 

Your petitioners would further paekaning only would thisimprovement 
constitute a national benefit, but would also ‘of local ad advantage to the poopie 
inhabiting the country through which this ‘ine eo communication passes. ‘The 
United States Government has already completed the work in Bayou Terre- 
bonne with the exception of a small portion, which it is estimated $3,000 more 
would finish, arid one-half the work on Bayou Black has been completed. 
A was purchased for these works for $10,000, and will remain idle 
unless the poche eee are made to continue the improvements. 


This petition is signed by alarge number of citizens of the State—by 
Peter Berger, John Berger, D. R. Calder, Caillouet & Maginnis, Thomas 
B. Maginnis, Llewellyn Pugh, agent of the estate of Walter Pugh, G. 
H. Robichaux, H.C. Minor, and others. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana if the petition relates to the Mississippi River improvement? I 
could not hear it. 

Mr. GIBSON. It does not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present a petition of citizens of the District of 
Columbia, praying for an investigation into the management of theaf- 
fairs of the water departmentof the Districtof Columbia. I move that 
the petition noe cass in document form for the use of the Senate, and 
referred to the ittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Fair- 
bury, Nebr., praying for the of the Pacific Railroad funding 
measure knownas the Outhwaite bill; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the 
Pacific Railway Commission. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Franklin County, Nebraska, 
complaining of sate. evils under the operations of the interstate- 
commerce act, and praying for the adoption of needful and 
amendments thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, 

ent of Nebraska, officially signed, praying that an a; ria- 
tion of $200,000 be made to furnish headstones required to fill requisi- 
tions for the coming year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Carleton, Nebr., praying 
for the repeal of so much of the internal-revenue laws as classes 
gists as liquor dealers and requires them to pay license as such dı 
ers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nelson 
County, Kentucky, praying for a certain amendment of the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Cotton Ex of St. 
Lonis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill to establish 
a bureau of rivers and harbors; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Linton District Medical Society 
of praying for the removal of import duties on medicines and 


Missouri, 
surgical instruments; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New 


York City, praying for the erection of a pani building in that city, 
to cost $3,000,000, for the use of the United States appraiser and other 
Federal officers; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, 
and a petition of citizens of Erath County, Texas, praying for the pay- 
ment of Indian depredation claims; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Hiram M. Pierce and Rufus R. 
Ricker, of Montpelier, Vt., praying for the passage of Senate bill 548, 
granting pensions to widows and minor children of pensioners; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 2079) entitled “A bill for the relief of George Brown,” 
now pending i n the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and 
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provis- 
ionsof an act entitled “An act to provide or the bringing of suits aguinst the 
Government of the United States,” approved March 3, isr And the said court 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of said act, and 
report to the Senate in accordance therewith, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution reported by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will be agreed to, and the bill, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Court of Claims, unless there be objection. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 695) entitled “A bill for the relief of John N, Trook, 
administrator of William Hughes, d ” now pending in the Senate, to- 
gether with all the accompanying papers, be,and the same is hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled * “Anact 
to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1857, to find and report the facts bearing upon the merits of 

claim, including the loyalty of claimant, and all facts gern m the ques- 
tion of laches, and as to whether the bar of the statute of lim onahtin 
justice to the claimant to be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be agreed to, and 
the bill referred to the Court of Claims, unless there be objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rev, Stephen M. 
Collis on the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chap- 
lain thereof, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to ask 
that a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury addressed to the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance and a report of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing on Senate bill 1472, requiring all Govern- 
ment securities to be printed on hand-roller presses, may be printed as 
a mistellaneous document and recommitted to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘Thatorder will be made, unless there 
be objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. Sites granting a pension to Mathew H. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Roundtree; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 
A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; and 
A bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones. 

Mr, WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2917) to withdraw the public lands in the State 
of Florida from all entry except homestead entry and settlement, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am instracted by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the ill ( (E. R. 8989) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, to report it with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

- Mr. PLUMB. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, to report it with amendments. 

i PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLUMB.. I wish to give notice that to-morrow morning, imme- 
diately after the close of the morning business, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bills which I have just reported, 
meing them up in ns order in which they have been reported. 

r. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 
Tae back favorably the bill (S. 3025) to provide for the reconstruc- 
tion of the Government dam at the Rock Island Arsenal, and for the 
immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water-power for 
said arsenal. I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill this morning 
immediately after the regular morning business is disposed of. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5087 


the bill (H. R. 2529) gran 
out amendment, and rere 


to Mary Monti, reported it with- 
a po thereon. 


JOHN TAYLOR. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John 
Taylor, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask that im- 
mediate action be taken upon it. The Senate passed a bill y 
like the one reported except that it was a Senate bill which I had re- 
called from the House of Representatives, and it is now on the table. 
I shall ask the indefinite post; t of the Senate bill if the House 
bill can be puton its passage. Iask in justice to this pensioner unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill I have reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and pipe yo Anlst 2 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John Taylor, late of Batte: 
Third New York Light eset: from $12to $16 per month, on account aa Te: 
shot wound of the head and its results. 


Ey unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I now move that the bill (S. 2058) to increase the 
pension of John Taylor, which was recalled from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3115) to amend the law relating to 
international extradition; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Wynne; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3117) granting a pension to 


“Edwin Hollister; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew 
O. Kegan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3119) amendatory of the act for 
the benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, Cali- 
fornia, Kansas, and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and 
Idaho, and Nevada when a Territory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3120) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Godfrey Smalley; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committce on Military Af- 
fairs. 


Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3121) for the re- 
lief of Algernon S. Dorsey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3122) for the enlargement of the 
military reservation at West Point, N. Y.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3123) to amend anact entitled “ An act 
oa iding a permanent form of government for the District of Colum- 

» approved June 11, 1878; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3124) creating three additional 
land offices in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption 
to Alfonso Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3126) to authorize the construction 
of a free bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
at or near the mouth of the Kansas River; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3127) in relation to the retire- 
ment of certain medical officers of the Navy; which was read twice by 

its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3128) for the development 
and encouragement of silk culture in the United States under the su- 
povele of the Commissioner of Agriculture; which was twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3129) granting a pension to Arch- 
ibald Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pan, papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He introduced a bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick 
Welch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3131) granting a pension to Mrs. Caro- 
line G. Seyffarth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3132) to provide for four police 
magistrates in the District of Columbia, to define their powers and 


jurisdiction, to provide for trial by jury in the police court of thesaid 
District, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
Was elere to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 


-| the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


STATE DEFENSES. = 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following peoo; which was consid- 
ered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


Resolved, aarp alre be ia and heis hero to furnish 
the Senate with a copy of the circular letter of the late Hon. W H. Seward, 
Secretary of State, addressed, by direction of President Lincoln, under date of 
October 14, 1861, to the governors of the several States, “in their considera- 
tion to the subject of the im t on of the defenses of said 
State, for the general defense, with the request that the Lete pr peraman said 
letter be submitted to the consideration of the the respective 


Legislatures of 
States when they should assemble next after the date of said letter.” 
PACIFIC COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: = * 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 


to the 
First. Copies of all corres; x Stag far from April 15, 1861, to August 20, 1866, 
the War Department with division commander of the Pacific, and pag 
the department commanders of the Columbia and of California, sara e i ne 
in relation to the subject of raising and organizing volunteer troops for the Ages 
poses of guarding the overland and inland mai! and emigrant routes; and for 
preparing. their voiunteer and militia forces and home guardsin camp ‘and field 
to be ready to perform military service in those States or elsewhere for the 
United States whenever called upon, and for the improvement and 
of the defenses of said States for the "general defense; and in order to take the 
taces of the regular a of the United States in said States and in the ad- 
Joining States and Territories; and for protecting all of said States and Terri- 
tories, and for suppressing Indian hostilities and disturbances therein and u je 
the borders of any thereof; and also copies of all correspondence of the 
Department, and also of said division and department commanders with the 
governors of the States of Oregon and California in relation p4 the aforesaid 
subjects and during the period from 15th April, 1861, to August 20. 

Second. A statement of the number and character of volunteer and militia 
forces and home guards that were raised or organized in the States of Oregon 
and California for any of the aforesaid puposes; and also those who were re- 
cruited or enlisted or enrolled or mustered in Oregon and California and who 
did military service for the United States either in snid States or in other States 
and Territories from 15th April, 1861, to August 20, 1866, giving the dates of 
such enlistment and enrollment, and also dates of muster into and muster out 
of the military service of the United States. 


DUTY ON LEAD ORE. 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be requested to examine and report 
to the Senate whether in their opinion, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1833 (22 United States Statutes, page 500), lead ore is exempt from duty if it 
contains gold or silver, less in quantity but greater in value than the value of 
the lead in the ore. 


OFFER OF BONDS. 

Mr. STEWART. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a fall statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the 
Government since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, 
premiums asked, an names of parties offering bonds; also with a full state- 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of purchase, amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and names of parties selling since said date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the resolution 
goes over. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I haveno objection to the resolution except that 
I do not thinkit is right to call for the names of persons offering bonds. 
It tends to deter the offering of bonds except through brokers. There 
is no occasion for it. Sometimes it discloses the private affairs of men 
and there is nouseinit. Every Senator can see the importance of that. 
If men desire to sell their bonds, or if a bank chooses to retire its cir- 
culation, they may not care to have it known that they are selling their 
bonds, and they would offer them through brokers and the brokers 
would combine to make the price. Therefore I do not think it accom- 
plishes any proper object to call for the names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present consideration of the reso- 
lution being objected to—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Leing objected to by the Senator from 
Missouri, the resolution goes over under the rule. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it would be useful information to obtain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is notin order unless by unan- 
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poos consent. Is there objection to the Senator from Nevada proceed- 
g 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
pak: announced that the House had passed the following bills; in nion 

it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. ret granting a pension to Nathaniel D, Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 


ary Army; 
ay bill Tit, R. 477) for the relief of Allen Gunter; 
A bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 


Langland; 
A bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 
A bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 
A bill (H. R. 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; 
A bill (H. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 
A bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of William L. Travis; 
aie er: H. R. 2537) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon 
o 
A bill (H. R. ah for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 
A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 
A bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 
A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 
A bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 
„A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley; 
A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 
A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 


son S. Baldwin; 
A bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the estate of Douglas Dale, de- 


A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 
A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of a Winnebago 
reservation, in Nebraska; 
A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 
A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 
A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief Mary Command; 
bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, 


-5 
ill (H. R. Selot to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 
omy H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
ailroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River ir in Alabama; 
A bill (H. R. atl to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 
A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 
A bill (H. R. 8807) 
A bill (H. R. sis 
A bill (H. R. 9184 
junior; 
A bill eS R. 9224) 
A bill 


Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 9771) for the erection of a public building at Ottumwa, 
Towa; and 

A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

a bill (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 


y; 

A bill (S. aii for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 

A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 
itg 


urman; 

A bill (8. past granting a pension to the widow of John A. Turley; 

A bill (8. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Whirray; and 

A 1 a on y irrey; an 

A bill (8. oo to miga pe the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
pase Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph and 

one line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

the message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of 


Omaha, Nebr. 
also announced that the House insisted on its amend- 


granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 
for the relief of Chloe Fraily 
granting a pension to William M. Campbell, 


granting a pension to Belie M. Baker; 
H. R. 9347) nn an increase of pension to William H, H. 


The m 
ments to the bill (S. 431) granting a pension to Emma §. Free, widow 
of Thomas 8. Free, late major of the United States Army, disagreed to 
by the Senate, to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 


LANE, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. MORRILL managers at the conference on 


its 
Tite mesago further returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the following bills: 

A bill ¢ ies} to increase the pension of John Taylor; and 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S, 


901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (8. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. 
Pike, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. ob granting a pension to Mrs, Therese Guelich; 

A bill (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

A bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

A bill (H. R. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. aay d 

A bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynol 

A bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linnzus W. Risley; 

A bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway O opany 
of the District of Columbia; 
A bill he R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohayer; 
A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 
A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 
A bill (H. R. SAS granting a pension to Mrs. Mercy Knight; 
A bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow ot 
Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O’ Neill; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catharine Tierney; 

A bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

A bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6531) to ion Leah Roark; 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. 6552) to increase the on of James R. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 8840) granting a pension to Mrs. Carrie A. Luey; 

A bill (H. R. 6840) for the reliefof Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 

A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; 

A Pll H. R. Tm) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich. ; 
A bill (H. R. 7264) for the erection of a public building at Bridge- 
port, Conn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky. 

A bill (H. R. 7 wen granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning: 

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton; 

. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L, Potter; 
. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 
. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 
. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunne; 
. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 
. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 
A bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 
- R. SA00, for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 
bill (H. R. 8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoffin; 
bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson: 
bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 
bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
on-roll; 
H, R. 8798 granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 
H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 
ting a pension to James W. Poag; and 
9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey. 
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ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL DAM, 


Mr. SHERMAN. If there is no further morning business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me for a 
few moments that I may call up a bill that I reported this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill I reported this morning, relating to the replacing 
of the dam at Rock Island, Ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Iowa asks the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him may be proceeded with. It will be read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection to it after the morning business 
is completed; but the morning business is not yet concluded. A reso- 
lution I offered last Thursday comes up to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It comes over under the rale. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely willing that that resolution shall con- 
tinue in its present position, inasmuch as some Senators were not here 
when I made my remarks upon it the other day. If the resolution 
goes over until to-morrow it is all well enough. I do not wish it to go 
to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
would hold that it would recur again to-morrow if passed over to-day, 
without being placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisright. Very good. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think as the resolution has probably spent its 
force, and the object of the Senator from Alabama had in view has been 
accomplished, it had better be referred at once to a committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I object toa reference. I want to debate 
it before it goes through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is, 
will the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3025) to pro- 
vide for the reconstruction of the Government dam at the Rock Island 
arsenal, and for the immediate constraction of a temporary dam to 
furnish water-power for said arsenal? Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill ? ’ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $275,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the recon- 
struction of the Government dam at the Rock Island arsenal, and for 
the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water-power 

_for the arsenal and to be used asa coffer-dam when the permanent dam 
is reconstructed. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire to make a statement in connection with 
the bill. This appropriation is for the reconstruction of a dam at the 
Rock Island arsenal which was taken ont by a flood some two or three 
weeks ago. The Government of the United States, under a contract 
made with the Moline Water-Power Company, is bound to maintain 
this water-power. 

Executive Document 177 of the present Congress, being a letter from 
the Secretary of War, shows the exact condition of the letting of the 
water-power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much of it is private water-power and how 
much public? 

Mr. ALLISON. The water-power is entirely owned by the United 
States. They have constructed it, and have agreed with the Moline 
Water-Power Company, who transferred it to the United States, to 
maintain it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you a copy of the agreement? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas about to refer to that. The details of the 
agreement, the resolutions of Congress, and all the papers connected 
with the matter will be found in two executive documents, one Ex- 
ecutive Document No, 21, Forty-fifth Congress, first session, the other 
Executive Document No. 75, Forty-fifth Congress, second session. I 
shall not takethe time to read them, but I will ask to have inserted in 
the RECORD the report of the commission of Army officers respecting 
this water-power, and the agreement made by General Grant when 
Secretary of War ad inlerim, and the Moline Water-Power Company 
respecting the obligations of the United States to construct and main- 
tain this water-power. I ask that the matter referred to in Executive 
Document 75, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, may be inserted in 
the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 

APPENDIX X, 
OFFICE OF THE ROCK ISLAND COMMISSION, 
Washington City, January 24, 1867. 


The board having taken under further consideration the matter of the Moline 
Water-Power ener finds it impracticable to determine, as a se te ques- 
tion, the damage sustained by that company in the taking of one-half of their 
watcr-power by the United States, because of the inseparable character of the 
interest thus acquired by the United States and that retained by the company. 

The determination of this question of damage was, however, rendered un- 
necessary by the negotiating of a transfer of the entire water-power from the 
Moline Company to the United States, under the act of Congress of June 27, 
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1846, appropriating $100,000 for the purpose of securing water-power at the head 
of Rock Island. Aftera full discussion with the president of the Moline Water- 
Power Company, the board agreed with him upon a basis for the settlement of 
all the questions pending between that company and the United States, and re- 
spectfully recommend its eee ee by the War Department. 

The basis agreed upon is as follows; 

1. The Moline Water-Power Company to convey to the United States the fee 
of the entire Moline water-power, and also to grant to the United States the un- 
restricted use, in perpetuity, without charge, of so much of the bed of the river 
not already belonging to the United States, as may be covered by the pool and 
wall necessary to develop the water-power, and 10 feet outside of suid wall, 
together with the right of access thereto from the Illinois shore at all times for 
the purpose of constructing or ef repairing said wall. 

2. The Government to develop and maintain the power, so far as it can be 
done with the money heretofore appropriatedand that which may hereafter be 
appropriated by Congress for that purpose. 

. 8. The Moline Water-Power Company to have the use, in perpetuity, free from 
all charges for rent or repairs, of one-fourth of the entire water-power devel- 
oped, and also the right to rent for aspecified time, at the rate of 50 cents per an- 
num per square inch of water-power, measured by openings of water-whecls, so 
much additional power as the Ordnance Department may deem expedient 

And, further, that the company, lessees or assigns, shall haye the right to place 
their wheels upon the 10 feet outside the wall, provided that the foundation of 
said wall shall not be thereby disturbed nor the stability of the wall thereby en- 
dangered. 


and also, further, that this granting to the United States of the unrestricted use 
of the pool, the wall, and the 10 feet outside the wall, shall not be so construed 
as in any manner to operate as a bar to the free use and occupancy by the com- 
pany, its lessees or assigns, of the same premises for all purposes connected with 
and incidental to the use of their portion of the water-power or such as may be 
leased by them,and such use shall not interfere with or obstruct the United 
States in the free use of its portion of the water-power. r 

4. The works to be built by the Government for the development of the power 
to be so arran; as to give the company the free use of all the power herein con- 
templated to be used by the company, both as to the use of the fourth part, so 
far as may be practicable without impairing the power in use by the Govern- 
ment toa disproportionate extent, and also to the proposed power to be leased, 
the openings in the dams intended for the use of the company to be of such size 
and in such position as the company may elect. 

5. Sixty thousand dollars of the present i fate aon to be applied to the ex- 
tension of the present stone dam on the Moline s 
and repairs of the wing-dam and removal of such deposits as may be required 
for the extension and repairs of said wing-dam. The use of the present water- 
power shall not be unnecessarily obstructed during the construction of the pro- 

sed work, nor shall any rent be required until the improvement contemplated 
by. the $100,008 appropriation shall have been made, 


shall have the right, nor shall allow others, to obstruct either lor water way 

by sawdust, or bark, or other substances, to the detriment of the water-power 

or the sanitary condition of the vicinity. 
* $ 


AN of which is respectfully submitted. 


* * * 


J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General, 

JAMES BARNES 

SELDEN M. CHURCH, 
Commissioners, 


APPENDIX XI. 


Joint resolution to enable the Secretary of War to carry out an agreement in 
relation to water-power for the arsenal at Rock Island. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House y Soraia of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the retary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to carry into effect the recommendations of the 
commissioners appointed under the acts of April 19, 1834, and June 27, 1866, rela- 
tive to the Moline Water Company and the water-power at Rock Island, ILL, 
rot contained = owe report a cor poi aonet; ana to pee application for 
that purpose oi e money heretofore appropriated for securing water-power 
at the head of Rock Island, 3 

Approved March 2, 1867. 

(United States Statutes at Large, volume 14, page 573.) 


APPENDIX XII. 


This agreement, made between Ulysses 8. Grant, Acting Secretary of War, 
acting under Anony, of the joint resolution of Congress approved March 2, 
1867, for and in behalf of the United States of America, and the Moline Water- 
Power Company of Illinois, by Charles Atkinson, its president, witnesseth ; 

First. The Moline Water-Power Company, for the consideration hereinafter 
mentioned, hereby conveys in fee to the United States of America their entire 
water-power with the free and unrestricted use by the said United States of so 
much of the bed of the Mississippi River as may be required forthe further de- 
velopment of said water-power, which belie together with the main- 
tenance of that power, is to be done by the United States out of the appropria- 
tion applicable to those purposes and of any future appropriations that may be 
made applicable to the same, : 

Second. The United States of America hereby grants to the Moline Water- 
Power Company the right of the free use of one-fourth of their entire water- 
power above conveyed and the privilege of renting for a specified time, at the 
rate of 50 heap’ [od annum per square inch, so much additional water-power as 
the Secretary of War may deem it expedient to authorize to be rented, and also 
agree to arrange the Government works for the developing the water-power in 
such manner as to enable the Moline Water-Power Company to avail itself of 
the rights and Bch yy Ym above-mentioned. 

Third, The United States of America hereby agrees to apply $40,000, or so 
much thereof as the War Department may consider necessary, to complete the 
wing-dam, and the residue of the appropriation of $100,000 to the extension of 
the dam on the Moline side; and, further, not to obstruct unnecessarily the use 
of the bern water-power during the execution of the work above stated, nor 
torequire the payment of any rent until the improvement peer beeen thereby 
shall have been made as far as the expenditure of the $100,000 wil it. 

Fourth. It is mutually agreed between the Moline Water-Power Company and 
the United States of America that neither of them shall at any time make an 
obstruction of the water-power as now existing or hereafter to be developed. 
It being further understood that this ment is for the purpose Of cai ing 
out the recommendation of the commis®ioners appointed under the acts of ps 
19, 1864,and June 27, 1866, relative to the Moline Water-Power Company and 
water-power at Rock Island, Nl., and that the recommendation of said commiss- 
ioners now on file in the War Department at Washington City is regarded as 
part of this agreement. 2 

in testimony of the foregoing, we, the undersigned, U. S. Grant, Acting Sec- 
retary of War, acting for and in behalf of the United States of America, and under 
authority of the joint resolution of Conproat approved March 2, 1867, and Charles 
Atkinson, president of the Moline Water-Power Company, acting for andin 


de, and $40,000 to the extension ` 


6. Itis also further understood that neither occupant of the above water-power ' 
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rege of the oompany, ee eer set our hands and seals, at the place and 
ese posite to each, respectively. 

[smar] U.S, GRANT, 

Secretary of War ad interim, 
Wasurncoros, D. C., August 20, 1367. 
[seat] 


Mo tre, ILL., June 18, 1867. 


Mr. ALLISON. Itis clear that the United States is bound to main- 
tain this water-power, as it has contracted to farnish one-quarter of the 
power to the Moline Water-Power Company, or itsassignees. I think 
that is all the explanation I need make respecting the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Iowa, if he has not al- 
ready stated it, would inform the Senate definitely whether the United 
States is now under any obligation to the Moline Water-Power Com- 
pany to rebuild that dam. {suppose the water is used almost entirely 
for private purposes. If we are under an obligation to rebuild the dam 
for these private mill-owners and operators, of course we ought to ful- 
fill that obligation. If we are not, it might be quite a different ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that I have 
had the report of the commission of Army officers, consisting of Gen- 
eral Schofield, General Barnes, and Selden M. Church, and the contract 
made between General Grant, Secretary of War ad interim, and the 
Moline Water-Power Company, inserted in the RECORD. 

I will state in brief the substance of the agreement. The Moline 
Water-Power Company, which claimed to own the water-power at 
Mgline, I1., agreed to convey that water-power to the United States 
in fee-simple. The Government of the United States agreed to develop 
and maintain the power, and the Moline Water-Power Company was 
“to have the use, in perpetuity, free from all charges for rent or re- 
pairs, of one-fourth ot the entire water-power developed, and also the 
right to rent for a specified time, at the rate of 50 cents per annum per 
square inch of water-power, measured by openings of water-wheels, 
so much additional power as the Ordnance Department: may deem 


° CHARLES ATKINSON, 
President Moline Water-Power Company. 


‘expedient.’’ 


‘That was the original contract, and under that contract (the report of 
that commission is’made part of the contract) the Government of the 
United States proceeded to develop the water-power, and expended upon 
it, I think, in the neighborhood of $800,000, During the freshet in 
the month of May at Rock Island about 700 feet of the stone dam con- 
struction was taken away by the freshet, making the entire recon- 
struction of the dam necessary. 

Without expressing any opinion which would bind anybody as to 
whether the United States Government is bound in damages to the 
Moline Water-Power Company if it does not reconstruct the dam, I 
will say that its reconstruction is necessary to maintain the Govern- 
ment property at Rock Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that property? What do they do there 
now? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not just at this moment doing a great 
amount of work there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What do they do? 

Mr. CULLOM. The arsenal is there. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The ordnance officer states that the Government 
works at Rock Island could get on temporarily without the construc- 
tion of this dam, having also at the arsenal temporary steam-power; 
but F think itis perry clear myself that the Government is bound 
to maintain the dam. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see about this a little. I will assume that 
the contract of the 24th of January, 1867, between General Schofield 
and the parties on the other side is a binding contract under the act of 
the 27th of June, 1866. I assume that, though I do not know any- 
thing about it. But I see that the second article of this contract is 
that the Government is ‘‘to develop and maintain the power, so faras 
it can be done with the money heretofore appropriated and that which 
may hereafter be appropriated by Congress for that purpose.” Then 
the Moline Water-Power Company is to have the use.in perpetuity, 
free of charge, of a certain proportion of water. That would, to my 
mind, imply very clearly that the executive authorities did not under- 
take to guaranty the keeping up of the dam except so far as the money 
already appropriated for that purpose would go, and that it was to be 
left to the discretion of Congress to determine whether further money 
should be appropriated in respect of keeping up those works or not. 

If that is so, it then becomes-a question of public interest, and not 
of private contract, in regard to how much money should be expended 
in restoring the carried-away dam and when it should be expended; 
and in that case I should think we ought to go a little slowly upon 
the subject. There may be some |gter contract or statement about it; 
but taking that clause in the agreement between the company and 
Schofield and Barnes, it would seem to be pretty plain that the United 
States had carefully refrained from undertaking to keep up that dam 
forever for the benefit of these private mill-owners or whatever these 
gentlemen may be. Of course it is a perfectly lawful and proper occu- 
pation, but the United States ought not to pay for building dams for 
their use unless we have undertaken to do so. If we have, then of 


4 


course we ought to doit. If we have not, as it would appear from that 
clause to me that we had not, and it is left wholly as a question of 
public interest, we ought to know what is the object of keeping up the 
works at that place for the United States and how much money ought 
to be spent in doingit. I wish the Senator from Iowa would let the 
bill go over for a day or two, so that I may look into it a little more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me to say one word as re- 
spects that contract, I will state that the Government of the United 
States agreed on its part, on the surrender of the rights of the Moline 
Water-Power Company, to develop and maintain this water-power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So far. 

Mr. ALLISON, And to use the amount of money designated in 
that contract and such further amqunts as Congress might from time 
to time appropriate. Congress, in pursuance of that agreement, has 
from time to time appropriated sums aggregating in all, I think, nearly 
$900,000, and has constructed there an immense water-power sufficient 
to maintain all the constructions at the Roek Island arsenal when they 
shall be brought into play at any time. 

The dam constructed by the Government of the United States and 
paid for by the Government of the United States has washed away, and 
the Senator from Vermont raises the question whether we are bound 
to reconstruct that dam. I think, if we are to maintain the water- 
power, it is clear that we must reconstruct it. 

Of course I have no objection to allowing the matter to lie over for 
a day or two, if the Senator from Vermont so desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish it to go over for a day or two, so that we 
can see exactly about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the bill goes over, I wish to say that I intro- 
duced the bill which the honorable Senator from Iowa has reported to 
the Senate and called up. Since its introduction I have been informed 
that it is very important in the interest of the protection of the public 
works there, the bridges that the Government has built, that this work 
should be prosecnted with as much rapidity as possible, so that it may 
be completed before the coming winter on account of the break up ot 
the ice, ete., in the spring. Otherwise there will be very great danger, 
not only to the works there and the private business that has been con- 
ducted there and which has been stopped by virtue of this dam break- 
ing, but the bridges will be washed away in the spring probably. The 
bill ought to be amended, if it is at all consistent with the reguiations 
in reference to these public works, so that the necessity of advertising 
shall be avoided if possible, and that the work may be commenced as 
soon as the appropriation is made. 

I have always understood, without having referred to the documents 
very recently, that the Government had undertaken to construct and 
maintain this dam, and I apprehend that it will be found n 
that it should do so without any reference to the private interests that 
may be involved in the dam having been washed away. ‘The situation 
there now is that on account of thisdam failing there are thousands of 
men thrown out of employment who will be compelled to drift away 
from these works into other portions of the country in order to secure 
a livelihood. I think the Government ought to take some interest in 
the immediate construction of this dam on that account as well as on 
account of the necessity for protecting its own property. 

While I have no objection to the bill going over for a day, I hope 
there will be no great delay in taking it up and finally considering it 
and passing it, if, in the judgment of the Senate, it is thought best to 


pass it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the matter may be taken up to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not engage for to-morrow morning. I do 
not wish to make any delay, but I think we ought to know exactly 
where we stand and what are the public duties of the United States 
both in respect of the contract and in respect of the public interests. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from Vermont that I have 
made very careful examination of all these reports and documents, and 
I am satisfied that we are bound to construct the dam. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolutions in relation to the fisheries treaty coming over from the last 
legislative day, submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] June 7, 1888. The Chair understands that the consideration of 
the resolutions is to be passed over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Thé PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered. 


ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read: 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL June7, 
1883, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus d under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 20, 
1874, since the allowance of those which are embraced in Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 101, present session. 
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Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to inquire if a similar resolution 


1888. 


has not and been sent to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Stes PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to inform the 
ator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Ohio introduced a res- 
olution calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to report the claims 
allowed since the last report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That report came in this morning and was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I suggest that this resolution ought to be 
modified. It calls for the claims allowed since the last report. 

Mr. CALL. That is what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We ought not to have the document duplicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missouri indi- 
cate the modification he desires ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to insert ‘‘ allowed since the last report 
was made by the Secretary.” - 

Mr. SHERMAN. The last report was only dated on Saturday. 
There are none since. If the resolution of the Senator from Florida 
covers the same class of elaims as the resolution I offered, they are all 
here now, and have been referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL. Let the resolution lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the table. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. BLAIR. Task unanimous consent that the Senate take up Or- 
der of Business—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. My motion is still pending. Ionly gave way in- 
formally. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
fisheries treaty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves. that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a vote on that question, but will yield 
informally to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

MRS. BRIDGET HACKETT. 

Mr. CULLOM. Some time ago the bill (S. 2050) granting æ pension 
to Mrs. Bridget Hackett was reported adversely by the Committee on 
Pensions, since which time some additional affidavits have been sent to 
me, and I ask that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pen- 
sions that they may consider the additional proof. The bill was re- 
ported adversely and probably indefinitely postponed. I suppose by 
general consent that order can be made and the bill recommitted to 
the committee. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that the action of the Senate indefinitely postponing 
the bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett be recon- 
sidered, and the bill, with the additional and new evidence, be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. Is thera objection to such action? 
The Chajr hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion ofthe 
Senator from Ohio, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
fisheries treaty in open executive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The fisheries treaty is before the 
Senate. The treaty having been read article by article already, is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the pending question being 
on the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] that the 
further consideration of the treaty be postponed until the Wednesday 
after the first Monday in December next. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, on the 20th day of February last the 
President of the United States sent to the Senate ‘‘a treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the 
convention of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 
1838,” accompanied by a message explaining the conditionsand exigen- 
cies out of which thenegotiations preceding the treaty arose; and stating 
that it meets his approval because he ‘* believes that it supplies asatis- 
factory, practical, and final adjustment, upon a basis honorable and 
just to both parties, of the difficult and vexed question to which it 
relates.’’ 

The question now before the Senate is, shall it advise and consent to 
this treaty so framed and transmitted for its action. The questions 
with which it undertakes to deal arenot new. The case of the fish- 
eries rights in the Canadian waters was not made by this Administra- 
tion, or by the present generationofmen. It was made nearly seventy 
years ago, and it has continued through many administrations and 
nearly three generations to vex the councils and jeopard the friendship 
of the two greatest and most powerful peoples of the world. 

No; this is not a question to be belittled, as the Senator from Maine 
well said, by being localized. If it is so belittled it will not be by me 
or by those on this side of the Chamber. The interests, the happiness, 
the honor of our country are involved in this discussion, and it can not 
be made to turn on the wishes or the selfish interests or the pecuniary 
advantages of a small number of capitalists who may reap or lose a 


profit by the use or non-use of great governmental powers which should 
only be invoked for the protection and advantage of all the people. 
Mr. President, y divisions and distinctions should fade 
out and be obliterated at the shore line, and if I know myself, no par- 
iisan consideration or motive can-influence my judgment as to the 
merits of this treaty. Every treaty comes to us with an enormous 
weight of presumption in its favor. Consider, for a moment, the re- 
sponsibility resting upon an Executive who undertakes to exercise the 


“| great constitutional function of framing a treaty that is to govern the 


relations of his country with a foreign power—dealing with the inter- 
ests of sixty millions of people; taking every step in the negotiations 
with the sense of his obligation to answerat the barof public opinion; . 
with every motive and secret spring of action laid bare to public 
scrutiny—and say, if you will, that any President of any party, in the 
discharge of such a duty, ever gave less than the fullest measure of 
patriotic endeavor to compass his country’s welfare and advancement, 
or ever betrayed the high trust with which he was invested. It will 
be a dark day in our country’s history when such an admission ismade 
in this high place, or when Senators can gain their own consent to in- 
dorse the statement that a treaty with all these presumptions in its 
favor, in advance of discussion and without evidence, is to be de- 
nounced as ‘‘a dishonorable, humiliating, and cowardly surrender” to 
a foreign power. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that we are bound to presume that this treaty 
which the President has sent to usis the outcome of an honest en- 
deavor and an earnest and patriotic desire to make a satisfactory and 
advantageous settlement of the vexed questions between this country 
and England to which it relates, and that he is correct, until the con- 
trary appears, when he says that this has been done ‘‘ upon a basis hon- 
orable and just to both parties.’’ Mr. President, Iam proud to believe 
that there never was an American President, no matter to what 
he belonged, to whose performance of this high fanction of treaty mak- 
ing this presumption did notrightfully attach. AndI greatly mistake 
the temper and sense of the American people if they will tolerate any 
other discussion of the pending treaty than one that appeals to their 
sober judgment and not to the prejudices or passions of a clas3 or a sec- 
tion, or will countenance a rejection of it for any reasons which do not 
concern the interests and welfare of the whole country and the honor, 
dignity, and prestige of this great Republic. 

What is the history, what are the facts, and what the conditions out 
of which these questions have grown, and which have so long vexed 
the diplomacy of two great countries? 

At the close of our Revolutionary struggle, by the treaty of 1783, in 
which England recognized the independence of the United States, she 
also agreed, in the third article thereof, ‘‘ that the people of the United 
States shall continue to enjoy unmolested the right to take fish of every 
kind” in common with her own subjects in these northeastern waters 
of her North American possessions. : 

The Senate will bear with me for a moment while I read the third 
section of the treaty of 1783: 


It is agreed that the people of the United States shall continue to enjoy un- 
molested the right to take fish of eyery kind on ary Grand Bank, and on all the 


other places in the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at an 
time heretofore to fish. And also thatthe inhabitants of the United States shall 
have liberty to take fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfound- 
land as British fishermen shall use (but not to >" or cure the same on tliat 
island) and also on the coasts, bays, and crecks ofall other of his Britannic Maj- 
esty’s dominions in America; and that the American fishermen shall have lib- 
erty to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of . 
ae rea Magdalen Islands, and Labrador, so long as the same shall remain 
unset 


By this treaty the people of the United States were practically left 
to a common enjoyment with the people of the British Colonies of the 
fisheries in all those northeastern waters, as much so as though we had 
remained one people under one government. A very remarkable con- 
cession, and one which can only be explained when we understand how 
unsettled and barren all those coasts were at that time, and how earn- 
estly England desired peace. And so we continued to enjoy this great 
easement in British territorial waters until the war of 1812, which in- 
terrupted that common enjoyment, and we come to the treaty of Ghent, 
in December, 1814, which was silent on the subject of the fisheries. 

The negotiations which resulted in that treaty explain that silence 
and constitute an interesting and now familiar chapter in our history. 
It is only necessary to briefly alludeto it. The British contention was 
that the war had put an end to the treaty of 1783 and all the fishing 
rights secured under it to the people of the United States. To this 
contention the American negotiators refused to assent, and the question 
was dropped, so far as the treaty of Ghent was concerned, and peace 
was made leavingit unsettled. ‘Then came the negotiation of the treaty 
of 1818 (the treaty of Jujy, 1815, not in any way referring to the fish- 
eries), in which the question was resumed, and the British contention 
was so far recognized as that a new arrangement of fishing rights in 
British territorial waters was made, by which the inhabitants of the 
United States were granted the right to take and cure fish in certain 
of them, and were excluded from the remainder and from the right to 
eee therein, which they had previously enjoyed under the treaty of 
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Article I of the treaty of October 20, 1818, provides as follows: arise about the true location of this imaginary line which was to 
Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United | rate the selfish pretensions of one side from the enterprising cupidity 


States for the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Britannic Majesty's dominions in America, it 
is sarees, between the higi contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shal! have forever, in common with the subjects of His Britannic 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern coast 
of Newfoundland which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands; on 
the western and northern coast of Newfoundland from the said Cape Ray to the 
Quirpon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, and also on the coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks from Mount Joliy, on the southern coast of Labrador, 
to and through the Straits of Belle Isle, and thence northwardly indefinitely 
along the coast, without prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive rights of the 
Hudson Bay Company. 

That concession of a common fishing right is marked on the map be- 
hind me in yellow and red. Upon both shores designated on that map 
we have by the treaty of 1818 still a common right of fishery with Brit- 
ish subjects. 

Now comes the important part about which all our troubles and dif- 
ferences have arisen, and that is the renunciation by the United States 
of the right which had been theretofore claimed by us to take fish in 
common with British subjects on the other coasts and bays; and right 
here let me remark that this renunciation by the United States of a 
right to fish in a portion of these waters which had theretofore been 
claimed in common and the grant of a liberty to fish by Great Britain 
in other portions make a new starting point in our relations with Great 
Britain on this whole subject, and establish the proposition that all our 
rights of fishery in those waters are contract rights and depend on the 
convention of 1818, Now, what were the terms of that renunciation? 

And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed 
‘or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty’s dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned 
limits: Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to 
enter such bays or harbors for the pur; of shelter and of repairing damages 
therein, of purchasing wood, and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose 
whatever, But they shall be under such restrictions as may be n to 
prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner 
whatever abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them, 

For all practical purposes the terms of this article are the foundation 
of any discussion as to the fishery rights of the people of the United 
States in those waters, and all suggestions of our former tenancy in com- 
mon and our rights under the treaty of 1783 are barren of results, and be- 
side the question with which we are now concerned. By the terms of 
this deliberate and solemn convention we undertook to define, and did 
define and limit the territorial waters in which our common right of 
fishery was preserved and conceded; and we, by no less explicit terms, 
renounced the right of fishery ‘‘ within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions 
in, America not included within the above-mentioned limits.’ How- 
ever it may suit the purposes of the Senator from Maine, who I am 
sorry not to see in his seat this morning, to denounce the negotiators 
of that treaty now, it was believed at the time of its negotiation to 
have achieved for the fishermen of the United States important and 
valuable advantages. 

A glance at the map will show into what intimate participation of 
the fishery rights of Canadian waters we were admitted, and it is small 
wonder that a rigid construction of the terms of exclusion was soon 
insisted upon by the Canadian fishermen, and that difficulties which 
taxed the best diplomacy of both countriessoon arose. They could not 
be avoided. The conditions of the case were peculiar and unprece- 
dented. Let us be just and even generous to the other side in stating 
the situation, as a great, powerful, and brave people should be, and 
can well afford to be. In being so we need not fear the sneer of any 
who shall say that we are arguing the Canadian side of the controversy. 
God help the country and the people if those in whose hands they have 
placed the trust of power shall refuse to look at both sides and all sides 
of questions which involve the issues of peace or war and the national 
honor and welfare! 

The inhabitants of those storm-swept and fog-enveloped coasts led 
lives environed by many hardships. A rigorous climate and an unpro- 
ductive soil were sources of a poverty which was only alleviated by the 
advantage which nature had given them in their proximity to the abun- 
dance of the seas. And on their coasts and in their bays and on the 
Grand Banks, which lay within easy sail, they were enabled to make 
the struggle for existence on something like equal terms with their more 
fortunate neighbors to the south. It was natural and human, though 
selfish, that they should wish to retain in their exclusive control as far 
as possible these advantages which nature and geography had given 
them, and that they should look with jealousy on the right of par- 
ticipation which was by the convention of 1818 granted to American 
fishermen in those great landlocked waters of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, 
on their coasts, and in their bays. 

The New England fishermen, on the other hand, enterprising, hardy, 
and brave as they have always been, not backward toassert to the utmost 
verge the rights which they had obtained, spread their white sails and 
in great fleets covered those waters and coasts and pressed in pursuit 
of their game into all the inlets and baysinto which they had the treaty 
right to go, and, as we may well imagine, into many from which they 
were by treaty excluded. The water can not be staked so as to make 
certain the line of exclusion. How could we expect differences not to 


of the other? ‘ 

They did arise, and from 1822 down to 1854, with periods of inter- 
mission of greater or less less duration, the controversy was continued, 
and was sometimes pressed toa point that endangered the peace of the 
twocountries. This danger was avoided by the diplomacy of two Gov- 
ernments, that of Great Britain restraining and modifying the extreme 
demands of the colonial fishermen, and that of the United States, while 
stoutly asserting the rights of American fishermen under the treaty, at 
the same time doing so in such fashion as not to sacrifice paoa f Te- 
sults to technical pretensions. It isimportant that weshould consider 
what these pretensions on the one side or the other were. 

Soon after the convention of 1818 the imperial statute of 59 George 
III, chapter 38, was passed in order to carry into effect its provisions. 
It did not undertake to define more explicitly its terms or enumerate 
what were territorial bays; it used the lan of the convention and 
penalized infractions of its stipulations. And under the authority to 
regulate or make restrictions as to the enjoyment of the right to enter 
bays for the four purposes mentioned in the proviso it provided that 
ing vessels so entering should leave when required to do so by proper 
authority. 

The colonial acts were more minute and more stringent. They sub- 
jected a vessel ‘‘ hovering” within 3 miles of the coast and bays to be 
boarded and ordered off, and a vessel entering any of the bays for shel- 
ter, wood, water, or repairs might be seized at once, ordered out, or 
taken to a port to be condemned for an infraction of the treaty. These 
were in large degree in violation of our rights under the convention of 
1818, and that the pretensions under them were not at all times strictly 
enforced alone made those rights available to our fishermen. 

The difference in interpretation of the words of the convention was 
soon made apparent. Within a few years after its ratification vessels 
were seized for fishing in the Bay of Fundy when more than 3 miles 
from shore. The United States complained of this interference as early 
as 1824, but the English Government justified the seizures on the ground 
that the Bay of Fundy was a bay within the prohibition of the con- 
vention of 1818. 

In 1839 the President of the United States sent Lieutenant Paine, 
commanding the United States schooner Grampus, into those waters to 
investigate the causes of trouble and protect our fishermen. In a let- 
ter dated December 29, 1839, to the Secretary of the Navy, he makes a 
clear statement of two claims under the convention of 1818, made by 
the Canadians. After stating that he found the convention variously 
construed, he says that one of the questions in dispute was the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘ bay’’ as used in the convention of 1818, “The au- 
thorities of Nova Scotia,” says he, “seem to claim a right to exclude 
Americans from all bays, including the Bay of Fundy and the Bay of 
Chaleurs, and also to draw a line from headland to headland, the Ameri- 
cans not to approach within 3 miles of this line;’’ and here for the first 
time I find a clear distinction made between the claim of the territori- 
ality of the bays and the claim to enforce what was called the headland 
theory, which is quite another thing. 

Another point of dispute was, he says, ‘‘the right of resorting to 
ports for shelter, and to procure wood and water. The provincial au- 
thorities claim a right to exclude vessels unless in actual distress; and 
the subordinates warn, as they term it, vessels to depart, or order 
them to get under way and leave a harbor when they suppose a ves- 
sel has lain a reasonable time; but this is often done without examin- 
ing or knowing much of the circumstances under which the vessel 
entered or how long she has been in port.” 

Now here at this early day, from 1324 to 1839, not only were all the 
larger bays, including the Bay of Fundy, claimed as territorial waters, 
but a new pretension was made, called the headland theory. This did 
not concern bays properly so-called, but was applied to long lines of 
coast, measuring the 3 miles from straight lines drawn along their 
concave shores. The headland theory, properly so called, means just 
this: that in measuring the territorial waters of a country you meas- 
ure by nothing but right lines, and that you take the general trend of 
coast and measure it by a right line from one headland to another, and 
then you ran another line, when the trend is in another direction, shut- 
ting in all the concave portions of the coast. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator when he finds that 
the English first put forward the headland theory? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave tried to ascertain as nearly as I could the date 
at which that contention was first made. I do not think I can answer 
the Senator more clearly than to say that it was some time between 
1824 and 1839. : 

Mr. TELLER. Had it ever been announced by the British Govern- 
ment prior to that? 

Mr. GRAY. I think it had, and I think I shall be able to show it 
as I proceed. Mr. Dana, in his argument ascounsel before the Halifax 
Commission, states thisclaim and pretension with great clearness. This 
map on the wall behind me will show precisely what I mean by the 
headiand theory. The claim of the headland theory is that instead of 
following the sinuosities of the coast you drawa line straight from this 
point to that point [indicating], then from Cape Breton or Cow Bay 
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Point to North Point, and so on Prince Edward Island. A lineis drawn 
here [indicating] from East Point to Cape North. 

TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests that you should 
on this theory take a line between Cape Breton and Cape Race, a line 
that would shut us out from the Gulf of St. Lawrence. 

My answer iş that such a line would cross this opening [indi- 
cating] between Cape Breton and Newfoundland, which leads into 
great interior seas and does not protect a coast at all; but the head- 
land theory, as I understand it, and as it has been heretofore laid down, 
means to draw a line that protectsa coast and shutsin an area of water 
marginal to the coast of a country which is very much larger in extent 
than the 3-mile limit following the sinuosities of the shore. 

Mr. DOLPH. Was that claim set up by itself? 

Mr. GRAY. I say there isa clear distinction to be observed all 
through the correspondence between the two claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the claim of Great Britain entitled the headland 
theory pertinent to the question under consideration ? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave tried to explain, but I am willing to be inter- 
rupted to have the point understood. If a Senator asks the question 
for information, I will give him my idea as well as I can. 

Under the headland theory they drew a line from Cape Breton or 
Cow Bay point to Point North here [indicating], shutting in the islands 
between; but the claim of the territoriality of the bay does not de- 
pon upon any headland theory, but depends on another principle of 

ternational law which applies to bodies of water that are land-locked 
within a country’s territory—within the body of its counties and within 
its jurisdiction. 

Mr. DOLPH. Under the treaty of 1818 our fishermen were excluded 
from fishing within certain specified bays on certain coasts. Now, how 
is the headland theory pertinent? All the bays that are embraced 
es the headland theory are bays from which our people are ex- 

uded. 

Mr. GRAY. I suppose I have been very unfortunatein making my- 
self understood, as the Senator evidently fails to understand my state- 
ment. 

When we renounced the right to fish within 3 miles of bays on cer- 
tain coasts, they contended that we could not approach within3 miles 
of any waters that were open called bays, that were geographically 
and nominatim bays of the British Dominions; and in addition to that 
contention they said that when we renounced the right to fish within 
3 miles of the coast it gave them the right to draw a direct line from 
distant headlands to shut in great concave portions of the coast and ex- 
cade us from them, although they were not bays nor claimed to be 


ys. 

Now let me read, for it will be interesting to the Senator from Ore- 
gon on this point, what Mr. Dana, who was the counsel before the Hali- 
fax Commission on the part of the United States, said abont this pre- 
tension. I read from volume 2, of the Halifax Commission, page 1660: 
“ Three miles from the shore "—what 


Hy but the momeat you come to bays, 


Mr. EVARTS. What page? 

Mr. GRAY. Page 1660 of the second volume of the Halifax Com- 
mission. 

During all this time a voluminous correspondence was going on be- 
tween the two countries, in which the points of difference were elabo- 
rately discussed and the cases of seizure and interruption argued as they 
arose. Neither theclaim of territoriality of the bays, including Fundy, 
nor the headland theory was ever given up or for a Moment abandoned 
by Great Britain. Then came the case of the Washington, seized in 
1843 within the fauces terra of the Bay of Fundy and more than 10 
miles from land. Out of this case grew a long correspondence, in which 
Mr. Everett, our minister to London, in the course of a long letter to 
Lord Aberdeen, the British minister of foreign affairs, dated May 25, 
1844, contended as follows: 

This arm of the sea Rang commends: called the Bay of Fundy, though not in 
_ reality possessing all the racters usually implied by the term “bay,” has of 
late years been claimed by the provincial authorities of Nova Scotia to be in- 


cluded among the “coasts, bays, creeks, and harbors forbidden to American 
fishermen.” 


Further on in the same letter he said—and I ask Senators who state 
that our case is so absolutely clear that it does not admit of argument, 
and that no argument upon it is to be tolerated, to observe what Mr. 


Everett said at that early day: 


In REET this distance the undersigned admits it to be the intent of the 
treaty, as it is itself reasonable, to have regard to the general line of the coast, 
and to consider its bays, creeks, and harbors, that is, the indentations usually 
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so accounted, as included within that line., But the undersigned can not admit 
it to be reasonable— - 


And the language of the exception emphasizes the previous admis- 
sion— 
can not admit it to be reasonable, instead of thus following the general di- . 
rections of the const, to draw a line from the southwesternmost point of Nova 
Scotia to the termination of the northeastern boundary between the United 
States and New Brunswick, and to consider the arms of the sea which will thus 
be cnt off, and which on that line can not be less than sixty miles wide, as one 
of the bays on the coast from which American vessels are excluded, 


It would thus appear that Mr. Everett, in 1844, in arguing the case 
of the Washington and the Bay of Fundy, did not deem it necessary to 
controvert the position of Great Britain as to the meaning of the words. 
of exclusion in the convention of 1818 as to other bays properly so called, 
and which were not “‘ great arms of the sea.’’ 

Lord Aberdeen vigorously maintained the territoriality of the Bay of 
Fundy within the meaning of the convention of 1818. As this case 
was much dwelt upon by the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Massachusetts as settling a principle, I will read from Lord Aberdeen’s 
letter the ground taken by the British Government. 

As I understood the Senator from Maine in his eloquent and able 
speech the other day, and also the Senator from Massachusetts, they 
both contended that the case of the Washington settled a principle 
which was sufficient to guide us through the contention with Great 
Britain as to what were and what were not territorial bays. I read 
from Executive Document No. 100, with which Senators who have 
paid any attention to the subject are very familiar, at page 135, a let- 
ter of Lord Aberdeen to Mr. Everett on the case of the Washington: 


The undersigned will confine himself to stating that after the most deliberate 
reconsideration of the subject, and with every desire to do full justice to the 
United States, and to view the claims put forward on behalf of United States 
citizens in the most favorable light, Her Majesty’s Government are neverthe- 
less still constrained to deny the right of United States citizens, under the 
treaty of 1818, to fish in that partof the Bay of Fundy which, from its geograph- 
_ position, may properly be considered as included within the British posses- 
sions, 

Her Majesty's Government must still maintain, and in this view they are for- 
tified by high legal authority— 


Which I may observe was the opinion of the law officers of the Crown 
on the case stated in regard to the Washington— 
thatthe Bay of Fundy is rightfully claimed by Great Britain as a bay within 
the meaning of the treaty of 1818. And they equally maintain the position 
which was laid down in the note of the undersigned, dated the L5th of April last, 
that, with regard to the other bays on the British American coast, no United 
States fisherman has, under that convention, the right to fish within 3 miles of 
the entrance of such bays as designated by a line drawn from headland to head- 
land at that entrance. 

But while her Majesty’s Government still feel themselves bound to maintain 
these positions as a matter of right, they are nevertheless not insensible to the 
advantages which would accrue to both countries from a relaxation of that 
right—to the United States as conferring a material benefit on their fishing trade, 
and to Great Britain and the United States, conjointly and equally, by the re- 
moval of a fertile source of disagreement between them, Her Majesty's Gov- 
ernment are also anxious, atthe same time, that they uphold the just claims of 
the British Crown, to evince by every reasonable concession their desire to act 
liberally and amicably toward the United States. 

The undersigned has accordingly much pleasure in announcing to Mr. Everett 
the determination to which Her Majesty s Government have come to relax in 
favor of the United States fishermen that right which Great Britain has hitherto 
exercised, of excluding those fishermen from the British portion of the Bay of 
Fundy, and wey are prepared to direct their colonial authorities to allow hence- 
forth the United States fishermen to pursue their avocations in any part of the 
Bay of Fundy, provided they do not approach, aes in the cases specified in 
the treaty of 1818, within 3 miles of the entrance of any bay on the coast of 
Nova Scotia or New Brunswick. 


These are papers sent in by President Fillmore at the request of the 
Senate in the Thirty-second Congress before the reciprocity treaty of 
1854 (Executive Document 100, Thirty-second Congress), 

What did Mr. Everett say in response to that claim? I have already 
read and will not trouble the Senate by reading again the letter of Mr, 
Everett to Lord Aberdeen, but will read his reply to Lord Aberdeen’s 
offer to open the Bay of Fundy to American fishermen: 


The undersigned receives with great satisfaction this communication from 
Lord Aberdeen, which promises the permanent removal of a fruitfal cause of dis- 
agreement between the two countries, in reference to a valuable portion of the 
fisheries in question. The Government of the United States, the undersigned 
is persuaded, will duly appreciate the friendly motives which have led to the de- 
termination on the part of Her Majesty’s Government announced in Lord Aber- 
deen’s note, and which he doubts not will have the natural effect of acts of liber- 
ul states of producing benefitsto both parties beyondany 


ality between powerf 
immediate interest which may be favorably aif 

Then in 1844 came the case of the Argus, which seizure involved a 
much more extreme pretension than the case of the Washington. This 
was a case on the headland theory, pure and simple. It was notthe | 
claim of territoriality for a bay Properly so called from its configura- 
tion and being indented well into the surrounding territory, but a claim 
of jurisdiction over all the waters of the coast within a line drawn from 
the extreme points of the curvature of thesame. Whatwere the facts? 
Mr. Everett, writing to Lord Aberdeen—you will find his letter in this 
same volume from which I have read, at page 138—said: 

In the case, however, of the Argus, which was treated in the note of the 
undersigned of the 9th of October, the capture was in the waters which wash 
the northeastern coast of Cape Breton, a portion of the Atlantic Ocean inter- 
cepted indeed between a straight line drawn from Cape North to the northern 
head of Cow Bay, but possessing none of the characters of a bay (far less so than 
the Bay of Fundy), and not called a “bay” on any map which the undersigned 
hasseen. ‘The afo: d line is a degree of latitude in length; and as far as re- 
liance can be placed on the only maps (English ones) in tho possession of the 
und ed on which this coast is distinctly laid down, it would exclude vessela 
from ing grounds which might be 30 miles from the shore— 
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Thereby giving force to the argument that ‘‘bays’’ in the treaty of 
1818 meant bays geographically so called, bays nominatim, and not 
waters included between lines drawn from headland to headland. Ac- 
cording to Mr. Everett’so; 1 statement the pretension of Great Britain 
was to exclude all vessels from a line drawn from Cape North down to 
the northern head of Cow Bay, from that point to there [indicating]— 
& portion of the Atlantic Ocean intercepted indeed between a straight line 
drawn from Cape North to the northern head of Cow Bay, but possessing none 
of the characters of a bay * * * and notcalleda “bay” onany map which 
the undersigned has seen, 

The bay of St. Ann’s is included within that line, but it is manifest 
from a glance at the map that-it was on the Atlantic Ocean where Mr. 
Everett said that the Argus was seized. The affidavits of the captain 
and crew state that they were at the time of seizure 3 miles outside of 
a line drawn from North Point to Cow’s Head Bay Point, on St. Ann’s 
bank and not at all in St. Ann’s Bay. 

And further on he says: 


Butif Her Majesty’s provincial authorities are permitted to asa‘ bay” 
a portion of the sea which can be cut off bya — line connecting two 
n o 


American . In fact, the waters which 
coast of Nova Scotia, from Cape Sable to Cape 

line of rather less than 300 miles, would in this way constitute a bay, from 
which United States fishermen would be excluded. 

I do not think that I need say more to show that the Senators from 
Maine and Massachusetts were wrong in contending that the decision 
in the case of the Argus had anything to do with a settlement of the 
rights of our fishermen in Colonial Bays. 

In this same correspondence it appears that Lord Aberdeen, after 
maintaining the British contention as to the territoriality of the Bay 
of Fundy, indicated to Mr. Everett that the British Government were 
not disposed to insist upon that pretension and to exclude our fishing 
vessels from fishing within that bay, at thesame time coupling it with 
-~ g renewed assertion of the validity of theclaim. Mr. Everettaccepted 
with great effusion this concession of the British Government that the 
Bay of Fundy should be open to American fishermen, although at the 
same time it was coupled with the repetition of the right which Great 
Britain had theretofore maintained as to its territoriality; and the con- 
cession of Lord Aberdeen was exclusively as to the Bay of Fundy. 

All the correspondence, all the record of Mr. Everett on the case of 
the Washington and the Argus do not appear in this volume. They 
were suppressed, held back by the Executive when the correspondence 
was submitted; but it would be interesting to Senators, and if we were 
pursuing this discussion now with closed doors it would be interesting 
to read those letters, copies of which I have here, in which Mr. Everett 
gave interesting opinions in regard to the British contention and Brit- 
ish argument in regard to the territoriality of the bays. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator read those parts of the correspond- 
ence ? 

Mr. GRAY. Inasmuch as they were not published in this volume 
and the letter of Mr. Everett as given stopped short of its conclu- 
sion, as was indicated by the stars in the printed volume, I thought 
- that perhaps it would be trespassing on the proprieties of the occasion 

. in open session to read the correspondence not made public by the Ex- 


ecutive. ` 

Mr. MORGAN. Ifthe Senator will yield to me for one moment, I 
move, inasmuch as the Senator from Delaware says he has these letters 
which have been published partially, that the letters be printed entire, 
in confidence, for the use of the Senate. 

: Mr. EVARTS. If thereisany portion of the correspondence between 
the two Governments that has not been made public by this Govern- 
ment, it is entirely competent for the Senate to ask a communication 
from the President that will bring the correspondence here, not to have 
it turn upon what happens to be on the table of one Senator making 
an argument, nor upon our disclosing what it belongs to the executive 
government to di Ishall vote for any measure to bring here 
further communications on the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws his motion. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the cases of the Washington and the 
Argus seem to have been settled diplomatically by a mutual consent 
to drop the discussion; but they reappeared in 1853 before the claims 
commission. Lord Aberdeen stated to Mr. Everett, and through him 
to the Government of the United States, that though the territoriality 
of the Bay of Fundy was still maintained by Great Britain she did not 
choose to press the question, and American fishermen might fish within 
the Bay of Fundy, and that concession was received by Mr. Everett 
gratefully and with diplomatic courtesy, and the question dropped as 
to the Bay of Fundy. 

As to the strained construction in the case of the Argus, it seems to 
have dropped entirely out of sight, and in 1853 it was submitted to a 
claims commission. That claims commission was the result of a treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain to provide for a commis- 


Canso, a distance on a straight - 


sion which should settle a number of long outstanding claims between 
the two countries and dispose of them. 

Before that commission, among agreat many other claims, was brought 
the case of the Washington and also the case of the Argus The En- 
glish commissioner asserted the territoriality of the Bay of Fundy; the 
United States commissioner denied it, and the umpire was Mr. Bates. 
reid Bates was, I believe, a member of the house of Baring & Company, 

ers. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Bates was a native of Boston. I knew him in my~ 
youth. Hewas connected with the Boston Library. He went to Eng- 
land and was in business there many years. 

Mr. TELLER. It will be found that Mr. Bates was an American 
citizen. The first proposition was to submit it to ex-President Van 
Buren. He declined, and then they selected Mr. Bates. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; Iam glad to hear that he was an American 
citizen, for it lends force to the inferences I draw from the lan in 
which he decided the case. Mr. Bates said in regard to the case of the 
Washington—I read the last paragraph of the decision: 


in all phies, are 
n my mind irre- 


I ask the attention of Senators especially to these words— 
Ero a bay, within the meaning of the word as used in the treaties of 1753 and 


And therefore he made the award to the representatives and owners 
of the Washin ~ 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator closes that book, I desire to ask him 
to give his understanding—I can not give it from memory—of Mr. 
Bates’s meaning where he says that the word ‘‘bay’’ in the treaty of 
1783 is used to express the position, the spot on which we can dry and 
cure fish, and that the word “bay ’’ in the treaty of 1818, under which 
we withdrew 3 miles, means exactly the same thing as it did in the 
treaty of 1783. Iwould like to ask the Senator to give a construction 
of that part of Mr. Bates’s decision. 

_Mr. GRAY. I will read it entirely if the Senator wishes, as I de- 
sire to state the case fairly. I suppose the part to which the Senator 
refers is this: 

‘The question turns, so far as relates to the"treaty stipulations, on the meaning 
pren to the word “bays™ in the treaty of 1733. By that treaty the Americans 
ad no right to dry and cure fish on the shores and bays of Newfoundland, but 
had that right on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of Nova Scotia, and 
asthey must land to cure fish on the shores, bays, and creeks were evidently 
admitted to the shores of the bays, ete. By the treaty of 1818 same right is 
granted to cure fish on the coasts, bays, etc., of Newfoundland, but the Ameri- 
cans relinquished that right. and the right to fish within 3 miles of the coasts, 
bays, ctc., of Nova Seotia. Taking it for granted that the framers of the treaty 
intended that the word **bay or bays” should have the same meaning, in all 
eases, and no mention being made of headlands, there appears no doubt that 


te peor pao in fishing 10 miles from the shore, violated no stipulations of 
e z 


Now, Mr. President, all I have to say about that is that I do not see 
that it bears at all on the question which is now involved before the 
Senate, or on the question that decided the case of the W: m. I 
can notunderstand. I do not pretend to understand what special light 
is thrown upon this question by the paragraph that I have just read. 
If the treaty of 1783 excluded Americans from the right to dry and cure 
fish on the shores and bays of Newfoundland, it could not give to the 
word ‘‘ bay’? a meaning and intent that is not included in that term 
etymologically, because it used the word ‘‘shores’’ in connection with 
the word ‘‘ bay,’’ and the right to cure fish. If fish can not be cured 
except upon the shore, it is provided for by the use of that word coasts 
in the sense of shore, which belongs toit. But to say that because they 
have the right to cure fish on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of 
Nova Scotia, therefore the word ‘‘ bay’? is to be used in the sense of an 
area of water that is within 3 miles of the coast seems to me to be an 
absurd argument. = 

You can fish, I suppose, as a matter of fact, on the bay if you can cure 
them on the coast or shore, and you might dry them on the waters, 
that is, on the boats, and that would be on the bay. I do not appre- 
ciate so attenuated an argument as that. I submit with all respect to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the argument is one that is aside 
from this question, and one too fine for my comprehension. 

Mr. HOAR. I referred to it as the reason on which he puts it. 

Mr. GRAY. My position is just this: I find that Mr. Bates bases 
his argument in the last paragraph on reasons that are clear, that are 
in accordance with common sense, and that can be easily apprehended; 
and as he concludes the opinion with those reasons, we are justified in 
concluding that they were his governing reasons in making up that 
decision. But because I find another argument in the previous part 
of the opinion which seems to me to have no applicability to the con- 
clusion at which he arrived, I am therefore not at all affected by the 
fact that the one argument was made as well as the other. I would 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts what he does with the language 
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that I read, and parficularly the concluding language of that opinion, 
where Mr. Bates says that— 

The conclusion is therefore— 

After stating that one of the headlands is in the United States— 


The conclusion is therefore in my mind irresistible that the Bay of Fundy is 
not a British bay, nor a bay within the meaning of the word as used in the 
treaties of 1783 and 1818, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that Mr. Bates puts his decision on three 
grounds to auswer every possible view which might be taken, and each 
ofthe three isasufficient ground. First, hesays when the treaty of 1783 
used the word ‘* bays’’ it meant to describe the shore line with its sinu- 
osities. That is clear by the description of the right to dry fish on the 
` bay, on the shore line, In the treaty of 1818 they used the same word, 
and we renounced the right to fish within 3 miles; therefore they meant 
that we withdrew our lines 3 miles from the shore. The second ground 
is that one part of this bay is on American soil; therefore this is not a 
British bay.. The third ground of the decision is that this is not a bay 
atall, because the islands there are always spoken of asin the Atlantic 
Ocean. 

The first ground of that judgment is just as important, and is a de- 
cision in favor of Americans just as much as the second or the third, 
and we have a right to stand upon it. It is noanswer toit to say that 
the arbitrator also gave other grounds. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. The argument of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts would be ingenious before the court that made that decision, 
but the fact remains that the ground upon which the umpire, Mr. 
Bates, this American citizen, placed his decision was that one of the 
headlands was within the United States and that it was not a British 
bay, and upon the ground that it was nota bay at all within the mean- 
ing of the treaty of 1818, which made absolutely unnecessary the con- 
sideration of the reasons which he had previously given, and upon which 
the Senator from Massachusetts relies. If he decides that it is not, 
within the meaning of the treaty of 1818, a bay at all, then all the other 
reasons in the decision are of no account and obiter, and were not neces- 
sary to the conclusion to which he came, and I therefore submit that 
this decision of Mr. Bates, the umpire, so far from settling a principle, 
was confined to the decision of a single case and to the single question 
whether the Bay of Fundy was, within the terms of the treaty of 1818, 
a British bay or a bay at all in any proper acceptation of that term. 

Mr. Dana, the United States counsel before the Halifax Commission— 
and I should like to have the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to so respectable an authority as Mr. Dana, which re-enforces the 
opinion I have expressed—in his argument before the commission he 
said: : $ 

The difficulties on that subject are inherent, and, to my mind, they are insu- 

rable, England claimed to exclude us from fishing in the Bay of Fundy, and 

b was left to referees, of whom Mr. Joshua Bates was umpire, and they decided 
that the Bay of Fundy was not a territorial bay of Great Britain, but a part of 
the high seas. This decision was put ly upon its width; but the real ground 
was that one of the assumed head belonged to the United States. and it. 
was necessary to pass the headland in order to get to one of the towns of the 
United States. For these ial reasons the Bay of Fundy, whatever its width, 
was held to be a public and international bay. 

On another occasion, and when he was again arguing this case that 
occupied so much time before that commission, in the course ofa speech 
of Mr. Thompson, the British counsel, there was this interlocution, 
Mr. Dana interrupting: 

Mr. Dawa. The United States had fished there— 

That is, in the Bay of Fandy— 
under a claim of right. England agreed not to disturb them, but still con- 
tended that we had oe Therefore our going in was not an acceptance 
of mes favor from Great tain. This subject was referred to a com: on, 
and the commission decided, not on general grounds, but on the ground that 
one headland was on the American territory. Therefore it wasa special decis- 
ion, and that decision settled the question— 

And I ask the attention ofthe Senator from Massachusetts again to 
this reiteration of the opinion of Mr, Dana at another time and on an- 
other occasion— 
and that decision settled the question as to the Bay of Fundy; so that we have 
not accepted anything from Great Britain which precludes us from taking the 
position always that we had claimed from the first, namely, that we hadaright 
to fish in the Bay of Fundy, 

So that during this long period from 1818 to 1854 there had been a 
vigorons contention by Great Britain for the territorial jurisdiction over 
all the bays which are geographically and nominatim such, and that 
therefore they were within the meaning of the word ‘bay’ in the 
convention of 1818, and the United States had been uniformly held to 
have renounced the right to enter any bay that was geographically 
within the British dominions, except for purposes especially provided. 
While this contention had been argumentatively resisted by the United 
States as to the Bay of Fundy, and in a general way as to the other 
buys, the point had never been yielded in theory by Great Britain, and 
had been practically enforced now and again when the occasion arose, 

In 1854 the result of the troubles in these waters was a treaty of rec- 
iprocity, in which we gave free fish for an unrestricted right of fishing 
in all the territorial waters of the provinces. It was hailed as a happy 
settlement of these long vexed questions, and_the general reciprocity 
of trade and greater commercial freedom provided for was followed, as 
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it always is, by a largely increased volume of exchanges across the” 
border and a proportionately increased prosperity to both sections. 

It will be interesting to read in this connection, as bearing on the 
general subject which now fills the public mind, an extract from the . 
report of Mr. Manning, whom the Senator from Maine so justly cu- 
logized the other day in regard to the effects of the reciprocity treaty 
upon the trade between Canada and this country. He said in his re- 


port: 

From 1812 to 1832 the aggregate annual traffic between the United States and 
the British North American provinces averaged only $3.257,153; from 1832 to 
1845 it rose to $6,313,780, but, under liberal transpo: on arrangements, it rose 
from 1846 to 1858 to no leas an annual average than $14,230,763, leaving in our 
favor. during that period of eight years, a balance of trade of over forty and a 
quarter mill. of dollars. 

It was in 1845 that England, changing her colonial policy, empowered the 
Canadian provinces to make a tariff on imports to suitthemselves. During the 
next year those provinces removed the barrier against American products which 
existed, in the form of differential rates in favor of British products, and ad- 
mitted commodities from our side of the line on the same terms as commodities 
were admitted coming from British ports, In 1819 England, rodbin a her min- 
ister at Washington previously communicated with the Treasury Department, 
presented a er proposition for a further reciprocal relaxation of com- 
mercial restrictions which impeded trade across the boundary line. The ad- 
ministration of President Fillmore endeavored to ak ATS the object for which 
my predecessor in this Department, Mr. Robert J. Walker, strove, in 1846, in 
his correspondence with the British minister, 

This good result of only a partial experiment of reci comity naturally 
led to negotiations for a more comprehensive international arrangement, and 
such a one was concluded in 1554 by negotiations conducted ut Washington, on 
ourside during the administration of President Pierce by a wise and illustri- 
ous statesman and citizen of New York, Mr. Marcy, who was then Secretary of 
State, That reci ity treaty was in force till 1865, a period covering’our civil 
war. Under its uence the aggregate interchange of commodities between. 
ourselves and the iuhabitants of all the British provinces—numbering not as 
many as those of the State of New York—rose from an annual average of a lit- 
tle over $14,000,000, in the previous eight years to over thirty-three and a quar- 
ter millionsin gold in 1855, to nearly fifty millions in 1856, and to eighty-four 


millions in the last year of its existence. 

During the thirteen years the British provinces, according to their official re- 
turns, purchased from us articles val at over three hundred and fifty-nine 
and a half millions of dollars in gold, and we bought from them one hundred 
and ninety-seven millions, thus making an international trade of nearly five 

undred and -six and a half millions of dollars on s gold valuation, Lean 
but think that if that treaty of 1854 bad remained in force till this day, the two 
peoples—divided by a boundary line which can only with difficulty be discerned 
from the Arctie Ocean tothe Pacific, from the Pacific to Lake Superior, and from 
Lake Ontario to the Atlantie—would now be one people, at least for all pur- 
poses of production, trade, and business. ‘ 


The fishery articles of the treaty of 1854 did not abrogate the con- 


vention of 1818, but provided that the privileges granted should be in 


addition to the liberty secured to the United States fishermen by the 
convention of October 20, 1818. The preamble states, besides the de- 
sire for freer commercial intercourse, that both Governments *‘ were de- 
sirous to avoid further misunderstanding between their respective cit- 
izens and subjects in regard to the extent of the right of fishing on the 
SETET of British North America under Article I of the convention of 
1818.” ; 

It will sound strange to hear, after the denunciations to which we 
have listened of even the suggestion of free fish, that the American 
fisheries shared in the general prosperity that the conditions of greater 
freedom brought. Yet so it is that the mackerel and cod fisheries of 
New England reached their maximum in 1862, eight years after the 
treaty went into effect, as, according to the statement of Luther Mad- 
dox, secretary of the National Fishery Association, there were then em- 
ployed in these two branches of food fisheries 214,197 tons of shipping, 
as against 146,969 tons in 1854, the treaty year. 

And I think it will sound strange, too, after some of the denuncia- 
tion we have heard here of any suggestion that difficulties in regard to 
fisheries ought to be the subject of negotiation, that the very preamble - 
of the treaty of 1854 declared that both parties were desirous to avoid 
further misunderstanding between their tive citizens and sub- 
jects in regard to the extent of the right of fishing in the British colo- 
nial waters. 

The treaty was brought to an end in 1866 by the United States pur- 
suant toa notice to that effect, but the reasons given for this course 
did not relate to the fishery article, but to the inequalities alleged to 
exist in the partial reciprocity provided for. The debate on the sub- 
ject, both in the Senate and the House, disclosed the fact that the fish- 
ing interests were satisfied with the arrangement and willing that it 
should continue. > 

I have here some extracts from that debate, which I will not trouble 
the Senate now to read, in which the representatives in the House and 
in the Senate from New England expressly declared that with the re- 
sult of the fishing articles of the treaty of 1854 their people were con- 
tent, but it was upon other grounds, in regard to the partial reciprocity 
in trade, as I have said, that they were willing to abrogate the treaty. 
Without troubling the Senate to read them, I will ask leave to print_ 
these extracts in my remarks; but as some Senators near me ask that 
Ishould give them at least an intimation of these statements here, I 
will do so. 

Mr. Hale, of New Hampshire, in the Senate January 11, 1865, said: 

Mr. President, there is another question connected with this subject, the ques- 
tion relating to our fisheries. If there has been any one subject upon which this 
country has been excessively anxious and cautious and sensilive it has been in 
relation to our fisheries on this northeastern coast. It has been the subject of 


very difficult diplomatic correspondence. It was so at the formation of the 
treaty at the conclusion of the war of 1812, So ill-defined were our rights under 


* taken a great deal of interest in it, that we’slkould propose 
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the existing treaties with Great Britain in regard to these fisheries that imme 

diately preceding the ratification of this reciprocity treaty we were upon the 

int of war with Great Britain in relation to them. Our fishi 
n seized by the British Government within waters which the British Gov- 
ernment contended we had no right to occupy. 

Mr, Webster, who was never supposed to be fond of surrendering any rights 
of this country, admitted, when tary of State, that the construction put 
upon the previous treaty of 1818 by Great Britain was the right one. We were 
upon the point of war when this reciprocity treaty so happily adjusted these 

fMculties. The question arose in this way: Great Britain contended, or the 
colonial authorities contended and the claim was sanctioned by Great Britain, 
that the right of the British Government to exclude our fishermen from their 
waters 3 miles off the coast was measured from the headland of one point to 
the headland of another, and excluding our fishermen entirely from the bays 
and 3 miles outside of the bays, t construction was by us, but was 
contended for by Great Britain, and, as I say, it had produced collision and 
the capture of some of our fishermen. That was all happily adjusted by this 
treaty. 

Mr. Sumner, in the Senate, January 11, 1865, said: 

1. The fisheries have been a source of anxiety throughout our history, even 
from the beginning, and forseveral years previous to the reciprocity treaty they 
had been the occasion’ of mutual irritation, verging at times on positive out- 
break. The treaty was followed by entire tranquility, which has not been for 
a moment disturbed. This is a plainadvantage which can not be denied. 


. How different was his opinion from the opinion of Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber Site: who seem to think that mutual irri- 
tation is not a disadvantage whose cause should be removed. 


Bat so far as I have been able toexamine official returns I do not find any fur- 
ther evidence showing the value of the treaty in this connection, while opinions 
even among those most interested in the fisheries are divided. There are parti- 
sans for it in Gloucester, and partisans against it in Maine. 

If the treaty related exclusively to the fisheries I should not be willing to touch 
it. But the practical question is whether the seeming advantage in this respect 
is sufficient to counterbalance the disadvantage in other respects. 

That was Mr. Sumner’s opinion. Mr. Henry Wilson, the distin- 
ished Senator from Massachusetts, on January 12, 1865, in the same 
ebate, said: 

Mr. Wi1sox. When this treaty was negotiated it was believed to be for the 
general interests of the country, and in A peesaa an arret it was especially believed 
to be for our fishing, commercial, and railroad interests. I haye ever been in 
favor of the treaty, and up to this time could never have been induced to vote 
against it. Iam not clear now that it is not for the interests of the State I in 
part represent to let it stand. Iam inclined to think that it is for our interest 
that the treaty should stand as it now does. For the interests of the whole 
country, I am of the opinion that it ought to be modified or perhaps abrogated. 

On a question of so much importance as this, after listening to this debate, I 
do not like to vote inst gentlemen who have studied the question so care- 
fully; and I do not desire to give a vote here that may be su to be against 
the general interests of the country and especially against the interest of my 
own immediate locality. There is with us, there ever has been, a very stron 
feeling in favor of thetreaty. That opinion is now undergoing a change, 
think, in view of its workings during the last three or four years. I know it 
to be the wish of some persons who have studied this subject, and who have 
modify the treaty 

instead of abrogating it. The Senator from Vermont (Mr. Collamer] thinks 
that to be a very poor mode of reaching the result we desire. Well, sir, sup- 
pose that instead of modifying it, when we give this notice we also propose 
the appointment of a commission— 

- It was not considered a thing to be characterized as offensive then 

to propose a commission to settle international difficulties— 
we also propose the esa greny Ree of a commission to negotiate a new treaty upon 
a fair basis; would not that look friendly, would it not look as though we had 
acted for our own interest, and at the same time believed that a good treaty 
would he for the interest of both countries? Believing that, I have pre an 
amendment in the form of a second section to this resolution, which I propose 
to offer whenever it shall bein order. I know that those who have the care of 
this measure, and who have advocated it, havesuggested that we need makeno 
such proposition; that such a proposition would probably come from England, 
but att the sametime, having always been a friend to the treaty, having made up 
my mind under the debate now pending to vote for its abrogation, I desire to 
offer an pamper, the appointment of commissioners to meet com- 
missioners appoin by Sey pape to negotiate a treaty upon a proper basis. I 
. feel constrained, in view of the opinions I have always entertained on the sub- 
ect and the vote Iam about to give, tomove that amendment, which I now do. 

t is to add to the resolution the following provision: 
“And whereas it is desirable that friendly relations should continue between 
the United States and the British provinces in North America, and that com- 
mercial intercourse should be hereafter carried on between them based upon 
true principles of reciprocity : Therefore, 

“pe it further resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is 

hereby, authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
int three commissioners to confer with persons duly authorized by Great 
Britain to negotiate a new treaty which shall be reciprocally beneficial and sat- 
isfactory to both countries.” 


So that Mr. Wilson, as a member of this body and ably representing 
“his State here as a Senator on this floor from Massachusetts, in 1865 
was so disturbed at the suggestion of the abrogation of the reciprocity 
treaty of 1854, was so anxious about its effects upon the very interests 
we are discussing, that he was not content to vote for it except immedi- 
ate steps were taken by the Executive at the suggestion of the Senate 
to make a new treaty which should regulate these important rights 
that we claimed to have in the British colonial waters. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was in the Senate in 1865, 
and, of ‘course, as he always does on all public questions, took an im- 
- portant part in the debate. He said: 


But, Mr, President, I do not base my vote upon this question upon the trade 
as it existed when the treaty was made. Ihave nothing to say as to the wisdom 
of the treaty. Bat it is manifest that now in the present condition of affairs this 
treaty is to our injury. We are compelled now to increase our revenue agents 
along the lakes more than treble. 


The point he made was that we had so little revenue that it did not 
pay for the customs officials along the northern border. 

ut there was no complaint in the course of his speech about the 

effect of the reciprocity treaty and free fish upon the interests of our 


s 


vessels had’ 


New England fisheries. On the contrary, such representative men as 
Mr. HALE and Mr. Wilson declared that the fishing interests of New 
England were satisfied, and that they might well have been is appar- 
ent from the extracts I read awhile ago from the report mađe by Mr. 
Maddox giving the statistics, showing that in eight years after the es- 
tablishment of the reciprocity treaty the cod and mackerel fisheries of 
New England reached their maximum. 

It was not thought unwise in 1854 to adjust the differences that had 
arisen by treaty stipulation, even though in that case it involved the 
opening up of our markets to Canadian fish. After the abrogation of 
the treaty the old troubles broke out anew, although they were miti- 
paea by the license system resorted to by the Dominion Government 

y which on payment of 50 cents a ton the use of the inshore waters 
was secured to American fishermen. This fee was afterwards increased 
to $1 and afterwards to $2, and in 1869 entirely discontinued. Then 
many seizures were made under the Dominion act of 1868, which was 
very stringent and made more so by the amendment of 1870. 

Those Dominion acts have an important bearing on the ment 
that I shall present, and therefore I will farnish a synopsis of them, , 
without troubling the Senate with a reference to the acts themselves, 
for they are very interesting, contained in a history of the fishery ques- 
tion by Charles B. Elliott, LL.B., of the University of Minnesota. 

It is due to Mr. Elliott to say that he has produced a most interest- 
ing and useful book as the result of his study and research, 

Upon the consolidation of the several provinces into the Dominion of Canada 
the Canadian Parliament acquired jurisdiction over the seacoast fisheries. Va- 
rious laws were , of which there were in force at the time of the treaty 
of Washington tle Dominion act of May 22, 1868, and an amendment thereto 
of May 10, 1870. The principal provisions of the act of 1863 were: 

1. The governor may Sper licenses to fish within 3 miles of the coast. 

2. Any one of a number of specified officers may Roos board of any vessel 


within any harbor of Canada, or hovering (in Brit waters) within 3 ma- 
rine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors in Canada, and stay on 
board as long as she may remain within such place or distance. 

3. If such vessel shall be bound elsewhere, and shali continue within such 
harbor or so hovering for twenty-four hours after it shall have been required to 
depart, the officer may bring her into port, search her cargo, and examine the 
master, on oath, touching her vo and cargo. If the master do not truly 
answer the questions put to him, he shall forfeit $400. If the vessel be forei 
and have been found 
3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of Canada not in- 
cluded within the above-mentioned limits without a license, the vessel, stores, 
ae cargo shall be forfeited. Provision is then made for the proceedings upon 
seizure, 

The amendment of 1870 strikes outfrom the third section the provision allow- 
ing the vessel to remain within the harbor or hovering for twenty-four hours 
after notice to depart. 

Under these laws many American vessels have been seized and confiscated. 
The grounds therefor, stated in a pamphlet published in Ottawa in 1870, and 
understood to be official, are as follows: 

1. Fishing within the prescribed limits. 

2. Anchoring or hovering within shore during calm weather without any os- 
tensible cause, having on board ample supplies of wood and water. 

* 3. Lying at anchor and remaining inside of bays to clean and pack fish, 

4. Pahang and bartering bait, and preparing to fish. 

5. Selling goods and buying supplies. 

6. Landing and transsh’ pp g oes of fish. 

Such were the claims of the British home and colonial governments as incor- 
porated in the statutes and instructions,” 


These laws wererigorously executed, and fishing vessels of the United 
States were practically excluded from entering the bays of the Dominion 
even for the purposes mentioned in the convention of 1818. The Gut 
of Canso was threatened to be closed against them, and the abandoned 
headland theory was revived. The consul-general at Montreal, in 
writing to the Secretary of State under date of August 25, 1870, of 
these grievances, says: 

One of the members of the Dominion Government is freely quoted as having 
said that the Government intended, by a strict enforcement of colonial rights, 
to compel a reciprocity treaty with the United States, 

In 1871 the President of the United States with his high joint com- 
mission and the Senate of the United States responded to that threat 
by making a treaty which gave them just what they wanted, free fish 
and our home market to Canadian fishermen. In addition to giving 
them our home market we paid them $5,500,000 for the privilege of 
their inshore fishing. 

Some slurs that were ungenerous, unkind, and unworthy of the Sen- 
ator from Maine were indulged in by him toward the Secretary of 
State, but from that Department during this administration there 
never has come a suggestion that so much looked like what he charac- 
terizes, to use his language, ‘‘a surrender of American rights,’’ as the 
treaty of 1871 in regard to the fishing rights of the United States. 

And yet in the face of this threat it was proclaimed as one of the 
triumphs of General Grant’s administration that all these difficulties 
were composed by a treaty which, for the privilege of an inshore fish- 
ing which our fishermen had just abandoned as not worth the license 
fee of $1 a ton, gave our market to Canadian fish, and five millions and 
half of dollars beside. 

Smarting under the extravagance of the Halifax award, notice was 
given by Congress of the abrogation of this treaty at the expiration of 
its term, and we were at once remitted to the conditions, privileges, 
and restrictions prescribed by the convention of 1818. This is admit- 
ted on all hands. 

Shall we express surprise that the old conditions of disputed rights 
and differing interpretations of the meaning of that contract, with the 


ing or preparing to fish, or to have been fishing within _ 


1888. 
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attendant harsh and offensive conduct_of provincial officials, should 
again occur, or that the questions that were rife from 1824 to 1854 and 
from 1866 to 1871 should be again made as to what was the law and 
meaning of our contract? The treaties of 1854 and 1871 did not at- 
tempt to settle these questions; they only postponed them. The inter- 
mittent character of the practical assertion of her extreme pretensions 
at Great Britain did not operate to yield one jot or tittle of her claims. 

‘he questions of law and interpretation to which they gave rise re- 
main, and will continue a menace to our peace and a source of harass- 
ment and annoyance to the hardy and enterprising fishermen who de- 
serve so well of their country—just as they have proved during the 
periods from 1824 to 1854, and from 1866 to 1871, all the time not cov- 
ered by the reciprocity treaties. Shall an attempt be made to settle 
them? Shall we act in accord with the statesmanship of this country 
during the nearly seventy years of our history by meeting these ques- 
tions on the field of diplomacy, or shall we confess our inferiority by a 
sullen refusal to even consider the points of our difference ? 

The contention of Great Britain as to the proper construction of the 
convention of 1818 must be considered on the reasons alleged in its sup- 
port, and the question be put to ourselves whether, on the whole, with- 
out admitting or denying the contention, this pending treaty has not 
made a disposition of the matter which is the best possible, as well for 
the interests of the whole people as of the fishermen themselves, and 
fe most consonant with the honor, dignity, and peace of the United 

tates. 

That the words of the treaty seem to support their contention is ap- 
parent from the most casual reading. The United States ‘‘ renounce 
the liberty to take, etc., fish on or within 3 marine miles of any of the 
coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions 
in America,’’ within certain limits. 

Mr. Webster acknowledged the force of the contention when, in his 
famous circular, he said: 


It would every? that by a strict and 
convention of 1818, fishing vessels of the 


id construction of this Article I of the 


ing into the bays and rs of the British provinces, except for the purposes 
shelter, repairing and obtaining wood and water. A bay, as is 
usually understood, is an arm or recess of the sea entering from the ocean be- 


Can we improve that definition of a bay which the strong common 
sense of Mr. Webster’s great mind formulated. 

* + * It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to make 
so large a concession to England. 

We are not considering any headland theory now; we will have some- 
thing to say about.that by and by. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senatorif he has read all of Mr. Webster’s 
circular of which he speaks? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; but I did not read all of Mr. Webster’s cir- 
cular just now. 

ae TELLER. I should like to ask him to read the concluding part 
of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iread a partof it just now, but I have not read it all 
now to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has certainly left out the most impor- 
tant part of Mr. Webster’s circular. : 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould be very sorry if I could be justly accused, in 
quoting an authority or quoting the opinion of any one, of unfairly 
stating it, or suppressing any part of it, or modifying the part that I 
read; but I wish to say to the Senator from Colorado that in my opin- 
ion the subsequent portions of that famous circular do not modify at 
all or break the force of the part of the opinion which I have just read. 
He did in the latter part of that circular afterward say that he did not 
admit the British contention, but that does not at all, for the purpose 
for which I have quoted him, modify or qualify the opinion which he 
categorically expressed, that it was an oversight in the commissioners 
of 1818 to make so Jarge a concession to Great Britain. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not intend to charge the Senator from Dela- 
ware with any attempt to conceal; but another portion of that circular, 
it seemed to me, ought to be read when the concession part was read. 
That part ought to be read where he distinctly and positively affirmed 
that he did not yield to the British interpretation of the treaty. 

I should like to ask theSenator a question upon this point, if he has 
looked it up. I think the Senator can not be unfamiliar with the fact 
that it was charged that Mr. Webster never neither wrote the circular 
or signed it, but that it was drawn up in the State Department with- 
out his knowledge. I ask the Senatorif he is not aware that that was 
the charge made at the time? 

Mr. GRAY. This is the first time in my life I ever heard the sug- 
gestion the Senator from Colorado has just made of such a charge hay- 
ing been made. I can only say that it is the first time it ever came to 
my knowledge. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know that that is the fact; I only want to 
say that the charge was made. It was just before Mr. Webster’s death, 
and the charge was made that Mr. Webster had neither written it nor 
read it nor signed it. Of course it has the authority of his name; it 
is signed by him apparently. Upon that subject I am not prepared to 


say that it is the fact and I do not assert it. I only say that that has 
been the charge. 

Mr. GRAY. That circular was written by Mr. Webster, if I re- 
member aright, at his home in Marshfield, and was issued to the fisher- 
men who lived right around him. He was upin their region, and from 
his home, as I understand it, he issued this circular. But in the spring 
of 1852, I have forgotten the exact date, a long, able, and excited de- 
bate occurred in the Senate on the troubles that were then taking place 
up in those northeastern waters in regard to our fishing rights. This 
circular of Mr. Webster’s was quoted and commented upon. It was 


commented upon and criticised adversely by some Senators, by Mr. _ 


Cass, by Mr. Soulé, and by others, and it was warmly defended by Mr. 
Seward 


ward, 

So, if the charge that Mr. Webster was not responsible for the cir- 
cular had been made at tHat time, it certainly would have been brought 
forward in that debate. That debate served to give a publicity to the 
circular which would have drawn out from Mr. Webster or from his 
friends a denial of its authenticity. I donot know what authority the 
Senator from Colorado has; I have no doubt, of course, that he has 
respectable authority for the assertion he makes. 


Mr. TELLER. Ihave not asserted itat all. I only say that it was: 


claimed at that time. 
Mr. GRAY. Claimed by whom? 


Mr. TELLER. Claimed by public people and in the public prints. ° 


I propose to investigate that question, and perhaps I shall have some- 
thing further to say about it. 

Mr. GRAY. I never heard of it before. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed the Senator might in the course of his 
reading have seen the same thing, and therefore I asked him the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GRAY. I never did see it; and Ishould like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado whether he has ever seen a denial made by Mr. Webster 
or authorized by him of the authenticity of that circular ? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I never did. Iam not aware that there was 
ever any made, $ : 

Mr. HOAR. If the circular was written by Mr. Webster at his 
home in Marshfield in 1852, it must have been shortly before his 
death. He was thrown from a carriage in going from the railway sta- 
tion to his home on his return from Washington and never completely 
recovered his health. He never came back to Washington. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know how that may be. I am inclined to 
think that Mr. Webster was at his home or in Boston that spring, and 
that the circular was written up there among the fishing interests and 
among the men who were most interested in the troubles that were 
taking place in those waters; thatit was written there and given to them. 
But what I do mean to say is that the debate occurred just afterwards, 
and was a public debate which excited public attention and great in- 
terest thronghout the country, so that, if Mr. Webster was not the au- 
thor of the circular, his attention would have been called to it, or the 
attention of his friends, andsome denial of its authenticity would have 
been made. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that in 
the very debate to which he alludes it was objected as a serious objec- 
tion to that circular that Mr. Webster had written it at his home and 
not at the State Department, and the answer Mr. Seward made was 
that it had the seal of the State Department to it, and that concluded 
all inquiry on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. In the same debate there was an intimation thatit 
was not Mr. Webster’s. 

Mr. GRAY. I read the whole of that debate. It escaped me if 
there was such an intimation. 
out by the Senator from Colorado, if it is so. I did not see itin the 
debate. 

We are not considering the headland theory now. Weare consider- 
ing the interpretation put by England on the words of the convention 
of 1818. What does it mean when it declares that the United States 
fishermen shall not fish within 3 marine miles of the. bays of the 
British dominions? Are we or are we not excluded by express treaty 
stipulation made by ourselves? What is a territorial bay or jurisdic- 
tional waters in the light of international law and of that enlightened 
self-interest which is its basis? 

I am only stating the case, not deciding it. What do you think of 
it? Is itso preposterous as not to be worthy of a moment’s considera- 
tion, so absurd as not to be the subject of a question or a doubt among 
upright, honest, and intelligent men? Are we perfectly sure that we 
would not make the same contention if the case were reversed? Shall 
we absolve ourselves from the obligation of a contract deliberately en- 
tered into by shutting our ears to all argument, merely because its lit- 
eral interpretation is inconvenient tous? Prideand self-respect as well 
as duty enjoin that even if we ‘“‘havesworn to our own hurt, we should 
change not.’ 

I propose to examine this matter and show that American traditions 
and American interests require its careful consideration and some 
such adjustment of it as is made in the pending treaty. Look at the 
map of your country, examine its wonderful coast line on two oceans, 


I should be glad to have it pointed ` 
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_ with its magnificent bays and harbors. Consider that great mare 
“ clausum of Behring Sea and the fisheries that will in-afew years surpass 
in value any in the world, and say whether we can afford to establish 

_ any narrow or restricted doctrine of territorial waters. Such has not 
been the teaching of American jurists and American statesmen. This 
continent, dedicated by American freemen to liberty and free institu- 
tions, is no pent-up Utica to be fenced in either by a Chinese wall o! 
commercial restriction or a medieval 3-mile zone, and the jurisdiction 
over the bays that indent and impenetrate the body of our States, will 
never be measured by the doubtful rule of a 3-mile cannon shot. 

There is no settled and established rule of international law on the 

` subject—to restrain this country from asserting the territoriality of all 
waters that are necessary to its peace and welfare. 

International law, itis true, lacks the technical ‘‘ sanction’? of munic- 
ipal law, but it has a moral sanction resting in enlightened self-interest, 
which is hardly less efficient. Wheaton in his Elements of Interna- 

tional Law (Part II., chapteriv., section 5, pages 304-5), thus describes 

it: - 

lependen sources of title, the consent of kind has 
eat ished ree rrian Sees ie MAI ia EAA EA AA urpi nation 
excludes the of every other. Whether this eral consent be considered 
as an implied contract or a positive law, all nations are equally bound by it, 
since all are to it; since none can safely dispute it without impugning 
its own title to its ions, and since it is founded upon mutual utility and 
tends to promote the general welfare of mankind. 

Mr. President, is the rule of international law which is the 
basis of all just claims to the territoriality of the watersthat penetrate 
and indent the body of our States. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he understands 
that we claim these rights adversely to any international law; if, on 
the contrary, it has not been repeatedly asserted here and everywhere 
that we claim them by virtue of a treaty, and not by any international 
Jaw, no matter what the international law is? 

Mr. GRAY. With all respect to the t research and industry of 
the Senator from Colorado, I do not think that he has read as atten- 
tively as he ought the history of this case, or he would not have made 
that remark. I am discussing now the question whether there is any 
settled or established doctrine of international law that prevents the 
United States of America from claiming for itself and for the States the 

_ territoriality and jurisdiction over all the waters that are surrounded 
by its own territory. Mr. Jefferson did not think that there was any 
established rule of international law that prevented him from declaring 
that it was the interest and policy and right of this Government to 
claim, not only a 3-mile marginal belt along our coast, but to extend 
our jurisdiction over an area of water that was measured by the shore- 
line on one side and by the path of the Gulf Stream on the other. 

Kent, in his Conimentaries, vol. I, page 32, speaking of the general 
doctrine, says: 

All that can be reasonably asserted is that the dominion of the sovereign of 
the shore over the contiguous sea extends ns far as is requisite for his safety, 
and for some lawful end. 

At page 30 of the same volume he says: 


Considering the extent of the line of the American coasts, we have a 
right to claim for and defensive regulations a liberal extension of mari- 
time jurisdiction; and it would not be unreasonable, as I apprehend, to assume 
for domestic purposes connected with our safi and welfare the control of 
‘waters on our coasts though included within quite distant headlands, as, for 
instance, from Cape Ann to Cape Cod, and from Nantucket to Montauk Point, 
and from that point to the capes of the Delaware, and from the south cape of 
Florida to the Mississippi. In 1796 our Government thought they were entitled 
in reason to as broad a margin of protected navigation as any nation w ver, 
though at that time they did not positively insist beyond the distance of a ma- 
rine league from the sea shores; and in 1806 our Government thought it would 
not be unreasonable, considering the extent of the United States, the shoalness 
of their coast, and the natural indication futnished by the well-defined path of 
the Gulf Stream, to ex an immunity from belligerent warfare for the space 
between that limit and the American shore. 


Now, althongh such broad claims are not now, as President Woolsey 
in his work on International Law observes, much urged, it serves to 
show what, in the opinion of these two great Americans, was the pol- 
icy and justifiable pretension of this country. 

Wharton, in his work on American Law, laysdown the doctrine lib- 
erally and broadly, and emancipates himself so far as this country is 
concerned from the necessity to assert any obligatory force of a 3-mile 
limit or of any restricted doctrine in regard to the territoriality of bays 
regulated by a 3-mile limit from the shores of such bays. 


It is sufficient here to say— 


Says Mr. Wharton— 

That if the rule amounts to anything, it amounts to the assertion that oer? 
sovereign state has a rightto protect itself from any offensive operations whic’ 
may be undertaken from a base sufficiently near its shore to enable its shore 
to be molested. This is reasonable, and the effect of the rule would be to 

- to extend the belt over which police or punitive jurisdiction could be exercised 
for the purposes of self-defense or revenue protection from 3 to 9 miles, the 
present extreme range of cannon-balls. But this would not authorize the in- 
terference with ships of other nations peaceably passing through such belt. 
All that the extension of the belt to 9 miles would in this view effect would be 
the vesting in each state of police jurisdiction over such a portion of sea 
washing its coast as could be made the basis of operations against its revenue 
or its shores. : < 


Woolsey, speaking of the territoriality of the bays, says: 
Bays of the sea—called in England the king's chambers—are within the juris- 
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tc of the states to whose territory the promontories embracing them be- 
n; = 

That is this case—a simple definition of what is to determine the 
territoriality of a bay. 

Thus the Delaware Bay was declared in 1793 to belong exclusively to the 
United States, 

Mr. Wharton was writing only in regard to marginal waters. But 
as to bays, those recesses of the sea running up into the body of the 
States, called in England the King’s Chambers, there is no doubt as to 
what our policy, our interest, and our practice demand. As I have 
already said, no double cannon-shot or six-mile rule can ever be tole- 
rated here. No State in the Union would for a moment yield the juris- 
diction over the waters that are surrounded by its territory. It is an 
American doctrine which never can be and never will be given up. 
No settled authority of international law can be cited to controvert it. 

Wheaton, at page 320 of Lawrence’s edition, says: 

The maritime territory of every State extends to the ports, harbors, bays, 
mouths of rivers, and adjacent parts of the sea inclosed by headlands, belong- 
ing to the same State. 

At page 341 he says: 


We have already seen that, by the generally approved usage ofnations, which 
at aga basis of international law, the maritime territory of every State ex- 
rirst, To the prs harbors, bays, mouths of rivers, and adjacent parts of the 
sea inclosed by headlands belonging to the same State. 

+ * $ * $ + s 

Thirdly. To the straits and sounds, bounded on both sides of the territory of 
thesame State, so narrow as to be commanded by cannon-shot from both shores, 
and communicating from one sea to another. 


So that the self-interest of civilized states determines this question, 
and there is a general consensus among civilized nations that waters 
within their own territory shall be conceded to them if they make the 
claim and insist upon it and persistently practice the exercise of juris- 
diction over them. So it wasin England in the case of the Bristol 
Channel. (Regina vs. Cunningham.) In that case it was decided that 
that great channel separating England from Wales was British terri- 
torial waters, and that a crime committed outside of the three-mile 
limit from the shores was committed within the body of the county of 
Glamorganshire. So also it was decided by the court of appeals in 
England, I have not the citation of the case here, but it was, as I re- 
member, the case of an Atlantic telegraph company which was re- 
strained from buoying its cable in Conception Bay, Newfoundland, 
more than 3 miles from shore, on the ground that that bay was terri- 
torial, the court saying that the question depended largely on the con- 
figuration of the bay and the practice of the government in asserting 
jurisdiction. So Boston Harbor has been decided to be territorial 
waters of the State of Massachusetts. The waters of Long Island 
Sound are jurisdictional and territorial waters of the State of New 
York, and Delaware Bay was decided as long ago as 1793, by the At- 
torney-General, in the case of the Grange, to be the territorial waters of 
the United States 

Mr. Seward, in the debate that took place in the Senate on August 
14, 1852, when the troubles in these northeastern waters were rife, 
just before the reciprocity treaty, said: 

Again I recall the honorable Senator’s argument, namely— 

That is, the argument of the Senator from Louisiana, Mr, Soulé, to 
whom he was replying— 

Two things unite to give a country dominion over an inland sea, The first is, 
that the land on both sides must be within the dominion ofthe government claim- 
ing jurisdiction; and then that the strait is not more than 6 miles wide; but 
that if the strait is more than 6 miles wide, no such jurisdiction can be claimed. 

Mr. TELLER. From whom are you quoting? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam quoting from Mr. Seward, who is quoting Sena- 
tor Soulé in what I have just read. 

Now, sir— 

Said Mr. Seward— 

Now, sir, this argument seems to me to prove too much. I think it would 
divest the United States of the harbor of Boston, all the land around which be- 
longs to Massachusetts or the United States, while the mouth of the bay is six 
miles wide. It would surrender our dominion over Long Island Sound—a do- 
minion which I think the State of New York and the United States would not 
willingly give up. It would surrender Delaware Bay; it would surrender, I 
think, Albemarle Sound and the Chesapeake Bay; and I believe it would sur- 
adeng Bay of Monterey, and perhaps the Bay of San Francisco on the Pa- 

This eminent statesman saw the danger of being driven by the neces- 
sities of a narrow argument in a special case into positions which would 
embarrass and thwart the broader requirements of a great American 

licy. 

Peso that we are asked to give up and recede from an American policy 
and an American doctrine so long asserted, and so important to our 
honor and our interests, for the sake of the assertion of a doubtfal right 
to fish in a few bays which are admitted to be destitute of value to our 
people, a right which no nation of modern times would admit as to 
bays within her own territory without any well-settled international 
law to support it, and which if established would surrender a larger 
territorial jurisdiction always asserted by the States and the United 
States. ; 

How will you formulate your demand and make your ultimatum? 
Do you believe that the people of this country should be called upon, at 


1888. 
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the cost of a commercial war or of any kind of a war, and at the sac- 

rifice of principles always contended for by them, to force Great Britain 

to admit you to those bays? How does this treaty deal with this 
question? 

Mr. HOAR. Willit disturb the Senator if Iask him a question ? 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator know of a human being in this coun- 
try who puts any claim to these fishery rights on a denial of the juris- 
dictional rights of Great Britain’s waters ? 

Mr. GRAY. I always take issue with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts on a question like this with diffidence, but I never took issue with 
any one in my life with more perfect confidence when I say that there 
is no other ground for our pretension than that the bays of Canada, 
Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland which are over 6 miles in width are 
not territorial bays, and into which American fisherman have the right 
to go, because they can not properly be considered bays within the 
maing of the treaty of 1818. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend does not quite answer my ques- 
tion. I asked him if he knew of any human being who put our 
claim— 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator did not give me time toanswerit. Ican 
not answer it uno flatu. Isaid, and repeat, that no other ground for 
that claim to my knowledge has ever been urged. ThatiswhatI have 
stated; and I said that over and over again this demand has been made 
based upon precisely the ground that I have stated, and it is not the 
ground which the Senator from Massachusetts has stated. 

Mr. HOAR. When? 

Mr. GRAY. In the diplomatic correspondence of this country. I 
did not come here expecting such a question to be asked, but I can find 
it. It has been stated by the t Secretary of State and by his 
predecessors in office, and if I understood the interpretation which the 

. Senator from Massachusetts put upon the decision of the umpire, Mr. 

Bates, it was precisely upon that ground—that the case of the Wash- 

ington was decided, that the Bay of Fundy was not a jurisdictional 

bay of Nova Scotia. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. Perhaps I ought not to 
interrupt the Senatorfurther. I will say, if the Senator will pardon 
me, that having studied this matter-as faithfully as I could, I do not 
know a single man in the world who puts the American claim to these 
fishery rights on a denial or on any question made in regard to the 
jurisdictional rights of Great Britain’s waters. I did not know it until 
the Senator stated it, and I think he will on reflection find that the 
present Secretary of State took a different position. On the contrary 
the Secretary of State in a letter to the citizens of Boston, which Ishall 
comment on before this debate is over, begins by saying that this ques- 
tion solely relates to the fishery rights of one nation in the jurisdictional 
waters of another. 

Unless I have misread the whole history of these 
troubles, unless I have read backwards our diplomatic correspondence, 
the ground upon which we claim to enter these waters under the treaty 
of 1818 is that the bays mentioned in the first article of that treaty are 
not bays of the British dominion unless they be 6 miles or under in 
width, but that if they are 6 miles or under in width they are terri- 
torial bays, and are tnerefore properly bays of the British dominions. 
The Senator from Massachusetts says that he has never heard that 

ent made, and yet over and over again in the debate of 1852 that 
was the ground which was discussed between the Senator from*Michi- 
gan, Mr. Cass, the Senator from Louisiana, Mr. Soulé, and the Senator 
from New York, Mr. Seward. Precisely that ground was discussed and 
no other, 

Now, Mr. President, how does the treaty deal with this question ? 
It is a treaty of interpretation. No rules of international law are laid 
down or are controverted, but a practical delineation of what were 
reasonably bays within the meaning of the convention of 1818 was 
made, 

It was a practical, sensible, and statesmanlike way in which to deal 
with the subject, keeping in view the importance to the United States 
of a broad and liberal doctrine in regard to territorial waters, and giv- 
ing force to the plain and natural meaning of the words of the conven- 
tion of 1818, whereby the United States renounce the right to take fish 
within 3 miles of the coasts, bays, ete., of his Britannic Majesty’s do- 
minions in America not included, etc., within certain limits. And the 
negotiators, in addition to these and other considerations which were 
sufficient to determine the matter, were justified in their conclusions 
by the fact testified to over and over again by the fishermen themselves, 
and solemnly reported to the Senate by one of its own committees, that 
these bays, alleged by Great Britain to be territorial, were of no value 
at all to the fishermen of the United States. 

The Senate committee, in their report made in 1887, after a full in- 
vestigation, say: 

From the investigations made by the committee during the last summer and 
fall, and as the result of the t mass of testimony taken by it and herewith 
returned, the committee believe it to be clear, beyond all dispute, that the right 
to fish within 3 miles of the Dominion shores is of no practical advantage 
whatever to American fishermen. The cod and halibut has been for 
many years almost entirely carried on meiou dalanna from the shores, in the 

or 


deep waters, on banks, etc.; and it is beli: that were there absolute liberty 
for Americans to fish, without of any kind, within 3 


miles of the Dominion shores, no such fisherman would ever think of going 
there for the purpose of catching cod or halibut. 

As the obtaining of bait for class of fishing, the testimony taken 
by the committee in its inquiries clearly demonstrates that there is no necessity 
whatever for American en to resort to Canadian waters for that pur- 
pos Clam baitis found in immense quantities in our own waters, and there 

ve been instances, so frequent and continuous as to amount to a habit, of the 
Canadians themselves resorting to American waters or ports for the purpose of 
obtaining it. The squid bait is found on the very banks where the fishing goes 
on. So that the instances would be extremely rare when any American fis! uing 
vessel would wish to resort to a Dominion port for the purpose of buying bait 
for this kind of fishing. 

It was also proved before the committee that, with the rarest exception, it 
would be absolutely injurious to the pecuniary interests of all concerned for 
American vessels to resort to Dominion ports or waters, except in need or dis- 
tress, for the time taken in such departures from the cod and enaga, Stree 
or from direct sailing to and from them, isso great that, with or without the 
difference of port expenses, time and money are both lost in such visits. 


That report of the committee is fally justified and grounded upon 
the testimony that was taken and returned with their report. It is 
very voluminous. It is published, and it is worth reading as showing 
what are the facts in regard to the value of these waters about which 
so much trouble has been and is constantly being made. 

It is true that the skippers, the masters of boats, do not want and 
do not need to resort to Newfoundland and Nova Scotia ports, but 
the trouble with them is, as I shall show, that they have to run in 
there because their crews are in large part—I do not say the larger 
part, but they are in large part—composed of Canadians, men who 
have their wives and their families in Nova Scotiaand Newfoundland, 
and they insist that occasion shall be made for resort to their own 
shores that they may visit their own families. That isthe trouble ina 
great degree, 

Mr. GEORGE. The crews of American fishing vessels ? 

Mr. GRAY. The crews of American fishirg vessels, who are in 
large part composed of Canadians. 

Mr. TELLER. Do you mean a majority? . : 

Mr. GRAY. No, Ido not mean a majority; but they are in large 
part from Nova Scotia and from Newfoundland, and, as I have said, - 
they have their families there, and they insist upon going in there upon 
some pretext. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
should like to suggest to him that the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Manning, made an estimate that 78 per cent. of all those crews were 
Americans. 

Mr. GRAY. I know all about that, I think. I never say I know 
all about anything without a great deal of diffidence, but I think I 
know allabout the estimate of Mr. Manning and where the figures were 
obtained upon which he made that statement. They were based upon 
the estimates of Mr. Carroll D. Wright, and I have here, and will read 
to the Senate, if Ido not t too much on their patience; some- 
thing from Mr. Carroll D, Wright to explain some of the discrepancies 
which occur in the figures taken from the census reports and from his 
own reports as commissioner of labor in Massachusetts, I think. Al- 
though it is a little out of connection, it will not be out of place that 
I should say something about this fact. 2 

The owners and outfitters in Gloucester, Provincetown, Portland, and 
Wellfleet have the right, I do not dispute it, to get their crews wher- 
ever they can. They bave a right to employ Nora Scotians and men 
from Newfoundland, because I know that there are good fishermen in 
those regions; they pass their lives out on those banks and living in 
their boats, Obeying the ordinary rules that govern men in the pur- 
suit of gain, in the pursuit of honest gain and honest livelihood, they 
employ fishermen wherever they can most advantagéo to them- 
selves employ them. I am making no criticism adverse to them on 
that ground, but it is interesting in this debate, after so much has been 
said about a subject in which I feel a deep interest, and that is the main- 
tenance of these fisheries as a nursery for American seamen, as a source 
of supply when we shall need them to man our ships of war, to have 
some place where we can get these hardy men inured to the toils and 
dangers of the sea, to spring into the shrouds of onr crnisers and war 
ships and defend the honor of our country as only an American sailor can 
defend it—I say it is interesting in that connection to know that the 
reason why it is so important that these American vessels shall 
resort to Newfoundland and Nova Scotia is principally the one I have 
given. I find here an article in the Barnstable County Journal—that 
sounds like good old Massachusetts—a paper published in a fishing 
town, I think, the following statement—— 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date? 

Mr. GRAY. April 28, 1888. It is an official tabular statement 
of the fisheries in Provincetown, that is a town on Cape Cod, and Well- 
fleet, in the district of Barnstable, for the year 1887. I will ask leave 
to print this table in my remarks, but I will give some interesting 
items from it. It gives the name of the vessel, and the Americans and 
foreigners whomanned the schooners from Provincetown. Theschooner 
Carry C. Miles in 1887 had fifteen men. Seven were Americans and 
eight were foreigners, presumably from Canada or the provinces. 

Mr. TELLER. How do you get that?, 3 

Mr. GRAY. Iam allowed, I suppose, to draw an inference myself, 
or even to indulge in a ption, if it is not a very violent one, 

Mr. TELLER. I only wanted to know the fact. 
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Mr. GRAY. I said presumptively they were Canadians. The 
schooner Alice had thirteen Americans out of fifteen} the Edith Mc- 
Intyre had seventeen Americans out of twenty. As I understand this 
table, among the Americans are included not only native-born Ameri- 
cans but naturalized Americans. So there isno distinction, and I wish 
to make no distinction between native-born and naturalized Ameri- 


cans, 

Mr. GEORGE. Are they all American vessels? 

Mr. GRAY. They are all American vessels, from the town of Prov 
incetown. It is a long list, and Provincetown is not the most impor 
tant, it is not the largest fishing port in Massachusetts. From this 
table you will form some idea of the number of vessels that sail from 

- Massachusetts and engage in this fishing. It is and may be made a 
great nursery of American seamen. - 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. GRAY. The aggregate is stated. Ont of 771 fishermen there 
were 394 Americans and 377 foreigners. The table is as follows: 


[From the Barnstable County Journal, Barnstable, Mass., April 28, 1888.] 


The Cape Cod fisheries—Official tabular statement of the fisheries in Prov- 
incetown and Wellfleet, in the district of Barnstable, for the year 1887. 


Name of vessel and port. Ameri- |F konnia Total. 


cans, e 


PROVINCETOWN, 


7 8 15 

13 2 15 

17 3 20 

15 5 20 

16 6 22 

5 8 13 

if 9 16 

7 6 13 

6 4 20 

Sedseciesehies 3 13 16 

17 3 20 

Lizzie Colby... l4 6 20 
Nellie Swift... 10 9 19 
“Louisa A. Grout. 7 15 22 
Lizzie W. Matheso 10 15 25 
Gertrude...........-. 7 5 12 
Georgie D. Paine... 5 18 23 
Pearl Nelson... 6 il 17 
Annie R. Kem 15 7 22 
G. W. Bentley.. 6 9 15 
William Mat 5 11 16 
Willie L. Swift... 8 10 18 
Freddie W. Alton.. 4 9 13 
Hattie D., Linnell... 15 1 6 
G. M. Hopkins... 7 8 15 
Joseph A. Manta 10 6 16 
Philominia Man 10 6 16 
John M, Ball...... 4 11 15 
Zephyr... 8 6 l4 
Mary E. Whorf. 11 4 15 
Alice Raymond 10 4 14 
Alice Norwoo 2 12 14 
Ethel Swift..... 12 10 22 
Ellen A. Swift d 10 9 19 
Maggie Mitohell.......es.ssseressesicososssossescsnncosoosseorseseosoe 3 9 12 
G. Crosby 8 8 16 
Lizzie Smith....... 8 8 16 
Newell B. Hawes .. 9 7 16 
Lizzie D. Barker.... 1 15 16 
France B. Hiller. 12 4 16 
Alice P, Higgi 4 il 15 
H. W. Pervere 6 10 16 
Benjamin Oliv: 1 13 14 
Lucie M. Jenkins.. 8 6 14 
Nathan Cleaves..... 11 5 16 
Charles F. Atwood........... l4 2 16 
pty em INE E AENA NANT A 304 | 377 | 77 


Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from that, will he allow me 
to make one statement which I am sure he will want to have made? 
I have examined very carefully the statistics of the particular matter 
the Senator has been speaking of. They are derived from four separate 
sources: Mr. Wright’s statistics of the fisheries proper of Massachu- 
setts, the statistics on the same subject coming from the report of pop- 
ulation, the census of 1880, and the report of our national fisheries 
commission for 1887. The last three, so far as published, relate to 
1886 and 1887; I think Mr. Wright’s to 1886, and the fisheries com- 
mission report to 1887. These things are stated a little differently, 
but the average of Americans is considerably over 60 per cent. in all 
the Massachusetis fisheries. Of the remaining 40 per cent., or a little 
under, about 19 belong to the British provinces and about 21 are other 
foreigners. TheSenator thought thatall the foreigners were included 
in Nova Scotians. They are Portuguese, Basques, Italians, and some 
are from the northern nations of Europe. 

If the Senator will allow me I wish to state one otherthing in regard 
to the Nova Scotians, Admiral Wellesley, who commanded the British 


fleet on the Nova Scotian coast, and Sir John A. Macdonald have both 
made very urgent representations to the British Government, which I 
shall read to the Senate in full pretty soon, in which they say that their 
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policy of tolerance of American vessels is inducing Nova Scotia fisher- 

men to enlist in American vessels and thereupon they become Ameri- 

canized; that they will—— 

7 Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts is making my speech 
or me. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator will allow me just to finish this sentence. 
They say that they lose their affection for Her Majesty’s Government 
one a very large portion of these men sooner or later get naturalized 

ere. 


Mr. GRAY. With regard to the statistics to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts alludes, I think I am pretty familiar with them. I 
thought I had here a letter from Mr. Carroll D. Wright, in which he 
comments upon the irreconcilable discrepancies between the fishery 
schedule of the census and the returns made under the bureau of labor 
and fisheries in Massachusetts, and he says he can not explain them. 

Mr, HOAR. I have a letter from Mr. Wright. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a letter from Mr. Wright, written within a few 
weeks, in which he calls attention to the fact that in the census of pop- 
ulation and in the fishery schedule the fishermen of Massachusetts are 
set down at about 14,000 in round numbers, and that includes all those 
who are engaged in clamming and digging for mussels and procuring 
bait and weir-fishing, but they do not undertake to separate in their 
schedules those who sail out on these banks codfishing and mackerel- 
ing, and the returns made under the Massachusetts bureau put the 
figures down at 7,980 instead of 14,000; and he says that it is impos- 
sible to account for the discrepancy. Mr. Wright’s statement is as 
follows: 

From the population schedules it appears the number of separate, individual 
fishermen of Massachusetts for the year 1885 was 7,973, of which number 3,843 
were foreign-born and 4,130 native-born, but of the foreign-born 841 were nat- 
uralized citizens; so the native-born and naturalized citizens numbered 4,130 
native-born, plus 841 naturalized citizens, equal 4,971 native and naturalized 
citizens, as against 3,002 what might be called aliens. R 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Just wait one moment and I will allow the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Do notlet me interrupt you in your time. I certainly 
should be very sorry to do that. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought I had Mr. Wright’s letter here, but I have 
not. He goes on to analyze as far as he can, admitting the fact that 
it was impossible to get from the fishery outfitters and owners of ves- 
sels correct returns, because they would not give them, and he shows 
from the imperfect returns that he can get (he admits that they are 
imperfect) that nearly 50 per cent. were unnaturalized foreigners, and 
the large part of them were from the provinces. 

Very much in the line of what the Senator from Massachusetts was 
saying just now when Isaid he was making my speech, I wish to read 
in this connection from the debate which took place in the Canadian 
Parliament, and that seems to be a favorite reference with the Senator 
from Maine and others in this debate, so far as it has gone. On the 
13th of April of this year, in debating this treaty, General Laurie, who 
is op to the treaty, and almost as emphaticand violent in his op- 
position as the Senator from Maine on our side, said: 

I mention this because, even in the matter of duty, as a rule the crews of ves- 
sels receive one-half the outturn. Now, it is the impression that they are pro- 
tecting American fishermen, that the duty is practically a bounty which goes 
to American fishermen as o poaa to provincial fishermen; but, as a matter of 
fact, these fishermen, not wild, harum-scarum young men, but for the most part 
fathers of families, who have made a practice of going away to the United 
States, who own they do not do any better when they go, but who go use 
they have been in the habit of going and do not like to change the system, ob- 
tain one-half of the present duty so long as the duty is imposed. So the duty, 
instead of going into American pockets, largely goes into the pockets of our 
own fishermen. 

Anhonorable MEMBER. Oh, oh! 

General LAurres. Perhaps, if the honorable gentleman will visit the mari- 
time provinces, he will find out that what I am saying is an actual fact. Iam 
not king of what I have read, but Iam speaking of what I know. There 
are d vantages in connection with shipping in United States vessels. They 
are more reckless in sailing than our vessels, and while they do make larger 
returns, they also make larger losses, I now refer to the book which the 
finance minister was told he should have referred to more frequently, and I find 
that the losses of Gloucester vessels during the season of 1887 amounted to 
twenty-two vessels and one hundred and forty-five lives, of which I am sorry 
to say a very l proportion, far more than the majority, were those of fish- 
ermen from the lower provinces. 

Here is a bit of what lawyers call unconscious testimony, taken at 
random, the return of losses of the Gloucester fleet for one year: 

Twenty-two vessels and one hundred and forty-five lives, of which I am sorry 
to say avery large proportion—far more than the majority—were those of fish- 
ermen from the lower provinces, 

How does it happen, Mr. President, that if the proportion is as the 
Senator from Massachusetts says, only about 19 per cent., when you 
come to foot up the losses of the Gloucester fleet forone year you find that 
60 or 70 per cent. of those losses are the drowning of Nova Scotia fish- 
ermen? Were they selected as the special objects of the wrath of Al- 
mighty God? Did He direct His thunderbolts and His cyclones at the 
heads of these poor Nova Scotia fishermen more directly and with more 
of intent and purpose than He did against their Yankee shipmates? 
Here is testimony which speaks louder than statistics, londer than 
tables, that when you come to foot up the losses for one year you find 
that a large majority of those who were lost were from the provinces. 

That was for the year 1887. I have some figures here of the same 


1888. 
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kind in a publication of Proctor Brothers’ list of vessels, published in 
1886 in Gloucester. That publication was not made with any inten- 
tion that it should have a bearing upon this question. It was a com- 
mercial publication, and it gives the losses of life between September 
1, 1885, and September, 1886, of the Gloucester fishing fleet, as 104, of 
which 52 were Canadians, 25 were of other foreign nationalities, 17 
were unknown, and 10 were Americans, 

Where is the nursery of American seamen that has been fostered or 
is being fostered by this policy that is so vaunted here by the Senator 
from Maine? I desire to see, and I believe that all true Americans de- 
sire to see, this fishing industry nourished and protected. Isympathize 
with the brave men who pursue their perilous calling on the heaving 
bosom of the Atlantic Ocean; but I submit that we are destroying that 
industry and we are handing it over to the men who are employed in 
the provinces, and excluding and sending our own men into other oc- 
cupations—shoemaking, farming, and what not—the hardy American 
boys who, following the example of their fathers for generations, would 
have sought the decks of American fishermen. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like to interrupt the Senator. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GRAY. I want to get through—— 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator. : 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Colorado must pardon me if I de- 
cline to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; but I have here an authority which dis- 
putes his statement, and I should like to give it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not expect gentlemen on the other side of this 
question to at once admit the force of the argument, or that they will 
have nothing to say in response. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not speaking of the argument, but I refer to 
the statement of the Treasury Department, 

Mr. GRAY. There are conflicting statements, and that is the very 
reason why I called upon the unconscious testimony of this list of losses 
as being more reliable and throwing a more certain light upon this 
question than statistics which are made to order and gathered together 
for a pu As bearing on this subjectit is quite interesting to note 
the fact that many of the vessels that were in trouble in Canadian waters 
and ports, as reported by the Secretary of State during the last two 
years, were outraged, as the Senator from Maine would call it, by not 
being allowed to ship crews in Canadian ports. Here are some of these 
“outrages,” taken from a siugle list sent us by the Secretary of State: 

6. Bertha D. Nickerson (schooner).—Booth Bay, Me.; N. E. Nickerson, master. 
Occasioned considerable expense by being denied Canadian harbors to procure 
crew, and detained in spring while waiting for men to come from Nova Scotia, 
(From statements of 8. Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth Bay, Me ) 

14, Abdon Keene (schooner).—Bremen, Me.; William C. Keene, master. Was 
not allowed to ship or land crew at Nova Scotia ports, and owner had to pay 
for their transportation to Maine. (From statements of William C. Keene, 
owner and master, Bremen, Me.) 

15. William Keene (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Daniel Kimball, master. Not 
allowed to ship a man or to send a man ashore except for water, at Liverpool, 
Nova Scotia, and ordered to sea as soon as water was obtained. (From state- 
ments of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Me.) 

21, Pleindes (schooner).—Wellfiect, Mass.; F. W.Snow, master. Driven from 
harbor within twenty-four hours after entering. Not allowed to ship or dis- 
charge men under penalty of $400. (From statements of F. W. Snow, ownerand 
master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

27. Carleton Bell (schooner),—Boothbay, Me.; Seth W. Eldridge, master. 

ioned considerable expense by being denied right to procure crew in Ca- 


_nedian harbors, and detained in ya 2 while waiting for men to come from 
sh Scotia, (From statements of S. Nickerson & Sons, owners, Boothbay, 
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33. D. D. Geyer (schooner).—Portland, Me.; John K. Craig, master. Bein 
refused privilege of touching at a Nova Scotia port to take on resident crew aL: 
rendy engaged, owner was eyy pen to provide passage for men to Portland, at 
considerable cost, causing great lossof time, (From statements of F. H. Jordan, 
owner, Portland, Me. 

34. Good Templar (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Flias Tarleton, master. Touched 
at La Haye, Nova Scotia, to take on crew already engaged. but was refused 
privilege and ordered to proceed. ‘The men being indispensable to voyage, had 
them delivered on board outside of 3-mile limit by a Nova Scotia boat. (From 
statements of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Maine.) 

25. Eddie Davidson (schooner).—Wellflect, Mass.; John D. Snow, master. 
June 12, 1886, touched at Cape Island, Nova Scotia, but was not permitted to 
take on part of crew. Loarded by customs officer and ordered to sail within 
twenty-four hours. Not allowed to buy food in ports on Gulf of St. Lawrence. 
(From statements of John D. Snow, owner and master, Wellfiect, Mass.) 

39. Louisa A, Grout (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass.; Joseph Hatch, jr.; 
master. Took permit to touch and trade; arrived at St. Peter’s, Cape Breton, 
in afternoon of May 19, 1886; entered and cleared according to law ; was obliged 
to take inexperienced men at their own prices to complete fishing crew, to get 
tosca before the arrival of a seizing oficer who had started from Straits of Canso 
at 5 o’clock same afternoon in search of vessel, having been advised by tele- 
graph of the shipping of men. (From statements of Joseph Hatch, jr., owner 
and master, Provincetown, Mass.) 

41. Florine F. Nickerson (schooner).—Chatham, Mass; Nathaniel E. Eldridge 
master. Engaged fishermen for vessel at Liverpool, Nova Scotia, but action o 
Canadian Government necessitated the paying of their transportation to the 
United States, and loss of time to vessel while awaiting their arrival; otherwise 
would have called for them on way to fishing-grounds, 

43. Sir Knight (schooner),—Southport, Me.; k Rand, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Noya Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing-grounds, 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

44. Uncle Joe (schooner).—Southport, Me.; J. W. Pierce, master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ete for them on her way to the fishing-grounds. 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

45. WillieG. ceria i Epon Me. ; Albert F. master. Compelled 
to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not being 


allowed to call at Nova Scotia 

(From statements of William 
46. Lady Elgin (schooner).—Southport, Me.; George W. Pierce, master. Come 
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grounds. (From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me. 
48. Ripley Ropes (schooner).—Southport, Me.; 0. E. Hare, master. Vessel 
Seer J to sail when telegram from authorities at Ottawa refused ion to 
touch at Canadian ports to ship men; repen gee’ A obliged to pay for their 
transportation to Maine, and vessel detained while ahau A eir arrival, 
(From statements of man è.) 


Orne & Son, owners, Southport, 
49. Jennie Armstrong (schooner).—Southport, Me.; A. O. Webber, master. 


Vessel ee to sail when telegram from authorities at Ottawa refused permis- 
sion to touch at Canadian ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for 
their transportation to Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting their arrival. 
(From statements of Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Sy 

50. Vanguard (schooner).—Southport, Me. ; O. C. Dyer, master. Vessel ready 
to sail when telegram from authorities refused permission to touch at Canadian 
pa to ship men; consequently obli to pay. for their riation to 

Taine, and vessel detained while await rare) r arrival. (From statements of 

e. 


Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, 

These are the outrages that ap most strongly to the hearts of 
the great fishing combines and outfitters who own the schooners and 
divide the profits that these fishing ventures bring. They are not 
conducting a school for American seamen. They are pursuing their 
own advantage, as they have a right to, but they are not the only men - 
whom this treaty was designed to protect. It was made in the interest * 
of the poor men who live in these American fishing ports, the hardy 
Yankee fishermen as well. And we need not heed the clamor or the 
denunciation in which these owners and outfitters indulge at bei 
compelled to depend more largely than they have been doing on the 
home market for their labor. 

Now, what has been accomplished by this treaty for the fishermen? 
In the first place we have surrendered no doctrine as to jurisdictional 
waters which it was important to the United States to maintain. So 
far as area goes we have conceded less of our contention than Great, 
Britain has of hers, and nothing of any value has been conceded by us. 
For uncertain, vague, and disputed lines of exclusion there is given 
reasonable, certain, and easily ascertained lines, marked by definite 
and prominent landmarks. 

The headland dispute is forever disposed of, and in our favor. As to 
the importance of certainty to the fishermen in regard to what their 
rights in these colonial waters really are, Mr. Fitz J. Babson, the most 
intelligent of the witnesses before the sub-Committee on Foreign Affairs 
in the fall of 1886, of large experience as collector of the port of Glouces- 
ter for seventeen years, among fishermen and as to fishing interests, thus 
gives his testimony in response to a question from Senator FRYE: 

The question of the headlands is, of course, one that is, I think, of national 
importance. 

Yet we hear just now from gentlemen who have never dropped a line 
in the Atlantic Ocean, who bave never stood upon the deck of a fisher- 
man, that the headland theory had been abandoned, exploded long ago, 
and Mr. Fitz John Babson, right from among these fishermen, repre- 
senting them, says that the question of the headland is one that— 

I think is of national importance. Our rights should be settled by the United 
States asserting and maintaining some position. Our fishermen have been un- 
certain as to their rights in many cases on account of the lack of any ition 
having been taken ts our Government with reference to their rights in those 


waters, and where there have been disputes our fishermen have had trouble on 
that account, 5 


So that Mr, Fitz John Babson, as any sensible man would, asserts 
that a great and important thing for our fishermen is an ascertainment 
of their rights and a reasonable definition of them. 

I think it can be fairly claimed that these important matters of the 
headlands, and certainty of rights to replace uncertainty, so clearly 
stated by Mr. Babson, have been adequately and advantageously set- 
tled by this treaty. 

And excepting two or three of the bays delineated, all other bays 
over 10 miles wide are conceded, a concession never before made, 
Compare these practical results with the impossible as well as impolitic 
course recommended by the majority, of insisting upon a barren rec- 
ognition of the right to fish in all bays not less than 6 miles wide, after 
seventy years of fruitless demand or silent acquiescence, 

What comment is necessary on the statement of the majority report 
on page 20, that we have given up to the British these great bodies of 
water, meaning the delimited bays, and that we by this treaty ‘‘cede 
to Great Britain complete dominion over these numerous and for fish- 
ing purposes the most valuable of the bays along the coast of British 
North America?’’ We never had the right, except perhaps by an in- 
termittent sufferance, to cast a seine or weta linein any of these waters. 
The right to exclude us was always maintained, and it is misleading 
to say, as the majority report does on page 18, that from the time of 
the seizure of the Washington to the present no case of seizure for 
fishing in these bays has come to the notice of the committee. Nearly 
all the time from the case of the Washington down to the present has 
been covered by the two treaties of reciprocity, and in the intervals 
uncoyered by the permission which those treaties gave to the fisher- 
men of the United States to fish in all British-American waters the 
cases of fishermen warned off from these bays were numerous and of 
constant occurrence. 

Isubmit, therefore, that the delimitation of the bays named in the 
treaty, and the conventional rule of admitting our fishing vessels to 
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fish in bays of 10 miles in width, was a}wise, ical, and advanta- 
geous settlement forusof the interpretation of theconvention of 1818 in 
that and that it will prove wholly beneficial to the fishermen 
of the United States. 

The majority report, in criticising this feature of the treaty, contends 
for the proposition, as one of international law, that no bay over 6 
miles wide can be a territorial bay. This would have been an unwar- 
ranted and uncalled-for surrender of American interests and American 

licy. 

Po Vhat is to be said of the American statesmanship that would lose 
apa ofthe enormous and growing fisheries of the Bering Sea and the 

ka waters, to say nothing of the Atlanticand Pacific coasts, which 
are so vitally affected by this question? 

Mr. President, the majority report and likewise the Senator from 
Maine, are so furious and so illogical in their assaults on this treaty 
that they even find fault with the ninth article, which declares ‘* that 
nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of 
the Strait of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States.” And yet 
it is a fact that though this provision was meant among other things to 

ent any inference of exclusion from the delimitation of Chedabucto 
Bay, it does for the first time in our history absolutely dispose of the 
pretensions of the colonial authorities to control as against our vessels 
the right of transit through this strait or gut of Canso. 

The Senator from Maine says that _no one ever dreamed of closing it. 
The assertion of a right to close this gut was a menace to our vessels 
navigating those waters, and almost asserious initseffects as the actual 
exercise of the asserted right. It always hung over the heads of our 
fishermen who could push their vessels through that narrow channel 
with no assurance that they might not be stopped whenever the tem- 
per or supposed exigency of provincial interests should demand it. 

The mere maintenance of a claim by a great and highly-civilized 
country to do a thing that antagonizes our interests.or our rights, how- 
eyer untenable that claim may be (and I am not sure about its entire 
untenability in this case), disturbs our relations with that country, and 
is just ground for diplomatic negotiation and demand. On the same 


‘principle the assertion in municipal laws, such as the colonial acts of 


1836 and of 1868 and 1870, of the right to order our fishing vessels out of 
harbors and bays, whither they had gone for shelter or other lawful 
pose mentioned in the treaty of 1818, after twenty-four hours, and 

y the act of 1870, without even that limitation, was an abridgment of 
our t rights and violative of good neighborhood and international 
obligations, for which in all these years we have had the right to de- 


-mand their repeal or modification, even though they were only occa- 


sionally enforced and were generally allowed to remain in abeyance. 

Many protests were made by this country in its diplomatic corre- 
spondence with England, but never until these harsh enactments were 
displaced by the stipulations of this treaty were they disavowed by 
Great Britain. 

Tn all that time there was this great feature of our international re- 
lations, that municipal laws were enacted and allowed to remain upon 
the statute-book which distinctly abridged our treaty rights; and yet, 
never until this negotiation and until this treaty has there been a de- 


-~ mand that those laws should be modified, or repealed, or altered so as 


to accommodate themselves to our treaty rights. 

In reply to the assertion that this claim to control the Gut of Canso 
against our fishermen was never made or dreamed of, let me refer Sen- 
ators to the statement of that pretension made by Mr. Thompson, 
British counsel, before the Halifax Commission. I read from page 1778 
of second volume of Halifax Commission. He said: 


My learned friend rather assumed than distinctly stated that the decision in 
ir to the Bay of rea A would have considerable weight in reference to 
other bays. Ideny that. Great Britain expressly guarded herself against any 
such construction. And, moreover, she pee Sr herselfagainst another construc- 

ions between the two governments, namely, that 
the Gut of Canso was common to the two nations. British Government, 
so far as Iam informed—I have no special knowledge on the subject, except 
by the correspondence and negotiations between the two govern- 
ments—emphatically deny that doctrine. The Gut of Canso isa mare clausum 
belongs to Great Britain—to the Dominion of Canada. It is astraiton either 
side which is the territory of the Dominion. There is no foreign shore to 
that strait.. It is not necessary for me to argue, nor shall I argue, what would 
be the effect on the international question, assuming the Guif of St. Lawrence 
to bean open sea, whose waters could be traversed by the keels of other nations 
and to which the Gut of Canso was the only entrance. How far the position I 
assume might be modified, if that were the case, I shall not consider; but such 
is not in fact the case. There is another entrance north of the island of Cape 
Breton and also one by the Straits of Belleisle. 

In connection with this subject, permit me to call yourattention to the instruc- 
tions issued by the British Government to the admiralty, immediately after the 
reciprocity treaty had been abrogated by the United States. 

These instructions are dated April 12, 1866,and were issued by Mr. Cardwell, 
then secretary of state for the colonies, to guide the fleet about to protect the 
es Toe American fisheries: 

*Her 


m na 
(from which Her Majesty’s Government are advised they may be lawfally ex- 
Cay onerata that this permission is used to the injury of co- 
lonial fishermen, or for other nepeoger objects. 

“T have it incommand to make communication to your lordships as con- 
veying Lesh decision of Her Majesty’s Government on this subjeet. 5 


EAE “EDWARD CARDWELL.” 


The law officers of the Crown, in 1812 I think it was, in response to 
a resolution of inquiry from the honse of representatives of Nova Sco- 
tia, say ina carefully prepared opinion, among other things, that they 
have attentively considered the matter— 


And that they are of opinion that, independently of treaty, no foreign coun- 
try has the right to use or navigate the passage of Canso. 


And as late as June 14, 1835, the Secretary of State, writing to Sir 
Lionel West, says: 

I have also to inform you that the masters of the four American fishing ves- 
sels of Gloucester, Mass., Martha A. Bradley, Rattier, Eliza Boynton, and Pi- 
oneer, have severally rted to the consul-general at Halifax that the sub- 
collector of customs ab had warned them to keep outside an imaginary 
line drawn from a point 3 miles outside Canso Head to a point three miles 
outside St. Esprit, on the Cape Breton coast, a distance of 40 miles. This line for 
nearly its entire continuance is distant I2 to 25 miles from the coast, 

The same masters also report that they were warned against going inside an 
imaginary line drawn from it aang 3 miles outside North Cape, on Prince 
Edward Island, to a point3 miles outside of East Point, on the same island, 
a distance of over 100 miles, and that this last-named line was for nearly that 
entire distance about 39 miles from the shore. 


The same authority informed the masters of the vessels referred to that they - 


would not be permitted to enter Bay Chaleur. 


I cite these opinions and facts not to assent to the-pretension, but to 
call attention to the nature of the claim and to the importance of what 
has been accomplished in regard to our rights in this strait, as well as 
in regard to the abrogation of the harsh provisions of these colonial laws 
to which Ia momentagoreferred. The first eight articles of the treaty 
are concerned with the details of the delimitation of the bays, andthe 
ninth and tenth accomplish what I have just stated. The ninth and 
tenth articles are as follows: 

ARTICLE IX. 

Nothing in this treaty shall inte or affect the free navigation of the Strait 

of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States. 
ARTICLE X. 

United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in Arti- 
cle I of this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations common to them and to 

ing vessels of Canada or of Newfoundland. 

They need not report, enter, or clear when putting into such bays or harbors 
for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into the same, outside the 
limits of established ports of entry, for the purpose of 
obtaining water; except that nov such vessel remaining more than twenty-four 
hours, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, within any such port, or com- 
munieating with the shore therein, may be required to report, enter, or clear; 
=< no vessel shall be excused hereby from giving due information to boarding 
ofticers. 

‘They shall not be liable in any such bays or harbors for compulsory pilotage; 
nor, when therein for the purpose of shelter, of repairing damages, of purchas- 
ing wood, or of obtaining water, shall they be liable for harbor dues, tonnage 
dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues; but this enumeration shall 
not p b other es inconsistent with the enjoyment of the liberties re- 
served or secured by the conventiou of October 20, 1818, p 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine, in his speech the other day, 
said about Article X, sneeringly: 

Ts not that an immense privilege to be granted to us? When a United States 
fishing vessel, under the treaty of 1818, puts into a harbor or bay for shelter she 
need not report and enter. There can not be found in the history of any civil- 
ized maritime nation in the whole world an instance where a vessel putting in 
for shelter was compelled to report and enter. No vessel bythe Pe report 
and enter until she communicates with the shore, until she lands a man or a 
cargo or goes to the shore to buy or to ship or do something of that kind, 


And this assertion is boldly made in the face of the fact that the 
statutes of the United States governing the entrance of foreign vessels 
into our waters have provisions in them of just that kind. Section 
2773 of the Revised Statutes provides: 

Sro. 2773. If any vessel, having arrived within the limits of any collection 
district, from any foreign port, departs, or attempts to de from the same, 
unless to proceed on her way to some more interior district to which she may 
be bound, before report or entry shall have been made by the master with the 
collector of some district, the master shall be liable to a penalty of $400; and 
any collector, naval officer, surveyor, or commanderof any revenue cutter may 
cause such vessel to be arrested and brought back to the most convenient port 
of the United States, If, however, it is made to appear by the oath of the mas- 
ter, and of the person next in command, or by other suflicient proof to the satis- 
faction of the collector of the district within which such vessel shall afterward 
come, or to the satisfaction-of the court in which the prosecution for such pen- 
alty may be had, that the departure or attempt to depart was occasioned by 
stress of weather, parsuit or duress of enemies, or other necessity, the penalty 
imposed by this section shall not be incurred. 

So that if a vessel by this law comes within the waters of the United 
States and within a collection district, as all the waters of the United 
States are within collection districts, it is not allowed to depart; we 
imprison her there until she enters and clears, and the only exception 
is where she is driven out—not driven in, but driven out by stress of 
weather or other maritime casualty, Section 2774 provides: 

Within twenty-four hours after the arrival of any vessel, from any foreign 
port, at any port of the United States established by law, at which an officer of 
the customs resides, or within any harbor, inlet, or k thereof, if the hoursof 
business at the office of the chiefofficer of the customs at such port will permit, 
or as soon thereafter as such hours will permit, the master shall repair to such 
office, and make report to the chief officer, of the arrival of the vessel, 


So that in those two sections we provide, notwithstanding the em- 
phasis of the assertion of the Senator from Maine, for just the thing 
which he says no civilized country in this world requires of foreign ves- 
sels coming within its waters. We provide thatif they come within our 
waters and do not enter or clear, no matter where they are, they can 
be pursued and arrested and brought within the jurisdiction. Ishould 
think the fishermen would prefer the liberty of departing to the com- 
pulsion of remaining. And by the section last read foreign vessels are 


purchasing wood or of 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


= 5103 


required to report within twenty-four hoursafterenteringa port, which 
means within a collection district. 

And now with reference to the privileges in addition to those secured 
by Article X. Article XI provides for every facility that a fishing ves- 
sel may require in the ports of the Dominion except the purchase of 
distinctively fishing outfits. Thus commercial rights, so called, are 
secured to jishing vessels which practically are the same as are secured 
to trading vessels by the arrangement of 1430; and the restriction in the 
proviso to the first article of the convention of 1818 of the right of entry 
into bays, harbors, etc., to the four purposes of shelter, repairing dam- 
ages, purchasing wood, and obtaining water is almost abrogated, as all 
these additional purposes for which entry may be made into ports are 
made lawful. 

Let us examine this important article more closely, because the ma- 
jority report of the committee distinctly denies its efficiency to pro- 
duce the results claimed for it by the President. 

To properly understand what this article means and what we have 
secured by it, it is necessary to consider just what the claim or conten- 
tion of Canada was and has always been as to rights of our fishermen 
under the convention of 1818. 

The first. article of that convention, after the clause in which the 
United States renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed orclaimed 
by the inhabitants thereof to take dry, or cure fish on or within 3 ma- 
rine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty’s dominions in America not included within the conceded 
limits, contains the following proviso, which has been repeated so often, 
usque ad nauseam: 

Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be permitted to enter 
such bays or harbors for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, 
of p sing wood and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose what 
ever. But they shall be under such restrictions. as may be necessary to prevent 
their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner whatever 
abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them.” 

There has always been the claim on the part of the provinces and 
Great Britain that this language, plainly and literally interpreted, ex- 
cluded American fishermen from entering all colonial bays and harbors 
for any other purpose than the four purposes mentioned in the proviso, 
and that claim and contention has never been successfully controverted 
by the United States. Mr. Webster and Mr. Everett, as we have seen, 
distinctly admitted its force. Itcan not besuccessfully gainsaid. This 
would give them the right to exclude the visits of fishermen to colonial 
ports for commercial purposes, so they have always contended, though 
they have not at all times exercised the rightclaimed. Andso trueit is 
that American fishermen have for many years, notably during the time 
the reciprocity treaties of 1854 and 1871 were in force and during the 
period of licenses from 1866 to 1870, in all a period of thirty years, as 
well as imperfectly and intermittently before 1854, enjoyed the priv- 
8 of buying bait and supplies and of transshipping their cargoes of 


But their right to do these things was not admitted to exist under 
the convention of 1818, nor do I know that it was ever claimed as a 
right under that convention by the United States. These advan- 
tages were enjoyed; as was admitted by our consul in the Halifax Com- 
Commission, only by suffrance. 7 

In the answer filed by the United States in that case it is said—I 
read from volume 1, page 136— 

Third, That the various incidental and reciprocal advantages of the treaty, 
such as the privileges of c, pure’ ng bait, and other supplies, are not the 
subject of compensation, because the treaty of Washington confers no such 
rights on the inhabitants of the United States, who now cuor them merely by 
suffrance, and who can at any time be deprived of them by the enforcement of 
existing laws or the re-enactment of former oppressive statutes. 

And again, reading from page 123 of the same volume: 

Suffice it now to observe that the claim of Great Britain to be compensated for 
allowing United States fishermen to buy bait and other supplies of British sub- 
jects finds no semblance of foundation in the treaty, by which no right of traffic 
is conceded. The United States are not aware that the former inhospitable 
statutes have ever been repealed. Their enforcement may be renewed at any 
moment; andthe only security against such a course is the fact that such un- 
civilized legislation is far more inconvenient and injurious to the Canadians 
than it can possibly be to American fishermen. e 

On the 5th of September, 1877, Mr. Foster, the agent of the United 
States before that commission, said: 

I will read the motion that was presented on the Ist instant: 

“The counsel and agent of the United States ask the honorable commissioners 
to rule declaring that it is not competent for this commission to award any com- 
pensation for commercial intercourse between the two countries, and that the 
advantages resulting from the practice of purchasing bait, ice, supplies, ete., 
and from being allowed to transship cargoes in British waters, donot constitute 
n foundation for award of compensation, and shall be wholly excluded from the 
consideration of this tribunal.” 

And the commission ruled in accordance with the Constitution of the 
United States by their counselandagent. The counsel for Great Britain 
insisted that these advantages were conceded by the treaty of Wash- 
ington of 1871 as incidental to the enlarged rights to fish thereby 
granted, or that they were not conceded at all. The counsel for the 
United States in all their Jong and able argument on this point, Mr. 
Foster, Mr. Trescott, and Mr. Dana, never suggested any stipulation 
or arrangement existing between the two coùntries under which we en- 
joyed these privileges; and it apparently never occurred to any of them 


invoked as ing the restrictions of the proviso of the first article 
of the convention of 1818. Butthey distinctly admitted that the privi- 
lege, such as it was. depended only on sufferance, which could at any 
time be revoked; and they seemed to rest the exercise of these privi- 
leges more than anything else on the absence of efficient inhibitory 
statutes. 

The act of 59, George IV, and the colonial statutes of 1836, 1868—70, 
only partially and indireetly inhibited the entering of the forbidden 
hays for any other purposes than the four purposes specified in the pro- 
viso. But the statute of the Dominion of 1836 undertook to deal with 
the matter in a very vigorous and harsh fashion, forbidding and pen- 
alizing the entry of American fishermen into the colonial ports and 
harbors which were included in the renunciation by the United States 
in the convention of 1818 for other than the four specified purposes, 
and increased the rigor of the rules regulating the lawful use of the 
bays and harbors. 

The enforcement of old and oppressive statutes and the enactment 
of new ones made a condition of things which was extremely hard for 
our fishermen. Whether the Canadian and British claim was correct 
or not, the hardship for these poor men remained the same. 

The vigor and ability of the remonstrance of our State Department 
is displayed in this volume of correspondence laid before the Senate, 
and it resulted in the negotiations of which this treaty is the fruit, 
having first obtained from the British and colonial authorities a modi- _ 
fication of the instructions which had been in force as to the execution - 
of these harsh enactments. 

And that is a fact which I desire to place upon record, that before 
these negotiations were entered: into on the part of the United States 
with the commissioners of Great Britain, in the spring of 1887, the in- 
structions to the Canadian cruisers had been so modified as to. take 
away from them much of the reproach that belonged to them as being 
in violation of the convention of 1818. Tread from a co ndence 
presented to Parliament by command of the governor-gen May 3, 
1887, in which I find special instructions to fisheries officers, signed by 
George E. Foster, minister of marine and fisheries, and dated the 16th 
of April, 1887. I will not detain the Senate by reading them; but so 
it is that these instructions were so modified as to take away from the 
execution of the law much of the harshness of the provisions that were 
the subject of correspondence in preceding years. So we did not enter 
into these negotiations under the duress and under the threat thatour 
fishermen.would be seized in a manner that was utterly violative of 
their rights under the treaty of 1818. 

Here is the letter in full: 

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES, CANADA, Ottawa, April 16, 1887. 
{Special instructions to fishery officers in, command of fisheries’ protection 


Sim: In reference to the letter of this department, dated March 16, 1886, T have 
to intimate to you that during the present season, and until otherwise ordered, - 
you will be guided in the performance of the duties intrusted to you by the in- 
structions contained in that letter. 

I haye every reason for believing that these have been executed with efficiency 
and firmness, as well as with tion, and a due regard to the rights sceured 
by treaty to foreign fishing vessels resorting to Canadian waters. 

I desire, however, to jas nnr Spee you that, in carrying out those instruc- 
tions and preecs. Canadian inshore fisheries, you should be most careful not 
to strain the interpretation of the Jaw in the d ion of interference with the 


I have, ctc., 
GEO. E. FOSTER, - 
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. 


For the first time since the convention of 1818 our fishermen are 
placed upon the safe and sure basis of a reasonable interpretation of 
their rights under its terms, 

As that concerns the other principal subject of this treaty, I shall 
not be under the necessity of detaining the Senate much longer. 

I consider, as the majority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that 
this Article XI is perhaps the most important in the concession that 


‘that the reciprocal legislation and orders of council of 1830 could be | the Canadians make of any in the treaty, and therefore I will ask the 
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consent of the Senate to dwell upon it at length. What are the pro- 
visions of Article XI? 
ARTICLE XI. 
United States fishing vessels entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
» eastern and northeastern coasts of Canada or of the coasts of Newfoundland 
under stress of weather or other casualty may unload, reload, transship, or sell, 
subject to customs laws and regulations, all fish on board, when snch unload- 
ing, transshipment, or sale is made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may 
replenish outfits, provisions, and piippu damaged or lost by i asnata and in 
case of death or sickness shall be allowed all needful facilities, including the 
shipping of crews. 

That paragraph provides for and secures to the fishing vessels of the 
United States every right of hospitality that they can reasonably de- 
mand, I know the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts think that rights of hospitality ought not to be the subject ot 
treaty stipulation, but that is not the practice in negotiations between 
countries, and I submit to the Senate that where the extent to which 
hospitality has been extended or ought to be extended has ever come 
into question or doubt, it is a matter of the greatest importance and ot 
the greatest advantage to those who are affected by it that that extent 
should be definitely fixed by conventional obligation. 

No fishing vessel of the United States that has lost a man, that has 
had portions of its bait swept overboard, that has lost a sail, lost a 

of water, or met with any other casualty, can be interfered with, 
upon any pretense of customs regulations or what not, from going into 
a Dominion port and there receiving every facility and every advantage 
that possibly can be afforded to men so circumstanced. 

Now, the second paragraph: 

Licenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid coasts of 
Canada or of Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, such provisions and 
supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading vessels,shall be granted to United 
States fishing vessels in such 
charge; and such vessels— 

That means ‘such United States fishing vessels,” and can mean 
nothing else— 
having obtained licenses in the manner aforesaid— 

Which are issued without charge on application— 
shall also be accorded upon all occasions such facilities for the purchase of 
casual or needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily granted to the trad- 
ing vessels; but such provisions or supplies shall not be obtained by barter, 
nor purchased for e or traffic. 

Shall have upon all occasions such facilities for the purchase of cas- 
ual or needful provisions or supplies that are ordinarily granted to 
trading vessels, and that is just the contention we have been making 
through all these years; just the contention the Senator from Maine is 
making and that is made by those who object to the treaty, that we 
want for our fishing vessels just the rights that are accorded to trading 
vessels. Here they are secured by this article; just the rights—for that 
is the word in the bond—that are secured to trading vessels. 


ports promptly upon application and without 


Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that our vessels can go 
into a Canadian port after this treaty ? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not, and Sir Charles Tupper does not. 


Mr. GRAY. Ihave no doubt that the Senator from Massachusetts 

` in order to make good his strictures on this treaty will bring all his 

t powers of exegesis-to bear in order to restrict within as narrow 

ts as possible the privileges that are accorded to us by its terms; 

but I here submit and declare, as the proper interpretation of Article 

~ XI, that under it a fishing vessel may go into a [Canadian port at any 

time, upon all occasions, as the language of the article is, and there 

uurchase all necessary and needful supplies as trading vessels can. 

That is just the privilege we have been claiming for our fishermen that 

they should have, putting it under the arrangement of 1830 that they 
should have just the privilege that trading vessels have. 

Now, the only exception and the only thing taken out of the ampli- 
tude of that right is that-they shall not buy distinctively fishing out- 
fits; but flour and bread and meat, rigging and cordage, chains and 
anchors, and everything thata vessel requires in navigating the waters— 
all these may be pu upon all occasions by application for a li- 
cense, which is required to be given without charge. 

Iam not mistaken in the importance I attach to the privilege ac- 

corded to the United States under this article, because I find that the 
majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations in their report, tak- 
ing a restricted view and arguing that this second paragraph, where it 
gives to fishing vessels on all occasions the right to go into Canadian 
ports to purchase supplies, is confined only to such vessels as have ob- 
tained a license for the homeward voyage, goes on to say: 

If these last-mentioned words— 


Which I have just read— 


If these last-mentioned words have the meanin: Tapuai to them by the Pres- 
ident, the words immediately preceding are absolutely useless and can have no 


meaning whatever. S s X i A à 


» 
And if such a really broad provision— 
There the majority report admits that this article, with the interpre- 
tation I put upon it, is a really broad provision— 
And if such a really broad provision as is supposed was intended to be in- 
serted in the treaty—one which was intended to completely reverse the whole 


British pretension upon the subject, and put our fishing vessels, for all purposes 
of provisions and supplies, upon the same footing that British fishing vessels 


occupy in the United States and that American trading vessels do in the British 
provinces—it certainly should, and probably would, have been stated in lan- 
guage incapable of sincere misunderstanding. 

So that the majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations say dis- 
tinctly that if this article has the meaning which I say it has, which 
the President says it has, and which those who negotiated it say it has, 
it is a really broad provision and completely reverses the whole British 
pretension on that subject and puts American fishermen practically on 
an equality with British trading vessels in American ports. I say it 
does just that thing, and if there is doubt about it,amend it and make 
what is uncertain certain and make what is obscure clear, and I will 
vote for such an amendment; but I dosubmit that without amendment 
it is perfectly clear that we have here all that we have been clamoring 
for, all that former administrations have failed in achieving and secur- 
ing to American fishermen, and that we have it secured and made sure 
for all time by the solemn stipulations of this treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the honorable Senator from Delaware a 
question in reference to this very point on which he has put so much stress, 
It is a very important point with me. As I understand the Senator, he 
thinks that the last clause of Article XI authorizes American vessels to 
go into Canadian ports for purposes in addition to the four purposes men- 
tioned before. I understand, and I think the Senator will find that Sir 
Charles Tupper contends, that it does not; thatitisonly when a vessel is 
in there for shelter, repairs, wood, or water, or in stress of weather, and 
gets a license for the homeward voyage, that during that time she can 
get supplies. That is the point. 

Now, will the Senator be kind enough to look at Article XV, which 
declares that when we have removed our duty and have allowed certain 
articles to be brought into the United States by British subjects with- 
out duty, the privileges of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
aforesaid coast of Canada and Newfoundland shall be accorded to United 
States fishing vessels. 

Mr. GRAY. Read it all. 

Mr. HOAR. I will: 


For the following purposes, namely: 
1. The purchase of provisions, bait, ete. 


Now, if you have got in Article XI, according to the Senator’s no- 
tion, a right to go in for any purpose not limited to the four purposes 
previously defined, how does it happen in Article XV that when we 
remit our duties, then it is provided that we can go in for the four fol- 
lowing purposes when we had been allowed, according to the Senator, 
to go in for any purpose? I should like to have the Senator’s views on 
that proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not suppose the Senator will be satisfied with my 
answer, but I feel perfectly clear in regard to the matter. The Sena- 
tor’s question is ingenious, but I do not think it is at all difficult to 
answer. Article XI permits, necessarily, all American fishing vessels 
to enter the ports of the Dominion upon all occasions to purchase all 
the supplies that are ordinarily sold to trading vessels. That is the 
true interpretation of Article XI, according to my judgment. 

Now, says the Senator from Massachusetts, why does Article XV, which 
contains the offer of certain privileges upon certain conditions, use lan- 
guage like this, that when certain things are done by the United States 
the privilege of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of Canada and 
Newfoundland ‘“‘shall be accorded the United States fishing vessels 
by annual licenses, free of charge, for the following purposes,’’ to buy 
bait, ice, fishing outfits and to transship cargoes, purposes not included 
among those for which they are permitted to enter by Article XI, but 
are in addition to them ? - 

I hardly think it necessary again—because Senators are as familiar as 
Iam with the terms of this treaty—to call attention to the fact that, 
while Article XI provides that American fishing vessels may on all oc- 
casions obtain a license to purchase the supplies that are ordinarily sold 
to American trading vessels, they are not permitted, under that license, 
to purchase anything that concerns a fishing outfit. They can not pur- 
chase bait, they can not purchase fish-hooks, nor seines, nor fishing-lines; 
but when you come to Article XV, which is not operative, which is 
contingent, which is only to go into effect after certain legislation on 
the part of the United States, then they make another offer, and say 
that other and additional privileges shall be accorded to American fish- 
ing vessels—the right to go in for other purposes than those specified 
in Article XI. It is in addition to the privileges of Article XI. They 
say to you in that article you may go in for certain purposes, but you 
may not go in for certain other specified purposes. In Article XV they 
say if the United States doso and so they may go in for these other pur- 
poses, and that is all there is of it. 

Now, Mr. President, if Article XI is as important as I think it is, as 
important as the Senator from Massachusetts thinks it is, and as im- 
portant as the majority of this committee have put themselves on rec- 
ord as saying it is, why should we not honestly unite to secure for 
American fishermen these important advantages, which they have never 
enjoyed in all these seventy years with anything like security and cer- 
tainty and advantage to themselves? Why should we not agree to 
these stipulations in some form which will bind the Canadian Govern- 
ment to do these very things and accord to our fishermen these very 
privileges, the denial of which has been the source of so much trouble 
and so much irritation in the past? Is it not the part of statesman- 
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ship, is it not the part of men who desire the welfare of their country | fishermen are to enjoy, if this treaty be ratified, all these advantages 


and to protect important interests that we should give t them these 
advantages which forthe first? 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachusetts has a sin- 
cere doubt (and if he expresses one I must admit that it is sincere), 
and if the majority of this committee have the doubt that they state 
in their report, why should we not by an amendment meet the ob- 
jection which they haye made to the phraseology of this article and 
put it beyond cavil and beyond dispute that these rights are really 
to be secured by solemn treaty stipniation to American fishermen in 
Canadian waters? I am willing to accept an amendment to Article XI; 
and when I read the report of the majority of the committee it occurred 
to me whether their objection could not be met, if it were only an ob- 
jection intended to besincerely urged, and I draughted thisamendment: 

In line 159, after the word “charge,” to strike out down to and including 
“vessels,” in line 163, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“And United States fishing vessels shall also be granted on all occasions, 
promeele on application and without charge, licenses and all needful facilities 

or the purpose of such casual or needful provisions and supplies as are ordi- 
nerily sold to trading vessels,” 

That will meet any difficulty that remains in the minds of those 
Senators, and then, by their own admission, we have a treaty that really 
contains a broad provision that reverses the whole British pretension 
on that subject for the last seventy years. Why should we not do it? 
The majority report says that it reverses the British pretension if that 
is the true construction of it. The Senator from Massachusetts can- 
didly admits that this isan important article, and if it reads in the 
way I contend it should read, it really secures important privileges to 
American fishermen. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not said that. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I am sorry that the Senator from Massachusetts 
is not as candid as I thought he was. 

Mr. HOAR. I never made any admission on the subject. 

Mr. GRAY. I never supposed the Senator would make any admis- 
sion that was not candid. 

Mr. HOAR. I never made any admission on thesnbject. Does the 
Senator intimate that I am not candid? 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator’spardon. Icertainly did not intend 
by the use of that language to intimate for one moment that the Sen- 
tor would make any statement that was not candid. I only meant to 
say that I did understand the Senator when he rose to make the ad- 
mission which I stated, that this was really animportantarticle. If he 
says he did not, thatis the end of it. 

In place of the condition of rigid exclusion from the inhibited bays 
and harbors under the treaty of 1818, except for the four purposes of 
shelter, repairs, wood, and water, and these only available under police 
regulations which made them well-nigh valueless, our fishermen are 
accorded under this article almost entire and complete freedom of re- 
sort to these same bays and harbors at all times and for all purposes, 
They are relieved even from some of the burdens attaching to trading 
vessels, 

The only things not permitted are the purchase of distinctively fish- 
ing outfits and the shipping of crews, and these things are permitted 
in cases of loss or casualty. 

Now, what is the position of Canada under this treaty? Is it a fair 
and justone for her to assume, and one which it is right and just for 
ns to concede? I declare that it is both, and no fair man, it seems to 
me, can say otherwise. She has conceded nearly all that we have any 
right in fairness to ask. We have no right to demand that while we 
shut her out of our markets, she should give up without reserve every 
advantage that she by reason of her geographical position and 
proximity to the great fishing-banks off her coasts, and that we shall 
make her harbors onr basis of fishing operations while we refuse to 
share with her any advantages that we possess. Lrepeat, she has given 
us nearly everything weask and more than we had the right to demand. 
_ Professor Pomeroy, a law writer of ability and established reputa- 
tion, in an article published in the American Law Review for April, 
1871, in which he discusses the questions concerning the northeastern 
fisheries, which were then rife and troublesome, though soon after set- 
tied by the treaty of Washington, says: 

2. The claim of right to lie at anchor in the bays and harbors and other terri- 
torial waters for the purpose of cleaning and packing fish, or to procure bait 
therein by purchase or barter, or to prepare to fish while therein, or to landand 
transship cargoes of fish. All of these acts are plainly unlawful, and would be 
good grounds for the confiscation of the offending vessel or the infliction of pe- 
cuniary penalties. 

And in the same article, although he says in a note that his remarks 
are based on the fishery treaty of 1818 without reference to any com- 
mercial conventions that may exist between the United States and Great 

3ritain, he nevertheless says—and I know of no commercial conventions 
hetween the respective governments and he apparently does not, except 
the treaty of 1815 and that of 1827, till we come to the reciprocity treaties 
of 1854 and 1871: 

We are thus forced to the conclusion that American fishermen have no right 
to enter the bays and harbors in question and sell goods or purchase supplies 
other than wood and water, y 

“That is the Canadian side of this question, and that is the side which 
they have distinctly given up in this article, and the United States 
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which before they had no right to claim by the law, if Professor Pom- 
eroy was right. 

In the debate in the Canadian house of commons on this treaty the 
other day, Mr. Ellis, of New Brunswick, in advocating its ratification, 
enumerated this list of concessions made by the Canadian Government: 


1. We have by the very act of making this treaty receded from the position 
maintained so long in practice, that Canada and Great Britain could impose 
their own interpretations upon the meaning of the treaty of ISIS, thus enlarging 
the restrictions of that treaty. By doing this we have given the United States 
a precedent upon which to base new demands for the amelioration of the regu- 
lations applied to their fishing vessels should the need arise, 

2. We have almo-t wholly abandoned the contention that fishing vessels aro 
a class by theniselyes and therefore not entitied to any commercial privileges, 

3. We entirely and forever abandon the 3-mile headland theory. 

4. We forever admit the right of United States fishermen to navigate the 
Straits of Canso. 

5. We no longer compel American fishing vessels to depart from our shores 
in twenty-four hours after arrival. 

6. We relieve them from the obnoxious operations of customs regulations en- 

forced against them as fishing vessels, and which were specially severe, as the 
true intent of these laws was to regulate commercial trading only. 
_ 7. We free them from harbor, pilotage, and other duties, which are somelimes 
inhospitably and often capriciously imposed upon them, even in cases when 
they sought shelter, dealing with them in these matters as commercial vessels, 
though denying them the rights of commercial vessels. 

8. We have practically abandoned the course of ordering them to depart if 
naa to be hovering within our waters; and also the plan of putting an 
officer on board of them as a matter of course. 

9. We permit them under certain circumstances to purchase bait, to replenish 
outfits, to ship men, and to transfer cargoes. 

10. We issue to them, free of charge, permits which enable them to purchase 
supplies in ports of entry, on all occasions, just as trading vessels, except that 
they may not do it for barter, and this applies both to the homeward voyage 
and outward voyages. This section does not name bait, but there will be no 
diffculty whatever of purchasing bait under it. 

11. By the fourteenth article we abandon our previous contention that pre- 
paring within Canadian waters to fish is evidence of intention to actually fishy 
within Canadian waters, and we therefore recede from the position taken by 
the act of 1886. 

42, We have limited and defined and reduced the severe Naira imposed by 
that act for violation of our exclusive rights of fishing. Forfeiture of the ves- 
sels is no longer a penalty except for fishing within Canadian waters, or pre- 
paring within these waters to fish therein. In all other cases $3 a ton is the 
highest fine which can be imposed. 3 

13. We have provided a summary process of law for dealing with arrested or 
captured vessels, instead of the old and slow process ot the admiralty court. 


Here is the opinion of a Canadian legislator who is advocating the 
treaty and seeking to commend it to his countrymen. Heis compelled 
to admf®, and frankly and fairly states the advantages that accrue to 
the United States under its provisions. > 

And now we come to another subject, which is made the occasion of 
much adverse comment by the majority of the committee. 
that the right to transship their cargoes of fish belongs to the United 
States fishermen under article 29 of the treaty of Washington, and 
that this has been given up or not secured by the pending treaty. 

As to the right of transshipment by fishing vessels of their cargoes of 
fish, let us see what the argument is against that. Now I am stating 


an argument not as my own, but an argument as made against it by. 


the Canadians themselves, and it is about this: 

The prohibition of the convention of 1818 was not expressly repealed 
by Article X XIX of the treaty of Washington. Was it impliedly re- 
pealed? Such a construction, the books on the construction of statutes 
say, is to be avoided. They lay it down as a canon of construction of 
statutes that there isa general presumption against an intention to 
alter the law beyond the immediate scope of the statute. A general 
act is not to be construed as repealing a particular one, that is, one 


directed towards a special object or a special class of objects; that a - 


general later law does not abrogate an earlier special one by mere im- 
plication. ‘‘Generalia specialibus non derogant.’’ The law does not 
allow its exposition to revoke or alter by construction of genera! words 
any particular statute when the words may have their proper operation 
without it. f 

The system of bonded transit existed long prior to the treaty of 
Washington, and transshipment from fishing vessels was prevented both 
before and after the reciprocity treaty; but the United States in all 
that time made no pretension that the prohibition in the convention 
was inconsistent with the system of bonded transit. After the treaty 
of 1871 was made, Article X XIX stood alongside the fishery articles, 
but Article XXIX with those fishery articles in force could not be 
said to have repealed the prohibitive quoad transshipment. The coun- 
sel of the United States repudiated this idea before the Halifax Com- 
mission. 

‘The commission ruled according to their contention, and the United 
States was relieved from the compensation which they would have 
had to pay if the right to transship had been given by the treaty of 
Washington. Can Article XXIX have a wider scope, that of repeal- 
ing quoad transshipment, the prohibition of the convention, by the re- 
nunciation of the fishery articles? If so, by tearing the treaty in two 
you obtain a wider construction for the remaining half than it previ- 
ously bore. What sufficient reply has the report of the majority of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations made to this argument of the Ca- 
nadian Government. 

I will not stop to read, but will ask leave to print an extract from 
the report of the Senate committee in 1887, in which Mr. EDMUNDS, 


They claim ` 
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who alone signed the report, impliedly admits the right to prevent 
a para pe 
regards commercial and other friend] ay business intercourse between 


and nd plases in the Dominion and the United States, it is, of course, of m 
should be mutually reasonabl 


Bie Canadia ioe and shipping its cargo m to the United States, as 
Canadians mg would be of course a serious disadvantage, and there is,.it 
is thought, not the treaty of 1818 which would warrant such an onge 
But the Dominion Sank may make such a distinction, and it is understood tha’ 
in fact the privilege of so shipping fish from American vessels has been pe ee 
during the last year. 

There is no suggestion here that the fishermen have a right to trans- 
ship their cargoes under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Wash- 
ington, and none such seems to have occurred to the writer of that re- 
port. 

Mr. Dana, in his argument before the Halifax Commission in 1877, 
asked the question: 

Does the treaty of 1871 give the United States the ri 
poros supplies for vessels, and to transship cargoes 


Te himself answered: 

I say the treaty of Washington has not given us these rights. 

And the commission ruled in accordance with this view. 

Now, Mr. President, the hour is so very late and I owe it to the Sen- 
ate to hurry my remarks to a conelusion. There are other articles in 
this treaty which I have not commented upon; but the two leading 
features of the treaty, and especially the full and complete accord of 
commercial privileges to American citizens, I have discussed suffi- 
ciently, I hope, and I know at greater length than has been convenient 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator give way for a motion to ad- 
journ? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir; I would rather conclude to-day. 

But, Mr. President, we are told that this treaty is one that ought not 
to have been made, that this subject was not a subject for negotiation, 
that these difficulties which have come upon us after the abrogation of 
the Washington treaty in 1885 are not to be again the subject of dip- 
lomatic correspondence and to meet with a settlement brought about 

_ by a fair and candid discussion of both sides of the questions involved. 
For the first time in the history of these seventy years we are told that 
this is not again to be a subject of international negotiation. Why 
should it not be so? Whatchange hascomeover the disposition or the 
character-of this country that we should not endeavor to do now what 
the statesmen of 1871 attempted to do and did do in the negotiations 
for the treaty of Washington, what the great men of 1854 attempted to 
do and did do in the negotiation of the reciprocity treaty of that year? 

. Why should we not again take up this question as President Arthur 
ee recommended in his last message to Congress in 1884, in which 


-. Notice of the termination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington 
was duly given to the British Government, and the reciprocal privileges and 
exemptions of the treaty will accordingly cease on July 1, 1885. Phe fisheries 


$ to buy bait, ice, pro- 
thin the British Domin- 


industries, pursued by a numerous class of our on the northern coasts, 
both of the Atlantio patiren are worthy of the fostering care of Con- 
Whenever b tinto Pep aR with the like industries of other 


suggest that 
gress hts in 
the fisheries and te means of opening to our citizens ander just and endurin; 
ar pe the richly-stocked g waters and sealing grounds of Britis! 
orth America. 


President Arthur said this was a subject so important to the interest 
and welfare and honor and dignity of the United States that upon the 
very moment of the termination of the treaty of 1871 there should be 
a commission to take up the whole subject and renew negotiation and 
bring about another understanding between the two countries. 

Mr. President, it was the pleasure of the Senator from Maine to dwell 
a good deal upon what was said in the Canadian Parliament, and he 
quoted Sir Charles Tupper. 

I want very briefly k a the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
in the opinion of many men in the Canadian Parliament this treaty is 
not altogether on the side of Canada, but it concedes everything to the 
Toke States. There are up there members of that Parliament quite 

vigorous and quite as emphatic as the Senator from Maine in assert- 
ing that t that this treaty has conceded everything on the part of Canada 
gained nothing from ihe United States. 

I wish to submit some extracts from the speech, in the Canadian 
Parliament, of Mr. Jones, of Halifax, coming from a fishing district, 
representing a constituency of fishermen, made April 13, 1888, in which 
he says, in opposing the ratification of this treaty: 

Looking at the bill from the beginning to the end and regarding it very care- 
fully in the light of the lanation given by the honorable the minister of 
finance, na the honorable the minister of justice, I have arrived at the conclu- 


concession which the Ame demanded in 1886 under Mr. 


sion that every 
Bayard’s proposal to Lord Salisbury has been granted. Those demands made 


by Mr. Bayard in that year were indignantly rejected by the Canadian Cabinet 
in language strong and gong inn has pa Sanie 

the member for Queen’s, Prince 

the action of the 
the and 


y been read to — house by 
ward Island [Mr. Davies], We sustained 
vernment on that occasion, we ined them pia defendin ng 
every word Lever uttered in this house or out of it I guard 
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myself against using language which ht be used the Americans or 
thsi advocates in depreciating the value of our fisheries. by 


filone asthe hokionabla minister of financeis he his blie ASEEN with 
all the fertility of his imagination and resources, and I admit they are great, 
the OSGA e gentleman was not able during that long and able address with 
which he prsa RY the house on that occasion, to point out one single or solitary 
advantage which the people of Canada would gain if this treaty was put into 
effect, except that it removed doubts on certain points reek which the Americans 
were contending, but which we on this side, and the British Government behind 


in 
tip tose ever since if it was to 


not thie the Canada in this direction. 
>= guage which could have injured it. 


Again Mr. Jones, of Halifax, says: 


Isay, with all due deference to that honorable genes 
desire to exalt him in the opinion of this country, 
one Sir Charles Rhy set 
Chamberlains that 
wants of our Tid 
have acted inde 


man, and without any 
ould rather have had 


gian understood the ako of affairs, RMT if $ could 


ee Prirodni and nothing terests 
of Canada in return. I repeat, with all due respect to those distin, hed gen- 
tlemen who were on the commission with the minister of finance, that their 
desire was, and their sole desire was, to bring about a settlement of questions 
which had been of an irritating character between the United States and Eng- 
wat and we have been told ty Mr. Chamberlain publicly since his return to 

Jand, that he came out here to make a treaty, that he had effected it and 
hal brought about a peaceful solution of a difficult question which he believed 

was going to extend for many years between the two countries. The view I 
take from this evidence is that the honorable gentleman was pressed to yield 
these eS which ceri oe he would not have ais 


answer is acco gto thelaw. These are vepeeens places. Pictou is often 
visited by Aaria fishermen enroute to the North ade and to Prince Edward 
Island, and Sydney harbor is eee an se tg anes of call, and if our fish- 
ermen are obliged to pay all those dues which the honorable gentleman says 
they are on all vessels over 40 tons register,and the American vessels are ex- 
empt under the operations of the treaty, it follows as a matter of course that 
our own fishing vessels are — ata very considerable disadvantage, 
e E * = 
The Soronen have yielded, and have ark upa contention which the 
British Government have made for the last seventy years, and which the Amer- 
icans have practically admitted under the treaties which have been made since 
os and which they practically confirmed by the decision in their own 
cou 


Mr. Kenny said: 

I admit that Canada, in negotiating this treaty, has made certain concessions. 
As regards the value of those Manaa it is impossible to-day to estimate 
them, but we knew when we submitted this matter to a commission and an ar- 
bitration oes ee and Deen concessions must Sere is 

bd * Ea 

As the vaaia EEEE we all know thebinthcondinacs arate 
of life if there is a dispute between neighbors the most expeditious and satisfac- 
tory way of settling it is to call in parties acceptable to the disputants and to ask 
them to consider matter in dispute and adjudicate upon it, and what is ben- 
eficial in private life is equally cial in public life.” 


nis Jones, like the Senator from Maine, again, in reply to Mr. Kenny, 
said: : 
Not for one to give up everything and the other nothing. 

Mr. Kenny was advocating the ratification of the treaty, and very 
sensibly, when Mr. Jones interrupted him with this remark. Mr. 
Eisenhauer, who comes from a fishing district, said: 

T hope that that may be the case— 


That the treaty will be the means of removing difficulties between 
the two countries and lead to wider trade relations— 


but I very much fear we have given away the key we had in our hands, and 
Falh We qould. was Ma Grdet ta bing shoes thii very desiran zarali, 
$ * * 

I E EE E and Belsa i oa will work very injurious! 
to our fishermen. I must say that I antici result of this ea oualy 
commission all eee I knew very well the home government was very 
anxious to have this matter sararae faen ea nesi Pappa ta uite ready to settle 
it in a manner very much contrary to our interests, so that oe OORItAR oe 
prised at reget That is very unfair to us. We were the weakest party of 
the me and we got the aroro of it. 

* * * 
monter for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) S has just taken his seat, 

to think that the concessions do not amount to much, Well, if that 
bonepabis ntleman goes down into his banter yd I think he will find that the 
fishermen there will tell him a different story. I think the concessions are very 
valuable; in fact, I think the Americans have got almost all they wanted, while 
we have got nothing. The honorable member said that there were concessions 
on both sides, but he failed to point them out, and I have failed to hear any 
honorable member point out the least concession which 
Americans, 

Mr. Peter Mitchell, who knows as much about the fishing interests 
of those northern waters aseven the Senator from Maine can claim to 
do, for he was ten years minister of marine, has given his opinion in 
this debate about the concessions that were made by Canada. I sub- 
ħit the following extracts from Mr. Mitchell’s remarks in the Cana- 
dian Parliament: 

My honorable friend comes with his eloquent tongue and persuades us that 
in this delimitation, w) the treaty provides for, we have obtained a great 
concession. Sir, we have PE aiam: everything, and while we have done that 


we have got from the 
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my honorable friend has forgotten one thing. Did he know that there were 


two ends to the shores of America on the A tic? Where is the provision in 
the treaty to give the Canadians the same rights in the Delaware and Chesa- 
e. in Boston Bay, and Narraganset,and Albemarle, and from the Cape of 
lorida past the mouth of the Mississippi? Did we find that the interpretation 
which they set upon the shores, baga, and coasts is the same as they ask us to 
set upon ours? ave they not rights which they claim from headland to head- 
land, and which are enforced even among themselves? It is true it is the sep- 
arate States own them there, but that does not alter the Jaw or right on the 
question. Where has my honorable friend provided in the treaty that we should 
haye the use of those bays in the south of where our boundary terminates? Let 
us have the same privileges in the American. bays, straits, and headlands that 
they demandin ours. There is no such provision inthetreaty. Leta Canadian 
fisherman go down to Delaware or Boston, or go down amongst their oyster 
bays and attempt to fish and he will soon find himself in prison. Did my hon- 
orable friend forget all about that? lam sure not. But my honorable friend 
found himself there with instructions in Mr. Chamberlain’s hands to make a 
treaty, and as to what that treaty was, neither Mr. Chamberlain nor the Brit- 
ish Government cared, and the only man who did care was Sir Lionel Sackville 
West, but ie had to obey his instructions as a servant of the government. He 
was handieapped, weighed down, and overborne by the influence of that great- 

est empire of the world. 

. s * + x $ 

Of course this treaty will pass; there is no doubtabout that, but I disapprove 
of it entirely, as I think the Americans haye got everything and we have got 
nothing. I speak with knowledge of the subject when I say that we have got 
nothing. 

Mr. Foster, in the course of his remarks on the treaty in the Canadian 
Parliament, said: 

“Canada lics a-bleeding,” says the Mail. 

Mr, Mirenenn, And truly so. 

Mr. Fosrer. “A complete surrender,” says the Globe; “Secretary Bayard’s 
victory,” says the Mail; “A complete give-away," says the Halifax Chronicle; 
“Canada betrayed," says the Ottawa Free Press; ‘So far as the United States 
are concerned, they have got everything they ever contended for, ” Hon. Peter 
Mitchell; Tbe great Tupperian surrender, ” the Halifax Recorder; “A base, 
be; ly, blundering surrender,’ Attorney-General Longley. These are some 
of the statements made by the party opposite outside. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand the honorable gentleman to use my name in 
connection with this? 


Mr. Fosrrer. Yes, 
Mr. MITCHELL. What did Peter Mitchell say? 


Mr. Foster. * So far as the United States are concerned, they have got every- 
thing they ever contended for. ™ 

Mr. MITCHELL, So I say now. 

Mr. Fosrrr. Then I did not misrepresent the honorable gentleman. This is 
what they have said outside, and we who have listened to those s; hes inside 
have heard every honorable gentleman who has spoken in opposition intimate, 
if they did not use the words, that it was a “ base and beggariy surrender,” that 
it was a “complete give-away,” that it would be completely injurious to the 
fisheries interests of this country. 

The one apprehension of the New England gentlemen and of Sen- 
ators upon this floor seemed to have been two years ago that no treaty 
could be made which did not surrender the right to put a protective 
tariff upon fish. That was the one thing which made them, as it 
seemed to me, reluctant to enter into any negotiation. That was the 
reason why they rejected so promptly, so emphatically and violently, 
the suggestion of the President that we should have a commission and 
settle these difficulties by a binding, fair, and honorable adjustment 
of them. The Senator from Maine said on more than one occasion in 
this Chamber and out of it that that was a thing we never could give 
up. That was the point upon which they seemed to make their stand, 
so much so that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] on the 
24th of February, 1887, submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it is the ee of the Senate that under present circum- 
stances no negotiation should be undertaken with Great Britain in regard to 
existing difficulties with her province of which has for its object the 
reduction, change, or abolition of any of our existing duties on imports. 

That was the ghost which affrighted the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Heis a high priest in the new church of the home market, and having 
secured the negotiation, just and fair, of a treaty which does not touch 
the tariff on fish, I did suppose that we would have his hearty co-op- 
eration in ratifying what in all other respects seems to be so advanta- 
geous to our fishermen and to our fishing interests. 

I do not advocate free fish at the present time. I know that there 
is a sentiment growing in thiscountry which demands greater freedom 
for commercial intercourse between this country and Canada, and the 
fear that that sentiment may overflow the barriers of tariff even in re- 
gard to the fishing interests may be a well-founded one. 

I know the creation of this home-market club, this new euphemism 
for the old high-tariff idea, as if the home market was going to com- 
mend itself by its name to those who did not believe that we should 
be shut out from intercourse with the world and should be allowed to 
buy some things at least where we could buy them most to our ad- 
vantage. 

I do not see anything they have gained by that euphemism. They 
speak of our home markets, and what does it mean? A market is a 
correlative term. It means a buyerand a seller, but when you gentle- 
men say a home market you mean the comparatively few in one part 
of the contry who claim to own the other side of the bargain, and 
you proceed to round up, to use a Western herdsman’s phrase, and 
corral all the great consuming classes ot the country; and having shut 
them in and told them you are our market, it will be in vain that 
they ask you where is our market, we who want to buy, but you will 
ange to brand them with the new device, our home market, and 

eave the other side of the transaction to take care of itself. Senators 
speak with horror of these wicked Canadians who want to break into 
our home market, forgetting apparently that, after all, God has given 


them no right to trade in the necessities and wants of their fellow- 
men against their wills; and that the market which these wicked people 
want for their own gain to break into is the hungry mouthsand stomachs 
of many millions of poor men, women, and children. Do not let us de- 
ceive ourselves with phrases. ` 

I do not believe that that phrase is going to serve the purpose that it 
was invented to serve; but whether it will, or not, this treaty does not 
trench upon that ground. The President has sent here a convention 
that secures every just right of American fishermen, and Jeaves the 
tariff on fish just where it ought to be left, as asubject to be dealt with 
by the legislative branch of this Government. 

There were some other topics connected with the treaty which I had 
intended te discuss, but my strength and the patience of the Senate is 
exhausted. 

I have had in mind all through the discussion the good name, the 
honor, and the welfare of my country. Senators on the other side of 
this Chamber have talked about the American side and the British side 
of this question. I do not believe that this question will be decided 
by an appeal to prejudice, « 

I deprecate the fact that party lines seem to have been drawn in this 
debate; they should never be recognizable in the determination of a 
great international question. Mr. President, thank God no party in 
this country has a monopoly of patriotism, but if any y has a 
right to be proud of its traditions and its history as being distinctively 
and emphatically American, that party is the Democratic party. Hold- 
ing within its ranks the great body of the plain men who depend upon 
their daily toil for their daily bread, it has from the beginning fought 
the battles of the masses against the classes, and passionately resented 
the influence of English or European traditions upon American insti- 
tutions and Jaws. 

In its nearly sixty years of unbroken ascendency it has developed 
and illustrated American manhood and American courage on the land 
and on the sea in the only foreign wars in which our country was ever 
engaged, and under its patriotic leadership the pages of our history 
have been written in honor and in glory. A brave party, it does not - 
need to protest its courage. It desires peace, but is not afraid of war. 
Above all, it desires to protect the honorand reputation of our country 
by the justness and magnaminity of its dealings with the nations of 
the earth, s 

But it has never faltered and will never falter when steadfast cour- 
age and firm resolve are necessary to protect the humblest citizen who 
rightfully claims his country’s protection. To this its history and tra- 
ditions pledge it as no other party was ever pledged. This pledge the 
country knows that it will redeem when occasion demands. 

If to be American is to maintain the highest standard of national 
honor; to be always igre to be just and even generous in recogniz- 
ing the rights of others; to feel that power and wealth and numbers do 
not justify or warrant bullying or bravado, but make obligatory mod- 
eration in our demands as well as constancy and firmness in the main- 
tenance of our rights; if it means that we should never require what 
we are not willing to yield, then the Democratic party to-day is on the 
American side of this question, and the Secretary of State and the ne- 
gotiators of this treaty and those who defend it here are on the Amer- 
ican side. And the President is on the American side; and the American 
people will recognize the courage and self-sacrificing devotion to their 
highest interests with which this brave, honest, straightforward, and 
sagacious man whom they have elevated to his high place has sought 
toserve them. If in obedience to party caucus, which sits with closed 
doors on this treaty, and keeps veiled in secrecy the real motives which 
govern their votes, the bare majority of this body rejects this honora- 
ble and satisfactory settlement of these long-standing difficulties which 
have been a reproach to the civilization and diplomacy of the two. 
greatest Governments on earth, then we will appeal over their heads 
to the sober judgment of 60,000,000 of people; and over the heads of 
wealthy fishery combines and trusts, who are willing to employ Cana- 
dian labor to swell their dividends, we will appeal to the brave and 
hardy American fishermen, who through hurricane and fog cling to 
shroud and life-line or drift in their dories in those stormy northern 
seas, and whose rights and whose interests have been secured and main- 
tained by this treaty. 

Ithank the Senate for its patience and for its attention. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator if he desires to discuss this 
subject now or hereafter at some future day. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it would hardly be agreeable to the Senate 
to have the discussion proceed to-night. I wish to take the floor. But 
before that point is settled, I ask the Senate if I may have unanimous 
consent to amend a pension bill which hasbeen returned from the other 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As soon as that is done, I should like to haye an 
understanding as to when the discussion of the treaty is to go on. 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate the other day passed a pension bill for an 
aged lady residing in the city where I live, and by accident the report 
which camein from the Committee on Pensions gave the draught of a bill 
which that committee did not intend to report. ‘The bill has been re- 
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turned from the other House, I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the vote by which the bill was passed and the vote by which 
it was ordered toa third reading may be reconsidered, and that an 
amendment, drawn by the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
may be substituted for the body of the bill. It will take but half a 
minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON). The Senator from 
Massachusetts asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that, asin legis- 
lative session, the vote by which the bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Su- 
san E. Alger was be reconsidered, and also the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, in order that he may offer an 
amendment to the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The bill is before the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. After the word “to,” in line 4, I move to strike outall 
down to and including the word ‘‘ pension ” in line 12, in the following 
words: 


Examine the claim of Susan E. Alger, of Worcester, Mass., for a pension on 
account of the death of herson, Warren A. Alger, late of Company D, Fifteenth 
Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, and to allow or to relect said claim as 
if said Warren A. Alger had left no widow ; and if he shall allow said claim, to 
cause the amount to be paid said Susan E. Alger which would bave been due her if 
the paneron had been granted at the time when said widow ceased to receive a 
pension. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations ofthe pen- 
sion laws, the name of Susan E. Alger, mother of Warren A. Alger, late of Com- 
pany D, Fifteenth Regiment of Massachusetis Volunteers. 


So as to read: ‘ 

That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, etc, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 

“amendment, . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move tbat the fisheries treaty, as it is called, 
be postponed until next Monday a week. I hope by general consent 
that will be done. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who 
- now has the floor, desires to go away, and probably it will not be con- 
venient to take it up again until that time. I wish to have it post- 
poned until that time, so as not to stand in the way of other business. 

Mr. HOAR. Two weeks from to-day? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Two weeks from to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the consideration of the fisheries 
treaty be postponed for two weeks from to-day, until Monday, June 
25. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The Senate will now resume its legislative session. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan,of the Revolutionary 


Army; 

‘A vill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langland; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 


R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 
R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; 
R. 2233) ting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 
A bill ir R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 
A bill (H. R. 3000 granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 
. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 
. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 
. R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 
SR. A granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley; 
. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 
. R. 6431) tor the relief of Van Buren Brown; 
Kar s076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 
son S. Baldwin; 
A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 
i <E. ase} granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 
. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 
. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 
. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 
. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 
. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 
. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 
. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 
. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, jr.; 
. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 
n 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
R. 
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The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: ` A 

A bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of Allen Ganter; 

A bill (H. RJ 988) for the relief of Joseph R. White; 

A bill (H+ R. 2273) for the relief of William L. Travis; and 

A bill (H. R. 2537) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon 
R. Tobey. 

The following bills were read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, 
Mich.; and 

A bill (H. R. 9771) for the erection of a public building at Ottumwa, 
Towa. 

The bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the estate of Douglas Dale, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Win- 
nebago reservation was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombighee 
River, in Alabama, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

UTAH TERRITORIAL JUDGES, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend-- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1507) providing 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Utah, and for other purposes; which were in section 3, line 3, after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ to strike out ‘‘is hereby assigned to the third judi- 
cial district in ” and insert ‘‘shall from time to time as the business of 
the courts may require be assigned by the governor of ;’? in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘Utah,’’ to insert ‘‘to either of the judicial districts 
thereof ;’’ in line 5, before the word “‘ district,” to strike out ‘* said” 
and insert ‘‘such;’’ and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ district,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘said ” and insert ‘‘such ;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That temporarily, and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional 
associate justice to be appointed under this act shall from time to time as the 
business of the courts may require, be assigned by the governor of said Terri- 
tory of Utah, to either of the judicial districts thereof, and each of such judges 
may hold separate hearings and trials, or sit and act together for the expedition 
of the business of such district, as they may deem expedient, and the times 
and places as now fixed by the statutes of saia Terrrtory for holding court 
therein shall remain until manger by law. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 291, Order of Business 1359. I willstate that Iam 
informed that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLru] has the right of 
way for a bill which is in his charge, but I desire to call this up for the 
purpose of making some remarks upon it immediately after the morn- 
ing business to-morrow. I will not interfere with the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the special order assigned for the 4th of June, 
and which by unanimous consent was postponed until to day, should 
come up in its order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to its being temporarily laid aside 
for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Illinois, but I am afraid, 
if his motion prevails, it will lose its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no unfinished business, 
the ial order for the day would come up at 2 o'clock to-merrow. 
The Chair understands the motion of the Senator from Illinois to be 
that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the bill named by 
him that he may obtain the floor for to-morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. Would not that then be the unfinished business, and 
so displace the special order? 
one PRESIDING OFFICER. It would if taken up by order of the 

nate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senate will allow me tocall up the special 
order, and then by an agreement it can be laid aside for the purpose of 
taking up the bill of the Senator from Illinois. I shall have no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand, the Senator’s bill will not come up 
until 2 o'clock to-morrow at any rate; and I wish to ask that the bill 
named by me be taken up immediately after the morning business to- 
morrow. . 

Mr. DOLPH. If that can be done I have no objection. * 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that upon the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Illinois the bil] referred 
to by the Senator from Oregon, the special order, be then taken up as 
the regular order for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator. from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the bill referred to by the Senator from Illi- 
nois be taken up at the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow, 
the title of which will be stated. j 
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The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 291) to amend the second and fourth 
sections of ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The special order is the bill (S. 62) to provide for 
fortifications and other seacoast defenses, 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the Senator from Illinois has given 
notice several times of his desire to address the Senate on the bill he 
has named, and that the Senator from Oregon has the right of way at 
the present time in regard to hisown bill. I desire that to appear, be- 
cause otherwise my obligations in reference to another bill would hardly 
justify me in acquiescing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] for unanimous consent? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
ae Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 12, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 11, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 
To Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, for to-day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Maisu, indefinitely, on account of business. 

To Mr. STOCKDALE, for one week, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Claims be d from the further consideration of Sen- 
ate bill No. 212, for the relief of Patrick H. Winston, jr., and that the 
House now proceed to consider the same, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Under an agreement that I have made, I shall 
be obliged to call for the regular order. My word is out that I shall 
do so, and therefore I must object to the gentleman’s request. 

The SPEAKER. The regular orderiscalledfor. The order 
is the call of the States and Territories for the introduction of bills and 
resolutions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
privileged report. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen may be 

rmitted to hand in their reports to the Clerk in the usual manner, 
Eistead of having the committees called. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a day on which the committees are 
called for reports. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I make the same request with reference to 
the introduction of bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] asks unanimous consent that the call of the States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction of bills and resolutions may be dispensed 
with, and that gentlemen having bills or resolutions to introduce may 
be permitted to file them with the Clerk for reference to the proper 
committees. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAIN. I object. 

DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a priv- 
ileged report from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, that re- 
port is rather a Jengity one, and there is also a very lengthy report 
from the minority of the committee on this resolution. It has been 
suggested that perhaps members would like to examine these reports 
before they take action in the matter. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the further reading of this report be dispensed with, and that 
both the majority and minority reports be printed in the RECORD, and 
be brought up to-morrow morning for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwould suggest to the gentleman that he ascertain 
the wishes of the gentlemen presenting this report, as well as the views 
of the minority. : 

Mr. TAULBEE. I made the suggestion at the instance of the gen- 
tleman who presented the minority report, I will state to the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

I will state to the House that I make this request at the instance of 
a member of the committee who has charge of the minority report, 
who informed me that this arrangement would be agreeable to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. But there is no minority report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The minority of the committee submit a report, 
and I ask that both be printed in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. The views of the minority can be entered in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection to receiving them now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to state, before action is taken on this, that 
I did not have charge of the matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Of course I understood that. ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimo 
consent to dispense with the further reading of the report of the com- 
mittee, and that the report, ether with the views of the minority, 
be printed in the RECORD and lie over until to-morrow morning. is 

there objection? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The report and views of the minority are as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which was referred the 
resolution introduced by Mr. TAULBEE on March 19, 1888, requesting the Post- 
master-General to transmit to the House a tabulated statement of the disallowed 
postmasters’ claims from the State of Kentucky, under the act of March 3, 1883, 
makes the following report: 

Under the actof June 22, 1854, postmasters were allowed commissions on the 
postage collected at their respective offices for each quarter and a due propor- 
tion for any period less than a quarter. 

By the act of July 1, 1864, the post-offices were divided into five classes, and 
the method of nye to the postmasters was changed from a commis- 


sion on toa fi sal . Section 2 of this act provided that the Post- 
master-General should readjust the salaries every two years, and is in the fol- 
lowing words: 


“Sec. 2, That the Postmaster-General shall review once in two be 
expedient, a 
si 


ect until the first day of e quator next following such order, and all orders 
ing or changing salaries shall be made in writing and recorded in 
, and notified to the Auditor for the Post-Office Department.” 5 
This act of 1864 was amended by section 8 of the act of June 12, 1886, by the 
addition of the following proviso: i 
“Provided, That when the quarterly returns of any postmaster of the third, 
fourth, or fifth class show that the salary allowed is 10 per cent. less than it 


would be on the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, fi: compensati 
me Dene oy ern E shall review and readjust under provisions 
ion. 


statutes was a source of much contention. 

y posi claimed they did not receive all that was due them, and that 

no interpretation would give a right and proper assignment of salaries. This 

caused further l ion on the subject, which resulted in the act of March 3, ` 
1883, which is as follows: 

“That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


readjust the salaries of all ters and late rise ney map of the third, 

s under the classification provided for in the act of July 
1, 1864, whose salaries have not heretofore been readjusted under the terms 
of section 8, of the act of June 12, pss who made sworn returns of the recei 


The proper interpretation of these 
Man tmasters 


and business for justment of to the P eral, the 
Assistant Postmaste neral, or the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, or 
who made quarterly returns in conformity to the then existing laws and regu- 
lations, ec fiom heed the salary allowed was 10 per cent. less than it would have 
been upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854; such readjustments 
to be made in accordance with the mode presented in section 8 of the act of 
June 12, 1866, and to date from the begin: of the quarter succeeding that in 
which such sworn returns of receipts and business, or quarterly returns were 
ee reece Saats adjoiaenk of mee Dae this act a be upon 
aw n app! ion, sign y the postmaster or postmaster, or re 
resentative, entitled to said readjustment; and that each shall 
be by warrant or check on the Treasurer or some assi t treasurer of the 
United States, made payable to the order of said applicant,and forwarded b 
mail to him at the post-office within whose delivery he resides, and which “a 
dress shall be set forth in the application above provided for,” s 
Under this act upwards of 60,000 cl. were filed, of which about 22,000 have 
been allowed, aggregating $1,250,000, while over 35,000 have been disallowed. ~- 
claims are all of the same nature, and are the class of 
claims referred to in the resolution, we prefer to consider them as a whole 
rather than to hunt out those presented from the State of Kentucky; and this 
is cepacia over since there are other and similar resolutions offered by 
gentiemen from other States. 


But two reasons can befound for urging the present resolution, and they are: 
(1) The possibility that some clerical error may have been made in the compu- 
tations, and (2) that the computations were made upon an erroneous construc- 
tion of the statutes above set out, 

In passing upan 35,000 cases, it is possible that there may have been some few 
clerical errors in an occasional case; but this bare possibility can be no suffi- 
cient reason for unsettling 35,000 adjudicated claims and opening them for ex- 
amination to see whether or not any error was made in any of them in the com- 
putations upon which they were determined. The same reasoning would ap- 

ly as strongly to every decision made on any claim passed upon at any time 

y any of the De mentsof the Government. Every postmaster whose claim 
has been rej can have ample means, by himself, attorney, or representa- 
tive, to examine his claim, if he so desires, without the assistance of this fish- 
ing resolution. 
ut from a careful examination into the history of these claims we find that 
the only reason for this resolution is founded in the theory that the Postmaster- 
General erroneously construed the several statutes above quotedand Deyn s 
to this subject. If the Postmaster-General’s construction was right, the disal- 
lowed claims were properly rejected; butif the construction of the postmasters 
whose claims were disallowed was right, their claims were not properly con- 
sidered, and, if not barred by the act of August 4, 1886, which ratified and ap- 
proved the action of the Department and declared all claims disallowed thereby 
as forever barred, the error ought yet to be corrected. 

Postmaster-General Gresham held that the proper mode in which to admin- 
ister the act of March 3, 1883, was to proceed by the regular biennial periods and 
review the eight quarterly returns preceding, and thereupon to fix the basis for 
the biennial period to be readjusted. This view was sustained in an elaborate 
opinion of Attorney-General Brewster. 

On the other hand the postmasters insisted that the intent of the statutes was 
that there should be a readjustment, quarter by quarter, and that whenever the 
return for any quarter showed thatthe salary was 10 per cent. less than it would 
have been if adjusted upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, then 
a readjustment should be had. This view might require four readjustments 
a year in of one every two years, as was made under the rulings of the 
Postmaster-General. The difference between these two meth ofadjustments 
in rapidly-growing towns would be considerable, and furnishes the basis upon 
which these disallowed claims are again pressed for consideration, 

On the theory that the Postmaster-General was wrong in his construction of 
the statutes the petition of Mr. McLean, of Florence, Kans., was filed in the su- 


1| preme court of the District of Columbia, praying for a writ of mandamus to 
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compel Postmaster-Gtneral Vilas, who adhered to the rulings of Judge Gresham, 
to readjust his salary upon the quarterly returns for one year instead of two 


ears. 
sd This case was decided by the Supreme Court of the United States on January 
9, 1888, Justice Miller delivering the opinion. In the course of this opinion 
Justice Miller ssid : 

**Upon a very careful examination of these statutes (above set forth) we are 
forced to the conclusion that the ture in these enactments did not con- 
template a readjustment of the salaries of any of these officers oftener than once 
in two years, asa 1 duty or obligation upon the part of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. It is trne, un coat eres Bes that many cases of hardship might arise for want 
of a more uent adjustment." } 

Again, Justice Miller says in the same opinion : 

* A salary might be increased one quarter, and it might be proper to diminish 
it the next, so that instead of having a salary, or yearly compensation, as we 
think the spirit of all the statutes requires, and as it must be pros ve, it 
would be in the end paying a man for a future quarter a compensation which 

earned ona past quarter. The whole spirit of the statute seems to imply 
that the returns for the past two years are to be taken as the best conjectural 
basis that can be obtained for fixing the salary for two years in the future.” 

This decision forces us to the conclusion that the construction of the above 
acts of Congress by the Department was proper, and thatthe theory upon which 
these disallowed claims were adjudicated was correct, 

In AMON to ry prane Pesan wes pies yori dal sn the last Con- 

the act of August 4, approv e action of the Department, and 
Parres the further consideration of the disallowed claims, We quote the fol- 
lowing from this act: 

\s other claims for readjustment which have been examined and found by 
the proper officers of the Post-Office Department not entitled to readjustment 
within such rule of administration are disallowed and barred. * * * And 
any and every different method of justment of salaries of such Poeman 
and late postmasters during the period between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, 
than is herein approved, is hereby prohibited.” 

This being true, the information asked for would be useless if granted, and, as 
stated by the Department, the information can not be furnished except at great 
expense of time and labor to the officials of the De nt, 

UA committee therefore report back the resolution, and ask that it lie on the 
e., 
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The und members of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, dissenting from the views of the majority report on the resolution intro- 
duced by Mr. TAULBEE on March 19, 1888, requesting the Postmaster-General to 
transmit to the House a tabulated statement of the disallowed rs’ 
claims from the State of Kentucky under the act of March 3, 1 submit the 
following report: z 

By the act of June 22, 1854, the compensation of postmasters of the class then 
known as deputy postmasters was fixed at the follo rates: 

“ On the postage collected at their respective offices in each quarter of the 
year, and in due proportion for Lye Serhan less than a quarter, namely : 

“On any sum not exceeding $100 per cent, ; but any postmaster at whose 
arrive regularly between the hours of 9 o'clock at night 
and 5 o’clock in the morni may be allowed 70 per cent. on the first $1^0; on 
any sum over and above $100 and not exceeding $400, 50 per cent. ; on any sum 
over and above $400, but not exceeding $2,400, 40 per cent.; on any sum over 
12,40, 15 per cent,” A 

act of July 1, 1864, provided “thatthe annual compensation of 
ters shall be at a fixed salary in lieu of commissions, to be divided 
classes.” By the same act the salaries of the third, fourth, and fifth 
were regulated as follows, namely : 

“ Postmasters of the third class to receive less than $2,000 and not less than 
$1,000; tmasters of the fourth class to receive less than $1,000 and not less 
than o: postmasters of the fifth class to receive less than $100.” 

Under section 2 of the last-named act the Postmaster-General was required 
“to review once in two years, and in cases, upon satisfactory represen- 
.. tation, as much oftener as he may deem ir gear and pipar ng on the busis 

of the preceding section, the salary assigned by him to any office.” p 

Whatever may have been the methods of applying the act of 1854 adopted by 
the Postmaster-General, it soon became ap) t that the efficiency of the 
. “postal service required that the sooper: on of postmasters of the lower 

des should be more definitely fixed than was vided by the act of 1864, 
Eo naonin this end the postal law of June 12, (section 8), amended the 
act of 1864 as follows: 

“ Provided, That when the erg returns of any postmaster of the third, 
fourth, and fifth class show that the salary allowed is 10 cent. less than it 
would be on the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, fixing compensation, 
then the Postmaster-General shall review and readjust under provisions of 
said section." (See United States Statutes at Large, volume 14, page 60. 

The act of March 3, 1883, provides substantially t the Postmaste 
shall readjust the salaries of postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes 
in accordance with the prior laws cited above, whose salaries had not there- 
tofore been readjusted, and who had made sworn returns of receipts and busi- 
ness for readjustment, or who made quarterly returns in conformity to the then 
existing laws and ions, showing that the salary allowed was 10 per cent. 
less than it would have been upon the basis of commissions under act of 
1854, said readjustment to be in accordance with the mode presented by section 
Sof the act of June 12, 1866, but only to be made “upon a written application 

er or rd pagan or legal representative entitled to 
ustment.” (See United States Statutes at Large, volume 22, 487.) 

‘The report of the Postmuster-General for 1887 shows that the appli ns for 
readjusment under thé act of March 3, 1883, filed with himand wed, number 
54,453, of which at the date of said report 21,573 had been allowed, amounting to 
$1,050,915.66. Since the said report others of said claims have been passed, or, 
as we are informed, some of which were allowed and the remainder rejected, 
Giava ny tins aia menge dy agbana sod nprropeeinns bare wom meet 
gress e ry, and appropriations have made to 
dha No schedules or statements, however, of the disallowed claims have 

n made other than what is contained in the report of the r-Gen- 
eral adr referred to, which only states in the aggregate the number of claims 
disallow: f 

It is a part of the history of the transactions covered the foregoing acts 
that the Post-Office Department under every administration adopted a most 
rigid rule of construction against postmasters in its interpretation of said acts. 
The jority report is devoted to the discussion of the decisions of the courts 
and rulings of Attorney-General on the legal questions which have from 
time to time grown out of the contention incident to the restrictive policy of 
the fiice Department in its readjustment of the claims of rs. 

These questions are in no wise involved by the resolution under considera- 
tion, which simply prefers a request to the Postmast to transmit to 
the House a tabulated statement of the disallowed claims. Why should this be 
refused? It is not contended by the majority that any of these claims were 
fraudulent, frivolous, or unwarranted; but, on the other hand, it appears that 
they were presented in good faith. 

We deny the correctness po e REO DONOS TOAS warbling stompin them 
from all redress as against cl error or miscalculation or other erroneous 


tmas- 
to five 
classes 


methods. That act only ratified the Postmaster-General’s interpretation of the 
act of 1883, and was not intended to cover mistakes which would work gross 
ustice to claimants, 

Nor can reasonable objection be urged to the resolution on the und of ex- 
pense. The disallowed claims, like those allowed, were calc or the cause 
of rejection otherwise noted, and the memorandum thereof placed on the claim 
jackets of the Department. The resolution not require the Postmaster- 
General to review his readjustments, but simply to furnish a statement of the 
same as they now appear on the claim jackets. Many postmasters throughout 
the country have presented petitions to the present Congress alleging that er- 
rors of the kind referred to do exist, and stating specifically in each case the 
nature and extent of said errors, and praying that the Pi -General be 
requested to report to Congress the status of his (the claimant's: 
same appears upon the jacket of his claim and of record in P 


ent. $ 

While it is true that each claimant has the privilege of inv ing for him- 
selfat the Department as to the matter set forth in his petition, this privilege is 
practically denied him by reason of the fact that the t number eh eed 
masters and ex-postmasters who desire to obtain the information places it be- 
yond the power of the ent to comply without great delay to many 
claimants and much loss of time to members of Con whose services are de- 
manded by constituents, and at greater expense and trouble to the Post-Office 
Department than would be incurred by furnishing the tabulated statement 
called for by the resolution. And again, such a statement would enable acom- 
parison of the methods re q and of the calculations made as between differ- 
ent claims, an advantage which could not be well enjoyed by an examination 
confined to the claim jackets, 

The demand for this tabulated statement applies as well to the other States 
and the Territories asto the State of Kentucky. We therefore recommend that 
the resolution be amended by striking out the words “from the State of Ken- 
tucky,” in line 17, and that the resolution as so amended be ado; ` 

©. L. ANDERSON, 
S. R. PETERS. 
A. B. MONTGOMERY. 
> ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 10453) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of an assistant Secretary of the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,.and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS, ETC. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY submitted the following resoultion: 


Whereas at this time there seems to be no probability of the passage at this 
session of Congress of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue; and 

Whereas there is a large surplus in the Treasury which is daily accumulating 
to the detriment of general business, and which tends to the contraction of the 
circulating medium of the country; and 

Whereas the uncertainty as to whether said bill in its present shape will ever 
become law, is, to say the least, great, almost certainly not in time to give the 
relief demanded; and A 

Whereas the late unfortunate and unnecessary civil war made an enormous 
and daily increasing Lapeer, he and necessary; and 

Whereas the success of the armies of the United States made possibile and se- 
cured the accumulation of large private and corporate fortunes all over the 
country: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be, and is hereby, in- 
structed, at the earliest practicable day, to report to this House for its consider- 
ation a bill or bills, first, repealing all laws providing for internal-revenue tax- 
ation, and removing all of said taxes except that now collected u spirits dis- 
tilled in whole or in part from grain, and u; malt liq and provid: for 
the levy and collection of the same; second, providing for the levy and collec- 
tion of a graduating tax upon all incomes, corporations, or trusts 
of $5,000 and upwards per annum, the proceeds of said income taxes be de- 
voted exclusively to the payment of pensions; third, providing that all articles 
or products not manufactured or produced in the United States shall enter the 
ports of the United States free of all import duties. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to interrupt the reading of this, to 
ask whether it is in order at all under this call even for reference? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The State has been called, and the gentleman has 
the right to introduce the resolution, or a resolution upon any subject 
over which the House has jurisdiction. 

The resolution was referred to*the Committee on Ways and Means. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, June 26, be set a immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on 
the Territories in such order as such committee may designate, the debate upon 
any bill called up not to extend beyond one hour; and after such debate the vote 
shall be taken upon all amendments, and then on the final of the bill 
without other intervening business; and the session of that day shall continue 
until the House shall adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

-< Mr. COX. This properly goes to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. It goes to the Committee on Rules, but the gentle- 
man moves to refer it to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ Territories ” 
and inserting ‘‘ Rules,” 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule this would go to that committee, 
if the motion of the gentleman from Illinois is not adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the amendment not in order? 

The SPEAKER, The amendment is in order. 

The amendment was to. 

The motion as amended was agreed to. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Rules. 

RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 10454) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commis- 
sioned officers of the United States Army who have served for a period 
of thirty years or upwards;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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B. J, VAN VLECK. 


Mr. TARSNEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10455) for the 
relief of B. J. Van Vleck, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT WINONA, MINN. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
10456) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River, at Winona, in the State of Minnesota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

FEES FOR OFFICIAL SERVICE TO AMERICAN VESSELS, 


Mr. CLARDY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 179) construing 
section 3 of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to abolish certain fees for 
official service to American vessels,” approved June 19, 1886; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN offered the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, the 13th day of June instant, immediately after 
the hour for the consideration of bills called up by committees, be set apart for 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the Library. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., TO SOCIETY OF ARMY OF THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 180) author- 
izing the loan of tents and tent equipage to the veteran organizations 
of the Society of the Army of the Potomac; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ENVELOPES FOR FEDERAL DEPARTMENTS AND CONGRESS. 


Mr. NICHOLS introduced a bill (H. R. 10457) to provide for the use 
of the ‘‘ business envelope, Crossman & Brown quality,’’ for the Federal 
Departments and the United States Congress; which was read a first 
ead second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


DISALLOWED CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS IN VIRGINIA, 


Mr. GAINES offered the following resolution; which was read and 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the Sig pes Lanne ye! claims 
presented from the State of Virginia under the act of March 3, 1883, exhibiting 
all such claims as by an actual compu of commissions prescribed by the 
act of 1854 and entered upon jackets show thatthe paid salaries are 10 per 
cent. or more less than such commissions, Such tabulated statement to show 
in such case, first, the name of the Mce; second, the name of theapplicant; 
third, the period of service cov: by the computation of commissions; fourth, 
the amount of the computed commissions; fifth, the amount of paid salary for 
the same term of service; sixth, the actual amount of commissions in excess of 
the paid salary. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. GIFFORD presented a joint resolution and memorial of the 
Legislature of the Territory of Dakota asking for a division of the Ter- 
ritory and the admission of each half into the Union; which was or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 


A joint resolution relative to a division of the Territory, and the admission of 
each half into the Union. 
Be it resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
ition to divide the Territory of Dakota on the seventh standard parallel 
hereby indorsed, and that the oft-repeated exp: ns of the representatives 
of the people of Dakota of adherence to the cause of division are hereby renewed 
and reaffirmed; that each halfof Dakota is entitled to membershipin the Fed- 
eral Union, and should be admitted without further unnecessary delay, the 
southern half bearing the name of ‘South Dakota,” and the northern half bear- 
ing thatof "North ota;” that a copy of these dectmrations signed by the 
president of the council and the speaker of the house, and attested the 
chief clerks of the council and house, be sent to the President of the United 
States, to the President of the Senate, and to the Speaker of the House of Re 
resentatives of the Congress of the United States, and to Dakota's Delegate in 


Congress. 


Dakota, That the 


MEDICAL CORPS OF THE NAVY. - 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 10458) to increase the 
efficiency of the Medical Corps of the Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FOURTH-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 10459) to 
reduce the postage on fourth-class mail matter and to increase the limit 
of weight of mailable matter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. Thiscompletesthecall of the States and Territories, 
and under the rule this day is set apart for the consideration of such 
_ business as may be presented by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia if claimed by that committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
` The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Under the privilege granted to me as a mem- 
ber of the House to present questions relating to the order of business 
I offer for adoption the resolution which I send to the desk. I ask to 
have the ution read, after which I will make a statement. I will 
state to the Chair now that it relates to the assignment of time for the 
consideration of pension bills, 

Mr. ROGERS, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Owing to the confusion it has been utterly impossi- 
ble to hear a word that the gentleman from Ohio has said, and I desire 
to ask the Chair what the gentleman’s proposition is? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] pre- 
sents a resolution in relation to the assignment of time for the consid- 
eration of certain bills, and asks to have it read. Í 

Mr. ROGERS. Isitasked that the proposition have immediate con- 
sideration? : ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has not made that re- 

uest? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has called the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and resolutions—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer this as a matter of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. It is a matter of privilege if it proposes to change 
the rules of the House. ` 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has noother effect. 
and pro certain action. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is this introduced on the regular call, or does it re- 
quire unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had announced before the gentleman 
from Ohio rose that the call of the States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions was completed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was the gentleman from Ohio in his seat when his 
State was called? j 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He was in his seat. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the rules the in- 
troduction for reference of a resolution proposing changes in the rules of 
the House is in order at any time. That has been decided frequently. 

Mr. ROGERS, _I object to anything except the regular order. 


Tt recites certain facts, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I object to anything except a proposition for the ` 


amendment of the rules or fixing the time for committees. 

Mr. MILLS. I have a resolution for reference, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has a proposition pend- 
ing. After that is disposed of the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILES]. S ~ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Under the rule is it necessary to read this reso- 
lution, or will an objection prevent that? j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the right to have it 


read if it is in order at all, so that the House may determine where it ` 


shall go. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. T insist on having it read. It may as well be 
read now as go into a tariff speech later on. 

The SPEAKER. It is about to be read. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the resolution, without the preamble, 
be read. The preamble is merely a “stump s Ney 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There are several preambles. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Resolved, That Thursday, July 5, Saturday, July 7, Monday, July 9— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Surely I have the right to have read the recita- 
tion of facts which accompanies my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, if objection is made, unless 
by order of the House. The recital or preamble to which the gentle- 
man refers is no part of the resolution, not a part of the proposition on 
which the House is called upon to act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How does the Chair know what it is? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows as a matter of parliamentary 
law that the preamble to a resolution or bill is no part of the proposi- 
tion upon which the legislative body is called to act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
I put that preamble in now or put it in an houror so later. I propose 
to get it in to-day; that is the arrangement I have made. 

The SPEAKER. It makes no difference to the Chair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to submit that as a matter of privilege 
I should not be limited to the mere statement of a request without 
being allowed to recite the facts on which I base the request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, has no disposition to prevent 
the gentleman from reciting the facts; but the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SPRINGER] makes the point of order that the only thing, which 
the gentleman from Ohio, under parligmentary law, has the right to 
have read at this time is the resolution itself; that the preamble, 
which may or may not recite the facts, can not be read as a matter of 
right when objection is made. 
ari SORT RNO puen; Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
is preamble, w. recites certain facts in to 
aE ony ee regard to pension 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent 
to have read the preamble which precedes the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think that under the agreement which has 
been made, I shall be obliged to object to everything except that which 


is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will read the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, July 5, Saturday, July 7, Monday, July 9, Tuesday, 
July 10, Wednesday, July H., and Thu y, July 12, be, and the same are 
hereby, set apart for the consideration of pension bills other than private pen- 
sion bills, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in such order as 
said committee may direct, except that the first bill for consideration shall be 
the bill (H. R. 9961) for the re of the limitation on arrears of pensions, and 
the second bill shall be the bill (S. 181) for the payment of dependent pensions, 
as reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions with amendments; and 
this order shall begin immediately after the morning hour on each of said days, 
but shall not take the place of bills for the raising of revenue nor general ap- 
propriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask that the preamble and resolution may be 
printed in the RECORD. y : 

The SPEAKER. The resolution having been read, will be printed 
in the RECORD, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] asks 
unanimous consent that the preamble also be printed in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOOKER. LI object to the printing of the preamble; let the 
resolution be printed. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the objection of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi came too late. 
Mr. HOOKER. rose to object as soon as the Chair stated the re- 
uest. = 
The SPEAKER. Upon that statement of course the Chair recog- 
nizes the objection. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will not 
do so discourteous a thing as to object. He does not know what the 
preamble is. The mere fact that the word ‘‘ pensions ” has been men- 
tioned ought not to rouse him to indignation. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; let it go in. 

Mr. ROGERS. I renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is renewed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the preamble and resolution. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River 
at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr.; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CLARK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence on 
account of important business. 

POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER. Business of the Committee on the District of Cor 
lumbia is nowin order. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] will proceed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 6677) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the police force of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 31, 1883, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER, The bill is in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I movethat the House go into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 

Thé motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 83, noes 10. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
Mr. Crisp in the chair), and proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the police 

force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 

Jan 31, 1883, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and the business under consideration is the 
bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the po- 
lice force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 

z arnt January 31, 1883, and for other purposes, which the Clerk will 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to increase the police force of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 31, 1883, is 
hereby amended so as to authorize the commissioners of said District to in- 
crease said force to eleven lieutenants, thirty’ sergeants, three hundred and 
forty-five privates, nineteen station clerks, nine laborers, and the number of 
mounted men to thirty-five, as they may deem necessary, provided that forty- 
five of the increase in the number of privates hereby authorized shall be ap- 


è : 


` 


pointed to Eear and forty-five to class 2 of said force; and a sum sufficient for 
the compe: m for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, of the increase force 
herein authorized, at the rates now paid to meat ee a and services on said force, 
and for their equipment, is Lap fig aes 5 

Sec. 2. T sum of $15, hereby appropriated for the purchase of a 
lot and the erection and furnishing of a station-house in northeast Washington 
by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec, 3. That the sums appropriated by this act shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in equal parts. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard in opposi- 
sition to the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know whether the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr, HEMPHILL], chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, desires to be heard? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio 
propose to consume? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam recognized in my own right, I believe. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that I presume I know what his object is, and I will 
have no objection to his panting in the RECORD what he desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the floor on the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is ized. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman desires to put in the RECORD 
what he sends to the Clerk’s desk, I will not object. The Committee 
on the District of Columbia has not had a Monday now for two months, 
and I wish to get on with the public business. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Almost anybody will grant generous conces- 
sions when he can not help himself. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I did not object to your printing it before. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not holding the gentleman from South 
Carolina personally responsible atall. But I have this to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that for a long time the Representatives here on this floor have 
thought it wise and best to call attention toa set of facts in connection 
with the general subject of pension legislation. So it was thought 
proper to state a few facts from the record of the Fiftieth Congress, and 
we thought it was little to ask in the crowding of bills and business on 
this House we should be allowed quietly to have those facts published 
in the Journal of this House. Instead of that we were met by a per- 
emptory refusal, giving us no consideration whatever. 

I do not charge the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] 
with making objection; but it comes from that side of the House, and 
is evidence of an earnest determination on their part that we should 
not be heard, $ 

So, sir, I wish to discuss the merits of this bill. [Laughter.] Now 
here is a bill brought in on this 11th day of June, when this House has 
been in session during the constitutional period since the first Monday of 
last December, when all the great measures connected with the interests 
of the country are crowded aside in order to increase the police force 
of the District of Columbia. 

What has become of the demand that the overburdened Treasury 
shall be depleted? What has become of that storm of financial disas- 
ter which we were told by the President was going to sweep away all 
the material interests of the country? What has become ofall the other 
great questions we have had pressed upon our attention? We are ap- 
proaching, by every revolution of the clock, the time when the appro- 
priations will cease. The end of the fiscal year is coming, and yet we 
stop here to legislate in reference to an increase in the police force of 
the District of Columbia, [Laughter.] Whether the fact that a great 
body of very intelligent and good-natured gentlemen of Democratic 
committees are now about to invade the District of Columbia has any- 
thing to do with hurryivg up the increase in the police force of the 
District of Columbia, the reorganization and strengthening of that po- 
lice force, I know not [laughter]; but I am opposed to the passage of 
this bill under these circumstances. 

From time to time during this session of Congress there have been in- 
troduced into the House a number of bills, the titles of which I ask the 
Clerk to read for my personal benefit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 5068, to amend the act forthe arrears of pensions; House bill 4986, 
to provide a hearing in pension cases; House bill 4952, to amend the law as to 
the commencement of pensions; House bill 5623, to amend the law relative to 
pensions: House bill 5642, to regulate evidence in pension cases; House bill 

4, to grant pensions to dependent soldiers; House bills 5036 and 5678, to amend 
the acts granting pensions; House bill 5627, to increase the rate for total disa- 
bility in pension cases; House bill 5637, to increase the rate of pension for loss 
of both hands; House bills 4970, 5611, and 5662, to grant service pensions to sol- 
diers of the war of the rebellion; House bill 5655, to extend the act of 1886 as to 

nsions; House bill 1633, as to accrued pensions; House bill 4277, to allow re- 

ed pension cases to be ap; ed to the supreme court of the District of Co- 
umbia; House bill 1751, to repeal limitations on the time of filing applications 
for pensions; House bills 1318, 1330, 1859, 1377, 1384, 1545, 1556, 1717, 1723, 1751, 1824, 
3250, and 3429, to repeal the limitation on arrears of pensions; House bill 1724, to 
grant arrears of pension in cases of total disability; House bills 1453, 3348, 4339, 
and 4313, to grant pensions in cases of loss of limb; House bills 1457 and 3399, to 
grant pensions in cases of special-act pensions; House bills 1381 and 1722, to in- 
crease the pension of minor children ; House bills 1379, 1350, 1499, 1505, 1688, and. 
1728, relative to dependent pensions; House bills 1823, 1996, 3396, and 3430, to regu- 
late evidence in pension cases; House bill 1572, to grant pensions to soldiers 
disabled after enlistment and before muster; House bills 1379, 1392, 1454, 


1505, 1559, 1744, 1709, 3262, 3355, and 4413, to grant pensions to disabled dependent 


soldiers; House bill 1421, to establish a uniform grade of rating for pensions; 
House bill 3347, to grant pensions to persons not mustered into the United 


States service; House bills 1362, 1784, 3249, 4356,and 4411, to increase the rates 
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of pension for total disability; House bill 1725, to increase the minimum rate 
of pensions; House bill 1537, to increase rates of pensions for loss of both arms; 
House bill 1459, to increase rates of pensions for disability equal to loss of 
limb; House bill 4340,to increase rates of pensions for loss of both arms or 
feet; House bills 1331 and 1726, to allow pensions for additional disabilities; 
House bill 1421, to abolish distinctions of rank in pension cases; House bills 
1456, 3309, and 4356, to increase the rates of pensions for loss of aneye; House 
bills 1317, 1326, 1375, 1382, 1408, 1570, 3434, 4337, and 4 to increase rates of pen- 
sion for deafness; House bill 1922, to increase rate of pension for loss of jaw; 
House bills 1381 and 1722, to increase rates of pensions for minor children; 
House bill 1544,to grant pensions to soldiers on reaching sixty years of age; 
House bills 1320, 1391 ,3345,4273,4292,4296,and 4344, to grant service pensions; House 
bills 1457 and 3395, to grant arrears to persons allowed pensions by special act; 
House bill 1422, relating to special-act pensions; House bill 1730, relating to spe- 
cial act to allow rerating of pensions; House bills 1383, 1500, and 1739, to restore 
pensions to widows of second husbands; House bill 1557, to fix the date of the 
commencement of pensions; House bills 1288, 1316, 1721, 1744, 3308, 3354, 4292, and 
4347, to grant pensions to widows ; House bill 6137, to repeal the arrears act; 
House bill 6690, to establish a court of pensions; House bill 6639, to allow cumu- 
lative pensions; House bill 6143, to regulate evidence in pension cases; House bill 
6363, to allow pensions to soldiers disabled by act of another soldier; House bill 
6111, toextend the pension laws to nurses; House bili 6654, to increase rate for loss 
of partof hand; House bill 6705, to increase rate for disability to perform manual 
labor; House bill 6829, to increase rates for loss of eyes; House bills 6647 and 
6829, to increase rate for loss of limb; House bill 4334, to extend the act of 1830 
for pensions; House bill 6669, for service pensions; House bill 6173, to extend 
the pension laws to steam-boat men; House bill 6553, to define the law relative 
to the commencement of widows’ pensions; House bill 7046, to allow arrears of 
nsions to restored pensioners; House pill 7426, to allow arrears of pensions 
n cases of loss of limb; House bill 7063, to grant pensions to parents of more 
than one son dying by means of wounds or disease; House bill 7090, to increase 
rate of pensions in cases of gun-shot fracture of the femur; House bill 7415, to 
increase rates for total disability; House bill 7054, to grant service pensions; 
House bill 7761, to repeal the statute of limitations on pension cases; House bill 
1420, to npansin risoners of war; House bill 7736, to increase rates for loss ot 
limb; House bills 7758 and 7792, to“increase rates for loss of sight; House bill 
8061, to restore pensions to widows of second husbands; House bills 8357 and 
8360, to allow pensions in cases of loss of limb; House bill 1688, relative to pen- 
sions for dependent parents; House bill 1537, to increase rates for loss of both 
arms; Housebill 8394, toallow additional pensions for other disabilities to those 
arene for loss of limb; House bill 8688, to pay arrears of pensions to surviv- 
children of soldiers in pension cases; House bill 8378, to nt service pen- 
sions; House bill 9060, to allow pensions in case of loss of limb; House bill 9069, 
to fix rates of pensions by rank held at date of discharge ; House bill 9277, to in- 
crease the rate of pensions for total disability; House bill 9743, to repeal the 
rohibition of pensions to volunteers who may ery have been conscripted 
nto the Confederate service; House bill 9737, for the equalization of pensions; 
House bill 9737, to grant service pensions; House bill 10056, to fix the rates of 
pensions for loss of sight; and House bill 10055, to t pensions to widowsand 
children, at divers times during the present session of Congress were duly re- 
ferred to the standing Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. These bills, Mr. Chairman, were introduced, 
nearly all of them, during the earlier part of the months of January and 
February last, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House 
up to this time have reported back House bills numbered 1422, 1333, 
1420, 1688, and 1537, as well as possibly a few others of which I haye 
failed to find the record in the time that I have devoted to the search. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a petition was presented to the Committee on 
Rules signed by every Republican member of this House who was pres- 
ent, asking for an assignment of time, and respectfully calling the at- 
tention of the Committee on Rules to the demand that there was in 
this country for this pension legislation. That was done about one 
month ago. Before that time two requests had been made by the 
formal action of the Committee on Pensions for time to consider some, 
at least, of these important pension bills pending. Up to this timéthe 
Committee on Rules of this House have not assigned one day nor one 
hour to the consideration of the bills fromthe Committee on Pensions. 
Up to this time, while days have been given to nearly all the other 
committees, and some of them have been reinstated in days that they 
have lost, and the greatest care has been taken by the Committee on 
Rules to give some sort of consideration, some kind of attention to all 
the other interests in the hands of all the other committees of the 
House, they have studiously, stubbornly, and continuously refused to 
give to the Committee on Pensions the assignment of a single day for 
its business. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party in its platform at Chicago four 
years ago adopted this resolution: ‘ 

The grateful thanks of the American people are due to the Union soldiersand 
sailors of the war, and the Republican party stands pledged to substantial pen- 
sions for all who were disabled, and for the widows and orphans of those who 
died in the war. The Republican party also pledges itself to the repeal of the 
limitation contained in the arrears act of 1879, so that allinvalid pensions shall 
begin with the date of disability or discharge, and not with the date of their ap- 
plication, 

And the Democratic party some time afterwards adopted in the city 
of Chicago as a part of their platform and declaration that it was ‘in 
favor of the payment of liberal pensions to soldiers.” 

But unfortunately, sir, in the recent utterances of the Democratic 

y at St. Louis, after as careful an examination as I have been able 
to give to their public declarations made at that convention, there has 
been no reference and no suggestions whatever that the Democratic 
party in the future proposes to carry out the promises then so strongly 
made to the soldiers of the country. 

Step by step while in the several States they have been putting 
these declarations in their platform, step by step they have reached a 
position of absolute silence in their national declarations on this sub- 
ject. And so itis that the soldiers of this country are becoming doubt- 
ful as to whether this Congress proposes to give them any hearing or 
any consideration whatever upon this great subjéct. 


I do not propose, sir, to occupy this time for the purpose of making 
a speech upon this very interesting and important subject. I might 
point out to you some of the gross inconsistencies that have been de- 
veloped in the legislation which we have already had upon this sub- 
ject. I hold in my hand an act of Congress passed at this session, by ` 
which a gentleman from Kentucky, whose rank I do not know, had 
passed a bill at $25 a month, which was increased to $50 a month and 
approved by the President of the United States, notwithstanding the 
long series of vetoes of pension bills of widows and orphans which had 
been already introduced and passed, and all thatsort of a thing. And ~ 
I might, were I so inclined, or had I any desire of being invidious in 
my language, make a suggestion that the point or reason for it was the 
fact of this gentleman living in Kentucky, and being represented on 
the floor of this House by a Representative in accord with the President 
on this question. But I make no such inference. WhatI have asked 
for in this connection is that before we spend our time legislating over 
bills providing for an increase of the police force of this District, that 
the soldiers of this country shall at least have some time set apart in 
which they may have the opportunity of presenting their claims. 

Iam not here now, sir, to present those claims. The limitation of 
time which is imposed upon me would make it scarcely possible to do 
so now. That time would be too brief to enter into an effort such as 
that would require. But I am here pleading on behalf of those men, 
and I voice the sentiment of every man on this side of the Chamber 
when I declare that there ought to be some time given to the considera- 
tion of these measures. - 

We hear quoted constantly the amount of money in the K 
and we are calling it a ‘“‘ surplus.’ Whenever a gentleman on the other 
side of the House says that the amount of money in the Treasury is a 
“ surplus,” and that there is no use for it, I understand him to mean 
that there is no obligation resting upon this country that will decrease 
that surplus. And soit is that we on this side have become more anx- ' 
ious, Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the soldiers of this country, and they 
have also become more anxious, seeing this condition of things prevail- 
ing, and we believe that it is time that public attention should be called 
to the matter. It is not a small thing that more than fifteen thousand 
of our brave comrades are in almshouses to-day. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I will not spend further time upon the question 
of a surplus. I want to say to gentlemen on the other side of the 
House that speeches, declarations, and oratory will not meet this great 
question or this emergency. It is not sufficient to say to the soldiers 
of the country that the Democratic party has paid out so much of this 
money during the last three years. It does not meet the point. Itis 
not sufficient for gentlemen to come up from that side of the House 
and say that they are as anxious as members of this side of the House 
are upon this great question of pension legislation, and that they are 
ready to award proper pensions in proper cases. That is not enough, 
Mr. Chairman. The demand of the hour is that there shall be time 
given to the pension legislation of this House, and that the Committee 
on Pensions shall have the opportunity of presenting its business. 
What has become of their prayers? Where are our petitions? They - 
remain unheeded, and I charge that it is the deliberate and settled pur- 
pose of the Democratic party of the country to refuse any further ma- 
terial aid to the men who fought to save the country. I hope I may 
be wrong. I fear I am right. 

What has become of the prayer of the Pension Committee, twice sent 
tothe Committee on Rules? Whereisit? Otherrequests for time have 
come promptly back into the House. Theirs alone has been met 
with absolute silence. The chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
has reported to this House a most important pension bill and filed a re- 
port in its favor. I refer to the bill to repeal the limitations upon the 
arrears act. Will he be able to get that bill up for hearing? I fear 
not. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, as one of the minor- 
ity members of that committee, that for some weeks, as faras I know, 
there has been no meeting of the Committee on Rules; that with the 
other minority member of the committee [Mr. REED] a week ago last 
Saturday we went together and requested of the chairman of the com- 
mittee that a meeting of the committee be called so that these matters 
might be considered and that we might properly voice the side of the 
House that we are supposed to represent, and that since that time, as 
far as Iam concerned, and I presume my colleague also, nothing has 
been heard from the chairman of the Committee on Rules in reply to 
our request to call a meeting of the same. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As I was going to say when I was interrupted, 
I make no reflection on the Committee on Rules excepi that I appeal 
to them to give us this time. Iwant the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions to hear what I have to say. I want him to understand that 
so far as the record goes, and I am bound by the record, the Committee 
on Pensions have done what they could; but I am further authorized 
to make the suggestions which I do here because a week ago to-day the 
leader of the House, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, secured recognition and 
offered a resolution to suspend the rules and assign all of the time up 
to about the 10th of July to other work of the House, and when we 
sought the privilege to amend it by introducing a single day, or two 
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days perhaps, for the use of the Committee on Pensions, we were re- 
fused. So I bave a right to assume that the time of this House, at 
least up to the 12th of July, is not to be assigned to pension bills. I 
impugn the motives of no committeeman, but I am here to inan 
enduring form the record evidence that this side of the House has made 
every effort in its powerto bring up pension bills for consideration and 
that we have been refused, - And I state now, Mr. Chairman, that this 
side of the House has been diligent in trying to bring this legislation 
up, and the members on the other side have as a body been quite as 
diligent and quite as active to defeat us. And they arein the majority. 

I ought to say, however, that on the question of amendment to this 
resolution assigning the time up to the 12th of June, we were not sup- 
ported by a single man on that side of the House. Now, our mails 
come crowded with demands and requests. There is no member here 
that does not get from one to twenty-five letters a week asking him to 
call up such a pension bill. ‘‘ Call it up,” they say, “and put it on 
its ” I want the soldiers of the country to understand that 
under this system (of which I am not complaining) the minority of 
which we are members are utterly powerless to take up a pension 
bill. They can not be heard to-day atall, except by the will and con- 
sent of the majority; and the will of the majority upon these ques- 
tions is always , and ought to be expressed, through the 
Committee on Rules. Iam not complaining of these regulations at 
all, but I am complaining that the Committee on Rules does not bring 
in some proposition here that would give ussome time. This much I 
demand in the name of the men who made a surplus in the Treasury 
of the United States possible. This much I demand in the name and on 
behalf of all the Republican members of this Honse, and on behalf of 
the comrades all ci ire bara wees look ĉo Congress $o maka good 
the promises of political parties so oft repeat 

Tai than thie T do not ask. Less than this I will not accept witk- 
out constant and persistent objection. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Nevada. i 

Mr. WOODBURN. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished member from 
New York {Mr. Cox] in his very extraordinary speech. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. I was 
willing that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] should pro- 
ceed, because I thought he had been ent off; but I would like to ap- 
peal to the members upon this floor and ask them, in view of the fact 
that the people of this District have no possible way of getting any 
legislaiion except on this day, that they will not consume the only day 
those people have had in this House for two or three months in gen- 
eral debate, but that we may be now permitted to goon with the busi- 
ness. There will be plenty of time for debate during the discussion 
of the tariff bill. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox], in order to show the necessity for a reduction of the tarift 
and to justify his membership of the Cobden Club, assailed the State 
of Nevada and attempted to belittle its Representative. Hesneeringly 
terms it the ‘rotten borough,” and deplores the fact that it has two 
Senators who wield as much poweras those of New York with six mill- 
ions of people. ~ 

I point with pride to the Senators of the ‘‘rotten borough.” 

Their title is warranted by the Constitution and the laws. - They are 
the equals of the best. In knowledge of finance, of every branch of 

- political science, in all that constitutes statesmanship they are infinitely 
the superiors of the member from New York, S. S. Cox. 

I defy him to namean instance of the purchase ofa Legislature of the 
rotten borough. I defy him to point out the time in her history when 
there was not an honest vote and an honest count. Unlike the city ot 
New York, *‘ that land of pure delight where saints immortal dwell,” 
the capacity of her ballot-boxes is not limited by the quantity of votes. 
She never had an opportunity to boast of a Tweed, a Sweeny, a Con- 
nolly, a Field, ‘a or a Barnard; and before I terminate my re- 
marks I will convince this House that it is to her credit she never pro- 
duced a Cox. [Laughter.] z 

She needs no Canadaon her borders to shelter her thieves and corrupt 
politicians. Her criminal calendar will show in seven cases out of ten 
that every man who has been convicted of an infamous crime ora 
breach of an electioa law was at some time one of the gentleman’s New 
York constituents. If the Blair educational bill ever becomes a law, 
the people of the rotten borough will not get cents where his will get 
dollars. [Laughter.j She stands on as sound a financial basis as any 
State. of the Union, and never bulls her securities before making a pur- 
chase. But were it true that Nevada is amenable to the charge of be- 
ing the rotten borough, I know that if all the money of the Cobden 
Chub, all the corruption fund that will be spent to carry the State of 

. New York for Cleveland in the coming campaign, were turned loose in 
the little city of Virginia it would not have a perceptible influence on 
one of its four wards. 

The gentleman supposes Nevada is a State of this Union. I know 
she is, and I know that no State ever gave a better consideration for 
her admission. When his constituents were hanging men to lamp- 


posts because of their love of order and patriotism, the rotten borough 
was pouring into the nation’s lap a stream of goid and silver that helped 
to wipe from her fair face every trace of an unnatural rebellion. Her 
sons are the true pioneers, the vanguard of civilization. The queen 
city of the West, robed in purple and fine linen by her silver. Utah, 
Montana, Idaho, Colorado, and Arizona will bear testimony to their 
honor, their enterprise and manhood. If the gentleman will quit the 
fellowship of Balfour, Lansdowne, and Chamberlain, and turn his back 
upon the Cobden Club, upon the money rings of Wall street and Lon- 
don, and will help to pass a measure ordaining that silver shall be 
coined on the same terms and conditions with her sister metal, it will 
not lie in his mouth to complain of the paucity of her population. 

I have no words to express my gratitude to the gentleman from New 
York for popularizing me east of the Rocky Mountains by his funny 

on tariff. I have the consolation of knowing that his comments 
on Nevada and her Representative constitute the only part of it that 
will ever be read by the American people. 

I have heard and read that the gentleman was the wit, the humorist 
of Congress, but it is only lately that I am convinced of it. 

I remember that in the Forty-fourth Congress, when Mr. Blaine al- 
laded to him as the gentleman who was in the habit of delivering one 
speech on the floor of this House and printing an entirely different one 
in the RECORD, his witty retort was, ‘‘ Howl on, you hyena from Maine.” 
When Ben Butler “‘shooflied ™ into silence [laughter] the bantam of 
the Democracy, people had reason to believe that he would forever cease 
to as a funny man. : 

lie is evidently becoming jealous of the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. ALLEN], and in his desperate effort to retrieve a shattered repu- 
tation selects the name of the humble member from Nevada for his hu- 
morous analysis. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman claims to have more charity for me than for Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH on the ground of that gentleman’s superior knowledge. I 
wonder how he found this out. I do not claim to be the peer of one of 
the first orators of the country who signalized himself by his splendid 
speech on the tariff question. But I claim to bea better lawyer than 
the gentleman from New York, for if his name were mine I would never 
have permitted it to become the subject of criticism before this grave 
andaugustbody. [Laughter.] I can not afford to follow his example, 
and will therefore refrain from defining or dissecting it in the interest 
of science and humanity. 

As ignorant as he makes me, I have read ancient and modern, sacred 
and profane history, and I fail to find that the name of Cox was ever 
associated with a worthy or conspicuous achievement. 

God Almighty, in His infinite wisdom, never destined for immortality 
a man bearing thename of Cox. [Laughter.] Iconcede the fact that 
his prominence in the Démocratic party and his long service in this 
House is some evidence of a slight improvement in the breed. 

The gentleman, nettled by the exposure of his fifteen long years of 
membership in the Cobden Club, can make no better defense of his con- 
duct than by revealing to the country the interesting discovery that the 
way to tell a true colt is by his ‘‘handsome eye and graceful figure,” 
which is a virtual admission that he is not one of that blood. Hesays 
they are the O’Callaghans, the Murphys, the O’Connors, the O’Shang- 
nessys, the Sullivans, and the O’Neills, and that the Angles and the 
Saxons are ‘‘the mud of all races,” and that I must be a spawn of Crom- 
well and his confiscators, 

The country is not at all concerned about my ancestors. I know I 
am not. ButI to prove by better authority than he has ad- 
duced for a reduction of tariff that his opinion of Cromwell and the 
Anglo-Saxons must have recently undergone an almost miraculons 
change. Here is a work entitled The Buckeye Abroad, or Wanderings 
in Europe and the Orient, the author of which is S. S. Cox. It was 
published in Cincinnati in 1854, when the gentleman was thirty years 
old, when his judgment was fully matured and when he had the repu- 
tation of being a ripe scholar and a leading Democrat. 

I found this most interesting volume by accident in the Ohio school 
library. I havetriedin vain to purchaseacopy of this precious volume. 
Some of the old booksellers say that after its author left the State of 
Ohio and planted his carpet-sack in Tammany Hall he purchased and 
destroyed every issue he believed inexistence. If thisbeso I commend 
him for the act. It was the proper thing to do to commit itto the 
flames, because society might become contaminated by its perusal and 
libraries might be shunned by reason of its presence. 

Let us see what his estimate was of Cromwell aud the Anglo-Saxons, 
“the mud of all nations,” before he settled in a tenement-house dis- 
trict in New York City. 

On page 18 of this book he writes as follows: 

The cliffs of old England stand out in definite outline. Light-honses and 
mansions attest the presence of a superior civili . How many thronging 
associations flit through the mind as I recall that here, not in fancy’s eye, but 
in reality, stands the little isle of power, the home of old Coke, Cromwell, of 
Spenser, and Cowper, of Chatham, and all the host of glorious minds with 
whom so much of life has been passed. 

On page 403 he writes from Edinburgh as follows: 


We enter the halls of kings—look at each old memento, not forgetting the 
big tarpaulin hat worn by Cromwell. I am no hero worshiper, but there 
are some peculiarities Which old Noll liad that tickle my fancy, if they do not 
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engage my worship, such as praying with a lot of solemn Scotchmen in the 
afternoon till three in the morning, in order to lull suspicion and create theim- 
pression that he was quite godly. r 

I appeal to the members of this House and ask them what can be 
their estimate of an author who declares that he almost worships Crom- 
well for playing the role of a hypocrite in trying to fool some old pious 
Scotchmen into the belief that he was godly? [Laughter.] 

Let us see what his opinion was of the land of the Anglesand Saxons, 
now ‘‘the mud ofall nations,” before he settled in New York. From 
what he says on page 19, the very sight of the English shore made him 
lose all self-control, for in a rapturous, passionate outburst of feeling, 
prompted by the deepest love, he exclaimed: 

Old England? Yes;Godblessher! With tearsin my eyes I beseech Heaven's 
best benison upon her. I forget her as the landof ruth and wrong; [remember 
her only as the land of noble deeds and generous hearts. Her literature from 

"s first uncouth song to Disraeli’s last sarcasm floats through the mem- 
ory like a vivid power, transforming every prejudice into praise and even 
wrong into glory. 

On page 35 we find his burning love for the English Bible and Anglo- 
Saxon power breaking out in the following language: 

English home produce, from the circular comb for carding wool up to yon 
splendid steam-ship enginery, from that beer-barrel machine up to yon process 
for engraving on steel icity, from the rudest implement of itive 
husbandry up to the highest refinement of modern science, all demonstrate a 
power to dignify ornamental forms by use and to raise useful forms into beauty 
which should be the great ambition of art; but all this is powerless and puny 
beside the triumph which radiates from those Bibles, with their lips of fire, this 
moment regenerating the kingdoms of the earthand pouring abroad that light of 
life which never was on land or sea. > 

With the increase of Anglo-Saxon power there has been spread along with 
the practicalness ofthe age a spirituality more divine than the soul with all its 
power, hath yet been gifted to imagine. 

The Buckeye in Ohio and the Buckeye in New York City seem to be 
different persons. Heis Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde. [Laughter.] In 
Ohio Cromwell is one of the ‘‘ glorious minds with whom so much of 
life has been passed,” but in New York he is a confiseator that has left 
an impure spawn in Ireland. In Ohio the Angles and the Saxons are 
men of noble deeds and generous hearts; in New York they are ‘‘the 
mud of all nations.” He says the Celt is known by his handsome eye 

` and graceful figure. He must have been the magician that created this 
miraculous change. In Ohio the Celt was not nearly so handsome as 
he isin New York. In his glance at Ireland he says: 

Itis Sunday. We arrived at Donnybrook and found many thousands gath- 
ered in the green fields looking at the erection of the booths pre ry for 
themorrow. Already the housesand taverns about were full of revelers. Scotch 
whisky, bagpipes, and fiddling were going on in conjunction with pattering 
feet upon the sanded floors, Pipes and apples, toys and cakes were vended by 
witty rogues. - But everything was decent and in order. The “‘ bating (spelled 
with an *a') the police with shillalahs” and the bloody noses do not e 
dramatic until the fair is fairly opened. Then look out! 

In alluding to the monuments erected in Dublin to Wellington and 
Nelson, he exclaims: 

England’s proudest boast, the hero of the sea and the hero of the land! 


Why should they be so conspicuously honored by Ireland? Why? 
Because they remembered England’s glory and not Irish ruth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WOODBURN. Iask leave to print the balanee of my remarks. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no; I object to that. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Well, I will get it in some way. 

Mr. COX. No. You can not get in anything personal, under any 
rule. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Iam not near so personal as you were, sir. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word. As an Irishman 
I am a fair fighter, and I believe in a ring. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time does the gentleman want? 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Ne- 
vada desire? 

Mr. WOODBURN. Five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
bas ten minutes of his time remaining, and he desires to use that time 
now. If there be no objection, the gentleman from Ohio will be recog- 
nized to exhaust his hour, and after that the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] will be recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield all the time I have to the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. WOODBURN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has ten minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. WOODBURN. It is too late for the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] to divert the attention of his constituents away from the 
fact that he is still a member of the Cobden Club and has never in fif- 
teen years repudiated or disavowed it. 

He can not justify it by posing as the introducer of the motion to per- 
mit Mr. Parnell to speak in the House of Representatives. That did 
not cost any great expenditure of brain or muscle. It will not work 
to parade the fact that oneof his ancestors came from Ireland with Lord 
Baltimore. 

The Ark and the Dove landed none of the Cox family at St. Mary’s. 

led hoo: contains Avis many deg jain ro 95 Rate of that decla- 
ration. In r passage he descri! e highest dignitaries of 
the church Tord Baltimor planted in Maryland as **men without soul 
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or sympathy, sitting in frigid iceberg dignity, living in marble palaces, - 
who never warm except in the lust of power or profligacy. Brib- 
ery is their argument and corruption the conclusion of their justice.” 

I prefer to believe he sprang from the vicinity of Solomon’s temple, 
at the building of which he claims to have had a distinguished relative. 
If the members of this Houseand the men in the galleries sean with 
care every lineament of his countenance, his size, the structure of his 
legs, his cheek-bones, his nose, the color of his eye and hair, as well as 
his mode of gesticulation, it will be impossible for them to come to any 
other conclusion. As the Bible makes no mention of any Coxes, it is 
safe to conclude that his name was Samuels and that his illustrious 
scion lopped off the last “‘s’’ and made Sullivan out of it for some, 
special purpose. a s 

He claims he was named after General Sullivan, of Revolutionary 
fame, who was born in the State of Maine of Irish parentage. He says 
the name is derived from the two words ‘‘sol,’’ sun, and “‘levant,”? 
rising. The letter ‘‘t’’ did belong to his name before he emigrated 
from Ohio. He was called after a member of the Sullevant family in 
Columbus, Ohio. Professor Sullevant still resides there. Originally 
their name was Sullivan, but they unexpectedly became rising suns in 
the financial world, when they became ashamed of the nameand added 
a ‘*t’’ to make it more fashionable an@get the entrée into the society 
of the codfish aristocracy of the city of Columbus; and every newspaper 
correspondent in Washington who has ever lived in Columbus will tell 
you that his middle name, Sullivan, comes from that family, and that 
he never dared to write it in full until he became a member of Tam- 
many Hall. 

I felt that when the gentleman gave me such an extended notice it 
must have reached his marrow. I must have touched a sore spot that 
can not be healed by fun, sophistry, indirection, or evasion. I fancy I 
see the O’Shaugnessys, the O’Sullivans, the O’Connors, the O’ Mahonys, 
and the Murphys of New York gazing on my little picture of their dis- 

inguished leader. I see them turning their *‘ graceful figures’? upon 
it with the light of love and admiration beaming in their ** handsome 
eyes.” With quick step and solid column they are marching on the 
polls to re-elect to Congress the gentleman who annihilated Nevada 
and Woodburn, and who illuminated the human understanding by 
giving to the world that sacred volume, now, I regret, almost extinct, 
‘“*The Buckeye Abroad.’’? As the sound of victory issues from the 
throat of the ballot-box I hear the voice of their litte Democratic 
leader paraphrasing with a chuckle the apostrophe of Madame Roland 
to the statue of Liberty by the exclamation, ‘Oh, politics, what bam- 
boozling is practiced in thy name!’’ 

I will preserve this work as a precious relic. It will serve as a re- 
minder of the vicissitudes of human events, and of the almost incred- 
ible gullibility of the boys with the rich brogue, the handsome eyes, 
and the graceful figures. In the name of Parnell, whom he hasinvoked 
for a purpose, who knows my breed! I call upon his followers in New 
York to never again in a political contest contaminate their fingers 
with a ballot bearing the name of a man who dares on this floor to 
eulogize Bright and Peel, the arch enemies of their native land, and 
who attempted to falsify its history by the silly declaration that pro- ~- 
tection and not free trade destroyed its every industry. Open the grave 
of Knownothingism and lay him away forever, and with that spirit of 
Christian charity he entertains for Mr. BUTTERWORTH and myself, in- 
scribe on the headstone of the dead ‘‘ Buckeye Abroad” the familiar 
words requiescat in pace. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman has asked me to make the amende honorable in the 
Hewitt aftair, and I propose to doit; but before I do that I ask the 
gentleman from New York whether he dare rise here in his place and 
vindicate Abram S. Hewitt from the charge that I have made? He 
has stated to this House that I made a baseless attack on Mr. Hewitt. 
That implies that he is acquainted with the facts and the circumstances 
of the case. Now Iam here to make the amende, but in an entirely 
different way. I ask this House to construe the letter written by the 
British minister to Mr. Hewitt on the 19th day of December, 1884, in 
which he says that Mr. Hewitt did call upon him to make an ‘ex 
nation,’’ but that hedid not consideritan apology. What was thereto 
explain? He had introduced the resolution in the morning. It was 
passed without a division; was sent to the President of the United 
States, and had ceased to be the property of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Well, I will rise to a question of privilege on 
this matter in the morning. [Laughter. ] 

Mr HEMPHILL. I thinkit but fair that I should yield some time 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], after which I shall insist. 
on going on with the regular business. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from South 
Carolina yield? $ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. As much time as the gentleman from New York 
desires. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I have been advised by my friends on both 
sides of the House to pay no attention to this farrago of nonsense. I 
would be inclined to follow that advice but for one thing; that is to 
put myself and my little book right with the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House. 
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Now for many years this book of mine, A Buckeye Abroad, has 
been brought out against mein this House. During the war, before 
the war, since the war, it has been loaded for my chagrin. Mr. Wash- 
burne, of Illinois, used to have it in his desk. He used to threaten me 
with the publication of some of its extracts. These referred to the 
colored men. Sometimes gentlemen undertook to bring up remarks 
made in the volume about the Catholic Church, etc., but I never be- 
fore had a question raised about the Sullivan family. [Langhter.] 
It is Monsieur Tonson come again. 

I published this book in 1851. It was of a very transient order of 
literature. It went through seven or eight editions, however; but after 
the first edition, which I found here in the Library—the gentleman 
says it is not extant, but I have found it in the Library—I did make 
some corrections as to certain gossip which I got from our consul-gen- 
eral—— 

- Mr. WOODBURN. I got this copy from the Library. 

Mr. COX. Do not interrupt me; I am trying to deal gently with 
you. [Laughter.] I made certain corrections in a proper way long 
before I was in public life, long before I came to Congress, as to certain 
gossip I had repeated in this book about the cardinals and others at 
Rome. I always regretted very much that I made those statements. 

Although I was a young at the time and had not mingled much 
with affairs, I vindicated in that book, as a young American should, 
the doctrines of our Constitution as to religious toleration. Happening 
to be in England in 1851, I heard in the House of Commons the debate 
on the “ Ecclesiastical titles bill.” This was a bill to impose a pen- 
alty on any English cardinal for taking a hat from Rome. Asan Amer- 
ican I was surprised at the intolerance exhibited in Parliament. On 
page 57 of this book I said: 

When will England learn the beautiful truths of free toleration? When will 
she leave accountability in spiritual matters to God alone? When will she 
learn the significance of the first amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States in its application to human societies of diversreligionsand sects? “* Con- 

shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting 
fhe free exercise thereof.” 

Following up that idea, writing at Rome, on page 138, I inveighed 
against the connection of church and state in Rome, saying: 


and who loves its Tiberal principles, 
What I have said in relation to matters here might well be said by any intelli- 
t American Catholic, God forbid that a single blot of intolerance should 
Enaren my r pages. Ihave studied with too nice a heed the human heart 
and its relations to man and to God ever to color facts or vate prejudice 
where conscience isthe arbiter of conduct and God slone its judge. 

So when I reached Geneva I inveighed against the connection of the 
Presbyterian Church with the state in Geneva. I criticised portions of 
Calvin’s history in connection with the persecution of the Catholics. 

Soin another part of my book I pay tribute to Ireland, as well as 
I then could, when I said: 

Catholicism is as much the religion of the Irish ae 
that of England. For yearsits enjoyment under such o! 
as they might see fit has been guarantied. * * * 

Into what dilemmas and absurdities will nota nation ran that does not strictly 
adhere to the most unlimited toleration, or that connects its civil with its re- 
ligious establishment? 

= è kd . = = s 

England could not render Ireland more ungoyernable by any other act than 
that of the last session about the ecclesiastical titles, for it strikes at her religion, 
the most sensitive part of every society. 

Let resistance, strong and steadfast, be made; and let the American people, 
Catholic and Protestant, sympathize in a movement whose object is to resist 
the most miserable intolerance that has di the English statute-book 
since the time when Dissenters and Catholics alike were at the mercy of Jef- 
freys, and when conformity to the established church was a principle and a prac- 
tice at once ope, mere to reason and humanity. 

The Church of England can gain nothing, but must lose much, by its coercive 
measures towards the Catholics. Persecution will do its old work by creating 
devotees around the altars of the persecuted. 

Then I went on further to discuss the effects of certain laws in Eng- 
land, commencing with premunire and coming down to the pro 
law of “ ecclesiastical titles.” I then showed, as I trust, that I had a 
just conception of our principles of civil and religious liberty. Hav- 
ing been educated at a college in Rhode Island, the State founded by 
Roger Williams, and having in my veins some little of the blood of an 
ancestor who came over with Lord Baltimore, I naturally was tolerant 
of all religion. I am yet as liberal as then. 4 

The only trouble is that in those early days (for this book was pub- 
lished nearly forty years ago) I made some references which I after- 
ward regretted and corrected, and this is the book which is now pa- 
raded in this House to confront my statements as to the Cobden Club. 

Why, sir, is it not pitiful ? 

The gentleman should have made this speech while the general tariff 
debate was going on. 

Mr. WOODBURN. You made your speech on the last day of the 
debate. 

. Mr. COX. When the bullet went in and went by, the gentleman 
did not know enough to ache when he was hurt. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WOODBURN rose. 

Mr. COX. Sitdown! The gentleman is simply an incarnate sup- 
pressio veri. [Laughter.] What is that? Why, that is Irish for a 


le as Protestantism is 
cersand in such modes 


man who does not tell the truth all through. [Renewed laughter. ] 
The only evidence that he is an Irishman is his garrulity., I am one, 
and like to do my part of the talking. 

Mr. WOODBURN. No, you are not. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman says that for some reason I cut off the 
“tn from my middle name of Sullivan. Sir, if the gentleman will 
look at the United States court reports somewhere about 1818 he will 
find my grandfather’s name, Judge Samuel Sullivan. He was the treas- 
urer of the State of Ohio. He it was who opened the United States 
branch bank at Chillicothe, Ohio. He did it as treasurer of the State 
to get the State taxes out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MASON. Did he open it with a jimmy? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. He was one of the most respectable burglars who ever 
entered a bank in Ohio. He figured in the great case known in early 
days in Ohio as the ‘‘crowbar case.’? It was the famous case touching 
the State right of taxation, in which Henry Clay was engaged for the 
United States. The United States Bank refused to pay the taxes levied 
by the State. Samuel Sullivan, as treasurer of the State, went to the 
branch of the United: States Bank at Chillicothe. He opened itewith 
a crowbar. He took out the taxes due to the State. No “t” was 
dropped out of his name. I am rather glad and proud to be descended 
from and named after such aman as that. The Sullivants to whom 
the gentleman refers were very clever, elegant, scientific gentlemen. 
They were no relations of mine; I wish they were. They were of op- 
posite politics, but voted forme. I never should have dropped a ‘‘ t” 
if I had been born into that family. 

The gentleman from Nevada, as I said, had not sense enough to ache 
at the proper time. He did not know he was hurt. For four weeks 
he has been going all over this town, inside and outside of this House, 
and in all sorts of places, saying that he was going in some wild way 
to consume me. He has been reading his speech to reporters and mem- 
bers. 

Mr. WOODBURN. I never did so. 

Mr. COX. My friend says he knows more law than Ido. Possibly 
he does, I have sent for a copy of Blackstone to refresh my legal 
knowledge. Here is a little passage of Blackstone. It has reference 
to the grand jury: 3 

When the grand jury have heard the evidence. 


if they think it a groundless 
accusation, they used former, 


to indorse on the back of the bill “ Ignoramus,” 
or “We know nothing of it,” intimating that though the facts might possibly be 
true, that truth did not appear to them. 


[Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Nevada misinterpreted my remark about the 
spawn of Cromwell. I did not mean it in the way he has interpreted 
it. I will apologize for that. My speech does not bear a personal re- 
flection as to his being one of the spawn. 

The gentleman has undertaken to speak against my family and my 
name. It was he who first paraded the personalities before the House. 
It was he who made this personal attack on me in my absence, and 
before I said aught of him. 

If, sir, he were indicted by a grand jury in this country—indicted 
for intelligence and for telling the whole truth—for he only suppresses 
the truth (I do not say he lies, for he can not do that), his offense is 
only that of a suppressio veri. If, then, he were indicted for intelli- 
gence, etc., and the grand jury should insist on the old custom referred 
to in Blackstone, would they not write on the back of the indictment 
‘‘Tgnoramus?’’ Would it not be a very proper way of disposing of 
the indictment. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I am ever so sorry to have said anything about Nevada at 
all. We all know what Nevada is. The gentleman said there was not 
enough money in New York to buy Nevada. Well, I guess the price 
must have risen a little. [Laughter.] I donot know much about 
Nevada except that a great mistake connected with our civil polity is 
that we have a State of that size in our Union, for it despoils the 
beauty of our structure and system of Government. Does it not seem 
irrational to plain people that a State with only forty-odd thousand 
population should be able to offset the State of New York or the State 
of Pennsylvania in the Senate of the United States? We know without 
saying it, exactly how Nevada is run, and by whom, and what for. 

When the gentleman from Nevada began this attack on me I was 
not present. I wish I had been. I would have disposed of it right 
off. Gentlemen on the other side, as stated in the RECORD, laughed at 
the gentleman’sremarks, They laughed athim and perhaps with him. 
But it was only the kind of laughter we read of in the Scripture. It 
was ‘‘the crackling of thorns under a pot.’ What kind of laughter is 
that? Let the gentleman read up his Bible. It willnot hurt him; let 
him commence at Genesis and go clear through to Revelations. Let 
him find out just what kind of a man it is whose laughter is ‘‘like the 
crackling of thorns under a pot.” I would not indulge in unparlia- 
mentary language, and theretore I will notsay anything further about 
that. 

I have said that the gentleman is an incarnate suppressio veri. And 
why? Because when he gave to this House a statement of the mem- 
bers of the Cobden Club he deliberately (if he knew anything about 
that club and its membership) suppressed the names of nearly forty 
prominent Republicans of this country who were its members. Did 
not the gentleman know that they were connected with that club ? 
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Mr. WOODBURN. I will answer, if you will allow me. 

Mr. COX. No, sir; just sit right still and I will polish you nicely. 
{Laughter.] You knew that Jacob D. Cox, who had been Republican 

vernor of Ohio and Republican Secretary of the Interior, was a mem- 
fer of that dub. You knew that Garfield was in it. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Will the gentleman let me answer? : 

Mr. COX. If you did not know it, yon ought to have known it. 
Either you are ignorant or you are malicious—perhaps a little of both. 
{Laughter.] You knew those and other men were in that club. 

Mr. WOODBURN. Here is a corrected list of the members, Find, 
if you can, the name of Garfield. 

r. COX. They are all there. 

Mr. WOODBURN. No; they are not. 

Mr. COX. You have suppressed the veri. If you did not know 
about this matter, you ought to have known aboutit. We have all 
known it. Everybody knew that some of the best gentlemen in this 
country, gentlemen of both parties, had been honored by election to 
thatclub. But I have said in the general debate all that I care to say 
about that. 

But the gentleman suppressed another truth. Ido not care anything 
about the gentleman from Nevada or his personalities. He was thein- 
strument put forward to prejudice, if possible, the Irish vote in regard 
to our tariff 1 tion. Hesuppressed the fact that the Tories of Eng- 
land, the men who had despoiled Ireland, who tried to despoil America, 
and who would ruin us to-day if they could—that these Tories, the 
Balfours, Salisburys, and others, are the men who have maligned and 
persecuted and rack-rented Ireland. These are the men who haye 
suppressed the efforts of Englishmen, Scotchmen, Welshmen, and Irish- 
men to secure their statutory parliament and their rights. The gen- 
tleman kept these matters out of tlie light just as a man from Nevada 
would who lives a good deal under ground. 

Mr. WOODBURN. How were the Tories—— 

Mr. COX. The gentleman can not keep quiet. When the knife is 
applied some of the blood that is left in him, whether Saxon or Celtic, 
must flow. 

Now, I do not care much about this matter. I am not responsible 
for its introduction to-day and here. Iam sorry it has been brought 
up. I have given the gentleman a little circulation by speaking of 
him. 

I apologize to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] 
for interfering with his District of Columbia business. I apologize to 
all for all I say, because it is of no sort of consequence to me, whatever 
it may be to the gentleman from Nevada. 

I do not care whether he comes from Ireland, or whether he is an 
Anglo-Saxon, or whether he comes from the original protoplasm in 
process of evolution. I should not wonder if we all came from some 
originalatomy. From the incoherent way in which he has addressed the 
House he must be asort of gelatinous protoplasm. [Laughter.] Ido 
not know what thatis; perhaps, asort of nebulous thing, floating around 
in space. [Great laughter.] Perhaps that is a good definition of a 
member from a rotten borough. 

Out in Nevada men live a good deal under ground. Theyare miners, 
the great body of them. More than in any other State, they are for- 
eigners. I do not complainof that. What I do complain of is of that 
crass ignorance exhibited here by the gentleman by which he sup- 
presses the liberal republican name of the Cobden Club and the object 
ond the Tory opponents of that club, so as to bring opprobrium upon 
the liberalities of legislation which have been here vindicated in this 
House, 

In conclusion, all that I can say is: 

Dig, little mole, dig under the ground, 
There is sunlight k thesky! 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now hope we will have a vote on the pending 
bill. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] The bill formerly passed by the House did 
not appropriate for additional police stations. I will only say that they 
are found to be absolutely necessary to the efficiency of the police force 
of this District. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POLICE MATRONS FOR THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons for the District 
of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other purposes, reported 
with amendment from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to appoint three matrons for the police department 
of said District as soon as the necessary accommodations may be authorized 
and provided by Congress, and the work completed, 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of said ey ce matrons to search, examine, 
and care for the female prisoners who may be taken into custody by the police, 
and to take charge of lost or abandoned children while detained at a station- 
house to which a matron may be ned, under such rules and regulationsas 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia may from time to time make. 

Src. 3, That to carry into practical L operatorni the foregoing provisions, the 
following sums are hereb; neigh riated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated : vi 


, That one half of such sums shall be payable 


out of the revenues of the Districtand the other from the Treasury of the United 
States, namely ¢ For additional story and remodeling of the first precinct station- 


house, $7,500; for enlarging and remodeling the third precinct station-house, in- 
cluding the erection of a stable, $12,000; for remodeling the fifth precinct station, 
including the purchase of the adjoining lot, and for stable facilities, $9,000. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out section 3 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Spe, 8. That no woman shall be appointed a police matron unless suitable for 
the ition, and recommended therefor in writing by at least ten women of 
EAMA residents of the District,” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Mr. STRURLE. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to get ten minutes 
when the bill last before the Committee of the Whole was under con- 
sideration, as the remarks I intend tosubmit are more pertinent to that 
than to this bill, but the discussion on that proposition took such a turn 
the gentleman in charge of the District business felt compelled to close 
debate and move that the bill be Jaid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, without allowing me an op- 
portunity to be heard. 

But, sir, I wish to speak of the increase of the number of policemen 
in the city of Washington, notwithstanding the bill has gone to the 
House for final action. Iam in favor of the increase of the police force 
in this city if it is demanded by the necessities of the people, and in the 
interest of that good order which ought to be maintained in the capital 
city of the Union. But, sir, it is my opinion this increase of the police 
is made necessary, if at all, by the fact of the almost unrestrained liquor 
traffic in this District. 

If I could have my way on this subject I would enact unqualified 
prohibition as the law of the District. If under existing conditions 
that can not be done, then a more stringent law than that now in ex- 
istence should be passed at an early date. Ifsuchalaw were nowin ~ 
force this increase in the number of police asked by the measure to 
which I have referred would not be rendered necessary at this time. 

It must be that every member of the House is cognizant of the fact 
that the people of this country are each year becoming more and more 
concerned in this question of the suppression of the public sale of alco- 
holic liquors. Numerous States in the Union, deeply concerned in the 
importance of the preservation of the individual citizen and his capacity 
as an intelligent member of the body-politic, considering the welfare 
of the home and the important relations of the liquor traffic to it and 
to the politics of the country, have enacted legislation for the abolition 
of this great enemy of our citizenship and our homes—the common 
saloon of America. ` 

I solemnly believe and declare thatit is high time the American Con- 
gress was brought face to face with this subject, the importance of 
which, in my opinion, overshadows every other within the province of 
Congressional action, unless it be that in relation to the denial of the 
ballot to thousands of citizens of the South, and as to this question of 
citizenship, it may be said that, while the South is to a great extent 
denying the ballot or defrauding results, and thereby committing the 
highest crime against citizenship, the liquor traffic is daily making 
thousands in all parts of the land unfit for the discharge of any duty, 
political or social, and hence in this limited view is doing vastly more 
harm than that spirit in sections of the country that denies the right 
of ballot. 

But, sir, I rose principally to call the attention of the House to the 
attitude of this committee and of another committee of the House in 
relation to legislation concerning the liquor traffic in the District. 

I hold in my hand five bills, introduced into this House by various 
members. One was introduced on the 4th day of January, 1888, by Mr. 
JosEPH D. TAYLOR, of Ohio, entitled ‘‘A bill to prevent the manufact- 
ure and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia.” An- 
other was introduced by the same gentleman on the same date entitled 
“A bill prohibiting, in the District of Columbia, the sale of intoxicating 
liquors within two squares of any public school building or Government 
building in which persons are employed in the service of the Govern- 
ment.” And on the same date the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DING- 
LEY] introduced a bill entitled ‘tA bill to prohibit the sale of spirituous 
and intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia.” On January 9 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] introduced a similar 
bill, and on January 16, Mr. TAULBEE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
entitled ‘‘A bill to prevent the manufacture and sale of spirituous and 
intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia.” Each one of these 
gentlemen is an intelligent, honorable, and, I may say without flattery, 
an able member of this body. 

Now, sir, I am advised that all of these measures were respectively, 
and possibly respectfully, referred by the majority of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to another committee of this House known as 
the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, composed, I believe, of 
seven Democrats and four Republicans.. That committee, which is the 
graveyard of this House for all such proposed legislation, has received 
the consignment of all these bills, which should have been acted upon by! 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, long before this; and, sir, I 
am advised while this last named committee has had a few meetings and 
has gone through the form of appointing subcommittees, that nocall has 
been made for a meeting of the subcommittee to consider any of these 


I yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
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bills or any other bills referred to them having in view the subject to 
which I am alluding, but they have been allowed to sl as others 
have slept, with absolute indifference and neglect, and I might add 
with censurable carelessness and utter disregard of daty on the part of 
the committee. ¢ 

Here is a great question occupying the thought and active attention 
of hundreds of thousands of our people of all ages and political beliefs. 
Tt is not a question that is confined to any one political party. It isin 
no proper sense a political or partisan question. It is not confined to 
the Democratic party alone, though I confess and hesitate not toassert, 
the Democratic party by its neglect of this legislation and by its plat- 
form utterances has planted itself as the foe of progressive thought on 
this.line, and that on the contrary, what has been done in the North- 
ern States, at least, in the direction of prohibitory reform, so important 
to individual and political life, has heen done exclusively by the Re- 
publican party. 

Now, sir, if itis not wise to-day, asa matter of Congressional action, 
te pass a law prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District 
of Columbia, let some other measure or enactment be considered and 

that will have a tendency at least to restrict the sale, and there- 

y necessarily curtail the evils of the saloon trafficin the city of Wash- 

ington. Why, sir, one of these bills to which I have called attention 

only seeks to prohibit the sale of liquors within two blocksof any pub- 

lic-school building im the city, and also within the same distance ot 

~ Government buildings in which persons are employed in the Govern- 

ment service, and even this bill, so reasonable and humane in its pro- 
visions, has been neglected as have all of the others. 

Sir, I make this-prediction: If this House and its committees by this 
neglect, this repeated neglect of these: bills, this closing of their doors, 
as it were, to the voice of appeal coming up from the people all over 
this country for legislation looking to an abatement of the crying evils 
resulting from the saloon business, the Democratic party, with all its 
now vaunting defiance of the temperance sentiment of the land, will— 
aside from and independent of any other question affecting its suprem- 
acy—find itself facing within its own circles such a volume of sentiment 
as will drive it to action in harmony with the growingsentinients pre- 
vailing among the people, or refusing to do this, will hurl it from power. 

What we ought to have at once is a curtailment of the number of the 
places where liquorsare sold in the city of Washington. Go where you 
will throughout the city and in every square not exclusively of resi- 
dences you find saloons, and in many squares every other door isa 
drinking place. Go, if you please, to the vicinity of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government, and you will find these places in large num 
bers, while in all parts of the city they are planted near by the home, 
the school, and the church—a constant and widespread menace and 
curse to the best hopes and prospects of life. On the question of the 
porao the peace of the community, every man knows that saloons 

„as the natural result of the trafic, a spirit of boisterousness, 
Tawlessness, and crime. Why not, then, as a matter of sensible and 
practical pelice regulation, enact a law that will reduce the number 
of these places? Iam in favor of beginning this work at the earliest 
date, and while believing in prohibition as the correct principle to be 

‘applied, I am willing to do the next thing that may promise to the peo- 
ple of the District relief from this monstrous evil. 

When I consider the harmfulness of this traffic, the increasing stream 
of woes flowing from it; the damage done the state, the destruction of 
character, of intelli , of honorable citizenship, the burdens inci- 
dent to it; when I consider, as I often do, the danger, growing more 
and more apparent, that this liquor traffic will, unless restrained, gain 
such further foothold in the political control of our States until it dom- 
inates everything, I wonder most profoundly how intelligent, consci- 
entious legislators can for a moment hesitate as to the wisest thing 
to be done. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, we may now treat 
lightly the demands coming to us for reform in this particular; but be 
not deceived, the day is not far distant when the liquor traffic as now 
earried on will be trampled under foot of the sovereign people of Amer- 
ica, who are even now preparing their feet for the glorious march. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is very 
simple, and it is scarcely necessary to go further into an explanation 
of it than to read the bill itself. The object is simply to provide in 
this city for a namber of police matrons in order that when females 
are arrested and taken to the guard-houses they may have some one of 
their own sex to examine and take care of them until they are dis- 
missed or put into prison. I do not know that any other remarks are 


necessary: 

Mr. DINGLEY. [I should like to have a few minutes on this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to call the attention 
of the House to the subject to which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUELE) has alluded. The gentleman has referred to the fact that 

_ at least four bills were introduced and early in the session referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, having reference to the al- 
eoholic liquor trafie in this District, with a view of imposing more re- 


* 


strictions on the traffic than at present. It will be remembered by 
gentlemen that early in the session the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia asked a change of reference for these bills from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. And when a suggestion was made at the time that 
practically the effect of this change of reference would be tosuppress these 
bills, the chairmanof the District Committee assured the House that these 
bills would not be suppressed by the Committee on Alcoholic Liquors, 
but would be reported at an early date for action by the House. Four 
months have elapsed since that assurance was given, and not one of 
these bills relating to the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia and 
endeayoring to put some wholesome restriction upon it, not even the 
bill providing for a commission for the purpose of investigating this 
whole subject, or a bill which came from the Senate upon this subject, 
has up to this hour been reported for action in this House. I do not 
know whether my friend, the chairman of this committee, spoke by au- 
thority when he assured the House that these bills would be promptly 
reported and opportunity for action given, but four monthshave elapsed, 
as I have already said, and these bills have been suppressed during this 
whole period. Nota single report has been made upon them, and so 
far as I know there is no intention to give this House an opportunity 
to act upon any of them. Fam aware that at this time it is too late 
to expect anything can be done at this session, even if the bills should 
now be reported. But it does seem to me that soimportanta subject 
as this, one having reference to the welfare of the homes and the peo- 
ple of this District, should not be smothered from session to session in 
committee and no opportunity given for Congress te place some whole- 
some restrictions upon that traffic, which in this District, which we are 
specially responsible, as well as in other parts of the country, is carry- 
ing destruction wherever it goes. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, and itis the sole object I have in view at 
this time in calling attention to the matter, that not simply the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, in whose jurisdiction matters re- 
lating to the District of Columbia ought to belong, but that the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, of which my friend from Ohio is 
chairman, will give this House an opportunity to act upon these meas- 
ures. I wish now, before I take my seat, to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, who is present, whether any 
action has been taken on these bills which four months were re-. 
ferred to that committee, and about which assurance was given by the - 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia that the bills 
would not be smothered, but that they would be promptly reported 
to this House for such action as the House might think proper. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat. - I would like to ask the gentleman if they havenot 
prohibition in the State of Maine. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am addressing myself now to the question of 
these bills referred to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Mr. ROMEIS. You are complaining that the bills have not been 

rted. I ask if you have prohibition in the State of Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have. 

Mr, ROMEIS. The record shows that in a few years you arrested 
in one city alone 10,689 men for drunkenness. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh,no! The arrests fordrunkenness in the State of 
Maine are far less in proportion to the population than they are in most 
the States—only four to a thousand population annually, taking the 
State asa whole. And in Maine we arrest all persons who appear in- 
toxicated on the streets—not simply those who are disorderly, as in 
many other places, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now yield to the gentleman from Tlinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] five minutes, or such time as he may need. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only rise to defend the District Committee from 
any charge of dereliction of duty in this regard. The District Com- 
mittee has a very large amount of work before it. The action of the 
House has deprived that committee of at least five days it was entitled 
to in order to get along with its legislation. The committee has never 
shirkedany duty. Thecommittee has the courage to bring forward any 
matterthatought to be legislated about. Butthereis a committeeof this 
House having no other business than that of the alcoholic liquor traffic, 
As a member of that committee, while perfectly willing to ina 
complete revision of the liquor laws of the District of Columbia, I still 
believe that a committee having but one duty before it can more intel- 
ligently enter upon the investigation and the preparation of legislation 
fit for the District, and would be more apt to get consideration for such 
a measure. A member of the District Committee is a member and 
perhaps chairman of the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. It 
was his belief that that committee was legitimately entitled to consider 
these questions; and therefore with no desire to shirk any responsibility 
and a perfect willingness to do everything that was required of it and 
consider everything referred to it, the matter was referred to the House 
for its consideration as to which was the proper and legitimate com- 
mittee to consider this question. By a vote of the House all these bills 
were referred to that committee, and from that time, therefore, the 
District Committee has considered none of them. If the House orders 
the bilis taken from the committee where they now are-and referred to 
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the Committee on the District of Columbia, I can say to the gentleman 
from Maine and to every member of the House that that committee is 
fearful of no ibility. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to speak for a few moments. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. How much time do you want? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No more than five minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unable to understand how the Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic can by any possibility have jurisdiction of this 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been referred to them. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iknowthat the reference was made, but 
I never did understand why it was made, unless it was for the purpose 
of getting rid of these bills. The Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traflic was appointed for a special purpose. That purpose was to as- 
certain great facts bearing upon the liquor traffic and to gather infor- 
mation and facts in relation to its effects upon society, which relate to 
the whole country, and not merely to the District of Columbia. Deal- 
ing with the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia, and not else- 
where, is to my mind a matter that belongs to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and to no other committee, and I think the refer- 
ence of the bills in question to that committee was right, and the ref- 
erence of them to the other committee was wro! 

‘There is certainly, for some reason or other, a manifest disposition in 
this House to avoid the consideration of this great question. One of 
the bills to which reference was made by my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUBLE) prohibits the existence of saloons within two squares of any 
Government building occupied by the employés of the Government. 
There are in this city various Departments of the Government in which 
there are thousands of young men and young women employed who 
come from Christian homes, and some of them from States where the 
liquor traffic is prohibited, who, under the laws of the Government ap- 
plicable to this District as administered by existing authorities, are 
required to pass by the doors of these saloons. In some cases these 
saloons hover around the entrances of the Government building and a 
great number of them are located within a square of some of the De- 
partments. These Government employés in the discharge of their 
ordinary duties are required to foree their way through the crowds of 
drinking men who gather about these saloons day after day. I can 
not understand why it is that we spend days, weeks, and months in 
considering questions of business of an ordinary character only and yet 
are unable to find time for the consideration of a question like this, 
which concerns the welfare and the prosperity of the country at this 
time more perhaps than all other questions put together. 

I am informed, Mr. Chairman, that we have so far departed from what 
is justand right in this matter that instead of keeping the saloons two 
squares or two blocks away from the Government buildings in which 
young men and young women and older men and older women are em- 
ployed, the sale of beer is permitted in one of the Government Depart- 
ments. I am informed that a saloon is established by the authority ot 
the oflicers in charge of one of the Departments of the Government where 
the clerks are required to go inand out. Theyare subjected to this 
indignity, and must do so without complaint or they would lose their 

laces, 
3 Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman indicate the Department to 
which he refers? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I understand it is in the Treasury De- 


ent. m 
Mr. BREWER. You mightlocate your charge rightin the basement 
of this Hall. [Laughter.] 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ihave heard that I could do that with 
safety, but perhapsif I made that statement I would not be telling the 
House anything they do not know already. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] made some inquiries with regard to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic which I did not hear distinctly, 
and I ask him to repeat them. y 

Mr. DINGLEY. My inquiry wasas to what had become of the bills 
relating to the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia and the bill 
providing for a commission to investigate the whole subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Obio. Mr. Chairman, all the bills that have 
been referred to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic are com- 
prised in three or four groups. First there are bills relating to the ap- 

intment of a commission to inquire generally into the liquor traffic. 

pon that question there will bea report whenever the committee can 
get a quorum, 

Mr. OWEN. How long is it since your committee had a meeting? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. So many of the members as chose to 
attend had a meeting last Thursday week, and another is called for 
Thursday of this week. 

Mr. OWEN. Was there a quorum at that meeting? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. There was not. 


Iwasthere. I answer 
for nobody but myself on this floor. i 


Mr. OWEN. How many meetings has your committee had this ses- |.and ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

yas passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

the tuple. . 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


sion ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I can not tell the gentleman without 
consulting the record. The gentleman can inspect the minute-book of 
the committee at any time. 
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Mr. OWEN. My inquiry was intended to find out how many bills 
have been considered and reported to this House by your committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. We have considered all the bills. I will 
say to the gentleman thata report can be made upon every bill referred 
to us whenever the committee can be got together, and I request the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DrxGLey] and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. OWEN] and my colleague from Ohio [Mr. Joseru D. TAY- 
LOR] to assist me to get a quorum. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iwouldlike toknow whether the gentle- 
man’s committee is like one that I have the honor to be a member of?, 
On several occasions we have had a quorum present, but always when 
we are ready to begin business one gentleman gets up and walks out, so 
that we are left without a quorum. [Langhter.] / 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The two committees are much alike, 
with this trifling exception, that the members of my committee do not 
even get together. [Laughter.] They are called, but they are like 
other people of whom we have heard, who were called but did not an- 
swer. Let mecomplete my reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. All of the bills will be disposed of whenever 
the members of the committee get together. 

Mr, HEMPHILL. In reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DIxGLEY } I desire to say that I think he must be mis- 
taken in saying that I assured him that the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic would report any bills to the House. Iam nota 
member of that committee, and therefore could give no assuranceas to 
its action and am sure that I did not do so. I will try to look at my 
remarks, and if inconsistent with this I will insert what I did say. 

This bill provides for the appointment of three- police matrons for 
this District, and as there seems to be no objection to it, I will move 
that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish further to state, in order to ex- 
onerate the Committee on Alcoholie Liquor Traffic, that there is one 
Republican member of that committee I have not seen there to my 
knowledge. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Name the member now, in justice to the other 
members of the committee. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Name the member. As far as I am concerned I 
wish it to be distinctly understood that I have attended every meet- 
ing of that committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman from Indiana has at- 
tended every meeting of the committee. The record of that commit- 
tee will show who has attended and who has not. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is diplomatic. ; ’ 

Abe SHAMAN: The question first recurs on the amendments to 
the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Those are all the bills we have in committee, 
and I therefore move that the committee rise. > 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee aceordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under pices sine 
tion the bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to increase 
the police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes, and had directed - 
him to report the same back to the House with a recommendation that it 
do pass; and further that it had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons for the District 
of Columbia, defining th eir duties, and for other and directed 
him to report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 


INCREASE OF POLICE FORCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase 
the police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes, was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. a 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

‘ POLICE MATRONS. KOS 

The bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 

was taken up, and the amendments of the Committee of the 


_}| poses, 
Whole were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
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ARREARS OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up joint resolution S. R. 42, extend- 
ing the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to arrears of taxes 
in the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1887. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act re- 
lating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1887, 
be, and the same hereby are, extended so as to apply to all general taxes in ar- 
rears on the Ist day of July, 1888, and to all special assessments due the District 
of Columbia, and which may be paid on before said 1st day of July, 1838. 


The amendments of the Committee on the District of Columbia were 
read, as follows: 
Tn line § strike out “cighty-eight” and insert “‘cighty-six;" also in line 10 


strike out “said” and insert *the;’’ and also in same line strike out “July ” 
and insert November,” 


Mr. HEMPHILL, This resolution continues the provisions of an 
act passed March 3, 1887, providing for the payment of arrears of taxes 
within a certain time. It has been in operation one year, and under 
it a great deal of money has come into the District treasury, and the 
commissioners think by an extension of that act a great deal more will 
come in. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to, and the joint 
resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7647) 
to incorporate the Georgetown and Tenallytown Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is in the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be considered in the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it should be considered in the committee. 
It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering that bill. 

"The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. McCreary in the chair. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the first reading of the bill for in- 
formation be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_Mr. HEMPHILL. I move now that the bill be read for amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That John W. Thompson, Richard H. Goldsborough, William 
J.Thompson, Henry H. W. K. Ryan, Osceola C. Green, and Norval W. 
Burchell, of the District of ‘columbia; Arthur E. Bateman, T. W. Pearsall, and 
Harvey Durand, of the city and State of New York; and Nathaniel W. Bowe 
and John A, Coke, of the city of Richmond, State of Virginia, and their associ- 
ates, successors, and assigns, be, and they are hereby, created a y corporate 
under the name of the Georgetown and Tenallytown Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, with authority to construct and lay down a single or 
double track railway, with the necessary switches, turn-outs, and other mechan- 
ical devices for o] the same by cable or electric powepfor carrying pas- 
sengers in the District of Columbia from the Potomac River near High street, 
to and along High street in Georgetown to the Tenallytown road, and along 
the side of the said road to the District line; also the privilege of laying such con- 
duits beneath the su of Water street for the pu e of conveying or com- 
municating power fi any suitable pointalong said Water street to said High 
street, as may be found necessary, and subject to the approval of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia: Provided,however, That such conduits shall be 
laid soas not to impairthe surface ofsaid Water street for trafficand wagon travel. 
Whenever the sores route or routes may coincide with the duly authorized 
route or routes of other duly incorporated street railway companies in the District 
of Columbia, either or both companies may use the said track when necessary ; 
and in such case they may use such tracks in common, upon such fair and equit- 
able terms as may be agreed upon by said companies; and in the event said 
companies fail to a upon equitable terms, either of said companies may on 

ly by petition to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, whieh shall 

ear and determine the matter in due form of law, and adjudge to the proper 
party the amount of compensation to be paid therefor. Said corporation is au- 
thorized and empowered to propel its cars on such other lines as it shall coin- 
~ cide with by cable power or such other motive power as it is authorized to use 
to propel its own cars over the routes prescribed in this act, and may repair and 
construct such portions of its road as may be upon the line or route or routes, 
of any other road thus used; and in case of any disagreement regarding such 
construction or repairs with any company whose line is thus used, such disa- 
greement may be h and determined summarily upon the application of 
either road to any court in said District having common-law jurisdiction. Said 
company shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding 10 cents, 5 cents for each 
senger for any distance between the termini of said railway. Said railway shall 
be constructed of good materials and in a substantial manner, with rails of the 
most Seprorest pattern, the gauge to correspond with that of other city rail- 
roads, all to beapproved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. The 
tracks of said railway, the space between the tracks, and 2 feet beyond the outer 


“approved by them. The said com 


or 
be prohi 


shall be lawful for said corporation, its successors or assigns, to make all need- 
ful and convenient trenches and excavations in any streets or places where said 
corporations may be authorized to construct and operate its roads, and to place 
in such trenches and excavations all the needful and convenient devices and 
machinery for operating said railroad in the manner and by the means afore- 
said, It I be lawful for said corporation, its successors, ór assigns, to 
erect and maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along the line ns may 
seem most desirable to the board of directors of said corporation, and subject to 
the approval of the commissioners of the District, and engine house or houses, 
boiler-house, and other buildings necessary for the successful operation of such 
cable or electric railroad. The rate of speed on said rond shall not exceed 12 
miles an hour, under a penalty of $50, recoverable by the commissioners of the 
gears by suit in any court of competent jurisdiction in the District of Colum- 
ia. 


Said company shall, on or before the 15th of January of each year, make a 
report to Congress of the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount 
of stock held by each, together with a detailed statement of the receipts and 
expenditures, from whatever source and on whatever account, for the preced- 
ing year ending December 31, which report shall be verified by affidavit of the 

oresident and secretary of said company; and said company shall pay to the 

district of Columbia, in lieu of personal taxes, for the next ensuing year, 4 per 
cent. of its gross earnings upon traffic for the preceding year as shown by 
said verified statement, which amount shall be payable to the collector of taxes 
at the times and in the manner that other taxes are payable, and subject to the 
same penalties on arrears; and the franchise and property ofesaid company, 
both real and personal, to a sufficient amount, may be seized and sold in satis- 
faction thereof, as may be provided by law for the sale of other property for 
taxes; and said per cent, of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of all other as- 
sessments of personal taxes Spee its property used solely and exclusively in the 
operation and management of said railway. 

Sec. 2. That the capital stock of said company shall be $200,000, in shares of $50 
each. Said company shall require the subscribers to the capital stock to payin 
eash to the treasurer appointed by the corporators the amounts severally sub- 
scribed, as follows, namely: Ten per cent. at the time of subscribing, and the 
balance of such subscriptions to be paid at such times and in such amounts as 
the board of directors may require, and no subscription shall be deemed valid 
unless the 10 cent, thereof shall be paid at time of subscribing, as hereinbe- 
fore provided; and if any stockholder shall refuse or neglect to pay any install- 
ment as aforesaid, or as uired by a resolution of the bonrd of directors, the 
board of directors may sell at publie auction, to the highest bidder, so many 
shares of his said stock as 1 pay said installment (and the highest bidder 
shall be taken to be the person who offers to purchase the least number of 
shares for the assessment due), under such general regulations as may be 
adopted in the by-laws of said com y ; but no stock shall be sold for less than 
the total assessments due and payable; or said corporation may sue and collect 
the same from any delinquent subscriber in any court of competent jurisdic- 
tion. The said company shall place first-class cars on said railways, with all 
modern improvements for the convenience and comfort of passengers, and shall 
run cars thereon as often as the public convenience may require, and accord- 
ing to a published schedule to be filed with the District commissioners and be 
ny may buy, lease, or construct passenger- 
rooms, ticket offices, workshops, depots, and buildings as they may deem nec- 
essary, at such points along its line as may be approved by the commissioners 
of the District, and as the business of the railway and the convenience of the 
public may require. Whenever one-half of the said whole capital stock of said 
company so subscribed, as aforesaid, shall have been paid in the said corpera- 
tion shall have the right to issue bonds toan amount equal to half the stock 
subscribed, to be secured by mortgage of its franchise and property, real and 

rsonal. Within thirty days after the passage of thisact the corporators named 

n the first section, or a majority of them, or if any refuse or neglect to act, then a 
majority of the remainder, shall cause books of subscription to the capital stock 
of said company to be opened and kept opened, in some convenientand access- 
ible place in the District of Columbia, from 9 o’clock in the forenoon till 5o’clock 
in the afternoon, for a period to be fixed by said corporators, not less than two 
days (unless the whole stock shall be sooner subscribed for), and said corpora- 
tors shall public notice, by advertisement in one or more of the daily papers 
ublished in the city of Washington, of the time when and the place where said 
ks shall be opened; and subscribers upon said books to the capital stock 
of the com y shall be held to be stockholders: Provided, That every sub- 
scriber shall pay, at the time of subscribing, 10 per cent. of the amount by him 
subscribed to the treasurer appointed by the corporators, or his subscription 
shall be null and void: Provided further, That nothing shall be received in pay- 
ment of the 10 per cent., at the time of subscribing, except lawful money or cer- 
tified checks from any established national banking house. And when the books 
of subscription tothe capitalstock of said company shall be closed, the corpora- 
tors, and in case any of them refuse or neglect to act, then a majority of the re- 
mainder, shall, within twenty days thereafter, call the tirst meeting of the stock- 
holders of said company, to meet within ten days thereafter, for the choice of 
directors, of which meeting notice shall be given in a public pewspaper pub- 
lished Mag in the city of Washington and by written personal notice to be 
mailed to the address of each stockholder by the clerk of the corporation; and 
in all meetings of the stockholders each share shall entitle the holder to one 
vote, to be given in person or by proxy, 

Src. 3. That the government and direction of the affairs of the company 
shall be vested in the board of directors, nine in number, who shall be stock- 
holders of record, and who shall hold their office for one year and till others 
are duly elected and Lr Ag to take their places as directors; and the said 
directors (a majority of whom shall be a quorum) shall elect one of their num- 
ber to be president of the company; and they shail also choose a vice-presi- 
dent, a secretary, and a treasurer, who shall give a bond, with surety, to said 
company, in such sum as the said directors may require for the faithful dis- 
charge of his trust. In the case of a vacancy in the board of directors by the 
death, resignation, or otherwise of any director, the vacancy occasioned there- 
by shall be filled by the remaining directors. The directors shall have power 
to make and prescribe such by-laws, rules, and de ecco as they shall deem 
needful and proper touching the disposition and management of the stock, 
property. estate, and effects of the company, not contrary to the charter or 
to the laws of the United States and the ordinances of the District of Columbia, 
There shall be an annual meéting of the stockholders for choice of directors, to 
be held at such time and place, under such conditions, and upon such notice as 
the said company in their by-laws may prescribe; and said directors sliall an- 
nually make a report in writing of their doings to the stockholders and to the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, Said company shall have at all 
times the free and uninterrupted use of the railway: and if any person or por- 
sons shall willfully, mischievously, and unnecessarily obstruct or impede the 

e of the cars of said railway with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or 
iS any manner molest or interfere with passengers or operatives while in tran- 
sit, or destroy or injure the cars of said railway, or depots, stations, or other 

roperty belonging to said railway, the person or persons so offending shall 
orfeit and pay for each offense not less than twenty-jive nor more than one 
hundred dollars to said company, to be recovered as other tines and penalties 
said . and-shall remain liabie. in ad:lition to said pronup, forany loss 
occasioned by his or her or their acts us aforesaid. No person shall 
ited the right to travel on the curs of said road, or ejected therefrom 
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by the company’s employés for any other cause than of being drunk, dis- 
orderly, unclean, or contagiously diseased, or for the use of obscene or profane 
language, or refusing to pay the legal fare exacted, or to comply with the law- 
ful general regulations of the company. The said Georgetown and Tennally- 
town Railway Company shall have the right of way across such other railways. 
as are now in operation within the limits of the lines granted by this act, and is 
hereby authorized to construct its said road across such other railways: Pro- 
vided, That it shall not interrupt the travel of such other railways in such con- 
struction. The principal office of said company shall always be situated in the 
city of Pidana Sashes all books and papers relating to the business of said 
company shall kept thereat, and open at all times to the inspection of the 
stockholders, The meeting of stockholders and directors shall be held at said 
office. The book in which transfers of stock shall be recorded shall be closed 
for the popas of such transfer thirty days before the annual election. 

Sec, 4. T the said work shall commence within one year from the passage 
of this act,and be completed its entire distance, with switches and turn-outs, 
and with cars running thereon for the accommodation of passengers, within 
three years from the date of the passage of this act. 

Serc, 5. That Congress hereby reserves to itself the right to at any time alter, 
amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
on page 3, line 49. The words ‘‘ten cents’’ where they appear were 
stricken out by the committee, and they are printed in the bill by a 
mistake. I move to strike out these words. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 49, page 3, strike out “ten cents; ” so that the section will read: "said 
Pony por shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding five cents for each passen- 
‘ger, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That was the intention of the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

There are already incorporated a great many passenger railways here, 
and a great many of them are public necessities, and they have their 
uses; but why a railroad should be constructed out on the Tennally- 
town road is really a mystery to me. 

I can not believe and I do not believe that the demand for this road 
comes because of any pressure on the part of the traveling public. 
There is not, out along the line of that road, a sufficient number ot 
people now resident there to press upon any company, upon any set of 
men or syndicate of persons, the propriety of constructing a passenger 
railway with a view to accommodate the traffic demand out there. I 
can not help but belieye that this construction is prompted by motives 
of a very different character—that is that underlying the scheme some- 
where there is an impression prevailing that this road, if constructed, 
or if the franchise can be acquired, will be a means whereby the value 
of certain property may be enhanced in that region with a view to draw- 
ing population out to thatvicinity. I do not think that any man who 

owns no property there would, as a financial investment, put any money 
into the stock of such an enterprise as this, because common sense would 
teach him that it would not pay expenses; and I think it isa great 
mistake to, in this manner, permit private speculators at the expense 
of the general public to promote the value of their property. 

And, Mr. Chairman, whether this scheme originates with the property 
owners or not is a question which Congress ought to consider, and: must 
consider when such bills are presented for action here. We have no 
right to lose sight of a question of such prominence as that, which ne- 
cessarily arises when we consider these bills. We know now of certain 
franchises being obtained and held for years with a view of using them 
in the future if they should become valuable enough to use; or if not, 
with a view to disposing of them to somebody else who may think he 
can make some money out of them. I do not think this is one of that 
class; but I do think it is one of those cases where gentlemen owning 
property and desirous of selling it, have been anxious to obtain a 
franchise for the construction of a street railway, and no doubt propose 
to build it; but having done so to divide their property out into build- 
ing lots and invite the public out there to make their homes, and thus 
make a profit upon the lands, and at the same time make traffic for a 
road which does not now exist. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for 
a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. ‘Taking it for granted that the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman is true, which wedo not by any means concede—in fact, we know 
to = contrary—but even assuming that it was true, what harm could 
it do 

Mr. BAYNE. The difficulty, the gentleman will see, comes in just 
here, that where a public necessity presses such a thing as this to its 
legitimate conclusion—that is, when there is a public demand for a 
railroad, this demand impresses upon capitalists the propriety of invest- 
ing their funds and constructing the railway, the money is subscribed 
and the railway is builtin a proper manner, and there is a fair share 
of commercial standing given to the whole enterprise. Itisa road con- 
structed in a legitimate way to meet a public demand. But when you 
have a scheme of this sort, in which, by simply following the require- 
ments of the bill by constructing some sort of a little railway, we se- 
cure a franchise which may be valuable only by the improvement of 
property, then such a road is constructed under such circumstances 
with poor accommodations and becomes really a public nuisance. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This is to be an electric or a cable railroad. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not care whether it is a cable or an electric rail- 
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way. They can do it more cheaply with electric appliances than with 
horse cars. They can complete the building of the road by using an 
overhead wire, and use in that way electric power more cheaply to pro- 
pel their cars than by horse-power. Now, if this franchise is granted 
under those circumstances they go to work and build a little ‘‘bobtail ”? 
road, run it out there, and keep it going until they can sell enough of 
their property to make a profit upon the investment they have made; 
then the road becomes a matter of no consequence; the public are not 
benefited; and believing this to be the purpose of the scheme, I hope 
that the bill will not pass. 

Now, the Tennallytown road, let me say, is not only historical, but it 
is one of the most beautiful drives in the neighborhood of thecity. It 
runs past the President’s property; it is a wide, beautiful road, and it 
affords to those people who are able to have their own conveyances one ` 
of the most delightful drives around the city. If there was any gen- 
eral necessity for the construction of this street railroad on the part of 
the great bulk of the people who can not afford their own conveyances, 
I would be the very last man in the world to offer any objection. But 
there is no such necessity. Thereis no pressure from anybody for such 
aroad. I venture to say that those men who have property to sell out 
there want to construct the road to enable them to sell it, and that 
outside of them there is nobody asking for thisroad. I do not believe 
in this thing of constructing railroads simply to enhance the value of 
property without there is a commercial or public demand forit. I 
have taken identically the same position before the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. I have heard it argued, time and again, that steps 
should be taken to promote the work of improving certain streams be- 
cause it would enhance the value of certain agricultural lands; it would 
open up certain coal mines or timber lands and bring a population there 
and develop waste places in the country. ButI have always opposed 
such arguments. I have said, let commerce come there first; let busi- 
ness enterprise come there; inaugurate mining operations or agricult- 
ure, and when they have come, when there is a demand for the im- 
provement of the stream then I am with you in the improvement, but 
until there is such a demand I am not willing that the public money 
shall be appropriated to the development of any such resources, 

[Here the hammer fell.] ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. Are we operating under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Weare. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will yield to my friend, Mr. BAYNE, if I 
am recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, and will 
only occupy so much of the time as is required to say I do hope this 
bill will not pass. I see no necessity for it. Ido not know what the 
termini of the road are. The committee does not seem to know the 
termini of the road. 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, yes, we do. 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg the committee’s pardon; if the road has any 
termini the committee knowsit. I doubt whether it has any definite 
termini. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The termini of the road are Tennallytown and 
Georgetown. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I do not know the 
termini of this road with any positiveness, but I presume it is to com- 
mence at Georgetown and extend the Washington and Georgetown 
road out on the Tenallytown road. I simply rise to say this: that I 
can not see any reason why Co should not give corporate power 
to those who are willing to build a street railroad anywhere within the 
limits of the District of Columbia. Iam one of those who believe the 
building of street railroad lines in any city or in the neighborhood of 
any city tends very much to the convenience of the citizens. If those 
who are ready to go into these enterprises choose to invest their capi- 
tal in them, I can not imagine why they should not be given the priv- 
ilege which they seek, and let them look out for what profit may come, 
whether a present profit or a profit in the future. We all know very 
well that the city of Washington is extending rapidly in all direc- 
tions. I, for one, am perfectly willing to allow these franchises to be 
granted. I do not see why we should consider whether some one here- 
after may not by the rise in the value of land make some money out 
of that rise. 

I do not think that is any objection to granting corporate power. I 
think men should be commended for investing their capital and for at- 
tracting people to different parts of this city where they may want to build 
residences. Along thisroad there are numbers of people living—not per- 
haps directly along the road itself, but on either side of it. I know 
enough of thecity of Washington to knowthat. Ihave passed frequently 
into that road from other roads going in that direction. There must have 
been some one promoting this enterprise in the House of Representatives. 
There must have been some person desirous that this road should be 
built irrespective of those who might perhaps be the incorporators or the 
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intended incorporators. Icare not who they are. Icare not where the 
termini of the road may be. All I do know is that in cities street 
railroads are of great advantage to the citizens. I am willing to give 
my vote at any time to reliable parties, and I suppose the parties in- 
terested here are reliable. Iam willing to give my vote to those who 
will invest their capital in good faith. I am willing to give my vote 
for the interest of the people residing in Washington to such a bill as 
thi 


is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to say a single word touching this 
bill. The general principle suggested by my honored friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] I heartily approve, that there should be 
no unnecessary obstacle interposed in the way of providing proper fa- 
cilities for the traveling public, either so far as street railways are con- 
cerned or so far as broad-gauge railroads are concerned. But I wish 
to call the attention of my friend to the fact that nobody will pretend 
that as a mere business venture parties would engage in the construc- 
tion of this street railroad. There will be no patronage to pay for con- 
ducting the entefprise. There can be no inducement for investing 
capital in its construction aside from the hope and expectation of in- 
crease in value of the real estate owned by the incorporators and their 
associates along the line of the road. Now, I do not criticise or con- 
demn individuals for buying real estate with a view to speculation. 
It is oe right and it may be their duty if they can make a fair profit 
out of it. 

Eut here is the point: These railroads are supposed to be constructed 
in the interest of the people, and for the people. The profit resulting 
to the incorporators and to thé builders is anincident. This is a high 
grant of power by the people and theoretically for their interests. In 
this case, however, the men who own the real estate in that section, and 
who are the grantees of this charter, will doubtless be able to pay for 
the road out of the increased value resulting in their land. The road 
is a mere incident to a land speculation. Charter powers are granted 
to occupy and use a public highway to boom a land speculation. The 
road is built with the profits resulting from the boom, and the stock is 
held by parties who insist that rates of fare shall be charged to enable 
the company to pay dividends on the stock issued as if the road had 
been built in response to a crying public need and not as a help to a 
private sale. 

In the case of a grant of this kind, the people ought to have the ad- 
vantage of the lowest rate of tariff for riding upon the cars that is con- 
sistent with fair remuneration to those who, in response to a public 
necessity, buildthe road. Butthe road should not be constructed until 
there is a public need for it. This charter is not a public necessity, 
but in aid of a private venture, a private speculative enterprise. Ido 
not complain of gentlemen constructing this road if authorized to do so, 
and they make the amount of stock to correspond with the exact cost or 
building and equipping the road, and then fix the rate of fare at a proper 
figure having reference to the nature and character of the speculative 
venture which gave rise to it, say, for instance, eight tickets for 25 cents; 
but if there is to be merely an attempt to boom real estate in that sec- 
tion, then, while that does not involve any moral turpitude nor subject 
the gentlemen concerned in it to criticism, it will subject us to eriti- 
cism if, without due regard to the ultimate promotion of the public 
good, we encourage and forward an enterprise like this for the sole 
benefit of private individuals, who use these high governmental agencies 
to mere private gain. 

Mr. HOOKER. Did I understand the gentleman to say he was in 
favor of a low tariff? [Laughter,] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am in favor of a low tariff on railroads 
upon which men have to travel to and from their homes. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, it will be impossible hereafter to reduce the rates of fare if 
we this bill in its present form, because when we come to the 
stockholders in the future and say to them, ‘‘ Your rates are to high,” 
we shall find that the original stockholders, the land speculators, the 
builders of the road may not then hold the stock; they will have made 
their money out of their real estate, and the stockholders of that day 
will reply to us, ‘‘ Why, it does not yield us a fair dividend upon our 
investment.” The fact being that the railroad will not have been built 
for the purpose of yielding a dividend upon the stock, but for the pur- 
pose of yielding a very large ‘‘dividend’’ upon the real estate along 
the line. Hence, I say, there is no necessity and no justification for 
such a measure as this. I donot denounce these gentlemen for specu- 
lating in real estate; that is their right, and it is certainly their privi- 
lege to do so, but this House is charged with the duty of seeing that 
the highest power of the Government, when invoked in this way, shall 
not be used for the purpose of forwarding a mere private speculative 
venture. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I know nothing of 
the acts of incorporation of any of the street railways of the city of 
Washington. I do not know whether this railroad is to be limited in 
its charges by this bill. But Ido know that the present rates of charge 
in the street railways of this city are less than in any other city in the 
country, 

M e GUTTERWORTH. That only proves that in other cities of the 
country the people are constantly and persistently wronged. It does 


not prove that we here are dealt with fairly, but simply that the people 
of other cities are taken advantage of. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Besides, the fact is not as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] states it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. lLagree with the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey. In our city, Cincinnati, upon every road, each running several 
miles, tickets can be bought six for a quarter of a dollar. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As I have said, I know nothing of 
the details of any of these acts of incorporation, or of this particular 
ont mage pending; but I ro know mas tee an A remarkably 

ow on existing roads in the city o: ington, an resume the 
day will come when it will be low on this proposed TPAR 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A single word. The House is aware that 
it is the aim and purpose of our people to do away by legislation with 
the ‘‘ watered ” stock in these enterprises. 

Mr. BREWER. In this case the stock is limited to the actual cost 
of the road. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that the stock is limited, and 
that is a step in the right direction; but the road is not now needed 
where it is proposed to be built, and I suggest that, being built before 
it is really required, an excessive rate of fare will probably he fixed and 
that rate will be continued because a long time will elapse before the 
dividends will justify its reduction. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That I know nothing about, What 
I do know is that the rates of fare upon all the street-railway lines of 
this city have been reduced. My friend remembers very well when 
there was no railroad out Seventh street beyond what may be called 
the Le Droit Park line, but for some years that line has been extended 
a mile or two beyond, and does the gentleman mean to tell me that it 
is not a great convenience to the people who live along that road to 
have that car line? Then take the Fourteenth street road. The lat- 
ter extension out beyond the boundary and to a village that was 
called Mount Pleasant, and I suppose is still so called. Hundreds of 
people are accommodated by that road. Again,if you want to walk 
to Georgetown Heights and go over the beautiful hills there, and you 
get tired of your walk, you have no means of resting by taking a car. 
ties is no street-car line beyond the limits of Washington in that 

irection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The question is not as to whether these in- 
strumentalities are desirable, but upon what terms the people should 
grant this right. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Very well, Mr. Chairman. I pre- 
sume that those who are concerned in this enterprise will understand 
what is for their best interest, and will reduce the rates of fare as rap- 
idly as their business will warrant. Ido not see why any gentleman 
on this floor should refuse to vote to incorporate a company for the pur- 
pose of building a street railway anywhere within the neighborhood 
of Washington, extendivg from the roads already built out into the 
suburbs, so as to accommodate the people. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will observe that in this bill 
there is, as usual, the provision that part of the money necessary to 
build the road shall be subscribed in cash and the rest shall be raised 
by the issue of bonds. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Very well. . 3 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will say to my friend that we have 
reached in this country atime when weought to look to the interests, 
not of those who are to receive the grant of corporate power, but those 
in whose interest the grant is made. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Very well; let uslook to that prin- 
ciple in much larger undertakings than this. In questions of this kind 
I look at the interests of the people of Washington. There are num- 
bers of persons who must either walk, or, if they rideatall, must ride 
in street-railroad cars. Within the last ten or fifteen years, in the course 
of the progress of this great city, we have seen these railroads extend- 
ing so that many points are now accessible by street railway which be- 
fore could not be reached conveniently by the humbler classes of citi- 
zens. Letus now open to convenient access the country beyond George- 
town—the region up along the heights and upon the Tennallytown 
road. Let us provide means of access to be enjoyed by the people 
upon the payment of a small railroad fare. 

As to “watering stock,” that can take care of itself, and will do so. 
I would not raise a bugaboo of that kind in reference to a bill which 
proposes to incorporate a short street railway within the city of Wash- 
ington. That is a matter that might well have been attended to when 
we were giving corporate powers to large railway organizations. We 
should not now crush out the spirit of enterprise in regard to the build- 
ing of street railways in and around this city. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, thereare considerations connected 
with the charter of any railroad which ought not to escape the atten- 
tion of members if they wish to vote intelligently. It is proper that 
in a growing city like Washington the public should give to private 
enterprise reasonable encouragement. The only objection I have heard 
made to this bill is that there is no public demand for it. To that ob- 
jection a sufficient answer ought to be that there is no public demand 
against it. This bill has been before the House some time, having been 
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pending since the 24th of last February. Noticesof it have appeared in 

papers, and not a single person has come before the committee to 
make the slightest objection to it. If the people of this District, who 
are organized into a good many different communities, knew of any ob- 
jection to the of this Dill, it is reasonable to suppose such ob- 
jection would have been made known to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

It is true, if I am properly acquainted with the route of this pro- 

road, that there are not a great many buildings there. There 
do not reside along it at present very many people who are likely to 
ride upon this railroad. But there is at the end of the route a village, 
whose people, I am informed, will be very greatly accommodated by 
this railroad, 

But one great reason why there are not more persons who will im- 
mediately be accommodated by this road is because the people of the 
District have not now convenient access to that portion of the city. 
There is now no means by which persons who may want to live on the 
outskirts of the city in that direction can find convenient and cheap 
conveyance to and fro. 

It is trae that Tennallytown road furnishes a very pretty drive; and 
Iam sure I have nothing to say against the people who are able to 
drive there and want todo so. Butat the same time there are persons 
whose only vehicle is the street cars, and who ought not to be denied 
the privilege of riding on that road for a 5-cent fare simply because 
other persons are able to ride in their carriages. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be seme 
misunderstanding abont the route of this road. How is it located with 
reference to the reservoir and Georgetown Heights? 

Mr. ROWELL. The route goes along the Tennallytown pike. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itgoesalongthe Tennallytown road to where that 
road crosses the District of Columbia line. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. How does the ronte lie with reference 
to the reservoir? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Comas] can explain that. 

Mr. McCOM This route isalonga main thoroughfare leading to a 
yery considerable town of 800 population, with which there ought to 
be connection by ordinary street railroad or by cable or electric road. 
The road really ought to go into the country beyond and open up all 
that country. <A good street railway isa public demand in that sec- 
tion; and if this charter be properly guarded, there can not be any ob- 
jection to the enterprise, and there is no ion of the city where there 
is greater occasion for a road of this kind. 

Mr. WARNER. Is this to be a ‘‘dummy’”’ road ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is to be an electric or cable road. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thatisa “dummy” road. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask this question for information, because I am, 
and always shall be, opposed to giving up any great highway to a 
“dummy”? road. Such aroad I considera nuisance to any community. 
If this road is to be operated with an engine—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is not to be any engine. 

Mr. HEARD. And this railroad is not to interfere with the drive. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Here is the provision of the bill with reference 
to motive power: 

With the necessary swit turn-outs, and other mechanical devices 
atna ana a nna I pce Pie 

Steam is not to be used, if the gentleman refers to that when he 

ks of a “dummy.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. This road is to lead out into Montgomery County, 
Maryland, from which the heaviest portion of the market supply of the 
city comes. 

I know all about it. I had the honor to put in an amendment a 
year ago in the appropriation bill which so regulated it as to make it 
a beautiful drive. 

Mr. WARNER. Just a word in reference to the main provisions of 
the bill and the safeguards that are thrown around the construction of 
this road. I can readily see that a cable road or an electric road out 
to the heights of Georgetown would enable men of small means who 
do not live there now to go out there and own their own homes. I 
have seen that illustrated in my own country; a road was built out 
into the country and the population followed it. Itpaid well and was 
an advantage to the poorer classes, while it did not interfere with the 
highway travel. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. Did the proprietors of that line buy the 
land in the direction that read was to run? 

Mr, WARNER. Ido not care whether the proprietors haye bought 
ihe land in the direction the line is to run for the public convenience or 
not, I take it for granted it is an honest transaction. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. But answer as to the fact. 

Mr. WARNER. ‘If a man invests his money not only in land for 
the accommodation of the class of people outside, but also in- 
vests his money for the purpose of building a cable road in order to 
bring that land into the market and furnish increased facilities to the 
pene oor pois to get in and ont at acheaper rate, I say God bless 

in his efforts. It is not our interest to beat down or speak slight- 


ingly of men who invest their money in these public-works. Men go 
into this as into other enterprises, for the purpose of making money. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Do you consider that to be an answer 
to my question? 

Mr. WARNER. -Yes; it is an answer to my own satisfaction. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. You have only made it worse than it 
was before. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Irise toa pointoforder. I object to this system 
of members habitually occupying their seats and withont rising ejacn- 
lating remarks in the middle of almost every sentence uttered by the 
member upon the floor. I object to members occupying their seats and 
carrying on a running conversation with a gentleman who has been 
recognized and is entitled to the floor. I insist on the rule being en- 
forced that members wishing to address the House shall rise in their 
places and address the Chair, and not interrupt members in the way 
which I have indicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill, so far as 
the committee has had information on the subject, and the committee 
have gone into it and the report is unanimous, is an accommodation 
to the people who live in the city and wish to live on the outside and 
on their own property. In order to allow the people who wish to do . 
so to get out of the city, the committee have chartered one or more 
railroads, Noone knows, when you have a population of 175,000 at 
one end and at the other end 800, to say nothing of the interme- 
diate country, it will not be built up in all likelihood in a few years. 
And if the charter-parties are the owners of land out there is a matter 
of little consequence. If they do not own it, it is owned by others, but 
if owned by them it will be bought from them as well as from others. 
If those wishing to buy are not willing to give the price asked for the 
land, why, of course, that is the end of it. If they are willing togive 
the price, we need not trouble ourselves further about it. : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish only to say this: I 
have no fault to find with the committee; I have no doubt they have 
endeavored to do that which they believed to be most-conducive to the 
interest of the people of the District. But I wish tocall the attention 
of the committee to the tendency to establish one-man power through 
the agency of corporations, and the controlling influences which enable 
the few to use State and governmental agencies for private gain and 
speculative purposes. And in view of these tendencies I deem it im- 
portant to grant corporate power only in cases where it is clear the 
public interest demands it, and then under well-considered restrictions 
and limitations. Iin nowise question the earnestness of the effort of the 
committee to properly guard the public interest. But I deem it proper 
to call attention to certain points which suggest the propriety of amend- 
ing the bill in some particular. 

The gentlemen who to build the road expect to pay for it 
out of the rise in the value of the lands they own along the line of the 
road and have a handsome margin besides. I do not find fault with 
them for that; since, as the world goes, it is a legitimate enterprise if 
it stops there, and is not subject to criticism. 

Mr, HEMPHILL. I do not know about that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They havea right to build the road under 
a proper charter; the fact that they own large tracts of land along the 
line of the road would be a reason why they want and need to build it. 
But the point I make is, not that they are the owners of land; not 
that they vant to establish facilities which will bring it into market 
and enhance its value; but it is manifestly wrong to treat this private 
enterprise as if it was projected and carried forward in response to a 
public need and popular demand. The point is that rate power 
is conferred to boom a private venture; and if that is to to bea done, the 
grantees of this charter-power ought ‘hot to be permitted to make a 
double speculation—first at the land and second off of the patrons of 
the road. ing excessive fares to make the venture pay asa street- 
car line. They build the road to sell land, not to conduct a street- 
railway. The rates named in the bill ghould: be reduced, and greatly 
reduced, in view of the known facts; and it should be fixed with due 
reference, not to the conditions that they may have to meet in the in- 
ception of the enterprise, but with reference to conditions which may 
come afterwards. 

Mr. HEMPHILL: Has the gentleman an amendment to offer in this 
respect? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, as the gentleman says, it is of no 
consequence who owns the lands, but when my friend from Kansas 
[Mr. WARNER] speaks of men owning homescut in the suburbsalong 
the line of this proposed street railroad he must realize the fact that 
the projectors of this scheme have bought up those lands, and that it 
would be impossible for the class of men my friend refers to as desirous 
of securing suburban homes to acquire them in that locality when this 
improvement is made without paying extravagant prices for them; 
prices that will pay for building the road and leave a large margin of 
profit in the pockets of the incorporators and those who are interested 
with them in the venture, so that it does not benefit the citizens men- 

tioned. It would be vastly better for them to buy the cheap homes, and 
then help to build the road and own it instead of having to buy dear 
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homes and so pay for the road and not ownit. The advantage will 
come to those who are able to build the road and who own the-lands 
now. I insist, therefore, that we should fix therate at ascale of prices 
much below what appearsin the bill. That is all that I have to say 
upon the subject. 

Mr. WARNER. I hope my friend will do me the favor of not charg- 
ing me up to the State of Kansas. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ibeg pardon. I should have said the gen- 
tleman from Kansas; but if Kansas does notcomplain—— Ah, Kansas 
does object. So Missouri may claim her own. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio how 
much he thinks ought to be allowed for carrying passengers. Does he 
think 5 cents is too much ? x 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ten cents is fixed in the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. I move to strike out the last word. The gentle- 
man from Ohio objects to the 5-cent rate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object to the 10-cent rate and insist that 
tickets shall be sold in packages at reduced rates. 

Mr. ROWELL. But we have stricken the 10-cent fare out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was not present when that action was 
taken. I only took the bill as I found it. 

Mr. ROWELL. The committee did think originally of fixing the 
rate at 10 cents, which is the usual rate for roads running 4 or 5 miles 
out into the country, but this committee in its attempt to accord all 
reasonable demands in allowing this franchise determined to strike 
out that amount and leave the rate at 5 cents. 

Now it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that one of the great needs of 
the city of Washington is more suburban residences. Everybody knows 
that building sites within the boundary line are very high, and neces- 
sarily so, because the number is limited, and is decreasing every year. 

Here is an opportunity of extending the poor man’s carriage, and the 
rich man’s carriage, too, for that matter, out in the country along that 

“beautiful section, and thereby opening up this part of the country to 
settlement and the power of being built up. This road, it should be 
remembered, is on a very high grade, and a horse-railway could not be 
built there to advantage. These people have thought it proper that 
they should have a dummy franchise. The committee determined, 
however, that no dummy should run upon any street railway in the 
city, and therefore they have reported this substitute bill giving them 
the privilege of operating a cable or electric franchise so the street 
grade may be overcome and that beautiful suburban region be brought 
into settlement. 

Ihave no sympathy whatever with the prejudice which exists in 
the minds of some men against enterprising people who are willing to 
put in their money and take the chance of realizing some profit upon 
an investment of this kind. I have no prejudice against men who are 
willing to come here and put their money into a road of this kind and 
thereby enable the building up of a portion of the District which is 
not otherwise very accessible. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand that there is an impression prevailing 
on the part of the committee that it is decided to have this track laid 
on one side of the turnpike. I have an impression that there is now a 
pleasant drive out on that road. I desire to ask gentlemen who are 
familiar with the subject whether by the language of the bill the track 
is actually to be laid outside of theroad line or not? 

Mr. ROWELL, It is my understanding that it is to be on the out- 
side. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; outside. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is as it should be. 

Mr. ATKINSON. It provides for building the railway along the 
side of the road to the District line. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ah, butit should be remembered that there is a turn- 
pike there, and on either side of the turnpike are these pleasant graded 
drives. Now this railroad company is not going to grade this line out- 
side of that track, but it is going to run the line along and on the same 
grade as the paaga drive. . Of course they will run it outside of the 
turnpike, but it will be on the line of the carriage drive. 

Mr. ATKINSON, It provides that it shall run it on the side of the 
road. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; but still it would be on ike carriage way. 

Mr. HEARD. I think the location of the road is clearly defined in 
the bill and that there is no such objection as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania suggests. If he objects to the granting of the franchise 
on the ground that it would imperil the roadway or drive, all that is 
necessary to make the bill more explicit is to offer an amendment which 
shall fix the location of the road definitely outside of that line. It is 
my opinion that it is already understood and is clearly defined. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The only question we are interested in is the guard- 
ing of this existing highway. 

ere HEARD. Very well; offer an amendment to make it more ex- 
plici 

Mr. ADAMS, If I had the bill before me I would draw an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. Itis already clearly protected I am satisfied, and I 
do not think it is n A 

The CHAIRMAN, There is nothing before the committee. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to offer an amendment if it is in 
order, After the word “railway ” in line 50, insert the following: 

And shall sell tickets in packages of eight for 25 cents. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman will permit me I will say that 
this road runs about three miles; I think it would be fair to compel 
the road to sell six tickets for a quarter, the same as do all the other 
railroads in the District. If the gentleman will accept that amend- 
ment I will agree to it. 

_ Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Letthat amendment be made; I will accept 


it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman agree to the amendment? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreein: 
of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH ]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as I have said, if there was a pressin 
demand on the part of the people who want to travel upon this road 
would be the last man in the House to oppose it. But there is no such 
demand for it. A road built upon the plan contemplated by this bill 
will prove a great injury to the travel that is now upon that road. 
Everybody having experience with an electric or cable road, and who 
has driven out into the country where this road runs, knows there is 
scarcely a horse you can obtain that will not be frightened by one of 
these cars coming up in his face when he is going along the road. In 
the cities where there are a great many vehicles, a great many horses, 
ahd a great many people passing, such things do not attract the atten- 
tion of horses, but in the country, where everything is still and quiet, 
if n horse going along the roadway sees a car coming along without any 
evidence as to the cause of its motion, he will be frightened. That is 
the experience with these roads everywhere. 

It is the experience we have in our own city of Allegheny, where one of 
these electric roads has driven all the horses away fromthe turnpike. It 
will have exactly that effect out on the Tennallytown road. Ihave 
said, if there was a demand on the part of the public, if there were peo- 
ple who wanted to travel over this line, I would say give it to them 
although it does drive offevery man who has a horse. But thereisno 
such demand, Everybody knows there is no such demand. No man 
is able to state there isademand forit. It will have the effect of injuring 
the driving that is done on that road, which is now largely enjoyed. 
Why charter this road merely for the purpose of enhancing the value 
of certain property? That is all there is toit. I have no objection to 
gentlemen making money by enhancing the value of their property. 
They have a perfect right todo that; it is a perfectly legitimate thing. 
But when you go to the public and ask.for a franchise to be given by 
the Congress of the United States, a public franchise that is not to serve 
a public purpose, but the private purpose of enhancing the value of 
property, then I must protest. Ifit did not work injury to the people 
who travel over the road I should not protest. Inasmuch as it does, I 
do protest. It will require a quorum to pass this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I have no argument to offer to the last remark of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Any member can exercise that right 
which he holds as a member of the House to demand a quorum. But 
before he gets to that point I design, in the interest of fairness and in 
justice to the committee, to notice the falsity of some of his positions 
taken in opposition to this bill. His wholespeech, Mr. Chairman, for 
it can not be called an argument, is based upon false assumptions from 
beginning to end. His assertion that this bill is in the interest of 
somebody who owns the real estate, solely for the purpose of booming 
that property, is an assumption that he had no right to make. He 
does not know of any such thing. As was stated by the chairman, 
this bill was before the committee for months. We examined it with 
care. It has been before the House fora month. ‘There has not been 
one word uttered in protest by any citizen of the District of Columbia; 
not one. Now, as to the proposition that it will impair that drive, I 
say it will do no such thing. The same argument which the gentle- 
man offers here to exclude the building of this cable road in the neigh- 
borhood of this public drive was very effectually answered by my 
friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] two years ago 
on this floor, when he said, in mse to an objection, that these cable 
cars would scare horses, that the same objection would have obtained 
against every steam-railroad and every locomotive in the country. 

The same objection was made to the building of cable roads in cities 
at the beginning, but that idea is exploded. It is found that horses 
become accustomed to these cars as they do to other vehicles. 

But the gentleman makes another assumption which I think does 
not give any strength to his argument, and that is that the Tennally- 
town road belongs exclusively to the people who own carriages and 
are able to drive them. That is a road built in part by the Govern- 
ment for the public convenience, and the committee propose to pre- 
serve it for the uses for which it was built. Those who have carriages 
should be entitled to use the road, but not to the exclusion of others 
who have not i 

Now, as to the suggestion that this road will not be profitable, that 
has been answered very effectually by my colleague [Mr. WARNER], who 
says it is a question which concerns only those who furnish the money 
to build the road. But, Mr. Chairman, is it not a matter of common 


to the amendment 
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sense that no man will seek to put his money into the construction of 
a railroad which can not be reasonably expected to pay a profit? If 
there was no prospect of patronage there would be nobody willing to 
put money into the enterprise. More than that, if one man owned all 
the property out there he could not better serve the public interest 
than by building a railroad through it, which, as my colleague [Mr. 
WARNER] has said, would give an opportunity to people who want to 
get out into the country to find cheaper homes; and are we to be 
stopped by an agrarian notion that it is the duty of Congress to so 
frame all grants of this kind that nobody shall make a dollar by them ? 
Most assuredly not. Of course it is our duty to properly guard these 
grants, and if any gentleman sees any point in it which is not properly 
guarded, he may suggest it and the committee will gladly accept what- 
ever amendment may be necessary. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand 
clearly from the bill whether this railroad is to be located on the pub- 
lic highway or not. 

Mr. HEARD. My understanding is thatit is not to be on the high- 
way, but alongside of it; but on that point the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ApAMs]} proposes an amendment, which the committee will ac- 


cept. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I see no provision here in regard to the 
condemnation of property. 

Mr. HEARD. I would say to the gentleman that I have not exam- 
ined the bill with regard to that. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I should infer from reading the bill that 
the track was to be on the highway—on one side, but still on the high- 
way. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that the committee are 
in full accord with the sentiment expressed on the floor in relation to 
preserving the integrity of that road, and preserving it intact for the 
uses to which it was originally dedicated, and we are willing to accept 
any amendment that the House may think necessary to properly ac- 
complish that object. We only ask that the House will not give usa 
pullback and prevent the people who are willing to invest their money 
in this enterprise for the general interests of the District and for the pub- 
lic good from making that investment—an investment which can not but 
result in an increase of the aggregate of taxable property, thereby lessen- 
ing the taxes of the le. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that 
there has not been any objection to the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I repeat that there has not been a single objection 
made before the committee, nor, so far as I hate heard, toa single mem- 
ber of the committee, and the bill has been reported unanimously by 
the committee. \ 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But have any of the people who it is 
said want to go out into the country along the line of this road, peti- 
tioned for the railroad ? 

Mr. HEARD. I can notsayas tothat. We have quite a number of 
bills before us supported by petitions, and I suppose there are petitions 
for this one. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is there any petition for this road ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that, so 
far as I know, there has not been a single petition before the commit- 
tee in favor of any bill that has been passed. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to correct my colleague in regard to that. 
There were petitions in relation to the Rock Creek road and also in re- 
lation to the Anacostia road, and my impression is that there were some 
in reference to this also, though I do not remember definitely. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, if it is in order I desire to offer an 
amendment to section 1, line 18. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ road,” in line 18, section 1, the words “ but wholly out- 
side of the limits of said road,” 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, it is stated that this road is intended 
for the purpose of private speculation. I have not the slightest objec- 
tion to that, nor ought any gentleman on this floor to have the slightest 
objection to that. It is said that the incorporators, or those interested 
in the company, own every foot of ground alongside of this proposed 
road. I, for one, have not the slightest objection to the bill on that 
account. But the public do own one thing, and that is the Tennally- 
town road, and when you take a public road and give a corporation 
the right to use it, you take it in the interest of the public, and you 
obstruct ordinary travel upon the road for the sake of the convenience 
of another class of people, to wit, those who have not their own ve- 
hicles. That class of persons does not now exist with reference to this 
route; but these gentlemen, it is said—this being a private specula- 
tion and they happening to own all this property—are willing to lay 
this road aiey an 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia are willing toaecept his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Some gentlemen have supposed I mean to keep this 
railroad only beyond the graded portion of the road; my purpose is to 
go farther than that. 

Mr. HEARD. That isall right; we accept the amendment. 


Mr. BREWER. Asone member of the committee, I do not acceptit. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well; let us have a vote on it. 

The amendment of Mr. ADAMS was to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend on page 7, by inserting before 
the word *‘ public,” in line 48, the word ‘‘give;’’ so as to read, ‘‘and 
said corporators shall give public notice.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to strike out in lines 28 and 29, on page 
9, the words ‘‘ and unnecessarily ” and to insert between ‘‘ willfully ” 
and ‘‘mischievously”’ the word ‘‘and;’’ so as to read, ‘‘if any person 
or persons shall willfully and-mischievously obstruct,” ete. 

p Mr. ADAMS. You had better insert the word or” instead of 

and.” . 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Very well; I modify my amendment in that 
way. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Imove to amend by striking out the word “ un- 
clean ” in line 43, section 3. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move also to amend by striking out, in lines 1 
and 2of section 4, the words ‘“‘ one year,” and inserting ‘‘ six months; ’’ 
also, by striking out, in line 4 of the same section, the word ‘‘three”’ 
and inserting ‘“‘ two;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the said work shall commence within six months from the passage of 
this act, and be completed its entire distance, with switches and turn-outs, and 
with cars running thereon for the accommodation of passengers, within two 
years from the date of the passage of this act, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. ADAMS. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
SowDEN] that if this company be required to begin work in the sum- 
mer season it will be a greater inconvenience to the ms traveling 
along that road than if the company be allowed to wait until fall. 
Therefore, while the gentleman’s second amendment is a good one, I 
think his first amendment is a bad one. - 

Mr. SOWDEN. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS] and withdraw that portion of my amendment which 
proposed to strike out ‘‘one year’? and insert ‘‘six months,” as the 
time within which the work on the road shall commence. : 

The amendment of Mr. SowDEN, as modified, was a; to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to amend by inserting at the 
end of the fourth section the words ‘‘otherwise this charter to be void 
and of no effect.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is really the object of the section; but the 
gentleman’s amendment makes the meaning plainer. We have no ob- 
jection to it. 

The amendment of Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR was to. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does this bill provide for the issue of bonds? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is provided that when one-half of the capital 
stock is paid in the company may issue bonds to the same amount. 
That provision is on page 6. 

Mr. ADAMS. Imove, then, to strike out on page 6 these words: 

Whenever one-half of the said whole capital stock of said company so sub- 

bed, as aforesaid, shall have been paid in the said corporation shall have the 
right to issue bonds to an amount equal to half the stock subscribed, to be se- 
cured by mortgage of its franchise and property, real and personal. 

I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill what is the need of 
giving the power of issuing bonds to a company composed of gentlemen 
who own certain real estate and wish to improve it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There seems to be an impression here that all 
the property along this line belongs to the corporators in this bill. 
Where that impression came from I do not know. No man has been 
able to assert that he knows it to be the fact, and, so far as I know, it 
is not the fact. 

Mr. ADAMS. I obtained my impression from a member of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and I thought from the gen- 
tleman himself; but of course I must have been mistaken. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is an erroneous impression to suppose that this ~ 
railroad is to be built solely for the benefit of the people who own prop-" 
erty along the line of the road. The people at the tarther end of the 
line, in the village of 800 inhabitants, of which the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] has spoken, have no interest in the road 
except that they would enjoy the benefit of the railroad connection with 
the city. The provision with regard to the issue of bonds is a more re- 
strictive one than has usually been inserted in our railroad charters. 
Bonds can not be issued under this bill until one-half of the capital stock 
has been actually paid in, and then the bonds may be issued only to 
the extent of such capital stock paid in. So if they paid in $500,000 
they can not issue bonds to that extent. Ihave no objection toa rail- 
road or any other corporation issuing bonds, provided they are made 
secure. It seems that when you require men to pay money into a cor- 
poration, to pay their money in before a bond is issued, it is perfectly 
safe. 

"i bar BAYNE. What is the limit of capital stock provided for in the 
ill? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Two hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. BAYNE. What is a provision paying in $100,000 or $125,000 
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and issuing $100,000 or $125,000 in bonds but putting that amount of 
money into their pockets and building the road with the bonds? 

Mr. HEMP. . Putting what into their ets? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, putting the $125,000 that is paid in. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If we are going upon the presumption that all 
men are rascals, perhaps that may beso. I presume the men here who 
have some character in the community are not going to be guilty of 
the meanness and trickery supposed by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend does not understand the rule of construct- 
ing these roads, of $3 of face value for $1 of plant. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I do hope, Mr. Chairman, this clause will 
not be stricken out. There is not any enterprise which can be carried 
on without the ability to borrow money. Now, what does it concern 
this House to know where the money comes from for the construction 
of the road if the road is properly built and in accordance with the 
law? I understand the road provided for in the bill is asked for in the 
interest of public convenience, and to compel them to have all this 
money in advance is to say that the road will not be built. This is like 
any other enterprise,and these parties should have the right of borrow- 
ing money with a view to the construction of the road. Such is the case 
with roads in the interior as well as roads in cities. If we strike out 
this clause it will be detrimental, in my judgment, to the interests of 
this corporation, and may prevent altogether the construction of this 
road. It should not be stricken out, and, if necessary, these parties 
should be allowed to issue bonds if they find it necessary for the con- 
struction of the road. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. A man who buys one of these bonds buys it at 
his own risk, and if it is not all right the man who buys the bond will 
be sharp enough to see it. 

Mr. McSHANE. I move, on page 6, line 38, after the word “‘per- 
sonal,” to insert the following words: 
aissy larger amount of stock and bonds shall be issued than the actual cost of 

e 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ihave no objection to that. I should like the 
gentleman to insert the words *‘ cost of construction and equipment of 
the road.” : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his amendment. 

Mr. McSHANE. I should read ‘‘stock and bonds’’ instead of 
t stock or bonds,’’ as read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Add the word “equipment.” 

Mr. McSHANE. I will modify the amendment by adding the word 
“equipment.” 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I think the words ‘‘and bonds” is 
a mere surplusage. When 50 per cent. of the capital stock is paid in 
they can negotiate loans. If, according to the amendment, $200,000 of 
stock is to be paid in and then $100,000 of bonds is to be negotiated, 
the road would cost $300,000; that is, according to the amendment. 
But according to the bill the amount of stock covers the whole cost 
of the road to construct and equip the road. Ihope the words ‘‘and 
bonds’? will be stricken out, as they are not necessary. 

“Mr. SPINOLA. If it is proposed to construct a cable road it will 
cost $300,000 for four miles of road. , 

Mr. McSHANE. The bill provides when one-half of the stock has 
been paid in then they can issue an equal amount of bonds. 

Mr. McSHANE’s amendment was to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out ‘‘ one-half of’ in line 33, and 
the word “said ” in line 34; so it will read: 

Whenever the whole capital stock of said company so subscribed as aforesaid, 
shall have been paid in the said corporation shall have the right to issue bonds 
to an amount equal to half the st subscribed, to be secured by mortgage of 
its franchise and property, etc. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to know what class of business this 
corporation is going to carry on, or if there is any such provision in any 
charter of incorporation as applicable toarailroad company in the United 
States or anywhere else? I do not know of anything like it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CHEADLE, it was 


wer. SOWDEN. [I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to come 
in after the word ‘‘ persons’’ in line 38, page 6, of the bill. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. There is an amendment already inserted there. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Then to follow the amendment which was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: f E 


Add the gery OEOVuos 

“ Provided, That moneys raisedon said bonds shall be used and expended 
for the improvement and completion of said and not for the purpose of 
repaying said corporation for the moneys expended by it on said road.” 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no special objection to that, although I 
do not think it necessary, 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the bill be laid aside and reported 
to the House as amended, with favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 72, 
noes 7. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. pad pa tof order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 


Mr. BAYNE and Mr. HEMPHILL were appointed tellers. 

Mr, BREWER, Itis evident that there is no quorum present, and 
if the gentleman insists upon the point we may as well stop now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take coguizance of that fact. 
The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the gentleman will not insist npon the 
demand for tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will withdraw the demand with the understanding 
that we may have a vote by yeas and nays on this in the House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well; I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with favorable recommendation. 


HOTEL REPUBLIC COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H, R. 7149) to incorpo- 
rate the Hotel Republic Company of the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That Alfred H. Simpson, of New York; David S. Thompson, 
N. L. Jeffries, of Pennsylvania; John O. New, Joseph R. Jackson, of Indiana; 
rl B. Williams, Orren G. Staples, Washington; James D. Martin, of the 

ct of Columbia, and their associates, successors, and assigns be, and are 
hereby, created a body-corporate under the name of the Hotel Republic Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, with the power to acquire and hold real estate 
and build thereon a building or buildin 


for the purpose of a public hotel, of 
such style and character as K is $ 


comply with the buildin of 
District of Columbia, piy g regulations of the 


Sec. 2. That the capital stock of said company shall not exceed $2,500,000 and 
Fo be less Frege one million; and that the stock shall be divided into shares of, 


8 
as the by-laws of said company may direct, Said company shall ire the | 
to the pany `À pany 6 require the 


neglect to pay any installment asrequired bya ion of the board of direct- 
Eanna. to tna MA OSAN A A AO AS AT 

p au „to so many o! stock as 1 ; 
said installment under such general regulations as may be ad: in the ped 
laws of said company but no stock shall be sold for less than the total assess- 
ments due and payable: Provided, That until the full amount of the par value . 
of the shares of stock in said corporation shall have been paid in money, the ‘ 
subscribers to said shares shall be pereomeiy liable to an amount equal to the 
rabies of the stock subscribed for; but such liability shall cease whenever 

shall have paid in full the amount so subscribed for. 
Sxc. 3. That when the sum of $500,000 shall have been paid in cash upon the 


f its real estate and franchise, but the to pri pm ook 4 
mo: o! rea! m , bu e ue of such st 
cease aka = 


ots a majority of the remainder, shall cause books of subscription to the 
capital stock of said company to be ed and kept open in some convenient 
and accessible place in the District of Columbia, du ordinary business hours, 


not less than thirty days, unless the whole 
Public notice shall or 


checks from any national preemie and when the books of subscription 


reafter, 
call the first meet: of the stockholders of said gern aro to meet within ten 
days thereafter for the choice of directors, of which public notice shall be given 
for three days in two daily papers published in the city of Washington, and by 
personal notice mailed to each stockholder; and in all meetings of stockholders 
each share shall entitle the holderto one vote, to be given in person or by proxy. 
Sec. 5. Thatthe government and direction of the affairs of the company shall 
be vested in the board of directors, whose number shall be not less than five, 
and who shall be stockholders of record, and who shall hold their office for one 
year and until others are duly elected and qualified to take their places; and 
the said directors, a poy rips fg whom shall be a quorum, shall elect one of their 
number to be president of the board, who shall also be president of the com- 
pany. They shall also choose a vice-president, a secretary, anda treasurer, The 
treasurer shall give a bond with surety to said company for the faithful dis- 
charge of his trust,in such sum as the said directors may require. In case of a 
vacancy in the board of directors by the death, resignation, or otherwise of an 
director, the vacancy occasioned thereby shall be filled by the remaining dh 


rectors. 

Sec. 6, That the directors shall have power to make such by-lawsas they shall 
deem needful regarding the management and disposition of the property and 
estate of the company, not con to the laws of the United States and the 
ordinances of the District of Columbia, 

Sec. 7. That thereshall be an annual meeting of the stockholders for the elec- 
tion of directors, to be held at such time and place and under such conditions 
and notice as the ieee and the laws in force in the of Columbia may 
prescribe; and said directors shall annually make a report in writing of their 
doings to the stockholders, 

SEC. 8. That if the construction of said hotel shall not be commenced in two 
years from the passage of this bill, and shall not be completed five years from 
the commencement of the construction, the privileges herein granted shall cease 
and ya ed And Congress reserves the right to alter or amend this act at 
any time. a 


The Committee on the District of Columbia propose the following 
amendments: - 


oe section 1, strike out "William Othnan” and insert in lieu thereof 
“H.G. ey.” 

In line 7, section 1, after the word “Columbia,” add the following: “James 
Elverson, of Philadelphia.” 

In line 1, section 2, strike out the word “be.” 

In line 2, section 2, strike out the word “to.” 

In line 3, section 2, after the word “not,” insert the word ‘‘ be.” 
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At the end of section 3 add the following: “ Provided, That the bonded in- 
debtedness shall at no time exceed double the amount of the cash actually paid 
in on the stock subscribed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the bill by sections 
for amendment and debate. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further reading of the bill, but with the understanding that amend- 
ments may be offered. 

‘There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the committee. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out, in 
the first line of the third section, the words *‘ five hundred thousand ’’ 
and insert ‘f one million of dollars.’’ 

This bill provides that after the subscription of one-fifth of the 
capital stock allowed by the bill they may issue their bonds. Ido 
not think such authority should be granted as would permit the issu- 
ance of bonds when only one-fifth of the capital stock is paidin. I 
think there should be at least $1,000,000 paid in before the bonds are 


issued. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I donot know that there is any special objec- 
tion to that, but I hope the gentleman will not press it. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope, unless the gentleman from South Carolina 
is quite sure that this provision would not embarrass the project in 
any way, that he will not accept the amendment, but that the commit- 
tee will vote it down. I think it isan entirely unnecessary one. It 
seems to me that if there is as much as $500,000 paid in towards the 
construction of the hotel, an en that isso much in demand here 
in the city, where we are all cursed daily and hourly by the want of 
desirable hotel accommodations, that no such limitation as this should 
be imposed upon an enterprise that promises to relieve us from this em- 
barrassment. I think after they have paid in $500,000 it will be a 

tty good porinniag Se the work, and that nobody is going to be hurt 
y it. It will undoubtedly pull through under these circumstances. 

Mr. HEARD. And I will supplement what the gentleman from Illi- 
nois says by stating that the provisions of this bill make the incorpo- 
rators individually liable for every dollar of stock subscribed until it is 
all paid in, in addition to their ordinary liabilities. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But you required the railroad company 
a few moments ago to pay one-half of the capital stock before they were 
allowed to issue bonds, Now you are going to allow this hotel com- 

ny to issue bonds when they pay in but one-fifth of the capital. 
Where is the consistency ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. ‘This hotel enterprise we all know is one that 
the people visiting the city are much interested in, and the amount ot 
the payment required by the bill before they can begin operations is 
certainly ample to secure the public against any probable loss. I ask 
my friend from Ohio to let it go. Nobody is going to be hurt, as the 

tleman from Illinois says. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The bill now provides that the bonded indebtedness 
shall not at any time exceed double theamountof cash paid in. There 
is a public demand for this, and I hope the bill will pass. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Joskera D. 
TAYLOR, it was rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If there are no other amendments to be offered, 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 8719) to amend the act 
giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini 
of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District of Colum- 
bia, and ask unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be 


dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina asks unan- 
imons consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the 
bill by sections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

proval and sanction of Congress 


Be it enacted, elc., That the act Eroe tae Spp 

tothe route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, approved 
February 18, 1875, and amended March 24, 1876, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to authorize said company to lay tracks and run cars thereon 
from the intersection of its tracks on M street south with Seventh street east; 
along Seventh street to G street south; along G street to Third street east; 
along Third street to E street south; along Estreet to Canal street; along Canal 
street to B street south; along B street south to Third street west; along Third 
street to Missouri avenue; along Missouri avenue to Sixth street west; along 
Sixth street to the south line of Pennsylvania avenue, employing but a single 
track and one turn-table on said Sixth street between the north line of B street 
and the south line of Pennsylvania avenue: Provided, That the said company 
shall complete the above-mentioned tracks and run cars thereon within one 
_ year from the approval of this act, and frum the intersection of its tracks on M 
; street south with Second street west, along Second street to its tracks on Canal 
street: Provided, That said company shall complete the last-mentioned tracks 
‘and run cars thereon within two years from the approval of this act. 

, Sno. 2, That the said company shall place or cause to be placed upon the Anacos 
, tia bridge an additional track, and the rails of both tracks shall be of such form 
| as will offer the least obstruction to ordinary traffic, and subject to approval by 
| the commissioners of the District of Columbia. The said company shall also 


construct at least a single track, with necessary switches and turn-ouls, along 
Harrison street,in Anacostia, to the German Orphan Asylum, and run cars 
thereon within six months after laying the track mentioned on said bridge. 
Src. 3. That the said company is also authorized to extend its tracks and run 
ears thereon from its present terminus on Nichols avenue, near Anacostia, by 
the way of Nichols avenue, to the entrance to the grounds of the Government 
erred the Insane, and along said avenue and the Livingstone road to the 


e. 

Sec. 4. Thatshould any partof the track extension herein authorized coincide 
with portions of any other duly incorporated street railway in the District of 
Columbia, but one set of tracks shall be used when, on account of the width of 
the street, or for other sufficient reason, it shall be deemed necessary by the 
commissioners of the District; and the relative conditions of use and of char- 
tered rights may be adjusted upon terms to be mutually agreed upon between 
the companies, or, in case of disagreement, by the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, on petition filed therein by either party, and on such notice to the 
other party as the court may order. 

Sec. 5. That in the construction of the tracks herein specified the pattern of 
rail used shall be approved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
and in any extensive repairs to the tracks now owned by the company requir- 
ing new rails the tern of rails shall likewise be approved by the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec, 6. That the said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company is 
hereby authorized to substitute and employ electric or cable power for the pro- 
pulsion of its cars, and, with the approval of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, to make all needful and convenient trenches and excavations and 
sewer connections in any of said streets or places where said corporation may 
have the right to construct and operate its road, and place in such trenches and 
excavations all needful and convenient machinery for operating said railroad 
in the manner and by the means aforesaid; and said sewer connections shall 
have such traps or other devices as may be required by the said commissioners. 
The said company, its successors or ee ages is also authorized to erect and 
maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along its lines as may seem 
most desirable to the board of directors of the corporation, and subject to the 
fais aides of the commissioners of the District, an engine-house or houses, 
boiler-house, and all other buildings necessary for the successful operations of 
an electric or cable motor railroad. 

Sec. 7. That the company shall place cars of the best construction on said 
railway, with ali modern improvements karange? grayi convenience and com- 
fort of passengers, and shall run cars thereon as often as the public convenience 
may require, in accordance with a time-table or schedule adopted by the com- 

ny, & copy of which shall be filed with the commissioners of the District of 
lumbia, and be per by them. 

Src. 8, That said Anacostiaand Potomac River Railroad Company shall, on or 
before the 15th of January of cach P pron make a report to Congress of thehames 
of allthe stockholders therein and the amount of stock held by each, together 
with a detailed statement of the receipts and expenditures from whatever 
source and on whatever account, for the preceding year ending December 31 
which report shall be verified by affidavit of the president and secretary of 
company; and said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of 
personal taxes for the next ensuing year, 2 per cent. for the first six years after 
completion, and thereafter 4 per cent. of its gross earnings upon traffic forthe ' 
preceding year as shown by said verified statement, which amount shall be pay- 
able to the collector of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes. 
are now due and payable, and subject to the same penalties on arrears; and 
the franchise and property of said company, both real and nal, to a sufi- 
cient rayre i be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided 
by law for the sale of other property for taxes; and said per cent. of its gross 
earnings shall be in lieu of all other assessments of personal taxes upon its 
property used solely and exclusively in the operation and management of said 
railway: Provided, That whenever the net receipts of said company from its 
business upon said road shall for any year exceed 10 per cent. of the actual 
cost of road, then said company shall, under the direction of the said com- 
missioners, reduce the rate sth nxgeoory ed fare to an amount as near as tlic same 
can be appro: so that the net receipts of said company from its business 
upon such road shall not exceed 10 per cent. of the act cost for the construc- 
tion and equipment thereof. 

Sec. 9, That Congress may at any time, alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. If there areno amendments, Imove that the bill 


be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 5863) 
authorizing the Richmond and Danville Railroad Company to lay 
tracks, ete., in the District of Columbia, and ask unanimous consent 
that-the first ave of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first read- 
ing of the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will report the bill by sections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for the Richmond and Danville Rail- 


road Com y, a corporation created by and existing under the laws of the 
State of V; ia, to exercise and enjoy its corporate rights and franchises within 
the District of Columbia, and to run and operate steam locomotives and trains 


to and across th and one- street to block ot) ge thence obliquely 
through said block and over and across E and Thirteenth streets to bl ri 
and it shall be lawful forsaid Richmondand Danville Railroad Company to put 
down, construct, and use one or more tracks from said block 269 over re | across 
said Thirteenth street to block 299, and to establish and erect depot or station 
buildings upon either or any of the before-mentioned blocks: Provided, That 
any injury or ca! to property of individuals by the construction of 
said tracks or depot buildings shall be paid by the said Richmond and Danville 
Railroad Company: And provided further, That ail property owned and held by 
— railroad company within the District of Columbia shall be subject to taxa- 

ion. 

Src. 2. That it shall be lawful forsaid Richmond and Danville Railroad ponon 
to hold, use, occupy, and convey any real estate heretofore purehased or whie 
may hereafter be purchased by it for corporate uses and purposes, and the city 
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of Washington shall bea terminal point on said railroad and entitled toall priv- 
ileges and facilities of other terminal points thereon. 
Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect from its passage. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the follow- 
ing amendments: 

Strike out of section 1, line 5, after the word “ Virginia,” all that follows to the 
word “to,” in the seventh line of said section. 

In as 9 of said section, after the word “ Columbia,” insert ‘‘as hereinafter 
PrStrike out all that follows through to the word “ bridge,” in the seventeenth 
line of said first section. 

Strike out section 3and insert the following as section 3: 
= suet Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at any 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I move toadd after the word “‘act”’ 
in the last amendment offered by the committee the words ‘‘or any 
part thereof.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, if there are no other amendments, 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to 
know something about this bill. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose Coes the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] rise? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I riseto make an inquiry of the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Distrrict of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill state if the gentleman desires it, that this 
is simply a piece of land down next to the depot where some of the 
railroads come in. This railroad has purchased a portion of some lots 
there, one or two, I think, and this bill is to authorize them to get to 
the land which they ape to use as a coal station and freight-yard. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I notice in lines 17, 18, and 19 the 
following: 

And the said Richmond and Danville Railroad Company may put down, con- 
struct, and use one or more tracks. 

They may cover the entire street with tracks, so far as this bill pro- 
ae The language is very indefinite. They may cover the street 
all over. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, It is almost covered with tracks now. There is 
no passage there except for the railroads. It is just where the tracks 
cross the river. They want to turn around where the other roads do 
and reach certain land there. : 

Mr. HEARD. It is to enable them to keep their cars out of the 
avenue that they are buying this ground. 

Mr, JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. There are too many railroad tracks in 
the District of Columbia now. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is simply to let them get to the coaling 
station and to the bridge. 

. On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 
STRONG YS. THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up Senate joint resolution (S. R. 26) to 
arbitrate and settle questions at issue between the District of Columbia 
and Samuel Strong. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution to arbitrate and settle the questions at issue between the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Samuel! Strong. 

‘Whereas for many years there has been vexatious and Shee litigation 
between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong that is likely to continue 
for many years to come, involving each year additional expense to the parties 
concerned; and 

Whereas experience shows that matters of account so complicated and exten- 
sive one the whole term of the court trying the same, to the delay of other 
causes; an 

Whereas it is the duty of the Government and the interest of the citizen that 
poon Snoras should be ended as speedily and satisfactorily as possible: 

erefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of the United States of America 
ta Congress assembled, That the matters in controversy between the District of 
Columbia and Samuel Strong, known in the circuit court of the District ot Co- 
lumbia as causes at law numbered 14706 and 14736, be submitted to the arbitra- 
tion of three persons to be appointed by the President of the United States, and 
the award of said arbitrators, or a majority of them, shall be final and conclu- 
sive as to the matters in issue between the parties under the pleadings in said 
causes, which award shall be filed in the papers of the said causes in the district 
court of the District of Columbia, and noted on the records of said court, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, should the award te in favor 
of the said Samuel Strong, to pay said award, when duly certified to him by the 
clerk of said court, in the same manner that judgments against the District of 
Columbia are paid when rendered by the Court of Claims. 

Sec. 2, Thit it shall be lawful for said arbitrators to consider any competent 
evidence heretofore taken either before any of the courts where said causes 
were pending or before any of the referees heretofore appointed, including the 
evidence taken before William Penn Clark, Albert E. Payne, and Edward Clark, 
and if,in the judgment of said arbitrators, further evidence shall be deemed 
necessary, the same may be taken by them, under the rules now governing the 
taking of evidence, to be used before the courts of the District of Columbia. 

Src. 3. That before the President of the United States shall appoint the said 
arbitrators the said Samuel Strong shall consent in writing to the appointment 
of the said arbitrators as provided in this joint resolution; and further, that any 
award made by „or a majority of them, be final and conclusive as to 
matter in issue between the parties to these causes; which consent s! 
tered of record in the court in which the cases are 
by the clerk of said court to the President of the 


en- 
nding, and shall be certified 
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Sec. 4. That the said arbitrators, in passing spon any questions of Jaw in- 
volved in the plone. in said causes, shall follow and be bound in making 
their award by any judgment or decision heretofore rendered in the said causes, 
or either of them, by the supreme court of the District of Columbia in general 
term, and in stating the account between the parties shall credit the District of 
Columbia with the face value of the certificates issued. 

‘ior, yet the compensation of said arbitrators shall not exceed the sum of 

000 ea 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, if there is no amendment to be 
proposed to this joint resolution, I move that it be laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think we ought to have a statement with refer- 
ence to that resolution. It seems to embody a very extraordinary 
proposition and to involve a large amount of money. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will ask the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GROUT] to make a statement in regard to the case. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this joint resolution relates to two 
suits at law between Samuel Strong and the District of Columbia, and 
provides for their reference to three arbitrators to be appointed by the 
President, whose award shall be final. As suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], in any ordinary matter the courts offer 
ample relief to parties litigant, but these cases are peculiar and excep- 
tional in many particulars. In 1874, two suits were begun by Mr. 
Strong upon contracts, thirteen in number, for constructing sewers, 
raising streets, lowering streets, etc. 

These thirteen contracts were entered into by Mr. Strong with the 
board of public works of the District of Columbia, and he was to re- 
ceive his pay once in two weeks in lawful money of the United States, 
The contracts contained that stipulation. Mr. Strong entered upon 
the performance of that work, and continued to work for five or six 
weeks. At all events, quite beyond the time when payment was to 
have been made; but no payment was made. The board of public 
works were not able to pay him for want of money. He told them 
that he would be compelled to withdraw his help if not paid, so that 
he could pay them and for material also, and, not being paid, he did 
withdraw his help. Then it was arranged that he was to go on with 
the work, certificates of indebtedness being issued to him by the board, 
with which he was supposed to be able to raise money on his own 
notes to continue the work. Hedid so. The work performed under 
these contracts amounted to between six and seven hundred thousand 
dollars, and not a dollar in money was ever paid to him by the Dis- 
trict, but they continued to issue these certificates of indebtedness, 
which he received under protest and put up as collateral for his own 
notes, and in that way obtained money to go on with the work. Upon 
these certificates of indebtedness not more than 50 cents on the dollar 
was ever realized by Mr. Strong. The result was that he became in- 
volved in bankruptcy. He was sued by his creditors, and finally him- 
self brought these suits against the District of Columbia. After they 
had been pending for a while they were referred to Mr. Eugene Carnsi, 
who reported in favor of Mr. Strong to the amount of some $33,000. 

Instead of rendering judgment on the report, the judge directed that 
the case should be tried by a jury. It was so tried, and resulted in a 
verdict for plaintiff of $132,140. 

Mr. PAYSON. When was that? 

Mr. GROUT. The report of Mr. Carusi, the referee, was in 1875, 
and in that same year, I think—I have not the exact date—the jury re- 
turned a verdict in Mr. Strong’s favor for over $130,000. That award 
was set aside. This trial by jury was before Judge Humphreys, and 
the verdict was also set aside. The case was again tried by jury, and 
this time before Judge Wylie. It occupied seventy-nine days. 

The judge took the case from the jury when completed on the evi- 
dence, onthe ground that there was no appropriation at the time the 
contracts were entered into, and hence the District was not liable. 
This judgment was reversed by the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. PAYSON. On what ground was the reversal, on the law ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROUT. On the ground already stated, namely, that there was 
no appropriation at time of the contract; that was the ground on which it 
went up. When it came back into the cireuit court it was referred to 
three referees, William Penn Clark, Herbert E. Payne, and Edward 
Clark, the Supervising Architectofthe Capitol. Thesearbitrators heard 
the case, the hearing running through some eighteen months, and they 
made a report which is contained in the volume I hold in my hand, 
which consists of 204 pages of printed matter, so numerous were the ` 
items considered and so voluminous the testimony submitted. ‘These 
referees found due the plaintiff $234,738.98. 

Mr. PAYSON. When was that? 

Mr. GROUT. On the 15th of November, 1884. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the difficulty with that award ? 

Mr. GROUT. I was just going to tell the gentleman. In this re- 
port the referees allowed Mr. Strong the difference between the sales 
of these certificates of indebtedness, of which I have told you, and law- 
ful money of the United States. The case went to the supreme court 
of the District again on this question, and the court held that Mr. 
Strong, having received the certificates of the District and used them, 
they were in the nature of negotiable paper, and he was bound by that 
action; so they reversed the decision of the referees and sent the case 
back for a new trial. The former trial of the case occupied, as I have 
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stated, seventy-nine days, and if it is tried again it must occupy as 
much and probably more time, to the exclusion of other business be- 
fore the court. I might go on and tell you that at one time plaintiff 
went to the Court of Claims, but afterward withdrew; and that he also 
went before the board of audit, a board established by the District 
government for the.settlement of claims against it. I might also 
speak of the many questions both of law and fact which would arise 
in the disposition of the great number of items involved in this con- 
troversy, all of which would eniphasize the propriety of creating a 
- special tribunal for the final disposition of it, but I have not the time. 

The matter now stands in court with this report of the referees set 
aside, because the question of these certificates entered into almost 
every item allowed by the board of reference, and another trial must 
be had—— 

Mr. PAYSON. What is to prevent the parties from making now the 

‘same arrangement as to an amicable arbitration before the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia that they made then, the law having 
been settled that the discount on the certificates should be borne by the 
contractor? 

Mr. GROUT. Nothing to preventit, only that would not be the end 
of it. It might still go even to the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon some question. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand the gentleman to say it had been there. 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir; it was before the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, not of the United States. The appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States is still open as a road which can be 
traveled by the parties, provided the plaintiff lives long enough. 

The resolution has been brought here because of the peculiarities of 
this litigation; because it involves so large an amount, so many items, 
and so many different questions, rnd because it will necessarily take 
so much time in the trial of it again to the interruption of other busi- 
ness. Then there is the further fact that the plaintiff who has spent 
his lifetime upon public works, having laid the foundations of the ex- 
tension of this Capitol, and having built in early life the capitol at Al- 
bany—not the one which isnow falling to pieces, but the old capital—is 
seventy-eight years of age, and will, in all human probability, not see 
the end of this litigation if it be carried on by the ordinary methods. 
It would seem that forthe good he has done this old man is entitled to 
some consideration; that he is at least entitled to have this controversy 
ended in his lifetime. The arbitration here proposed is recommended 
by Judge Merrick, of the supreme court of the District, who reviewed 
the case in that courtand rendered the opinion. Judge Merrick sent a 
letter on the subject to Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, the member of 
the Senate committee who reported favorably the resolution. That 
letter, I presume, influenced in some measure the action of the Senate 
committee, as certainly itdid the action of the House committee. Here 
is the letter: 

WASHINGTON, February 3, 1888, 


My Dear Str: In answer to your note of inquiry I have no difficulty in say- 
ing, from my knowledge of the claim of Samuel Strong against the District of 
Columbia, now on the calendar of the circuit court. that it is eminently proper 
to have the case referred for arbitrament, The facts are so numerous, so in- 
volved, and so obscure, and the items of claims so complicated, that it would 
be mere guess-work with a jury to reach a result, and the chances are that it 
would be utterly unsatisfactory when reached. Besides, the time necessarily 
expended in any judicial investigation would be so long that great expense 
would be entailed upon the public, and the delay to other suitors while waiting 
upon that controversy would operate a great hardship upon them, In every 
point of view it seems to me ecpootated, ast and desirable to have a reference 
of the cause to some competent referee or referees, 
With great respect, your obedient servant, 
WM. M. MERRICK, 
Associate Justice Supreme Court District of Columbia. 


Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 


I might also read, if I could lay my hand upon it, a letter from At- 
torney-General Garland, who also recommends the settlement of the 
controversy by arbitration. 

Mr. PAYSON. What are the points in this case which should take 
it out of the usual course of adjudication beyond the number of items 
which are embraced in it? 

Mr. GROUT. The long time it has been pending, the great expense 
attendant upon the litigation, the complicated character of the facts in 
dispute, the great age of the plaintiff, and the fact that the great mass 
of evidence already taken is to be used before the arbitrators. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not the principle involved in the case—that 
there is a large amount of documentary evidence. What is the point 
in dispute between the claimant and the Government? 

Mr. GROUT. The point in dispute touches the value of this man’s 
work, and the great number of questions, both of law and fact, that 
would arise in the consideration of the great number of items in con- 
troversy, I might say to the gentleman that with reference to the dif- 
ference hetween the face value of these certificates and what Mr. Strong 
realized upon them, he, for the sake of this arbitration, waives that 
question; and it is not to be entered upon. 

Mr. PAYSON. But the construction of these sewers, as I under- 
stand, was under written contract. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then this is just a question of performance? 

Mr. GROUT. ‘To be sure,ywith all the other questions incidental 


eee 555 5 


thereto; but it occupied the attention of the court’seventy-nine days, at 
the end of which time the court took the case from the jury. It occu- 
pied the board of reference eighteen months—I presume not continu- 
ously—and now the case is back in court for another trial, and a!l is to 
be gone over again. The items in the case are great in number and the 
testimony simply immense in volume. Buta feature of the case which 
appealed to the committee, and which I think ought to appeal to mem- 
bers of the House, is the great age of this plaintiff, who, by reason of 
this litigation, with which he has been struggling for fourteen years, 
has become hopelessly involved financially, and who is hanging about 
the corridors of the Capitol, having become, in the language of senator 
FAULKNER in this report, ‘‘ a monomaniac upon this subject.’’ If this 
matter be allowed to take the ordinary course of litigation, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States being open as the court of last re- 
sort, Mr. Strong can not be expected to live to see the end of it, he 
having now one foot already in the grave. ‘There is no impropriety in 
referring complicated litigation of this kind to arbitrators, and certainly 
none in this case where these arbitrators are to be appointed by the 
President. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it not an unusual proceeding for 
one of the parties in an arbitration to name all the arbitrators? 

Mr. GROUT. One party does not name all the arbitrators here. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The President of the United States, 
representing the United States, is to name the arbitrators. 

Mr. GROUT. The President is not a party to the controversy. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The District of Columbia being inter- 
ested in the claim, the United States Government has an interest to 
the extent of one-half the amount involved. 

Mr. GROUT. But the resolution, if the gentleman will note its 
reading, provides that it shall not be operative until Mr. Strong 
consents in writing to the proceeding. This is necessary in order to 
bind him. The Government might be bound by the mere passage of, 
the resolution, but Mr. Strong can not be bound without his consent. 
It was thought perfectly fair to leave the appointment of these arbitra- 
tors to the President. If there is any advantage in this it is to the 
District of Columbia, and against Mr. Strong. I hope there will be no 
objection to the passage of this resolution. It seems to me there can 
be none upon any fair ground, as the proposition is simply to refer this 
complicated controversy, which has been in the courts for fourteen 
years, and has already been to the District supreme court four times, 
to the decision of three men to be appointed by the President, and thus 
have an end of this litigation, and, if possible, within the lifetime of 
this old man, who at the longest must soon go hence, so that he may 
lie down to his last rest with the consciousness that this controversy, 
which has perplexed him so long and has worked his financial ruin, 
has at last been concluded. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time I have heard of 
this case, and it strikes me as an extraordinary proceeding in a matter 
where seven to eight hundred thousand dollars are involved, and which 
has been in litigation for some years, and nothing appearing from the 
statement of gentlemen on the committee having the matter in charge 
that there is anything involved in it outside of the ordinary mattersof 
dispute as to the amount of work done, and whether the work done was * 
in conformity to the written contract with the United States, we should 
take this proceeding out from its ordinary orderly courseand referit toa 
board of arbitrators, to whomitis proposed to pay $1,000 piece to andit 
the claim of this man, and without providing any ap from its de- 
cision in case the Government should be worsted in it, and especially 
when it appears the long delay in this adjudication has grown out of 
the fact the claimant in the case was insisting as against the Govern- 
ment the Government should stand and be at the loss of all discounts 
on the certificates issued to him on account. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That was the only one. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thatis the only one. If the gentleman has men- 
tioned another, I failed to notice it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. In the pending resolution the claimant does not 
propose the Government of the United States should stand the expense 
of the discount on the certificates, and so far as concerns matters to 
which the gentleman from Illinois has referred the court has decided 
them in favor of the claimant. 7 

Mr. PAYSON. | That decision, as I understand from the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. GROUT], was reversed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. , 

Mr. SPINOLA. No; but by the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then it simply left him in the position of any liti- 
gant against whom adverse decision had been improperly made, with 
his rights reserved. 

Willany gentleman say, who favors the joint resolution, it is a good 
prane in a matter involving three-quarters of a million of dollars, 

ause the claimant isan old man, and because of the voluminous 
character of the’ evidence involved, it shall go to a board of reference 
for arbitration and without a rightof appeal? As I said in the outset, 
Mr. Chairman, this is one of the most extraordinary proceedings to which 
my attention has ever been called. 

All we have héard so far in the case shows the greater necessity to 
make the Government sure it should have some right of final appeal 
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from this adjudication. Suppose this board of arbitrators appointed 
by the President, out of sympathy for this old man, instead of $33,000, 
as at first, or $137,000, as in the second place, should award the full 
amount of the claim, which gentlemen will agree is an extraordinary 
amount and far beyond what the committee have favored, what is there 
in this present measure to prevent them from doing it because this 
claimant is an old man? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Ail the questions of law have been passed upon 
and all this board of arbitrators has to pass upon is the amount due 
this old man. 

Mr. PAYSON. What has been decided in the committee? 

Mr. SPINOLA. All points of law have been decided in the courts 
two or three times, but every time on some technicality the question 
has been thrown back until this old man has become bankrupt in the 
city of Washington. I wish to say, in my judgment, there is not a 
more honest case. There is not a business man in any business com- 
munity who should attempt to treat another in the manner the Gov- 
ernment has treated this old man in this matter who would not be 
drummed out of decent society. 

‘This man is willing, and that is the proposition here, to allow three 
disinterested persons to be appointed, and he does not claim even the 
right to name one of them to settle the differences existing. 

Mr. PAYSON. Hecan get that right in court at any time, and under 
existing law. Notħing appears thus far in the statement except that 
the papers are voluminous. The court is open and the case early on 
the Panes and there can be a reference under the practice act of the 
District, as I understand it, without an act of Co 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh! but the District will not consent to that. 
They have annoyed the man in innumerable ways. His property has 
been sold here to pay for the prosecution of publie works of which the 
city has already had the benefit. Now, I claim it is a matter of mere 

common justice and common right that he should have a settlement 
after waiting all these years. 

It is a question of honesty itself. There is no doubt of the work 
having been done and the money expended byhim. The Senate com- 
mittee in their report say: 

‘There seems to be no question that the contractor furnished the material and 
performed the work and labor required by the terms of his contract, and it is 
equally clear that the board of public works failed to comply with the thirteenth 
clause—found in all the contracts, 

Mr. PAYSON. Then he ought to have his pay, and it does appear 
to me that the courts are fully competent to ascertain just how much 
he should have. - 

Mr. SPINOLA. Undoubtedly; and that is all we ask. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the court can award what is due, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, sir, his house was sold over his head. The 
public demands against him arising from a performance of his contracts 
forced the sale of the very house over his head. It killed his wife; she 
went to her grave, and-he will soon follow her. It isa matter, I repeat, 
of justice to this old man, seventy-eight years of age, that he should 
no longer be held back from securing his rights in some way; and it 
is an evasion of the public law, and of public honesty as well, to keep 

+ him out of it longer. 

- Itisa mere matter of trickery on the District of Columbia to keep 
him out of hismoney. Itis a trick that should not be tolerated by 
any Congress or any other tribunal having authority to act in the prem- 
ises. Besides, this is nota new thing. It has been done before, and 
efforts have been made to secure a settlement of similar claims. Ref- 
erees have been appointed in the same manner, as will be found by 
examination of the report in the past. You will find cases of a simi- 
lar character to this on the records of Congress. Itcan not be objected 
to, therefore, on the ground that there are no precedents. 

Mr. Chairman, let me call your attention to one fact. They set this 
man aside after three weeks’ trial before a jury and sent the case back 
after he had been to the expense and annoyance of asserting his rights; 
and for what reason, do you suppose? On the ground that the judge 
was drunk who was trying the case! Now, that is a fine point of law 
to raise against a poor workingman who had spent his money in the 
prosecution of a public work and the purchase of materials, and had 
given his time and attention to the execution of the work under his con- 
tract. 

Again, the contract stated that he should be paid in lawful money 
of the United States. Was that contract carried out? Not at all. 
They never paid him one single dollar of the lawful money of the 
United States. The contract also called upon him to pay his workmen 
in lawful money of the United States. He sold his houses to meet the 
obligation of his contract; and finally the very house over his head, 
as I havealready stated, was sold in order that he might be compelled 
to meet these obligations. The District of Columbia was bankrupt 
when he performed the contract and issued to him shinplaster certifi- 
cates, which he was forced to take in payment of the work he had 
done. Why, common decency, not to speak of common honesty, de- 
mands the passage of this act. 

Mr. BAYNE. “What has become of those certificates? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They were sold at 45 cents ongthe dollar. This 
resolution provides that the District shall be credited with the full face 


value of the certificates and the settlement with him made on that 
basis. He assents to that in order to get a settlement. 

Mr, BAYNE. Who took those certificates? 

Mr. SPINOLA. - The District of Columbia took them up finally, and 
issued 3} per cent. bonds upon them. 

Mr. BAYNE. Took them at their face value? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; but this man did not get the benefit of 
the increase. He now agrees to take them at their face value accord- 
ing to the terms of this resolution. 

There is no objection, there can be no objection to the resolution. I 
trust my friend therefore will agree to allow this poor old man to have 
justice done him, even at this late hour. 

Mr. HEMPHILL was recognized by the Chairman. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I had the floor and yielded to an inquiry by the 
gentleman from New York. It has been rather a lengthy question, 
but I would like to know if I still hold the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. As I understand now from the statement of the 
gentleman from New York, these certificates which were issued to 
plaintiff and which he accepted—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. Under a written protest. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, undera written protest. That does not mat- 
ter; but these certificates which he accepted passed into the hands of 
other parties at a discount, the amount of which discount he is not 
now claiming against the District. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That isso. 

Mr. PAYSON. But these certificates have been taken up by the 
District and interest-bearing bonds issued instead of them. I do not 
see on the statement now what there is between the District and the 
claimant which would authorize this action on the part of Congress, 
unless there is some legal proposition to be adjusted. 

Mr. ROWELL. New certificates were issued for which the District 
got credit. 

Mr. PAYSON. That statement has not yet been made by anybody. 
But at all events it seems to me a matter that ought to go into the 
courts, and there should be at all events a reservation made of a right 
on the part of the General Government to appeal from the judgment 
of the board of arbitration in case any legal question is presented 
which, in the judgment of the District attorney, presents a proper 
ground for resisting the claim on the part of the Government in case 
it should be decided against the District. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, the resolution as proposed is for 
the purpose of creating, in a manner, a court, because we have already 
a supreme court of the District of Columbia before which this could 
be tried. I know of no legal reason why we may not with propriety 
create another tribunal to try a case of this character. It is the cus- 
tom in the courts of the country to submit such cases to arbitration, 
apa it is a common-law right to take cases out of court and arbitrate 
them. 

This is a peculiar case. It has been for many years in the courts. 
It has had its ups and downs. It takes a third of a year to try it, 
interrupting all the regular business that the courts are created to trans- 
act. This man fell upon unfortunate times in the District of Colum- 
bia. He gave of his money and of his ability to improve the city, and 
then the city became in a manner bankrupt and so bankrupted him. 
He went into court to recover, not the difference between the value of 
certificates issued, but the balance of the money which this bankrupted 
District refused even to issue certificates for. The attorneys for the 
District came with technical objections against the power of the Dis- 
trict to make contracts and held him in court for a trial lasting two or 
three months. Then the case went to arbitrators, where all sorts of 
technical objections were raised. Then these attorneys, having the pride 
of victory from that day, have been interposing every possible technical 
objection against the right of this old man to the money thathe had put 
in for the benefitofthe District. And yet these certificates issued to this 
man for his work at less than 50 cents on thedollar have been assumed 
by the United States Government. The District has receiyed credit for 
them. In the measurement of the work that he performed the District 
has also received credit forevery dollar of it at larger prices and larger 
measurements thanhemade. The District has received the benefit of it 
all, and this old man, hounded into bankruptcy, is now to be sent back, 
without a dollar of money to pay the expenses, into an ordinary and 
regular tribunal. I say he has been grossly abused and mistreated be- 
cause of the condition of the District and its management. Now, here 
is a proposition to create another court and let them try and make an 
end of this litigation, I think justice, law, equity, and every consid- 
eration that ought te move members of Congress demand that there be 
an end to this case, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwant tosay, Mr. Chairman, that we have several 
bills from the committee forthe House to passupon. If the gentlemen 
will give me their attention for one moment—— 

Mr. BREWER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for one mo- 
ment, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If you are going to oppose the bill I shall have 
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to ask to have the bill laid aside uniess we can have a vote. This I | to meet them there for that purpose at that time; but our friends in the 


understand we can not have. I now move that the committee rise in 
order that the bills already reported favorably may be acted upon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee according rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. McCrEAnry reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration District of Columbia business, had directed him to report 
sundry bills with various recommendations. 

DISTRICT BILLS PASSED. 


The bill (H. R. 8719) to amend the act giving theapproval and sanc- 
tion to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 
road, in the District of Columbia, was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Billsof the following titles were severally taken up, the amendments 
of the Committee of the Whole concurred in, and the bills as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and*being engrossed, 
they were accordingly read the third time, and , namely: 

Thebill (H. R. 7149) to incorporate the Hotel Republic Company of 
the District of Columbia; and 

The bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were pacers: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7647) to 
incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railroad Company of 
the District of Columbia, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union with amendments. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the enacting clause. I am rec- 

ized, I believe, and have an hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. BAYNE. _ I made a motion, and I wish to speak to that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not make a motion 
unless the gentleman from South Carolina yields for that purpose. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If this bill 
is not acted upon now, when will it comeup inthe House? I wantto 
have the previous question ordered, so that the House can vote uponit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whenever the gentleman demands a 
vote upon the amendments then it will be in order for the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to move to strike ont the enacting 
clause. 

GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House take up and consider at this time the joint resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution appropriating $25,000 for the celebration of the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh. 


That no eae of said sum shall be used to procure or pay for spirituous or 
uors. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this joint resolution ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit me to 
make an explanation ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the survivors of the Army of the Po- 
tomac have invited the survivors of the Army of Northern Virginia to 
meet them upon the battle-field of Gettysburgh on the 4th of July 
next, not for a picnic, not for a *‘ jamboree’? of any kind, but in order 
that the men who faced the Union Army on that great battle-field may 
indicate and mark the exact positions occupied by every brigade, regi- 
ment, and battery of the Army of Northern Virginia, so as to make up 
and complete the history of that great conflict. Unless the men who 
fought on the other side do their part, the work will be only half done. 
The survivors of the Army of Northern Virginia have accepted the in- 
vitation of the survivors of the Army of the Potomac, and have agreed 


North who compose the survivors of the Army of the Potomac are not 
ina condition to bear themselves the whole expense of the occasion, 
and, as the purpose is a historical one, the Committee on Military Affairs 
have reported this joint resolution providing for this appropriation, and 
I hope, and I appeal in the name of God and liberty, to our friends on 
this side of the House not to offer an objection to it. I make that ap- 
peal in the name of the survivors of both armies, Let them get to- 
gether; the men who met there on the first three days of July twenty- 
tive years ago and struggled for the mastery. 

The result of that struggle has gone into history, and, as it is desira- 
ble that that history should be accurate in all its details, we have asked 
the men who fought on the other side to meet us on that field in order 
to designate the exact positions occupied by every brigade, regiment, 
corps, and battery, and I hope that our friends here will consent to let 
this trifling appropriation go through for that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, if a bill were 
brought in carrying a reasonable amount of money to locate the lines 
occupied by the troops in that battle, I should have no objection to it; 
just as I have no objection to the appropriations for the publication of 
the war records; but this is to be a celebration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then move to amend the joint resolution. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes; amend it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let it be recommitted and 
brought back in another form, and limited strictly to historical pur- 
poses. If we want to fraternize let us fraternize on our own money. 
These are not foreign affairs that we need to cultivate good will at the 
public expense, and there is no hostility between the States, and Iam 
unwilling to even imply that there is, I do not believe in these cele- 
br tions either in the South or in the North. What are we going to 
celebrate? Am I going to celebrate my defeat? Are you going to 
celebrate or gloat over your victory? To mention either is to show its 
folly. Let us celebrate or ratherrejoice in the existence of , and 
rejoice over a constitutional Union restored ; but the battle-field is not 
the place for this. We do not, we can not rejoice over the means that 
had to be employed. The battle-field is suggestive of the sad means 
employed to settle sad differences between brethren; and it is only to 
be fitly visited by the student of history, by patriots, without trump- 
ets or boasting, with flowers or garlands for the dead, and by the be- 
reaved in the weeds of mourning. Our actions and proceedings on the 
Fourth of July, so grandly revived over the whole country, fitly ex- 
press what the battle-field can not convey. We have merged our re- 
joicing for being twice preserved into this truly national day. 

What, then, is the effect of theseassociations on both sides? Purposes 
are good, but the policy is unwise. I believe that George Washington 
was a wiser adviser when, after even the Revolutionary war, he wrote 
to the old order of the Cincinnati, composed of the Revolutionary sol- 
diers, and told them that such class distinctions and organizations were 
not conducive to the best interests of the country, and they disbanded ` 
under the advice of the Father of his Country, and in conclusion gave all 
of their money, some $75,000, if I mistake not, to Washington College, 
in Virginia. I have never seen any celebration of this kind in my own 
section that I thought did any good, and I believe, with Washington, 
that the keeping up of these organizations does much more harm than ` 
good. Therefore, sir, I am not willing to vote money out of the public 
Treasury, or in any way to aid or encourage any of our people, North 
or South, to perpetuate a policy that, in the first place, we have no 
delegated power, rightly viewed, toappropriate money for, and, in the 
second place, is unwise in itself. z 

Mr. COX. Let the bill be considered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, I will not let it be con- 
sidered in this way, That would be to except it from the ordinary 
operation of the rules, and consequently to favor it that far. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you object to the amount? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; I object to the amount. 
It is money to celebrate Gettysburgh now; and before it ends it will be 
money for every other battle-field from here to Mexico. But thereisa 
step behind that. I ohject to appropriating any money for this purpose, 
and also to the pu 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let the bill be considered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, I will not; let it come 
up in its regular order. 

Several MEMBERS. It will be tco late then. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will not waive any patlia- 
mentary right, power, or usage to give access to a bill which I do not 
believe is a good bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. If there is nothing before the House, let us have 
the regular order. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I havea privileged report which 
I desire to report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL] has the floor, and there is a bill pending. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, that last bill was passed over for 
the time by an understanding between the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] and myself. I want to get a vote on the bill, and 
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I now move that the amendments be agreed to, with the view of get- 
ting the bill to a point where we can have a yea-and-nay vote upon it, 
and settle this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agrecing to the 
amendments. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is now in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. On that motion I have an hour, I believe. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The motion is not debatable, is it? 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, yes, it is debatable; I havean hour, 
ing to yield portions of that hour. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Does the Chair rule that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is entitled to one hour upon his motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will adjourn under its 
order at 5 o'clock to-day; and at that time (now only ten minutes 
hence) District business will have been for the present concluded, so 
that this bill will not again come up until District business shall be 
again in order, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania may continue 
thediscussion. The right of the gentleman to discuss the bill can only 
apply when the bill is under consideration according to the rules of the 

ouse. 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman has the floor, but his 
right to occupy it must be suspended at the adjournment to-day until 
this bill shall be again before the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. But I shall have an hour when the bill comes up 
again. 


I am will- 


PRINTING IN RELATION TO TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] to yield to me that I may make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The report of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee can only come in now by unanimous consent, as the bill from 
the District Committee is still pending. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent at this time to submit a report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear it read before unanimous consent is 

iven. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 500 copies of the document entitled “The bill 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue, with table of rates and estimated 
duties on imports under the same; prepared by Charles H, Evans, Treasury 
De ment; "’ and that said document be bound in cover. 

‘he committee have considered the resolution of the House ordering this 
committee to inquire and report to the House the cost of printing 500 copies of 
the document entitled “ The bill of the Committee of Ways and Means to re- 
duce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, 
with table of rates and estimated duties on imports under the same: prepared 
by Charles H. Evans, Treasury Department.” The committee find that the cost 
of the same will be as follows; In paper covers, $62.25; cloth, $187; flexible 
leather, $437.25. The committee direct me to report the resolution which is 
herewith submitted to print said document. 

Mr. RANDALL. In what manner do the committee recommend 
that the document be bound ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The committee directed me to recommend 
that it be bound in paper cover, the cost being $62.25. The word 
‘paper’? should be inserted before the werd ‘‘cover’’ at the end of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be modified in ac- 
cordance with the report of the committee. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution as modified; which was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent to 
lay before the House two executive communications, 

There was no objection. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEW ORLEANS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the , transmitting an estimate from the Supervis- 
ing Architect ofan appropriation for alteration and repair of the custom- 
house at New Orleans, La.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MINT BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore haying laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Super- 
vising Architect of an appropriation for the alteration and repair of the 
United States mint building at Philadelphia, Pa., said: This commu- 
nication will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BLAND. Thatshould go to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. Where did the Chair propose to send it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the Committee on Appropriations- 
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Mr. BLAND. It relates to the extension of a mint building, and 
belongs properly to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. It relates to the placing of a new story on the 
mint at Philadelphia, and as a matter of repairs, similar to the work at 
the Louisiana custom-house, embraced in the communication just re- 
ferred, it goes properly to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Appropriations has nothing to do 
with it. If isa bill proposing to extend a mint, and belongs to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is an estimate for repairs of the mint building 
at Philadelphia, so as to enable the mint to fulfill conveniently the re- 
quirement of the law in regard to the coinage of the Bland dollar to 
the extent of $1,700,000 or $1,800,000 per month. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair supposed this to be a part 
of the estimates ordinarily submitted by the Departments for the guid- 
ance of committees of the House, and these estimates are always re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. BLAND. . It is a bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it is an estimate. 

Mr. BLAND. Then it is an estimate for a new building. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had indicated his opinion 
that the communication should be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, but will entertain a motion that it be referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a bill; it is an estimate from 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the cost of making certain improve- 
ments upon the mint building at Philadelphia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us bave a division upon the question of refer- 
ence; I am willing that the House should decide it. 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Appropriations has nothing to do 
with the extension of mints, or the putting up or repairing of them. 
That committee has jurisdiction in regard to carrying on works already 
authorized by law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If this were a bill authorizing the 
erection of a new public building, it would, in the opinion of the 
Chair, go properly tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. BLAND. It proposes an additional story to a mint building, 
and does not belong to that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask the judgment of the House, which I think 
will be in opposition to that of the gentleman from Missouri. I think 
the Chair was right in the reference which he indicated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
make a motion? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido. I movethat the document be referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, where it properly be- 
lon, 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there were— 
ayes 9, noes 49. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman froin Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House must adjourn in a few moments, and 
this question will come up in the morning. There will be no other 
business until this is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thepoint of no quorum has been raised, 
and if a count by tellers is not now had, the Chair can not entertain 
any business except a nfotion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 10460) for the relief of John C. 
Burdette—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10461) for the relief of Jerome C. 
Berry—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 10462) restoring Helen E. Converse 
to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10463) for the relief of Louisa G. Chandler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 10464) authorizing the United States 
engineer in charge of Mobile Harbor to act as a member of the Mobile 
River commission—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10465) granting a pension to 
George Ann Coyle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10466) granting a pension to 
Hannah H. Grant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 10467) for the relief of Fred. 
W. Snell—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10468) granting a pension to John R. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10469) granting a pension to W. 
E. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10471) granting a pension to 
Mary McLauchlin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 10472) granting a pension to Joseph 
Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10473) for the relief of 
William G. Fo —to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcas Alford—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10475) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Rudd—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10476) for the relief of 
Milton Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 10477) increasing the pension of 
Walter P. Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H: R. 10478) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and pe were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of White County, 
Arkansas, for amendment of the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Harriet M. Barnabee, administra- 
trix of H. Barnabee, of Mendon, Mich., for relief—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition for a pension to Clinton A. Brown, of 
Hawkins County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Evidence in the case of John C. Burdette, for 
amendment of his war record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of H. N. Hanson and 49 others, citizens 
of Webster County, Iowa, asking that binding-twine and the material 
from which it is made be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of New Mexico, for payment of 
Indian depredation claims—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition of Peter Johnson, of New Orleans, La., 
for a Mexican war pension—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of the Board of Trade of New Bedford, 
Mass., for adequate appropriation for revenue marine service—to the 
Committee on Fe ges poem 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 8184, for the extension 
of the time of payment of the Union Pacific Railroad indebtedness—to 
the Committee on Pacific Railways. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Grange No. 565, of York County, Penn- 
sylvania, for legislation to prevent the sale and manufacture of adulter- 
ated articles—to the Committee on culture, 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of 31 ex-Union soldiers of Kelly Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, for establishment of a soldiers’ home at 
Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the faculty of the Indiana State University for an 
international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Hannah H. Grant, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Larkin Cardin, of Monroe County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Papers relating to the claim of Frederick W. 
Snell, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Rose Polytechnic Institute, favoring the Cul- 
lom-Breckinridge bill—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department. nP 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of H. J. Reotzel and other citizens of 
Barton County, Kansas, for an amendment of the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers relating to the bill granting a pension to 
Joseph Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of H. T. Craft, heir of Carl Craft, 
and of Green B. Clay, of Georgia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Mason Talbutt and others, 
of Dade County, Missouri, to amend the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WARNER: Papers in the case of Walter P. Harrison, for in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of A. B. Phillips, of Maury County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. GRANGER: Of citizens of Woodbury, Conn. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of citizens of Westfield, Mass. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: Of B. C. Parker and others, of Tucson, Ariz, 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of 60 citizens of Springfield, Ohio. 

ii By AAAS Of Hon. Thomas Hunter and 35 others, of Ster- 
ing, N. Y. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of citizens of Pomo, Cal. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
can Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of 200 ex-soldiers of Greene County, 

io, 


The following petitions praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of 168 citizens of Greene and Warren 
Counties, Ohio. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of officers of the Woman’s Christan Temperance 
Union of Dakota. . 
wef Mr. McCOMAS: Of 210 citizens of Washington County, Mary- 

n è 

By Mr. MAISH: Of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wellsville, 
York County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of 107 citizens of Pittsfield, Mass. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of citizens of Cedar Mountain, N. C. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Of Dr. William S. Palmer and other citizens 
of Livingston, La. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, June 12, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. - 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate from 
the Supervising Architect for the alterations, additional story, repairs, 
etc., to the United States mint at Philadelphia, Pa., amounting to 
$220,000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervising Archi- 
tect for the repairs, alterations, etc., required for the custom-house at 
New Orleans, La., amounting to $167,959; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, ang 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior relative to the surrender of land patents by certain Sis- 
seton and Wahpeton Indians, and transmitting draughtof a joint resolu- 
tion to accomplish such surrender, and for other purposes; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONCRETE PAVING IN WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate an estimate of 
the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia for extending 
the concrete paving of E, F, and G streets to Fifth street northeast, in 
Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature of the follow- 
ing enrolled bills, which had heretofore received the signature of the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. 
Pike, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese Guelich; 

A bill (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 
of An H. R. 600) increasing the pension to Mary Minor Hoxey; 


R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 
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A bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linneus W., Risley; 

A bill ta R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 


A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; - 

A-bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs, Mercy Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow of 
Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O'Neill; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 

A bill (H. R. peat granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V, Campbell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catharine Tierney; 

A bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

A bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark; 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. pone to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pensien to Mrs, Carrie A. Luey; 


A bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 6899) toincorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. rit for the relief of Enoch Weathers; ' 

A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. re granting a pension to William Scott; 

K bill (H. R. 7263 


A bill (H. R. 7264) for the erection of a public building at Bridge- 
port, Conn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky. ; 
- A bill (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 
H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 
H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 
. R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning; 
granting a pension to Martha Linton; 
granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
granting a pension to Ann V. Eta, aay 
granting a pension to Heman in; 
granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 
granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 
granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 
0) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 
1) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 
00) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 
to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoflin; 


for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
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granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 
; granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 
. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
on-roll; 
ill (H. R. 18798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 
(i R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 
ill (H. R. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; and 
A bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Bar- 
ton County, Kansas, praying that certain amendments be made to the 
interstate-commerce act so as to prevent the continuance of existing 
evils; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (for Mr. PALMER) presented a petition of the 
Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange of Detroit, Mich., attested 
by Charles Buncher, its president, and S. S. Seefred, its actuary, pray- 

for the passage of the bill authorizing the construction of a winter 
bridge across the Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also (for Mr. PALMER) presented the petition of A. D. Stephen- 
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son and 91 other citizens of Lenawee County, Michigan, praying that 
the interstate-commerce law be so amended as to prevent existing evils 
affecting public interests; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
mmieree. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Lillie Devereux Blake, a cit- 
izen of the United States and a resident of the State of New York, 
praying for the removal of her political disabilities; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, praying that an increased appropriation be made for the purchase 
of a site and erection of suitable buildings thereon for appraisers’ 
stores and other purposesin New York City; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Indian River, Fla., 
praying that an appropriation be made to deepen and straighten the 
channel of the Indian River from Grant’s Farm to Jupiter, in the State 
of Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereor 

A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F, Byers; 

A bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; 

A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and 
Jessie Piatt; 

A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 

A bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; and 

A bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Wilford White. 

Mr. SAJVYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bilis, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (5. 2957) granting a pension to Maryeta McGuire, widow of 
Francis McGuire; 

A bill (8. 2944) granting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie G. Parker; 

A bill i 2968) granting a pension to Mrs. J. E. Norton; 

A bill (8. 2950) granting a pension to Milton Childers; 

A bill (S. 3033) ‘granting a pension to James H. Fox; and 

A bill (8. 3032) for the relief of Edward D. Stillson. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2832) for the relief of General William 
i Smith, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 56) granting permission to officers and enlisted men, 
members of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United 
States and of the Grand Army of the Republic, to wear the badges 
adopted by those orders, reported it with amendments and submitted 
a report thereon. $ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam also directed by a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2556) for 
the relief of Charles B. Newton, to report it withoutamendment. On 
the bill there will bemajority and minority reports from the committee, 
I report the bill now simply that it may obtain its place on the Calen- 
dar. I withhold the majority report, to be submitted to the minority, 
who will hereafter make a minority report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3001) granting a pension to J. Niebels, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

A bill (H. R. nil for the relief of Friedericke Raff; 

A bill H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 

A bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; 

A bill (H. R. 7693) granting a pension to Peter C. Cheeks; 

A bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. 8. Van Buren; and 
' A bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Cleve- 

and. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported a bill 
(S. 3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice Morrison Remick 
Waite to be placed in the room of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, ¢ 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 3134) for the 
erection of an additional fire-proof building for the use of the National 
Museum; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2872) granting a pension to Thomas R. Sturman; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs, Sarah J. Martin; and 
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A bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A. Beltzer. - 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2984) granting @ pension to Olive I. Workman and Phi- 
* lena E. Hershman; and 

A bill (S. 3000) granting a pension to Sarah Shelden. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them cach without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Wynne, reported it withoutamendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza J. Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3136) to amend section 1014 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth 
Ames; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3138) granting a pension to 


George Wylie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | SPec 


Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3139) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of William H. Fenton; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A similar bill at a former Congress met with 
an adverse report at the hands of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
but I file with this bill new and additional evidence that I think takes 
it out of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the accompanying 
papers, will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3140) for the re- 
lief of James Harvey Dennis; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, SAWYER introduced a bili (S. 3141) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jonas Doering; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3142) relating to the classification of 
post-offices and amendatory of the actapproved March 3, 1883, entitled 
** An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters;’’ which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. > 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3143) granting a pension to Le- 
tistry Parker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3145) for the relief of the heirs of John 
M. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., and 
not over 10 miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at 
Kansas City, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. BECK, Mr. FAULKNER (for Mr. MCPHERSON), and Mr TEL- 
LER submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respect- 
ively to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, known as the Bowman act; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. f 


SILVER BULLION—SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to give the following notice: 


I give notice that I will move to cr anes the rules when the bill making ap- 
prop: ns for ive, executive, and judicial e of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for er purposes, is under 
oo ~ on, so that the following amendments to said bill shall be in order, 
wit: 
‘ 


‘First. That whenever the circulation, or any portion thereot, of any national 
bank, not in liquidatioh, shail be surrendered by the deposit of United States 
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notes in the Treasury or otherwise, and the same or an equivalent amount is 
not taken by other national banks within thirty days thereafter, the S 

of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to purchase, at the market 
price thereof, an equivalent amount in silver bullion in excess of the minimum 
of $2,000,000 worth per month for coinage purposes, which shall be coined and 
used as provided in the act passed February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to author- 
_ the coinage of the standard silver dollar and restore its legal-tender charac- 
“Second. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to purchase and coin, under the provisions of an act entitled ‘An 
act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and torestore its l - 
tender character,’ approved February 28, 1878, not less than $4,000,000 worth of 
silver bullion per month,” 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to inquire of the Chair at this time (al- 
though it is not regularly, of course, in order, but I think it would be 
proper to make the inquiry) whether such a procedure as that p: 
by the Senator from Nevada would be in order underourrules? If it is 
not, and any Senator thinks it is not, I think it is fair to him to state 
it now, so as not to have it sprung upon him hereafter. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand Rule XL, it would not be in order. 
Will the Chair be good enough to have that rule read by the Secretary ? 
Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read Rule No, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rue XL. 
SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifying precisely the rule 
or part proposed to besuspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose thereof. 
Any rule may be suspended without notice by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule XII 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that that makes it in order, when 
another matter is pending before the Senate, to move to suspend the 
rule to make acertain procedure in regard to that matter then in order 
which otherwise would not be. The rule which says that only certain 
ified motions shall be in order when a bill is under consideration 
would be still a part of the law of the Senate. 

I understand that the method of getting at what the Senator from 
Nevada proposes would be to move as a resolution of the Senate that 
so much of a certain rule as he describes as would prevent his mov- 
ing a certain amendment at a certain time shall be suspended. That 
would be submitted as an ordinary resolution, go over one day if any- 
body objects, and then be taken up at resolution time and passed. If 
such a resolution is passed when the particula measure comes up the 
Senator can make his motion notwithstanding the rule, because it is 
in order. I should like to ask the Chair his opinion upon that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not see anything in the rule that requires the 
time to be fixed when the motion shall be made. It seems tome that 
it can be made when the bill is under consideration; that when it is 
desired to offer the amendment the motion to suspend the rule can be 
made at that time as well as at any other. The only point that I see 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts is that the suspension should 
occur before there is occasion to use it. There may be no occasion to 
use it; there may be no objection to an amendment of that kind when it 
is offered; but if an amendment such as I propose should be offered, 
and there was objection made to it, I would be in a position, it seems 
to me, to suspend the rules under the notice I have given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is an interesting and 
novel one, but will properly arise when the Senator from Nevada shall 
offer his amendment. The question then for the Chair to decide would 
be whether in consequence of this notice he had so modified the rule 
that his amendment would be in orderas being general legislation. 
The Chair could not in advance announce any decision upon the par- 
liamentary question. 

Mr. STEWART. If it becomes necessary on examination to make 
my notice more specific I shall do so. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 thought it was fair to the Senator from Nevada (be- 
cause nobody desires to prevent the Senate from doing what it would 
wish to do at the time) to make the suggestion to the honorable Sen- 
ator now, as I will repeat, yon can not move to suspend a rule when 
another matter is before the Senate merely by giving notice of it be- 
forehand. When the appropriation bill comes up, the rule says that 
you may move to commit, to amend, to postpone to a day certain, to 
postpone indefinitely, to adjourn, or to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. Those are all the motions you can make. So, if 
the Senator gets up and makes the motion he now proposes, he is cut off 
by that rule, beeause he has only given notice that he is going to make 
a motion, and that does not give him a right to make it out of order. 
The rule provides that a notice of a motion to suspend a rule must be 
given in this way. 

The method of getting at what the Senator wants, it seems to me, is 
to introduce a resolution to suspend that rule, or so much of it as stands 
in his way. Then let that go over one day, if anybody objects, and 
probably somebody would. Then any day hereafter, to-morrow morn- 
ing, for instance, if he introduces the resolution now, he can take up 
the resolution and the Senate will amend its rule by resolving that so 
much of that rule as stands in the way of this particular motion is 
suspended. Then the Senator will have it in his power whenever the 
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matter comes up. It isa mere question of the form ot proceeding, 
not of substance. 

Mr.STEWART. That is precisely the method I pursued in regard 
to another amendment to the same bill, relating to silver certificates. 
I offered a regular resolution in the manner suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. That method may be more regular. I will ex- 
amine it and if it is, to-morrow morning I will put in a resolution 
which shall conform to my former resolution. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That the credentials which have been presented to the Senate pur- 
porting to show the election on the 22d day of May, 1838, by the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana of RANDALL LEE Grimson as United States Senator from 
said State for the term of six years from the 4th day of March, 1889, be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that said committee be in- 
structed to inquire into all the facts of said Senatorial election; and especially 
to ascertain and report to the Senate whether or not at the recent State election 
in Louisiana, which included the election of the aforesaid oy, sega the 136,746 
votes returned for the candidate of the dominant party for governor were 
actually cast, in view of the fact that at no previous election had the votes of 
such candidate of such party exceeded 88,794; and also to report why in the 

ish of Madison there were returned 3,530 votes for one party and none for 

e other; in East Feliciana Parish 2,276 for one party and only 5for the other; 
in Morehouse Parish 1,584 for one party and only 14 for the other; in Ouachita 
Parish 2,994 for one party and only 5 for the other; in Sabine Parish 1,441 for 
one party and only 2 for the other; in Tensas Parish 4,627 for one party and 
ina an for the other; and why there were similar returns from other es; 
and also to ascertain and report whether or notat said State election there was 
any violence, intimidation, or fraud which prevented a fair election ; and par- 
ticularly whether or not there were any false canyasses or false returns made 
by the local election officers, or included in the final canvass of the votes. 


And in case said committee, as the result of the fo: ing inquiries, shall con- 
clude that there were in connection with the aforesaid State election ill ties, 
and false returns so extensive and systematic in their 


frauds, false canvasses, 
character as to show that there existed on the pari of the ous State election 
officers a deliberate plan to apparently carry said election without regard to the 
votes actually cast, and to choose a governor and other State officersand a State 
Legislature by such ill , false, and fraudulent means, then said committee 
shall proceed further to inquire and repost whether said Legislature was act- 
ually and duly elected by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially 
the creation solely of the Se rye te bem canvassing officers,and whether said 
State of Louisiana had on said 22d of May, 1888, a republican form of goy- 
ernment, including a Legislature entitled to choose United States Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over, Mr. President, and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule and be printed. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution may be printed and lie 
on the table. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis so ordered, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishall give notice before calling it up. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 

rinted. 
2 Mr. HOAR. Whatbecame of the resolution just offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire? One Senator asked that it might lie over and 
be printed, and the other that it might lie on the table and be printed. 
Which order was made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table, in accordance 
with the request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and be printed. 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

_Mr. MORGAN. The resolutions on the subject of the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Foreign Relations respecting the fish- 
eries come up to-day by the order of the Senate made yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the resolutions? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely willing, if it meets the approbation 
of the members of the majority of the committee, that the resolutions 
shall go over to the proper place in the morning hour the same day on 
which the treaty is to be considered again. I suppose Senators who 
would like to participate in the debate on the resolutions are likely to 
be absent. Some of them are absent now; the chairman of the com- 
mittee is absent. I ask unanimous consent that the resolutions, re- 
taining their place, may go over until next Monday a week. I believe 
that is the date of the postponement of the treaty. 

Mr. HALE. Ishould like to have the resolutions lie on the table 
for the present. I do not propose to discuss the fisheries treaty to any 
extent, but as I am obliged to go off to-morrow I may wish to call them 
up and be heard briefly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the resolutions be passed over informally then. 

Mr. HALE. Let them be passed over informally. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas informed yesterday by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] that he had moved that the resolutions of the 
Senator from Alabama be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. He is now necessarily absent from the Senate, and rgguested 
me to withdraw the motion that he had made to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think the mo- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina was ever entertained, the ques- 
tion that morning being whether the Senate would proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolutions. Objection was made to their present 
consideration and they went over, and on an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair the Senator from Alabama submitted his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse if the motion was not made the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina would have no effect. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not think the motion 
to refer is pending. The Chair understands the Senator from Maine to 
object to any di ition being made of the resolutions at present. 

. MORGAN. I understand that they go over, retaining their 
place until to-morrow. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions are passed over in- 
formally. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
for the Dide of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 

; an 

A bill (H. R. 8719) to amend the act giving the approval and sanc- 
tion of Congress to the ronte and termini of the Anacostia and Poto- 
mac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1887, with amendments in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

OFFER OF BONDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 


STEWART, as follows: 

Resolved, That the arsar | of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a full statement of all offers of bonds ke aala to tho 
Government since sun 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, 
premiums asked, and names of parties offering bonds; also with a full state- 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of purchase, amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and names of parties selling since said date. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the resolution will pass. 
There certainly can be no objection whatever to the public acts of the 
Departments being made public. There can not possibly be any pri- 
vate report of proceedings in regard to bonds which should be kept 
secret. There certainly can be no reason for concealment, 

I confess that it is a humiliating condition of things that a necessity 
should exist for the Executive Departments to be purchasing bonds at 
the enormous premium of 27 per cent. If that necessity does exist, 
there certainly can be no reason why operations of such a character 
should be kept secret. 

If it be true that the people of the United States can not be furnished 
with a circulating medium without having it doled out by private con- 
tracts between the Treasury Department and the owners of bonds and 
the persons haying charge of the national banks, it is certainly a very 
severe commentary upon the existing statutes. 

There are other things in the statutes and in connection with this 
same matter which must attract the attention of the country. There 
is the fact that under the statutes in order to give the people money it is 
claimed to be necessary that the Secretary of the Treasury shall loan 
the Government money without interest to the national banks; other- 
wise they say we should have a stringency of the money market. We 
must relieve the money market by loaning the revenues of the Govern- 
ment without interest. We must further relieve the money market by 
paying 27 per cent. premium on bonds not yetdue. All this immense 
power to relieve the money market is in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

I do not believe that this Government ought to be placed in the posi- 
tion of a private partnership with any moneyed institutions outside. It 
ought to have no secret partners of that kind. 

The mere suggestion that those dealing with the Government desire 
to conceal their transactions is very offensive to the American people. 
The necessity to furnish the country with money by these extraordi- 
nary dealings, loaning the revenues without interest, and buying bonds 
at this enormous premium, is bad enough. ‘That there should be se- 
crecy about it is intolerable. I think there is no reason why we should 
not have the information, 

As to why and how this necessity was created, how or why this sur- 
lus has accumulated, that is a question of a very important character. 
t is a question that is going to be submitted to the American people 

in the coming campaign. Who is responsibleforit? It is said on the 
one hand that it is because there is too much tariff, and that the tariff 
must be reduced in order to get rid of the surplus; but gentlemen do 
not reflect that there is not now a tariff for revenue. I believe it is 
conceded on all hands in this country that there should at least be suf- 
ficient tariff to produce the necessary revenue for the purpose of carry- 
ing on the Government. 

We have no such tariff. We have not even’a revenue tariff. We 
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are collecting a war tax, the internal revenue, of over $118,000,000 an- 
nually, which is from $50,000,000 to $60,000,000 more than the sur- 
lus. If the theory of a revenue tariff were even adhered to we should 
ve to increase the duties on imports or put duties on a large number 
of articles which are now on the free-list to secure even a revenue 
tariff. 7 

But that is a question to be decided by the people. If we are at the 
mercy of bondholders and of national banks so that they must have 
large premiums and money without interest in order that the country 
may have the money necessary to do business among the people, all I 
ask now is that we may know what is going on. 

Mr. I move to strike out, in the fourth line of the 
resolution, the words ‘‘and names of parties offering bonds,’’ and the 
same words at the end of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
amend the resolution. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘asked,’’ it is pro- 

to strike ont ‘‘and names of, parties offering bonds;’’ and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘paid,’’ to strike out ‘‘and names of parties selling 
since said date;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the Gov- 
ernment since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, pre- 
miums asked ; th a full statement of the bonds purchased, giving the 


wi 
dates of purchase, amounts purchased, premiums paid. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that amendment will not prevail. Ithink 
it would be interesting to the American people to know who have these 
special privileges, to know what particular national banks or bond- 
holders are being built up or have been built up by the action of the 
Treasury Department. The public ought to understand it. I think 
that is the very thing the people wanttoknow. I think thevery thing 
they want to know is, who is benefited, who are the secret partners of 
the Treasury Department who are growing rich by the unfortunate 
condition of our laws, which makes it necessary in order tohave money 
to do business that we should make these enormous sacrifices. I say 
that is the very thing the public wants to know, and it ought to know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only curiosity could prompt the desire for the 
information in regard to the names of parties offering bonds. These 
bids are received, many of them, doubtless, from mere agents, some of 
them from parties. It would impose upon the Treasury Departmentan 
immense amount of labor and require the time of employés for many 
days to write out all these names, and when they are had they can be 
of no possible benefit to the Senate or to the public. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday objected to these 
words in the resolution, and I can see no possible reason why they 
should be retained. The rest of the resolution would then call for a 
full statement of all offers of bonds, with the dates of the offers, the 
amounts of the bonds offered, and the premiums asked; and that would 
be all the information that could be of any benefit either to the Senate 
or to the public. 

As to the other questions to which the Senator from Nevada has re- 
ferred, ‘‘ Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” Weexpecta bill 
for the reduction of the war taxes to be by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and brought to the Senate, and then it will be time enough 
to discuss those economic questions. 

Mr. STEWART. If such'a bill ever comes, which is very improb- 
able, for it has not been discussed yet in connection with the war taxes, 
we shall take time to consider it. There is a bill pending elsewhere 
to reduce the tariff when it is already far below a tariff for revenue; 
but the question of the war taxes has not been discussed, as I have ob- 
served, in any quarter, though there have been some vague sugges- 
tions that a part of the war taxes might be reduced. When a bill re- 
ducing war taxes reaches the Senate, if it ever shall, it will be properly 
considered. But, however that may be, I am opposed to building up 
unknown pet favorites, whether they be national banks or whether 
they be bondholders. I want to know who is getting rich at the ex- 
pense of the Government. It might be well to know who has got rich 
in former times in that way, but certainly now as we are going on we 
may as well keep up the information and see who are having the ad- 
vantage of these speculations, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into a prolonged 
discussion of this question, but the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday seemed to me so eminently proper, 
to strike out the words ‘‘and names of parties offering bonds,” that I 
shall vote for the proposition made now by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL]. 

We have by law authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to buy 
bonds in open market, and the Secretary has, so far as I am advised, 
complied faithfully with the law. The resolution does not even sug- 
gest that he has violated it in any particular. 

A good deal will be said some of these days, and I hope very soon, in 

to the responsibility for the conditions creating the necessity that 
exists now for the payment of premiums on our public debt. I think 
I can show that the Democratic party is blameless in that regard. We 
are paying premiums on the four-and-a-halfs of 8 or 8}, and 26 or 27 for 
the fours. Republican policy and legislation is responsible for that 
state of things, as I can demonstrate. A 
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I do not propose to go into that discussion now. I am willing to 
ascertain all about the bonds purchased, and all the steps taken, and 
when the proper time comes we can go into the main discussion as to 
party responsibility; but the propriety of inquiring as to the names of 
persons who have offered bonds is very questionable. 

I think with the Senator from Missouri that to publish the names of 
private citizens who may be compelled to sell their bonds is not for- 
warding any political purpose even; it is simply exposing them to im- 
proper criticism or exposure, I thinkit is an outrage upon the Ameri- 
can tax-payers that we should be obliged to pay a premium on our’ 
bonds. I think unjust taxation has been keptup for years by all sorts 
of cunning devices to bring about that result. I think I can show that 
the party which had control prior to this Administration is responsible 
for it; and to-day its efforts are directed to maintaining that condi- 
tion of things against the best interests of the country. I do not pro- 
pose, however, to go into that now, but when itis gone into the re- 
sponsibility will not be upon the Secretary of the Treasury, nor upon 
the President, nor upon the party they represent, because every honest 
effort that could be made has been made by all of us to reduce taxa- 
tion. The question pressing upon us now is whether the money wrong- 
fully extorted by taxation shall be locked up in the ry, or 
whether the bonds not due shall be bought ata premium. As the least 
of two evils the Secretary, under the direction and by the order of 
Congress, is doing what he is doing. Unless some distinct charge of 
misconduct is made I insist that when men offer their bonds, as they. 
have a right to do, their business and their necessities should not be 
inquired into or criticised by their enemies or competitors in business. 

Mr.STEWART. I knewthat the Senator from Kentucky regretted 
exceedingly the necessity for purchasing these bonds at the enormous 
premium of 27 per cent. I have heard him say so before; I know his 
views. They are very sound and have been very beneficial to the 
country; but I have an opinion that the parties who have succeeded 
in bringing the condition of the country to be such that they can take 
advantage of it have had secret advantages, and are ing secret 
advantages. I want to develop the facts, so that they shall show their 
hand. In the language of another place, they deal from the bottom 
of the pack; they stock the cards, in language that is used where I do 
not care to mention. 

I want to know who are marking the cards so as to obstruct legisla- 
tion. I want to know who the secret partners of the Government are 
that make it necessary to gointo the market and ‘‘ bull ” bonds. Who 
has made this action necessary? Who benefits by it? Who makes it 
necessary for the Government to loan money without interest? Who 
is dealing with the Government? Who are the secret ers n 
tiating with the United States? If anybody is afraid to sell his bonds 
publicly, let him keep his bonds. Is the Government of the United 
States in such a miserable condition that it has to pay people to give 
up their bonds not due? Is it going to deal with its citizens under 
pledge that it will not disclose their names? I say it will not do. 

I desire the yeas and nays on this proposition, whether we shall 
know who are the secret partners of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BECK. Only one suggestion. While I object to the names of 
private parties offering bonds for sale being called for by this resolu- 
tion for the reasons I have given, I am willing to insert as an amend- 
ment to it, “‘and to advise the Senate whether rejected offers from any 
one other than those from whom he bought were at a lower rate of pre- 
mium than that paid the parties from whom he bought.’? That will 
develop whether anybody has been given any advantage over any one 
else or not; if the Secretary has refused bonds offered to him at 107 
and bought from somebody else at 108 for the four-and-a-halfs or re- 
fused offers at 126 for the fours and paid others 127, let that be de- 
veloped; that is what the Senate and the country are interested in 
knowing if any suspicion exists in regard to the fairness of the Secre- 
tary’s execution of the law. : 

If there has been any combination with any bank or any body ot 
men anywhere, or if the Secretary is dealing from the bottom, as the 
Senator suggests, let that be developed; but as to giving the names of 
parties without any accusation, without any facts to show that they 
are dealing unfairly, does not seem to me to be a just or necessary 
proposition. If the amendment I suggest is adopted everything will 
be developed as to whether the transaction has been fair or not, whether 
any bank or any association or anybody offered bonds lower than the 
bids of others which have been accepted. All that is a proper subject 
for inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. Does theSenator from Kentucky suppose the books 
will not show everything to be regular? Does he suppose that the 
men engaged as partners with the United States are not making enough 
to have everything made straight on the record? Does he not know 
that it is possible to have the word passed around that some individual 
has the ear of the Secretary, and that persons had better pass their 
bonds to him? Does he not know that if there is anything wrong in 
this thing, it is not wrong in the record, but in the manipulation? And 
does he not know that the people of the United States have a right to 
know with whom the Government is dealing? 

I say the names ought to be known, and we should have the names 
ofall the parties who have dealt with the Government in regard to the 
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have the names of the parties with whom he is dealing 
since that has been suggested, it seems to me that it is of the hi 
importance to the character and the reputation of the Secretary him- 
self that we should at once have the names. No doubt this was done 
inadvertently by him, and no doubt he will be relieved by this resolu- 
tion. IfI were in his place I should want the resolution passed. I 
demand the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I have only a word to say in reference to the last sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Nevada. He says of course the books of 
the Treasury will show everything regular. I presume they will, and 
I assume that they are regular; but I am sure, and he knows, that if 
any man in the country has made an offer to the Government of the 
bonds of the United States that offer is in writing, and if a more unfavor- 
able offer has been accepted that fact can be and surely will be exposed. 
When the report comes in, if it shows that the Secretary has paid 127 
to one when he was offered bonds for 125 or 126, or any less pre- 
mium, by another, there can be no concealment of the fact, because every 
one of those propositions is made in writing and every individual man 
or every association whose bid has been rejected, while the Secretary 
bought at a higher rate from anybody else, will be ready to furnish the 
fact to the Senator from Nevada or anybody who cares to know any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to know why there should be a differ- 

` ence between bondholders and other people. The name of every other 
individual who deals with the Government, from the boy who sweeps 
out the office of the Secretary of the Treasury up to the largest contractor, 
is known and on the roll. Every contract made with every Depart- 
ment for any purpose, for Indian supplies, for everything that the Gov- 
ernment does, exceptin dealing with the finances, is public; the names 
are published or open to the public; it is known who gets the contract, 
and it has not deterred contractors in other respects from making con- 
tracts. Why should there be any mystery thrown about finance? I 
tell you why there is mystery about finance; it is because there are 
particular advantages to some. 

I say that the names of all dealing with the Government, including 
the pensioners, all who draw money from this Government are disclosed ; 
and why not disclose those dealing in bonds? Why not disclose their 
names? They have by their manipulation transferred at least one-half 
of the entire property of this Republic from the people to the creditor 
class by the vicious legislation they have caused. They are all-power- 
ful, this great power that is felt everywhere; it is so powerful that we 
can not even know who compose it. Let us know who has the influ- 
ence to put our legislation in a condition where the Government is un- 
der the necessity of begging of them not to surrender the circulation of 
the people. There is no circulation for the people without the consent 
of these august powers, and we are not to know who theyare. It will 
not do. 

The Senator from Kentucky, I hope, will reconsider his determina- 
tion and vote for this resolution after voting down the amendment. I 
know it is a matter of importance, and he is making a mistake. He 
can not think as he says, because he knows of no individual who is 
favored. ‘ 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, one word farther. There may be a 

deal of force, and I think there is, in what isintimated by the 

tor from Nevada, that the bondholders of the country have been 

reaping nearly all the benefit of our legislation for many years; I be- 

Tara 1EY have. He will not go any further than I will at the proper 

time to develop that class legislation has been at the bottom of all 

our financial and business troubles. These questions are not before 
the Senate now. 

We have, however, by act of Congress authorized the Secretary of 
the Treasury to buy bonds whenever he pleases and wherever he can. 
Of course we expect him to buy them as cheaply as he can. It may 
be that there are very many people other than bank officers and large 
moneyed associations who desire or are compelled to sell their bonds. 
They may be offering them lower than the banks and associations are 
because théy need the money; if their names are disclosed and their 
condition developed, if it were known that they were selling bonds, 
that fact would have a tendency to injure the credit of those people 
who want to raise money on the bonds they hold. Our bonds may be 
held by people who are in comparative distress. The result would be 
to force them to put their bonds into the hands of the great moneyed as- 
sociations to dispose of them without exposure; they would have to pay 
a brokerage or a commission rather than develop the fact that they 
themselves were forced to sell their bonds, and the Government of the 
United States would have to pay the enhanced premium that those 
financial agents would demand. They are, of course, willing to pub- 
te totes dealings to the world; indeed, they make many commissions 

g SO. 

What do Mr. Gould or Mr. Vanderbilt or the great bankers of New 
York care if it isdeveloped that even their own bonds are offered for 
sale? It does not affect their credit, but the man who needs five or 
ten thousand dollarsand only has bonds of the United States for that 
amount, when he sells them and it is published that he is selling them, 


his credit is affected and he dare not offer to sell even at a price that 
he would be willing to éke; he will go to these banking associations 
that are not only willing to develop that they are making sales, for they 
are brokers for everybody who pay them a premium, and they will ask 
an enhanced premium, and you will give them a monopoly of the busi- 
ness by excluding all men who are in needy circumstances from offer- 
ing bonds on their own account. 

The effect of this clause of the resolution is to ascertain the names of 
those needy people who are offering bonds lower than the banks will 
offer them and to force those people to deal with the Government 
through the great brokers and bankers of the country. I do not be- 
lieve that is the purpose of the Senator from Nevada, but that is the 
effect of his exposures of private transactions by publishing these names, 
and it will add an additional 1 or perhaps 2 per cent. to the premium 
on bonds the United States are required to purchase, because they 
will have to go through that process of which I have spoken. That 
may be the object of some people. I do not believe it is the object or 
meaning of the Senator from Nevada, but that is the effect of the propo- 
sition he makes, 

The Senator from Nevada will not now rise in his place and say that 
he believes or has reason to belive that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has refused to purchase any bond that was offered to him by anybody, 
however needy or at however low a rate, and has paid anybody one- 
eighth, or one-tenth, or one-hundredth partof 1 per cent. more because 
the person offering at the one-eighth, one-tenth, or one-hundredth part 
more was a friend-of the Administration or of the Secretary. He will 
not avow that he even suspects the Secretary of doing wrong. Itisnot 
true, and the Senator will say it is not true if he is questioned himself. 
No good can come of the exposure of private men’s dealings, but evil 
must come of it; men will be deterred from making their offers, and 
all offers in future will be confined to the great banking houses and 
brokers’ establishments. The Government will have to pay to these 
organization when they combine, as they will, even a higher premium 
than it pays now—outrageously high as that is, after all the business 
gets into their hands by the exclusion of competition with the needy 
people I have spoken of. 

Mr. STEWART. The premium has gone up about 3 per cent. since 
this process commenced. The premium on the 4’s then was about 24}, 
and now itis about 27}. Thatis a pretty good advance under the 
present management. It can not be much worse, unless we pay the 
entire interest to the maturity of the bond. 

I do not want to disclose the hand of anybody, but I want to see if 
there is a money trust in this matter. I do not believe in that. Ifa 
holder of bonds who sells at 127 pe cent, is subject to discredit, I be- 
lieve he can stand it. The idea that these bondholders now are going 
to claim, after all the benefits they have had, that they are insolvent or 
that their credit is not good! Ifa man has bonds that he can sell for 
26 or 27 per cent. premium, let him sell them to somebody else, let 
them all go through the trusts, and let us know what the trusts are, - 
and who are dealing with them. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri to be stricken out occur in two places, and, if there be 
no objection, the motion will be submitted as one motion to amend. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] upon this question asks that 
the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the reso- 
lution, and also the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the resolution, in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘asked,’’ by. striking out ‘‘and names of es offering 
bonds;” and in line 6, after the word ‘‘ paid,’’ by striking out ‘‘and 
meee of parties selling since said date;’’ so as to make the resolution 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the 
Government since April 1, 1888, with of offers, amounts of bonds offered, 
premiums asked; also with a full statement of the bonds p » giving the 
dates of purchase, amounts purchased, premiums paid. 


Mr. BECK. After the word ‘‘ purchased’’ and before the words 
“ premiums paid,” the word ‘‘and’’ should be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatamendment will be considered 
as proposed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will modify his 
amendment and use the words “‘ private persons,” because there would 
be no objection to publishing the names of corporations or brokers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that, and accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Probably corporations and brokers would like to 
have their names published. Insert the word ‘‘private’’ before ‘ per- 
sons. n” 

Mr. STEWART. Ithink that makes it worse, for it is very easy for 
a banking institution to designate a certain person in their concern who 
would be a private person, and we should have no information to do ug 
any good. We want all the facts. ~ 


+ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri pro- 
pose any modification of the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘‘ parties ’’ insert ‘‘ names of pri- 
vate persons.” Inserting the word *‘ private’? alone would not accom- 
plish what the Senator from Ohio suggests. 

Mr, SHERMAN. ‘‘And names of parties other than private per- 
sons.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; ‘“‘names of parties other than private per- 
sons.” I withdraw my amendment and accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My objection is that the disclosure does no good, 
and the disclosure of the names of private persons might possibly in- 
terfere with the business of private citizens. What private persons do 
with their bonds or property is none of our business. The object of the 
Senator from Nevada is a very proper one, that all these transactions 
should be as publicand as open as the day so far as the Government is 
concerned. There can be no objection to publishing the names of brok- 
ers or corporations; but there are objections to the transactions of pri- 
vate citizens being published. The Government ought to be willing 
to disclose at any time to anybody any transaction in any publie De- 

rtment, but when there is a call for private bids, it seems to me those 

ids ought not to be fisclosed where they might involve the interests 
of private parties. 

If you wish to know at what rates the bonds aresold, by whom they 
are sold, and to whom they are sold, thatisallrightenough. Brokers 
and corporations and persons who deal in bonds would have no objec- 
tion to the publication of their names, They would rather like it, and 
they would invite the publication of an advertisement that they are 
dealing in these bonds, but I have no doubt that under the operation 
of this resolution many people would putin bids that they know would 
be rejected. All I desire is to protect private persons from the discto- 
sure of their private business. They will evade it by simply getting 
some broker to offer their bonds and the broker will make a commis- 
sion out of it. That will be the difference. 

Mr. STEWART. There is commission enough when the price paid 
gets up to 127 per cent. Instead of this being confined to private per- 
sons, of course it will always be done through some great syndicate. 
If we had the name of that man we might find out the syndicate he 
belonged to. ay 

I tell you there is an influence outside that is operating. There are 
influences which have put our legislation in such a condition that 
we have to pay a large premium. We have to submit, they say, either 
to pay 27 per cent. premium or the people will suffer in circulation. 
We have to submit to loaning the money without interest, for it is 
said there is no other way of getting it out among the people. While 
we submit to these exactions, I say we should know who are benefited, 
whether they be private persons or public bodies. If they are honest 
there can be no reason for the public not knowing their names. The 
men who deal in bonds will take care of themselves as well as the 
farmer, as well as the mechanic, as well as others who deal with the 
Government. They can take care of themselves and they will not be 
injured. A man who owns bonds and sells them at 27 per cent. pre- 
mium is not necessarily a pauper. 
* There is in this resolution unless we can know who are deal- 
ing with the Government. That is what I want to know, and whether 
they are private persons or public bodies it is a transaction that be- 
longs to the public. It is true we have authorized inadvertently the 
peke of bonds because we were driven to that necessity, but there 

no law on the statute-book that allows this to be done in privateany 
more than any other contract with the Govérnment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Nevada a question. 
I wish to know whether he has any information upon which he relies 
that any bid has been rejected at a lower rate than a bid which has 
been accepted for these bonds? 

Mr. STEWART. None whatever. It is the information I want. If 
I had the information I would not be offering this resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
withdraw his original ition to strike out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdrew the original amendment, and have 

the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
Prd Seg rl pro tempore. It has not yet been reported from 

e A : 

Mr. COCKRELL. IfI had the least intimation that the Secretary 
of the Treasury had rejected a lower bid even of ene one-hundredth part 
of a cent, and had accepted a higher bid, I care not whether it was from 
an individual or from a corporation, I should most heartily and cheer- 
fully vote for this resolution. Ido not believe that the Senator from 
Nevada will dare upon this floor to charge any such misconduct upon 
the Secretary. If he will as a Senator upon the floor of the United 
States Senate say that he believes any such transaction has occurred, 
I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill state this, that the last campaign was ron 
on the issue of opening the books. If they are open I want to keep 
them o 

Mr, COCKRELL. That isa very pitiful subterfuge to a direct ques- 
tion. TheSenator from Nevada has been attempting by indirect means 


and means unworthy of a Senator on this floor to cast insinuations 
without having the manhood and the courage to make a direct charge. 

Mr. STEWART. Well, let us have the facts. t 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, I will say frankly that if 
there was any such intimation I would not have offered this amend- 
ment, but every bit of the information which the Senator from Ne- j 
vada has called for is published in the papers every day in the week, 
and he knows it and sees it; and it is nothing buta morbid curiosity 
to ascertain the names of men who may have been offering these bònds 
that prompts this call. 

Mr. STEWART. Ifitis published every week, why object to this 
call? 

Mr, COCKRELL. Itscems to me that the whole contest is in the 
interest of corporations and trusts; that the whole object of this resolu- 
tion is to bring before the bondholders of the United States the names 
and post-office addresses of the corporations and trasts who are offering 
these bonds to the Government in order that all the individual citizens 
of the country may be forced to send their bonds to them. It is not 
in the interest of the honest people of this country who have small 
amounts of bonds to offer to the Government, but it is in the interest 
of the corporations and the trusts and the monopolies; and this isacheap 
way of advertising them before the country at the public Capano, giv- 
ing their names and their addresses, and heralding them ghout 
the whole United States, giving publicity to them in every daily paper 
in the United States. 

I submit that these corporations and trusts could afford to pay a round 
sum of money for the passage of this resolution, and doubtless if they 
were called upon they would give a good round snm. 

If the Senator will say that he has the least possible belief in his 
mind that any higher bid has been accepted, I will most cheerfully 
withdraw the amendment I have proposed. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not have, at the time I offered this resolu- 
tion, any suspicion that there was anything to cover up, and really I 
was not suspicious that there was anything of that kind on the part of 
the Secretary; and nothing hasshaken my faith in that regard but the 
vehemence with which the Senator from Missouri is attempting to,pre- 
yent a disclosure of the facts. Where there is so much smoke I think 
I am warranted in believing that there is a little fire behind, and lam 
glad I offered the resolution, for I have the courage, if I know of any- 
thing wrong in a Department, to state it here or elsewhere. But the 
anxiety to conceal these names suggests more than I supposed did ex- 
ist. I hope the resolution will pass, and let us know who they are. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, I have no doubt that the purposes of the 
Senator from Nevada are patriotic and correct; but when we consider 
that the present Secretary of the Treasury is a man of unquestionable 
ability and financial knowledge and of high personal character, anything 
which indirectly reflects upon the character of a high officer of the Gov- 
ernment like him ought not to be encouraged by the Senate. 

The resolution is of no practical use. The Committee on Finance of 
this body, if there is any ground whatever for supposing that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has erred, either intentionally or unintention- 
ally, in the investment of the Government money in the purchase ot 
bonds, has it in its power, without branding before the country a pub- 
lic official with a suspicion of impropriety, to investigate and report to 
the Senate whatever measure may be necessary for the protection of 
the public interests. 

Therefore, while I have the highest respect and kindest feeling for the 
Senator from Nevada, it occurs to me that this resolution is not a proper 
one to be passed by theSenate. Rather let the Committee on Finance, 
if there be the least ground of a suspicion, investigate on their own 
account the conduct, as they have the power to do, of all officers who 
are responsible to the Senate for the proper performance of their duties 
and devise the proper remedy. 

For myself, I desire to say that I regard the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as one of the most honest, as well as one of the most efficient and 
one of the ablest officers the country has had for a long period of time; 
and whether he were a Republican or a Democrat, I should not vote 
for any resolution that looked toward an implied censure of him with- 
out some ground to create a suspicion that there was a possibility of 
wrong in the administration of his office so long as the Senate, through 
its appropriate committees, may advise themselves of the conduct of 
the Department and recommend to Congress such legislation as is 
necessary for the protection of the public interests, without in advance 
taking action that implies a suspicion of wrong-doing. 

Mr. GORMAN. I regret that a resolution of this character should 
be introduced and that the question of politics should be brought into 
the considetation of any measure looking to a proper disposition of the 
surplus now in the Treasury. 

I listened with pleasure to the remarks of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] yesterday when he said that it would be embarrassing in 
the highest degree if the Treasury Department was compelled to dis- 
close the names of private individuals who offer bonds for sale. It is 
not a question of party? The revenue laws have produced an amount 
of money in the Treasury far beyond the demands of the Government, 
and the disposition of that surplus is a matter of the highest concern 
to every American citizen without regard to party. There is but one 
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way to dispose of it, and that. s being acted upon by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and any resolution that attempts to disclose the names 
of individuals who offer bonds, and thus increase the cost of the bonds 
or stop the only process which will prevent a panic, will be disastrous 
to a public interests and will foreyer condemn the man who brings 
it about. 

The authority given to the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
bonds was inserted in an appropriation bill after a conference of both 
sides of the Chamber. I am glad to say that the Senator from Ohio, 
who is the leader of his party on that side, met it likea statesman, and 

to insert the provision so as to save financial trouble. Now, is 
it to be kicked around as a foot-ball to embarrassthe Treasury Depart- 
ment, and probably with the hope of producing panic and disaster be- 
fore a Presidential election? No and no man in this country who 
attempts it will be supported or ought to be supported by the people. 
In this body your party is in the majority, yet is adverse to the Ad- 
ministration. Wherever an investigation is required, if there be any 
needed, let it be made by a committee of this body, which is opposed 
to the President and the Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary has 
nothing to conceal. Yonu can get all the information you desire through 
your own committee without injustice to individuals or the detriment 
of the publicinterest. I therefore move that this resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, if the owners of bonds have this 
Government at their mercy, so that they can produce a panic, it is time 
we should know that fact. That is the penalty of allowing them to 
control the currency of the country. If they are unpatriotic enough to 
produce a panic, let them doit; and if the Government is as helpless as 
that, let us get out of it in some way. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this proposition is to be voted upon to-day, it ought 
to be disposed of at once, because of the fact that there are appropriation 
bills pending which itis very necessary should be passed at once in order 
to give as reasonable assurance as possible that they may become laws 
before the Ist of July. I gave notice yesterday that I would call up 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill to-day, and I feel it my duty 
to make an effort to do so. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ? 
I suggest that we have unanimous consent that this resolution come up 
immediately after the other morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why not let the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want it sent there. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course you do not. 

Mr. STEWART. I want it here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland to commit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to that motion, and call for the yeas and 
nays on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be laid over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks that 
on the motion to refer the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing the resolution should go over until 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that postponement will be had. I called up 
a bill yesterday, by unanimous consent, on which I was to address the 
Senate this morning. Pending the consideration of this resolution, I 
move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 2851. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Nevada passing over informally until to- 
morrow? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. č 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 6th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post-office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 
burg, Miss. ; 

An act (S. 2345) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 
Cape Fear River, Black River, and the Northeast River, in the State of 
North Carolina; 

An act (S. 2481) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and 
Virginia Railway Company; 

An act (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the mili- 

reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas; and 

An act (S. 2883) for the relief of S. H. Pearce. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 7th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1978) for the erection of a public building in Paterson, 

s 


N. J.; 
An act (S. 1083) for the erection of a publie building at Tallahassee, 
j an 


‘An act (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Sacramento, Cal. 


The message further announced that the President had on the 8th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2123) to authorize the removal of an obstruction to the 
navigation of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware; 

An act (S. 625) granting a pension to George W. Schell; 

An act (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lobdill; 

An act (S. tose granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins; 

An act (S. 1286) granting a pension to Michael Lane; and 

An act (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to John G. Merritt. 


DISTRICT TAX ARREARS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 42) ex- 
tending the provisions of an act entitled ‘“‘An act relating to arrears of 
taxes in the District of Columbia,’’ approved March 3, 1887. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 6, 
after the word “and” where it first occurs, to strike out ‘‘eighty- 
eight” and insert ‘‘eighty-six;’’ in line 7, before the word ‘‘first,’? to 
strike out the word ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘the;’’ and in line 8, after the 
words ‘day of,” strike out “July” and insert ‘‘ November;’’ so as to 
make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, elc., That the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act re- 
lating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 
1887, be, and the same hereby are, extended so as to apply to all general taxes 
in arrear on the Ist day of July, 1886, and to all s assessments due the 
Dia of Columbia, and which may be paid on or before the Ist day of.Novem- 

Mr. HARRIS. I have examined those amendments, and I regard 
them as absolutely proper. I therefore move that the Senate concur 
in the House amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I move to proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill No. 2851, and I desire tostate that yesterday I called 
upa hes bill. It wasa mistake on my part in designating the 
number, . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate commerce,’’ approved Februar 4, 1887. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, my chief purpose in asking the in- 
dulgence of the Senate at this time is to explain for its information the 
effect and bearing of the amendments to the interstate-commerce act, 
which the Committee on Interstate Commerce recommend, and to en- 
deavor to show the necessity for their adoption. This much is doubt- 
less expected of me as chairman of the committee which proposes these 
amendments. Before doing so, however, I desire to review in a gen- 
eral way the operations of the law with a view to showing what it has 
already accomplished in the direction of reforming the abuses in the 
administration of the railroad business which it was designed to rem- 
edy, and particularly in matters to which publicattention has not been 
generally directed. This will necessarily occupy a considerable time, 
but I trust that a general review of the operations of the law during 
the past year may be of some value in the consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed as showing not only what good has been accomplished 
and in what particulars the law has proved most effective, but also as 
showing in what particulars it may need amendment, The great im- 
portance of the subject and my deep interest in it must be my excuse 
if I exhaust the patience df the Senate. 

The enactment of the interstate-commerce law marked the beginning 
of a new era in the management of the railway business of the United 
States. No measure of wider application or more far-reaching in 
its effects has been placed upon the statute-books of the nation for 
many years. There are now about 138,000 miles of railroad in the 
United States, representing an investment of perhaps seven and a half 
billions of dollars for their construction and equipment. The statis- 
tics show their operations to be conducted upon a stupendous scale, 
yet the fi wholly fail to convey an adequate idea of the magni- 
tude of the interests affected by their operations, In the language 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 

The regulation of no other business would concern so many or such diversi- 
fied interests or would affect in so many ways the results of enterprise, the 
prosperity of commercial and manufacturing ventures, the intellectual and so- 
cial intercourse of the people, or the general comfort and convenience of the 
citizen in his every-day life. The railroads provide for the people facilities and 
conveniences of a business and social nature which have become altogether in- 
dispensable, and the importance of so lating these that the best results may 
be had, not by the general public alone, bus by the owners of railroad property 
also, is quite beyond computation. 

The necessity for legislation upon the subject has been conclusively 
demonstrated by the number and nature of the complaints made against 
the act by those whom it deprived of special favors and SS grit 
which they had enjoyed so long that they had come to regard them as 
theirs by right. We all remember the great outcry that was raised 
against the act while the business of the country and of the railroads 
was being adjusted to the new order of things which the law sought 
to bring about. 
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Daring that period it might have been supposed that the act had no 


friends, because its enemies had the floor. Those who were benefited 
had no occasion to speak, while those who were deprived of special ad- 
vantages secured through favoritism and discrimination lost no oppor- 
tunity to make themselves heard. But great as was the commotion 
raised, the law went into operation with much less friction and dis; 
turbance of the business of the country than had been anticipated by 
its framers. It was evident in advance that the equality of treatment 
to which the public was entitled could not be secured withont vigor- 
ous protests on the part of those who were specially favored by the 
railroads, Referring to this during the debate in this Chamber upon 
the measure which is now the law, I said on January 10, 1887: 


We must expect a great deal of friction in attempting to putinto practical op- 
eration a new and heretofore untried system of regulation—untried at least as 
to the interstate commerce of the United States. The questions that may arise 
can not possibly all be foreseen or guarded against. The requirements of the 
bill against unjust discrimination and favoritism as between persons, places, 
and particular classes of traffic will pinch very hard in a good many quarters, 
The ** big fish*’ will be pama upon an equality with the little ones, or more 
nearly so, and we must be prepared to hear very energetic and very vigorous 
protests from those who have n enjoying all kinds of special privileges and 
advantages at the expense of the general public, and who will be convinced 
that the country is going to everlasting smash if their privileges are cutoff. 
But I take it that it is our duty to 1 late here with a view to securing the 
greatest good to the greatest number, andI have faith that, if the legislation 
now posed can be fairly tested, its enactment will prove beneficial alike to 
the railroads and to the general public when it is once fairly in operation and 
when business has adjusted itself to the changed conditions which it will bring 

ut. 


Since the law has been in operation it has happened that public atten- 
tion has been mainly directed to a few of its features which circum- 
stances have made conspicuous, while others equally important have 
been to a large extent overlooked and lost sight of by the public. Per- 
haps the best method of showing what the law has accomplished will 
be to recall the evils in the management of the railway system which 
were chiefly complained of previous to its enactment, and which the 
law was designed to remedy. The ‘* Causes of Complaint” against the 
railroad system of the United States which were expressed to the Sen- 
ate committee during its investigation of the subject, and which were 
sustained by the testimony taken, were stated in the report which I had 
the honor to submit to the Senate in January, 1886, and I will ask to 
have this statement inserted here as a part of my remarks: 

1, That local rates are unreasonably high, compared with through rates. 

2. That both local and through rates are unreasonably high at non-competing 
points, either from the absence of competition or in consequence of pooling 
agreements that restrict its operation. 

3. That rates are established without apparent regard to the actual cost of the 
service performed, and are based largely on “ what the traffic will bear.” 

4. That unjustifiable discriminations are constantly made between individuals 
in the rates charged for like service under similar circumstances. 

5. That prone discriminations are made between articles of freight and 
branches of business of a like character, and between different quantities of the 
same class of freight. 

6. i unreasonable discriminations are made between localities similarly 
situated. 

7. That the effect of the prevailing policy of railroad management is, by an 
elaborate system of secret special rates, rebates, drawbacks, and concessions, 
to foster monopoly, to enrich favored shippers, and to prevent free competition 
in many lines of trade in which the item of transportation is an important 


tor. 

8. That such favoritism and secresy introduce an element of uncertainty into 
legitimate business that greatly retards the development of our industries and 
commerce. 

9. That the secret cutting of rates and sudden fluctuations that constantly 
take place are demoralizing to all business except that of a purely speculative 
character, and frequently occasion great injustice and heavy losses. 

10. That, in the absence of national and uniform legislation, the railroads are 
able, by various devices, to avoid their responsibility as carriers, especially on 
shipnients over more than one road, or from one State to another, and that ship- 
oe my great difficulty in recovering damages for the loss of property or for 

ury 


ereto. 

11. That railroads refuse to be bound by their own contracts, and arbitrarily 
collect large sums in the shape of overcharges in addition to the rates agreed 
upon at the time of shipment. 

12. That railroads often refuse to recognize or be responsible for the acts of 
dishonest agents acting under their authority. 

13. That the common law fails to afford a remedy for such grievances, and 
that in cases of dispute the shipper is compelled to submit to the decision of the 
railroad manager or pool commissioner, or to run the risk of incurring further 
losses by greater discriminations, 

14. That the differences in the classifications in use in various of the 
country, and sometimes for shipments over the same roads in different girec- 
tions, are a fruitful source of misunderstandings, and are often made a means 
of extortion. 

15. That a privileged class is created by the granting of passes, and that the 
cost of the passenger service is largely increased by the extent of this abuse. 

16. That the capitalization and bonded indebtedness of the roads 1 ly ex- 
ceed the actual cost of their construction or their present value, and that un- 
reasonable rates are charged in the effort to pay dividends on watered stock 
and interest on bonds improperly issued. 

17. That railroad corporations have improperly engaged in lines of business 
entirely distinct from that of transportation, and that undue advantages have 
been afforded to business enterprises in which railroad officials were interested, 

18, That the management of the railroad business is extravagant and waste- 
ful, and that a needless tax is imposed upon the shipping and traveling public 
by the unnecessary expenditure of large sums in the maintenance of a costly 
force of agents engaged in a reckless strife for competitive business, 


The most important, and in fact nearly all, of the complaints made 
against the railway system were based upon the practice of discrimina- 
tion in one form or another. This was the principal evil against which 
everybody protested. It had become so universal that it was the rule 
in railway management rather than the exception. The equality in 
the treatment of persons and places required by the law completely 


revolutionized this universal practice of unwarranted discrimination, 
and it naturally took time to effect so complete a revolution. It took 
time to make railroad officials and shippers as well appreciate the fact 
that the law was enacted to be obeyed, not to be evaded. Some of 
them have not yet learned this lesson, but for the most part the re- 
quirements of the law have been quite generally acquiesced in. While 
we condemn those who still violate the law in any particular, let us 
give due credit to the great majority who observe it in all or in most 
particulars and be thankful for the reforms it has already accomplished 
in many matters,of great public interest. It was not to be 

that this new system of regulation, which applied to a countless num- 
ber of transactions daily all over the land, should not be anywhere or 
in any particular violated or evaded. 

There is no doubt that the law has been evaded and violated, but 
the record shows, and it is within the knowledge of us all, that most 
of its general requirements have been observed, and the benefits that 
have accrued to the people from the reforms effected in these matters 
are beyond computation. , 

One of the immediate effects of the law was the abandonment of all 
poot by the carriers, and the commissioners state in their report 
that— 

The pooling of freights and of railroad earnings, so far as the commission - 
er ela a information on the subject, came to end when the act took _ 
e 

While pooling has been abandoned the associations through which 
it was carried on have been reorganized and continued under various 
forms and names, with changing membership, to carry out the other 
objects for which they were formed, such as the making of regulations 
for the interchange of traffic, the arrangement of classifications, the 
making of joint rates and numerous other matter of detail. It is gen- 
erally believed that the division of business and the diversion of 
ireights, which were among the most objectionable features of the pool- 
ing system, have ceased, and places which were formerly held in thrall- 
dom by the pools have since enjoyed the advantages of competition be- 
tween rival lines. : 

The pooling section aud the short-haul section have together been 
effective in relieving the smaller cities which formerly suffered most 
from the blighting domination of the railroad pools, but the existing 
traffic associations still manage to control the rates on certain classes 
of important traffic as effectively and as arbitrarily as they did in the 
palmiest days of the old pooling system. Casesare now pending before 
the commission which involve these questions, and these may result in 
breaking up the arbitrary control still exercised by the trunk linesover 
certain of the most important classes of traffic. If not, it will be nec- 
essary for Congress to still further strengthen the pooling section and 
prevent combinations among carriers to control traflic. Another notice- 
able effect of the act was the immediate termination of a vast number 
of special freight contracts and agreements, under which rebates and 
drawbacks had been paid to favored shippers. In many instances these 
special freight rates were continued as the open rate, but in most cases 
these special arrangements were terminated and the published tariff 
rate enforced as to all business, ali shippers being placed upon the same 
footing. The result has been to largely increase the revenues of the 
roads, which they were frittering away by paying immense sums in the 
shape of rebates to all large shippers or by granting them so many con- 
cessions that a large proportion of the business was unprofitable. The 
law will prove of benefit to the railroadsin the long run, because their 
revenues will be largely increased when they are compelled to do busi- 
ness on an honest basis and treat all shippers alike. Without its re- 
straints they were giving away all their profits to favored shippers in 
the reckless strife for business. Itis believed that the giving of special 
rates, rebates, and drawbacks in violation of the law practically ceased 
when the law took effect, and the result has been eminently satisfac- 
tory to the general public. 

GREATER UNIFORMITY OF CLASSIFICATIONS, 


Another very important reform effected by the law has been in the ' 
changes brought about in the classifications adopted by the railroads. 
One of the ‘* causes of complaint” stated by the Senate Committee 
was: 

That the differences in the classifications in use in various parts of the coun- 
try, and sometimes for shipments over the same roads in different directions, 
isek ve arene source of misunderstandings, and are often made a means of ex- 

During the investigation made by the committee shippers com- 
plained almost universally of the annoyances and grievances which 
resulted from the great differences that existed between the various 
classifications in use throughout the country. The requirement of the 
law for the publication of classifications has had the effect intended, of 
bringing about a greater uniformity, and many irregularities have been 
pruned off since they have been subjected to the supervision of the 
commission. Since the passage of the act there has been a continual 
reduction in the number of classifications in use and in the differences 
in rates arising from that cause. For the purpose of working the new 
tariffs prepared under the law the roads operating in the territory north 
of the Ohio and east of the Mississippi Rivers formulated a new classi- 
fication called the ‘‘official classification,’’ which took the place of an 
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east-bound, a west-bound, a Middle States, a Pennsylvania railroad, 
an east and south bound, and various other local classifications pre- 
viously used in the same territory, the differences in which had been 
the occasion of infinite trouble and complaint, 

The ‘official classification ” has since been adopted almost univer- 
sally in New England, replacing the New England classification, and 
a convention has been at work for several months in an effort to con- 
solidate the remaining classifications still further with every prospect 
of success. But the progress already made in the direction of uniform- 
ity is most gratifying. At the present time there are substantially 
but five classifications in use, these being the official classification, the 
Southern Railway and Steamship Association classification, the Texas 
classification, the Western classification, aud the Pacific coast classifi- 
cation, east and west bound, although a few railroads still use classifi- 
cations of their own for their own exclusively local business. Origi- 
nally each road framed its own classification. Previous to the 
of the act groups of roads had been formed and some consolidation of 
classifications effegted, but the number in use was considerable, and 
there can be no doubt that in the improvements and reforms which have 
been effected in respect to this single subject the passage of the act has 
been of immense importance and value. 

The commission has in two cases brought to its attention caused a 
considerable reduction to be made in the classification, and consequently 
in the rate, on the articles under consideration. In the case of Rey- 
nolds vs. Western New York and Pennsylvania Railway Company it 
was held that the rates established by a common carrier in order to 
keep upon its line material for which the road has use, or to keep the 
price low for its own advantage, can not be justified; that the producer 
of railroad material is entitled to sell it when he wishes, in the best 
available market, and common carriers are forbidden to attempt to pre- 
vent this by applying disproportionate or unreasonable rates; that the 
classification of railroad ties should correspond with that of other 
rough lumber, and that the raising of the same from the sixth to the fifth 
class was unjustifiable. Defendants were therefore ordered to cease 
charging a greater price for the transportation of railroad ties from 
points in Pennsylvania to Salamanca and Olean, in New York, than 
is charged for'the transportation of lumber between the same points at 
the same time. 

In the case of Pyle vs. East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Railroad 
it was held that, complainants’ soap powder being competitive with 
common soap, the relative difference made by the classification between 
soap powder and common soap was too great, the rates on each were 
established, and it was ordered that the discrimination made by the 
Southern Railway and Steam-ship Association between the two articles 
must be discontinued. 

THE PUBLICATION AND FILING OF SCHEDULES. 

Prominent among the evils complained of previous to the enactment 
of the law were the secret cutting of rates, the sudden fluctations in 
rates, and the prevailing system of special rates, rebates, drawbacks, 
and concessions employed to foster monopoly and prevent free compe- 
tition. ‘These were mentioned in the ‘‘ causes of complaint” already 
quoted. The provisions of section 6 of the act requiring the carriers to 
prepare schedules of their rates, fares, and charges, and to make them 
public, and prohibiting any deviation from the published rates, were 
intended as a remedy for these evils, and haye proved to be of the ut- 
most value in doing away with discriminations between individuals for 
similar services and in bringing about greaterstability of rates. These 
evils have not yet been entirely abolished, but the provision making it 
unlawful for a carrier to charge more or less than the schedule rate has 
very largely put an end to secret rate-cutting, and such wars of rates as 

ve occurred have been conducted openly and in such a way that the 

ublic as a whole participated in any modifications of the schedules. 

e changes which the law has wrought in this respect have been very 

noteworthy and exceedingly satisfactory to business men and manu- 
facturers, and, indeed, to all shippers. 

In consequence of the provisions of the sixth section, and of the rule 
prescribed by the short-haul section, the rate wars which have oc- 
curred since the passage of the act have been much more disastrous in 
their effect upon the revenues of the carriers than those which pre- 
viously took place. Formerly such wars could be carried on in respect 
to long-distance trafic between competitive points without any reduc- 
tion whatever at local stations on either road engaged in the cutting of 
rates. Those which have since been indulged in, except the one waged 
until January last between the trans-continental lines and the Canadian 
Pacific, have resulted in reductions at intermediate stations, and have 
affected very seriously the revenue of the competing roads from their 
own local traffic. For instance, in the rate war last winter between 
the railroads competing for business east of the Missouri River, when 
Soa peet fare between Kansas City and St. Louis was reduced one- 

, & like reduction at a number of local stations necessarily followed, 
and the same is true as to freight traffic. The trunk-lines have just 
been reducing the rates on west-bound freight business to meet the 
competition of the Central Vermont Line by rail to ensburgh and 
thence by lake to Western points, which have a very low fig- 
ure, and in this competition the intermediate points are being given 
the reductions which the short-haul section make necessary. 


The sixth section also required the carriers to file with the commis- 
sion copies of their schedules and of all changes in the same, as well as 
of all joint tariffs, and all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with 
other carriers in relation to traffic. This requirement has been very 
generally complied with by all carriers engaged in interstate traffic, 
The commission is given ample power to enforce this requirement by 


“legal proceedings if necessary, but no such occasion bas arisen, While 


there has been no common system upon which the tariffs have been 
prepared, the requirements of the law in respect to printing them and 
in respect to giving ten days’ notice of advances in rates have been sub- 
stantially complied with. Upon some of the roads the expense of the 
printing has been very large, and in the aggregate it has amounted to 
many hundreds of thousands of dollars. It is to be hoped that in time 
there will be greater uniformity in the manner of preparation and the 
publication of tariffs, but no legislation on the subject appears to be 
necessary, and this can safely be left to the commission and the rail- 
roads to be worked out. 

The commissioners state that they have supposed that their duties 
with respect to these tariffs, etc., did not end with merely receiving 
them and packing them away. They have accordingly organized a 
staff to receipt for, examine, and arrange systematically the vast amount 
of literature that flowed in upon them in compliance with the sixth 
section of the act, and report that pony Have takan puins inae Bai its 
requirements were promptly complied with. They have endeavored to 
have these documents examined, and to ascertain whether in form and 
substance they were in compliance with the various provisions of the 
law, and to have such i rities as were discovered eorrected. The 
amount of work this has involved has been vegea as may be judged 
from the fact that the number of documents up to this time ex- 
ceeds two hundred thousand; but it is important that the commission 
should be furnished with a force adequate for the thorough examination 
of all these tariffs, contracts, etc., in order to exercise a constant and 
carefal supervision over all the operations of the carriers in respect to 
rates, The proper time to correct irregularities in rates is when they 
are first announced, without waiting until those who are injuriously 
affected make a complaint. 

By the terms of the sixth section of the act the measure of publicity 
to be given to joint tariffs is to be prescribed by the commission, which 
has made orders requiring the publication of joint tariffs established 
by two or more carriers, so far as the same relate to business between 
points which are connected by the line of any single carrier which is 
required by the act to make public its schedules of rates; also, requir- 
ing the publication of joint tariffs relating to traffic transported to the 
seaboard for export. 


THE TRANSPORTATION OF PASSENGERS. 


In respect to the transportation of passengers it can be said that the 
law has already effected some very important reforms, and that it has 
almost completely done away with the evils previously most complained 
of. So far as concerns unreasonable local rates as compared with through 
rates, all the railroads in the country claim to strictly observe the re- 
quirements of the “short-haul” section in their business. 
The evil most complained of previous to the enactment of the law was 
that stated in paragraph 15 of the ‘‘ causes of complaint,” namely: 


That a privileged class is created by the granting of passes, and that the cost 
of the passenger service is largely increased by the extent of this abuse. 


The evils resulting from the former practice of the railroads in this 
respect are well stated in the annual report of the commission, as fol- 
lows: 

The evils of free transportation of were not Jess conspicuous than 
those which have been mentioned. This, where itextended beyond the persons 
engaged in railroad i in a most unjust and of- 
fensiveform. Free transportation was gi ess butto 
conciliate the favor of localities and of public bodies; and, while it was often 
demand i ce which was capable 

also accepted by 
the pass system was parti 
to be made or was 
ticket entitling one to free passage by rail more effective in enlisting 
the gssistance and support of the holder than its value in money would have 
been, and in a great many cases it would be received and availed of when the 
offer of money, made to accomplish the same end, would have been spurned as 
a bribe. Much suspicion of public men resulted, which wassometimes just, but 
also sometimes unjust and cruel; and some deterioration of the moral sense of 
the community, traceable to this eause, was unavoidable while the abuse con- 
tinued. The parties most frequently and most largely favored were those pos- 
sessing large means and having business interests. 

The general fact came to be that in proportion to the distance were car- 
ried those able to pay the most paid the least. One without means had seldom 
any on to demand 


free transportation, while with wealth he was 
likely to have many grounds on which he could æ it for the interest of the 
railroad company to favor him,and he was sometimes favored with free trans- 
portation, not only for himself and his family but for business agents also, and 
even sometimes for his customers, The demand for free transportation was 
often in the nature of blackmail and was yielded to unwillingly and through 
fear of consequences from a refusal, But the evils were present as 
much when it was extorted as when it was freely given. 


While the Inw does not in express terms prohibit the granting of 
passes, the provisions against unjust discrimination between individ- 
uals for a similar service and against undue preferences in favor of of 
against any individual were understood and accepted as prohibiting 
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the granting of passes for interstate transportation. When the law 
took effect many of the roads took advantage of it to inaugurate a new 
policy and discontinued the giving of passes entirely, but most of them 
continued the issuing of passes, making them good only for transpor- 
tation within a single State. This has given rise to considerable criti- 
cism on the part of persons who do not stop to think that the power 
of is limited to interstate transportation, and that this abuse 
can not be finally and effectively dealt with until the State isla- 
tures supplement the action already taken by Congress by prohibiting 
the giving of passes for rtation within the respective States. 
So long as iis Leiche of tenting passes good within the States is con- 
tinued there will be many opportunities of evading the hibition, 
of the interstate-commerce act on the subject, and yet I believe that 
the law has been quite generally complied with in this respect. ` 

There is no doubt that the abolition of passes has largely increased 
the passenger earnings of the roads, but the law has hardly been in force 
long enough to result in a reduction of passenger rates. In the course 
of time, however, the termination of this abuse must result in largely 
decreasing the net cost of the passenger service, and will lead to the 
reduction of the passenger fares charged the general public. ‘The an- 
nual report of the Union Pacific Railway Company stated that an enor- 
mous saving had been made in its revenue by the operation of the law 
against free passes, and this road is representative of the leading roads 
of the country in this respect. Since the law took effect there have 
been reductions in fares in many parts of the country, but 
these can not fairly, perhaps, be attributed to the abolition of passes. 
In some instances direct reductions have been made, but the principal 
reduction has been brought about by the extension of the system of 
mileage tickets, which are now sold to the public at large upon equal 
terms, and which in very large sections of the country, and ly 
in the West, have been reduced during the current year to the rate of 
2 cents per mile. 

The commission has already had presented to it, and has decided sev- 
eral cases in relation to passenger transportation, and these decisions 
have been accepted as of the questions involved, and have 
been complied with throughout the country, 

In the case of Larrison rs. The Chieagoand Grand Trunk Railroad it 
was held that the railroads which sell mileage tickets must sell them 
impartially to all the public who apply for them, and must not sell 
them to commercial travelers at lower rates than are charged to others. 
The same ruling was made in the case of the Associated Wholesale 
Grocers of St. Lonis vs. The Missouri Pacific, in which the complainants 
sought to have the rate at which defendant sold mileage tickets to com- 
mercial travelers reduced, and also to have such tickets sold to com- 
mercial travelers at lower rates than to the general public. In the case 
of Smith rs. The Northern Pacific Railroad the commission held that 
the sale of ‘‘land-explorer’s tickets’’ and ‘‘ settler’s tickets” at less 
than the regular rates charged other was unjust discrimina- 
tion and illegal, and laid down the principle that “the rule under 
which ger transportation pey be conducted requires absolute 
equality of anA from all persons enjoying the same accommoda- 

tions.” This case was decided, notwithstanding the fact that com- 
plainant failed to show that he had been refused an explorer’s or set- 
tler’s ticket on application, as charged, or that he had any personal 
grievance against the railroad, the action of the commission being taken 
under section 15 of the act, which requires the commission to take 
proper steps to put an end to any violation of the law that may be made 
to appear in any investigation. 

DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST COLORED PASSENGERS. 

Another form of discrimination in connection with passenger trans- 
portation, which was practiced in most of the Southern States, has 
been brought before the commission in two instances—the inferior ac- 
commodations furnished to colored people buying first-class tickets. In 
both cases the commission decided that the accommodations furnished 
were insufficient and the treatment of the passengers unjust. In Coun- 
cill vs. The Western and Atlantic Railroad the ruling of the commission 
was that colored people who buy first-class tickets must be furnished 
with accommodations equally safe and comfortable with other first- 
class passengers, and the commission notified the Western and Atlantic 
Railroad to cease from subjecting colored persons to undue and unrea- 
sonable prejudice and disadvantage, and from furnishing to colored 
persons purchasing first-class tickets on its road accommodations which 
are not equally saie and comfortable with those furnished other first- 
class passengers. In the similar case of Heard vs. The Georgia Railroad 
the ruling was that— 

Pa paying the same fare upon the same railroad train, whether white 
or colo: are entitled fo equality of transportation in respect to the charac- 
ter of the cars in which they travel, and the comforts and conveniences supplied, 

And the Georgia Railroad Company was ordered to cease and desist 
from subjecting colored passengers to undue and unreasonable preju- 
dice and disadvantage by requiring them to ride in half cars, deficient 
in comforts and conveniences, and so long as it maintained its rule sep- 
arating white and colored passengers to furnish for all passengers pay- 
ing the same fare cars in all respects equal, and provided with the same 
comforts, accommodations, and protection for travelers. It appeared 
in both these cases that the only accommodations afforded passengers 


by the defendant railroads on the trains in question were a ladies’ car, 
from which colored people were excluded, and a similar car divided 
into two compartments, the rear one being a general smoking room 
and the front being set apart for colored people; that the latter 
was not i with the usual accommodations, and was only nom- 
inally separated from the smoking room, and that there was hardly a 
pretense of furnishing the colored people with the same protection or 
comforts as white passengers. 

Thanks to the interstate-commerce law, the colored people of the 
South, even if they are denied their political rights, can hereafter se- 
cure equality of treatment from the railroads at least. 

THE PAYMENT OF COMMISSIONS, 

Another abuse connected with the passenger traffic was referred toin 
the eighteenth paragraph of the ‘‘ Causes of Complaint,’’ namely, the 
needless tax imposed upon the traveling public by the unnecessary ex- 
penditure of large sums in the maintenance of a costly force of agents 
engaged in a reckless strife for competitive business. A large part of 
this unnecessary expenditure was in the payment of commissions upon 
the sale of passenger tickets. Almostevery railroadin the country fol- 
ised hid STACIA cusvines to Gi anes ar Wie ak They were ac- 
customed to pay a good commission to the agents of other lines who sold 
through tickets over their roads. By doing this they virtually threw 
away a very large per cent. of their passenger revenue, because each 
road was doing the same thing and was ready to pay as high a commis- 
sion as the other, and hence no advantage was gained byit. Thepay- 
ment of these commissions, while not prohibited by the law, opened 
the door for discriminations on the part of railroad agents, who were 
often willing to divide their commissions with the traveler in order to 
make sales, and thus sold tickets to some persons at less than the 
schedule rates. When the law took effect the trunk lines made a con- 
pirine thelt payaeas rare yyment of commissions by agreeing to dis- 

tinue their payment and by forbidding their agents to receive com- 
missions from other roads, and this effort has been reasonably success- 
ful. The vast amounts which the railroads have squandered in the 
payment of unnecessary commissions have always been concealed from 
the public, because the railroads have been in the habitin theirannual 
reports of stating the amount of their revenue from passengers at the 
amount received after the commissions paid were deducted. In the 
forms prescribed by the commission for the annual reports to be made 
by the railroads a statement of the neta of commissions paid as an 
expense in obtaining business has been called for from each road, and 
the disclosure of the expenses thus incurred will doubtless be of some 
service in putting an end to the practice and in thereby largely reduc- 
ing the cost of the passenger service. 

THE REASOSABLESESS OF RATES. 

The first section of the act provides that all charges must be reasonable 
and just and declares unlawful every unreasonable and unjust charge. 
These provisions have undoubtedly had their effect upon those respon- 
sible for the framing of tariffs upon the various railroads of the coun- 
try and have been borne in mind when rates wereestablished, but they 
could not be expected to immediately put an end to all injustice i in rates. 
‘There is an inevitable conflict of interest between the shipper and the 
carrier on the question of the reasonableness of rates, and there is-also 
so much room for honest difference of opinion on the subject, that the 
act was intended to furnish a remedy forsuch injusticeas might be found 
to exist, and the means for the correction of wrongs when ascertained, 
rather than to absolutely and immediately prevent all forms of injus- 
tice in rates. The determination of the principles upon which rates 
should be established and upon which questions involving their reason- 
ableness should be decided has been one of the most delicate and the 
most important duties devolved upon the commission. A brief state- 
ment of the principal cases of this character decided by the commis- 
sion will perhaps show in the most satisfactory manner what has been 
the result of the operation of the law in this respect thus far. 

In a number of cases the rates brought into question were declared 
to be unreasonable and the results acquiesced in without farther con- 
troversy. Such decisions have been accepted as precedents and have 
affected rates thronghout the entire country. two of the earlier 
cases—Fulton vs. Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha, and 
Harding vs. same—the rates complained of were reduced without any 
hearing of thecase. In the case brought by the Boards of Trade Union 
of the towns of Farmington, Northfield, Faribault, and Owatonna, 
Minn., against the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Com- 
pany, the complaint was based upon the fact that the defendant made 
lower rates to Chicago on grain and flour on one division of its road 
than on another. The defense was that the rates complained of were 
reasonable, and that the lower rates on the other division were too low, 
but that the road was forced to accept them because of the controlling 
competition of other rail and water routes. The commission did not 
accept this excuse, and held that— 


Rates must not only be reasonable in themselves, but they should be so rela- 
ee reasonable as to protect communities and business against unjust discrim- 


It was further held that— 


When the same carrier tes parallel lines, and for any cause accepts low 
rates upon one of them, it should uld provide sufficient corresponding advantages to 
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the patrons of the other line to preserve the substantial equality contemplated 
by the statute. 


Also, that— 

Low charges upon one of two routes operated by the same carrier should not 
be made up by relatively high charges upon the other, when the result disas- 
trously affects the business of communities situated upon the latter line. 

Asa result of these rulings the commission ordered defendant to 
equalize its rates upon the two divisions of its road between Minne- 
apolis and St. Paul to Milwaukee and Chicago, with a reasonable dif- 
ferential for the longer route, and prohibited the road from charging, 
more than 10 cents per hundred on wheat, flour, and mill stuffs on the 
longer line while it continued to charge 74 cents on the shorter. 

And in the case of Raymond against the same company the commis- 
sion held that— 


Ifa railway company, in establishing charges on different divisions and 
branches ofits road,so adjusts them as to divert trade and business to one locality, 
which, naturally, under an equitable adjustment of charges, would go to an- 
other, such preference for one place and disadvantage to another is not excused 
or e lawful by the fact that some of such charges are not entirely volun- 
tary, but result from competition between carriers. 

Accordingly, a similar order was made in this case. These two de- 
cisions have resulted in a considerable modification of the tariffs af- 
fecting a large territory in the line of uniformity and justice. 

The rates on wheat from the interior of Washington Territory to the 
seaboard were involved in the case of Evans vs. The Oregon Railway 
and Navigation Company, in which the commission set forth the facts 
and circumstances which it would take into consideration in deter- 
mining what is a just and reasonable rate, and ordered that the rate on 
wheat from Walla Walla City to Portland, Oregon, over defendant’s 
road, which was 30 cents, should not exceed 23} cents from December 
15 to June 30, with the understunding that the rate would be further 
reduced for the next grain season. 

In the case ot Farrar vs. The East Tennessee, Virginia, and Georgia 
Railway the rates on lumber from the interior of Georgia to impor- 
tant commercial centers were considered, and it was found and held 
that the joint rates on lumber from Dalton, Ga., to Roanoke and Lynch- 
chburgh, Va., were unreasonable, in comparison with the local rates 
of the defendant, the joint rates being higher in proportion than the 
local rates. Defendant was accordingly directed to reduce its joint 
rates on lumber from Dalton, Ga., to Roanoke, from 22 cents per 
hundred to 17 cents, and from Dalton to Lynchburgh from 22 cents 
to 18 cents. 

The discriminations practiced against shippers of stock were involved 
in the case of Keith vs. Kentucky Central Railroad, in which the com- 
mission held that a common carrier of live stock must provide reason- 
able and proper facilities for receiving and discharging from its cars such 
live-stock as is offered for transportation, free of all except the cus- 
tomary transportation charges, and that it does not fully discharge its 
duty by receiving on anddischarging from its cars live-stock at a depot 
access towhich must be purchased. The railroad company had under- 
taken to give a stock-yards company an exclusive right at one of its 
stations, and to require all stock at that station to be received and de- 
livered on the platform of the chutes of that company, which was au- 
thorized to charge lottage therefor. Complainants established chutes 
of their own by the track, through which they demanded the right of 
receiving and delivering the stock of themselves and their customers. 
The conveniences furnished by them being suitable, it was held that 
their demand must be complied with. 

Preyigus to the passage of the law great complaint was made because 
of the concessions granted to large shippers based on the quantity of 
their shipments. This subject was early brought before the commis- 
sion in the case of the Providence Coal Company vs. The Providence and 
Worcester Railroad Company, and the principle was affirmed that no 
analogy to wholesale or retail mercantile dealings exists in the busi- 
ness of common carriers. Defendant issued a tariff of rates for coal, in 
which it offered to give a discount or rebate of 10 per cent. ‘‘to any 
person, firm, or corporation who shall receive consignments of coal in 
one year amounting to 30,000 tons or upwards at any one station on 
the line of the road.” There was little probability that this quantity 
would be received at more than three places on the road, and it was 
doubtful if it would be received at more than one place or by more than 
one dealer. The commission held that this offer was void, and that 
if a discount was made to one dealer under it all others would be en- 
titled to a like discount. This was done on the ground that— 


A railroad company can not soppen a discount based on quantity of freight 
received by any one shipper on the principles which are applied among mer- 
chants, whereby they give better prices in wholesale than in retail dealings. The 
cases are not analogous, since the naming of the quantity of freight that shall 
be compared to wholesale purchases must necessarily be altogether arbitrary. 

and the duty of impartial service which the SORELY. owes to the public will 
preclude special discriminations being determined by arbitrary tests. 

The notable cases brought by Mr. George Rice against a number of 
Southern railroads, based on discriminations practiced against him and 
in favor of the Standard Oil Company, are doubtless familiar to Sena- 
tors, and I will not refer to them at length at this time. The cases 
were stoutly contested on both sides, and, after a protracted investiga- 
tion and hearing, the commission decided that the defendants must 
make the same rates on oil shipped in barrels as on oil shipped in tank- 
cars, and issued orders directing the defendants to readjust their rates 
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accordingly, to cease transporting oil in tank-cars without regard to their 
capacity, to make the same rates on oil to all shippers per hundred 
pounds carried, and to so publish their tariffs as to show all their rates 
on oil and their charges for its shipment. 

The testimony in these cases showed beyond dispute that the defend- 
ant railroads had persistently discriminated against Mr. Rice in every 
imaginable way, that they had frequently refused to give him informa- 
tion about their rates, and had deceived him as to the rates when they 
did name them. In short, the testimony made it evident that the offi- 
cers of these roads acted in concert, doing whatever they could to inter- 
fere with his business, and the proceedings in these cases demonstrated 
the shameless subserviency of the railroads involved to the contaminat- 
ing influence of the most unscrupulous and unconscionable ‘‘ combine’? 
of the present day—the gigantic Standard Oil Trust: A 


REDUCTIONS IN RATES EFFECTED BY THE LAW, 


Many persons have apparently been disposed to judge the value of 
the interstate-commerce act by its effect upon railroad rates, and to 
approve it only in so far as it brought about reductions in such rates. 
While I do not regard this as the only basis for determining the value 
of the law to the people, yet this test can be applied to it with most 
satisfactory results, although it has only been in operation a little over 
a year. While low rates are of the utmost importance to the people, 
yet the absolute rate charged is after all really of less importance than 
the relative rate in most instances. What the shipper most desires and 
insists upon is that others similarly situated shall not receive lower 
rates than are granted to him. This he is entitled to, and this equality 
of treatment the law intends that he shall have. 

But applying to the law the popular test and considering only its 
effect upon railroad rates, it must be conceded that it has been of very 
great value to the people. There is no doubt that the tendency of 
rates since the passage of the law has constantly been downward. When 
it first went into effect there were a number of instances in which 
higher rates were established, but the carriers found themselves unable 
to maintain them and they were materially reduced. Some advances 
have since been made and abandoned, like the 10 per cent. advanceon 
the lower classes of freight made by the trunk lines in January. In 
a report recently issued the railroad commissioners of Dakota say: 

Whether it is the good effects of the interstate-commerce law or the result of 
the rapid development of the country that haye brought about the reduction 
in passenger and freight rates on several of the roads doing business in Dakota, 
the commission can not say: but the gratifying fact remains that reductions 
have been made, 

On the Northern Pacific and Manitoba roads there has been a reduction of 
about 20 per cent, in freight rates; on passengers the rate has been reduced from 
5 cents to 4 cents a mile, and on mileage books from 3 cents per mile to 2} cents 
per mile, The Minneapolis and St, Louis has reduced its freight rates about 15 
per cent. 

Such results have been quite common, but of course it can not be 
claimed that they have been always or entirely due to the interstate- 
commerce act, although that has been without doubt potential in se- 
curing reductions in rates in a great many instances. But one class of 
reductions in rates which have been of the very highest importance to 
the country, and especially to the smaller towns and cities, must be 
attributed directly to the operation of the law. 

I refer now to those made necessary by the enactment of the “‘ short- 
haul” section. It is safe to say that prior to April, 1887, there was.no 
railroad in the country upon which more was not charged at interme- 
diate local points than at more distant and competitive points in some 
instances, at least. The practice was universal, and the smaller towns 
and cities were gradually being crushed out by reason of the favoritism, 
shown to what were known as ‘‘commercial centers” and ‘‘compet- 
ing points.” When the law took effect, however, a very large major- 
ity of the carriers of the country entirely revolutionized their practice 
in this respect, and framed their tariffs in accordance with the prohi- 
bition against a greater charge for a shorter than for a longer haul. In 
some cases this was done at the expense of a considerable loss of reve- 
nue, as in the equalization made necessary by the law the local rates 
were usually reduced without the through rates being raised. At the 
close of the year several of the larger corporations are still protesting 
that the effect of this requirement of the law has been disastrous to 
their income. On the other hand, however, large sections of the coun- 
try have been favorably affected by the operation of this section, and 
have received lower rates than ever before, as well as rates that are in 
line with the charges made at more important terminal stations ata 
greater distance from the common center, and are claiming that the in- 
creased volume of traffic and the stimulus to business resulting from 
the change compensate the carriers for the loss of revenue involved. 

This is especially true of the western part of Illinois, in Wisconsin, in 
Southern Minnesota, in Western Iowa and Missouri, in Eastern Ne- 
braska and Kansas, in Northern Vermont and New York, in Michigan, 
in Mississippi, and in many other sections as well. The rates on grain 


to the East from Western Illinois are now for the first time no greater 
than the rates from St. Louis. The same is true of rates from Western 
Missouri and Iowa as compared with the rates from Kansas City and 
Omaha; the same is true of rates from Eastern Nebraska and Kansas, 
which are traversed by the Missouri Pacific road from Kansas City to 
Omaha on the West side of the river, thus bringing all these points 
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within the Omaha tariff. The same thing has occured in a large num- 
ber of other places throughout the Union. 

In October last the commission called on all the railroads subject 
to the act for a statement as to whether they were observing the pro- 
visions of the ‘‘short-haul’’ section, and for full information as to any 

rticulars in which they were not complying with the general rule 

aid down in that section. As that time nearly 300 carriers reported 
to the commission that they were observing the short-haul section in 
all their rates without exception. In the list of carriers so reporting, 
which is given in the report of the commission, are included many of 
the largest and most important railroads in the country., An inspec- 
tion of this list will show that a vast number of places and a very large 
area of territory have been directly and materially benefitted by the 
operation of this section in reversing the previously universal practice 
of discrimination against non-competing points. 
OBSERVANCE OF THE ‘SHORT-HAUL" SECTION. 

The fact that at the outset the commission temporarily suspended 
the operation of the ‘‘ short-haul” section as to a large number of roads 
appears to have created the impression that it is still suspended in a 
good many instances. Those orders, however, were merely temporary 
and have long since expired, and, as I understand it, none have since 
been made or are now in force. After devoting several weeks to the 
investigation of the subject, the commission promulgated its views at 
length in its opinion in the Louisville and Nashville case, in which it 
explained in detail its construction of the fourth section, and indicated 
in a general way what facts would be accepted as constituting such a 
dissimilarity in the circumstances and conditions as would justify the 
making of a greater a; te for a shorter than for a longer haul. 

While three hundred carriers claimed last fall to be faithfully ob- 
serving the fourth section as to all their traffic, it appears from the 
report of the commission that a number were deviating from the gen- 
eral rule in some particulars, and justified these exceptions on the 
ground that the section did not apply because the circumstances and 
conditions were not substantially similar. ‘Thirteen carriers engaged 
in transcontinental business reported that they were observing the rule 
as to all traffic except that between the Pacific coast and the Missouri 
River, and sought to justify these exceptions on the ground of ocean 
competition and the competition of the Canadian Pacific Railroad. 

Forty-two carriers reported that they made certain specified excep- 
tions to the rule on their lines, and set up water competition as a con- 
trolling factor creating a dissimilarity of circumstances. Of these the 
Michigan Central, Chicago and Northwestern, and two others report 
exceptions only in a few peculiar cases upon the peninsulas of Michi- 

Two other instances are where roads carrying coal into Connect- 


z Eat are met by water competition at Hartford. Two or three are 


roads on the coast of Maine, and the remainder all refer to points in 
the Southern States, upon the ocean, or upon rivers where water com- 
petition comes into play. Since these reports were made, however, 
many of the Southern roads have wholly reconstructed their tariffs, 
and have largely reduced the number of exceptions to the rule. = 

There remain but sixteen other roads w reported that they did 
not conform to the literal requirementof the statute. These are nearly 
all North and South roads which cross several junction points, so that 
upon through business to the East they make the through rate which 
the trunk lines give at the junction points respectively. 

The difference is very slight in almost every instance, but the roads 
are so situated that in taking freight to the end of their respective lines 
they passed through some point where the through rate to the East 
was less than that made at the point where they delivered the freight. 
Some of these differences have been adjusted since they were reported. 

The subject of the ‘‘short-haul’’ clause has been before the com- 
mission in six decided cases since its opinion was given in the Louis- 
ville and Nashville case, and I will ak to have inserted as a part of 
my remarks a brief statement of these cases and the disposition made 
of them, as follows: 

Boston and Albany Railroad‘rs. Boston and Lowell Railroad—Vermont State 
Grange rs. Same,— from Boston to Northern Vermont and New York 
were complained of as in excess of rates by the Central Vermont Line 


charged 
of steamers and the National Dispatch on through business to Detroit and 
cn . Held, that the greater charge in this case for the shorter haul was not 


wW 
oe that decision the rates in question have been made in conformity with 

e law. 

Thatcher vs. Delaware and Hudson Canal Company.—Certain local rates were 
complained of as being greater than the proportion accepted by the companies 
on through shipments over the same line. It being made to appear that the 
reduction of rates asked for would bring the rates of the carriers into conflict 
with the fourth section of the act, Held, that no such reduction could be or- 


dered. 

Allen vs. Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railroad.—Upon the facts in 
this case it was found that the c made by the defendant carrier for the 
shorter distance was not in excess of its charge for the longer haul, so that the 
complaint as brought was unfounded. 

Harwell et als. vs. Columbus and Western Railroad.—The rates of the de- 
fendant at Opelika, Ala., were brought into question. Asa result of this case 
and a further application in reference to the tariffs of the same road, its sched- 
ule of rates from Sayannah to its local stations were brought into conformity 
with the statute. 

Martin vs. Southern Pacific Company.—The rates from San Francisco to Den- 
ver were considered, and it was found that no circumstances and conditions 
existed which eee their remaining at a higher sum than the rates from the 
same point to Kansas City, 
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To sum up the situation as to the observance of the rule laid down 
in the fourth section, it appears that nearly all the leading roads of 
the Eastern, Middle, and Central States are complying literally with 
the statute, although some of them are protesting that in order to do so 
they have surrendered a great deal of business and incurred serious 
loss. With respect to the carriers which have not complied literally 
with the statute, it should be remembered that their non-compliance 
is in many cases as to a few points only or as to articles of traffic which 
are unimportant as compared with the aggregate votume of their busi- 
ness. For example, the great system operated by the Chicago and 
Northwestern Railroad Company, embracing over 4,000 miles of road, 
is complying with the rule as to points on its line with the single ex- 
ception of certain stations on the upper section of the peninsula of 
Michigan, where ‘‘rates made necessary by the competition of steam- 
boat lines on Lakes Michigan and Superior’’ are made lower than 
other rates in the vicinity. This company claims that the operation 
of this section of the law is a great hardship to it, but has complied 
with it with the unimportant exception mentioned. The same is true 
in respect to several other lines of road where one or two instances of 
departure trom the rule have been claimed to be justifiable by reason 
of the very pocunar circumstances attending them. During the fall 
and winter the rates upon many important lines have been made to 
conform to the statute, but there are stilla few exceptions on systems 
like the Queen and Crescent, Illinois Central, Mobile and Ohio, and 
the Richmond and Danville, while the exceptions made by the trans- 
continental lines are limited to strictly through business from the Mis- 
souri to the Pacific coast, upon which very low rates are made. 

ANNUAL REPORTS BY THE RAILROADS. 

One of the most valuable features of the act was the provision made 
for obtaining full and complete annual reports from the railroads. 
The public has never felt satisfied with the information it has been able 
to obtain in relation to the railroads. They have made their reports 
in such forms and at such timesas they pleased, and, evenif they were 
accepted as reliable, were not in such shape as to be com satisfac- 
torily. A uniform series of reports from the railroads of the United 
States will be of great interest and value to the public, and will afford 
reliable data for future legislative action. The importance of official 
reports of this character to investors in railway securities is indicated 
by the following quotation from a statement made by an intelligent 
English nobleman now in this country: @ 

In the first place, the English people are getting very distrustful of the move- 
mentsin American railroad properti& and hesitate to put very much money 
into them, They must be given more information and the information must 
be given officially. A great deal more American railroad legislation is neces- 
sary. You have passed an interstate-commerce law that isall very well. Itisa 
beginning. It has remedied a number of internal abuses, done away to a great 
extent with preferential rates and arbitrary discrimination, and generally has 
brought about results which are interesting and important to the commercial 
interests of your own country. To attract a steady flow of English capital it 
will be necessary to establish certified auditors, such as we have in England, 
who will certify as to the correctness of the published earnings of the salicaria 
and indorse the accuracy of their reports. As itis now, the railroads publish 
their earnings pretty much how and when they please, and an English investor, 
if he goes it at all, must go it blind. At the beet his investment is simply a tes- 
timony to his belief in the honesty of the officials in controlling the property 
in whose securities he invests, e buys his New York Central shares, for ex- 
ample, because he believes in the honesty of Chauncey M. Depew. * * * I 
seems to me largely to the interest of the American people that thisshould be 
changed, And it would be changed entirely through the legislation I speak of. 

This gentleman evidently did not know that the interstate-commerce 
law already provides for the very thing he was advocating. After con- 
sultation with the accountants of the leading railroads the commission 
has prescribed the form of report to be made, and the blanks will soon 
be issued to the carriers fér their first report as of June 30, 1888, and 
for the first time a complete and reasonably scientific report of railway 
operations throughout the entire United States is about to be obtained. 

THE AMENDMENTS PROPOSED BY THE COMMITTEE. 

During the present session the committee has considered a number of 
propositions looking to the amendment of the law in various particu- 
lars, but only a few of them have been recommended to the Senate for 
incorporation into the statute. The feeling of the committee has been 
that changes should be based upon actual experience in the practical 
operation of the law, rather than upon theory, and that only such 

ges should be made as might ap necessary to provide for its 
more thorough enforcement. It was believed that it was the first duty 
of the committee to perfect the system of regulation now on the statute- 
book rather than attempt to enlarge it, and therefore it was not deemed 
advisable to incorporate in the present bill the propositions made by 
myself and others looking to the extension of the system of regulation 
to the express companies, sleeping-car companies, and other outside 
carriers. 

The amendments which the committee recommended are suggested 
by difficulties that have been encountered in securing a thorough en- 
forcement of the law, and areintended to strengthen it and bring about 
amore strict observance of its requirements. We believe that these 
amendments will commend themselves to the Senate upon examination 
and consideration, and that, if incorporated into the present law, they 
will add greatly to its effectiveness. 

x THE PUBLICATION OF RATES. 
The first section of the bill proposes several changes in the sixth sec- 
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tion of the act, which relates wholly to the publication of their rates 
by the railroads. The amendments proposed in lines 8, 25 and 26, 
30, and 51 of the printed bill are intended to compel the railroads to 
keep their printed schedules of rates in places where they will be ac- 
cessible to the public. The law now requires that these printed sched- 
ules shall be kept ‘‘for the use of the public’’ in every depot or station 
ttin such places and in such form that they can be conveniently in- 
spected.” The meaning of this requirement is certainly piain enough. 
It means that the schedules shall be open to inspection by whoever 
desires to see them, and that they shall be kept in places where they 
can be conveniently inspected by the public. When the section was 
drawn it was supposed that the most convenient form for the public 
and the railroads alike would be to have the schedules printed in 
pamphlet form, and that they would be hung up where they could be 
consulted at any time. But complaints have been made that the sta- 
tion agents on some railroads, while professing to comply with the 
strict letter of the law, habitually evade its evident intent and purpose 
in this respect. It is charged that they keep their schedules of rates 
in their desks, or in some within their private offices, so that 
those who desire to inspect them are obliged to ask for them, and that, 
while they do not actually decline to exhibit them when asked to do 
so, they frequently keep those who ask to see them waiting an unrea- 
‘sonable length of time under the pretense of being engaged in other 
duties that require immediate attention. The railroads are required 
to print these schedules for the information and benefit of the public, 
and persons who desire to inspect them should not be compelled to 
await the convenience or caprice of the station agent in order to con- 
sult them. The amendments require the schedules to be kept within 
the reach of the public, and there certainly can be no objection to them. 
f NOTICE OF REDUCTION IN RATES. j 

The most important change proposed in this section is the require- 
ment that three days’ previous public notice shall be given of reduc- 
tions in the published rates, which can now be made at any time without 
previous public notice. The principal reasons for this are that 
it would lessen the o ities for evading the law by giving favored 
shippers secret notice of intended reductions, and that it would result 
in greater stability in rates. 

The requirement of ten days’ public notice of advances in rates had 
a most beneficial effect. It has not entirely prevented ‘‘rate wars,’’ 
which are disastrous bot® to the public and the railroads, and neither 
will the change now proposed if enacted into law. But the require- 
ment of notice of advances in rates has unquestionably had a restrain- 
ing and most salutaryinfiuence. Since it has been in effect the sudden 
and frequent fluctuations in rates which were a regular feature of rail- 
way management, and which tended to keep every branch of business 
in a constant state of uncertainty, have not been entirely done away 
with, but ‘rate wars” have been much less frequent than before, and 

protracted when they occasionally occurred. 

The “short-haul” section of the law makes these rate wars a very 
expensive amusement for the railroads. Under its provisions they are 
no longer able to indulge in a reckless and ruinous competition with 
each other on through or long-haul business and recoup their losses at 
the expense of the smaller places between the great trade centers. 
Confronted as they now are with the necessity of reducing rates all 
along the line when engaged in such warfare, and of continuing those 
rates at least ten days before they can be advanced, the railroads have 
naturally hesitated about embarking in rate wars, and have engaged 
in them less generally since the law went into effect. 

‘There seems to be no good reason why thg same principle which has 
worked so well in respect to advances in rates should not also be ap- 
plied to reductions in rates. The only question in either case is as to 
the length of notice that should be required. The time may soon 
come, after the law has been longer in operation, when it will be de- 
sirable to extend the length of notice now required for advances in rates, 
but the committee did not deem it best to suggest any change in this 
respect at present. And while a longer notice of reduction in rates 
may likewise be found advisable hereafter, the committee deemed it 
best to first try the experiment by requiring a short notice, and has 
recommended that the time be three days. It would not be desirable 
to restrict the railroads too much in competing with each other, or to 
prevent them from giving the public lower rates if they are disposed 
todoso. All that is desired is to place such restrictions upon them as 
will tend to check frequent and unnecessary rate wars and bring about 
stability of rates, which is of more importance to the business com- 
munity dependent upon transportation facilities than low rates which 
fluctuate from day to day or week to week. The amendment proposed 
is of this nature. It would render changes in rates less frequent, 
without preventing the railroads from making reductions whenever it 
was necessary. If a longer notice should be required, it is probable 
that shipments would be held back until the reduced rates took effect, 
and that little business would be done in the mean time, so far as the 
articles affected by the change were concerned. Taking everything 
into consideration, it seems safer to make the notice required a short 
one until the experiment can be tried, but the change recommended 
by the committee will certainly be a step in the direction of ultimately 
bringing about stability and uniformity of rates. 
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The amendment contained in lines 100 to 125, inclusive, of the 
printed bill is intended to make the provisions of the law as to ad- 
vances and reductions in rates apply to joint tariffs made by connecting 
railroads, as well as to tariffs published by individual railroads, asthey 
do now. ‘The length of notice is the same in both cases, ten days for 
advances and three days for reductions. The only difference between 
the provisions is that netice of changes in joint tariffs is to be given to 
the commission, which is authorized to prescribe the measure of pub- 
licity which shall be given to joint tariffs, and, as the making public 
of joint tariffs is already placed in the hands of the commission, it was 
deemed best to leave toit also the matter of making public advances 
or reductions in them. 

CRIMINAL PENALTIES. 

An important in section 10 of the criminal-penalty section 
is proposed by the amendment contained in lines 21 to 28, on 8 
of the printed bill. As the law now stands the criminal penalty for 
a violation of any of its provisions is a fine of not exceeding $5,000. 
The committee is of the opinion that the law will be more strict] 
obeyed and more thoroughly enforced if those guilty of violating 
are, in addition to the fine already provided, made subject to imprison- 
ment also. The effect of this additional penalty is relied upon to in- 
culcate greater respect for the requirements of the law and greater 
care in STET its provisions on the part of the railroad ofii- 
cials and employ It doubtless is true that subordinates in the rail- 
road service, who might perhaps be willing to violate the law in the 
interest of the railroad if they knew that their fines would be paid by 
the company in case of detection and conviction, would be unwilling 
to run the risk of imprisonment, and as to the higher officials the pos- 
ting the law would certainly have 


the Government. There are, however, certain offenses 
law which it would not be just to punish with imprisonment. Under 
the law, for instance, it is an offense to charge an unreasonable rate, 
but it would not be just to imprison a railroad agent for charging a rate 
which he might deem reasonable, but which a jury might pronounce 
unreasonable. The amendment proposed therefore limits the penalty 
of imprisonment to cases in which the offense is an unlawful discrimi- 
nation in rates, fares, er and leaves it to the court to deter- 
mine whether the penalty shall be a fine or imprisonment, or both, 
according to the circumstances of each case. 
UNDERDILLING. a 

The amendment contained in lines 29 to 82, inclusive, on pages 8, 9, 
and 10 of the bill is directed against the practice known as underbill- ` 
ing, which has been the device most generally resorted to by the rail- 
roads which desired to evade the law for the benefit of favored shippers. 
Underbilling is not a new method of discrimination, but the practice 
has increased enormously since the interstate-commerce act went into 
effect. It is prohibited by the act as it stands, and is as clearly unlaw- 
ful as the payment of rebates or discrimination by any other means or 
device; but there are difficulties in the way of dealing effectively with 
the practice of underbilling which seem to make it desirable to cover 
the subject by special provisions such as are suggested in the proposed 
amendment. Legislation of this character is asked for both by the 
shippers and the railroads of the country. The committee has had re- 
ferred to it a large number of memorials and petitions from shippers 
throughout the country, asking for such an amendment, and has not 
received from any source anything in opposition to it. 

Among the organizations which have considered the matter, and 
which have by resolution formally approved such an amendment as 
the committee recommend, are the following: The Peoria Board of 
Trade; the Chicago Board of Trade; the Chicago Freight Bureau; the 
St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange; the Commercial Exchange of Phila- 
delphia;, the Pittsburgh Grain and Flour Exchange; the Chamber of 
Commerce of theState of New York; the Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange; 
the Boston Executive Business Association; the Toledo Produce Ex- 
change; the Window-Glass Association of New York; the Merchants’ 
Exchange of Memphis; the Savannah Cotton Exchange; the Board of 
Trade of Eufaula, Ala.; the City Council of Fort Gaines, Ga. Besides 
these the committee has received petitions largely signed by business 
firms in New York, Boston, and throughout the South, including one 
from New York City signed by business houses selling over $250, 000,000 
worth of goods annually. 

To show the character of these memorials, which, though not alike, 
are all to the same effect, and all urge such an amendment as the com- 
mittee recommend, I will read the resolutions unanimously adopted by 
the Chicago Freight Bureau on January 12, which are as follows: 


Whereas the intent of the interstate-commerce law is to prevent unjust dis- 
crimination; and 
Whereas section 2 of said law provides against unjust discriminations caused 


5 
Whereas such discriminations are yet y bey 
‘securing low rates of freight to the detriment of the honest shipper ; 
Whereas the railway companies in some instanees claim to be powerless to 
prevent or detect such misrepresentations, and in other instances, we believe, 
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The feeling that seems to prevail generally business men is 
indicated by a letter upon the subject which I received some time ago 
from Denison B. Smith, secretary of the Toledo Produce Exchange, in 
which, referring to underbilling, he said: 

The system has been pursued extensively and for years. It is the favorite 
method of those who seek and the railways that grant concessions secretly of 

-upon rates. I invoke your efforts to so change the “interstate law ” as 
severe penalties may be imposed upon both sides engaged in such transac- 


dishonest 
der to protect the honest shipper, is shown by a letter addressed to me 
by one of the largest manufacturing firms in the East, which I will read: 


which very many shippers are only too glad to comply with 
to retain their custom, and these parties unjustly injure those merchants and 
other who have a conscience and will not lie or defraud a railroad 


is true that some railroads have a system of inspection, and in very 
eases detect the fraud, but as the suffers no punishment except the ad- 
vancement of the freight rates to the class to which syed say serene he con: 
tinues in the dishonest ice. thereare some that i 


they 

Atsome of the manufacturing tsin New 
edge that the receiving clerks at the railroad 
certain favored i 


wrongi tenant iaa n Re 
~ ware,” they wilfully 


fication, cases we have lost their business, as they have 
found other manufacturers aid and abet a fraud for the sake of mak- 
ing a customer. We would request and that your honorable 
committee make the wrong of to be 


classification a 
fine not to exceed one-tenth of the value of the shipment, and we 
a proper system of inspection that it would very soon be eradi- 
We are very glad to say that there are a great many merchants and msnu- 
facturers who do a straightforward and honest business, and they certainly 


men. Had we 


ROGERS & BRO. 
Hon. 8, M. CuLLON, Washiagion, D. C. 


I will also read the resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, which specially bear on the subject: 
THE COMMERCIAL EXCHANGE OF PHILADELPHIA, May 16,1888. 


prompt action in preparing and 
to late 


by dishonest practices, which ha 
kee be panichabia b: fine 


Hon. Saeiny M. CULLOM, 
Chairman Interstate Commerce Committes Uniled Slates Senate. 


‘The leading railroads of th have been endeavoring during 
Sica pass Suck Dieet Manone seai Gos aat NE Baars 


this practice, by mutual agreements on the subject, and by putting 


into operation a system of inspection at different points; but as no pen- 


New York, March 15, 1688. 
: Comm being cut off between New York and Washing- 
Sea I SS aaa, A OS E e D OEV tape 


with other carriers, thus favoring one 
In either case the effect upon the honest 
en 


It may be said that so far as the themselves are concerned they are 
able to protect themselves misrepresentation by and 
weighing al! goods. - This is trueto extent, There area greatnumber 
of railroad who have individually and in concert with each other 
endeavored to this, and have for that and 


| 


isted for some time past, and they have to some degree accomplished their pur- 

: aa Shue sinpeatod Teele hiso Seupacted ta DAI) £ DAL PONNE of the wale 
nterstate traffic of the country. 

is 5 to weigh freight at all points where it is received and de- 

is this the case with car-load freight when there are no 

or vering i other dificul. 


uch loss of time 


order to secure goodwill of the shippers, increased traffic, refuse to 
adopt the same measures. Consequently the other competing roads have to do 
likewise or go out of the business. Therefore, the co-operation of all 
the com: g roads, no uniform and efficient system of inspection and weigh- 


some roads 
ing and anxious to do it foree those which are not? There is no law to 

them. The interstate law forbids the use of any device by which one shipper 
may secure more favorable terms than another for like services, but it does not 
command the railroads to inspect and correctly weigh every parcel of to 
be forwarded by them, nor would it be practicable to execute such a law if it 
= a without greatly obstructing the prompt movement of the traffic 
of the country. 


Itis inthe very nature of the case that the carrier must, to a considerable ex- 

tations made by the shippers; and while there are 
many j isrepresent, there are others 
EO EOE OTa The honest merchant 
suffers by the practices of the merchant, with whom he is unable to 
compete on equal terms, : 


e illegal and punishable by fine. The interstate-commerce law already pro- 
ibits railroad com jj 


selfish purposes, he practice. 
the effect of strengthening the railroad companies in their voluntary efforts to 
correct these evils. 

At present, when misrepresentations are discovered, the railroads can only 
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correct the same to the proper description and classification; but as there is no 
unishment for the practice this does not preventthe same parties from making 
her misrepresentations on other shipments. If the practice were made un- 
lawful it is not likely that it would be continued. Such alaw would therefore 
y aid the railroads in suppressing the evil, which it seems impossible to 

o without the support of the Government, 

To show that the railroad companies are anxiousto correct these evils I here- 
with inclose a copy of the organization of the weighing and inspection bureau 
which is about to be established at the western termini of the trunk-lines, This 
paper is marked A. 

Tn further proof, I will also refer to the operationsof the inspection bureauin 
New York since 1883, as shown in the statements herewith inclosed, marked B. 
The inspection in New York is confined to west-bound freight ship over the 
New York trunk-lines to their western termini and points beyond. The total 
tonnage subject to inspection is only 1,200,000tons per year. (The total tonnage 
transported over the railroads in the United States during the year 1886, as stated 
in Poor’s Manual, was 482,245,234 tons.) During the year 1887 corrections were 
made at New York in 75,000 cases where shipments were improperly described. 
Of this number perhaps 20 per cent. were unintentional errors; but about 80 
per cent. can be readily traced as intentional misrepresentations. 

When the Bureau was first established it was thought that in the course of 
time, and with a knowledge on the part of shippers that a careful inspection is 
made, the cases of misrepresentation would gradually decrease in number; but 
the corso A seems to be the case. From statement B, above referred to, it a 
pears that during the year 1887 the number of corrections was greater than in 
any previous year, There seems to haye been a constant increase annually, 
This is partly accounted for by the fact that the same parties, after their 
representations have been detected, continue the practice, no doubt on the the- 
ory that if they succeed in having one shipment out of ten passed without de- 
tection something is gained. It is proper, however, to state that some of these 
shippers claim t they are personally opposed to these methods, but that 
they are instructed by the es of the goods to make those misrepresen- 
tations, and if they fail to do so their customers threaten that they will transfer 
their business to some one who will comply with their uest., Itis believed 
that in all such cases a law forbidding the practice would haye the desired ef- 
fect. Many merchants have rae A themselves as opposed to these dishon- 
est practices, and as being in favor of a law making w. misrepresentation 
a misdemeanor. 

In 1886 the dry-goods trade made a request for certain reductions in the clas- 


sification of The railroad hesitated to make the proposed changes 
because it wo increase the bility of ci wceae nna ta but finally they 
acceded to the request under the condition that the merchants enter into a spe- 


cial agreement with the railroad companies, One of the conditions of this agree- 
ment was that they would correctly describe their goods on their shipping re- 
ceipt; and another condition was they would unite with the railroad com- 
panies in an application to the Legislature of New York, at its next session, for 
the passage of a law making it a misdemeanor to m resent the nature of 
any shipment. I inclose herewith a statement marked C, containing a copy of 
the agreement (see section 3), also the names of the firms that si, the same, 
It was signed by some 130 of the principal dry-goods firms, The condition in 
section 3 was suggested by the merchants themselves. The railroads have not 
taken any steps to have this part of the agreement carried out, because a New 
York State law would not apply to shipments in other States, and merchants 
in other States competing with those in the State of New York would not be 
under similar restrictions. Such a law, to be effective, should be passed by Con- 
gress, and apply to all shippers and all railroads in the United States. 

The lees ay has frequently been made by shippers that while a rigid inspec- 
tion ex in New York City no eevee is made at Boston and other cities. 
I will say that efforts have been eto extend this system of inspection to the 
other cities in order to put all shippers on the same footing; but these efforts 
failed at other places on account of the refusal of some of the railroad com- 

ies to have the goods shipped over their road i ted. I mention this 
fact simply to show why it is impossible for some of the railroads to control 
te vag if all do not desire to co-operate, and that it is a subject for national 
egislation. 

Having considered the reasons which induce me to recommend the 
of a proper law for the coe or avoiding this form of unjust discrimination, 
as well as protecting the companies against fraud, I have also consid- 
ered what reasons there are, if any, why such a law should not be enacted; but 
I have not been able to finda single reason. No fear need be entertained that 
any one would be punished for unintentional errors, as such cases are easily 
recognized. Ifa merchant represents silks as being cotton yeon , or cut- 
lery as nuts and bolts, there can be no doubt that these are intentional misrep- 
resentations; or if a sppe offers a ed receipt from an elevator or ware- 
house, representing 40,000 pounds of freight as 25,000 pounds, it is not difficult 
to prove fraudulent intentions. Neither is there any difficulty on account of 
complications in the classification, as shippers need not state the class, but sim- 
ply the correct name of the goods which they offer for a and this they 
certainly ought to be able todo. There is no difficulty in distinguishing be- 
tween error and fraud, and therefore no fear need be entertained that 
such a law innocent parties would suffer. 

; Ortakoy there can be no possible objection to the passage of a law suppress- 
ng fraud. 

It may be said that the railroad companies arbitrarily establish their tariffs 
and classification, and that the Government should not be called upon to enforce 
the same. This objection might have been reasonably u. before the enact- 
ment of the interstate-commerce law, but can not be urged now. These tariffs 
and classifications are now subject to the supervision of the Interstate-Com- 
merce Commission, and are on record in the o of the commission. If they 
are not reasonable and just,as the law provides, a legal remedy lies within the 
reach of every shipper. If shippers were allowed at their discretion to violate 
these official tariffs, how could the provisions of the interstate-commerce law, 
that these tariffs are to be strictly adhered to, be carried into effect? A viola- 
tion of the law by the shippers has precisely the same effect as a violation by 
the carriers; and why should not the shippers be forbidden to violate or to at- 
tempt to violate the law as well as the ers? 

No better means could be adopted than to make the practice of misrepresent- 
ing the weights and character of goods illegal on the part of eet Sr as wellas 
on the part of railroads. The honest shippers and the honest railroad compa- 
nies must have this or some other kind of support in order that the interstate- 
commerce law may be effectually carried out, 

Very respectfally, 

Hon. S. M. CULLOM, 

Chairman Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
Washington, D. C. 

The necessity of the proposed amendment is shown unmistakably 
by the report on the subject recently made by the Interstate-Com- 
merce Commission, which made an investigation on its own motion. 
That report covers the subject fully and contains abundant evidence 
of the general violation of the law by means of underbilling. The 
report is rather long, and I will not take up the time of the Senate by 


under 


ALBERT FINK. 


reading it; but I commend it to any Senator who may entertain any 
doubts as to the necessity of legislation on the subject, and will ask to 
have extracts from it inserted as a part of my remarks, 


EXTEACTS FROM THE OPINION OF THE COMMISSION. 


The act to regulate commerce forbids “unjust discrimination” by common 
carriers subject to its provisions. It defines unjust discrimination, declaring 
that a common carrier is guilty thereof whenever it “directly or indirectly, by 
any rate, rebate, drawback, or other device,” charges one person more 
than another for the transportation of a like kind of traffic under substantially 
similar circumstances and conditions. The act forbids the giving of any undue 
or unreasonable preference or advantage to one person over another “id any 
common carrier subject to its provisions, and the subjecting of "any particular 
person, company, firm, corporation, or locality, or any particular description 
of traflic, to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any re- 

t whatever.” It also makes it unlawful for any such common carrier to 
c or receive a greater or less compensation than the rate which is speci- 
fied in its published schedules in force at the time, 
e e s * . s e 
It, perhaps, was not to be expected, however, that the giving and obtaining of 
favors in transportation would be abandoned immediately upon the 
enactment of the law, either by shippers who had been accustomed to enjoy 
them in business strife or by carriers who had been wont to employ them for 
the papae of obtain: traffic in the face of competition. The education of 
the public, under the business practices which been not only countenanced 
but encouraged by the carriers for a long series of years previous to the 
of the law, had been such as to largely obliterate the idea of honor as enterin 
into the case in any degree whatever, and to su; that the new law was n 
Ehooghis ts be as AAAs to obtain teinapoetntion AURTE aa to OUES 
oug as to obtain on on as to acqui 
asgan f dishonestly,and when citizens who control the cles of publia car- 
riage will consider the permission of unequal advantages in transportation in 
the same light in which they now ought to regard a fraud upon the ballot-box. 
It is not obvious in what way the obtaining of free transportation or reduced 
rtation by trick or device is less dishonorable than any other 
ng, nor is it apparent how the procuring of busineas by the car- 
riers, through practices whereby one ci = od is | he a pecuniary advantage 
over another in a public service, differs ethically from the payment of a bribe. 

Nevertheless neither shippers nor carriers have been accustomed to stop and 
consider these questions. presented they have been brushed aside, in the 
race for business which absorbs the entire community. A common carrier 
should be as sensitive to suspicion of unfairness as a ee of deeds, clerk of 
a court, or any other public servant. The purchase of his services at a stated 
price, equal to all, should be a matter of course with every shipper, without any 
more hep id of obtaining personal advantage in the transaction than of coun- 
terfeiting the coin that pays the bill. 

The re-establishment of a correct public sentiment upon this most important 
matter must be effected by the e: ent and enforcement of justlaws. In the 


act to commerce the country is brought face to face with certain prin- 
ciples governin: rtation by common carriers which had been almost to- 

ly overlook: One is that their service is a public service, and that common 
carriers have no right to conduct their business as private enterprises are some- 
times conducted, giving favors for the hope of gain and seeking tocontrol busi- 


ness by discounts and concessions. Such methods, possibly legitimate in the 

counting-room of the merchant or the manufacturer, must be idly excluded 

from the office of the common carrier. The very name “common” carrier im- 

poes equality ; it signifies common to all; the servant of the public. The adop- 
ion of the vocation carries with it the assurance imposed by one of the elemen- 

wy popop of the common law, that every customer shall be served alike; 

sa ch rewarded with privileges and securities which many other vocations 
o not possess. 

On the other hand, the common carrier is at least entitled to the same fair 
dealing and honesty on the part of its customers which are expected between 
man and man in the ordinary commercial transactions of life; and should not 
be called upon for the exe of an extraordinary d of suspicion or re- 
quired pooner to revise every representation made by shippers. The busi- 
ness of the world isfounded upon mutual trust and confidence. When once the 
true relations of the common carrier to the public are generally ized, and 
their importance appreciated, the same honorable course of dealin; which 
American merchants and manufacturers are justly expected to pursue between 
themselves and with strangers will be applied unhesitatingly in respect to the 
subject of transportation. 

The prohibitions of the act to regulate commerce are fortunately not limited 
to the methods of unjust discrimination by special rate, rebate, or drawback, 
but contain the added words “or other device.” The attention of the commis- 
sion has been ceed attracted in various ways by allegations that the device 
known as “‘underbilling” is being ly employed by shippers and carriers 
as a method by which a less compe on is paid by one poron than by another 
for “a like and contemporaneous service.” It became the duty of the commis- 
sion to investigate the subject, and such an investigation has accordingly been 

. Time was not available for such a full examination of the question in all 
parts of the country as might have been desired, but the taking of testimony 
and the collection of facts was carried sufficiently far to lay o the subject as 


it is found to exist in certain important localities, from which generalizations 
can be safely made. 
* * . : * 


* s 

There is no doubt whatever, and the commission finds the fact to be, that an 
immense amount of traffic has been carried by the railroads of the country dur- 
ing the last siz months, and to some extect during the entire period since the 
passage of the act to regulate commerce, the tonnage or weight of which was 
underbilled. The shipper in such cases pays freight upon s less quantity than 
is actually carried, the result of which is that upon the — amount he pays a 
Sempre! in other words, a less sum than is charged to other shippers fora 

e service, 

This has not been confined to any particular road or up of roads, but has 
been very generally pen in various parts of ths United States, and eyen 
upon lines which at the same time were protesting most emphatically their ab- 
solute conformity to the requirements of the law. 

The practice is unequivocally condemned by every railroad official and traffle 
manager whom the commission has approached upon the subject; and they 
have been very many, including the officers of most of the leading lines in the 
Centraland Western States; but at the same time the fact can not be denied 
that the same lines have admitted traffic upon which the billing was short, and 
that usually they have known, or easily might haye known, that such was the 
case, 


s 2 < * * : < + 
A difficulty in dealing with this device under the existing provisions of law is 
found in the fact that in each icular case the carriers assert that they did not 


know of its existence; that they were imposed upon by the shipper or were 
unwittingly led into error by the fraud or ignorance of an agent; sothat while 
these irregularshipments may have been overlookedor winked at, andin many 
cases, perhaps, suggested, by the responsible officers of the companies, yet proof 
of this, to the satisfaction of a jury in any given case, might be difficult to make, 
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case a degree of negligence is apparent which is not 
arious excuses are also offered; the appliances and as- 
for ascertaining weights and quantities are deficient in 
many places; the exaction of just tonnage by one road might send business to 
a less scrupulous competitor; the traffic is received from connections where 
means or disposition to be exact may not exist. ë 

The general fact is apparent that railroad managers are reluctant to move in- 
dividually in putting an end to discriminations of this kind; that voluntary 
action in the direction of precision can not be e: from the carriers unless 
it is joint action on the part of all the carriers concerned in the competition for 
the traffic involved; that however much the managers of the road may protest 
their desire to deal equally and justly by their patrons, and however obvious 
may be the fact that such equality of conduct would involve no loss to them- 
selves, but a probable material gain, yet fear of losing a little business toa rival 
line has induced much neglect of thie paramount considerations of propriety, 
justice, and law; so ic managers have shut their eyes to the wrong in- 
yolved until such time as concerted action might be had. 

. + s . . s * 

The extent to which underbilling has been resorted to for the purpose of evad- 
ing the requirements of the act to regulate commerce will be partially seen from 
the facts now to be stated. 

Sixty-one cars from the Michigan Central Railroad were weighed at Black 
Rock February 1 to 18, 1888; of these the billing of fifty-seven cars were short, 
in all, 273,350 pounds, and four cars were overbilled, in all, 4,100 pounds, Of the 
cars underbilled the errors upon twenty exceeded 5,000 pounds each, and on 
four exceeded 20,000 pounds each; while on eighteen the errors were less than 
1,000 pounds each, in which case Leg honk ed by the inspectors; a mar- 
gia beng necessary for variations of scales, differences in weight of cars when 

, when saturated with moisture, when loaded with snow, or when not thor- 
oughly cleaned, as well as for other reasonable corrections and possible minor 


errors, 

One hundred and thirty-five cars from the same road were weighed at Sus- 
pension Bridge January 23 to rca tps 1888. Of these the ae of one hun- 
dred and twenty-nine cars was short, all, 536,545 pounds, and of six cars was 
over, in all, 7, pounds; the shortage on forty-twocars exceeded 5,000 pounds 
per car, and on eleven cars ex 10,000 pounds per car. 

Forty cars from the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad, west- 
bound, were weighed at Suspension Bridge Febru 6 to 13, 1888, and were 
found short, in all, 109,280 pounds, or 8 per cent. of the total weight as way- 
billed, For example, a car-load of iron billed at 32,000 pounds from Albany to 
Detroit was found to weigh 42,400 pounds; a car-load of salt from Rochester to 
Chi , billed at 24,000 pounds, was found to weigh 32,350 pounds. Other un- 
derbilling was in car-l of potatoes, cider, apples, glass, etc. It should be 
noted that upon the Buffalo inspection line the east-bound movement has 
considered most important, and comparatively little has yet been done in re- 

to the west-bound freight. 

Of the east-bound cars above mentioned a few examples of the most flagrant 
underbilling are given by way of illustration, as follows: 


Nevertheless, m eve 
e. 


Billed | Actual 


From— weight. | weight. 


To— | Contents, 


26,000 | 36,100 
26,000 | 35, 850 
25,000 | 35,400 
26,000 | 37.700 
27,000 | 41,800 
24,780 | 28,500 
24,000 | 28,300 
35,000 | 43,060 
30,000 | 43, 600 
24,000 | 31,700 
24,000 | 37.000 
27,000 | 29,550 
30,000 | 36,150 
30,000 | 40, 800 
24,000 | 30,600 


In examining the schedule in detail a large number of grain shipments from 
Toledo were observed, of which only a few are given above. In all, some fifty 
ear-loads of grain were shipped from Toledo to various points, of which the 
average unberbilling was over 12,000 pounds per car, considerably more than 
25 per cent. of the actual weight being thrown off. 

. s a e 


* $ * 

Upon the breaking down of a car loaded froma private warehouse and shipped 
on the Grand Trunk line it was discovered that the car was carrying 15,000 
pounds of grain in excess of the weight which had been furnished for billing. 
general system of weighing of cars from private elevators was entered upon 
by that company. A few instances of the results are given, as follows: 


> 


Billing | Actual 

Car number. weight. | weight. 
2767, N. D. 33, 200 
3093, M. O... 150 
2771,G. T.. 36, 250 
9791, N. D... 36, 200 
9700, O. Ex. 36, 250 
9720, O. Ex 36, 359 
10659, G. T. 36, 050 
2140, N. D.. 33. 200 
3743, N. D. 40, 250 


Another course of dealing, in which underbilling has been largely resorted to 
is shown in the followingillustration: The contents of car No. 10704 (contain 
middlings) from the Wisconsin Division of the Chicago and Northwestern Rail- 
road were sold on the floor of the Chicago Board of Trade in February last. This 
car had been billed as containing 21,600 pounds, freight prepaid. When the mid- 
dilings were transferred for shipment east to a Nickel Plate car and reweighed it 
was found that the car contained 45,500 pounds. This car was weighed a second 
time with thesame result. Ithad been underbilled 23,900 pounds, In that trans- 
action the miller saved 7} cents per hundred weight freight on 23,900 pounds to 
Chicago. Ifthe middlings had been loaded into a “line” car and gone through 
without transfer he would have saved $84 freight on the car-load. 


The evidence shows that during the t season a lai amount of in has 
been loaded at interior points in the Western States an ne through various 
. to the East. The 


junction poins south and west of Chicago, without trans: 
shipments are made from small country stations, where no facilities for weigh- 


ing the grain exist, but where local buyers have store-houses or country ele- 
yators, and their weights have been accepted by the carriers in reliance upon 
their good faith. Itis a custom among railroads to seal cars for long-distance 
shipments, keeping a record at junction-points of the condition of the seals; a 
road upon which a sealis unbroken not being regarded as liable on damage 
claims unless the seal remains intact throughout the trip, in which case the 
loss is apportioned. In many cases of underbilling the initial railroad com- 
pany has no doubt been cognizant of the fact that the weights were not full; 
soliciting agents of the through lines have very likely been in part responsible ; 
while other cases no doubt exist in which the carrier was entirely innocent of 
all complicity in the transaction. In many instances, however, carelessness at 
least on the part of the local agent must haye existed; and t negligence on the 
part of the carriers in failing to weigh at the first track- e may also be 
claimed. 
* e s s hd * s 
Other methods of evasion of the law have also been attempted. A highly 
reputable merchant testified that he had been approached with a estion 
that one of his employés might be taken upon the salary list of a 
firm would give its business to the A letter was produced, written by a 
shipper to another carrier, asking to be placed in some such position, saying, 
“I will give you the monopoly of all business controlled by me, I believe you 
have a right to employ anyone to work for you on such terms as you see fit, I 
would not want to be known as your agent publicly; ” and s ing that 
about 2} cents per cwt. would be a reasonable compensation. In cases no 
bargain was made; but indications point strongly to the fact that secret induce- 
ments of that character have been resorted to. Of course every such transac- 
tion is a violation of the act to commerce. The pretense of an em- 
ployment or agency would not for a moment protect the carrier. is rea- 
son for the belief that a critical inspection of pay-rolls, vouchers, and sub- 
vouchers by the responsible officials of many roads would disclose to them a 


as 1845 a statute was passed in England pee a penalty Ms ashipper who 
pment with intent to avoi 
tolls. This statute im a 


existence of such a law has no doubt OPRAS efficiently in preventing such a 
state of affairs as is now found to exist in 
. * * $ 

In view of the fact that unscrupulous persons are to be found in mercantile , 
pursuits as well as in the employment of the railroads, that unjust discrimina- 
tionsobtained by means of these devices amaa ai to the direct pecu- 
niary advan of some shipper or consignee, t the evidence distinctly 
shows various instances and methods by which shippers have been able delib- 
erately to defraud a carrier in the matter of Karpan re without fault or 
connivance on the pus of the latter, and of the us other facts and consid- 
erations apparent in the foregoing pages, the proposed amendment is clearly 
necessary to make the act more sgn f efficient, 

No manner is perceived in which the enforcement of such legislation can op- 
erate to the prejudice of honest shippers. Underbilling,in its devices and its 


fruits, must n ly be participated in by the owner of the goods; it can not 


be absolutely put down by imposing penalties upon the carriers alone. 
complete termination of this practice is exceedingly to be desired, and there 


can be no doubt that this end will be greatly promoted by legislative recogni- 


tion of the fact that not only the carrier, but the shipper also, who both partici- 
pate in the methods and the results of unjust discrimination, are each respon- 
sible to the public for the wrong which every such transaction involves. 


REPAARTION FOR {DAMAGES, 

Since the bill was reported to the Senate the committee has agreed 
upon and reported another amendment, which has been printed sepa- 
rately and which I will offer at the proper time. This proposes some 
changes in section 16 of the act, the one which prescribes the proceed- 
ings to be had in the courts when, after the investigation and hearing 
provided for by the statute, railroad companies fail or refuse to comply 
with the orders or requirements of the commission. 

The section as it stauds marks out the same method of procedure 
in all cases in which it becomes necessary to resort to the courts to en- 
force the orders or recommendations of the commission. It provides 
that any lawful order or requirement of the commission which is not 
complied with is to be enforced in a summary way by a petition in a 
court of equity, the procedure being the same in all classes of cases, 
By the fourteenth section of the act the commission is required to in- 
vestigate complaints made to it and-make a report of its findings, with 
its recommendation as to what reparation, if any, should be made for 
injuries found to have been inflicted. Under the requirement of sec- 
tion 14 complaints involving reparation in the way of money damages 
would, if it became necessary to resort to the courts to enforce the rec- 
ommendation of the commission, be taken to an equity court by the 

rovisions of the sixteenth section as it stands, and could not be taken 
to a common-law court. 

The seventh amendment to the Constitution of the United States pre- 
serves the right of trial by jury when the amount involved exceeds $20 
in value. It has been claimed that there might be some question as 
to the constitutionality of the sixteenth section as it now stands in so 
far as it affects controversies subject to the provisions of the seventh 
amendment to the Constitution. This claim is based on the idea that 
a controversy in respect to reparation for injuries done is a common- 
law right, and that in cases affected by the seventh amendment to the 
Constitution that amendment is thought to provide for a common-law 
jury in acommon-law court in the enforcement of common-law rights. 
For thesereasons it is thought there may be some question as to whether 
this constitutional requirement is complied with: by sending cases of 
this class to an equity court. 

In order to avoid this possible constitutional question and to prescribe 
more definitely the method of procedure in cases which are essentially 
different in their character, this amendment has been proposed. 


As it now stands the sixteenth section of the act provides a summary 
and effective method for the prompt enforcement in an equity court of 
the administrative orders of the commission correcting unjust discrimi- 
nation or unlawful preference or extortion and other violations of the 
statute involving matters of general public interest. As to all such 
matters the section is already as strong as it can be made, and there 
can be no question as to the propriety of the procedure prescribed. 
So far as such matters are concerned the section is left substantially as 
it stands by the amendment, except that it is limited in its applica- 
tion to that class of cases. The amendment then proposes an addition 
to the section to provide for the class of cases requiring trial by jury, 
sending such cases to the circuit court sitting as a court of law, and 
making poe for a hearing within not more than forty days after 
the peti 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

i THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. HALE. I donot propose to take up any of the time of the * 
Senate this afternoon, but I ask the Senate to agree to take up the res- 
olutions of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN ] to-morrow morn- | 
ing after the routine business, when, with the leave of the Senate, I 

ropose to submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporè. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lutions offered by the Senator from Alabama will be laid before the 
Senate to-morrow at the conclusion of the morning business, and the 
Senator from Maine will be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE, Ishalldesire to speak directly after the routine morn- 
ing business, as I shall be obliged to leave town. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill CH. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled “An act to increase the 
police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) to incorporate the Hotel Republic Company of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8039) providing for the appointment of police matrons 
for the District of Columbia, defining their duties, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. 8719) to amend the act giving the approval and sanc- 
tion of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Poto- 
mac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia. 

STEPHEN SCHIEDEL—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without ok ah oe Senate bill No. 1017, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Stephen iedel.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill served in the First Regiment Missouri 
Light Artillery from October 24, 1961, to October, 1864. There is no record of 
any injury or disability while in the service. 

In March, 1880, sixteen years after his discharge, he filed an application for a 
pension,alleging that about June, 1862, while pert dog logs to aid in building 
quarters, a log slipped and fell upon a lever, which flew up and struck him, 
injuring his back and shoulder. 

e furnished the testimony of two witnesses tending to support his statement 
of the manner in which he was injured; but upon investigation this evidence 
was found to be unreliable. 

Medical examinations failed to disclose any disability from the cause alleged, 


but do tend to show that he was disabled since his discharge by an injury to his 
t hand and arm and some rheumatic trouble, 


ion is filed. 

In the case of Conncill against the Western and Atlantic Railroad 
Company, the commission declined to go into the question of money 
$ damages, as it was required to do by the fourteenth section of the act, 
in order to avoid having the constitutional qnestion that has been re- 
ferred to raised. This was a case in which the only way that repara- 
tion could be made was by the payment of money damages, to which 
the complainant was clearly entitled. The complainant, Mr. Coun- 
cill, a highly table colored man, a minister of the gospel and 
incipal of the State Colored Normal and Industrial School of Ala- 
aa was violently ejected from the car reserved for white people, in 
which he had taken a seat, although he had paid full first-class fare 
and there was no other car on the train furnishing comfortable accom- 
modations or the equal accommodations to which he was entitled. 
The facts found by the commission show that Mr. Councill was treated 
outrageonsly, and that the railroad company ought to be required to 
compensate him for the assault committed upon him, for the injuries 
inflicted upon him, and for the indignities to which he was subjected. 
If the law does not properly provide for cases of this nature, in which 
money damages should be awarded, it certainly ought to do so, and 

that is the purpose of the amendment. 

Most of the remaining amendments are purely formal and explain 
themselves. This is the case with those on pages 11, 12, and 13 of the 
bill. The amendment on pages 12 and 13 isintended to provide for the 
publication of an official edition of the decisionsof the commissionand 
for the publication of its annual report, which subsequent amendments 

ropose to take out of the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
ne does not make the commission part of the Interior Department, 
but requires the Secretary to farnish the commission with offices and 
office supplies and to approve its expense-vouchers. The supervision 
which the Secretary of the Interior exercises over the accounts of the 
commission is purely formal, of course, but it subjects both the com- 
mission and the Secretary to considerable trouble without accomplish- 
ing any useful purpose. On the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Interior the amendments to sections 18 and 21 of the act contained 
on pages 14 and 15 of the bill have been proposed, the object being 
to make the commission an independent bureau. 

The amendments proposed to section 22 are intended to permit the 
railroads if they see fit to carry free destitute and homeless persons 

by charitable societies, and to give reduced rates to muni- 


cipal governments for the transportation of indigent persons. Even if he has, since his d si rheumatism, he does not 
Mr. President, I fear I have trespassed on the patience of the Senate | {i'r uen an was incurred jn the Army. Ho bases his righi to a pension en- 


too long, but my excuse is the magnitude and importance of the sub- 
ject under consideration. ‘There is no business question in which the 
people of the country have a deeper interest, for the reason that there 
is none which bears more directly upon their financial prosperity. 
Cheap transportation and equality of rights in its enjoyment are two 
tdemands of the times, and the nation will fail of its duty if it does 
not do what it can to secure both to the people. The best possible 
conditions must surround our internal commerce, and we must give 
the people the best possible advantages whenever we can in reaching 
whatever market may be open to them in any of the nations. The 
Constitution imposes the duty upon us as a Congress of regulating com- 
merce among the several States and with foreign nations. Let us do 
both in the interest of the people without fear or favor, fearing not to 
do right by all, whether engaged in one pursuit or another, favoring 
none, whether clothed with corporate power or in the common walks 
of life. Equality of rights is the watchword in this country, and it 
applies as well to business transactions as to the right to be freeor the 
t to vote. 


examination does not sustain, It will be observed, too, that he continued his 
mili! service for two years and four months after the date of his alleged in- 
jury. Itseems hardly possible that he could have done this if he had been in- 


jured in the manner he alleges. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 12, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States fo the contrary not- 
withstanding ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As all the other vetoed pensoin bills were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, I move that the bill and message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN H. MARION—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 1772, entitled "An act for the relief 
of John H. Marion.” 

It is proposed by this bill to relieve the olga therein from an indebt- 
edness to the Government amounting to $1,012.45, arising from the non-fulfill- 
ment of a contract made by him in 1884 with the Government, by which he 
agreed to i hog for the use of the Quartermaster’s Department a quantity of 
gramma hay. 

The contractor wholly failed to furnish the hay as agreed, and thereupon 
the Government, pursuant to the terms of the contract, obtained the hay in 
other quarters, paying therefor a la: sum by $1,042.45 than it would have 
been dhligea to pay the contractor if he had fulfilled his agreoment, This 
amount was charged against the contractor. 

It is alleged that the crop of the particular kind of hay which was to be fur- 
nished under the contract failed the season in which it was to be supplied, on 
account of drought; and that thus performance became impossiblevon the part 
of the contractor, 

Between individuals no injustice could be claimed if the contractor in such 

i ces should be held to have taken the chances of the crop. And if an 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 
7149) to incorporate the Hotel Republic Company of the District of 
Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will announce the 
special order, which is Order of Business 603. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses. 
Mr. Dorru and Mr. HALE addressed the Chair. 
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equitable adjustment should be suggested in such a case as is here presented, it 
would ybe asked that the party suffering from the default or failure of 
the other should sustain all the loss. 

It seems that the contractor was the proprietor of a newspaper in Arizona, 
and that he did some printing for the Government beside agreeing to furnish 
hay to the Quartermaster’s Department. After the ascertainment of the loss to 
the Government arising out of the hay transactions, certain accounts for print- 
ing presented by the contractor were credited against the amount of such loss 
charged againsthim. In this way his debt to the Government has been reduced 
more than $700. The proposed would cause to be paid to the con- 
tractor the sums so rouaned. for printing and to relieve him from the remainder 


lof the Government's c! 
Inquiry at the Quarte: eral’s Office fails to substantiate the allega- 


rmaster-Gen 
tion that there is any understanding when such contracts are made that their 


good the entire loss consequent apon his default, If, however, strict rights are 
to be relinquished and the liberality of the Government invoked, it should not 
be taxed beyond the limit of sharing the loss with the delinquent. This result 
would be accomplished by ing the remainder of the contractor's debt 
after crediting the bills for printing above referred to. 

The Government is obliged in the transaction of its business to make numer- 
ous contracts with private parties, and if these contracts are to be of any use or 
protection they should not be lightly set aside on behalf of citizens who are dis- 
appointed as to their profitable nature or their wary fe perform them. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 12, 1838. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to refer the bill to the same committee from 
which it was reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WALTHALL. It came from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be referred to the committee that origi- 
nally reported it, whatever it is, 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerks will ascertain that, and 
to whichever committee the bill came from the bill and message of the 
President will be referred. 

The bill and message were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have given notice that I should move to take up 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill at this time. The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH] is very anxious to submit some remarks on 
the fortification bill. While I yield to him with very great reluctance 
in view of the fact that the day has almost entirely disappeared without 
anything having been done on the appropriation bills, still I shall not 
makethemotion to take up the District of Columbia appropriation bill 
until after the Senator from Oregon has had a chance to submit some 
remarks upon the fortification bill. 

SEACOAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not expect to secure final action 
of the Senate on this bill this afternoon, but I think it will facilitate 
the transaction of business by having the bill read, or printed in the 
RECORD, and by my submitting some remarks on it this afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 

bill ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to have the bill printed in full in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. e 

The bill as proposed to be amended by the Committee on Coast De- 
‘fenses is as follows: 

Be it enacted, cto., Thatforthe purpose of providing the fortifications and other 
defenses recommended by the appointed by the President under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress entitled * An act making provisions for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1885, for 
the ports named in the report of the said board as the ports at which forti- 
featlons are most urgently needed, namely, New York, San Francisco, Bos- 
ton, the lake ports, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, Philadelphia, Washington, 
Baltimore, Portland, Me., Rhode Island ports,in N: tt Bay, Key West, 
Charleston,S.C., Mobile, New London, Savannah, Galveston, Portland, Oregon, 
Pensacola, Fla., Wilmington, N.C., San Diego, Cal., Portsmouth, N. H., defenses 
of Cumberland Sound at Fort Clinch, defenses of ports of the Kennebec River 
at Fort Popham, New Bedford, Mass., defenses of portson the Penobscot River, 
Maine; at Fort Knox and New Haven, Conn., there be, and is hereby, appro- 
priated fact § any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
O ys yi 5 

SEC. 2, That said appropriation shall be available only as follows: 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, $21,500,000; for each fiscal year there- 
after for the period of eleven years, $9,000,000; and for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1901, $5,877,800, all of said appropriation to be available until PE RERE S i 

SEċ. 3. That said sum shall be expended under the direction of the President 
for the purpose of providing fortifications and other defenses for the ports afore- 
said and the armament therefor, and the purchase of sites for the said fortifica- 
tions, substantially in accordance with the recommendations of said s 
until Congress shall otherwise provide, and shall be apportioned between said 


rts in accordance with the consolidated estimate of the cost of said defenses 


ound upon 28 of said report, and the work shall be, as near as may be, 
commenced at the same time at each of said ports, and shall proceed as rapidly 
as said annual appropriations will admit of: Provided, That ifat any time the 
Secre! ot f of War, upon the advice of the board of Army officers hereinafter 
provided for, and with the approval ofthe President, shall recommend to Con- 
gress any changes in the plans for the fortifications of any of said ports, or the 
armament therefor, work may be suspended upon the same so far as would be- 
come n such changes should be authorized until after the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, if then in session, and, if not then in session, until after the 
adjournment of the next session thereof, when, if such changes have not been 
authorised by Congress, work shall be resumed under the plans recommended 
y A 
Sec, 4. The floating batteries and Serpe boma TEI, said board 
shall be constructed under the supe: of the Secretary of the Navy, but the 
plans and specifications for the same shall first be a; by him, and he 
appoint an advisory board of not more than ten o of the Navy, who 
be removable at his pleasure. That all such vessels, except as hereinafter other- 
wise provided, be built contract, and in the construction of the same 
all the provisions of the act of August 3, 
naval establishment as to the material for said vessele, their engines, 


ecuting said 
vessels shall be built in compliance with said 


and transporting the same, if construct 
batteries boats intended for use on the Pa- 
cific coast shall be constructed on that 


Sec. 5, The guns for the armament of said floating batteries and to o-boats 
shall be fabricated at the gun factory of the United States at the Washington 
Navy-Yard, and for the purpose of providing the material for guns and armor for 
said vessels the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to make contracts 
with responsible steel manufacturers, after suitable advertisements, to continue 
not less than thirty days, in newspapers mostlikely to reach the manufacturers 
addressed, for the supply of rough-bored, rough-turned, and tempered steel in 
forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare, and steel, fin- 
ished, for armor, shafting, and other naval purposes, in quantity not less than 
10,000 gross tons, in quality and ensions conforming to specifications, subject 
to inspection and tests at each stage of manufacture, and in the case of ordnance 
including ali the parts of each caliber specified: Provided, That no money shall 
be expended except in payment for steel accepted and delivered; that each bid- 
der shall haye or shall contract to erect in the United States a suitable plant, in- 
cluding the best modern appliances, capable of making all the steel required, 
and of finishing it, in accordance with the contract, and agree in the case of an 
ordnance contract to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time 
of delivery of the smaller calibers to commence at the expiration of not more 
than eighteen months and that of the Jargest calibers at the expiration of not 
more than three rose from the date of the acceptance of the contract; and that 
all the forgings shall be manufactured in the United States. 

Src. 6. That the construction of the fortifications and their armament, the 
fabrication of guns and gun-carriages for fortifications, submarine mines, and 
all such defenses except floating batteries and torpedo-boats, shall be under the 
supervision of the Secretary of War, but before any money is expended onany 
such fortifications or other defenses, the plans and specifications for the same 
shall be approved by the Secretary of War, who may appoint an advisory 
board of not more t ten officers of the Army, to be removable at his 
ure. All works as herein provided, except when done at Government 
shall be done by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and adyan- 
tageous to the Government. 

The guns shall be fabricated at a gun-factory to be established at Watervliet 
Arsenal, New York, as pet ae Perea the material for guns and armor 
shall be purchased by contract, and for the purpose of providing the same the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized to make contracts with responsible steel 
manufacturers after suitable advertisements, to continue not less than thirty 
days, in ee most likely to reach the manu addressed for the 
supply of rough-bored, rough-turned, oil-tempered, and annealed steel in forms 
suitable ar erl ordnance ong ean to serar aeie goa steel, finished for 
armor and other army purposes, in quantity not less m 10,000 gross poun 
in ah non and dimensions conforming to ifications, subject to pai sarpo 
and tests at each stage of manufacture, and including all the parts of each cali- 
ber specified : Provided, That no money shall be expended except for steel ac- 
cepted and delivered ; that each bidder shall have or shall contract to erect in 
the United States a suitable plant, including the best modern liances, capa- 
ble of making all the steel required, and of finishing it, in acco: with the 
contract, and in the case of an ordnance contract to deliver yearly a speci- 
fied quantity of each caliber, the time of delivery of the smaller calibers to com- 
mence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months and that of the 
largest calibers required under the advertisement at the expiration of not more 
than three years from the date of the acceptance of the contract; and that all 
forgings shall be manufactured in the United States; and the Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized to erect at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., an 
Army gun factory, substantially in accordance with the report of the Gun 
Foundry Board of December 20, 1884, for finishing and assembling the guns 
adapted to modern warfare, up to and including the largest a ol sizes, and 
for the manufacture of gun and the necessary equipments for guns 
and carriages for the Army, at a cost not to exceed $1,100,000, 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this is an important bill, not only be- 
cause it affects a great question of public policy and national concern, 
but on account of the amount proposed to be appropriated by it. 

The question of coast defense has been thoroughly discussed by the 
press and the people, and public opinion is so strong in favor of defend- 
ing our coast, and has been so thoroughly voiced in Congress by petitions 
of representative bodies, that I donot consider it necessary for me to urge 
at length upon the Senate the importance of the measure, nor does the 
plan proposed to be adopted by the bill require advocacy from me. 

It is the plan recommended by the Board on Fortifications and other 
Defenses appointed by the President under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1885, and has been approved by the Secretary of War. Is it 
not remarkable that a great, wealthy, and powerful nation with a vast 
territory, bounded in part by two oceans, with a great and growing 
coastwise and foreign commerce, with great commercial cities which 
are depots for the surplus agricultural and manufactured products of a 
continent lining its sea and gulf ceasts and the shores of the Great Lakes, 
which in part form its northern boundary, is powerless to protect its 
coast cities and its commerce from an attack by a third-rate naval 
power? 
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It has not a single fort, or ship, or gun suitable for defense against 
an attack by a modern naval vessel. With the advent of modern war 
ships and high-power guns, our wooden naval vessels, smooth-bore, 
cast-iron guns, and our forts which at the commencement of the war 
of the rebellion were ample for our defense, have become obsolete and 
valueless. On the 16th of February, 1886, when the bill for the in- 
crease of the Navy was under consideration, I made some remarks 
upon the defenseless condition of our seacoast, from which I quote: 


Mr, Dorrx. It would seem to be unnecessary after all the examinations and 
reports we have had on this subject, after the recommendations we have had 
from our committees, and from those in authority, and when almost the entire 
press of the country is urging upon our attention the importance of defending 
our coast, for me to urge its importance upon the Senate of the United States. 

All our commercial cities upon both seacoasts, the Atlantic and Pacific, upon 
the Great Lakes, and upon Puget Sound, are y exposed to destruction or 
equally ruinous tribute in case of a foreign war. We have nota single sea- 
board town upon either coast but what could be captured by a gunboatofa 
third-rate power. We have not a single fortified 
which our shipping enga in coastwise and foreign commerce d repair 
for safety in case of war. The board on fortifications and other defenses enum- 
erated twenty-seven seaboard cities at which, in their opinion, defenses were 
most urgently needed, and they did not include in that enumeration a large 
number upon both coasts and nota single city upon the Great Lakes or upon 


t Sound. 

r. Tilden, in his memorable letter to the Speaker of the House of Represen- 
tatives eemceening eee def estimated that twelve seaport cities upon 
the Atlantic and ifie coasts contained Re ulation of 5,000,000 souls and de- 
structible property of the value of $,000,000,000, and in a recent article by Cap- 
tain Greene on our seacoast defenses, in Scribner's Monthly for January, he 

- estimates that fifteen of our cities contain destructible property of the 
value of $4,000,000,000. 

Now, for the protection of all this vast amount of popeye has been stated 
here, we have not a single war ship, we have nota single fort thatis of any value 
asa defense, we have not a single gun for our fortifications, All the great 

wers of Europe are fortifying their coasts and by forts and turrets protected 
the most approved armor, and are creating navies of modern war ships 
armed with the most powerful guns that have yet been made. 


s kd a * * hd * 


A war cloud hangs constantly over Europe, and every now and then we have 
complications with foreign countries that remind us that we can not always 
hope that the peace we have so long gesid bre will continue forever. Great Brit- 
ain to-day possesses a fleet of gunboats which I have seen estimated somewhere 
at one hundred and eleven that upon a few hours’ warning could be sent up the 
river St. Lawrence and by the canal around the St. Lawrence Rapids and by 
the Welland Canal to the Great Lakes to destroy our great citiesand our exten- 
sive commerce there. 

As has been said, Great Britain from her fortified harbors and naval stations 
at Halifax and Bermuda could in a few hours send her great war ships, armed 
with fo: steel breech-loading rifles, throwing projectiles Weighing a ton or 
more a distance of 10 miles and upward, to destroy the principal cities along 
our Atlantic seacoast; and at Victoria on Vancouver Island she keeps con- 
stantly from one to three war ships convenient to the commercial cities along 
the Sound and upon the Columbia River, and within forty-eight hours to the 
wealthy and populous city of San Francisco. She has recently ordered, as has 
been stated, in the public press of this country, twenty Armstrong 80-ton guns 
for her fortifications at Vancouver Island, to frown on our defenseless coast just 
across the straits of Juan de Fuca, and she has notified the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad Company to be ready to transport them with other war material across 
the continent in April next. 

Even Chili a war vessel that could anchor outside the Golden Gate 
at San Francisco and destroy the city, or ignoring what we call forts there, our 
structures of brick and mortar and sand, armed with antiquated smooth bore 
cast-iron guns, insufficiently mounted and out of repair, steam unharmed up to 
the wharves of the city and under penalty of destruction lay the city under 
tribute, to be paid out of the private funds in her banks or out of the public 
funds in the subtreasury there. I clipped a few days ago—— . 

Mr. Maxey, I suggest to the Senator from Oregon in connection with his 
argument ng the exposed condition of our seaboard that the cotton, 
the grain, all the products of the interior which are found in the great cities of 
New York and so on, are in warehouses near the wharves, and therefore in the 
most exposed condition to an attack by a naval vessel of any other portion of 
these seaports, and the destruction of them would be the destruction of a vast 
amount of property owned by people far in the interior and removed from the 


seaboard, 

Mr. Dorn. I called attention to that matter in some remarks I made on the 
fortification bill when it was under discussion atthe last session. The accumnu- 
lations of all our manufacturing and agricultural products are in the seaports 
and subject to capture and destruction, and the capture or destruction of one of 
these seaports would derange all our internal commerce. 

But to return to San Francisco. I clipped from a San Francisco paper a few 
days since an imaginary description of an attack on San Francisco y two of 
the armored vessels of Great Britain. I ask thatit be read. It will be interest- 
ing at this time as something that is quite possible if not probable. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“ Lieutenant Greble, of the artillery, pictured an attack on San Francisco by 
two British ironclads, the Benbow and the Collingwood. The Benbow has two 
16-inch 110-ton breech-loading rifles and ten 6-inch breech-loaders in broadside. 
The Collingwood has four 12-inch breech-loaders and six 6-inch breech-loadi 
riflesin broadside. Both command arange of some8to9 miles. The command- 
ing officer demands the surrender of the city. The demandis refused. Twenty- 
four hours are allowed for the departure of the women and the children; then 
the two ships take up a pesna nside the bar, south of Point Lobos, within 7 
miles of the city hall. ‘Suddenly a roar is heard, followed by another and an- 
other; soon the of the shells is followed by the crash of falling build- 
ings; fire breaks out in a hundred different places; the fire department is help- 
less; the socialist and anarchist revel in the wholesale destruction, and strip and 
burn the buildings which the shells have spared; the whole city is on fire; men 
are looking out to save themselves, leaving their property to the mercy of Prov- 
idence. San Francisco, the pride of the Golden State, is destroyed, and the 
enemy has a foothold on American soil which it will cost many lives to recover. 
A y with 233,000 inhabitants, $245,000,000 of pro ty 800 steamers or sailing 
vessels in its harbor, and vast interests of various kinds is dead, or so stricken 
that it will take years and years to nurse it back to its present prosperity.’ ” 

Mr. Dotrn. Do Senators like the picture? As I have said, the realization is 
possible, and I might say I think truly probable. What is true of San Fran- 
cisco uau of every commercial city along our entire seacoasts and upon the 


great es. 

The truth is that to-day the United States is under heavy bonds to keep the 
peace with all the world. The defenseless condition of our coasts and our un- 
protected commerce guaranties that in our intercourse with other nations we 
will observe the rules of courtesy and international law; nay, more, they place 


rt upon either coast into- 


us at a humiliating disadvantage in any such controversy. In any such contro- 
versy we must be constantly reminded that discretion is the bettér part of valor. 
I say this without underrating our power and our resources and the courage 
and the patriotism of our people. 

It has said, and I repeat it, that with our great resources and our means 
of internal commerce and the patriotism and the courage of our people we 
could hurl the combined armies of the world from our shores; but in the mean 
time, in a contest with a great naval power, our great commercial cities would 
be exposed to destruction, our commerce would be swept from the face of the 
seas, our internal commerce would be deranged, and every industry of the coun- 
try would be paralyzed. Such a condition of affairs is not creditable to the 
American Congress. To allow it longer to continue is criminal. 

I do not understand that there is anythingin our relations with foreign coun- 
tries at this time to make the question of coast defenses more urgent than it has 
been heretofore. It has for years been urged upon our attention, I do notfear 
a rupture with Great Britain. Ifthe friendship of the two nations is not suffi- 
cent to sporene war and compel a resort to arbitration in case of national differ- 
ences, if war or with Great Britain depends as it does with other nations 
upon motives of self-interest, still there is no danger of war with Great Britain. 
She is under as heavy bonds to keep the peace with us as we are with hey, and 
while we might not be able to meet her in a naval conflict upon the great seas 
with her great iron ships, as was intimated by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER], we would soon be able to provide vessels of speed and power 
enough to sweep her commerce from the seas; and we could, with but a few 
hours’ warning, occupy her possessions upon this continent with an invincible 
army. We would come out of the struggle able to make her pay for the cost of 
the war and for the damages she had done; we would come out with the vigor 
of youth in a condition to rapidly recuperate from our losses, while she would 
come out of the conflict with great loss to her commerce and the loss of her pos- 
sessions upon the American continent, 


The following is an extract from a lecture upon the defense of the 
seacoast of the United States, delivered before the United States Naval 
War College by Bvt. Brig. Gen. Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, 
colonel Corps of Engineers, November, 1887: 

The present humiliating condition of the country, arising from the neglect of 
this subject, can hardly be expressed in more forcible language than that at- 
trib to Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, who, when Secretary of War, was in a 
sition to have his attention officially directed to the matter. He is quoted as 
recently saying: “During my term as Secretary of War you recall there was a 
diplomatic difficulty with Chili. {was in trepidation for some time lest she 
should send an iron-clad up the coast and exact a heavy tribute—millions of 
dollars in fact—from San Francisco, under threat of laying the city in ashes, which 
she could easily havedone. Any of the t naval powers of the world could 
do such a thing—along our Atlantic seaboard, for instance—in case of trouble. 
Of course had we entered upon a war with Chili she would have got the worst 
of itin the end, but it would have taken time enough to obtain a navy before 
we could have even begun offensive operations. In point of fact, there is much 
latent hostility against us among foreign nations, and it would often be easy to 
bring on a war, But we are not in a condition forit, and all the worid knows 
it, ence our foreign policy lacks self-respect and a proper assertion of our na- 
tion’s dignity and power. We would be at first at the mercy of foreign states 
in ease of hostilities, and our Government has to be humble in its diplomacy in 
consequence, 

Mr. President, is it wise that this defenseless condition of our coasts 
and our commerce should be permitted to continue? We have never 
until quite recently acted upon such a theory. Even before the Reyo- 
lution the colonies had made a feeble attempt to fortify the principal 
harbors upon the Atlantic coast, and during that memorable struggle an 
insignificant fortification of sand and palmetto logs erected to defend the 
harbor of Charleston, mounting thirty guns, commanded by Colonel 
Moultrie, successfully defended the harbor, and after a battle of ten 
hours defeated a British fleet of two frigates and six sloops, carrying 
two hundred and seventy guns. 

After the Revolution fortifications were provided for our principal 
Atlantic seaports. Some of them did good service during the war of 
1812, but the greater portion, owing to their defective design and con- 
struction, proved to be of no practical value. 

In 1816 a board of engineers, appointed to recommend a system of 
fortifications for our seacoast, originated the first general system of sea- 
coast defense upon this continent, and the construction of the defenses 
recommended by that board was commenced and prosecuted for forty- 
five years, and resulted in the masonry works which are found in our 
principal harbors, and which, until the breaking out of the rebellion, 
were sufficient for their defense and equal to any possessed by, any nar 
tion upon the globe, but which, by reason of the improvements that have 
been made in guns and projectiles in the last quarter of a century, have 
become worthless. 

After the war of the rebellion the construction of fortifications was 
continued, but sand was substituted for masonry. Since 1875 no ap- 
propriations for coast defenses have been made, not, it is believed, be- 
cause, in the opinion of Congress, coast defenses are not necessary, but 
it is fair to presume because it had become apparent that because ot 
the improvements which had been made in guns and in projectiles an 
entirely new system of coast defenses was ired. 

No one is more desirous than myself that the United States shall for 
all time maintain an honorable peace with all the nations of the earth. 
War, at best, is brutal, barbarous, and costly. It settles controversies 
by force and by chance, which should be settled upon principles of rea- 
son and justice; but, judging from our own experience and the history 
of other nations, we need not hope that we can always maintain an 
honorable and that our present peaceful relations with all the 
nations of the earth will always continue. Norare we justified in such 
a belief by the course of other nations, who are providing themselves 
with great nayal establishments of modern war-ships and fortifying 
their coasts, and, in the case of Great Britain, fortifying naval stations 
in close proximity to our own coast, and preparing for either defensive 
or offensive warfare. 

The best means of preserving peace is to be prepared for war; and I 
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am certain that I voice the sentiment of the thoughtful and business 
portion of our people when I assert that the time has arrived when 
the United States should again resume the work of fortifying our 
coast. We can now undertake the work with the advantage of the ex- 
perience of other nations, and with the aid of the services of an engi- 
neer and o ce corps of officers as thoroughly informed on the sub- 
ject of coast defense and as thoroughly qualified for the work as those 
of any other nation. ` 

Almost every question connected with the subject of coast defenses 
has been examined by boards of Army and Navy officers, by commit- 
tees of Congress, and a board appointed for that p under author- 
ity of an act of Congress has reported a plan which now is before Con- 
gress for action. 

We should no longer delay legislative action for fear future inven- 
tions and future improvements will make a change of plan necessary; 
nor need we hesitate to enter upon the work of providing a system of 
coast defenses for want of funds. 

The great question now is, not how to get money into theTreasury, 
but how to dispose of that which is already there. By the last Treas- 
ury statement it appears that there is now in the Treasury nearly 
$700,000,000, and that after providing for the payment of all the obli- 
gations of the Government which are due, and for the payment of in- 
terest which has accrued but is not due, and keeping on deposit $100,- 
000,000 for the payment of the United States notes and over 
$100,000,000 for the redemption of national-bank notes, we have some- 
thing like $120,000,000 in the Treasury idle, which can properly be 
applied to any great national object. 

All will agree, I think, that if this great work is to be undertaken 
it should be upon some plan adopted in advance, by which the money 
will be economically and systematically expended, and the plan of the 
work not liable to be changed with every change in the War Depart- 
ment or at the will or caprice of every Secretary of War. 

By the bill underconsideration it is proposed to adopt such a plan—the 
plan recommended by the Board on Fortifications and other Defenses— 
and by a rule sufficiently rigid to prevent unadvised and hasty changes 
and at the same time sufficiently flexible to allow such changes as time 
and experience may determine to be necessary. 

If the work is to be undertaken an important question is, how shall 
it be undertaken? What provision shall be made for the continuance 
of the work? Shall it be commenced by an appropriation suflicient 
only for the organization of a force for the supervision of the work and 
for operations for a single year, so that a failure of appropriations, 
which is possible and I might say probable, the next year would re- 
quire a disorganization of the force, a cessation of the work, loss to the 
Government in caring for the work, and on account of damages to the 
uncompleted work by the elements? 

Our experience in connection with other public works, and especially 
works for the improvement of rivers and harbors, it appears to me, 
should induce Congress in entering upon this great work of fortifying 
our coasts to make such provision that when once entered upon itshall 
be prosecuted without interruption until completion. The bill under 
consideration undertakes to accomplish this by appropriating at one 
time the whole amount required for the completion of the works pro- 
vided for in the bill, to be available from year to year as required. 

In a work of such national importance, and involving so great an ex- 
penditure, Congress should be guided by the experience of other na- 
tions, and by our own and by the recommendations of the officers of the 
Army and Navy, who have made the subject of coast defense and kin- 
dred subjects the study of a lifetime. It should not hastily put aside 
the recommendations of such officers at the suggestion or the importu- 
nity of inventors of new guns and projectiles or explosives, or to adopt 
any theory which has not been tried. 

One man proposes to defend our coasts with mines or fixed torpedoes. 
Another would defend them with movable torpedoes, Another asserts 
that with an abundance of modern guns our harbors can be defended 
without costly fortifications. Another proposes to defend the coasts 
with a navy. A little consideration I think will show that to defend 
our coasts with a navy alone is impracticable on accountof their great 
extent, their numerous harbors, and the great cost. Guns upon fixed 
batteries on shore are far more effective than guns afloat, while guns 
afloat are more expensive in the first instance and for maintenance than 
guns on shore. 

To provide a perfect defense for any one of our harbors by ships or 
floating batteries alone, it would be necessary to provide a greater num- 
ber and higher power guns than those which could be brought against 
them by the enemy. Even then we would be at a disadvantage, be- 
cause if we lost a battle we would not only lose our fleet but the in- 
terests to be defended, while the enemy defeated at most would only 
lose his fleet. 

Again, a perfect defense of our extended coast by a navy would re- 
quire the same preparation at every harbor. As we could not know 
where the enemy was to strike, we would necessarily have to be pre- 
pared at every point. To illustrate, suppose there were a fleet of iron- 
clads rendezyoused at Bermuda or Halifax intending to attack our 
coast. Sucha fleet could strike any one of our great seaports along 
the Atlantic or Gulf coasts with impunity, knowing that all our float- 
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ing defenses were a thousand miles away. So, while I think it would 
be possible to defend our extendéd seacoasts with a navy, I believe it 
would be impracticable on account of the great cost. 

Other less expensive methods of harbor defense which have been ad- 
vocated may be dismissed with the statement that it seems to be con- 
ceded by those best qualified to judge that for an economical and effi- 
cient defense of a seaport modern high-power guns uponshore, protected 
from the enemy’s fire, with mines, movable torpedoes, torpedo-boats, 
electric lights, and other accessory defenses are required, 

I find this question so admirably discussed by Brig. Gen. Henry L. 
Abbot in one of the course of lectures before referred to that I shall ask 
to incorporate in my remarks a quotation from it. He said: 


One savant informs us that inexpensive submarine mines, easily improvised, 
are sufficient to close any harbor; another proposes movable torpedoes under 
control from the shore, or from armored rafts at anchor, as the needful panacea; 
another simply advocates a line of turrets, armed with modern high-power 
guns; another finds a perfect defense in a few disappearing guns fi from 
pits; another would trust to a swarm of torpedo-boats of the approved type, 
while another pins his faith solely upon a fleet of armored ships-of-war. e 
truth is, such crude assertions map the utterer as a military quack. All of 
these devices, and others, find useful applications, but assoon asa serious study 
of our harbors is made it becomes apparent that there are locations where, so 
far from being sufficient, each of them in turn is quite va licable. 

There is no medicine which will cure all the ills to w flesh is heir; and 
the same is eminently true of an exposed seacoast, 
tion can in general be secured only by a complex combination of many ele- 
ments, v: ng according to locality to an extent which forbids any summary 
not couched in the most comprehensive terms. Each individual case must be 
a on its own merits, 

In general, an important seaport well defended implies: (1) the effective ob- 
struction of all water approaches against the enemy, leaving free entrance and 
exit for our own vessels; (2) protection of these obstructions and security for their 
operators and their flanking guns against e by boat parties; (3) so hea’ 

a fire of modern high-power sand mortars over all the approaches as tod 
the most powerful armored fleet able to operate in the channels leading to these 
auxiliary defenses; (4) a heavy flanking fire of medium and small projectiles 
over the obstructed zone; (5) provision for offensive returns nst armored 
counterminers 5 6) the power of illuminating the obstructions at night, so far 
as this is physically possible; (7) a swarm of torpedo-boats which, safe behind 
the barrier, are always ready to sally out and carry the war to the enemy’s fleet 
when favorable opportunities occur. 

bors of minor importance may be sufficiently defended upon less elabo- 
rate systems; but at the ports which the Fortification of 1886 reported as 
see ey requiring defenses” it would be criminal to neglect any of 

ose named. 


Mr. President, knowing that the Committee on Appropriations is de- 
sirous of calling up for consideration the District appropriation bill and 
putting it upon its passage this afternoon, I shall not longer take up 
the time of the Senate at this time in advocating this bill. I believe 
that its passage, or the passage of some similar measure, is required by 
considerations of national safety, national prosperity, and national 
honor. ; 

I ask that the report of the committee be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. DoLPH, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, submitted the following 
re ep se accompany bill S. 62): 

he Committee on Coast Defenses, having had under consideration the bill 
(S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, respectfully re- 
port the same back with amendments and recommend its passage. 

The following is a copy of the bill as proposed to be amended: 

“TS. 62, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 
“A bill to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, 

** Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That for the sp of providing the fortifica- 
tions and other defenses recommended by the rd appointed by the Presi- 
dent under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled ‘An act ee ee 
ions for fortifications and other works of defense and for the armament thereof 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
3, 1885, for the ports named in the report ofthe said board as the ports at which 
fortifications are most urgently needed, namely: New York, San Francisco, 
Boston, the lake ports, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, Philadelphia, Washing- 
ton, Baltimore, Portland, Me., Rhode Island ports in Narragansett Bay, Ke 
West, Charleston, S. C., Mobile, New London, Savannah, Galveston, Portland, 
Oregon, Pensacola, Fla., Wilmington, N. O., San Diego, Cal., Portsmouth, N. 
H., defenses of Cumberland Sound at Fort Clinch, defenses of ports of the Ken- 
nebec River at Fort Popham, New Bedford, Mass., defenses of ports on the 
Penobscot River, Maine, at Fort Knox and New Haven, Conn., there be, and is 
hereby, ps eaghtnadery out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $126,377,800. 

*“Src, 2. That said appropriation shall be available only as follows: 

“ For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, $21,500,000, for each fiscal year there- 
after, for the period of eleven years, $9,000,000, and for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, $5,877,800, all of said on panacea) to be available until expended. 

“Sec, 3. That said sum shall be expended under the direction of the Presi- 
dent for the pu of providing fortifications and other defenses for the ports 
aforesaid, and the armament therefor, and the purchase of sites for the said 
fortifications, substantially in accordance with the recommendations of said 
board, until Congress shall otherwise provide, and shall be apportioned be- 
tween said ports in accordance with the consolidated estimate of the cost of 
said defenses found upon page 28 of said report, and the work shall be, as near 
as may be, commenced at the same time at each of said ports, and shall arena 
as rapidly as said annual appropriations willadmit of: Provided, That ifatany 
time the Secretary of War, upon the advice of the board of Army officers here- 
inafter provided for, and with the approval of the President, shall recommend 
to Congress any changes in the plans for the fortifications of any of said pons 
or the armament therefor, work may be suspended upon the same so as 
would become necessary if such changes should be authorized until after the ad- 
journment of Congress, if then in session, and if not then in session, until after 
the adjournment of the next session thereof, when, if such changes have not 
been authorized by Congress, work shall be resumed under the plans recom- 
mended by said board, 

“SEC, 4. The floating batteries and torpedo-boats recommended by said board 
shall be constructed under the supervision of the Secretary of the Navy, but the 
plans and specifications for the same shall first be approyed by him, and he may 
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appoint an advisory board of not more than ten officers of the Navy, who shall 
ereinafte’ 


be removable at his pleasure. Thatall such vessels, except as h r other- 
wise provided, shall be built by contract, and in the construction of the same 
all the provisions of the act of August entitled ‘An act to increase the 
nayal establishment,’ as to the material for said vessels, their boilers, 
and machinery, the contracts under which they are to be built, the notice of and 
pro} for the same, the plans, drawings, and specifications therefor, and the 
my of executing said contracts, shall be observed and followed, and said 
vessels shall be built in compliance with said act, so far as the same relates to 
vessels constructed under contract, save that in all their parts they shall be of 
domestic manufacture, and if reasonable bids can be obtained therefor, consid- 
ering the cost and risk of navigating and transporting the same, if constructed 
elsewhere, the floating batteries and torpedo-boats intended for use on the Pa- 
cific coast shall be constructed on that coast. 

“Src. 5, The guns for the armament of said floating batteries and t o- 
boats shall be fabricated atthe gun factory of the United States atthe Wash- 
ington navy-yard, and for the purpose of providing the material for guns and 
armor for said vessels the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to make 
contracts with responsible steel. manufacturers, after suitable advertisements, 
to continue not less than thirty days,in newspapers most likely to reach the 
manufacturers addressed, for the supply of rough-bored, rough-turned, and 
tempered steel in forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern war- 
fare, and steel, finished, for armor, shafting,and other nayal purposes, in quan- 
tity not less than 10,000 gross tons, in quality and dimensions conforming to 
specifications, subject to on and tests at stage of manufacture, 
and in the case of ordnance including all the parts of each caliber specified: 
Provided, That no money shall be expended except in payment for steel ac- 
cepted and delivered; that each bidder shall have or contract to erect in 
the United States a suitable plant, including the best modern pk merece capa- 
ble of making all the steel required, and of finishing it, in acco’ ce with the 
contract, and agree in the case of an ordnance contract to deliver yearly a spec- 
ified quantity of each caliber, the time of delivery of the smaller calibers to com- 
mence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months and thatof the larg- 
est calibers at the expiration of not more than three years from the date of the 
acceptance of the contract; and thatall the forgings shall be manufactured in 
the United States. x 

“Sro, 6. That the construction of the fortifications and their armament, the 
fabrication of gunsand -carriages for fortifications, submarine mines, and all 
such defe: except fioating batteries and torpedo-boats, shall be under the 
supervision of the Secretary of War, but before any money is expended on any 
such fortifications or other defenses, the plans and specifications for the same 
shall be approved by the Secretary of War, who may appointan advisory board 
of not more than ten officers of the Army, to be removableat his pleasure. All 
works as herein provided, except when done atGovernment shops, shall be done 
by contract or otherwise, as may be most econo! and advantageous to the 
Government, The guns shall be fabricated at a gun fi to be established at 
guns 
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are copies of 

nd of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Navy: 

“War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 28, 1£83, 

“Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 20th 

ultimo, inclosing a copy of Senate bill 62, Fiftieth Congress, first session, ‘to pro- 

vide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses,’ and requesting the views of 

this De tin to the proposition to appropriate in one bill the whole 

amount estimated for the wo proposed, the proposition to adopt the Bs ws 

other- 


rks 
of the Fortifications Board of 1885 as to the character of the defense until 
wise ord 


+ 
ith a report of the 6th instant from the Chief of Engineers, expressing the 
opinion: that the appropriation in one bill of the whole amount AE fiiya will 
result in the most economical and a of the works in question, 
that the position to adopt the report of the Fortification as to the char- 
Re. defenses until otherwise ordered by Congress is judicious, and that 
e ions of the bill, modified as by the of Engineers, are 
suitable for rS Croio as far as the direction of the work will be under 
the control of this rtmen' 
“ The views of the Chief of Engineers and the recommendations of the Chief 
of Ordnance andof bent Board of res, eens are aera in by this Department. 
“ Very respectf our ol ent servant, 
gt sigh “WILLIAM C, ENDICOTT, 
“ Secretary of War. 
“Hon. J.N. DOLPH, 


“Chairman Commitice on Coast Defenses, United States Senate.” 


acter of 


“THe BOARD or ENGINEERS, ARMY BUILDING, 
“ New York City, January 3, 1888. 

H GESERAL: The Board of Engineers, to which was referred, by your indorse- 
ment of December 20, 1887, the letter of the Senate Committee on Coast Defenses 
of December 20, 1887, inclosing Senate bill 62, ‘to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defi that it has caref 
ined sections 1, 2, 3, and the first twelve lines o; 


exam- 


’ have the honor to ioe gis 
of the 


rt 
section 6, being so mu 


bill as refers to the land or fixed defenses of the coast usually constructed by 
the Co: of Engineers, and beg leave to submit the following suggestions: 

“Section 1 enumerates twenty-seven positions upon our coasts designated by 
the Fortification Board of 1885 as ports ‘ where defenses are most urgent,’ and 
appropriates in one sum the cost of the works for these ports as estimated by 
the board, Pame, $126,377,800. 

“Section 2 divides the above sum into thirteen parts, one of which shall be 
br each year for thirteen years, beginning July 1, 1888, and ending June 


901. 

‘These sections appropriate in one bill the whole amount estimated for the 
works proposed; a change from the usual course followed in the construction 
of public works, but 2 change which, in the opinion of this board, will result in 
the most economical and speedy completion of the works in question. 

“All mces in the construction of public works show that the great 
source of cost is the irregular and partial a made for 
their erection. From the ion of operations it oi ppens that com- 
pleted work is badly daxonged DY, natural causes, and upon resumption of oper- 
ations has to be largely repaired or else entirely renewed. 

“This is also true of pani tools, and appliances, while a still further source 
of expense is created y the rsion of the workmen, who have become 
skilled in the several kinds of work in hand. With one appropriatian made 
available in a term of years the work goes on continuously; advantage can be 
taken of the markets in the purchase of materials, and the entire work is fin- 
ished in the shortest possible time and at the smallest cost. 

“It is suggested that in line 9 of section 2 the following words be added : ‘All 
of said sum upon appropriation to be available until expended.’ 

“In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘ aforesaid,’ introduce the words ‘and the 
purchase of sites for the said fortifications substantially ;’ so that it will read: 
* That said sum shall be expended under the direction of the President for the 
purpose of providing fortifications and other defenses for the ports aforesaid 
and the purchase of sites for the said fortifications, substantially in accordance 
with the recommendation of said board.’ 

“The Board on Fortifications of 1885 did not make any detailed plans for the 
fortifications of the several ports. They selected the ports ‘where defenses are 


most nt,’ stated the number, caliber, and character of the guns to be 
mounted, the nature of the batteries, whether turrets, armored casemates, em- 
placements in ba: or mortar. eries, together with submarine mines, but 


did not ve any dimensions, shape, figure, or site to the works or the number 
of guns in each description of battery. This will require careful study and may 
result in a diminution of certain calibers and an increase in others, and in the 
necessity of sites not now owned by the United States. 

“This latitude, it issu „Should be given the President. 

“This board does not believe there should be any departure from the char- 
acter of the fixed defenses suggested by the Fortification Board of 1885, namely: 
‘Shore batteries which may be armored turrets, revolving or fixed, armored 
casements and emplacements in barbette’—‘armed with pow cannon 
needed to repel attack from the most formidable ships.’ 

“In section 6 it is su that, if an advisory board is to be organized, in 
line 8, after the word ‘Army,’ the words ‘skilled in fortifications, their arma- 
ment, and its use’ be inserted, so that it shall read * * * ‘advisory board 
of not more than ten officers of the crete fy skilled in fortifications, their arma- 
ment, and its use, who shall be appointe vi the President.” * * * Butit is 
thought a smaller board would be more efficient. 

“It is also suggested that in section 6, line 10, after the word ‘pleasure,’ lines 
land 12, and the first three words of line 13 be amended so as to read as follows: 
‘All works as herein ed shall be done by contract or otherwise, as may be 
most economical and advantageous to the Government.’ ` 

‘This is the language adopted by Con; for tbe construction of river and 
oe improvements, and has been found to work with advantage to the United 


tes. 
i ` y papers which were referred to the board in this case are herewith re- 


urned, 
“Respectfully submitted. 
x “ THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 


of Engineers. 
“HENRY L. of, 
“Çol. of Engineers, Bvt. Brig. Gen. 


“ Lieut. Col. of "Engineers and But. Brig. Gen, 
“Brig. Gen. J. C. DUANE, 
“Chief of Engineers, U. S. Army, Washington, D, C” 


“OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
“UNITED STATES ARMY 
“ Washington, D. C., January 6, isas, 
“Sre: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate bill No. 62, re- 
ferred to this office for report, and in returning it invite attention to the report 
of the Board of Engineers herewith, the recommendations of which are con- 


in. 

“Tt is believed that the appropriation in one bill of the whole amount esti- 
mated will result in the most economical and speedy completion of the works 
in question. Experience has fully demonstrated that any attempt 
and complete works of importance by means of small eo tg ring eae made at 
——- intervals has always resulted in great increase in cost, 

ure. 

“The proposition to adopt the report of the Endicott board as to the charac- 
ter of the defenses until otherwise ordered by Congress is regarded as judicious. 
The provisions of the bill, modified as su by the Board of Engineers, are 
considered suitable for practical execution so far as the direction of the work 
will be Sure the control of the War btn pecker 

J respectfully, your obedient servan 
ax! “J. ©. DUANE, 
“ Brig. Gen., Chief of Engineers. 

“Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 

Secretary of War.” 
“ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, D. O., January 11, 1888. 

“Sm: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill No, 62, first session 
Fiftieth Congress, ‘to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses,’ 
and to report on those provisions relating to the manufacture and purchase of 
ordnance material. 

“Line 9 of section 2 should read as follows: ‘All of said sum to be available | 
until expended.’ x 

“In section 3, line 3, after the words ‘ other defenses,’ add the words ‘and the 
armament therefor ;’ so that it shall read : ‘for the purpose of providing fortifi- 
cations and other defenses, and the armament therefor, for the ports afore- 


“Tn section 3, line'14, after the word ‘fortifications,’ add the words ‘ or the ar- 

mament therefor,’ so that it shall read, ‘any changes in the plans for the forti- 
ions, or the armament therefor, or any of said ports.’ 

“In section 6, line 7, after the words ‘for the same,’ insert the words ‘subject 


1888. 


to the approval of the of War, shall be submitted for recommendation 
to, in p of the words * beapproved by;’ sothatit will read: ‘the plans 
and s cations for the same, subject to the approval of the ares he ar, 
shall submitted for recommendation to an advisory board,’ chan 
makes the section consistent with existing law, and with section 3, providing for 
this board as advisory to the Secretary of War. 

“In section 6, line 8, after the word ‘Army,’ the words ‘skilled in fortifica- 
tions, their armament and its use,’ should be inserted; so that it shall read: 
‘An advisory board of not more than ten officers of the Army, skilled in forti- 
fications, their armament and its use, shall be appointed by the President.’ 

“In the same section, line 10, after the word * pleasure,’ lines 11 and 12, and 
the first three words of line 13, should be amended so as to read as follows: ‘All 
work, as herein provided, except when done at Government shops, shall be 
done by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and advantageous 
to the Government.’ 

“Inthe same section, line 14, after the words ‘established at,’ substitute the 
words ‘ Watervliet Arsenal, New York,’ in place of the words * Frankford Ar- 
senal, Pennsylvania.’ The Watervlict Arsenal was recommended as the most 
suitable site fora gon factory by the Gun-Foundry Board ot 1884. A re-exam- 
ination of this site for the purpose of a gun factory, and also of the Frankford 
arsenal, Pennsylvania, was made during the past year by a special board of 
ordnance officers. This board also deci in fayor of the superior eligibility, 
on the whole, of the Watervliet arsenal, and the Department has already con- 
centrated some gun plant and co work at that point. (See pages 18 
and 22, report of the Chief of Ordnance for 1887, copy herewith. 

“In the same section, line after the word ‘tempered,’ insert the word 
‘annealed;’ so that line 21 shall read: ‘rough-bored, rough-turned, oil-tem- 
pered, and annealed steel,’ 


“In the same section, line 36, after the words * calibers,’ add the words 
‘required under the advertisement;’ so that it l read as follows: 
“t # + + The timeof delivery of the smaller calibers to commence at the 


expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that of the largest calibers 
required under the advertisement at the expiration of not more than three years 
from the date of the acceptance of the contract * * +) 

“In establishing a plant for gun. steel, and in commencing the manufacture 
of guns, both economy and efficiency, as well as ultimate success, will more 
surely result by beginning first with the smaller calibers and working ap grad- 
ually, after some experience has been acquired, to the larger ones. (5 pages, 
report of House Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress, copy herewith.) Itisthoughtthatthesteelforgunsof not more 
than 12 inches caliber should first be procured. With the experience and 
cuniary help thus gained the manufacturers could produce more successfully the 
heavier masses required for the calibers, as 14 inches and 16 inches. 

“In the same section, lines 40 and 41, after the words ‘erect at the,’ substitute 
the words ‘ Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.,’ in place of the words ‘ Frank- 
ford Arsenal, near Philadelphia, Pa.’ 

“Tn the same section, line 46, after the words ‘ gun-carriages,’ substitute these 


words, ‘necessary equipments for said guns and ,’ in place of the 
words ‘ ordnance paces oat so that it shall : ‘For fin and assem- 
bling the guns adapted to modern warfare, up to and including largest ap- 
proved sizes, and for the manufacture of gun-ca and the necessary equip- 
ments for guns and carriages forthe Army * * * .’ 

“In the same section, line 47, after the words ‘million dollars,’ add the 


words: ‘and provided further, that to meet present necessities, and until the 
manufacturers of steel in the larger masses is sufficiently developed, the Secre- 
tary of War may at his discretion contract for cast-iron es for breech-load- 
ing, steel-hooped, rifled mortars, after due advertisement, and under the usual 

fications required by the War Department for procuring cast-iron pms: 
the mortars to be fabricated at the gun factory as hereinbefore provided for, or 
by contract, as the Secretary of War may direct.’ The Board on Fortifications 
and other Defenses that some 12-inch mortars would be required. 
The Department has under testa 12-inch breech-loading, cast-iron, steel-hoope d 
mortar, which has given satisfactory results; and it may be for the interest os 
the tpt Aracne nesa to Tord part of bor at gc ae similar plan. 

‘ery respectfully, your obed. servant, 
“S, V. BENET. 
“ Brig. Gen., Chief Ordnance. 
“Copy of bill amended as herein suggested inclosed herewith, 
“Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
“Secretary of War, Washington, D. 0.” 


“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washinglon, February 20, 1888, 
“DEAR Sim: I haye the honor epg rie receipt of your letter of the 
20th instant, with a copy of Senate bill No. 62 inclosed. 
“Iam in sympathy with the purpose of Senate bill No.62. The design of the 
on is to appropriate upon alarge scheme, covering the subject of coast and har- 


r defense, 
“I take the liberty of suggesting that it is unwise to tie up to the recommen- 
dations of the Board on Fortifications so that no mone rong be spent except in 
seexcenee Fade the specific recommendations of that unless application 

made ngress. $ 

“The same board would doubtless make some changes in their recommenda- 
tion if they should now reconsider their report. Itis not to be supposed that 
there has not some improvement taken place in the art of war since that time, 
The matter is carefully guarded by the proviso that boards of rt officers 
shall act in co-operation with the Secretaries, and I would suggest it is not 
necessary to restrict to the specific recommendations of the Fortifications Board. 


“W, OC. WHITNEY, 
“Secretary of the Navy. 


All the amendments recommended by the Chief of Engineers and Chief of 
Ordnance, except one proposed by the Chief of Ordnance, have been adopted b 
the committee. The amendment proposed by the Chief of Ordnance, which i 


not Poa ay is as follows: 
3 Surther, That to meet present necessities, and until the manufacture 
of steel in the larger masses is sufficiently developed, the Secretary of War ma 
at his discretion contract for cast-iron bodies for breech-loading, steel-h R 
rifled mortars, after due advertisement, and under the usual specifications re- 
uired by the War Department for procuring cast-iron guns; the mortars to be 
ricated at the factory, as hereinbefore provided for, or by contract, as 
the Secretary of War may direct.” 
The Chief of Ordnance ya res 
“The Department has under testa 12-inch breech-loading cast-ion steel-hooped 
mortar, which has given very satisfactory results, and it may be for the interest 
of the Government to make part of the mortars on a similar plan.” 
The committee are not convinced that hybrid mortars with cast-iron bodies 
and steel hoops are equal to built-u forged steel mortars, or that such an emer- 
ney exists as to require that the Departesent should be authorized to contract 
‘or the construction of inferior guns. 
The Board on Fortifications and other Defenses emphatically recommend 
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cheapness 
a sound conclu- 


sion in this respect is a careful anal made between 


ty of fire. It would be singular if, after ae paip, vege ee i years with the 
alleged intention of profiting by the ex: ce of na! |- 
ufacture of heavy ordnance, we should begin the long-neglected defense of the 
country with accepting a material for guns which, after having been tried by 
leading European nations, has been deliberately rejected in favor of steel, The 
board emphatically recommends steel,” 

The same conclusion was arrived at by the Senate Committee on Ordnance 
and War Ships in their report. They say: 

“6. The costly experiments of twenty-five years have reached a which 
aad fies certain conclusions. Gunsshould be made of open-hearth steel, forged, 

reech-loading, chambered, of calibers ranging from 5 to 16 inches, of lengths 
ranging from 30 to 35 calibers. Armorand projectiles should be made of forged 
eel,” 

In the bill as it was introduced Frankford arsenal, Pennsylvania, was named 
as the location for the gun factory forthe Army. The board known asthe Gun 
Foundry Board, appointed by the President under the provisions of the act ap- 
proved March 1883, for the pingos of examining and reporting to Congress, 
among other “which of navy-yards or arsenals owned by the Goy- 
ernment has the location and is best adapted for the establishment of a 
Government foundry,” recommended "the establishment of two gun factories 
under the control of the Government,” and selected the Watervliet arsenal, 
West Troy, N. Y., as a site for the Army, and the Washington navy-yard, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as the site for the Navy gun a 

During the Forty-ninth Congress the Senator from Connecticut, Mr, HAWLEY, 
repo! favorably from this committee a bill (S. 662) to encourage the manu- 
facture of steel for modern army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, 
and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern army warfare. 

This bill, while pending before the committee, was submitted to the Secre! 
of War for his Paw? y The of War, with a letter dated May 24, 
1886, transmitted to the committee a letter from the Chief of Ordnance to th 

of War, dated May 24, 1886, from which the following is an extract: 


ladelphi 
f War stated in his letter that he concurred in the opinion of 
for the Army should be located at 
Frankford. Thecommittee were also furnished witha copy. of another commu- 
nication, dated April 21, 1886, to the honorable Secretary of War, from the Chief 
of Ordnance, to the same bill, in which he says: 

“ With regard to the location of the Army gun factory, my own views are 
and always have been in favor of the Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. 
This location falfills, in a very degree, the conditions laid down in 
the report of the House Committee on nance and Gunnery (Report No. 1450, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session), name 

“1, Freedom from danger of capture by hostile forces. 

“2. Proximity to establishments to furnish material. 

“3. Facilities for transportation both by water and by rail. 

“4. Proximity to centers of skilled labor. $ 

“5, The utilization of the existing resources of the Government so that du 
regard be had to bpm ys 

“The Board of Fortifications indorsed the recommendation of the Gun 
Foundry Board that there be established two goa factories, one for the Army 
and one for the Navy, but left the question of location an open one. In the 
opinion of this office the Frankford arsenal is considered the best location for 
the aray gun factory.” 

After the bill had been reported and placed upon the Calendar, Mr. HAWLEY, 
by direction of the committee, offe the bill S. 662 as an amendment to the 
fortification appropriation bill, The substance of the bill was reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations as an amendment to the fortification appropria- 
tion bill, but the location of the gun factory was changed to Frankford arsenal, 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Chief of Ordnance and the Sec- 
retary of War, and the bill in that shape passed the Senate. 

The bill under consideration, as introduced, was intended to conform to what 
were sup to be the views of the of War and the Chief of Ord- 
nance. It appears, however, that during last year the Secretary of War ap- 
pointed a board of ordnance officers for the purpose of making an examination 
of the machinery, tools, and appliances both,at Watervliet and Frankford 
aretoa, and to recommend which of them was the more eligible location for 

e gun A 

The Chief ot Ordnance, in his annual report for year ending June 30, 1887, 
says: s 

“CONCENTRATION OF GUN PLANT AT THE WATERVLIET ARSENAL. 


your approval, to take the necessary steps for ascerta‘ g the exact extentand 
capacity of its existing and available tools and machinery adapted to gun work, 
and the most cligible arsenal at which to concentrate them. The om and 


Gun Foundry Board,and practically indorsed by Congress in the appropriation 

gun rel Accordingly, with the 
objects stated in view, the Secretary of War appoin a board of ordnance of- 
ficers to meet at the Watertown arsenal, Massachusetts, on the 29%th of March, 
1887, and to proceed thence to the Watervlict arsenal, New York, and the Frank- 
ford arsenal, Pennsylvania, under special instructions from the Chief of Ord- 
nance. This board, consisting of Lieut. Col. D. W. Flagler, Lieut. Col. A. Mor- 
decai, and Lieut. Col. F. H. Parker, with Capt. Rogers Birnie, jr., as recorder, 
met at the Watertown arsenal as directed. 

“ Following is a copy of the special instructions issued by the Chief of Ord- 
nance, and under which the board was directed to act, namely: 

“**]. The board will make a careful examination of the machinery, tools, 
motors, and appliances at the arsenals named, now used, or which may be used 
in the manufacture jof cannon, whether field, siege, or seacoast, and submit 
their recommendations for the concen on of such portion thereof as ma 
appear necessary and judicious, at either the Watervliet or Frankford arsenal, 
as the board shall determine. It is the intention of the Department to concen- 
trate its available gun plant at one place, believing that such policy will inevi- 
tabiy result in economy and efticiency of manufacture, and probably in the 
steady growth of an establishment that may ultimately prove adequate for the 
manufacture of experimental guns, and service guns to a limited extent. 

“The guns that the Department has now under manufacture or contem- 
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pitts manufacturing, during the present and the next fiscal year, are as fol- 
ows: 

“Twenty-five 3.2-inch breech-loading field-guns, steel—see inclosed design. 
The forgings for these guns are now under contract, and deliveries will begin 
within the next three months, 

“One experimental 5-inch breech-loading siege rifle, steel—see design in- 
clesed—now under fabrication at the Watertown arsenal. 7 

“One experimental 7-inch breech-loading howitzer, steel—see design here- 
with—the forgings for which are now ready for the manufacture of the piece. 

“One experimental 8-inch Earne 3 rifle, steel, and— 

“One experimental 10-inch breech-loading rifle, steel—see plans herewith. 
The forgings for these two guns will be delivered within the next two months. 

“2, e buvard will report the probable cost of the installation of this plant 
at the arsenal selected, and also what additional tools and appliances, with 
cost thereof, are necessary for the manufacture of the above experimental 
guns, and for the manufacture of at least twenty-five 3.2-inch field-guns per 


annum. 

“AN thet it is expected to accomplish at present is the bare completion of the 
guns in the least expensive way practicable, as regards plant and facilities. 

“The board will make such recommendations in r: to the proposed work 
as may be su ed from their examinations; and they will also consider the 
transfer of skilled employés from Watertown. 

“3. The will visit the Watervliet and Frankford arsenals for the pur- 
pose of determining from a careful personal examination which arsenal pos- 
sesses the greater sepine and best existing facilities for the effective and 
speedy establishment of the plant in question. In the determination of this 
question they will have due regard to its adaptability for ultimate development 
into a fully equip n-factory. A provision for such an establishment was 
embodied in the fortifications bills in both Houses of Congress and in conference 
last session, the Watervliet and Frankford arsenals being the only sites con- 
sidered by Congress. 

“The Board will therefore keep such ultimate object in view, and will deter- 
mine which of the two sites named, Watervliet or nkford, is, on the whole. 
better adapted to the gyal emia from the character and extent of the shops and 
appliances that would be required from buildings already erected at either 

oint, from the coho gy Go the place to the establishments that will probably 
urnish the material to worked, its security against hostile operations, its 
facilities as regards transportation of material and guns, both by water and 
oi its proximity to the centers of skilled labor, manufacturers’ supplies and 


el. 

“ Facilities for a proof butt, convenient to the works, for firing incidental to 
the manufacture—as the setting out of lining tubes of guns are a desideratum, 
and if practicable at either point should receive due consideration. 

“A full and detailed report is required on these various points based on facts 

rsonally known to the board or which may be develo; by their investiga- 

ions, in order to show clearly the reasons that have guided the board in deter- 
mining on the arsenal selected as the most suitable for the purposes herein 
contemplated, 

`The report of the Gun Foundry Board, with supplement, 1834, and the report 
of the House Committee on Ordnance, firstsession Forty-ninth Congress, 1886, ar 
forwarded herewith for the information of the board.” 

Under these instructions the board made a careful examination as to the char- 
acter and condition of the various tools and machinery on hand at the arsenals 
named, Special study was made of the advantages and facilities possessed by 
each of the two arsenals, Watervliet and Frankford, with reference to the con- 
centration of the plant and the Sosna for gun work, In the determina- 
tion of the important question, which of the two arsenals appeared on the whole 
as best pted to the pro n establishment, the board examined the sub- 
ject with reference to the following considerations : 

1. Present facilities and possibilities for expansion, 

2. Foundations, 

3. Proof butt or other firing facilities. 

4. Facilities for railroad communication. 

5. Facilities for water communication. 

6. Facilities for transporting and receiving gun-metal. 

7. Facilities for transporting and receiving coal. 

8. Facilities for transporting and receiving manufacturers’ supplies of all 


kinds. 

9. Facilities for shipping and transporting guns to required points, 

10, Convenience of proximity of gun factory to establishments that manufact- 
tre forgings; 


Labor. 

12. Safety from hostile operations. 

13. Climate, 

14. Health. è 

In considering these points the board did not confine itself entirely to exist- 
ing conditions, but endeavored to foresee and take into its deliberations and 
conclusions the probable future growth and wants of the country. 

After determining the relative merits and demerits of the two locations, and 
weighing the results, the board reached these final conclusions : 

“After careful consideration of all the points discussed, the board finds that 
in all matters except the following there is no decided superiority in one of 
these arsenals over the other. Watervliet provides excellent foundations, 
whereas Frankford does not; firing facilities can be obtained at Watervliet, but 
not at Frankford ; the former has better facilities for labor, and its water con- 
nection with the northern frontier is of importance; butits great and important 
advantages over Frankford are that the immediate concentration of the Depart- 
ment gun plant can be there effected more cheaply, that it has larger and better 
buildings and more ground for immediate expansion, and that unoccupied ad- 
jacent ish the possibility of extension in the distant future into so 
great an establishment as the future wants of the country may demand. 

“What these future wants may be is indicated by the magnitude of the arma- 
ments that will be required as stated in the report of the Gun Foundry Board, 
1884; the report of the House Committee on Ordnance, first session Forty-ninth 
Congress, 1886; the reportof the Board on Fortifications, 1836, and the fact that 
history shows that these armaments will c and require renewal. 

“The board is of the opinion that Watervliet arsenal is better adapted than 
Frankford for the concentration and installation of the present gun plant of 
the Department, and for the establishment of a fully equipped gun factory.” 

The report of the having been approved by the Secretary of War, steps 
were at once taken to prepare the shops at the Watervliet arsenal for the con- 
templated work, and the necessary instructions were issued to the various 
points for theshipmentto Watervliet of the manmey designated by the board. 

The committee therefore propose to amend the bill to co nd with the 
ao of the Department, and to substitute Watervliet, N. Y., for Frankford, 


The bill adopts the plan recommended by the Board on Fortifications and 
other Defenses, appointed by the President under the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1855, for the defense of the twenty-seven ports named 
in the bill until the same is changed by Congress. TheSecretary of War is au- 
thorized, whenever in his judgment the plan should be chan; , to suspend the 
work until the adjournment of Congress, if in session, or until the adjournment 
of the next oye of een = if not bac pte and to zoomma na pro- 
posed changes ep o Congress, ingress does consen! change 
the work is to proceed according to the plan. 


The following quotation from said report. shows the general character of the 
defenses for the twenty-seven ports named, the construction of which are pro- 
vided for by the bill: 


LIST OF PORTS, WITH DESCRIPTION OF FORTIFICATIONS AND OTHER DEFENSES, 
WITH REFERENCE TO ARMAMENT, MINES, TORPEDOES, ETC. 

1. New York.—This important port must be fortified at both entrances in the 
most thorough manner. Fortifications: Turrets, armored casemates, barbette 
batteries, mortar batteries, Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. 
Eighteen torpedo-boats are recommended for service in this harbor, 


Proposed armament, 


Caliber. Kind. Number.) Remarks, 
16-inch, 110-ton guns.. 18 | B. L. R. 
14-inch. 2 | B. L. R. 
12-inch. 40 | B. L. R. 
10-inch, 2 | B. L. R. 
8-inch. 15 | B. L. R. 
ETS ROSS 144 | Rifled, 
2. San Francisco.—This is a most exposed point, and, owing to the width 


across the channel, difficult to be defended by guns from the shore. Floating 
batteries are consequently required to be added to the defense. Fortifications: 
Turrets, barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will forma part 
of the defense. Eighteen torpedo boats are recommended for service at this 
harbor. Three floating batteries are recommended for the defense in addition 
to the land batteries, 


Proposed armament, 


Caliber. Kind. Number: Remarks. 


3. Boston.—This port has a wide opening to seaward, with three approaches, 
and consequently requires extensive work of defense. Fortifications: Turrets, 
armored casemates, |barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines 
will aig a part of the defense. Eighteen torpedo-boats are recommended for 
service here. 


4. The Lake ports.—The situation gc Beary an explanation becomes nec- 


essary. The treaty of 1817 between the United Statesand England limited each 
party to an insignificant naval force upon the lakes,* At that time the country 
on both sides was undeveloped; with the exception of Detroit there was noth- 
ing perhaps deserving the name of town upon the Upper Lakes, Everything 
has changed; large cities as centers of commerce now dot the coasts of the lake, 
and the wealth and property liable to capture and destruction are enormous in 
amount. In the meanwhile our neighbors over the line have surmounted the 
rapids of the St. Lawrence and the Falls of N; canals which, in their 
pesson; condition, oe the of boats of 9 feet pe rs and when the 

provements shall have been finished will have a depth of 14 feet. The pres- 
ent draught will admit many gunboats now in the possession of Great Britain, 
and when the depth of water is increased armored vessels from the other side 
of the Atlantic may float in the waters of Lake Erie. A state of war, therefore, 
with that power would at this time, unless something be done to avert the con- 
sequences, involve the lake cities in frightful lossesoreyen destruction, These 
cities, being upon the shore, could not by land forts be p: from bombard- 
ment. Fort Wayne, on the Detroit River, if supplied with suitable armament 
well placed, could, with the assistance of submarine mines and tar ety pro- 
hibit a passage into Lake Huron. The canal at the Sault Ste. Marie would also 
demand a fort to protect it from destruction. 

Our commerce on the Upper Lakes is much more extensive than that of Can- 
ada, and doubtless many of the steamers might at a pinch be converted into 
light-armed naval vesse. But to do this, with any prospectof anticipating the 
arrival of British boats after the declaration of war, the vessels should be 
inspected, nning now, and the ions continued, so that a fect 
knowledge t be obtained of the number and description of all that might 
be fit for the service designed, and plans of their modification to receive the’ 
guns be made and kept, so that when the vessels are wanted there should be no 
unnecessary delay in preparing them for service. It is needless to state that 
the guns and other necessary material should also be provided, ready for use at 
a moment's bares 

Upon Lake Ontario the Canadian commerce is superior to ours. Some=pro- 
tection, however, would be needed here, which, imperfect as it is, might serye 


a Rood urpose, 
‘he aval force to be maintained upon the American lakes by His MA7 
and the Government of the United States shall henceforth beconkned to the fol- 
lowing vessels on each side, that is : 
on Lake pecs. to one vessel, not exceeeding 100 tons burden, and armed 
one 18-pound cannon, 
On the u nae lakes, to two vessels, not exceeding like burden each, and armed 
with like force. 
wip the ipee Byron Champlain, to one vessel, not exceeding like burden, 
armed wit e force. 
SAI other armed vessels on these lakes shall be forthwith dismantled, and no 
other vessels of war shall be then built or armed. 


*Arrangement between the United States and Great Britain, made by Rich- 


ard Rush, esq., acting as Secretary of the ent of State, and les 
hl His Britannic jesty’s envoy arapen ukoo ete,, concluded April 28, 


1888. 
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If either party should hereafter be desirous of annulling this stipulation, and 
k be binding 


should give notice to that effect to the other cease to 
after the ex m of six months from the date of such notice. 
The naval force so to be limited shall be restricted to such services as will in 


no respect interfere with the proper duties of the armed vessels of the other 


party. 
It 4 posed to keep in one of the interior lakes of New York vessels armed 
with light guns and yea with be 


of Lake Ontario. 
ent, with the addition of a few &inch rifles, 
to secure Lake Champlain from an inroad. 

It may be observed that one or more fortifications on the St. Lawrence River 
would be required, which, in the event of hostilities, could at once protect our 
frontier and command the water approaches to the lakes. They would be more 


reliable than an improvised fleet upon Lake Erie, though they could not wholly 
take its place. 
Proposed armament, 
Locality. | Caliber. Kind Number. | Remarks. 
ORE a o n sserseves| 10-inch.. 3 | B.L. R. 
Sin 3 | B.L. R. 
Ginch.. 4 | B.L. R. 
0-inch.. 8 | Rifled. 
Pro fort on St, Lawrence | 12-inch.. 2 | B.L.R. 
ver. inch.. 6 | R.L. R. 
10-inch. 8 | Rifled. 
Fort Montgomery, Rouse’s Point.) 8-inch.. 4 | B.L. R. 
10-inch..] 8 | Rifled. 
5. Hampton Roads.—Fortifications: Turrets, armored , bar! 


casemates 
teries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will form a part of the defe: 
ns torpedo-boats are recommended for the service here and in Ch 
y- 
Proposed armanent, 


Kind. 


6. New Orleans.—It being im 
the river below the city, but only in the passes, and as no land batteries could be 
built there on account of the want of a foundation, it is recommended that the 
defense of the passes be contided to two floating batteries, submarine mines, and 
other torpedoes. Twelve torpedo-boats are recommended for this station. 


ble to place submarine mines in the trunk of 


Proposed armament for land batteries above the Head of the Passes. 


Caliber, Kind. Number, Remarks, 
12-inch .. .| 50-ton guns.. 20 | B.L.R. 
8-inch .. «| 13-ton guns...,. 10| B.L.R. 


7. Philadelphia.—Fortifications: Armored casemates, barbette batteries; mor- 
tar batteries. Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. Six torpedo- 
boats are recommended for service at this place. 


Proposed armament, 


12-inch. 
10-inch. 

8-inch. 
12-inch, .. 


8. Washington.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries. Submarine mines will 
form a part of the defense. 


Proposed armament, 


—Fortifications: Armored casemates, barbette batteries, mortar 


9. Baltimore. 
batteries. Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. 
Proposed armament, 


10. Portland, Me.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Sub- 
marine mines will form a part of the defense, Six torpedo-boats are recom- 
mended for service here. 


11. Rhode Island .—Entrance to Narragansett Bay. Fortifications: Tur- 
ret, barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will form a part of 
the defense. Six torpedo-boats are recommended for service in this bay, 


Proposed armament. 


12. Key West.—This port is in the direct route of the Gulf commerce. Forti- 
fications: Turret, batteries, mortar batteries, Submarine mines will , 
form a part of the defense. Six torpedo-boats are recommended for service. 


Proposed armament. 
Kind. 


Number Remarks. 


*.| 50-ton guns..... 
«| Mortars .......00.. 


13. Charleston, 8. C.—It is necessary to provide fortified of refuge along 
the extended coast line of North and South Carolina and Georgia. Fortifica- 
tions: Barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will forma part 


of the defense. Six torpedo-boats are recommended for service along the coast. 


Proposed armament, 
Caliber. Kind. Number, Remarks, 
8 | B.L.R. 
4| B.L.R. 
12-inch ........ avaaesnanse 16 | Rifled. 


14. Mobile.—A place of commercial importance and the utlet of the ucts 
of Alabama. Fortifications: Barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine 
mines will form a part of the defense. 


Proposed armament. 


ga ey 
Caliber. | Kind. | Number, Remarks. 
12 | B. L. R. 
Š 2a, Wo | : 10 | B. L. R, 
16 | Rified. 


15. New London.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries. Submarine mines will 
form a part of the defense. Eighteen torpedo boats are recommended for sery- 
ice. 


Proposed armament. 
Caliber. | Kind, x umber.) Remarks, 
| 
serees| 50-ton guns... 4| BL. R. 
10-inch....... oo | 27-ton guns... 4| B.L.R. 


16. Savannah.—Fortifications: Armored casemates, barbette batteries. Sub- 
marine mines will form a part of the defense. 


Proposed armament. 


Caliber. 


17. Galveston. —This pines can not be defended by land works against an act 
ive bombardment, and fortifications are proposed simply to prevent an enemy’s 


vessel from entering the harbor, Fortifications: Barbette batteries, mortar bat- 


teries. Submarine mines will form a part ot the defense. One of the light- 
draught monitors would be useful to assist in the defense. 


Proposed armament. 


Number. | Remarks, 


S-inch 
12-inch 
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18. Portland, Oregon, at mouth of Columbia Ricer and above.—Fortifications: 23, Defenses of Cumberland Sound at Fort Clinch.—This is the most southern 
Barbette batteries, mortar batteries. Submarine mines will form a part of the | harbor of importance on the Atlantic coast. Fortifications: Barbette batteries, 
defense. Eighteen torpedo-boats are recommended for service along the | Submarine mines will form a part of the defense, 


Northern Pacific coast 
$ Proposed armament. ._ Proposed armament, 


Kina, Number. Remarks, | 


Caliber. Kind. Number.) Remarks. 


ai aano ae aeon 2|B.L.R. 
12 | B. L. R. 10-i Siionin sesati cde 2| B.L. R. 
7 | B:L.R. 
ed. 24. Defense of: on the Kennebec River, Maine, at Fort e pc ap oc apr K 
— | Barbette batte: Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. 
19. Pensacola.—Fortifications: Barbetto batteries. Submarine mines will form Proposed armament. 
apart of the defense, 
Proposed armament. | 
Caliber, | Kind. Number.) Remarks, 
cern Eind: Nambari Benare: ROTI AEE T | ST400s a AEn 
2| B.L.R. 25. New Bedford, Mass.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries, mortar batteries, 
4 | B.L. R. Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. 


Proposed armament, 


20. Wilmington, N. C., and mouth of Cape Fear River.—Fortifications: Armored 


semonies, barbette batteries. Sı arine mines will form a part of the de- Caliber. 
lense. s 


26. Defenses of ports on the Penobscot River, Maine, at Fort Knox.—Fortifications: 
Barbette batteries, Submarine mines will form a part of the defense, 


Proposed armament. g x 
21, San Diego, Cal.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries. Submarine mines will Caliber. Kind. Number.| Remarks, 
form a part-of the defense, 
armament, 
3 | B.L.R. 
Caliber, Kind. Number.| Remarks. i 
| | Submarine mines will form a part of the defense. 
aia ORTERNA ESE tbe nsnsed 27-ton BRON) ssoese peo sas erasasseenes 4| B.L.R. Proposed armament. 
22, Portsmouth, N. H.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries. Submarine mines Caliber. Kind. | N umber.| Remarks, 
will form a part of the defense. Se eee eee ee Eee, 
Proposed armament. 3| B.L.R. 
8 | Rifled, 
———————— A S 
Caliber. Kind. Number.) Remarks The total estimate of the cost of the land defenses, armament, floating batter- 
Son aa owed Daure reek SODANN mines hag pry any koah and to o boats 
or ense of these twenty-seven por! 377,800, 
I2-inch........0000+ 50-ton guns. 4 | B.L.R. The annual appropriations under the provisions of the bill are to be ap 
10-in: 4) B.LR. tioned between the twenty-seven ports in accordance with the consoli es- 
ti mate made by the koati of the cost of the defenses, which is as follows : 


Consolidated estimate. 


Land defenses. 


Total. 


New York..... 027,000 | $1, 992, $23, 943, 500 

3 | Boston.......... ' 7 , 910, 
4 | The lake ports. 598,000} 199, 4, 136, 800 
5 | Hampton Roads 000 63,000] 534! 7, 492, 000 
' 6| New Orleans 000 |, 130,000 | 330, 11,710,500 
7 | Philadelphia 000 828,000 | 274, 3, 833, 250 
8 | Washington. 000 |.. 512000 | 171. 1, 323, 500 
T = RER) it cae 

d, Me. 7 a , 305, 
i Re N 000 374,000 | 450, 4, 253, 000 
Total of above 11 14, 000 836,000 | 7,524 102, 970, 450 
12 Key West. 5 064, 000 976,000 | "320, 3, 406, 500 
13 | Charleston. 872, 000 |.. 636,000 | 210, 2, 244) 500 
34 | Mobile....... 372, 000 |. 858,000 | 284, 2,788, 000 
15 | New London....... 580,000 |.. 308, 000 1 2, 320, 500 
16 | Savan 652, 000 492,000 | 162, 2, 243, 000 
aas Se aoe) a sane 

Portlan 9, è a 
2s | Peano near sa [- ee | a a ee 
20 | Wilm N.C. 640, 000 ; 2 ; 

21 io 260,000 |.. 108,000 | 36. ' "504, 000 
22 | Portsmouth, N. H 420,000 |. 308, 000 103, t 965, 350 
23 | Cumberland Sound. 240, 000 |. 154, 000 52, 638, 000 
24 | Kennebec River. 120, 000 ||. 81; 000 27, 000 |. 298, 000 , 
25 | New Bedford... 152, 000 167, 000 53, ; 522, 000 
26 | Penobscot Riv 120, 000 81,000 27, 5 298, 000 | 
27 | New Haven........ 236, 000 103, 000 33, i 472) 000 
Grand total of 27 ports... |, 8,00 [20,300,000 3,320,000 | 28,554,000 | 9,41 18,875,000 | 4,384, 00 | 9,720,000 | 126, 377, 800 


* Torpedo gunboats, 


| 
| 
12-inch ie as ey 
27. New Haven, Conn.—Fortifications: Barbette batteries, mortar batteries. 
os RIA eaS 


1888. 


So that there will be, if the bill passes, in effect an annual specific appropria- 
tion for each work, and all will be carried on at the same time. > 

The amount to be appropriated annually for the work is in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Board upon Fortifications and other as 
will appear from the following quotation: 

“Certain portions of the whole amount above indicated as necessary are 
needed at once, namely: 

“A. An appropriation for gun steel sufficient to induce contracting steel 
works to pare for and begin the manufacture of steel forgings for guns of all 
calibers, $5,000,000, 

“B, An appropriation for a gun factory with plant sufficient to machine, as- 
semble, and finish the guns, $1,000,000, 

“C. Anappropriation to inaugurate the building of masonry foundations, en- 
gine-rooms, shell-rooms, magazines, . necessary to the reception of the 
anon ga; etc., $4,000,000 for the first year and $2,000,000 annually thereafter 
until completed, $ 

= p An appropriation forarmor and structural metal, $2,000,000 annually until 


completed, 

ay È. An appropriation for gun-carriages, $1,000,000 annually until completed, 

“F, An appropriation for the building of floating batteries, the type to be se- 
lected by a joint board of Army and Navy officers, $3,000,000 for the first year 
and $2,000,000 annually until completed. R 

“G. Anap riation for submarine mines and their adjuncts, $1,000,000 for the 
first year and. $500,000 annually thereafter until completed. 

ss $ An appropriation tor building torpedo-boats, $1,500,000 annually until all 
are built,” 

Summing up these recommendations, the board presents the following proj- 
ect for annual appropriations: 


After mature consideration, and with all the information before it, the board 
is of opinion and recommends that the above-named amounts should be appro- 
priated by Con; without delay for the purposes mentioned, and it further 
states that nothing less will suffice even for a beginning. 

The amount proposed to be appropriated, although in the aggregate a large 
sum, is continued through a series of ycars, and is not large for any one year. 
As stated by the Board on Fortifications and other Defenses, it is not relativel. 
as large, considering the population and resources of the country, as the est 
a made in 1840 for the system of defenses then under construetion. The 

oard say : 

AA yg eRT can now be made of the estimates for modern works with those 

made in 1840, when the old system of coast defense had received considerable 
development and was being pressed toward completion. The population of 
the conntry at that time was 17,000,000, and the estimate cf cost, includ: the 
amounts already expended, was $57,131,541, being at the rate of $3.35 I d. 
The Baan in 1880 was 50,000,000, and the estimate for the coast defense is 
$126,377,800, at the rate of $2.52 per head. 
“The valuation of propery n 1880 was $13.642,000,000; that of 1840 was about 
$1,000,000,000, and it is to be scen that the ratio of the estimate for defenses to 
the wealth of the country at the present time exhibits a still more'favorable 
com n, : 

“In 1840 the cost of the line-of-battle ship, then representing the most formid- 
able means of attack against coast defenses, was about $550,000, and the cost of 
the corresponding war ship of the t day is about $5,000,000. While the 
ships have increased in cose ninefold, the estimate of the defenses to resist these 
has increased only between two and three fold.” 

The defenseless condition of our seacoasts is notorious. The numerous cities 


defenseless and ex- 
a nation possessing 


y. 

We do not possess a single modern armored ship of war; our forts and guns 
which, at the breaking out of the late civil war, were equal to those of any other 
nation, owing to the improvements which have been made in recent years in 
war ships, armored guns, explosives, and projectiles, have become utterly worth- 
less for defense. While other nations have n experimenting with guns and 
armor and expending large sums in fortifying their coasts and in providin 
themselves with powerful navies of modern armored ships with armaments o 
modern guns, we have devoted our attention to peaceful pursuits, to developing 
our industrial interests, to the construction of new lines of transportation for 
our internal commerce, and have made no advance in the direction of fortifica- 
tions and little progress in providing a modern navy. 

The time is propitious for entering upon the work of the construction of a 
system of coast defenses. There is a surplus in the Treasury, and the people 
are not only willing that a portion of it should be applied for the purpose, but 
from every quarter comes to Congress their demand, voiced by representative 
bodies, that the necessary measures be taken for the protection of our sea ports, 
To longer delay is inexcusable. We have all the information that is necessary 
to enable us to enter upon the work intelligently. Boards of the most compe- 
tent and experienced officers in the Army and Navy have been created, and have 
carefully considered the several subjects connected with coast defenses and made 

{exhaustive and valuable reports. 
The officers of the Army and Navy, to be charged with the work, for intelli- 
gence and information bt the subject of coast defenses, will compare fayor- 
ably with those of any o! country. ; 
| Until a comperatively recent period we did not act upon the theory that there 
| Was no danger of our becoming involved in a foreign war, and that our ports 
and harbors should be left defenseless. The necessity for coast defenses on ac- 
count of recent improvements in guns and ships is far greater to-day than ever 
before in our history. 
If we are to enter upon this work at all, all will agree that it should be en- 
itered upon with a definite plan in view, which should not be subject to be 
chan from time to time by the mere caprice or with the change of views of 
the Secretary of War and his subordinates, or with the change of administra- 
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tions. It should be entered upon, also, with the expectation of being prose- 
cuted, so far as undertaken, to speedy completion. Experience has shown 
that annual appropriations for important public works are too uncertain to en- 
able the work to be carried on economically. 

The failure of an appropriation bill in any year necessitates cessation of work 
and large expenditures for the care and sbeneaeee of the property, and before 
anotherappropriation is made often the damage to the work by the elements isso 
great as to oe hey the expenditure of a considerable portion of the oy ans 
tion to repair it. By the bill reported by the committee this evil cri, it to be 
avoided, by appropriating at once the amount estimated as requi for the 
completion of the work, to be available from year to year as required, It is be- 
lieved by the committee that this is wise and economical, 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
or tae bill 8989, it being the District of Columbia appropriation 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that it be read for action on the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will. be acted upon as the 
bill is read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
+t General expenses,’’ in the appropriations ‘* For salaries and contingent 
expenses for executive office,” in section 1, on page 2, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert: 

inspecto: ; one assistan of buildings, $1,200; 
conker nae AAE os SL000; one fom ý rit a ecg 
one messenger, $180; one janitor, $700; one steam engineer, $900; one property 
clerk, $1,600; one clerk, $900; one clerk, $720; one messenger clerk, $600; one 
messenger, ; three watchmen, at $480 each; one of plumbing, 
$1,800; two assistant inspectors of plumbing, at $1,000 each; one harbor-master, 
$1,200; for rent of property yard, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, line 25, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘ for contingent expenses, including printing, books, 
ea horseshoeing, and other necessary expenses,” from $2,500 
to $3,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word ‘‘thousand,”’ in line 1, on page 3, I 
move to add the words “ eight hundred;”’ so asto read ‘‘ $3,800.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 3, line 1, to increase the total amount of appropria- 
tions ‘‘for salaries and contingent expenses for executive office” irom 
$22,444 to $43, 664. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, line 3, at the end 
of the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for executive office,’’ to strike 
out the following proviso: . 

Provided, Thatso much of the District of Columbia appropriation act ap; 
February 25, 1885, as provides “that hereafter all approp: ions made for con- 
tingent expenses of the District of Columbia shall be expended under the direc- 
tion and in the sole discretion of the commissioners,” be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed: Provided further, That no part of any appropriation made by this act 
shall be used for the purchase of street-car tickets. s 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘for assessor’s of- 
fice,” in section 1, on page 3, after line 24, to insert: 

For the purpose of defi n pense e assessmen ropert, 
in the District of rA RA bry beret by the ace of March x {sb $18 008 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for collector’s of- 
fice,” in section 1, on page 4, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at the end of 
line 5, to insert ‘“‘and such cashier shall hereafter, in the ab- 
sence or inability from any cause of the collector, perform his duties 
without any additional compensation;’’ so as to read: 

For collector's office: For one collector, $4,000; one cashier, $1,800, and such 
cashier shalL hereafter, in the necessary absence or inability from any eause of 
the collector, perform his duties without any additional compensation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Imove toinsertafter the word “inability ” the words 
‘t of the collector,” and to strike out the words ‘‘ of the collector ” after 
the word ‘‘cause;’’ so as to read: 

In the necessary absence or inability of the collector from any cause. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 4, line 10, in the appropriations ‘‘for collector’s of- 
fice,” after the word ‘‘each,”’ to strike out ‘‘one clerk, $1,200,” and 
insert *‘ three clerks, at $1,200 each.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 4, line 15, to increase 
the amount of the appropriation ‘‘ for contingent expenses, including ` 


ved 
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rg books, stationery, and other necessary items,’’ from $700 to 
+700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 4, line 16, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for salaries in ‘‘collector’s office” 
from $16,000 to $22,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 4, after line 17 to in- 
gert: 

For necessary expenses in the collection by distraint and sale of over-due per- 
sonal taxes, and for other necessary items, $2,000: Provided, That the fees and 
cost of proceeding collected by the collector of taxes under the act of March 3 
1887, for making distress and sale of property for personal taxes in arrears, 
be deposited by said collector in the ry of the United States as other revy- 
enues of the District are deposited. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed to line 5, on page 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests in line 3, on page 
5, an amendment similar to the one just made. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words ‘‘of the auditor ” will be 
inserted after the word “‘ inability,’’and the same words will bestricken 
out after the word “* cause;’’ so as to read: 


In the necessary absence or inability of the auditor from any cause. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 5, line 11, to 
increase the appropriation ‘‘ contingent ex including books, 
stationery, and other necessary items,’’ of auditor’s office from $300 to 


$350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 12, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ auditor’s office’’ from $16,- 
500 to $16,550. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for attorney’s of- 
fice,” in section 1, on page 5, line 19, to increase the ap riation 
“for contingent expenses, including books, stationery, printing, and 
other necessary items,” from $300 to $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 20, in the same 
clause, after the word “‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

icial including the printing of briefs and witness fees in Dis- 
PR sa peun Selene the saucesee pom of the District of Columbia, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 5, line 23, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘attorney’s office’? from 
$9,009 to $11,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ coroner’s office,” 
in section 1, on page 6, line 10, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ forcon- 
tingent expenses, including jurors’ fees, stationery, books, blanks, re- 
moval of deceased persons, making autopsies, and holding inquests,” 
from $500 to $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, line 12, toincrease 
the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘coroner’s office’? from 
$2,600 to $2,800. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ market-mas- 
ters,’’ in section 1, on page 6, line 19, to increase the appropriation for 
*‘ contingent expenses and other necessary items” from $400 to $600; 
and in line 20 to increase the total amount of the appropriations for 
“ market-masters’’ from $5,000 to $5,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ engineer’s of- 
fice,” in section 1, on page 6, line 22, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ three clerks” and insert ‘‘ one clerk;” and in line 23, after the 
word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘each;”’ so as to read: 

One clerk, at $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 6, line 25, to strike 
out ‘‘three clerks” and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘each;’’ so as to read: 

One clerk, at $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 1, in the 
same clause, to strike out— 

One clerk, at $720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 2, inthe same 
clause, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out: ~ 


One inspector of buildings, $2,400; one assistant inspector of buildings, at $1,- 
200; one assistant inspector of buildings, at $1,000; one messenger, at $150. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 11, in the same 
clause, after the word “dollars,” to strike out: 
Pe i or of plumbing, $1,800; two assistant inspectors of plumbing, at 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 21, in the 
same clause, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out: 

One harbor-master, at $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 7, line 23, in the 
same clause, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one janitor, $700; 
two messenger clerks,” and insert ‘‘ one messenger clerk;’’ and in line 
25, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ each;”’ so as to read; 

One messenger clerk, at $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on 
same clause, before the word *‘ messengers,” to 
insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 

Two messengers, at $480 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on 8, line 1, before the word “‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty.” 

Mr. PLUMB. That wasinserted for the purpose of correcting what 
appeared afterwards to be an error in the print, Theamendment should 
be disagreed to, because the perfected print shows that the amend- 
ment is unnecessary. 

The amendment was rejected. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 1, in the same 
clause, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘three watchmen at $480 
each,” and in line 3 to reduce the total amount of the appropriations 
for salaries in ‘‘ Engineer’s Office” from $59,070 to $40,050. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 7, after the 
word “‘ leases,” to insert ‘‘ of streets and reservations; ’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

That hereafter all fees collected by the inspector of gas and meters and the 
harbormaster, and amounts collected for leases of streets and reservations, and 
wharf shall be paid to the collector for payment into the Treasury to 
the credit of the United States and the District of Columbia in equal parts, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘including,’’ to strike out ‘‘rent of property-yards;’’ and in 
line 17, after the word ‘‘items,’’ to strike ont ‘‘five thousand four” 
and insert ‘‘four thousand six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For Cinema ar expenses, including books, stationery, binding and preserva- 
tion of reco: in the engineer's and surveyor’s offices, printing, transportation 


(vehicles, animals, saddiery, forage, and repairs), maintaining and keeping in 
good orderand repair the laboratory and apparatus in the office of the inspector 


e 7, line 25, in the 
ike out ‘‘three’’ and 


| of gas and meters, and other necessary items, $1, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 8, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘appropriations,’’ to insert ‘‘and all other necessary expenses ' 
connected therewith;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


That overseers and inspectors, temporarily required in connection with sewer, 
street, or road work, or the construction and repair of buildings and bridges, or 
any work done under contracts authorized by appropriations, and all other nec- 
essa: epenn connected therewith, shall be paid out of the sums appropri- 
ated for the work, and for the time actually engaged thereon; and the commis- 
sioners of the District, in their annual report to Congress, shall report the 
number of such overseer’ and inspectors, and their work, and the sums paid 
to each, and out of what appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘‘streets, ave- 
nues, alleys, and roads,” in section 1, on page 9, line 9, after the word 
‘‘ pavements,” to strike out ‘*$457,776"? and insert ‘‘$757,678.65 ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


For work on sundry streets and avenues and replacement of wood pave- 
ments, $757,678.65, to be expended on the streets and avenues specified in the 
following schedules and in the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, 
namely, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 9, line 15, after the 
words “‘ general schedule,” to strike out: 


C street (southwest and southeast), from First street to New Jersey avenue; 
Pennsylvania avenue southeast, from Eleventh street to Bridge; 
Four-and-a-half street southwest, from H street to Arsenal, $81,000. 


And insert: ‘ 


For paving the following streets and ayenues, namely : 

C street (southwest and southeast), from First street to New Jersey avenue; 

Seventh street northwest, from Q to Boundary streets; 

Eleventh street southeast, from Pennsylvania avenue to Anacostia bridge; 

Four-and-a-half street, from H street to Arsenal, and from D street northwest 
to Pennsylvania avenue; 

igh cma avenue, Seventh street extended, from Grant avenue to Prince- 
ton street; 

Street on the south and west side of the Treasury building, from Fifteenth 
street to Pennsylvania avenue, and removing gutes and other obstructions; 

For grading and regulating Pennsylvania avenne southeast, from Eleventh 
street to new bridge; in all, for general schedule, $178,150, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 10, line 14, after the 
words ‘‘Georgetown schedule,” to strike out: 


Prospect avenue, from Thirty-fourth to Thirty-sixth streets; 
Thirtieth street, from P to Q streets; 
Q street, from Twenty-ninth to Thirtieth streets ; 
O street, from Thirty-fifth street to College gate, $24,914, 
And insert: 
For paving the following streets, namely: 
Thirtieth street, from P to Q streets; 
Q street, from Twenty-eighth to Thirtieth streets; 
O street, from Thirty-fifth to Spee gate; 
For grading and regulating the following streets and avenue, namely: 
Thirty-third street, from P street northward; 
Thirty-fourth street, from M to N streets; 
Prospect avenue, where necessary, from Thirty-third to Thirty-sixth streets; 
in all, for Georgetown schedule, $47,613. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 11, line 6, after the 
words “‘ northwest section schedule,” to strike out: 


New York avenue, from Seventh street to New Ji asy avenue; 
Fifteenth street, from Pennsylvania avenue to New York ayenue; 
Twelfth street, from R to S streets; 
E street, from Seventh to Ninth streets; 
North Capitol street, from I to K streets; 
S street, from Eighth to Eleventh streets; 
Fifth street, from O street to Boundary ; 
Rhode Island avenue, from Fifth street to Boundary; 
L street, from Twenty-sixth to Twenty-seventh streets; 
Boundary, from Seventh street to New Jersey avenue; 
a street, from Fifth street to New Jersey avenue; 
hirteenth street, intersection to B street; 
Eighth street, from S street to Boundary; 
N street, from Fifth street to New Jersey avenue; 
Seventeenth street, from Q to R streets; 
Corcoran street, from Fifteenth to Seventeenth streets; $160,924. 


And insert: 


For paving the following streets and avenues: 

New York avenue, from Seventh street to New Jersey avenue ; 

Fifteenth street (west side), from Pennsylvania avenue to New York avenue; 

‘Twelfth street, from R to 8 streets; 

R street, from Seventh to Ninth streets; 

§ street, from Seventh to Eleventh streets; 

Fifth street, from O street to Rhode Island avenue; 

Rhode Island avenue, from Fifth street to New Jersey avenue; 

O street, from Twenty-first to Twenty-second streets ; 

‘Twenty-second street, from M to P streets; 

Boundary street, from Seventh street to New Jersey avenue; 

Q street, from Sixth street to New saa avenue, from Seventeenth to Nine- 
teenth streets, and from Rhode Island to Vermont avenues; 

Seventeenth street, from Q to R streets; 

New Hampshire avenue, from Q to R streets; 

Corcoran street, from Fifteenth street to New Hampshire avenue, 

For grading and regulating the following streets, namely: 

Twenty-fifth street, from K street to New Hampshire avenue; 

F street, from Twenty-third to Twenty-sixth streets; 

N street, from Third to North Capitol streets, and from Twenty-second to 
Twenty-fourth streets; in all, for northwest section schedule, $235,717.65. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 13, line 9, after the 
words ‘‘southwest section schedule,” to strike out: 


G street, from Third to Four-and-a-half streets; 
C street, from Twelfth to Fourteenth streets; 
I street, from Four-and-a-half to Sixth streets; 
G street, from Third to South Capitol streets; 
I street, from First to Four-and-a-half streets; $36,409, 
And insert: 
For paving the following streets, namely : 
G street, from Third to Four-and-a-half streets ; 
H street, from First to Third streets; 
C street, from Twelfth to Fourteenth streets; 
Thirteenth street, from Maryland avenue to Watér street. 
For grading and regulating the following streets, namely: 
I street, from First to Water streets; 
G street, from Third to Half streets; 
enon street, from B to First streets; in all, for southwest section schedule, 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment, was in section 1, on page 14, line 4, after the 
words ‘‘ southeast section schedule,” to strike out: 


Seventh street, from D street to Virginia avenue; 
Sixth street, from E street to Virginia avenue; 
H street, from First to Second streets; 
Pennsylvania avenue, from Ninth to Trenth streets ; 
South Carolina avenue, from Seventh to Ninth streets; 
Ninth street, from North Carolina avenue to G street; $61,430. 
And insert: 
For paving the following streets and avenue, namely: 
Sixth street, from E street to Virginia avenue; 
Pennsylvania avenue, from Eighth to Eleventh streets ; 
© street, from Sixth to Seventh streets; 
Se SO cl aaa 
‘or ng and rej g the following streets, namely: 
H street, from First to Second streets: y 
Ninth street, from East Capitol street to Pennsylvania avenue; 
C street, from Seventh to Eleventh streets; 
South side, Lincoln square; in all, for southeast section schedule, $67,115. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 15, line 1, after the 
words ‘‘northeast section schedule,” to strike out: 
North Capitol street, from I to K streets; 
Seventh street, from B to D streets; 
Massachusetts avenue, from Sixth to Seventh streets; 
Maryland avenue at intersection of Boundary street; 
Eighth street, from East Capitol street to Maryland avenue; 


B street, from Eleventh to Fourteenth streets; 

Sixth street, from H to K streets; 

Eleventh street, from North Carolina avenue to Massachusetts avenue, $70,491, 

And insert: 

For paving the following streets and avenues, namely: 

North ey ast street, from I to K streets; 

C street, from Sixth to Eighth streets; 

Seventh street, from B to D streets; 

Massachusetts avenue, from Sixth to Eighth streets; 

Maryland avenue, from Sixth street to Bon including intersection ; 

Eighth street, from East Capitol street to Massachusetts avenue > 

Eleventh street, from North Carolina avenue to Massachusetts ayenuc ; 

F street, from North Capitol to Third streets. 

For grading and lating the following streets, namely : 

C street, from Eighth to Eleventh streets; 

G street, from Second to Sixth streets ; 

E street, from Eleventh to Fourteenth streets ; 

Third street, from E to H streets; 

Second street, from F to H streets; t 

Ninth street, from B street to Maryland avenue; in all, for northeast section 
schedule, $159,768. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 16, after the words 
“‘Teplacement of wood pavements schedule,” in line 10, to strike out: 


* © street southeast (north side), from Fourth to Sixth streets; 
C street southeast (south side), from Fourth to Sixth streets; 
North Carolina avenue southeast, from Fourth to Sixth streets; 
Fifth street southeast, crossing square; 
Fourth street southeast, from Pennsylvania avenue to C street, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 16, line 19, before the 
words ‘‘ D street southeast,’’ to insert ‘‘ for paving;’’ so as to read: 

For paving D street southeast (south side) from Seventh to Ninth streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 16, line 21, before the 
words ‘‘ D street,” to insert ‘‘ for paving;’? and in line 22, after the 
words ‘‘ Eighth street,” to strike out $22,519 ” and insert ‘‘in all, for 
replacement of wood pavements schedule, $4,249; ’? so as to make the 
clause read: À 

For paving Dstreet southeast (north side) from Pennsylvania avenue to Eighth 
street; in all, for replacement of wood pavements schedule, 4,249.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 17, line 3, after the 
words ‘‘two dollars” to insert ‘‘and twenty-five cents;”’ soas to make 
the clause read: 


That under appropriations contained in this act no contract shall be made for 
making or repairing concrete or asphalt pavement ata oor price than $2,25 
r square yard for s coatty equal to the best laid in the District prior to July 

, 1886,and with same depth of base. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 17, to strike out the 
clause from line 7 to line 9, inclusive, as follows: 


Filling streets and alleys: For filling streets and alleys below grade, at a price 
not to exceed 10 cents per cubic yard, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 17, after line 9, to 
insert: 

Grading streets, alleys, and roads: For grading streets, alleys, and roads not 
otherwise provided for, at a price not to exceed 10 cents per cuble yard, $10,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I suggest an amendment there to remove an am- 
biguity which occurred last year. In line11, after the word ‘‘ roads,’? 
I move to insert ‘‘ city or suburban.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. The word ‘‘roads’’ was inserted there in order to 
obviate that difficulty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, if that does it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will take the Senator’s construction. 

Mr. PLUMB. Distinctions are made in the Comptroller’s office and 
in the office of the commissioners between the streets in the city and 
roads in the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that last year complaint was made and 
the same privileges were denied to suburban roads which were granted 
to city roads. They said it was under a technical construction. 

I suggest to the Senator for his consideration whether the amount 
of $10,000 ought not to be increased. It is the most profitable expendi- 
ture that can be made, because in order to make it at all the owners 
of property have to contribute more than one-half. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no doubt it would be proper to increase the 
sum somewhat, but the Senator will bear in mind that while there is 
very much to be done we must, of course, be limited in what we do by 
the amount of money, by the revenues of the District, and also by the 
views which obtain in the other branch of Congress, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. I move to increase the amount 
from $10,000 to $20,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 17, line 12, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read 
**$20,000.?? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was a to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 17, line 16, before the words ‘‘ thousand dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘eighty-five’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred;’’ and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, ‘That hereafter contracts for repairs to pavements may be made for 
wy hed not exceeding five years, and subject to annual appropriation therefor 
y Congress. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Repairs to pavements: For repairs to concrete pavements, with the same or 
other not inferior material, $100,000: Provéted, That hereafter contracts for re- 
to pavements may be made for periods not exceeding five years, and sub- 

ject to annual appropriation therefor by Congress, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 17, line 22, before 
the words ‘‘ thousand dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘forty ” and insert ‘‘one 
hundred; ” so as to make the clause read: 


Permit work: For the improvement and repair of alleys and sidewalks and 
the construction of sewers under the permit system, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, before the word 
“thousand,” in line 14, tostrike out “‘ thirty-five ” and insert ‘*‘ forty;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Repairs streets, avenues, and alleys: For current work of repairs of streets, 
avenues, and alleys, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 17, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out “‘ thirty ” and insert ‘‘ forty-five;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Repairs co $ nt work m roads a: 
Al a peeta roar agais For curre of repairs on county nd sub- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 20, after the 
word ‘‘section,’’ to strike out ‘‘in a straight line;’’ so as to make the 
clanse read: 

To extend Eighteenth street, middle section, to Columbia road, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, line 22, before 
the name “Howard,’’ to insert “Brown and;’’ after “Howard,” to 
strike out ‘‘ayenne’’ and insert “‘streets;’’? and in line 23, after the 
word ‘‘section,’’ to strike ont ‘‘seven thousand seven hundred” and 
insert ‘‘ten thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To grade and regulate Brown and Howard streets, middle section, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out lines 
1 and 2, as follows: 
ae — Jefferson street, Jackson street, and Washington street, eastern sec- 

on, 3, 

And insert: 

To gnas Jefferson, Jackson, Washington, Chestnut, and High streets, eastern 
n, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out the 
clause from line 5 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 

To pave Harrison streetfrom the Navy-Yard bridge to Pierce street, eastern 
section, $13,140. 

And insert: 

To grade and macadamize Harrison street and Good Hope road from the 
Navy-Yard bridge to Bowen road, eastern section, $15,140, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, line 12, after the 
word “from,” to strike out ‘‘ Washington ” and insert ‘‘Harrison;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

i pave Nichols avenue from Harrison street southward, eastern section, $13,- 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out the 
clause from line 15 to life 18, inclusive, as follows: 

To extend Sixteenth street beyond the Boun: , $10,000: Provided, Thatany 
extension of said Sixteenth street shall be of equal width with said street south 
of the Boundary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, line 19, after the 
words ‘‘ Fourth street,” to strike ont ‘‘from § street extended;’’ and 
in line 20, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ten ” and in- 
sert ‘‘eleven;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For work on Fourth street towards the Bunker Hill road, $11,000. 

Mr; PLUMB. In line 19, on page 19, after the word ‘‘on,” I move 
to insert the words ‘‘ First street west as extended from Boundary street 
to Michigan avenue and thence along said avenue to Lincoln road.” 

That is intended to take the place of the Janguage from the word 
t'on” down to and including the word ‘‘road,’’ in line 20, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike out the 
clause from line 21 to line 23, inclusive, as follows: 

To grade nit gag Chapin street from Fourteenth street extended to Wayland 
Seminary, $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 19, to strike ont 
lines 24 and 25, as follows: 

To pave Stoughton street, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, at the top of page 20, to in- 
sert: 

To grade and pave Fourteenth street extended from Boundary to Euclid 
Place, $26,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, after line 2, to 
insert: 

To grade Thirteenth street from Clifton avenue north, $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, line 5, after the 
words ‘‘ Pomeroy street,” to insert ‘from Seventh street to and;’’ in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘Asylum,”’ to strike out ‘‘ three thousand five 
hundred ” and insert ‘‘ seven thousand;’’ and in line 7, after the word 
‘‘all,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ seventy-five thousand nine ” and insert ‘‘ ninety- 
one thousand two;’’ so as to read: 

To paye Pomeroy street, from Seventh street to and in front of the Freed- 
men’s Hospital and Asylum, $7,000; in all, $91,280. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, to strike out lines 
10 and 11, as follows: * 

For condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, line 14, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Surveys of the District: For continuation of surveys of the District of Co- 


egg with reference to the extension of various avenues to the District line, 

The amendment was agreed to. + 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 20, after the words 
“ repairs of bridges,” at the end of line 18, to insert ‘‘including re- 
taining wall of M Street bridge, which bridge is hereby placed under 
the jurisdiction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia;’’ 
in line 21, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve ” and 
insert ‘‘fourteen;’’ and in line 22, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out 
t“ fifteen’? and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

p Soh ee p pirni a ieg iro apdor pa 
ing wall of M Street bridge, which bridge is hereby placed under the jurisdic- 
tion of the commissioners of the District of ‘Columbia, $14,500; in all, $17,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘sewers,”’ in sec- 
tion 1, on page 20, line 24, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for cleaning 
and repairing sewers and basins ’’ from $30,000 to $35,000. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 4, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘for main and pipe-sewers ’’ from $55,000 to $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 6, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘ for constructing suburban sewers” from $30,000 
to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Current expenses, 
streets, avenues, and alleys,” in section 1, on page 21, line 12, before 
the word “‘ thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘seventy”’ and insert ‘‘eighty- 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

i ing, swee! a clean $ A ing, 
aain op DAN é coping en oo onr For sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 15, after the 
word ‘‘trees,’’ to insert ‘‘on city and suburban streets;”’ so asto make 
the clause read: 
ars hive: een tate TAE AONAR IAPA puting 
city and suburban streets, whitewashing, care 
items, $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, line 22, after the 
words ‘‘one hundred,” to insert ‘‘and ten;’’ so as to read: 

Lighting: For illuminatin; È 
aan ing ps on avenues, Fre raged setae yy ny tg ofthc eB AS 
erecting new lamp-posts and replacing such lamps and lamp-posts as may be 
damaged or unfit for service, $110,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 22, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘lighting’’ to insert ‘‘including n expenses of inspec- 
tion;’? in line 13, before the words ‘‘of Washington,” to strike out 
‘city © and insert ‘‘cities;’’? in the same line, after ‘‘ Washington,” 
to insert ‘‘and Georgetown;”’ in line 14, before the word “cents,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty-five’? and insert ‘‘ fifty; in line 16, after the words 
‘f not less than *” to strike out ‘‘ two’? and insert ‘‘ one;’’ and in line 
17, before the words ‘‘candle power,” to strike out ‘‘ nominal?’ and 
insert ‘‘ actual;’’ so as to make the clause read : 


For electric lighting, including n 
more of the principal streets of 


including laborers, 
ting and care of trees on 
` parks, and eous 


ecessary expenses of inspection, on one or 
the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
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$30,000: Provided, That no more than 50 cents shall be paid for each light per 
night burning from sunset to sunrise,and each light shall be of not less than 
one thousand actual candle power. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 22, line 21, after the 
word “ buildings,” toinsert ‘and for other necessary items and sery- 
ices;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Harbor and river front: For the improvement and protection of the harbor 
and river front, the enforcement of laws and regulations, constructing and 
maintenance of wharves and buildings, and for other necessary items and serv- 
ices, $2,500, > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in theappropriations for ‘‘ publie schools,” 
in section 1, on page 23, line 11, after the words ‘‘ necessary items,” 
to strike ont * eight hundred and forty-two thousand one hundred and 
ninety-five,” and insert ‘‘ one million one thousand two hundred and 
thirty-six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of superintendents, teachers, and janitors, secretary of the board, 
and clerks, including additional teachers, rents, repairs, fuel, furniture, books, 
stationery, new school buildings, furniture for new school buildings, and other 
necessary items, $1,001,236, namely. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment on line 12, page 23,is a mere formal 
amendment which covers the sum of all the provisions succeeding in 
regard to schools, and I t that that be not acted on until the en- 
tire item is concluded, for I shall propose an amendment which will 
increase it-somewhat. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This amendment will be passed over, 
and returned to after the bill is perfected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 24, line 10, after the word ‘‘ normal,” I 
vast to insert the words ‘‘manual-training and country;’’ so as to 
read: 

Salaries to principals of normal, manual-training, and country schools,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
clause making appropriations ‘‘ for teachers,’’ in section 1, on page 24, 
line 15, after the words ‘‘Congress at,” to strike out “its next” and 
insert ‘*the beginning of each regular;’’ and in line 19, after the word 
“school,” to strike out ‘‘or’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


For teachers: For teachers, not to exceed six hundred and ninety-three in 
number, including teachers of pesien i schools, to be employed ata rate 
of compensation not to exceed the rate provided by the present schedule of sal- 
aries, and at an average salary not to exceed $670, $464,310; and no increase in 
salaries paid to teachers in grades now crater es $900 or more, except in case of 
promotion to fill vacancies occurring before or after the passage of this act and 
except in salaries to principals of normal, manual-training, and country schools, 
and no increase in the number of teachers a any of such grades shali be made, 
baka than at the met E poraa 

to each teacher under this 


and the minimum compensation shall not 
num, and the namesof and actual com 

rovision shall be reported to Congress at the ing of each session 
by the commissioners: Provided, That in ‘meee Beornpiwed to teachers, no dis- 
crimination shall be made between male aod n) © teachers employed in the 
same grade of school, and performing a like class ore duties, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘t for janitors and 
care of buildings and grounds,” in section 1, on page 25, line 9, after 
the name “‘Addison,”’ to insert “‘Amidon;”” in line 11, before the name 
“t Cranch,” to strike out ‘“‘Amidon;’’ in line 13, after the name ‘‘ Ma- 
gruder,’’ to insert “‘Mott;’’ in line 14, after the words “‘of the,” to 
strike out ‘‘Mott;’’ in line 16, before "the words “dollars each,” to 
strike out “two hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘four hundred; “? in 
line 19, after the word ‘‘at,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and sixty. 
five” and insert ‘‘ three hundred;’’ in line 21, after the word ‘‘exceed,”’ 
to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert “ forty-eight; »” in line 23, after the 
words ‘‘ five thousand,” to strike out ‘‘six hundred ” and insert ‘‘ three 
hundred and seventy-six;”’ and in line 1, 26, after the word ‘‘all,”’ 
to strike out “‘thirty-seven thousand nine hundred and thirty-five” 
and insert ‘‘thirty-nine thousand nine hundred and seventy-six;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


For janitors and care of buildings and 

building, $1,600; org the Jefferson building, $1,400; of the Stevens aaron $1,100; 

nklin bui Iding, $1,100; of the Fi fate, Curtin ees 

etek per Garnett, Sumner, Anal 
riers each ; of, 


nds: For care of the high-school 


e, Anacost 
ho “buildings, at paton each: of the Mount Pleasant, MeCo Green- 
leaf. Hamilton Road, Chambe: riain, High Street, Montgomery Hewes and Threl- 
keld buildings, at $300 each; for care of smaller buildings and rented rooms, at 
= gio not to exceed $43 per annum for the care of each school-room, $5,376 

The AAEE was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, line 5, after the 
word ‘‘grounds,’’ to insert ‘“‘including construction of fire-proof stair- 
ways in Lincoln school building;’’ and in line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’? so as 
to make the clause read: 

For repairs and improvements to school buildi 
construction of fire-proof stairways in Lincoln schoo! 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


and grounds, includin; 
building, $35,000. £ 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, line 7, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘for sanitary improvements in old buildings” from 
“$1, 000” to to ‘*$5,000.*? 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, in line 11, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “twenty and insert “twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including furniture, books, stationery, printing, in- 
surance, and other necessary items, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, line 12, to in- 
crease the appropriation ‘‘ for fuel ’’ from ‘‘ $20,000 ” to $22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, to strike out lines 
13 and 14, as follows: 

For aana instruction, including tools, machinery, material, and appa- 
ratus, $8,000. 

And insert: 

For the purchase of tools, machin material, as paratus to be used in con- 
nection with inetraction i in Seanaal ra $10,000. R 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, line 18, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘ for furniture for new ’school buildings” from $8,000 
to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 26, line 21, after the 
words ‘‘as follows,’’ to strike out ‘Cone’? and insert t two; ” after the 
word “division,” at the end of the same line, to insert “t one in sec- 
ond school division; ” in line 22, after the word ‘‘ division,’’ where it 
first occurs, to strike out ‘one’? and insert ‘*two;’? after the word 
* division,” at the end of thesame line, to insert “‘ one in fourth school 
division; ” in line 23, before the words “‘in fifth school division,” to 
strike ont ‘one’? and insert **two;’? in line 25, after the word “ di- 
vision,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and twenty-five ” and insert 
“ three hundred and fifty; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For erection of new school buildings and purchase of sites therefor, as fol- 
lows: Two in first school division, one in second school division, two in third 
school division, one in fourth school eerie oem in fifth school ssion one 
in seventh school division, and two in eighth school division, $350,000: Provided, 
That no one of the foregoing school buildings shall be constructed with less 

eight rooms. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend that by making the sum total 
$385,000, that being the necessary amount. 

The amendment to the amendment was i to. 

The amendment as amended was 
- The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 27, line 5, be- 
fore the word ‘‘thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ ten’? and insert ‘twelve; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For erection of two new school buildings and purchase of sites therefor in 
sixth school division, $12,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations “‘ for Metropolitan 
police,” insection 1, on page 27, line 15, to increase the appropriation 
for salary of “one major and superintendent” from $2,600 to $3,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 27, line 17, before 
the word *‘inspectors,” to strike out “ night; : so as to read: 

Two lieutenants, inspectors, at $1,500 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 1, before the 
word ‘‘lieutenants,’’ to strike out “eight”? and insert “nine;”? 50 as 
to read: 

Nine lieutenants, at $1,320 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 2, before the 
word “ sergeants,” to strike out “twenty” and insert ‘‘twenty-three;’’ 
so as to read: 

Twenty-three sergeants, at $1,140 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 4, before the 
word ‘‘ privates,” to strike out “fifteen”? and insert ‘t forty-five;’? so 
as to read: 

One hundred and forty-five privates, class 1, at $900 each. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment in section 1, on page 28, line 5, 5, before the 
xan ‘‘ privates,” to strike out ‘‘ forty ” and insert ‘ sixty;’’ so as to 


One hundred and sixty privates, class 2, at $1,080 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 7, before the 
word ‘‘station-keepers,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventeen”’ and insert “nine 
teen;’’ so as toread: 

Nineteen station-keepers, at $720 each. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 8, before the 
word ‘‘aborers,’’ to strike out ‘eight’? and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so.as to 
read: 

Nine laborers, at $480 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 17, before 
eee t‘ drivers,” to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to 


Five drivers of patrol-wagons, at $360 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 28, line 21, to in- 
crease the appropriation for ‘‘ repairs tostations, including police-court 
building,” hoon $2,400 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 4, to increase 
the appropriation for ‘‘ miscellaneous and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing stationery, books, telegraphing, photographs, printing, binding, 

ice, washing, meals for prisoners, furniture and repairs to same, 

and bed-clothing, insignia of office, purchase and care of horses, 
police equipments and repairs to same, harness, forage, repairs to ve- 
hicles, van, ambulance, and patrol-wagons, and expenses incurred in 
prevention and detection of crime, and other necessary items,’’ from 
$11,500 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 

Purchase of lot and erecting and furnishing station-house in northeasterm sec- 
tion of Washington, $15,600. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 13, to in- 
crease the total amount of the appropriations ‘‘ for metropolitan po- 
lice ” from $356,060 to $433,080. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations “‘ for the fire depart- 
ment,” in section 1, on page 29 line 19, before the word ‘‘foremen,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to read: 

Nine foremen, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 20, before 
the word ‘‘engineers,’’ to strike out ‘‘seyen’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so 
as to read: 

Eight engineers, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 18, on page 29, to strike out “‘fore- 
men acting as;’’ so as to read: 

Two assistant engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, then, on page 29, line 18, after the word 
‘‘assistant,’? to insert ‘‘chief;”’ so as to read: 

Two assistant chief engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 29, in line 19, I move.to strike out ‘‘nine”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 

Ten foremen, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resum: 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 29, in line 21, before the word ‘‘firemen,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘seven’’ and insert “‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Eight firemen, at $840 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 23, before 
the word ‘‘ hostlers,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’”’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
read: 

Ten hostlers, at $340 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 29, line 24, before 
the word “ privates,” to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-two;”’ 
so as to < 

Sixty-two privates, at $800 each. 

Mr. PLUMB, I move to amend the amendment by making the num- 
ber sixty-six. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 29, line 25, 
before the word ‘‘ watchmen,” to strike out ‘‘three”’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ 
so as to read: > 

Four watchmen, at $600 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 5, to increase 
the appropriation for ‘‘ purchase of hose” from $3,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 6, to increase 
the appropriation for ‘‘ purchase of horses’’ from $3,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 9, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 2 

For erecting engine-house in southeastern section of Washington, $10,500; fur- 
nishing same, $1,500; hose-carriage for same, $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 30, line 16, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations ‘‘ for the fire department” from 
$115,920 to $140,500. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend that by making the total $144,700, 
which will cover the additions made. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for “‘ telegraph 
and telephone service,’’ in section 1, on page 30, line 22, after the word 
“each,” to insert: 

One expert repairman, $960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 31, line 1, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for salaries of superintendent 
and employés in connection with the ‘‘telegraph and telephone serv- 
ice’’ from $8,840 to $9,800, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 31, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘underground,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five; ” so as to read: 

For putting District wires underground, $25,000. 

And after the word ‘‘ dollars” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall require 
all telegraph, telephone, and other wires to be removed from all streets, avenues, 
and alleys bankot the District wires have been or may be removed, and to 
require all wires to be placed underground at the expense of the body-co: 
rate, com y, or person now maintaining, owning, or using the same. e 
location of conduits, the trenching, excavation, and relaying of pavements in 
streets and s of the cables and devices used to be subject to the direction 
and approval of the said Commissioners. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to have a statement from the chair- 
man of the committee or the Senator in charge of this bill why the re- 
duction is made in the amount appropriated for putting District wires 
under ground from $36,000 to $25,000, and also why it is proposed to 
strike out the proviso inserted by the House. It seems to me a very 
judicious and wise provision. It isa movement toward putting not 
only the telegraph and telephone wires but the electric-light wires 
under ground. As is very well known, wires used for electric lighting 
are doing mischief in this country, and it is now a not uncommon oc- 
currence to read of the sudden death of some person who has come in 
contact with an electric-light wire, and there are movements being 
made in all our cities precisely in the direction of this provision which 
has been inserted in this bill by the House of Representatives. 

In this District the facilities for putting wires under ground are most 
excellent. There is no city in the Union where it is easier to do it, 
and no city in the Union where, in my judgment, it ought to be done 
more promptly and more thoroughly than in this city. And now we 
find here that a provision that the District wires shall be all put under 
ground, with a liberal appropriation for that purpose, is accompanied 
by a requirement that all other wires shall beremoved from the streets 
from which the District wires are being removed; and our committee 
propose to strike out that provision and to reduce by some $11,000 the 
appropriation for putting the District wires under ground. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the committee of the Senate, 
with all due deference, and awaiting such explanation as they may 
make, are going in the wrong direction. In all the other parts of this 
bill they have increased the appropria one, They have not left the 
bill where it came from the other House, but they have increased the 
amounts very largely, and the Senate is voting to sustain the increases 
which they propose; but now we come to a'matter which I conceive to 
be of great importance, where the District ought to move early and not 
wait, where the House of Representatives is on the right track, and, 
as it seems to me, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate is on 
the wrong track. 

Mr.PLUMB. The amountof $25,000, which the committee propose 
in place of the sum proposed by the other House, is the exact amount 
estimated for by the commissioners, and the committee followed the 
estimates of the commissioners as better authority than what the House 
did without any apparent reason. 

The amount is not so important, however. The main feature was 
the character of the proviso; that is, its ineffectiveness for the purpose 
intended. The Senate will observe that this paragraph only provides 
that the wires shall be put under ground on the streets where the Dis- 
trict wires are put under ground. Therefore, it is not a perfect or 
eomprehensive system of underground insulation of the wires; and 
on the streets upon which the District has no wires to put under 
ground the wires now there of course will remain above ground. 

It seemed to the committee that when the time came, as it undoubt- 
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edly has come now, to put wires under ground, they ought to be, all of 
them, put under ground, and that they ought to be required to be put 
under ground by the adoption of some system or plan whereby they shall 
be put under ground without in any way interfering with the usefulness 
of the wires. 

The committee have it on the authority of the mayor of New York 
that New York City has not yet devised a system whereby the wires 
which now encumber the streets of that city can be put under ground. 
We were informed on the authority of the engineer commissioner that 
it was not possible to have the wires which carry the electricity for 
the lights in the same trench with the wires which are used for tele- 
phone and telegraph purposes; that they were so much more highly 
charged with electricity that a separate conduit would be necessary 
for them. 

In the next place, there is no provision in the clause as it came from 
the House to compel action on the part of the telegraph and telephone 
companies. It is all well enough to say to the commissioners they shall 
require it to be done, but suppose the companies do not do it, what 
penalty then is to be enforced, and by what means shall the penalty be 
enforced? 

These are questions both comprehensive and intricate. They are of 

a legislative character. They involvestudy, thorough and protracted 
consideration, and ought to be embodied in a bill dealing with that sub- 
ject alone, or at all events in a bill which is entirely legislative in its 
character. 
, We believed that this provision would be totally ineffective; that it 
would lead to litigation; that it would lead to the interruption of nec- 
essary communication; that it would lead to the unnecessary tearing 
up of the streets, and we believed on account of the investigation we 
gave to the subject at a previous session that there ought to be some 
main trench or couduit laid from the outskirts of the city of Washing- 
ton to the center which would cover all the wires coming into the city, 
and from that radiating trenches which should convey them to the 
various localities to which they are to renderservice. That would re- 
quire the expenditure of a very large sum of money. Twenty-five 
thousand dollars is no money at all for it. My recollection is that the 
estimate for a main trench of that kind was in the neighborhood of 
half a million dollars. 

I only speak of the amount as showing how intricate that question 
of legislation must be which provides for the laying of this trench or 
of any trench to be used in common by the wires of the telegraph sys- 
tem, by the wires of the telephone system, by the wires of the electric- 
lighting system, and by the wires of the District of Columbia. 

! For all these reasons the committee, thoroughly mindful of what the 
Senator from New Hampshire so well expresses, the great necessity for 
a movement of this kind, felt that it went far beyond their jurisdic- 
tion and far beyond their opportunity now to put the matter in shape, 
especially at this late hour of the session of Congress,and they preferred 
to do nothing rather than to do that which they believed would be en- 
tirely ineffective and would lead to trouble and useless expense. 
If there is any suggestion that the amount of $36,000 is better calcu- 
lated to meet the necessities for the submerging of the wires of the fire- 
‘alarm or the district-telegraph system used by the District govern- 
ment and by the fire department, I think there will be no objection to 
sum larger; but we thought the estimates made by the 


making tha 
commissioners themselves were the best guide, especially where there 
is no special mention made of the matter by. the commissioners as in- 
volving a greater necessity than their estimates call for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, Mr. President, it appears that there is in 
this bill an object, an important object, with which the Committee on 
Appropriations are in hearty sympathy, and they have shown their 
sympathy by striking out a House -provision because they say it has 
not any penal clause and it would be ineffectual. It seems to me it 
would be a great deal better to take this clause which has got through 
the House of Representatives somehow or other, and is good as far as 
it goes, and which may be amended by adding to ita penal clause if 
the Committee on Appropriations choose to do it and think it needs it, 
and hold on to this first ing of a movement to get these danger- 
ous and troublesome and annoying wires where they belong, under 

und, 

Mr. President, if we wait until the telegraph, telephone, and elec- 
tric-light companies are willing to put their wires under ground they 
will never go there. The time will never come when the telegraph 
companies and the telephone companies and the electric-light com- 
panies will think that they ought to put their wires under ground. It 
is something that must be done by paramount authority. They must 
be forced under ground by legislation, and here is a very clear and 
distinct and it seems to me unobjectionable clause, the only criticism 
of it being the opinion of the Senator from Kansas that in his judg- 
ment it will not be operative. There are some submerged wires in 
this city already. There is a trench going up Fourteenth street, laid 
down by some of the compania as an experiment; and there are, I 
think, in that trench some fivehundred wires. There are wires enough 
in that trench now to meet all the requirements for telegraphing and 
for telephoning in this city for the next one hundred years. There are 
no electric wires that, as the Senator has said, a separate trench would 


have = be made for except the electric-light wires that are used for the 
arc lights. 

If that be so, let us make the companies begin to put them down. 
Do not let us wait until we have a tragedy here in this city and then 
have Congress legislating under the pressure of such an occurrence, 
Let us begin. If the District wires are to go under ground, why should 
not the other wires go at the same time? The Senator says the com- 
panies will not put them there unless a penal clause requires them to 
go there. Thendraughtthe penal clause and compel them to put them 
there. 

The Senator says that this thing which he is so very much in favor 
of, which the committee are all in favor of, can not be done until we 
have a comprehensive system which will put them all under ground af 
once, 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that that comprehensive system 
never will be got up; that if the electric wires in this city or in any 
other city are put under ground it will have to be done piecemeal, by 
making a beginning, by forcing some of the wires under ground and 
demonstrating that the system of telegraphing and the system of elec- 
tric lights will operate through underground wires, and then the rest 
of them will go under ground. 

They have a very difficult problem on hand in New York City, I ad- 
mit. There is a city perfectly gridironed with wires; many of the 
streets are narrow, and it is a very troublesome problem to get the tel- 
egraph wires in New York under ground, and the corporations there 
which do not want to put them under ground are very powerful to A a 
vent the enforcement of any law made for the purpose of putting them 
under ground; but I did not suppose that the corporations in this city 
were so powerful that they could strike out of a bill of this kinda 
clause inserted by the House of Representatives going in the right di- 
rection as easily as they appear to be striking this clause out of thig 
bill. 

Now, Mr. President, I say that if there is to be any appropriation at 
all made for putting under ground the District wires that pass through 
any street or lane or alley or avenue of this city, the companies which 
have their corporate wires partly over the same line ought to be com- 
pelled to put them underground at the sametime, and I hope that the 
committee will waive their amendment, and, if necessary, frame and 
place on the bill a penal clause, and that we shall do something here 
and now to overcome the danger that is upon us this very day and this 
very hour of just such casualties and calamities and death as are tak- 
ing place in other parts of the country. 

Mr. BECK. I hope before the Senator sits down he will give us the 
authority he has for making the statement that the corporations which 
control these wires have been able to have this thing done. Has ha 
any idea that the action of the Committee on Appropriations has been 
taken at the dictation of any corporation? If he has, let him state it, 
I say it is not true. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kentucky, always courteous, 
says that something is not true. What it is precisely that he says is 
not true Ido not understand. I stated that the corporations had been 
successful in getting the clause out of the bill. Is that untrue? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is untrue, decidedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senators explain why 
and how that is untrue. Here is the proposition of the committee to 
strike it out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, no representative of any corporation, 
railroad, telegraph, telephone, or electric light, appeared before the 
committee, so far as I know, or ever said a single word to any member 
of the committee. They certainly did not to any member of the sub- 
committee haying charge of the bill, I am sure. 

The question is not by any means as simple as the Senator from New 
Hampshire thinks. The committee do not know by what authority 
the telegraph companies, the telephone companies, or the electric light 
companies have put their poles up in the streets. They do not know, 
therefore, whether the provision contained in the appropriation bill is 
such a one as is warranted by the terms of possession or license, or what- 
ever else it may be called, which has enabled these companies to put 
their poles on the streets; and this provision only enters on the thresh- 
old; it does not dispose of the matter. The committee do not believe, 
and I am not at all convinced by the argument of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that this provision would result in putting one single inch 
of the wires of any of these companies underground if it were adopted. 

And as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs] not 
because the companies might not themselves be perfectly willing to do 
it if there were a practical plan and they were authorized to go under 
ground in such a way that the improvement made might be perma- 
nent, but the Senate will observe that there is no provision here by 
which they shall have a permanent right. The wires may be put un- 
der ground to-day if this provision shall be operative by the force of 
the police power of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and 
they may be taken up by the same power. If these wires are put un- 
der the streets, it ought to be in some way whereby the easement 
which is necessary for the breaking of the streets should be granted to 
the companies in order to take possession of that easement and not be 
unnecessarily disturbed, because the disturbance of that easement or 
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of the wires penetrating it is an injury to the public as well as the 
company. It is in the interest of the public that we should not inter- 
fere. . It is to the interest of the public that when these streets are 
torn up they shall be torn up once for all as nearly as possible. They 
may not be torn up to-day in one block and to-morrow in another, and 
then somewhere else, and so on from time to time, so as to disturb the 
streets which cost so much and the convenience of the people. It is 
better to go slowly in matters of this kind than to go hastily and with 
lack of consideration. 

Ido not believe myself if the Senator from New Hampshire were 
to sit down to draught a proposition of this kind, having in view this ob- 
ject, he would be able to put it in shape until after a great deal of cogita- 
tion and consultation of authorities and so on. This the Committee 
on Appropriations did not feel that they had time to do. They did not 
feel that it was specially committed to them to do it, 

These reasons, and the other reasons I have already stated, and some 
others which might well be stated if the discussion should be pro- 
tracted, induced the committee to strike out this provision, and in or- 
der to relieve the Senator from New Hampshire from his apprehensions 
that in some way the corporations have been powerful about the com- 
mittee-room, I repeat what I said before, that as far as I know there 
was no representation of any kind whatever, direct or indirect, made 
by the corporations themselves or any persons in their interest on this 
subject. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, as a member of the subcommittee 
which reported this bill to the full committee, I wish to say that I ap- 

roached this paragraph with very much the temper and very much the 
ition of the Senator from New Hampshire, and it was only after 
listening to the intelligent and thorough statement by the engineer 
commissioner of the District, one of the most accomplished engineers 
in the service, and the only person whom I heard on this subject, 
and who is himself studying the problem of how to put the electric-light 
wires under the surface, that I was driven from the position occupied 
now by the Senator from New Hampshire to the conclusion that with 
the knowledge we have of the difficulties and complications of the ques- 
tion it were better to strike out this clause and wait until investigation 
and experiment and expenditure elsewhere now going on under the eye 
and under the study of this intelligent engineer should bring out re- 
sults safer and more conducive to the welfare of the District, rather 
than to go on with the partial and ill-considered and crade proposition 
that is in the bill. 

I have no knowledge, and I do not think any member either of the 
subcommittee or of the full committee has any knowledge of the views 
upon this subject of the corporations who have control of these wires, 
beyond the fact that they are in other places trying the experiment 
how to put down the wires in such form and in such method as will 
not impair their usefulness. We were told by this engineer that he 
had within a week received information that they had discovered a 
method and a plan by which they could put them down in Philadel- 

hia, but how long a continuation of the wires in the method they had 
Raced to put them down he could not tell, or as to how long they 
would prove under that method to be safe and unimpaired he was un- 
certain. He had gone to Brooklyn where they were experimenting in 
the same way, and he came back uncertain what to do. 

Yet here at our table, in the discussion of this hour, it is suggested 
by the Senator from New Hampshire that we can pen a provision that 
will solve this whole problem. I think if the Senator would listen to 
a learned and intelligent engineer, who is studying the subject and is 
desirous of accomplishing the end he desires, he would be less anxious 
roe is now to keep this clause in the bill or attempt to draw one 
himself. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, it so happens that I was not present 
in the Committee on Appropriations when this particular provision was 
considered, but I am heartily in accord with the committee in striking 
out theclause. To have the wiresof all these companies under ground 
is the one desirable thing, but in directing that they shall be placed 
under ground it should be done upon a system that is perfectly fair to 
those who are interested in these various companies. Provision must 
be made necessarily, if justice is to be done, that the charges shall be 
fixed and uniform, and that all shall be treated alike. 

The question whether it can be done successfully for all the wires, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts well said, is yet an open question; 
but let me say to the Senator from New Hampshire that while it was 
not intended by the authors of this provision or by the committee who 
reported it in the other House, the provision as it stands in the bill 
and as now proposed to be stricken out would place all the property 
of all those corporations which have obtained rights in the ds of 
two or three individuals in this District. If the Senator from New 
Hampshire is seeking to prevent monopoly and to prevent injustice, 
he has taken the wrong course. It so happens that within this Dis- 
trict the commissioners have granted to two or three individuals, not 
incorporated, with no rights obtained from Congress, and, as I think, 
in violation of the law, the right to dig up these streets and place 
trenches and make a conduit for the purpose of putting the wires 
under ground. 

I do not impute any bad motive to any man, but I say the provision 
as it stands now would have the effect to place in the hands of two or 


three individuals the entire monopoly of this business in the District 
of Columbia. From what I have seen of the commissioners (and I only 
know of their public acts) I for one am not content to leave with the 
majority of the board the right to give such a monopoly as they have 
given to two or three men, and force contributions from all the people 
who have invested and been engaged in telegraph, telephone, and elec- 
tric-light business in the District of Columbia. It is unsafe and it is 
unwise. When a provision is made by requiring all the wires 
to be placed under ground it ought to be done under such regulations 
that all will be treated alike. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a vote on this matter. I desire to 
say to the Senator from Maryland that arrangements are about being 
made by which the wires in which he takes such an interest will be all 
removed in this District by next November. There will be no neces- 
sity for any legislation on the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN, I did not hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no reason to suppose that 
any person interested in any of the existing corporations maintaining 
their wires in this District has appeared berore the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and I do not suppose that any member of the committee 
is eied by any motive except that of public duty. But I still 
think that they have made a mistake in recommending that Congress 
shall not take this one particular step in advance. 

We are to wait, we are told, until acomprehensivesystem is adopted 
for putting all the wiresunder ground. Why, then, do we go on with 
the work of putting the District wires under ground? 

Mr. DAWES. It is perfectly practicable to put the telephone and 
telegraph wires under ground. The trouble is that after that is done 
all the dangerons wires are still left. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘The dangerous wires will be less likely to stay 
here if you will put the telegraph and telephone wires under ground 
to begin with. > 

The attention of the Senate is called to this precise provision. It is 
an appropriation coming from the other House of $36,000 to put the 
District wires under ground, and the provision which is stricken out is 
merely one which says that through those streets, avenues, and alleys 
wherefrom the District wires have been or may be removed these dan- 
gerous wires shall be removed from the streets and put under ground. 

The Senator from Kansas says that the streets should not be torn up 
until a comprehensive plan can be adopted. But the streets are to be 
torn up in order to put the District wires under ground. I ask why, 
if that is to go forward and on certain streets and avenues of this Dis- 
trict a trench is to be dug and the District wires are to be put under 
ground, it is not perfectly feasible and practicable to put the private 
telephone and telegraph wires under ground at the same time and 
throngh the same streets and alleys? I believe it is, and I do not think 
the argument that we should wait until a comprehensive plan can be 
adopted is at all pertinent to the proposition that in those streets where 
these $36,000 are to be expended for putting the District wires under 
ground the other wires shall not go under ground, and that no begin- 
ning shall be made in this important work which every Senator seems 
to have at heart, but which so many are unwilling to undertake to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can a vote on that by yeasand nays be taken in 
the Senate? = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can. 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ health 
department,” in section 1, on page 32, line 14, after the word ‘‘items,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘three thousand five hundred” and insert ‘four thou- 
sand;’’ so as to read: 

And for contingent expenses, including books, stationery, fuel, rent, repairs 


to pound and vehicles, fo: , meat for horseshoeing, „and other 
necessary items, $4,000. sas ssp ©, pein 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 32, line 16, to in- 
crease the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘health depart- 
ment” from $42,810 to $43,310. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Courts,” in the clause 
making appropriations ‘‘for the police court,” in section 1, on 33, 
line 5, after the word ‘‘ gas,” to strike out ‘* witness fees;’’ in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ items,’’ to strike out ‘‘two thousand five’’ and 
insert ‘‘ eight;’? in line 6, after the word “dollars,” to insert “‘for . 
witness fees, $3,000; in line 7, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out 
‘* for judicial $2,500; and in line 8, after the word “‘all,’’ 
to strike out “‘ fifteen n bestea seven ” and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand 
five;’’? so as to make the clause read: 

For the police court: For one judge, $3,000; one clerk, $2,000; one y 
clerk, $1,000; two bailiffs, at $3 rag & ; One messenger, $900; one 

States "s fees, $1 


keeper, ; United marshal ,400; contingent , includ- 
ing Sof i Tea SE tee pects DO dudes of the lice court 
during absence of said judge, not exceeding $300; books, statione , fuel, 
ice, gas, and other necessary items, $800; for witness fees, $3,000; in all, $14,512" 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ miscellaneous 

expenses,” in section 1, on page 34, line 13, after the word ‘‘ horses,”’ 
to insert “not otherwise provided for; ” in line 15, after the word 
“offices,” to strike out “‘six thousand seven hundred” and insert 
‘f seven thousand;”’ and in line 17, before the word ‘‘hundred,’’ to 
strike out “five ” and insert “ eight; ? go as to make the clause read: 

For rent of District offices, $3,600; for general advertising, $3,000; for books 
and repairs of books for register of wills, $200; to enable the o the register « 


of wills to 
complete the assorting, briefing, and filin; the records and his 


papers ce 
pion; to 1579, eager 3 clerical service and purchase of file-holders and 


books, 


000; printing, checks, damages, forage, care of horses not otherwise provided 
ho: oeing, fuel, jee, gas, repairs, insura: rebinding and repairing 
records and other general necessary expenses of offices, $7,000; in all 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of *' for reformatories and 
prisons,’’ in the appropriations ‘‘ for Washington Asylum,” in section 
1, on page 34, line 25, before the word “ overseers,’’ to strike out “five” 
and insert ‘‘ six;’’ so as to read: 

Six overseers, at $600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 35, line 3, before the 
word ‘‘watchmen,’’ to strike out “five” and insert “‘six;”? so as to 
read: 

Six watchmen, at $365 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 35, line 11, after the 
word ‘‘at,’’ to strike ont “sixty” and insert ‘tone hundred;’’ so as 
to read: 

Four nurses, at $100 each. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 35, line 13, to in- 
crease the total amount of the appropriations for employés of the 
“Washington Asylum” from $13,415 to $14,540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 35, to strike out line 
21, as follows: 

For fire-escape, $1,500. 

And insert: 

For fire-escapes, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 35, after line 22, to 
insert: 

For constructing and furnishing lying-in ward, $2,750. 

Ter Seg nga ntuching repay ete of iss buildings into a ward 
for theme of old and infirm SSE, $600. 
! The amendment was agreed. to. 
` ‘Thenext amendment was, in theappropriations for ‘‘ Reform School,’’ 
in section 1, on page 37, line 7, after the word *‘dollars,” to insert “all 
in the discretion of the commissioners; ” and in line 8, before the word 
‘thousand,’ to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “twenty-six; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 


For su; rt of inmates, including groceries, flour, feed, meats, dry-goods, 
leather Son aA gen fuel, hardware, table-ware. furniture, farm implements 
and ess and repairs to same, fertilizers, boo! 


repai ks, stationery, p uoetagr 
penine and gazing, m forcement medical attendance, stock, repairs to 
uildings, an tems, in 


other cluding compensation, not exceeding 
e in Inver or services and for i rail E hereon 72 
$500, all in the discretion of the commissioners, $26,000, boy, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 37, line 13, to in- 
crease the appropriation ‘‘ for grading, draining, and improving grounds 
and roads’’ from $300 to $500, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 37, line 23, after the 
word ‘ expenses,” to insert ‘‘ all in the discretion of the commission- 
ers;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
| For the Industrial Home School: For maintenance of inmates and co of 
superintendent and employés, the promotion of iadaan saa general re 
and other necessary expenses, all in the discretion of the commissioners, 0,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ the Industrial 
Home School,” in section 1, at the top of page 38, to insert: 
For new boiler and connections, and repairing and restocking fgreenhouses, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the apetoresasion ‘t for charities,” in 
section 1, on page 38, after line 11, to insert 
To enable the commissioners of the District to Tarai temporary food and 
lodging to indigent persons, male and female, to be expented in their discre- 
on, $2,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the clause appropriating $9,000 
t‘ for the National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Chil- 
‘dren,’’ in section 1, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 
To exishle said association $0 care foe eolored foundlings, $1,008 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 39, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘foundlings,”” to strike ont ‘for filling and grading grounds, 
$1,000,” and insert ‘‘for erecting and completing a ward for colored 
foundlings, $5,000;? and in line 18, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike 
out “eight” and insert ‘t twelve;” so as to make the clause read: 

For the Washiugton Hospital for a for erecting and completi a 
ward for colored ere v (000; for heating apparatus, $500; and for 
tenance, $7,000; in all, $12,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 39, after line 19, to 
insert: 

To complete the erection of additional accommodations fer the use of the 
Saint Rose Industrial School, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 40, line 6, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘three;’’? and in 
line 7, after the word “all,” to strike out “five” and insert A 9? 
so as to make the clause read: 

For the National Homeopathie Hospital Association of Washington, D. C., for 
improvements upon the buildings, $3,500; for maintenance, $3,000; in all, $6,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 40, to strike ont 
lines 11 and 12, as follows: 

For maintenance of the Young Woman’s Christian Home, $1,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 40, to strike out the 
clause from line 13 to line 21 inclusive, as follows: 

That the commissioners are hereby directed to report to Congress at its next 

session what institutions, ifany, for the care of foundlings appropriated for 
herein refused admission to foundlings on account of race or color, and if any 
so refused, to give the assigned reasons for such rae 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on Aa 40, line 5, after the 
word “with,” to strike out ‘‘a report as to what legislation i is neces- 
sary to provide the District with proper institutions of this char- 
acter,’’ and insert “such suggestions and recommendations as they 
may deem pertinent;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

That hereafter the several institutions included under the heads of asylums, 
reformatories, industrial schools, and charities named in the annual appropria- 
tion acts bpd the support of the District of Columbia shall report to the commis- 

ers of District ct, on or before the first day of December of each year, a full 
and petty account of receipts and expenditures, and all their and 
said commissioners shall transmit the same to Congress at the ing of each 
lar session, with such suggestions and recommendations as they may deem 
pertinent, together with estimates for maintaining the same. 
The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Em Fund,” 
in section 1, on page 41, after the word ‘‘character,’’ at the end of line 
12, to insert “and in all other cases of emergency; » so as to make the 
clause read: 

EMERGENCY FUND, 

To be expended only in case of emergency, such as riot, ae or calamit: 
by flood or fire, and of like character, and in in all other cases of emergency no A 
otherwise sufficiently provided for, $5,000 : Provided, That in the purchase of 
caches for in this act no more than the market price shalt be 
peck aren and all bids for any of such articles above the bk omen 


all articles 
for any suc 
price shall be 


The Seer was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Water ” 
in section 1, on page 41, line 24, after the words ‘‘one clerk,” to strike 
out ‘nine hundred ” and insert ‘‘one thousand;”’ on page 42, line 1, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘one draughtsman, $1, ao ” in 
line 4, after the word “dollars,” to insert “six inspectors, a t $900 
each; ;™ and in line 7, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out icten thon- 
sand, pe and insert ‘‘eighteen thousand, one;’’ so as to make the 
clause ~ 


For one chief clerk, $1,500 ; two clerks, at $1,400 each; one clerk, $1,000; one 
superintendent, $1,600; one draughtsman, vs 800; one m er, $600; one in- 
spector, at $3 ay, $936; six inspectors, at $900 each ; cat mses, 
including boo: , and other 


lanks, meng y forage; eetvarticing, pial 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 42, after line 13, to 
insert: 

For laying a new water-main from K street northwest down Fourteenth street 
to B street southwest, including necessary connections, $31,000; this sum to be 


paid out of the Treasury of the United States and to be repaid from the reye- 
nues of the water department for the fiscal year 1890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, to strike out section 3, as fol- 
lows: 

Bah oe That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed and author- 
pply such portion as may be deemed expedient of any vane which 
a ne Ehret thee of the fiscal year 1888, and of each fiscal year thereafter, 
of the general revenues of the District of Columbia in excess of per ono Kil of 
those appropriations payable equally out of the revenues of the District and the 
United States, to the payment of the balance yet remaining unpaid of the debt 
of the District of Columbia created by the act approved Saly 15 15, 1882, entitled 
“An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, ‘and for other 
purposes ;** That the amount of said surplus shall tirst be reported to 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Treasurer of the United 
States by the First Comptroller of the Treasury when called upon to do so, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 3. That all moneys received from sales of animals or material of any sort 
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perena under appropriations, other than for the water department for the 
ct of Columbia, made since July 1, 1878, shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of the United States and the District in equal 
parts; and all balances of appropriations made for the District of Columbia 
under section 3 of the act of June 11, 1878, entitled “An act providing a perma- 
nent form of government for the District of Columbia,” ag nase enced 
atthe end of two years from the close of the year for which such appro- 
ons were or may be made, shall be covered into the Treasury, one-half to 
credit of the surplus fund and one-half to the credit of the general fund of 
the District of Columbia. = 
to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thecommittee amendments are con- 
cluded. Are there other amendments to the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. In the appropriations for salaries and contingent ex- 

of executive office I wish to change the total, on page 3, line 2, 
aparia out $43,664 and inserting $44,464. I move that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 23 I move to change the total in line 12 of 
the clause making appropriations for salaries of superintendents, teach- 
ers, etc., of public schools from $1,001,236 to $1,036,236. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB, Now, on page 12, between lines 22 and 23, under the 
head of ‘‘ northwest section schedule,’ I move to insert: 


L street, from Twenty-sixth street to Twenty-seventh street. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Asa member of the committee, I move to add, after 
line 15, on page 38, in the appropriations ‘‘ for charities,” the follow- 
ing words: 
oe Sy ng doses Bt, to the Waskington Might Lodging Done sod the 
Young Woman's Christian Home, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. I move to amend the bill, on the second page, twentieth 
line, by striking out the words: 

' One inspector of plumbing, $1,800; 
And inserting: 
supervising i r of plumbing of all buildings and of sewers in the 
Diiic of Columbia, 500. z £ < 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care to make a point of order against the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, and if the amendment does 
not take this officer out from under the charge of the commissioners of 
the District and give to him authority to be exercised separate and 
apart from their direction, I do not care anything aboutit; but the sum 
which the Senator proposes as salary I can not consent to. Itis beyond 
the estimate. The estimate, I think, was $1,800, and while I concede 
that there might well be some increase, the Senator proposes to nearly 
double his salary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, on page 2, line 20, it is proposed 
to strike out “‘ one inspector of plumbing, $1,800’ and insert: 

ing inspector of plumbing ofall buildings and of sewers in the 
Math T Pag a N 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill not make the point of order at this moment, if 
the Senator will state his purpose. 

Mr, CALL. That is recommended by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia in a recommendation signed by a majority of the members 
or all of them. Therefore I do not think any point of order can be 
made upon it. Now, it originated in this manner: I introduced at the 

uest of some citizens of this District the following amendment tothe 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

i riated for a chief i r of plum 

eee ethers auction me at catch tri-monthly an direction of atl 
Bia and sewers in the District of Columbia, and of pe pune buildings, 
and of all other buildings in the District of Columbia, and of all other buildings 
of the United States in any State or Territory when een by the Secretary 
of the Treasury or the head of any Department, who shall be required to report 
annually through the commissioners of the District of Columbia as to all build- 
ings in the District of Columbia, and through the heads of the ve De- 
partments or the Supervising Architect of the Treasury as to all buildings of 
the United States, 

The committee reported so much of this amendment as is contained 
in the amendment which I have now offered, and recommended a salary 
of $3,500. The following letter was addressed to me and referred to 
the committee, which I will read: 


The amendment will be reported 


Wasurxcrtoy, D. C., May 29, 1888. 


DEAR Sim: With pleasure we notice the action you have eh upon the 
question of the sanitary inspection of all dwellings. We believe that many 
houses which are occupied as dwellings, and some of our public buildings, are 
so deplorably unhealthy as to menace the public health, and without some ac- 
tion of Congress there is no authority for the application of re measures, 
‘The inspector of plumbing, though evidently an efficient and en: tic officer, 
has no authority beyond the examination of private structures in course of 
crection; and we earnestly recommend the y and favorable action of Con- 
gress woe some measure similar to that proposed by you. 
e 


respectfully, 

i WM. M. GALT. 
S. C. BUSEY, M. D. 
W. W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 
CHARLES 0. GLOVER, 
E. FRANCIS RIGGS, 

Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 

United States Senate, 


Dr. Johnston states as follows: 


Asit is pro to increase the duties of the Inspector of Plumbing, and know- 
ing what additional labor and responsibility this work will put upon him, I feel 
that the salary of his present office is much too small. The technical knowledge 
which he employs and the work he now does ought to be well paid for, 

W. W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 


Mr. PLUMB. Let measka question, which will perhaps obviate ar- 
gument on the subject. Admitting now the force of all that the Sen- 
ator says about the desirability of some such authority as he desires, 
does he mean to say that the language which he has proposed will give 
this official authority to do anything else than inspect? Will it give 
him authority to change the plumbing of the District? Will it give 
him authority to make forcible entry into a building or enter a build- 
ing against the wishes of the proprietor? 

Mr. CALL, No. 

Mr. PLUMB. In what way will it add to the authority the in- 
spector now has? 

Mr. CALL. In the first place, there is no obligation on anybody to 
inspect private residences, yet if the inspector under this bill were to 
go into a private house and see that the plumbing there was constructed 
improperly, and therefore, within the law, he was authorized toapply a 
compulsory remedy for its abatement, or the sanitary and police laws 
of the District would answer for that purpose, the owner of that 
house might still contest the fact and leave it for the courts to deter- 


mine. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I understand this man does not get any au- 
thority he has not now. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I make the point of order that it is legislation. 
I will not make the point of order on a proper increase of salary, but 
I must make it on an increase to beyond $3,000. 

Mr. CALL. That is a question which will have to be discussed. 
I do not consider that there is any point of order under the rules on 
any legislation that is recommended by a committee pertinent and 
germane to the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order against the amendment 
that it is legislation, that it increases the appropriation, and that the 
sum proposed as a salary is not estimated for. 

Mr. CALL. Pending that point, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senate will not adjourn at this time. The 
Senator will have an opportunity to move his amendment in the Sen- 
ate. If he desires to have a vote reseryed on any amendment to be 
taken when the Senate is full I shall not object; but I should like to 
have the bill reported to the Senate now, and in the Senate the amend- 
ment can be moved. 

Mr. CALL. Then I will pass over this point informally. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator can move his amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Let it be so understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw the 
amendment in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CALL. If I have the right to offer it again in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can offer it when the 
bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; with that understanding I withdraw it 
now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desire to reserve the amendment on page 31 for a separate 
vote? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The otheramendments will be voted 
on in gross if there be no objection. : 

The amendment, on page 2, line 20, will also be reserved to enable 
theSenator from Florida to propose his amendment in the Senate. The 
question is on concurring in the amendments not reserved for a sepa- 
rate vote. 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the consent of the Senator in charge of the 
bill, I should like to reserve a vote on the change on page 31, line 11, 
from $36,000 to $25,000 ‘‘ for putting District wires under ground.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thatis reserved, and also the amend- 
ment on page 2, line 20; but the other amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole are concurred in by the Senate. The bill is still open to 
amendment in the Senate. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Florida to propose his amendment in the Senate? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir; I propose it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be reserved on the 
amendment on page 31. The Senator from Florida proposes an amend- 
ment on page 2, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumes the consideration of the bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications 
and other seacoast defenses, which will be left as the unfinished busi- 
ness. The Senator from New Hampshire moves that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 13, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, June 12, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FISH-CULTURAL STATION, MISSOURI. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the United States Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries of an appropriation for the establish- 
ment and maintenance of a fish-cultural station in the Ozark region, 
Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, CHESAPEAKE BAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House 
Board of an appropriation for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog-signal at Cedar Point, mouth of the Patuxent River, Chesapeake 
Bay, Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ROCK ISLAND DAM, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chief 
clerk of the War Department, transmitting, with accompanying papers, 
a letter from the Chief of Ordnance in relation to the destruction of the 
dam at Rock Island arsenal by floods in the Mississippi River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Acting At- 
torney-General in relation to appropriations for compensation of United 
States district attorneys and assistant district attorneys for the fiscal 
year 1889; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. ý 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of findings of fact in 
the several cases of E. B. Bryan & Co., Sarah A. Bashard, and Elisha 
M. Shadden, rs. The United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

S. A. B. WOODFORD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chie 
clerk of the War Department, requesting the transfer to the Depart- 
ment of certain evidence on the files of the House relating to the claim 
ofS. A. B. Woodford. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the request embodied in this 
communication will be complied with, and the evidence referred to 
will be furnished to the Department by the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONSTRUCTION OF OFFICERS’ QUARTERS, NEW YORK, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the chief 
clerk of the War Department, transmitting a request from the Chief of 
Ordnance that the Committee on Military Affairs be di from 
the consideration of Executive Document No. 343, containing estimates 
for officers’ quarters at New York, and for hospital building at Rock 
Island arsenal, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania given at- 
tention to this communication ? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; but the Committee on Appropriations is con- 
sidering the subject now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the communication had better 


be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 9, 1888. 


Sır: I have the honor to transmit the inclosed letter of this date from the 
Chief of Ordnance with its accompanying copy of House Executive Document 
No. 343, Fiftieth Con, first session, in which he requests that the special es- 
timates for the erection of a hospital at Rock Island arsenal and for tempora. 
quarters at New York arsenal, which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary ACAS be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN TWEEDALE, Chief Clerk, ete. 
To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Committee on Military 
Affairs will be discharged from the further consideration of the matter 
referred to in this communication, and the same will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REPORT ON FOREST CONDITIONS, ROCKY MOUNTAINS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica- 
tion: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, June 10, 1888. 


Sr: I would respectfully ask the consent of the House of Representatives to 
return, for the use of this Department, the manuscript of a report on “ the forest 


XIX—324 


conditions of the Rocky Mountains,” transmitted to the House upon resolution 
of Mr. S. V. Wutre, on February 28, referred, and now in the hands of the Com- 


mittee on Se 
Respectfully, 
j F. 0. NESBIT, Acting Commissioner. 
Hon, J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, this request will be complied 
with and the manuscript will be returned. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LATHAM, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FISHER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TARSNEY, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


UNITED STATES MINT BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now call up the unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri to refer the communication the title of 
which the Clerk will read, to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting an estimate from the 
Supervising Architect ofan ra Fok eg for alteration and repairs of the United 
States mint building at Philadelphia, Pa. 


Mr. BLAND. _Is the motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, under the rules. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 23, noes 57, 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer this to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, It certainly does not belong to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

. RANDALL. ‘Then the work will never be done. 
_ The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, it was re- 


The communication was then referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. is 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understood that the House by its action on yes- 
terday morning set apart for consideration to-day a resolution from the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman calls it up it would be the regu- 
lar order. But as it was not postponed to any particular hour the 
House will proceed with its regular business unless that matter is called 


up. Does the gentleman call it up? 
Mr. TAULB If I do not call it up what will be the order of 
business ? 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman does not call it up the Chair 
will proceed with the regular order of business and call on committees 
for reports. 

DISALLOWED POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I will call it up. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, This is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged matter. The Clerk will read 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the disallowed postmasters’ claims 
presented from the State of Kentucky under the act of March : 3, ia! exhibiting 
all such claims as by an actual computation of commissions p: bed by the 
act of 1854, and entered upon claim jackets, show that the paid salaries are 10 
per cent. or more less than such commissions. Such tabulated statement to 
show in each case: First, the name of the post-office; second, the name of the 
applicant; third, the period of service covered by the computation of commis- 
sions; fourth, the amount of the computed commissions; fifth, the amount of 
paid salary for the same term of office; sixth, the actual amount of commis- 
sions in excess of the paid salary. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was recognized. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I claim the floor. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has recognized a member of the 
committee under the invariable practice of the House that if any mem- 
ber of the committee claims the floor he shall be recognized. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] at the 
appropriate time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman who made the report is entitled 
to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman who makes the report is entitled 
to the floor, if he claims it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. One moment. [I insist that I was recognized, Mr. 
Speaker, and I took the floor and called up the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply adheres to the practice of the 
House, which is to recognize the gentleman from the committee mak- 
ing the report, if he claims the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does that practice of the House go so far as tak- 
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ae A moner off the floor when he has been recognized and taken the 

oor 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gentleman from Kentucky 
would recognize the usual practice. When the Chair recognized the 

- gentleman from Kentucky the Chair did not know what he proposed 
to do, but supposed he desired to make some motion or suggestion. If 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr, ANDERSON] claims the floor the Chair 
is bound under the rules of the House and under the practice of the 
House to recognize him. But that does not preclude the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] from being recogaized afterwards. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Before proceeding to the discussion 
of this question I would like to know how much time the gentlemen 
on the other side desire. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I believe it is understood we shall 
have an hour on each side. That is my understanding. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. _Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the gentle- 
men on the other side desire one hour for the discussion of this matter, 
Task unanimous consent that the debate be closed and the previous 
question be ordered at the end of two hours—an hour being allowed on 
either side. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not know by what authority the gentleman 
speaks, or whose authority he has for saying that the friends of this 
resolution only desire one hour. So far as I am concerned, I believe I 
shall not want to occupy more than fifteen minutes. As I understand 
the indication of the Chair, I will be entitled to one hour when I am 
recognized. Ido not know that I shall want to consume that time, 
but I do not feel authorized to cut out from this debate the gentlemen 
who are on the committee, especially Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, 
and Mr. PETERS, of Kansas, who have taken some pains in informing 
themselves with reference to the merits of this proposition. I think it 
would be unfair to them to cut them off. I do not want to agree now 
to limit myself to less than one hour, and may ask an extension of time. 
I do not want the other members of the committee cut off, because I 
know they possess information on the subject and I want their help. 

Mr, PETERS. Asa member of the committee and as one who signed 
the minority report, I think it but following the custom of the House, 
as well as the rights of the members of the committee who signed the 
minority report, to give control of the opposition to the minority reso- 
Intion into the hands of the minority of thatcommittee. Mr. ANDER- 
SON, of Mississippi, Mr. MONTGOMERY, of Kentucky, and myself signed 
the minority report. I shall insist upon the members of the commit- 
tee, as is the usual custom, controlling the time. I am perfectly will- 
ing, so far as I am concerned, to accord to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE] all the time that can possibly be given him in 
keeping with the rightsof the members of the committee, whose rights 
should be, in all cases under the rules of the House, consulted first. 
The members of the committee have given this matter some study, and 
have as much interest in it so far as their constituents are concerned as 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I shall be very sorry indeed if by anything I have 
said or done I have misled the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. PETERS] 
into the belief that I have at any time entertained a desire to take this 
matter out of the hands of the minority of the committee making this 
report. I have atall times relied on them for help; but I do not know 
of any rule that will deprive me of presenting the rights of my constitu- 
ents in this matter, or deprive me of the recognition which the Chair has 
already signified his willingness to giveme, I have said that I am un- 
willing to do the injustice to the minority which an agreement tolimit 
debate to one hour on each side might work, because I recognize that 
they have rights and I appear in their defense. I believe they are in 
accord with my sentiment in this matter, and I certainly should regret 
very much if we disagreed among ourselves. So far as limiting the 
debate is concerned, I rely on the promise of the Chair for recog- 
nition. 

Mr. PETERS. I understood the Chair to say that, in accordance 
with the custom of the House, he would recognize members of the com- 
mittee, and, relying upon that statement of the Chair when the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr, ANDERSON], who made the majority report, 

. was addressing the Chair, we did not seek anything further until the 
question came up and the gentleman from Illinois asked whether we 
could agree as to the time. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
ANDERSON] then said he thought we could agree upon an hour on each 
side, whereupon the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] rises 
and claims that he is recognized by the Chair to control the hour, and 
that is what I protest against. $ 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I do not think I 
stated that. What I said was that the Chair had taken me off the 
floor under a custom of the House, and had stated that further along 
he would recognize me in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the previous question should be or- 
dered by the House, the Chair could not recognize any gentleman after 
that. But in this case there is a report by the majority of the com- 
mittee, and the views of the minority have also been presented by a 
member of the committee. The invariable practice in this House, so 
far as the present occupant of the chair is advised, has been to recognize 
the members of the committee first, especially where there is a differ- 


ence of opinion in the committee. If there is no difference of opinion, 
then the Chair will alternate between the members of the committee 
advocating the report and other gentlemen on the floor opposing it. 

In this case there are, as it were, two reports, the report of the com- 
mittee and the views of the minority, and the Chair must recognize 
first those gentleman on the committee who represent the different aš- 
pects of the question thus presented. After that, if the previous ques- 
tion is not ordered, the Chair will recognize other gentlemen. 

Mr. TAULBEE, That was not my understanding of the statement 
made by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that he would recognize the gen- 
orci emp atthe appropriate time. That was the exact language the Chair 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there has been developed already a 
difference of opinion between certain gentlemen on the committee With 
regard to the disposition thut should be made of this resolution. ‘The 
majority report has been presented by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ANDERSON ], and the views of the minority have been presented by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON]. Those two gentlemen 
after conferring have come to the conclusion that two hours’ discussion 
is necessary. There has been an inability to agree by unanimous con- 
sent that the debate shall terminate in that time. Now I wish to ask 
the Chair whether it is not competent for the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. ANDERSON] to take the floor and use such fraction of his hour as 
he may deem fit, reserving the balance of his time and yielding the 
other hour to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON]; and 
whether, after the time of the gentleman from Mississippi shall have 
expired, the gentleman from Illinois may not resume the floor for the 
peo tates of his hour, and during that time move the previous ques- 
‘ion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not yield an hour 
to the gentleman from Mississippi after having occupied a portion ot 
the hour himself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not mean to ‘‘ yield’ in any technical sense. 
I had previously stated that an agreement had been made that the 
time should be divided between those two gentlemen, an hour on each 
side, and my idea was that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDER- 
son], having an hour of his own, might take the floor, use such part 
of the hour as he saw fit, reserve such part as he saw fit, and then after 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON] had occupied his 
hour, resume the floor, either to continue debate or for the purpose of 
demanding the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman who has the floor in his own right 
can at any time demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know that; but I was merely making a sugges- 
tion to see whether we could not get at a practical solution of the diffi- 


culty. 

The SPEAKER, Thestatement of the Chair is that any gentleman 
who has the floor in his own right can move the previous question. 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolution. S 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe previous question were now ordered on 
this resolution, would not thirty minutes’ debate be allowed—fifteen 
minutes on each side—no debate having yet taken place ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam just as anxious to dispatch the business of the 
House and savetime as is thegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER]; 
but he can not understand the difficulties that exist in to con- 
ducting a matter of this kind as to which he has had no consultation, 
If the House wants to dispose of this resolution at once, I have no 
objection; but I believe we shall get along better if the gentleman will 
allow the arrangement suggested by the committee to proceed. I ask 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is simply a resolution of inquiry directed to 
one of the Departments, and its consideration ought not to take up 
two hours of the valuable time of the House at this stage of our busi- 
ness. If we are going to pass it, let us passit. It is merely an inquiry 
directing the Department to furnish certain information. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has not exumined it at all, or he 
would not make that statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know it is a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But you said it involved nothing but asking for 
information. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope we can come to some understanding, and 
thereby save time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I trust the discussion can proceed without any 
further consumption of time in these preliminary propositions, which, 
it is very apparent to everybody, look to an evasion of a discussion 
which might be developed in the course of an hour’s consideration of 
the resolution and which some members seem to be desirous to avoid. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to suggest as a matter of compromise, with 
due deference to the opinion of members of the committee, that in the 
discussion of this measure for one hour there might be developed some 
question which the House would desire to hear fully di by 
members of the committee. I am therefore opposed to any limitation 
of time now; let the discussion runon. If the Chair sees fit to deprive 
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me of any participation in that, except as I may procure the privilege 
by the courtesy of members of the committee, I will adapt myself to 
that arrangement and take no exceptions whatever to the ruling of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no desire-to deprive the gentleman 


of his right to discuss this or any other question; but the Chair feels 
bound, as presiding officer of the House, to conform to the usage of the 
House in this case as in every other. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. The question is 

upon agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in presenting the report 
of the committee it was not the intention to deprive any one of infor- 
mation which ought to be furnished by the Department. We based our 
action entirely upon the merits of the claims mentioned. These dis- 
allowed claims, about which it has been p: to request informa- 
tion, are claims which have been passed upon a‘ number of times by 
the Post-Oflice Department, which have béen thoroughly examined 
and adjudicated, and we believe they ought not to be brought into this 
House in any manner again. 

In order that the House may understand thoroughly the nature of 
these claims, I wish to refer to past legislation on the subject. Under 
the actof 1854 postmasters were paid by commissions upon the amount 
of postage collected at their respective offices. By the act of 1864 this 
system was changed, and fixed salaries were allowed, instead of com- 
missions upon postage. It was found that under the operation of the 
salary system, in towns which were growing rapidly, there was some 
injustice to postmasters; these officers did not receive any increase of 
pay to correspond with the growth of their office as they would have 
received under the commission system. The mode of fixing the sala- 
ries at that time was by taking the eight quarterly returns for two 
years preceding and computing the salary,according to the commission 

tem, upon the postage at the particular office, and adopting this as 
salary of the postmaster for the future. 

In 1866 the law was amended so as to provide that whenever the 
quarterly returns for cight quarters showed that, according to the com- 
mission system, the postmaster would have received 10 per cent. more 
than he was receiving under the salary system, it should be the duty 
of the Postmaster-General to readjust the salary and fix, for the future, 
the salary that would have been allowed under the commission system. 
Thus the matter ran along until 1883, when, in consequence of the 
omission of the Postmaster-General to do what he ought to have done 
in respect to readjusting these salaries, an act was uiring the 
Postmaster-General to readjust these salaries from 1864 to 1874. Under 
that ane poary some sixty-odd thousand claims of ters were 
presented and passed upon. Of these 22,000 have been allowed, and 
upwards of 35,000 have been disallowed up to the present time. 

Now, the only question which has presented itself is, what was the 
proper construction of these acts? The Postmaster-General construed 
the law to mean that, in passing upon these claims, whenever he found 
that the eight quarterly returns of any postmaster showed that under the 
commission system of 1854 he would have received a salary greater by 
10 per cent. than he wasreceiving, the salary was to be readjusted, and 
for the future he was to receive the increased salary, which would be 
the fixed salary for the next two years. 

This was the manner in which these claims were passed upon. The 
claims were, I ht say, in the hands of one man for presentation. I 
think the agent for all these claims for the past and the present has 
been Mr. Spalding. 

He took the position that these salaries were to be readjusted quarter 
by quarter; that whenever by the commission system the postmasters 
would have received 10 per cent. greater salary than they were receiv- 
ing the salaries were to be readjusted and the postmasters were to be 
vais the difference for that quarter; in other words, making four read- 
justments a year instead of one every two years, 

Mr. Spalding afterwards, as it will appear, took this additional posi- 
tion, that whenever by the quarterly returns for the two preceding 
years, under the commission system of 1854, the postmasters would have 
received 10 per cent. greater salary than under the fixed salary, it was 
the duty of the Postmaster-General not only to readjust such salaries 
by increasing them for the future, but also to pay to the postmasters 
for the past years this difference. In other words, if any postmaster 

was receiving a $100 salary and the quarterly returns for the two years 

under the commission system would show he ought to have 
received $120, the salary was to be fixed at that figure for the future, 
and in addition to this that there should be paid to the postmaster the 
$20 for the two years for which these returns were presented. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will it disturb the gentleman from Illinois if I 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman speaks of the history of the laws 
under which these adjustments are to be had or have been sought, and 
he attempts to define the position of Mr. Spalding. The question I 
wish to ask him is this: Where do you get the data by which yon are 
authorized to say that is a partof the history of this legislation? That 


is no part of it. I never heard of any authority to enable him to in- 
vestigate it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman from 
Kentucky by saying it is the history of the legislation of these claims. 
I believe I am justified in saying thatis the position of the postmasters - 
when I find that to be the position of their attorney. Isay that is the 
history of this legislation running back for all the years this matter 
has been in the Court of Claims and in the district court; in 
all the courts and in all the tments that has been the history of 
these claims, and that was the issue which was made and fought. 

Mr. TAULBEE. One question further. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I think I have answered the question 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask you another question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman, and hope 
he will not interrupt me again. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Only by your consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I will answer by saying that the same 
attorney who had one of these claims had all of them, and he selected 
one claim upon which to make theissue. The action on thatclaim, of 
course, was the action in behalf of all the claims. oxy epa atthe 
bar where I practice who represented a number of similar claims would 
select the strongest one upon which to make a contest, and the fight 
made in reference to that one would be taken to coyer all of them. 
These claims have been decided on the selected case upon which the 
issue was made. I think I have answered the gentleman clearly. 

Now, Mr. Spalding not being satisfied with the construction of the 
statute made by the Post-Office Department, by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral who had passed upon this question, and I will say the Postmaster- 
General was sustained by the elaborate opinion of Attorney-General 
Brewster, and these opinions of the Postmaster-General and the At- 
torney-General have been followed by all their successors—I say, Mr. 
Spalding not being satisfied with this construction put upon the stat- 
utes, selected out one case, and of course it was the strongest case; it 
was the case of the postmaster at Florence, Kans.; he selected that 
case and brought suit in the Court of Claims and obtained judgment. 
This case was carried on appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States and was there reversed. ® 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Was that the McLean case? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, it was the McLean case. It was 
not decided on the merits of the case. The Supreme Court of the 
United States decided that the action would not lie, and that the 
proper course was by a petition for a writ of mandamus to compel the 
Postmaster-General to execute the law. In compliance with this sug- 
gestion of the court a petition for a writ of mandamus was filed in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia to compel Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Vilas to carry out the law in reference to this claim by readjust- 
ing the salary upon the returns presented. The case was decided last 
January by the Supreme Court of the United States, Justice Miller 
giving the opinion. 

In that opinion the court confirmed and approved the construction 
placed upon these various statutes. The court held that the statute 
only requires the Postmaster-General to make biennial adjustments; 
and that all that was intended by passing upon the quarterly returns 
for the two years was simply to obtain the basis upon which to fix the 
salary for the future. This was made necessary on account of the 
growth of the various towns where the post-offices were situated, and 
it was the result of this growth that there should be some 
system of increasing the salaries of the postmasters to conform to the 

But it was not intended to give that additional compensa- 
tion for the time they had served, but the two preceding years were to 
be taken as the basis for the future salary and that only. 

We took the position that these matters have been fully investi- 
gated and passed upon; that they have been thoroughly litigated, and 
having been so litigated and passed upon by the highest judicial tri- 
bunal of the country, they ought to remain settled forever. There 
must be some end of litigation, and when these claims have come here 
reba area sa Meek after Congress and by court after 
court, and when they have finally received the action of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, we believe that that ought to be a final con- 
clusion of them, and that they should be forever closed against further 
adjudication. That was the position assumed by the committee, and 
that position we believe to be the correct one. 

+ Now, sir, there is still another view of this matter which sustains 
the commiitee’s report. Outside parties, whether they are the post- 
masters who have the claims, or their agents, prior to the opinion filed 
last January by the Supreme Court, have agitated this matter until in 
the last Congress additional legislation was had in reference to the 
claims. By an act approved on the 4th day of August, 1886, Congress 
passed a law, not only approving the opinion of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in passing upon these claims, but approving the disallowance of 
them, and expressly barring the further consideration of them. And 
not only that, but by a clause appended it was declared that any other 
manner of computing them, or any other construction, should be and 
was expressly prohibited. 
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Now, we say it was the intention and must have been the purpose of 
Congress in passing that provision of law to forever close the agitation 
of these claims and to settle them for all time. Believing, then, as 
your committee did, that these claims have been passed upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and have been settled, and that Con- 
gress by the act of August 4, 1886, passed a law expressly barring them 
and prohibiting their further consideration, we felt that we were com- 
pelled to recognize the fact that these claims had been settled and that 
this settlement should be final. We felt that the solemn act of last 
Congress in reference to these claims must be respected, and by this 
act these claims were forever settled. 

I believe that the answer to this inquiry, if the information were 
furnished as requested, would be absolutely useless, unless it could be 
used as an entering wedge for further legislation upon the subject, and 
believing that this question has been adjudicated already after this 
lengthy agitation, and that it has been passed upon fairly upon its 
merits by the highest tribunal in the land, I feel, Irepeat, thatit ought 
to be settled and remain settled forever, and so we state in our report. 

I notice that the minority in submitting their views base their ar- 
gument upon the possibilities of some clerical errors in the compilation 
of the clerks. They have furnished no data to substantiate that as- 
sertion. They have given no instance upon which to base it, butsimply 
assert a possibility of the existence of such a thing. We insist that 
the same possibility may be urged against any claim which has ever 
been settled in any court or tribunal, and we do not believe that it is 
worthy of consideration to ask this House to base its action for legis- 
lation upon the mere ibility of what may happen. 

I desire to reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). The gentleman has 
consumed seventeen minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I signed the minor- 
ity views accompanying this resolution, and I desire to advance a few 
remarks by way of suggestion thereupon, wishing to give the -greater 
part of my time to other gentlemen who are equally interested in this 
question as myself. 

It will be borne in mind that this resolution is in the nature of an 
ordinary resolution of inquiry ad to the head of a Department. 
There is nothing unusual in it; nothing extraordinary in its demands. 
I would state that I was influenced considerably in joining the minor- 
ity in presenting this report by the fact that similar resolutions of in- 
quiry, asking for the same tabulated statement with reference to dis- 
allowed claims of postmasters from other States, had been theretofore 
introduced, one for the benefit of the postmasters of North Carolina, 
another for West Virginia, another for Kansas, and another for Iowa, 
the present resolution being for the benefit of the postmasters of Ken- 
tucky. It will be further observed that the minority report amends 
the resolution by striking out the words ‘‘the State of Kentucky ” and 
making it applicable to all the States and Territories, The gentleman 
from Illinois, who has preceded me, has in the main stated the law cor- 
rectly, but in referring to the causes which led to the passage of the act 
of 1866 I think he has fallen into an error. 

As is stated, the act of 1854 regulated the salaries of postmasters by 
commissions on the collections of their respective offices. The act of 
1864 compensated them by fixed salaries, and they were divided into 
five classes—postmasters of the third class to receive less than $2,000 
and not less than $1,000; those of the fourth class to receive less than 
$1,000 and not less than $100; those of the fifth class to receive less 
than $100. The Postmaster-General under the same law was author- 
ized in special cases to readjust salaries at any time within two years, 
but unless so readjusted for special causes he could only readjust them 
once every two years. 

It will be observed that this gave a Jarge discretion to the Postmas- 
ter-General in the readjustment of salaries. It was entirely a matter 
of discretion with him upon what basis he should readjust them. Spe- 
cial cases arose during the first two years, and the Postmaster-General 
adopted this basis, that where an office showed an increase of 50 per 
cent., then the salary of the postmaster of that office was readjusted 
upon that basis. It was found that this large discretionary power left 
with the Postmaster-General for readjusting claims did not work well, 
and I have no doubt it was discovered even at that early date that the 
Postmaster-General, in the pursuit of economy, generally made post- 
masters of the third and fourth class victims of such economy as he 
might see proper to adopt. . 

Be that as it may, in 1866 an act was passed amending the act of 
1854 by providing that in readjusting the salaries of postmasters the Post- 
master-General should do so whenever it should appear that the amount 
allowed under theact of 1864 was 10 per cent. less thanit would have 
been upon the basis of the act of 1854. The act of 1854 was directory. 
The act of 1866 was mandatory, making it the absolute duty of the 
Postmaster-General to adjust these salaries upon a fixed basis, to wit, 
that whenever it should appear a salary allowed under the act of 1864 
was 10 per cent. less than it would have been upon the basis of theact 
of 1854, he was then to adjust upon that basis and the postmaster was 
to be paid the difference. The Postmaster-General paid no attention 
to the act of 1866, and that led to the passage of the act of 1883. Now, 
the act of 1883 was not a bounty from the Government to the post- 


masters, nor was it in the nature of an act of favoritism of any kind. It 
was simply an act of absolute justice to amend a great wrong that had 
prevailed; in other words, to force the Postmaster-General to comply 
with the existing law in the adjustment of these salaries. É 

I will read from the report of the committee on the act of 1883: 

Tt has been estimated that these claims— 

Speaking of the postmasters’ claims-—— 

Mr. HUTTON. What report do you read from? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. From the report of the commit- 
tee on the act of 1883. : 


It has been estimated that these claims may amount to the sum of $500,000, ! 
Notwithstanding the magnitude of these claims, your committee are of opinion 
that the Government should pay the entire amount ifjustly and ‘nitably due, 
They submit that such of these postmasters as made t offi application 
or sworn returns of receipts and business for readjustment of salary to the Post- 
Office Department, or whose quarterly returns, in conformity to the then exist- | 
ing laws and regulations, showed that the salary allowed was 10 per cent. less | 
than it would have been upon the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, / 
havea strong equity. This class was obedient to the law, and by their action ‘ 
have shown that they looked to the act of Congress as a basis of a contract. { 


That was the light in which it was viewed by a committee of this: 
House at that early day. The Postmaster-General, under the act of; 
1883, proceeded to readjust these salaries. It seems that a large force 
of clerks was employed and considerable time consumed in the work. 
According to the report of 1887, it appears that there were over 50,-! 
000 claims presented, and up to the date of that report twenty-odd | 
thousand had been allowed and the remainder disallowed. Various: 
questions arose during this time. The majority report and the argu- | 
ment made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON] are based prin- 
cipally upon the McLean case. That case went to the Supreme Court | 
upon one of the questions that came up for adjudication and determi-| 
nation by the Postmaster-General, The facts in that case were these:! 
It seems that McLean, a postmaster in Kansas, had been in office not! 
exceeding five quarters—one year and an additional quarter. He filed; 
an application for readjustment of his claim, but the Postmaster-Gen- ; 
eral construed the law to mean that he had no right to readjust except 
upon the basis of eight quarterly returns; that he could not select any’ 
fewer number than eight quarters upon which to base a readjustment, ! 
and that inasmuch as McLean’s office had only been established for. 
the period of five quarters, he did not come within the provisions of, 
the law and was entitled to no relief. Thatcase was instituted by a writ' 
of mandamus to compel the readjustment. Now, bear that in mind. | 
The resolution under consideration does not refer to any claim that 
comes within the state of facts upon which the McLean case was de- 
cided, because the Postmaster-General refused to adjust any claim 
where there were not eight quarterly returns upon which to base the 
readjustment. ; 

This resolution does not call for any claims, except those that have 
been computed and that are upon the claim jackets at the Post-Office 
Department. It does not call upon the Postmaster-General to review, 
readjust, or do anything of that sort. It simply calls upon him to 
furnish Congress with information of what he has done, and in calling: 
upon him to do that, it does not call upon him to give any information 
whatever upon any case, except those that were reviewed and read- 
justed upon the basis of the eight quarterly returns. So, I say, the 
McLean case is wholly inapplicable, and that is the case which is mainly 
relied upon in the majority report. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. You say you are only calling on the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral for cases that have passed in review before him ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB. What is the purpose of that call? Is it to see whether 
he has made mistakes or not. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi- I will tell you in a minute. As 
I have stated, this tabulated statement is called for by members from 
fivedifferent States. In addition to that, hundreds of ters have 
filed their individual applications, through their members of Congress, 
calling upon the Postmaster-General to furnish a tabulated statement 
of theirclaims. I have applications from eighteen postmasters in my 
own State, and in talking about this subject with other members I find 
that quite a number of them have similar applications from postmas- 
ters in their States who ask their members to investigate their cases at 
the Department, or to have the Postmaster-General furnish Congress 
with a statement of their claims. Now, upon what basis? 

Mr. COBB. I would like to ask you a question, if you will permit 


me. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Wait a moment. Now if I, in 
the discharge of my duty to my constituents, should go to the Depart- 
ment to make an investigation of the claims as they appear upon the 
claim jackets, having eighteen of these cases on my hands, it would 
take as many days to make the investigation. 

Mr. COBB. Has the Postmaster-General neglected or refused to per- 
mit an investigation upon application in any individual case, or has 
he refused to furnish the information in any case ? { 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. No, sir; the Postmaster-General 
has not; but where is the member of Congress who has the time to go 
to the Department and make these investigations? r 
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Mr. COBB. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I understand that, and I will ex- 
plain the whole situation, if you will listen tome. Of course the Post- 
master-General will not refuse any member an opportunity to make 
such an investigation; but I defy my learned friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Cons] to go to the Department and make an investigation of any par- 
ticular claim that may be presented from his State in such a manner 
as to be satisfactory either to himself or to his constituent. Why? 
In the first place, he has to determine what was the salary actually 
paid to his constituent under the act of 1864. Then he has got to de- 
termine what would have been the salary under the act of 1854, and 
the investigation of those questions would occupy a great deal of his 
time and more of the time of the functionaries of the Post-Office De- 
partment who have charge of the business than would be required to 
make the tabulated statement called for by this resolution, For my 
own part, I have desired to look into these matters, but I have found 
that it would take more of my time than I would be justified in devot- 
ing to the business of individual constituents. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Have not those claims been barred 
by the act of 1886? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. No, sir. Iwill come to that in a 
moment. The act of 1886 is a legislative confirmation of the interpre- 
tation put by the Postmaster-General upon the act of 1883. It comes 
in the questionable form of a ‘‘rider’’ upon an appropriation bill. 

No man will contend—the gentleman himself who advocates the ma- 
jority report will hardly contend—that that act ought to be upheld if 
it is shown that any great wrong or injustice has been done by it. 
The act was intended as a remedial act. It was not intended and can 
. not be construed as being intended to do any wrong or injustice to 
anybody, and if it should appear upon investigation of any of these 
claims that a clerical error or a mathematical error had been com- 
mitted it would be no defense of the Postmaster-General to say that 
his interpretation of the law was the reason of that error of fact or of 
calculation. And if it should appear that his interpretation in certain 
cases was grossly unjust the parties ought to have relief, and this Con- 
gress would not uphold a law of that character. But the way the 
thing presents itself to us is this: This resolution calls for a tabulated 
statement of the disallowed claims as they stand upon the claim-jack- 
ets, and this statement is desired for the convenience of members of 
this House who have become interested in the claims of postmasters in 
their several States. 

These postmasters are a very humble but very deserving class of offi- 
cials, who are entitled, if any class of officials in this country are, to 
some consideration at ‘the hands of Congress and of the Post-Office 
Department. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to ask a question, for I feel an interest in this 
matter. Is there any difficulty on the part of any member of Congress 
in getting the same kind of tabulated statement as to cases in which 
he is directly interested as you propose to call for under this general 
resolution? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I have already explained that 
matter, and I have not time to go over the explanation again. If there 
were but one isolated case, it would be very easy to do as the gentle- 
man suggests; but where there are hundreds of cases, I say it becomes a 
very serious proposition. Anotherthing, when you go there to make an 
examination you do not know, after it is through, whether the result 
is corrector not. There has been no review of the action of these eight 
or ten clerks who have examined these claims. We have no guaranty 
that they were efficient clerks; we know nothing about them in this re- 
spect; and there is nobody to verify their calculations or vouch for the 
correctness of their work; one clerk may have been accurate and another 
not. So far as our investigations have gone we have, in the casual ex- 
amination we have made, discovered several cases where there have been 
grave clerical and mathematical errors, amounting to hundreds of dol- 
lars, showing negligence on the part of these officers. There is strong 
evidence of negligence so far as our investigations have gone. 

Mr. ROGERS. Did such errors appear in more than one case? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I think three separate cases were 
brought to our attention where, it is claimed, mathematical errors had 
occurred. We have not undertaken to make any investigation of these 
claims ourselves, because the resolution did not require that of us. 

Bear in mind that the act of 1883 went farther than the act of 1866. 
Prior to the act of 1883 many postmasters had already presented their 
claims under the act of 1866, and under that act their rights had abso- 
lutely vested, being based upon a contract between themselves and the 
Government. 

I will state here that this inquiry applies only to the claims origi- 
nating between 1864 and 1874. ‘The postmasters in office between those 
years were entitled to their salaries upon the basis of the act of 1854. 
All the postmasters who presented their claims within the time pre- 
scribed were as much entitled to payment as any one of us is entitled 
to his salary as a member of Congress. 

Mr. ROGERS, Are we to understand that any of these cases which 
were found to have been erroneously adjusted were adjusted prior to 
the act of August 4, 1886? 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Iam not certain about the date. 

Mr. ROGERS, You do not know whether these erroneous adjust- 
ments preceded that act or not? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. They were prior to 1886. 

Mr. ROGERS. As I understand, the act of 1886, ifit has any force 
at all, cuts off the right of the Postmaster-General to make a readjust- 
ment and correct these errors which you have found in these state- 
ments, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
have that effect. 

Mr. COBB, What proof have we that there were errors? The gen- 
tleman says it was reported or claimed that there were errors. Did 
the committee make mal examination and computation? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. One case of which I have per- 
sonal knowledge was where the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
had informed a postmaster of my State—not of my district, but the 
matter was brought to my attention by the member from the postmas- 
ter’s district—that there was a certain amount due him, which would 
be reported to Congress, and an appropriation would be made“to pay 
it. When the tabulated statement of allowed claims was brought in 
embracing those from my State, I examined it for the benefit of my col- 
league [Mr. ALLEN] and found that the claim was not among them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question oforder. Gen- 
tlemen over there, who seem to be engaged in a conversation among 
themselves, speak in so low a tone that it is impossible for us to know 
what it is that is delaying so long the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I addressed myself towards the 
gentleman [Mr. BucHANAN] a while ago, but did not succeed in se- 
curing his attention, he being otherwise engaged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The Chair will ask members to pre- 
serve order, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I yield fifteen minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
twenty-eight minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this is a resolution that is similar to 
the resolution which has been introduced by members from different 
States, calling upon the Postmaster-General for an abstract showing 
the disallowed claims of rs under the law of 1883. These 
claims were filed in the Post-Office Department, and were adjudicated 
by the Postmaster-General or by his subordinates, and an abstract ot 
these claims themselves, with everything in connection with them, ap- 
pear on what is known as the jacket of each case. All this data ap- 
pears om the outside of each case, so that in order to ascertain the in- 
formation called for by the resolution, it is only necessary for the clerks 
in the Department to take down each case and make an abstract of 
what appears on the outside of each jacket. 

There are about 30,000 of these cases which have been disallowed, 
if I remember aright. The number of cases which have been examined 
by the Post-Office Department is about 52,000, and of these 21,000 have 
been allowed and the remainder have been disallowed. The majority 
of the cases which have been examined have been disallowed. 

The object of this resolution which the minority of the committee 
proposes to make general applies only to the State of Kentucky, and 
calls for information on this subject only in relation to cases from the 
State of Kentucky. The minority of the committee propose to make 
the resolution general, and to call upon the Postmaster-General for this 
abstract of disallowed claims in all of the States, 

I do not think I need go over the legislation on the subject, because 
that has been gone over fully by the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
ANDERSON], to show upon what ground these claims rest. 

I know it has been said that the law of 1883 was nota good law, but 
I turn to the record of the Forty-seventh Congress and I find that law 
was passed under a suspension of the rules and obtained a two-thirds 
vote. ‘Those who are interested in finding the vote will find iton page 
2539 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress. The yea-and-nay vote on the e of the law of 1883, 
under which these claims were readjusted, is 149 in the affirmative and 
35 in the negative. The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
in this House was carried by a two-thirds vote. Themotion was made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Proctor Knott, a gentleman well 
known to the old members of the House. 

The reason urged against the passage of the bill was that it would 
cause, in substance, the. creating of indebtedness between these post- 
masters and the Government and the expenditure of half a million of 
dollars, That was one reason or objection urged against the passage 
of the bill. Another was that it would disarrange the whole system of 
the Post-Office Department. These were the two main objections 
urged against it. I might say that the same objections were urged to 
e poneo o the law of 1883 which are urged to the passage of this 
resolution, but they certainly can not be urged with equal force, be- 
cause this resolution does not legislate, it does not create any obliga- 
tion on the part of the Government in behalf of these postmasters. It 
does not revive any obligation which may have lapsed by the law of 
1886. It does not revive any claim unjustly cut off by the law of 1886, 


Now, sir, I hold that it can not 
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It simply calls upon the Post-Office Department for information which 
every citizen of the United States, which every member of Congress 
has the right to call for. A 

The committee say, as my friend from Alabama [Mr. COBB] has said, 
by his inquiry, that each individual can call upon the Department and 
obtain i tion in each of these individual cases. Let me submit 
to the gentlemen, that process will require more time on the part of the 
Department, without saying anything of the time of the members of 
Congress, than will be required by the resolution which we ask to be 

There are over thirty thousand of these claims which have 
disallowed. Suppose the gentleman from Alabama sends in an 
inquiry as to a claim disallowed of a postmaster in his district. The 
Post-Office officials must go to the files, hunt up that case, get the in- 
formation from the jacket, and embody it in a letter and send it to the 
gentleman from Alabama. That will be thecase in two-thirds of these 
thirty thousand disallowed claims, for these postmasters have a feeling 
that there is something due them by the Government, and they will not 
be satisfied until they receive a frank statement, showing the money is 
not due them. Itis fair to presume, therefore, that two-thirds of these 
men will make application through their members of Congress, or through 
some other source, to obtain the information which can only be found 
upon the jackets of these cases. 

And if that be the case, and it is reasonable to suppose it will be, 
the time taken up by the Department in getting that information will 
be far in excess of the time that will be required to enable the clerks 
to get up an abstract of all these disallowed claims. And why? Be- 
cause if this resolution passes a number of clerks will be detailed for 
the duty; they will get all the cases together, take all down together, 
and they can run through them very rapidly, and make abstracts of the 
whole of them instead of hunting up a special case, and will thereby 
save a great deal of time by reason of the method they will pursue in 
the examination and making up of the abstract—a method that they 
could not possibly pursue if they have to answer an inquiry in each 
individual case. 

Mr. COBB. Let me ask the gentleman, and the point I make is for 
the purpose of obtaining information more than anything else, what 
is the existing necessity, if any, for calling upon the Department for 
this extended information? Are the inquiries sufficient to warrant it? 

Mr. PETERS. I think so. I do not know how many the gentle- 
man has received, but I have received about fifteen from my own dis- 
trict. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There are twenty-seven from mine. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The gentleman from Indiana sitting in front of me 
states that there are twenty-seven from his own district. I knowthat 
there are large numbers of inquiries which have been filed with the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and as I have already 
said these men have an idea that there is something due them by the 
Government, as there was under the law due to those poorly paid of- 
ficials of the Government, the fourth and fifth class postmasters, who 
are the mere conveniences of the Administration and of the neighbor- 
hoods in which they hold offices. y 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? What do you base that opinion upon; a construction 
of the statutes or upon a clerical error? 

Mr. PETERS. I do not claim, as I have already said, that the pas- 
sage of this resolution will legislate in any way upon the correctness or 
incorrectness of any of these claims. That is not the object of the res- 
olution at all. The object is to obtain the information, and why? In 
the first place it is desirable to obtain it in order to determine what 
mistakes, if any, of calculation have been made. You can not deter- 
mine that by getting the information as to one particular case; and I 
wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cops] 
paaa ap to this point. I repeat, you can not get that information 

y taking one case or several cases, and taking the jacket down and 
getting an abstract to determine whether a mistake of calculation has 
been made in that case. Theonly way to get the information is to take 
other cases and compare the individual case with them and with the 
calculations made in other cases; because it is only by comparison that 
the mistakes in individual cases can be detected and determined. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, I wish to repeat the question, if the 
gentleman will permit me. On what do you base the assertion that 
these claims are due and have not been allowed? Upon a legal con- 
struction of the statute or upon clerical errors? 

Mr. PETERS, I base it upon two grounds. First, that there has 
been a mistake of calculation, and second tliat there is no general law 
but what works hardship and wrong in exceptional cases. Justas the 
common law of the land is so universal in its application that wrongs 
and hardships in individual cases have arisen under it, and therefore 
the courts of equity were created to relieve the exceptional cases. So 
in this law, conceding this right, there are a large number of cases, and 
by reason of the extent of the cases under the general law hardships 
have been caused in exceptional cases. It is because of this very con- 
dition of things, it is because of exceptional cases arising under the gen- 
eral laws that appeals are made to this great court of equity, the = 
gress of the United States. One thing at least will be accomplished 


by the adoption of the resolution, that is that we will obtain the infor- 
mation, and then it is for the House to determine finally whetherit will 
do anything or not in the premises, 

Suppose that the abstract is sent up and it is ascertained that there 
are no exceptional cases where hardships have been worked, and where 


the law has been uitable and unjust in its operations. There will 
be no appeal to the House for special enactments, Why is it that we 
have here a large class of private claims pending before and 

i private pension claims; private bills asking for the pay- 
ment of for money robbed from their paromo or for 
money destroyed in post-offices? It is because the law in its general 
application deals harshly with exceptional cases, and therefore special 
bills are introduced to cover these cases under the general law. If 
there are a half dozen cases in all these thirty or forty thousand, and 
we have information on which we believe that inequalities exist, and 
I believe myself that there are many hundreds of cases, but if there 
are only a half dozen cases under the general law, where unjust and 
inequitable results have been caused, or where an injustice has been 
done to the applicant, then I claim that they are entitled to the relief. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman state if he has any information defi- 
nitely of a single case of the kind to which he has referred? 

Mr. PETERS. Ihave. 

Mr. COBB. Where there has been a mistake made in the calcula- 
tions? 

Mr. PETERS. I have information of a case where the Postmaster- 
General sent a statement, in response to an application, that 
nothing was due, but subsequently sent another statement tting 
that there was something due. Now, in that one case it shows that 
there was an error of calculation. I have no doubt that an examina- 
tion will show many such claims, I have information from other mem- 
bers of the House that there are other cases in which such mistakes 
have been made, How could it be otherwise? Why, the very com- 
mon sense of every human being teaches that where there have been 
from thirty to fifty thousand claims adjudicated, it would be almost 
passing the limits of human belief to assume that no error had been 
committed and no injustice or inequality allowed, especially in view 
of the fact that there was a desire on the part of the Post-Office De- 
partment, not only under the present administration but under all ad- 
ministrations, to curtail to the very lowest cent everything and cut oft 
everything that could ibly be cut off in order to reduce the amount 
the Government would owe to these postmasters. That has been the 
policy, not only under former administrations, but under the present 
administration. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe the rule or practice stated by the gen- 
tleman is correct in everything except in the matter of reduction of 
the salaries of the officers of the Department. I do not believe it 
holds good in that. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to call attention here to a resolution just 
handed me that was introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
GAINES]: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a tabulated statement of the disallowed ’ claims 
presented from the State of Virginia under the act of 8, 1583, exhibiting 
all such claims as by an actual computation of commissions prescribed by the 
act of 1854 and entered upon claim jackets show that the paid salaries are 10 per 
cent. or more less than such com ions. Such tabulated statement to show 
in such cases, first, the name of the post-office; second, the name of the appli- 
cant; third, the period of service covered by the computation of commissions; 
fourth, the amount of the computed com ons; , the amount of pai 
salary for the same term of service; sixth, the actual amount of commissions in 
excess of the paid salary. 

Now, all that information is to be found upon the jackets of these 
cases on file in the Department. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the Ary mee has expired. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I now yield five minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TUKNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Some time in last February I received 
a communication from a gentleman from the Sixth Congressional dis- 
trict of Kansas, inquiring in relation to a personal claim he had before 
the Post-Office Department. I immediately inquired at the office of 
the Auditor of the Post-Office Department in relation to this claim, and 
was informed that this class of claims was undoubtedly just and should 
be paid, but that the Postmaster-General had not ordered the Auditor 
to audit that class of claims, and hence he could do nothing for me. 
The consequence was that I began to investigate the matter, receiving 
other letters of a similar character from my constituents. I found that 
there was an understanding in the Post-Office Department that these 
claims were due and just and should be paid. 

Now, to go back and make this matter as clear as possible (I regret I 
was unable to understand all that was said upon the subject) I quote 
from the opinion of the Supreme Court, as follows: 
were mee parn spedire ra ONT TE RA by yahi 

uarterly returns of the moneys received for postage, stamps, box rents, etc. 
ntil 1836 all postmasters were appointed by the Pos: eral and were 
thence called deputy postmasters, 
> * 


* * * s 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5175 


gress syste: mmissio the amounts 
Mafkar tr tes nicely 2S erang ieaastrbe hoeg and deteresined that it 
should be a fixed salary in lieu of such commissions, and also divided these of- 
ficials into five classes. 

One section of the law of 1864 contains this provision: That the 
Postmaster-General shall review once in two years and in special cases 
upon satisfactory representations as much oftener as he may deem ex- 
pedient, and readjust upon the basis of the preceding section the salary 
assigned by him to any office; but any change made in such salary shall 
not take effect until the first day of the quarter next following such 
order; and all orders made assigning or changing salaries shall be made 
in writing and recorded in the Journal, ete. 

Now mark tlie The Postmaster-General shall readjust 
every two years, and in special cases upon satisfactory representation 
as much oftener as he may deem it expedient. It seems that in the 
rapidly-developing country of the West, postmasters would find their 

uarterly returns increasing constantly, and it seemed unjust that 
they should wait until the end of two years before receiving any addi- 
tion to their compensation. Hence this matter was considered in 1886. 
Theninasmuch as the Postmaster-General, though he had been given 
authority to do so, had not taken advantage of the section of the law 
of 1866 granting him the right, the law was changed for the purpose 
of compelling him to make a readjustment. The law was changed as 
follows: = 


That when the quarterly returns of any postmaster of the third, fourth, or 


fifth class show that the allowed is 10 per cent, less than it would be on 
the basis of commissions under the act of 1854, fixing compensation, then the 
een Cee shall review and readjust under the provisions of said sec- 

That provision forced the Postmaster-General to consider the quar- 
terly returns which he had by prior act been given permission to con- 
sider. 

Now, in relation to the decision of the Supreme Court, Mr. McLean 
had only held that office five quarters, and a writ of mandamus was 
attempted to order the Postmaster-General to readjust his salary upon 
his quarterly returns, ; ; 

The Supreme Court of the United States held that Mr. McLean was 
not entitled to compensation from the fact that he had held the office 
only five quarters. Under the law, if he had held it eight quarters 
he would have been allowed an additional compensation, which would 
have fixed his salary for the coming two years, and would have allowed 
him also to receive increased compensation upon the readjustment of 
the eight quarters already past. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I yield now twelve minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Twelve minutes is too short a time in which to 
submit to the House the views which I had contemplated submitting 
under this resolution; but under the rulings of the Speaker, and the 
agreement of the committee, as a matter of course I must submit, un- 
less we vote down the demand for the previous question which is to be 
moved by the majority of the committee. 

The only reasons I have heard urged against the of this reso- 
lution are the reasons contained in the report of the majority of the 
committee, and the reasons set forth in the argument of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], and I want to say that if gentlemen 
will take the pains to read this resolution they will find that in that 
unak as well as in the report, there is not a single tenable objec- 

n. 


The apprehension which I fancy the Post-Office Committee have la- 
bored under is that the object of my resolution is to interfere either 
with the law under which these salaries were to be adjusted, with the 
construction placed by the Postmaster-General on that law, or his rul- 
ings under it, or with the decision of the oe seine Court of the United 
States in the McLean case. My resolution does not contemplate inter- 
fering with either of these. Had I contemplated an interference with 
either the law or the rulings of the Department, or the decision of the 
Supreme Court, I would have introduced a bill looking to that end. 
The object of this resolution is simply to obtain from the Post-Office 
Department, in the easiest and most practical way, information as to 
whether or not the Post-Office Department has, inconsistently with the 
laws and the rulings of the Department, either arbitrarily adjusted 
the salaries of Pnn under the law or deprived them of their 
rights by clerical errors. I think it has been fully demonstrated in 
this discussion that miscalculations have been made in many cases, 
and the object of this resolution is to ascertain the facts. It has been 
remarked by one of an extensive experience in matters of this kind, 
that there is a degree of poverty more abject than utter destruction, 
and that is the case of a man who has a claim against the Government 
of the United States. It is not an uncommon thing for members of 
this House, from the Committee on Rules down, to adopt every device 
and every manner of action, whether commendable or not, to avoid 
the consideration of bills and resolutions which they are unwilling to 
have considered upon their merits, 

The rights of the people ought to be regarded in these matters, and 
these postmasters who, according to the statement of the gentleman 


from Illinois, number some thirty-five thousand, certainly ought to 
have the right to know whether they have a standing in cuurt or not, 
and whether or not their claims have been disallowed according to 
law; and that is what this resolution contemplates. I dare say there 
is not a member of the Post-Office Committee who will on his personal 

ibility deny that the officers of the Post-Office Department who 
have adjusted these claims arbitrarily and contrary to the rules of the 
Department have laid siege to that committee and to its members, and 
have backed them up with statements in opposition to this resolution, 
such as those which were made by the gentleman from Illinois, and for 
which he could give no authority. 

He made those statements in attempting to recite the history of this 
legislation, and when I called his attention to the fact he could give no 
authority for them, nor can he give any authority for them now, or 
when he takes the floor to move the previous question to cut off full 
and fair debate on this proposition. Mr. Spalding, to whom the gen- 
tleman has referred, is not known in the records of this legislation; he 
is not known so far as my resolution is concerned. I have never met 
the gentleman but once, and then he did not discuss the merits of this 
question, but behaved himself like a gentleman. And, Mr. Speaker, I 
am tired of the old cry of ‘‘stop thief.” I am tired of that. 

Granting that there is an agent or attorney who has these cases, ora 
majority of them, in charge, I call upon the members of the Post-Office 
Committee and the opponents of this resolution to cite one single in- 
stance where any of the postmasters whose cases are contemplated by 
my resolutions have been guilty of an attempt at fraud, either by them- 
selves or through their attorneys. If the members of the committee 
are willing to assume the responsibility of an attempt to raise a fuss 
and a fog around this matter because somebody living in the city of 
Washington is representing a number of these claims, and to urge that 
fact as a reason why their own constituents are not entitled to the 
ascertainment of their rights under the laws which have been passed 
for their benefit, I leave that to the tlemen and their constituents 
to settle between them. So far as I am concerned, no such clamor 
shall deter me from at all times trying to do what I conceive to be my 
duty to my constituents and to the people ofthe whole country. Now, 
it has beenargued by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON] as 
a reason why my resolution should not pass, that there was a case 
brought from the State of Kansas which went to the Supreme Court. 
And I want to say that the Supreme Court has never decided, even in 
that case, that the applicant was not entitled to the relief under the 
act. The only thing which the court did decide was that the uct con- 
ferring discretion upon the Postmaster-General to adjust salaries for a 
shorter period than two years did not confer upon the court the right 
to compel him to do so by a writ of mandamus. That is the substance 
of the decision of the Supreme Court, which I have in my hand; and if 
any gentleman doubts its effect, I will ask to have it printed in the 
RECORD. - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. When was that opinion delivered? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Itisthesame case to which the gentleman referred, 
the case which came up in January, 1888. It is the decision of the Su- 
preme Courtin the ease of McLean against the Postmaster-General upon 
an application for a writ of mandamus, I undertake to say that this 
decision goes no farther than to declare that while the act conferred 
upon the Postmaster-General the right to readjust, on the basis of the 
quarterly returns, the salaries for a shorter penoa than eight quarterly 
returns, itdid not confer upon the court j iction tọ compel the Post- 
master-General, under that act, to exercise the discretion vested in him. 

Further than that, Mr. Chairman, this case is notin line with the cases 
contemplated by the resolution; it has nothing whatever to do with 
them. This resolution contemplates only cases which have been ad- 
justed, and the gentleman from Illinois knows as well as he knows 
anything that the cases based upon quarterly returns for shorter periods 
than two years have not been computed and adjusted by the Post-Of- 
fice Department, hence they could not be contemplated by this resolu- 
tion. It is, therefore, a begging of the question to attempt to apply 
this resolution to those cases jurisdiction of which the Post-Office De. 
partment has declined. 

It has been urged that a vast amount of work on tne pici of thé De- 
partment would be required to give this information, Iundertake to 
say there would not be much work involved in it. The resolution, as 
has been stated by the gentleman from Kansas, covers about thirty to 
thirty-five thousand and in each of these all the computations 
have been made; the data will be found upon the claim jackets, and 
the clerical force of the Post-Office Department would have nothing to 
do but to take up those jackets and tabulate them, which would in- 
volve only the work of a few days. 

But, Mr. Speaker, you will find that if this resolution be adopted 
the officers of the Post-Office Department, whose conduct would be ex- 
posed by a full answer to the resolution, will by some hook or crook 
attempt to avoid giving a proper response—will give us some informa- 
tion which we do not ask for and which is not contemplated by the 
resolution. I know enough about the workings of that Department, 
especially in this branch of it, and enough about the efforts which of- 
ficers of the Department have been making with this committee and 
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with members of the House to defeat this resolution—a matter upon 
which their political lives depend—to know that they will resort to 
almost any means either to defeat the resolution on the floor of the 
House or to evade its requirements after its adoption. . In making 
these statements I know whereof I speak. 

So far as concerns the suggestion that the resolution be amended so 
as to extend the inquiry to all the other States, I wish to say I have 
no cbjection to that suggestion. In introducing the resolution I did 
not feel called upon to represent the interests of the constituents of all 
the members of this House. My first idea was to have the resolution 
apply only to my own Congressional district; subsequently I concluded 
to enlarge it so as to include all the postmasters throughout the State 
of Kentucky. I hope the House will amend the resolution so as to 
embrace all these cases, and will thus do what it can to secure this in- 
formation. Itcan not hurt us. If the House wishes to investigate, 
so as to repair any injury which has been put upon any man or com- 
pensate his wrongs, we ought to have the information on which to act 
intelligently. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. LIyield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat familiar with this 
general legislation, having in the Forty-seventh Congress reported to 
the House the bill known as the act of 1883, which, under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, was, on motion of Mr. Knott, of Kentucky, passed by 
an almost unanimous—certainly more than a two-thirds vote. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads at that time had 
before it a number of bills to remedy what was claimed to be an injus- 
tice committed on the part of past administrations of the Post-Office 
Department in adjusting compensation of postmasters under the act of 
1864 as amended in 1866. Postmasters appointed under the act of 1854 
were allowed commissions on the postage collected at their respective 
offices for each quarter, and a due proportion for any period less than 
a quarter, Postmasters appointed under the act of 1864 were divided 
into five classes, and the method of compensation was changed from 
a commission on postage to a fixed salary. In the classification they 
were indicated as first, second, third, fourth, and fifth classes. 

Section 2 of said act reads as follows: 


Src. 2. That the Postmaster-General shall review once in two zea and in 
special cases, upon satisfactory representation, as much oftener as he may deem 
expedient, and readjust, on the Fasio of the preceding section, the salary as- 
signed by him to any office; but any change made in such salary shail not take 
effect until the first day of the quarter next Umeda such order, and allorders 
made assi; vy Md Per pe pa aries shall be made in writing and recorded in 
bis Journal and notified to the Auditor for the Post-Office Department, 


It appeared that the Post-Office Department was slow in its action 
readjusting salaries under the law; and so pronounced was the expres- 
sion of the postmasters of the country that injustice was being done 
them by the Post-Office Department, that in 1866 Mr. Grinnell in- 
troduced an amendment to a general bill in these words: 


That section 2 of chapter 137 of the laws of Congress, approved July 1, 1864, be 
amended by adding the Tolowings “Provided, That when the quarterly returns 
of any postmaster of the third, fourth, and fifth class show that the salary al- 
lowed is 10 per cent, less than it would be on the basis of commissions under 
the act of 1854, fixing compensation, then the Postmaster-General shall review 
and readjust under the provisions of said section.” 

Mr, Speaker, I wish to say a word on thatamendment. It does not seem to 
me that the hardships experienced under the system of commissions by post- 
masters in new towns, in towns built up in the newest portions of the count 
and on the line of railroads, have been fully appreciated. It has been found, 
sir, that the postmasters in these new towns, under the system of salaries, are 
called upon to do work for little or nothing. I know of postmasters who re- 
ceive only $35 or $40 a quarter who should receive $100 if commissions were al- 
lowed according to b ess. Now, it is not just; it does not appertain to the 
dignity of the Post-Office Department to call unon those public servants living 
in Kansas, Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, ifornia, and the new 
States and Territories to do this work for next to nothing, Let the law be 

lain, that there may be an early recognition of rapona and faithful sery- 
ice. Once in three months is not too frequent an adjustment for men too poorly 

id. 

fe HUBBARD, of Iowa. I would ask my colleague whether frequent applica- 
tions have not been made for relief, and whether they have not been refused by 
the Postimaster-General ? 

Mr. GRINNELL. 1 have received between forty and fifty applications for re- 
dress, and gentlemen all around me have received simil applications, they 
inform me, This is only a question of justice to those who receive compara- 
tively little compensation. ae 

Mr. ALLEY. Then I move to strike out “10 per cent.” and insert ‘'20 per 
cen! » 

Mr. GRINNELL. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr, Alley} will not be adopted. It is not fair to the new States. The penalty 
for growth by aloss of 10 per cent. on what is justly due is quite enough, * * * 

T. ALLEY. I hope my amendment will prevail, for I do think that 20 per 
cent. is little enough. Imove the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments, x 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

‘The question being taken on the amendment by Mr, Alley, there were—ayes 
23, noes 69, 

Mr. ALLEY. I demand tellers, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. s 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. Grinnell, and it was 
agreed to—ayes 70, noes 22, 


A contest immediately arose between the postmasters of the country, 
covered by this amendment and included under the statute of 1864, and 
the officers of the Post-Office Department. Petitions and appeals came 
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to the House of Representatives, and were referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Officeand Post- Roads, but not until 1883 was relief given and 
legislation secured. A bill was introduced (in fact, many bills were 
introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress), draughted by the attorneys 
for the postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes, which, under a 
suspension of the rules, was , and which was expected to secure 
a full and complete recognition of their claims under the laws of 1864 
and 1866. 

Immediately a further contest occurred as to how the law should be 
construed, whether the Postmaster-General should take the quarterly 
return of the postmaster each three months and readjust the compen- 
sation in accordance with the law of 1854, or whether he should take 
the quarterly returns covering a period of two years and make readjust- 
ment upon that basis. 

The law of 1883 reads as follows: 


That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
readjust the salaries of all postmasters and late postmasters of the third, fourth, 
and fifth classes, under the classification provided for in the act of July 1, 1864, 
whose salaries have not heretofore been readjusted under the terms of section 
8 of the act June 12, 1886, who made sworn returns of the receipts and business 
for readjustment of salary to the Postmaster-General, the First Assistant Post- 
master-General, or the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, or who made 

uarterly returns in conformity to the then existing laws and regulations, 
showing that the salary allowed was 10 per cent. less than it would have been upon 
the s of commissions under the act of 1554; such tment to be made 
in accordance with the mode presented in section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866, 
and to date from the beginning of the quarter succeeding that in which such 
sworn returns of receipts and business, or quarterly returns were made: Pro- . 
vided, That every adjustment of salary under this act shall be upon a written 
application, signed by the postmaster or late postmaster, or legal representa- 
tive, entitled to said readjustment; and that each payment made shall be b: 
warrant or check on the urer or some assistant treasurer of the Uni 
States, made payable to the order of said applicant, and forwarded by mail to 
him at the post-office within whose delivery he resides, and which address shall 
be set forth in the application above provided for, 


Postmaster-General Gresham, succeeded by Postmaster-General Vilas, 
has followed the same line of proceeding in the acts of 1854 and 1864, 
1866 and 1883 in the adjustment of salaries. A case was taken to the 
Supreme Court by the attorneys having postmaster’s disallowed claims 
in charge, and the opinion of the Supreme Court has already been 
quoted. So far as these questions of quarterly returns are concerned I 
will read from the opinion of the Supreme Court: 


CONSTRUCTION OF THE ACT OF JUNE 12, 1866, BY THE UNITED STATES SUPREME 
COURT. 


Supreme Court of the United States.—October term, 1887.—No, 1041. 


The United States, upon the relation of J.K. McLean, plaintiff in error, vs. 
William F. Vilas, Postmaster-General. In error to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. 


JANUARY 9, 1888. 

Mr. Justice Miller delivered the opinion of the court: 

This is a writ of error to the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

In the case of United States vs. McLean, 95 United States, 750, will be found 
the report of the decision of this court in an action instituted by the present 
plaintiff in error against the United States. The appeal was taken from a judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims in favor of McLean for the sum of $569.50 for com- 

msation as deputy postmaster at Florence, Kans., from April 14,1871, to Jul 

, 1872, which was rendered on the ground that he was entitled toa readjusi 
ment of his salary by the Postmaster-General for the period between those dates, 
and that if such readjustment had been made his salary would have been in- 
creased by the amount for which the court rendered judgment in his favor. 
l that the Court of Claims could not 


This court, however, held, on the ap 
ry under the acts which conferred that 


perform the duty of readjusting the 

power on the Postmaster-General, and that there was no legal liability against 
the United States for the amount claimed by him until that officer had read- 
justed the salary in accordance with those acts of Congress. In its opinion the 
court su; ted thatif the executive officer failed to do his duty in that respect 


he might be constrained by a man us to perform it, 
Acting upon this su; ion, and under the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, 
which authorized and 


rected the Postmaster-General, in prope cases, to make 
readjustments of salaries which should act retrospectively, . McLean made 
a demand upon that officer; indeed, he made two demands—one upon Post- 
master-General Gresham, and the other upon Postmaster-General Vilas—for 
such readjustment. Both of these officers declining to comply with his demand, 
he, on the 4th of August, 1886, commenced the present suit in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, by filing therein his petition for a of manda- 


mus. 

“ Provided, That when the quarterly returns of ae postmaster of the third 
fourth, or fifth class show that the salary allowed is 10 per cent. less than it 
would be on the basis of commissions under the act of 1854 fixing com pensation, 
ns Sen bap mananaia shall review and readjust under the provisions of 
sai on, 

What quarterly returns are here meant as showing that the said salary is 10 
per cent. less than the commissions under the act of 1854? The argument of 
counsel is that when any one quarterly return shall show this condition of 
affairs, the Postmaster-General, on the request of the postmaster, must make a 
readjustment; but such is not the language of the statute. The ression used 
is, “when the quarterly returns” shall show this. And inasm as the law 
had already established that readjustments must be made on the basis of the 
quarterly returns for two years, it is reasonable to suppose that that was the 
meaning of Congress in this proviso. * * + 


Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the gentleman contend the pending resolu- 
ton contemplates a case similar to fhe one on which that decision was 

e? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It contemplates cases covered by the opinion of 
Attorney-General Brewster and the action of Postmasters-General 
Gresham and Vilas, and, so far as these thirty-five thousand disallowed 
claims are concerned, it proposes to pass judgment on the subjectof the 
basis or the construction of the statutes covering the settlement or ad- 
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judication of said rejected claims. The resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is one of many, and, so far as that particular resolution 
is concerned, it has reference only to the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In view of what the gentleman has said, I should 
like to read, for the benefit of the House, an extract from the views of 
the minority as to the claims of postmasters, made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], to accompany House bill 6993. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In the views of the minority which the gentleman 
submitted to the House on that occasion he used the following lan- 
guage: 

The first proposition contains an admission that the Department has com- 
mitted acts not warranted by law. If such acts have been committed, the 
vested rights of the people have been violated and the rights of the United 
States have been violated. To attempt thus to ratify acts in violation of vested 
rights, as proposed, is to ask Congress, by an ex post facto statute, to rob the peo- 
ple of vested rights. If the rights of the United States have been violated, the 
ease presented is that of an Executive Department seeking immunity from Con- 
gress for violating the laws of the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand all that, and will come to it ina 
moment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Allow me to complete this quotation. 

The second proposition is that Congress shall by statute declare that the 
claims of pega mage which may have been disallowed in violation of their 
vested rights and in violation of a statute recently en was the proper per- 
formance of a supreme duty on the part of the executive officer. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Following right in the argument and logic of that 
minority report, when the appropriation bill was before Congress in- 
corporating word for word the bill to which the gentleman refers, and 
which general and specific wording was afterwards incorporatedin the 
bill when it came from the Senate, I rose in this House to a question 
of order, and was sustained by the Chair, in the striking out of that 
qualification which directed or which had reference to the vested rights 
of the people either by a ratification in violation or by the enactment 
of an ex post facto statute. 

I claim, on the general proposition, that Congress can not divest any 
one of vested rights. It is the alphabet of constitutional law. Upon 
that occasion and in that debate I filed my protest and exception to the 
very statute now under debate—the act of 1886—and the Chair sus- 
tained the point of order. The amendment was placed on the bill in 
the Senate, and it was passed by the House almostunanimously. The 
gentleman is familiar with that law, and I need not refer further to it. 

The United States courts are ever open to determine its constitution- 
ality. What I want to come to is this: I do not retract in any wise 
the position I have assumed in the minority report referred to and 
quoted from. I simply say of the 60,000 claims adjudicated, 22,000 
have been allowed, aggregating $1,250,000; that 35,000 of them have 
been disallowed; and the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. TAULBEE] is this, to call upon the Post-Office Department to re- 
turn to the House the jackets or detailed history of each one of these 
disallowed claims, and to that I say there is not a disallowed claim in 
the Department that the gentleman from Kentucky, or any other gen- 
tleman here, or the attorney of any claimant can not reach and ascer- 
tain these very facts and receive the very information that this resolu- 
tion seeks to have the Department furnish in bulk to the extent of the 
whole of these 35,000 disallowed claims. 

If any claim has not been treated properly, I have no doubt that a 
general act can be passed covering the disallowance of the claims upon 
the basis or error of their disallowance, but not covering the disallow- 
ance of the claims on the ground of the ruling of the Department 
reached after the decision of the Supreme Court in the McLean case, 
as well as the construction of the statute by Postmasters-General 
Gresham and Vilas, supplemented by the opinion of the then Attorney- 
General Brewster, and which they have all made upon the general 
proposition. Ifthe gentleman finds any rejection contrary to the stat- 
ute and the opinion delivered by the Supreme Court, or if he ascertains 
that errors have been committed, thereby forcing rejection or other- 
wise resulting in injury to claimant, and will then come here and estab- 
lish that fact he will find there is no committee in this whole House 
who will with greater celerity and aid come to his assistance and pass 
upon the question, both in equity.and law, than the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman be kind enough to give us any 
reasons why he opposes the resolution asking for this information? 

He has given reasons for opposing the legislation, but why does he op- 
the resolution? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not see any necessity for submitting to this 
House a tabulated statement covering thirty-five thousand rejected 
claims in the Post-Office Department any more than I could see the 
propriety of submitting a tabulated statement of every rejected claim 
in the Pension Office, or claims for bounty and back pay, or the in- 
numerable claims submitted for the consideration of the various offi- 
cers of the Departments and rejected after examination. This is a 
proposition that does not apply to any other Department of the Gov- 
ernment, in which claims are rejected, and I do not see why the Post- 
Office ene should be made a special exception any more than 
any other. : 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I yield now twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 
Mr. BLOUNT. On the 30th day of April, 1888, I received a letter 


‘from Mr. Spalding returning a lgtter to me which I had written toa 


gentleman in Georgia in response to one asking that I should aid him 
in the matter of a certain claim. In a spirit of courtesy I to do 
so, assuming that the gentleman asked nothing except facility in its 
consideration, and had no purpose to commit me to any given line of 
policy. That letter was transmitted, as I have said, by Mr. Spalding 
in connection with this resolution. There was accompanying it the 
same resolution which my friend from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] has 
introduced, and which a great many gentlemen have introduced, which 
have been referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
That letter of Mr. Spalding is as follows: 


WAsHIxGTON, D. C., April 30, 1888. 


Str: I have received from Mr. W.E. McCalla a letter dated at Conyers, Ga., 
April 27, 1888, inclosing your letter to him of the 23d instant, about his claim for 
compensation as postmaster at Conyers, Ga. 

Will you kindly permit me to point out the facts and the remedy in all cases 
like that of Mr. McCalla’s. Referring to the laws and Jations upon the sub- 
= and the published construction of the same, which you will find printed 

n the petition inclosed, which I have as attorney filled out for my client, you 
will see at once that the test and measure of compensation to postmasters 
tween 1864 and 1874 is that prescribed by the act of 1854, and thatin all cases of 
postmasters of the three classes who received salaries under the act of July 1, 
1864, they are to have the deficiency when tested by the act of 1854 made to 
them if it amounts to 10 per cent. You are aware,no doubt, that ever since 
April, 1884, in execution of the lawand regulations of the Department, a con- 
siderable force of clerks has been engaged in computing the commissions by the 
sig int standard of 1854. 

Probably three-fourths ofall the claims presented have been computed, so that 
the exact amount of earnings have been ascertained and entered upon jackets, 
A strange part of this procedure is that the results of these computations have 
been withheld from Congress, and that a total misapplication of the results has 
been made in the Department. I say total because an application has been 
made such as was never made before. This misapplication, in order to relieve 
the ment of responsibility, had to be by astatute, But the 
ratification act of August 4, 1886, could not by operation of Jaw deprive 
masters or corapenans on according to the act of June 12, 1865, So far as allow- 
ances were made outside of the requirement of the act of June 12, 1866, they were 
validated by the act of August 4, 1886, So far as theclaims as postmasters have 
not been adjusted and paid according to the act of June 12, 1866, such claims re- 
main to be paid. The claimants have lost no rights. The question now is 
mainly a question of fact, and this fact is of record in the Department, and it is 
necessary in order to enable Congress to act sia dpe upon the subject that 
the actual computations of commissions, compared with the paid salary for 
each biennial period, shall be transmitted to Congress. 

Mr. McCalla’s case illustrates the whole subject. He was postmaster between 
July 1, 1866, and July 1, 1868, The Department computed his commissions for 
this time and ascertained them to be $440.90. No comparison, however, was 
made between these commissions and the paid salary for the same time, which 
was $102 only, the deficiency in his salary for these two years being $333.90, 
This material fact the Department has withheld from Congrsss. It is ular 
thatthe Department,with such tenacity, should withhold such important 
How can Congress know what is going on in the Department upon this import- 
ant subject if these facts are withheld? And why should they be withheld? 
The talk about requiring clerical labor to make a table of the results of this 
work is manifestly without force. All thathas to be done is to state the amount 
of computed commissions and the amount of paid salary for each biennial 
period, in cases where this work has already been done. When your committee 
reports and the House adopts the resolution now before your committee, the 
figures showing that Mr. McCalla earned $338.90 which has not been paid him 
for the service between July 1, 1866, and July 1, 1868, will be sent to the House 
of Representatives. So it will be in every other similar case. After these figures 
are presented to the House of Representatives it will be for the House to sa; 
whether, looking atthe simple and plain laws upon the subject, copies of which 
in print are herewith, these claimants are to be paid, 

I have been surprised at the meaning attributed to the recent decision of the 
United States Supreme Court in McLean’s case, For a information I send 
you extracts from that opinion. You will find that the court decided that an 
adjustment was not to be made oftener than once in two years, and that section 
2 of the act of July 1, 1864, required that these biennial adjustments should be 
made for two years in the future on the basis of the prior two years’ commis- 
sions, thus demonstrating that adjustments under the act of June by Beaty) stoned 
same time had to be made for the prior two years in all cases of the classes 
of postmasters in which by the eight previous returns it appeared, when tested 
by the act of 1854, there had been a loss of 10 per cent. of compensation by the 
adjustment previously made. You will see that in expressed terms, upon the 
first page of the opinion, the court recognizes that the law requires in such cases 
that “‘readjustments of salaries which should act retrospectively ” should be 
made. You will see, also, that the readjustment of McLean’s salary was de- 
nied by the court upon the ground that ‘‘the record shows that there were no 
returns from the post-office of the plaintiff for two years preceding the time 
when he demanded that a readjustment should take place.” 

The injustice suffered from the decision of the Supreme Court as to postmas- 
ters at newly established offices, within the first biennial od, affects but a 
comparatively small number of the claims under the act of June 12, 1866, which 
remain to be pee By this decision of the United States Su e Court all 
postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth classes, serving at offices for full bien- 
nial periods or for parts of biennial periods, where the office was established 
prior to such biennial period, are entitled to a readjustment of salary which 
shall act retrospectively from the end of the biennial term to date and take ef- 
fect simultaneously with the regular pros ive adjustment at the same office, 
provided the eight returns show the deficiency of 10 per cent. mentioned. 

This letter is written to youin order that, in the entire absence of the facts 
because withheld by the Department, the committee may fall into no error by 
reason of the Department porey of withholding the facts, and that your com- 
mittee may be fully advised as to the law, which is plain and simple,and as to 
the actual decision of the law by the United States Supreme Court, for it is mat- 
ter of public knowledge that the administrative action in the Post-Office De- 
partment has been to defeat the payment of this most just debt. It seems to be 
due the claimants,who complain of this action, that they shall have a fair con- 
sideration by your committee of the grounds of their complaint. = 


Very respectfully, 
~ HARVEY SPALDING, 
Hon. James H. BLOUNT, M. C., 


Chairman of House Committee onthe Post-Ofice and Post-Roads. 
Now, in the case of Mr. McCalla, he was appointed, as will be seen, 
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in the year 1566; and held the office for two quarters, and the office had 


been opened there in 1866. There were ore no biennial returns 

ior to 1866. Notwithstanding that there were no biennial returns to 
ES mi claim upon, he claims that he is entitled to this large defi- 
ciency. Bear in mind that this is omiy a sample case which this reso- 
lution is designed to reach, 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Icannot yield; I prefer to finish my own statement. 
I have every disposition to be courteous to my friend from Kansas, and 
may permit a question later on. 

I will read in this connection, in addition to what I have read from 
this letter, what the Postmaster-General says upon the same subject. 
I Ann him and read this sample case referred to here, and he writes 
as follows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 


Washington, D. C., June 11, 1883. 
Hon. James H. Baount, M. C., - 
House of Representatives : 
Sır: ije Beg our interview on the subject of the readjustment of the 
salary of W. E. McCalla, 


paa at 90; ee is repre between the crete w 
them, figures as you give them, an e time as you give it, and MeCalia’s 
ease. Neither can the data as yon give them and 's case be identified 
as having anything to do with each other. 

McCalla’s salary was usted under the acts of 1854, 1864, and March 3, 1883, 
for two quarters and a fraction, and it was done in accordance with those 


This is a simple case., The Postmaster-General took it up, examined 
it, and it was readjusted in strict accordance with the act. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I prefer to continue my statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not ask it. 

Mr, BLOUNT (continuing to read): 

e of 1886, 

wie n e tte? ae lca af he Se 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, a copy of which you have been furnished, 
I can only repeat what is stated in that letter, that the aoe Court has fully 
ed the action of the y decided clai: 


sustain tand has virtuall; mants 
whose claims have been disa! under these acts never had any legal claim 
for more than they have actually received, so far as the general rule 
adopted by the nt for these adjustments is concerned. 


I will not take time to read all the letter. 


I should add, in closing, that the McCalla adjustment was made according to 
the eral rule applied to all such cases and applied to the thirty-eight u- 
disallowed claims, 

Mark you, applied to the thirty-eight thousand disallowed claims that 
this resolution is now seeking to have brought info this House. The 
Postmaster-General himself takes up this question and goes into it. 
He says these thirty-eight thousand disallowed claims have been ad- 
justed under that ruling. i 


As to the rulo adopted the Department in that rd, I quote from the 
Supreme ea Uhlied Stace, MeLoan ce Vilas 124 United States Re- 
ports, page 93): 


Man np pence are taken by the counsel for the defendant, which would 
be Soan serious consideration if it were necessary to decide them, but as 
we agree with the Postmaster-General in such a construction of these statutes 
as shows that they im: no obligation Bo ye him to make the readjustment 
of claimed plaintiff, and as goes to the merits of the contro- 
bapa we prefer to rest the case on this point without any consideration of the 


rs. 
“5 I have the honor to be your obedient servant, 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would prefer not to be interrupted. The gentle- 
men have had their time, and I would rather proceed with my state- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the ruling that has been made by the present 
Postmaster-General in reference to these accounts commenced with Mr. 
Creswell’s administration of the Post-Office rtment, continued on 
through the administration of Mr. Jewell, Mr. Gresham, and the vari- 
ous other officials down to Mr. Vilas and Mr. Dickinson, and it has been 
uniformly on this line. The struggle between the claimants and the 
Post-Office Department has been fought out along this line. It isso 
to-day, and I think I will be able to show it before taking my seat. My 
friend, Judge PETERS, in characterizing this resolution, says there are 
two objects to be reached: one where there might have been an error 
in calculation by theclerk, the other where the general rule of the law 
operated severely in some particular case and which a return made un- 
der this resolution would bring tothe attention of Congress and induce, 
perhaps, legislation designed to meet that situation. 

Now, as to the first proposition, I wish to state here that the present 
Postmaster-General says and hatds that under the law it is perfectly 
competent wherever there has been any clerical error to authorize an 
adjustment and correction; that the invariable rule of the Department 


is to allow that to be done. My own experience confirms this where 
in numbers of cases I have made application. In one instance only 
there has been an error. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Have you that ruling in writing? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave not. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the other point. What is the case of hard- 
ship? Under the act of 1864 the method of compensating the post- 
masters of the country was changed. Prior to that time it had Secs 
by commissions; then this new statute was adopted providing salaries. 
In the ascertainment of salaries the period running back two years 
from July, 1864, covering eight quarterly returns, was taken, then the 
average reached, then an even amount—in tens or hundreds of dollars— 
was fixed upon, which was to be the salary for the two next years. 
This biennial system of readjusting the salaries of postmasters was 
adopted. Of course where there were no such biennial returns it was 
impossible for the Department to adopt thatrule. So it became neces- 
sary to give to the Department a discretion in that class of cases, and 
the practice has been under that law since. 

It so happens that in a good many cases where there were no bien- 
nial returns by reason of unusual growth in the business of the office 
there was a disproportion in the salary allowed and the receipts; but 
while a discretion was given to the Postmaster-General to readjust in 
that class of cases, there was no obligation on his part to do so, and he 
did not do so in every case. These are the points of hardship, as I un- 
derstand it, which are sought to be reached. If this be true, then the 
real object of this resolution, the one in which there is most force, is 
that it is designed to get information for the purpose of laying the 
foundation for legislation hereafter, going back to 1866 and on until 
now, examining every case, and having it reported here, perhaps with 
a view of having the attention of the constituents of these gentlemen 
called to this particular fact and asking them to unite with others for 
the purpose of having legislation and an appropriation made to cover 
what they insist are equitable claims. 

Now, sir, I think that those old matters ought to be regarded as 
finally settled atsome time. The last Congress expressly provided that 
the action should be conclusive, for the-reason that this same man, 
Spalding, for a period of ten years, had been active at the Depart- 
ment and had been stimulating postmasters’ claims all over the country 
with a view to legislation. ` The reports disclose that his agitation has 
at this time taken out of the Treasury a million and a half of dollars, 
and his contracts were for 25 per cent. 

Now, sir, it seems that this fruitful field is to be worked over again, 
and almost every gentleman in this House is being plied about this 
matterand furnished with resolutions for the purpose of bringing out 
facts as a basis for additional legislation and for additional claims. If 
this were merely a matter of examining accounts any member of this 
House could readily have it attended to. A communication to the 
Department from any member would procure the examination of any 
of these accounts. But, sir, if more is designed, if the purpose is to 
bring out in this House a condition of facts as a basis br future leg- 
islation, as a basis for future lobbying, as a basis for future bounties 
to claim agents, then it is important that this resolution shall be prop- 
ey cee of. 

these communications an arraignment is made by this man Spald- 
ing of the Postmaster-General, not merely in this administration, but 
in preceding administrations, alleging that the Department, out of a 
desire to economize, has been unwilling to do justice to the claims of 
postmasters, and that allegation having gone out from this man, it has 
been anwittingly repeated by many other persons who do not know the 
facts. For one, I had rather take the judgment of Mr. Gresham, Mr. 
Jewell, Mr. Vilas, or Mr. Dickinson, the heads of a great Department, 
having no interest but to administer the Government for the benefit of 
the whole people, influenced only by a desire to conform their official 
conduct to the public interest and the public weal. I had rather take 
the judgment of those men than of a miserable claim agent who is en- 
gaged in circulating the cry that wrong and outrage are being perpe- 
trated upon these claimants, when the real consideration that lies at 
the bottom of his action in the matteris the shekels that will come into 
his own packet. Hard decisions! 

I ask, sir, whether an officer at the head of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, or any other Department of this Government, conforming his 
actions to the rulings and practice of the Department under the law, 
finding his conclusions confirmed by the opinions of Attorneys-General 
and by a long line of precedents, and last of all by the judgment of 
the Supreme Court of the United States—I ask, sir, whether it is not 
reasonable to suppose that that officer’s interpretation of his official 
duty under the law is the correct one, and whether he is not bound to 
be guided by these lights rather than by outside clamor? Is there any- 
thing more contemptible in a public official than the defiance, in obedi- 
ence to such clamor, of just methods of reasoning and of plain statutory 
enactments as their meaning is ascertained by the Supreme Court of 
the United States? 

For one, sir, I am gratified that the Post-Office Department, through 
all administrations, under all parties, and under all circumstances, has 
shown itself capable of insisting on what is right and what is due to 
the Government in this matter, while at the same time it has always 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5179 


been ready to do justice to these claimants. Sir, who is the Govern- 
ment? Is it any individual with an immediate personal advantage to 
be obtained by doing injustice in these matters, or is it simply an or- 
ganism designed to enforce the laws which have been enacted by the 
Congress of the United States for the benefit of all? 

I am glad, sir, that my record shows that throughout the whole of 
the contest with this man Spalding from the time it first began I have 

ily protested against these claims. 

Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court stated the issue between the Post- 
master-General and Mr. McLean just as I have stated it. They stated 
what the basis of salary was just as I have stated it. They declared 
that they agreed with the Postmaster-General in his rulings, and that 
the discretionary power which allowed him in certain cases to revise, 
notwithstanding that rule, proved whatthe statutewas. Theydeclared 
that while there were or might be cases of hardship, as in this instance, 
it did not lie in the power of the Postmaster-General to change the 
law. ‘They further stated that the discretionary power which rested 
in the Postmaster-General to relieve hardships of this class relieved the 
statute from the complaint that hardships occurred under its operation. 
The court also construed the proviso of the act of 1864, which, not- 
withstanding all this varying legislation, they insist is the rule of ad- 
justment now. They say: 

Thel. hich is used in th iso, instead of declaring, as could easil 
have bash dona, thas the a pry Ah quarter shali be the peas pon whic 
to determine the compensation of the officer for the next succeeding quarter is, 
“that when the quarterly returns of any postmaster” of the classes specifi 
Gham ab dhe eulowy ODON is 10 per cent. less than it would be on the basis 
of commissions under the act of 1854 fixing then the Postmaster- 
General shall review and readjust the salary under the provisions of said sec- 
tion.” The provisions of that section, as we have already seen, direct the Post- 
master-General to review and readjust the salaries of postmasters once in two 
years, except in special cases, upon the basis of the preceding section, namely, 
section 2 of the act of 1864. j 

hat basis of the preceding section is the returns for the two years consecu- 


> 
tively preceding the readjustment. So that, taking the use of the plural, ** quar- 
return ;” g the refer- 


shall be based on the provisions of section 1 of the same statute, which requires 
returns of two consecutive we do not think that the proviso is fairly sus- 
ceptible of the construction w. counsel for plaintiff claim for it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my own mind is impressed with the conclusion 
I have stated as to the object of the counsel in obtaining this resolu- 
tion, and such is the belief at the Department. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, obtained the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
cele BLOUNT] be given some additional time in order to en- 
able him to answer a question which I wish to put. Ido not desire 
this to come out of the time of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. AN- 
DERSON] controls the time. He may yield a part of his time to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE, The question which I wished to put to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia is very pertinent to the remarks he has just sub- 


mitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not control the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Will the Chair submit my request for unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Georgia be given time enough—say 
two minutes—to answer my question? 

The SPEAKER pro re. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor for one hour, and controls the time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I yield four minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]}. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose thatthe best way to ascertain 
whether or not it is necessary to R ER this resolution is to take the 
ich a ag as to the object in view in bringing it here. 

has been made a very full statement of the law, and there is no 
complaint and no difference of opinion as to the proper construction 
and enforcement of the law. The only question which presents itself 
is whether or not we shall enact new legislation in order to reach these 
cases. I understood the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] to state 
that he proposes to get this information in order that it may be made 
the basis of legislation, treating the claims of these postmasters as a 
question of equity, and asking this body as a court of equity to deter- 
mine the rights of parties who have already received, according to the 
mpm admission, all that they were entitled to receive under the 

W. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not time in four minutes to answer questions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I only wanted to ask the gentleman whether he 
is opposed to the ascertainment of the facts which the resolution pro- 
poses to elicit. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky, 


the author of this resolution, is presumed to know, if anybody under- 
stands its object, what is designed to be accomplished by it. He says 
that it is intended to reach those cases which were adjusted less fre- 
quently than those on a two-years basis, which makes it a proposi- 
tion to have Congress revise these claims, and to exercise at this time 
the discretionary power which under the law was vested in the Post- 
master-General and was exercised by him. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken; I made no 
such statement. I said exactly the opposite—that the resolution does 
not cover those cases. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then the gentleman wants to reopen those cases re- 
adjusted on the two-years basis, that adjustment being sustained by 
the opinion of Attorney-General Brewster, by the opinion of Postmas- 
ter-General Gresham, and by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

a TAULBEE. Only such as involve clerical errors or arbitrary 
rulings. 

Mr. ENLOE. An arbitrary ruling made in accordance with law 
would be, I suppose, as valid as any other ruling. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to reach arbitrary rulings made in opposi- 
tion to the law. 


Mr. ENLOE. So far as concerns clerical errors, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky or any other gentleman has a constituent whose rights 
have not been properly respected in the settlement of these claims, all 
he has to do is to go to the Department, present the case properly, and 
have the error corrected, as I have done in cases brought to my atten- 
tion from my own district. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I trust the gentleman does not wish to do me m- 
justice. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to continue my remarks, if I can. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman will either quote me cor- 
rectly or not quote me at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. I donot want to quote the gentleman atall. Mr. 
Speaker, if there is any parliamentary proceeding by which you can 
keep the gentleman off the floor in my time, I hope you will do so. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. There isnot. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee is en- 
titled to proceed without interruption if he declines to yield. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, in regard to a large number of claims . 
of this character, Congress, as guardian of the Treasury, stands in the 
attitude of the miller at the old-fashioned mill-pond; the crawfish and 
muskrats are constantly cutting holes through the mill-dam to let the 
water out; and these claimants, their agents, and tatives are 
here attempting to bore holes into the Treasury to let out the surplus. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to know to whom the gentleman 
refers as ‘‘agents’’ of the claimants. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not refer to the gentleman from Kentucky, be- 
cause I am satisfied he is authorized to represent here nobody but his 
own pe I only want to add that these claimants have been al- 
lowed all that is due them under a proper interpretation and adminis- 
tration of the law, and they never expected anything more, nor even 
dreamed that more was due them until their attention was enlisted 
by these claim agents. There ought to be a limit somewhere that 
would protect the Government'againstthe ge suse and the revision of 
claimsonce fully and satisfactorily settled. I hope the resolution will 
be rejected. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in closing this debate 
I wish to say there have been but two reasons presented in favor of this 
resolution. In the first place, it has been suggested that there has been 
an erroneous construction of the law under which these claims have 
been disallowed; and, in the second place, it is urged that possibly there 
may have been some clerical errors in the computations. In reference 
to the last point, I wish to say it is simply a supposition. There has 
not been produced here a single reason to justify the supposition that 
there have beenerrors. I therefore regard that suggestion as unworthy 
of consideration. The only therefore, to be considered turns 
upon the difference of construction in regard to the meaning of the 
statute. 

I wish to say again that in my references to Mr. Spalding I simply 
stated a fact in saying that he does represent all these claims. That 
is not disrespectful to him to say, that he represents all of these claims 
which have been disallowed, and that in representing them he has 
pressed them with all the zeal he could, and that the only ground 
upon which the claims rested in the judicial trial was the difference of 
construction placed on these statutes. He insisted on the proposition 
that by the quarterly returns they should not only fix the salaries for 
the future, but in addition that they should pay the additional sum 
for the two years during which the quarterly returns were furnished. 

That question has been presented to the courts and I do not care 
what is said by any gentleman as to this decision. That was the only 
question presented and the only ground upon which they made the 
fight, and that has been decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States and decided adversely to the claims and in favor of the ruling 
of the Postmaster-General. 
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Even if that were not true, if that position did not bind this House, 
I say that the legislation of the last Congress does bar and put to 
sleep those claims. They have been agitated and pressed time and 
again. They have been an annoyance to the Post-Office Department 
for years. By the act of the last Congress these claims were dis- 
barred and the system of disallowance by the Postmaster-General was 
approved. This act expressly approves of the methods of disallow- 
ance, disbars any further presentation of such matters, and prohibits 
any other method of considering these claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. PETERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. If the previous question is ordered, as asked for by 
the gentleman from Illinois, will not that keep out any amendment to 
the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. PETERS. The minority report recommends that the resolu- 
tion be amended by striking out ‘‘ Kentucky,’’ so as to make it gen- 
eral and apply to the whole United States. If previous question 
be voted down will not that motion, as well as the motion to lay on 
the table recommended by the majority report, be in order? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, no motion has yet been 
made that the resolution be laid upon the table. The recommendation 
of the majority report that the resolution be laid upon the table does 
not amount to a motion in the House. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the previous question cut us off from amending 
the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered only one ques- 
tion remains, and that is, will the House agree to the report of the 
committee ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolution. 
I move tostrike out ‘‘Kentucky;’’ so as to make the resolution general 
‘and cover all the States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to debate. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam not debating the matter, but making a par- 
liamentary inquiry of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is that? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I inquire of the Chair whether the ordering of the 
previous question would prevent my moving an amendment to the 
resolution by striking out ‘‘ Kentucky,” and making it apply to all 
the States. = 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled, and will repeat, the only way 
to secure a vote on an amendment to the resolution is to refuse to order 
the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope, then, the previous question will not be 


ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous question. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 23. 
Mr. TAULBEE. No quorum; and I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 9 voting in favor thereof. 
The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum er ies Rigas made, the 
Chair will appoint as ers Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. ANDERSON of 


Illinois. 
The House again divided. 
Mr. TAULB. I ask, by unanimous consent, to be permitted to 


submit an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘ Kentucky ” in the reso- 
lution, so as to make it general and apply to all the States. I ask, by 
unanimous consent, that the previous question be considered as ordered 
on the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to that. 

Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Illinois closed the debate, and 
there was no opportunity afforded to any gentleman to offer amend- 
ments. The parliamentary inquiry I wish to submit is whether the 
gentleman who closed the debate can demand the poerians question in 
that manner so as to cut off all opportunity on the part of anybody 
else to suggest amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not do it himself; it is for 
the House to determine that question. The gentleman can make the 
motion, and if the House sustains it, of course all amendments are cut 
off. 

Mr. PETERS. If the motion for the previous question is voted 
down, then the amendments could be offered? 

The SPEAKER. They could. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe it requiresa quorum toorder the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

The pa of order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 120, noes 46. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. AN DERSON, of Illinois, I now move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


Mr. TAULBEE. On thatI demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and on 
a division there were—ayes 86, noes 17. 

Mr. TAULBEE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. TAULBEE, and Mr, ANDERSON of Illinois, were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 110, noes 55. 

So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

A LAURA E. MADDOX ET AL. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
at this time a report from the Committee on War Claims on a Senate 
bill, and I ask to have it placed upon the Calendar, substituting it for 
a House bill now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire this bill to take the 
place of the other on the Calendar? 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. What is to be done with the House bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. That is to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill reported by the gentleman 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and 
Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 6365) of the same title was taken from the Calendar, 
and ordered to be laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees, coupled with the usual request 
that members having reports may be permitted to hand them in at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that reports may be handed in at the Clerk’s desk? 

There was no objection. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
A The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 
DANVILLE A. RICKER. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville 
A. Ricker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ABEL G. RANKIN. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel 
G, Rankin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
FLORIDA G. CASEY. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1843) granting 
an increase of pension to Florida G. Casey; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. STANNARD. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2657) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily J. Stannard; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1488) granting an increase 
of pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson 
Kilpatrick, United States Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. ' 

MARY KELLEY. 


Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- . 


ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary 
Kelley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
GEORGE W. FLOWERS. 
Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George 
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W. Flowers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH A. CORSON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Corson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN F. HOWARD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin 
F. Howard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH EVANS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Evans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY ALWARD. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry 
Alward, dependent father of Henry M. Alward; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS H. HALL, 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. M’COAL. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. 
McCoal; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARGARET QUINTON. 
Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Quinton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10135) 
to increase the pension of Shenne H. Fowler; and it was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


CARRIE V. MILLER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

CLARA B. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2852) granting an increase of pension 
to Clara B. Davidson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN WHITE DOWLING. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1481) granting a 
pension to Ellen White Dowling; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH ©. TAYLOR. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1482) granting a 
pension to Sarah C. Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE RAUTHE, 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
pona back favorably the bill (S. 2460) granting arrears of pension to 
eodore Rauthe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


ELISHA DUGLAS. 

Mr. LANE, from tle Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R, 1136) granting a pension to Elisha Duglas; which was 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10479) granting a pension to 
Elisha Duglas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MANUEL GARCIA. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel 
Garcia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHARINE QUIGLEY. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9394) for the relief of Catharine Quig- 
ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH PEVE, 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 737) granting a ion to Joseph Peve; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. M’KEE. 
Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act for the relief of the widow and orphan children of Col. Will- 
iam R. McKee, late of Lexington, Ky.;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 9649) to incorporate the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10480) to incorporate the Bright- 
wood Railway Company of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. : 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6693) to regulate appointments 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARGES OF DESERTION, 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
bills of the House of the following titles; which were severally laid on 
the table without prejudice: 

A bill (H. R. 9997) to relieve Eliah Blake from the charge of deser- 
tion; 

A bill (H. R. Z for the relief of David Sarsfield; 

A bill (H. R. 9995) for the relief of W. W. Kerbagh; ; 

A bill (E, R. 10015) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 

record of Justin I. Wisner; 

A bill (H. R. 10014) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- _ 
tary record of George W. More; 

À bill (H. R. 10006) to remove the charges of desertion against Ed- 
ward Whitehouse; 

A bill (H. R. 10019) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 

record of Jacob Mong; 

A bill (H. R. 10020) for the relief of James B. Roberts, alias James 


Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 10085) for the relief of George W. Briggs from the 
charge of desertion; : 

A bill (H. R. 10074) correcting the military record of John Nichols; 

A bill (H. R. 10094) for the relief of William Bixby, alias Charles 
Ashley; 

A bill (H. R. 10102) to remove the charge of desertion from Welling- 
ton Doddridge; 

A bill (H. R. 9976) to remove the charge of desertion from T. J. 
Nicholson; 

A bill (H. R. 9912) to correct the military record of Milton Fuson; 

A bill (H. R. 9820) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of John Costner; 

A bill (H. R. 9844) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
Sank of desertion from the record of Benjamin Winterbottom; 
F Si a (H. R. 9757) to remove the charge of desertion against Justin 
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A bill (H. R. 9735) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of George Tebo; 

A bill (H. R. 9660) for the relief of Noah H. Benfield; 

A bill (H. R. 9677) to remove the charge of desertion against D. 
Woodmansie; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 9606) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Eugene Purticker, and to grant him an honorable dis- 


tharge; 
A bill (H. R. 9608) for the relief of Benjamin F. Royse; 
A bill (H. R. 9597) for the relief of Edward Pearl; 
A bill (H. R. 9573) torelieve Jacob Shoemaker from the charge of de- 


sertion; 
A bill (H. R. 9574) to remove the charge of desertion from O. H. Gif- 


ford; 

A bill (H. R. 9458) to remove the charge of desertion from William 
A. Cook, late of Company A, Nineteenth Kentucky Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9490) for the relief of Thomas S. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 9275) for the relief of William H. Finn, charged with 
desertion from the volunteer service; 

A bill (H. R. 9269) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Richard H. Keeth; 

A bill i R. 9218) for the relief of William McCormack: 

A bill (H. R. 9198) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Isaac Bethurum; 

A bill (H. R. 9191) to remove the charge of desertion against Levi 
Beer; > 

A bill (H. R. 9128) for the relief of Thomas Hickey; 

A bill (H. R. 9141) to remove the charge of desertion against Law- 
rence Coffey; 

A bill r R. 9091) for the relief of John L. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 9016) to remove the charge of desertion against Bed- 
ford Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 8921) for the relief of Joseph H. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 8919) for the relief of Daniel Ward; 
A bill (i R. 8918) for the relief of Joseph C. Williams; 
Ab 


ill (H. R. 8917) for the relief of William Weaver; 
1 (H. R. 8910) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
Patrick Clune; 

A bill (H. R. 8902) to remove the charge of desertion against Alex- 
ander Malone; 

A bill (H. R. 9147) for the relief of Isaac Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 9145) for the relief of Gabriel R. Bartley; 

A bill (H. R. 9301) for the relief of George Hartram; 

A bill (H. R. D for the relief of Elisha Lunsford; 

A bill (H. R. 9367) to remove the charge of desertion against James 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
2602) concerning the militia of the District of Columbia; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on the Militia. 


WILLIAM HUGHES AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ed back favorably the bill (H. R. 10248) for the relief of William 
ughes and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
- REV. WILLIAM GREGSTON. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 7571) for the relief of Rev. William Gregs- 
ton; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, a bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. STEWART. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James 
A. Stewart; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
C. J. M’CONNELL, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the kill (H. R. 9100) for the relief of C. 
J. MeConnell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MATTIE S. WHITNEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 

reported a bill (H. R. 10482) to carry out tlie findings of the Court of 
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Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whitney, as administratrix of Frank- 
lin S. Whitney, deceased, heretofore referred to said court; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10483) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, announced approval of bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John Powers; 

An act (E R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; 

Anact (H. R. 7938) to enlarge, improve, and makerepairs upon the 
United States court-house and post-office building in Atlanta, Ga., and 
to apppropriate money therefor; 

An act (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish 
agricultural stations in connection with the colleges established in the 
several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and 
of the acts supplementary thereto;’’ 

An act (H. R. 9788) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in 
the apppropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs 
for the year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Thomas Jordan; 

An act (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell; 

An act (H. R. 401) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannie Stone; 

An act (H. R. ei for the relief of Douglas Chapman; 

An act (H. R. 5929) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Staten Island Sound; 

An act (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

An act (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other pur- 


poses; an 
An act (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the officials of the United 
States in the Indian Territory. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FRANK VS. GLOVER. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. I call up 
the contested-election case of Frank vs. Glover, from the Ninth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri. 

I ask that the Clerk read the resolutions appended to the report. 

The resolutions were read. 

Mr. CRISP. As there is no minority report in this case, I would ask 
consent that the report be printed in the RECORD without being read. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) is as follows: 


The district from which this contest came lies entirely within the city of St, 
Louis. Beside the parties to the contest, there was another candidate, George 
W. Davidson, nominated by the Labor party. According to the certificate or 
the Secretary of State there were cast 16,042 votes, of which Gloyer received 7,- 
202 votes, Frank 7,102 votes, and Davidson 1,738 votes. 

It is therefore seen that thesitting member hasa certified plurality of 100 votes, 
To overcome this jority (as between Glover and Frank), the contestant pre- 
sented three classes of voters in a tabulated statement. The first table contained 
the names of 249 persons alleged to have been legal voters who tendered their 
ballots for the contestant, and which ballots were rejected by the officers of eleo 
tion. The second table contained a list of 32 persons whose votes, it was alleged, 
had been illegally received for the sitting member, In addition to these two 
propos: the contestant contended that the returns in one of the precincts 

are been altered from 103 for Mr. Glover to 113; thus increasing his majority 10 
votes, 

Various objections were urged to the counting of the 249 ballots contained in 
the first table above referred to; but for the purposes of this report it is only 
necessary to consider one. 

It was contended by the contestee that of this list of 249 names 170 had been 
stricken from the stration list and duly advertised according to Jaw, and 
that the parties named, not having applied to the board of revision for rein- 
statement, their votes could not be counted. Itis established by the evidence 
and conceded by the contestant in his hearing before the committee that if this 
proposition is sustained the right of the sitting member to his seat must neces- 
sarily be admitted. 

ane constitution of Missouri, which went into effect November 30, 1875, pro- 
vides: 

“The General Assembly shall provide by law forthe 


ration of all voters 
in cities and counties having over 100,000 inhabitants, an: 


may provide for such 
registration for cities having a population exceeding 25,000 in itantsand not 
exceeding 100,000, but not otherwise.” 

Article 9, section 7, constitution of 1875, provides: 

“The General Assembly shall provide, by general laws, forthe organization 
and classification of cities and towns.” è è è 

Purstiant to the above, by acts approved April 21, 1877, and May 23, 1877, the 
S g Assembly carried into effect the foregoing provision of the constitution 
o s 

“Sec. 1. All cities and towns of this State containing 100,000 inhabitants or 
more shall be cities of the first class,” 
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Section 5 provides for any town becoming a city of the class to which its pop- 
ag tee mie Serr page 49, vides for registration in cities of the first class. 
n X , provides for on in cities 
a acts, 1877, page 250, the following law was enacted: 
= ox 1. In all State, county, and municipal elections hereafter held in 
any city of this State having a population of 100,000 inhabitants or more, no 
n shall be deprived of the right of voting at such election by reason of 
ving failed to register: Provided, That in all cities where ey ae aC is re- 
Auiroa by law, the party offering to vote shall be,on the day of such election, 
i a special registrar of election. ted by the ju of election 
for that purpose at each precinct, as a q voter, in a book to be kept for 
that and the ballot of such voter shall be received and counted at such 
election; and such registrar shall return to the registrar of voters of such city 
the eae even hacia O TAN ARAR SEO election : Provided, 
That said registrars shall be sworn as provided for tbe recorder of voters, and 
the books shall contain the written or printed oath as required in the re; 
registration books. z 
Approved March 30, 1877." 


By an act “ Spri March 26, 1851,” the General Assembly provides, session 


acts, 1881, page 47: > k f: 

“SECTION 1. That the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the exercise of the 
right of voting by persons who have failed to register,’ approved March 30, 
1877, be, and the same is hereby, re; ed. 

“Sno. 2, By reason of the frauds believed to have been perpetrated under the 
law this act seeks to repeal, and the near approach of an election in the city of 
St. Louis, an emergency is deemed to exist; therefore this act shall take effect 
and be in force from and after its passage.” 

The Legislature of Missouri at the same session, to wit, session acts, 1851, 
page 48, adopted a general registration law for the city of St. Louis. 

The question really at issue is whether the registration law of 1881 is valid; 
the contestant’s counsel claiming in the argument before the committee and in 
his brief that the law is unconstitutional and invalid, 

Says McCrary on Elections, second edition : 


“Seo, 6. While the Legislature can not add to, abi or alter the constitu- 


tional qualifications of voters, it a and should p: proper and neces- 
rat ru les for tho orderly exercise of the right resulting from these qualifica- 
ms. 


“Src. 7. The power to provide for the orderly exercise of the right of suffrage, 
which we have seen belongs to the State Legislature, includes the power to en- 
act registry laws and prohibit from voting persons not registered. It is now 
generally admitted that these laws do not add to the constitutional qualifica- 
tions of voters, and are therefore not invalid. (Capon vs. Foster, 12 Pick., 435; 
Brightley’s Election Cases,51; Hawkins vs. Carroll Co.,50 Miss.,735; State vs. 


Baker, 33 Wis,, 71)” 

The committee, being united in the opinion that the law is constitutional, do 
not consider it necessary to Eo farther into the legal argument upon that prop- 
osition. While it is true that in every election isolated instances of jality, 
unfairness, and the inegunanie working of the law are perhaps always ap- 
parent, we find nothing in this case to stamp it as one in which the powers of 
the election officers under the law were illegally or unfairly used for purposes 
of oppression or for improperly influencing the election. 

Failing to find the law invalid or the method of its execution eoeely. arbi- 
trary or neath, and finding further that these pro; tions sustain the right of 
the sitting member to his seat, the committee are of the opinion that it is unnec- 
essary to go into the affirmative evidence offered by the contestee for the pur- 
pose of enlarging his majority. : . 

The committee are of the opinion that the certificate of election was legally 
awarded to John M. Glover, and that he is entitled to the seat. They fore 
submit the following resolutions and recommend their adoption: 

* Resolved, That Nathan Frank was not elected,and is not entitled to a seat 
in this House asa Representative in the Fiftieth Congress from the Ninth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri. 

“That John M. Glover was duly elected, and is entitled to the seat he now 
holds in this House as a Representative in the Fiftieth Congress from the Ninth 
Congressional district of Missouri.” 


Mr. CRISP. I demand the previous question upon the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which the 
resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—LYNCH VS. VANDEVER. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present 
consideration the contested-election case of Lynch vs. Vandever, from 
the Sixth Congressional district of California, and ask that the resolu- 
tions accompanying the report be read. 

The resolutions were read. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask that the same order be madein 
this case as in the case of Frank vs. Glover, there being no minority re- 

rt. 
ies was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana) was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD. 

It is as follows: 


The Committee on Elections, having fully considered this case, bég leave to 
submit the following report: 

The contestee was duly returned by the proper authorities as a member of 
the Fiftieth Con, from the Sixth Con: ional district of the State of Cali- 
fornia, and has certificate as such. William C. Hendricks, secretary of state 
for the State of California, certifies that at the Congressional election in said 
Sixth district, held on the 2d day of November, 1886, the contestee herein re- 
ceived 18,259 votes, and that the contestant, Joseph D, Lynch, received 18,204 
votes, leaving a majority of 55 votes, as cast and counted for the contestee, 

The contestant, in his notice of contest, charges: 

1, An unlawful confederation and combination between the county clerk of 
Los Angeles County, who is the ter officer of the county by virtue of State 
law, and the chairman of the central committee of said county, to 
cheat and defraud him (the contestant). 

2. That such clerk as registering officer failed and refused to put upon said 
register the names of 183 legal voters whése names were eeobee presented for 
registration, and that they were Democrats, and would have voted for con- 
testant had they been properly regi: they v: 


mu 'oted. 
3. That there were large amounts of money used by the friends of the contes- 


tee to improperly influence votes at divers precincts in said district in favor of 
the contestee. 


The contestee in his answer denies each and every material allegation in the 
contestant’s notice, and his (the contestant’s) friends made improper 
use of money at divers voting precincts in said district to influence votes in favor 
of the contestant. This is substantially the issue between the parties. 

As to the first contestant the committee find that the proof as ad- 


contestant tending in that direction was offered in rebuttal when the 
had no opportunity to contradict the same, and such evidence, besides being 
sustain the charge, was offered in open violation of read $ known 


made by the contestee against the contestant 
we find that while the evidence may show some circumstances tending to 
prove that some of the political friends of the contestant did at said election 
use money for the purpose of improperly influencing votes, we find that if such 
was the case it was without the knowledge or consent of the contestant. This 
brings us to the consideration of the second charge of the contestant. Did the 
county clerk of Los Angeles improperly refuse to register legal voters under 
the laws of the State of California? By virtue of the statute law of that State 
the county clerk is made the registering officer of the county, and makes and 
pcos what is called the register, aud has control of the same. Itis 

urther made his duty to register the voter whenever he asks to be registered 


and presents competent proof that he is a legal voter. 


The same law a es the county assessor an enrolling officer; he is an- 
thorized to take the name of the voter, together with his affidavit showing his 
legal qualifications as such. These the assessor files with the clerk, wastrbony Served 


it is to put said name on the register. 

Each of these officers has power to appoint deputies, and such deputies 
when properly appointed and qualified have full power toact. The evidence 
shows that just before the election the county assessor appointed several depu- 
ties, and, as the contestee contends, attempted to appoint others who assumed 


to act. 

It is claimed by the contestant that the assessor filed with the clerk the names 
of 183 voters who had been enrolled by said oeposes; and that the clerk failed. ~- 
and refused to place them on the register, and they were the political friends of 
the contestant, and would have voted for him. 

The contestee admits that the assessor filed the names of 183 voters for regis- 
tration who had been enrolled by persons who claimed to be deputy assessors, 
but says that the clerk refused to place them on the register because there was 
no evidence on file in his office showing that said deputies had been appointed 
or had the power to act. 

The clerk also claimed that the statute required that the appointment of all 
such deputies should be filed in the clerk’s office before they were authorized 
toact. This had not been done. Under this state of facts the contestant con- 
tended that said deputies so appointed were officers de facto. This is denied by 
the contestee. Without deciding this question, as it is not necessary to a proper 
determination of this case, we find that, conceding the law to be as claimed by 
the contestant, and that it was the duty of the clerk to have put said 183 names 
on the register, the evidence fails to show that enough of these names so left 
off the register were legal voters and offered to vote for the contestant on said 
day to have changed the result and to have overcome said majority of 55 votes. 

The committee, therefore, find for the contestee, and recommend the adop- 
tion of the following resolutions: . 

“ Resolved, That Joseph D. Lynch was not elected a Representative from the 
Sixth Congressional district of California to the Fiftieth Congress of the United 
States, and is not entitled to a seat therein, 

“ Resolved, That William Vandever was duly elected a Representative from 
the Sixth Congressional district of California to the Fiftieth Congress of the 
United States, and is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which the 
resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolutions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue; and pending that I move that all debate 
upon the pending aph and all amendments thereto be limited to 
twenty minutes, on which I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

‘The motion to limit debate to twenty minutes was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
THE TARIFF. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the tariff bill, and by order of the House 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto is lim- 
ited to twenty minutes. The Clerk will read the pending motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out line 31 of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, so much has been confidently 
asserted upon the one side with reference to the ‘‘ Cobden Club” and 
“British gold” and sneeringly denied upon the other that I think it 
best to lay before this House and the country the exact facts as I 
have gathered them from sources that will not be disputed. Iholdin 
my hand a little book of 180 pages. Its title-page bears these words: 
‘*The members of the Cobden Club, with dates of entrance, corrected 
to January, 1833. Annual reports for 1886 and 1887. Printed by Cas- 
sell & Company, limited, La Belle Sauvage, London, 1888.” 

The cover bears a design containing the words, a Cobden Club” 
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in the center, surrounded by the words, ‘‘Free Trade, Peace, Good- 
will Among Nations.” The book is what its title indicates, a list of 
the members of the club, and the annual reports for 1886 and 1887 
of its operations. A prefatory note states that ‘‘The bankers of 
the club are the London and Westminster Bank, Westminster 
-Branch,1 St. James Square, London, S. W., where subscriptions 
should be paid on the Ist of January in each year.” 

This book tells us that the club was formed in 1866, ‘‘ with the object 
of encouraging the growth and diffusion of these economical and 
political principles with which Mr. Cobden’s name is associated, ” 
and that the ‘‘subscription is three guineas per annum. The man- 
agement of the club, together with the election of members, is in- 
trusted to the committee, three of whom form a quorum.” This is 
a close corporation with a vengeance. The members are not elected 
- by the cinub, but by a committee, sitting with closed doors, and only 
three needed to act, and this committee manages the whole affairs 
of the club. This committee is ‘‘renewed annually at a general 
meeting of the club.” That is to say, the members of the club 
elected by the committee, in turn “renew” the committee. A 
shrewder device against the introduction of diverse sentiment it is 
hard to conceive of. 

Here is a list of the committee for the past year. 

Mr. A. H. D. Acland, M. P., Mr. Thomas Gair Ashton, Right Hon. 
W. E. Baxter, Mr.W. C. Barlase, Mr. W. E. Briggs, Mr. Jacob Bright, 
M. P., Mr. Alexander H. Brown, M. P., Sir James Caird, K. C. B., 
Mr. Henry Peyton Cobb, M. P., Right Hon. M. E. Grant Duff, G. C. 
8. L, Sir T. H. Farrer, Bart., Mr. Richard C. Fisher,'Mr. William 
Fowler, Mr. Herbert J. Gladstone, M, P., Mr. James Howard, Mr. 
Alfred Illingworth, M. P., Hon. Walter Henry James, M. P., Mr. 
Henry Leader Lack, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Bart., M. P., Mr. E. A. 
Leatham, Sir John Lubbock, Bart., M. P., Mr. John Gordon Mc- 
Minnies, Right Hon. Sir Louis Mallet, C. B., Mr. George Webb Med- 
ley, Mr. A. Č. Humphreys Owen, Mr. Thomas Bayley Potter, M. P. 
(honorable secretary), Mr. J. W. Probyn (honorable treasurer), Pro- 
fessor J. E. Thorold Rogers, Sir Henry Roscoe, M. P., Mr. Albert 
Rutson, Mr. C. S. Salmon, Mr. William Summers, M. P., Mr. J. P. 
Thomasson, Mr. J. J. Tylor. 

It will be noticed that eleven of the thirty-five, including T. Bailey 
Potter, the secretary, are members of the British Parliament, and that 
“Right Honorables,” ‘ Sirs,” and ‘‘ Barts.” figure conspicuously. 

The work of this committee, we are told, and I quote literally, 
‘consists principally in the publication and circulation of books and 
pamphlets in accordance with the objects of the club.” Those ob- 
jects have already been indicated, but a few extracts from these re- 
ports may make them still plainer. The report for 1886 says: 

The long-continued commercial depression now at last beginning to show some 
sign of abatement, has had generally an influence adverse to the progas of those 
prn 


ciples of universal free exchange which in the interests of the whole human 
race the Cobden Club advocates. 


The report of 1887, adopted at the annual meeting, July 30, 1837, 
Bays: 

The Cobden Club attains its majority this year and your committee venture to 
say the members may congratulate themselves on a very good twenty-one years’ 
work. Something has been done by this club in the twenty-two years since Mr. 
Cobden died to keep the name of the great es trader green and his influence 
fresh in the current of political life. policy and his work have been kept well 
in evidence at home and abroad. There are champions of free trade in 
of the British Empire, and in most of the countries of the world, whose interest, 
zeal. and enthusiasm in the cause are due in a large degree to the work and the 
teaching of the Cobden Club. 

And again: 

Your committee have never dispaired of the ultimate adoption of free trade by 
the Seog nations of the world, in accordance with the aspirations of Rich- 
ard Cobden. . 


Surely these utterances are plain, straightforward, and unmistak- 
able. They are selected as fair extracts, and a perusal of these re- 
ports will show that they voice fairly the sentiments of the whole. 

These reports show that this committee has sought to further 
these objects in various ways, chiefly, first, by printed appeal by 
book, pamphlet, newspapers, and printed slips, distributed through- 
out the world; and, second, by offering prizes in colleges for the best 
This book says—I quote from page 6: 


essays on free trade. 


The work of the committee consists principally in the publication and circu- 
lation of books and pamphlets in accordance with the objectsof the club. These 
Mirren oo ig been distributed very extensively in this country and in all parts 
of the world. 


On page 150 begins a list of these publications thus distributed, 
containing such works as ‘‘ Report on the United States Revenue,” 
by David A. Wells; “Leavitt on England and America;” ‘The 
creed of Free Trade,” by David A. Wells; “ Free Trade and Protection 
in the United States,” by Joseph Wood; ‘The Western Farmer of 
America,” by Augustus Mon ien; "The Future Work of Free 
Trade in English popes as first prize essay, by C. 8, Troup; 
‘4 Primer of Tariff Reform,” by Daniel A. Wells, Norwich, Conn.; 


“The Economic Free Trade and Free-Trader’s Guide,” first edition, 
edited by R. R. Bowker, New York Free Trade Club; ‘‘ The Indus- 
trial Situation and the Question of Wages, a Study in Social Physi- 
ology,” by J. Shoenhof. 

Among the leaflets distributed we find: “The Effect of Protection 
in America,” by Sir William Bomer Forcewood, 270,000 copies; 
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“United States Protection vs. British Free Trade,” by Right Hon. 
W. E. Baxter, M. P., 200,000 copies. A note at the end of the list 


informs us that the total number of copies of these circulars and 
pan hlets, exclusive of leaflets, distributed since July, 1866, reaches 

611,790, and that the total number of leaflets thus distributed up 
to that date is 10,800,000, and that— 


In addition to these circulars, the club have distributed several hundred thon- 
sand copies of new: rs, reprints, and slips containing accounts of the meet- 
ey: “re bo club, and of various subjects connected with the principles advocated 

y the club. 

From the bi g of the year 1878 alone over 600,000 copies of such newspa- 
pers and slips have been circulated. 


It will be noticed that this book expressly says: ‘‘ These writings 
have been distributed very extensively in this country (meaning 
England) and in all parts of the world.” It is matter of common no- 
toriety that one of these works, to wit, “The Western Farmers of 
America,” by Mongredien, was circulated among the farmers of our 
Western country gratuitously in large quantities. 

This very list shows that the Cobden Club circulated in all 85,000 
copies of this pamphlet. But we are not limited for proof to common 
rumor. Upon the list of publications I baye spoken of I find “ The 
New Protection Cry (Infield), 1,550 copies.” A copy of that work I 
holdin my hand. The full title page reads: ‘‘ The Approaching Gen- 
eral Election. The New Protection Cry. By Economist. Price 4 
pence. London: H. J. Infield, 160 Fleet street E. C.; 1880. All 
Tights reserved.” It bears, stamped upon the cover, the words ‘ Pre- 
sented by the,” followed by the stamp of the Cobden Club similar to 
the one I haye described as being upon the cover of the reports of 
the Cobden Club, being the words ‘‘Cobden Club” surrounded by 
the words “ Free trade,” etc. 

This “new protection cry” was sent S pena belt to a constitu- 
ent and former student of mine, Samuel W. Beldon, esq., of Borden- 
town, in the State of New Jersey. Here we have, added to the ex- 
press declaration of the club that they send these documents into 
all parts of the world, an actual example of the truthfulness of that 
declaration as applied to the United States. From whence is de- 
rived the funds for this work? In the report for 1886 occur these 
words: ‘‘And never before was so great a demand made upon the re- 
sources of the club for free-trade literature, a demand which the com- 
mittee was able to meet by virtue of the special publication fund so 
generously subscribed by members of the club and others in response 
to Mr, Potter’s appeal.” 

It is true the immediate occasion spoken of was a fair trade vs. free 
trade canvass in Great Britain, but the words are valuable as indi- 
cating the sources of supply of the club’s treasury. Further light is 
obtained by turning to page 50, ‘‘ Balance-sheets presented 1886 and 


1887.” From these I quote: 
December 31, 1885—Income. 2 sd 
To balance as per last account, 3lst December, 1884...........0-- 1,99 1 4 
To members’ subscriptions ...........--....-2.c22c0s-2-caensecens 1, 698 17 10 
To contributions to the special publication fund, received dur- 
Mp LG SORT IOO occ ust sptunwaccanschasns EARE ACUP SEAS EEE 1,519 610 
To sales of books 532 8 


The chief items of expenditure for that year are: 


By Cassell & Co., limited, printing, publishing, binding, freights, 

ublications supplied, etc 
Dinner at Ship Hotel, Greenwich..............22.cccecsnccccnccccsces 416 9 0 

In the following year the special subscriptions fell to £74 8s., the 
annual subscriptions remaining about the same, and the chief expen- 
diture, for printing, ete., was £1,079 13s. 9d, 

Another means of disseminating these doctrines is by offering 
prizes for essays by students in the colleges of the world. The re- 
port presented July 17, 1886, says: 


on ORES N. H., and your committee also 
an 


At Har- 
a uoy the medal has been awarded to Mr. Samuel 8. Watson, of Dur- 


The report for 1887 says: 

At Yale College, Connecticut, the Cobden silver medal for 1886 was awarded to 
Mr. Calvin Dickey, of Cincinnati, Ohio, The medal for 1887 at the same college 
has been awarded to Mr. Arthur Wolfe Brady, of Muncie, Indiana. : 

* - 


The medal at the University of Indiana for 1887 was awarded to Mr. C. Lawson 
Hooper. In 1887 the medal at Williams College, Mass., has been won by Mr. Will- 
iam Wirt Newall, of Loy Eea N. Y., while Mr. Henry W. Austin, of Chicago, 
IL, and Mr. Marcus W. Comstalk, of Buffalo, N. Y., received honorable mention. 

Who compose this club? Who furnish the gold to distribute these 
free-trade documents in this country? Turning to the list of mem- 
bers I find among others, Lord Aberdare, Lord Acton, the Duke of 
Argyle, Sir George Balfour, Sir Evelyn Baricg, C. 8. I. C. I. E. 
Viscount Baring, Lord Brassey, the Marquis of Breadalbane, Lord 
Barton, of Rangemore and Barton, Sir James Caird, K. C. B., Right 
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Hon. Henry eerie Bannerman, Lord Carlingford, K. P., Lord 
Edward Cavendish, Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, Right Hon. 
a i C. E. Childers, Major-General Sir William Crossman, K. C, M. 
G., M. P., Duke of Devonshire, Right Hon. Baron Drouse, Right Hon. 
Sir M. E. Grant-Duff, G. C. S. I., His Excellency Earl of Dufferin, K. 
P., K. C. B., J. C. M. G., Earl of Durhani, Admiral Hon. F. Egerton, 
and so on through the whole alphabet of nobility and titled gentry, 
down to the Duke of Westminster, K. G. 

In this list I find the names of 112 members of the British Parlia- 
ment. I have taken only the active paying members on this list. 
Among the ponora members may be found the names of still addi- 
tional members of the nobility and of Parliament. It appears, then, 
from this document, issued by the Cobden Club itself, that documents 
advocating the principles of the club, free trade for all the world, 
have been circulated in all pana of the world by contributions for 
that purpose collected in England, and by subscriptions received from 
lords, dukes, and earls, and members of the British Parliament. 

This club seeks to extend its influence by the selection of mem- 
bers in countries other than England. The activity of the club in 
this regard in the United States has been very marked. From this 
official report I copy the following list of members in the United 
States, as revised up to July, 1887, together with the residence of 
each such member and the date of his entrance into the club. I give 
the names of all, ’ 


1882. M. K. Ackerman 
1873. Henry Adams, Washington, D. C., Mass. 
1869. J. cy Adams, Boston, Mass. 
1872. Professor M. B. Anderson, L. G. D., Rochester, N. Y. 
. James Bruyn Andrews. 
. Edward Atkinson, Boston, Mass. 
. Professor W. P. Atkinson, Boston, Mass. 
. William T. Baker, Chicago, Ill. 
. George Bancroft, Bhat ape D.C. 
. Thomas F. Bayard, Wil on, Del. 
. James B. Beck, Lexington, Ky. 
. John Bigelow, New York. 
. Poultney Bigelow, New York. 

E. R. Bowker, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
. Gamaliel B rd, Boston, Mass. 
. Gen. Roeliff Brinkerhoff, Ohio. 
. Hon. J. Irving Brooks, Ohio. 
. William Brough, Washington, D. C. 
. James M. Brown, New York. 
. John Crosby Brown, New York. 
. William Brownlee, Detroit, Mich. 
. John C. Calhoun, New York. 

. John G. Carlisle, Covington, Ky. 

1880. Charles R. Codman, Boston, Mass. 
1885. James G. Cowles, Connecticut. 
1872. Jacob D. Cox, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
1873. Samuel S. Cox, New York. 
1877. Brinton Coxe, Philadelphia, Pa. 
1884- Michael F. Dee, Detroit, Mich. 


Chicago, Ml. 


1877. . ' 
1878. Abraham G. Earle, New York. 


1877. 
1875. vans, Clinton, N. Y. 
Professor H. W. Farnam, New Haven, Conn. 
1868. Cyrus W. Field, New York. 
1869. David Dudley Field, New York. 
: Toii Eoen Portan Aath un, D. 0 
5 n 0, as . C. 
'owler, Henrietta, N, go 
Frederiksen, Chicago, Ill. 
1880. Francis A, French, New York. 


. Wm. Lloyd Garrison, SSG Tes ge 


ge Gerry, United States consul, Havre, Franco. 
$ Cambridge, Mass. 

C. Gilman, Baltimore, Md. 

Parke Godwin, New York. 

Wm. M. Grovesnor, New Jersey. 

B. F. Gue, Des Moines, Iowa. 

E. F. Hale, U. S. A. consul, Manchester, England. 

. Murat Halstead, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

. James D. Hancock, Franklin, Venango County, Pa. 


i Boston, Mass. 

. John T. Hoffman, New York. 
. Thomas Holland, New York. 
. E. D. Holton, Milwaukee, Wis. 
. Professor E. N. Horsford, Cambridge, Mass. 
. Osborn Howel, jr., Boston, Mass. 
. Frank H. Hurd, Toledo, Ohio. 
. Willis D. James, New York. 

ai Evan R. Jones, United States consul, Cardiff, England. 
F. S. Kennedy, New York. 
. Henry G. Korte, Zanesville, Ohio. 
1880. John F. Lalor, Milwaukee, Wis. 
1877. L. Q. C. Lamar, Oxford, Miss. 

. Professor J. L. aig, meng Ph. D., Cambridge, Mass. 

. Wm. M. Lent, San Francisco, Cal. 
Charlton K. Lewis, New York. 
Graham McAdam, Ni 
. Hugh McCulloch. ý 
1886. Professor James McKenna. Troy, N. Y. 
1s Ma Ae eh hit i 
. Fran cago, 
1872. Manton Marble. New York. e 
1883. Henry G. Marquand, New York, 
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. Charles H. Marshall, New York. 
. Alfred B. Mason, Chi , Til. 


- Robert B. 
1873. J. 8. k. 

1876. Hon. W. R. Morrison, Waterloo, Ill. 
1883. Sidney E. Morse, New York. 

1882. J. Sterling Morton, Nebraska City. 
1883. Orris Mosher, Perry, Iowa. 

1872. Charles Nordhoff, Washington, D. C. 


1872. Carl Schurz, New York. 
1883. Thomas G. Shearman, New York. 
1886. E. M. Shepard, Brook! 
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1885, William ME. Singerly, Philadelphia, Pa. 
1883. Hon. James H. Slater, La Grande, Oregon. 
1882. Bolton Smith, Hane Miss. - 
1880. Dr. W. R. Smith, Sioux City, Iowa. 
1880. George Plumer Smith, Philadelphia, Pa. 
1888. Hon. J. quisey Smitb, Ohio, 
1880. Watson Sperry, Wilmington, Del. 
1886. William M. Stark, New London, Conn. 
1878. S. Sterne, New York. 
1875. Anson Phelps Stokes, New York. 
1880. Francis A. Stout, New York. 
1873. Prof. William G. Sumner, New Haven, Conn. 
1881. L. J. Swinburne, Denver, Colo. 
T. W. Taussig, Ph. D., Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass. 
. J. K. Tod, New York. 
. J. R. Tacker, Lexington, Va. 
1883. Hon. Zebulon Vance, Charlotte, N. C. 
1872. Gen. Francis A. Walker, Boston, 
1869. Gerpe aka, U. S, consul, Paris. 
1873. Hon. Henry Watterson, Lo ille, Ky. 
uriet A ellesley, Dallas, Tex. 
. D. A. Wells, Norwich, Conn. 
. W. P. Wells, Detroit, Mich. 
. E. P. VAPA; Boston, Mass, 
Horace White, New York. 
1886. J. N. Willis, Saint Paul, Minn. 
N. W. Witmer, Des Moines, Iowa. 
1886. Professor A. B. Woodford, Indiana. 
1872. Professor Theodore D. Woolsey, D. D.. LLD., New Haven, Conn. 
1881. Professor Theodore S. Woolsey, New Haven, Conn. 


Ofthese William Brough, of Washington, D. C.; John C. Calhoun, 
of New York; Homer Gage, of Worcester, Mass.; Henry L. Korte, 
of Zanesville, Ohio; William M. Singerly, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
are named as active members. The remainder are honorary. This 
list deserves serious attention. On it we find the name of JOHN G. 
CARLISLE, the § er ofthis House, and the gentleman my Supoa 
the Ways and Means Committee—the committee from which must 
come all revenue bills. 

We find also the names of james B. BECK and of ZEBULON VANCE, 
both members of the United States Senate, and one, Mr. BECK, a mem- 
ber of the Senate Committee on Finance, the committee to whichis re- 
ferred all revenue bills passing the House. We find also the name of 
S. S. Cox, a member of this House from New York. These gentlemen 
seem content, while members of the national Congress, to lend their 
names and influence to an organization supported by a foreign no- © 
boy and foreign gold, and composed largely of the members of the - 
legislative body of a nation ourcommercial and manufacturing rival. 

. Schoenhof, whose name appears onthe list, has been appointed 
by the present administration as United States consul to Tunstall, 
England, and Worthington C. Ford has also been sent abroad to 
represent the interests of this country. Others in public life could 
be named, but it is sufficient to call attention to those in the legis- 
lative and executive branches of the Government. The list shows 
that not all are of one party, though the great preponderance are, 
and it is probable that with some the election was a compliment, 
accepted without due consideration as to all thereby implied. Still, 
enough remains to make apparent the sources of certain activities. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I have stated as clearly and succinctly as I 
could, the objects, Fea gang ana operations of the Cobden Club from 
the evidence furni by the club itself under its own imprint. I 
have done so because I deemed it my duty to place before the Ameri- 
ean people this information, drawn from these authentic sources. , 
If the American people are to take their political economy from 
abroad, they should at least know what hand supplies it, If the 
American policy of protection is to be overthrown, it is well that the 
destructive forces should be traced to their respective proper sources. 

Believing this club to be an active agency in this direction I have 
felt justified in occupying this much of the time of the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont line 32. I de- 
sire to explain by saying I make this motion with a view to inserting 
the line at a different place, and providing a dutiable rate. : 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam in the position of my friend from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BUCHANAN] on thisquestion. Unexpectedly I find a member 
of the Ways and Means Committee making this motion; so I will con} 
fine my remarks simply to submitting to the House a letter which en- 
ters very largely into the line followed by my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
BYNUM], and which I think fully explains the exact position in regard 
to dressed line. Instead of making any extended remarks I will sim- 

y read the letter, and have it printed in the RECORD, ‘The letter is 

m the Dunbarton Mills, in Greenwich, in my State. The owners of 
these mills are probably as good business and representative men as we 
haye in the State, in this line. 
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The letter is as follows: 


any alteration in the tariff as it at present exists, formed from an unprejudiced 
consideration and only affected to a trifling degree by self-interest. 

ae ae from duty of what is known as “ dressed line”? would induce 
us toa ion 

ractically closingourhackling department in this country, and giving a corre- 

, apomditas INDAN. tothe same employment in our Irish factory, owing to the 
much higher rates of wages we have to pay in this country. 
~ Any reduetion in the existing tariff on manufactured goods would enable us 
to import from Great Britain all the goods that we now make at less than we 
could produce them here, unless we could establish such a substantial reduc- 
tion in the present wages of our employés as would enable us to compete with 
the lower wages paid in Jreland. 

We believe that a reduction in the present duty on manufactured goods would 
compel us and others to close the flax mills in this country, reship their ma- 
chinery to the United Kingdom, and thus check, if not exterminate, an impor- 
tant industry that has made rapid strides toward development durin, r the last 
ten years, and is attracting the attention of a large section of the public in this 
country. To compel us and others to reship their machinery after pa an 
average duty of 40 per cent. into the United States Treasury on millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of machinery, would, we submit, bea greatinjustice. Withadequate 
protection we foresee a great future for this business and a large increase in the 
manufacture of home-made goods, so we therefore ask your careful considera- 
tion to the importance of fostering and encouraging this industry, and your 
strenuous opposition to any measure that will reduce the present duty on man- 
oe goods, seas 

e yours, respectfully, 
Lee z3 DUNBAR, MCMASTER & CO. 

Hon. Joun M. FARQUHAR, 

Washington, D. C. 


I desire to submit the letter without any further comment than to 
say it comes from one of the most excellent business houses in the 
whole State of New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Byxum]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read lines 33 and 34, as follows: 

Tow of flax, or hemp. 

Hemp manila, and other like substitutes for hemp. , 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out those lines, and I do so at the 
instance of hemp-growers from Kentucky. I propose to submit as 
my argument an extract from a letter from as staunch a Democrat as 
I know of in Kentucky, and who has the hardihood to dissent from the 
doctrines of his party, even though they come through a national ceon- 
vention, when he believes they are destructive to the interests of the 
people of Kentucky, and especially of a large number of laborers who 
are dependent, at a season of the year when labor is otherwise deficient, 
upon the hemp crop for their employment. I know the gentleman 
well personally, and have known him fora long time. He says in 
the course of his letter: 

We raise in Kentuc pee apg pag’ penp carage Seg E per ep bed 
nm. 
Scat e Peis topel r acre is expended Sgen = labor, and maeviyall this 


T Ri 
sR LEEA 1G often at a time of year when no 
other profitable farm work can be found for them, panaman] the spread- 


however, is over above the $18 the day laborers. 
am reliably informed that the jute, sisal, and manila importers have formed a 


I want the gentlemen here from Kentucky to know that some of their 
fellow-citizens believe there is a hemp, manila, and jute trust formed 
by the importers— 
Sais ok testis ub AIS tied toy tos E tet Racing wheat, D sie E 

80 e farmers in bin w , to a 
i, the cost of twine for the harvesters at least 
the increase they would make in and 
y used by the farmers and planters. p on the free- 
list would destroy its production en and allow the “trust” above men- 
tioned a complete monopoly in price on this article. If our members of Con- 
have the interest of our great agricultural population of the West and 
South at heart mey will never Bore hem Ayan ey ari airna Ngejo pse 
not only prevent its producti mit foreign importers mi ns 
of dolara L from the farmers rf feed and fatten this h eae ae bs rire 
, thus e: 
the ponte ee of foreign substitutes there: 


on Ways and Means in placing 
4 eevee 


Mr. KELLEY. A gentleman, sir, who is the peer of any man on 
this floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not contradict that; I simply want to know 
whether or not he is a constituent of mine. 

Mr. KELLEY. He is acitizen of Kentucky, and a constituent of 

‘ the governor of Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does he raise hemp? 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not know. 

Mr. McCREARY. What county does he reside in? 

Ms, KELLEY. Would you like to know? 


the importation of flax in any other than this condition, thereby- 


a. 
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Mr. MoCREARY. I would, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well, you may if you can learn. I shall not 
betray my correspondents into the hands of those who would destroy 
their interests. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will only recognize gentlemen in op- 
position to the motion. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam opposed to the motion, and in opposition to it 
I desire the Clerk to read a statement which I have marked and will 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


One of the stupidest taxes in the tariff-list is that on manila and sisal, mate- 
rials needed in the manufacture of the cheap binder-twine used in 
machines ever since wire was discard Wire proved a failure in the self- 
binders because it caused an injury to thrashing-machines and mills that ground 
the grain and was too dear; but inventive ingenuity solved the difficulty by 
substituting binder-twine. This twine is now used extensively throughout the 
western portions of the country. Being a cheap twine, only needed to hold 
sheaves together for a short time, hemp, which is much dearer, is not used in its 
manufacture, and thesubstitutes, sisal and manila, are found satisfactory. The 
dutics on these materials last year (1896) amounted to $1,183,282, and the inci- 
dence of the tax,or the profits of manulacturers and middiemen on the tariff 
tax. to nearly as much more. 

This tax protects no one, is not needed for revenue, and is an injury to every 
farmer it touches. The theory in taxing these substitutes was that such a levy 
was necessary to protect the hemp-growers of Kentucky and Missouri, but in 
fact nothing of the sort is done. Hemp is too costly for binder-twine, and it is 
cheaper to use sisal and manila with the duties{added. The tax doesthe hemp- 
grower no good, and is a wholly unjustifiable levy on hundreds of thousands of 
farmers of the West. Unless the tax is increased to prohibition and made to 
keep out sisal and manila altogether, it can not operate to compel the use of 
hemp in making binder-twine for farmers. Why not repeal! it outright? 


Mr. ROWELL. What line is covered by the motion to strike out? 
The CHAIRMAN. Line 44. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I movea pro forma amendment, and ask to have 
the letter read, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
CINCINNATI, April 14, 1888, 

HONORABLE Str: We have a large pian and expensive machinery for the 
purpose of manufacturing twines of Kentucky hemp; therefore we are very 
deeply interested in the tariff question. We notice that the Mills tariff bill aims 
to admit foreign fibers free of duty into this country. Wethink it sufficient that 
we are compelled to buy our machinery from England, but when it comes to 
manufacturing the material we want to use our home production. 

Kentucky hemp is low enough as it is, and should the duty be taken off of 
foreign fibers, our American hemp will have to be sold so low that it will not 
pay the producer to raise it at all. $ 

The binder-twine interest in this country is a very one, and is growing 
rapidly every year. The consumption of this commodity last year was about 
40,000 tons. Most of this was made of foreign fibers, Manilla and Sisal. Now, 
we think that the foreigner has got the lion’s share, and as the binder-twine 
made of Kentucky hemp is beginning to be popalar, we anticipate that the fut- 
ure will see binder-twine made of American hemp used very largely ; but should 
the Mills tariff bill become a law, our American product will have to be sold so 
low in competition with Russian hemp, as to drive it entirely out of the market. 
Under the circumstances we think it a very im nt matter to a large and 
growing American industry, that the Mills bill d not become a law. 

Trusting that you will appreciate the necessity of keeping the rate of duty on 
foreign fibers asit is at present, we are, 

Yours, respectfully, 
GEORGE H. BONTE, 

Hon, Wrnt1Am McKinsey, M. C., 

Washington, D. 0. : 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Ialsoask to have read certain resolutions ted 
by the Flax and Hemp Spinners and Growers’ Association at their 
convention held in Chicago on the 25th of February, 1886. 

The.resolutions were read, as follows: 


The committee on resolutions reported as follows : 

Resolved, That we, as growers and manufacturers in convention assembled, 
agree to use every endeavor to advance the interests of the flax and hemp in- 
dustry in the United States; that as growers we will use every effort to raise 
and prepare the fiber with reference to the wants of the manufacturers, and 
that as manu rers we will co-operate with the growers and give preference 
to American flax and hemp. 

It was moved by Mr. Boyce, of Muncie, Ind., that the report be adopted, and 
seconded by Mr. iit dont ge. Carried. $ 

The committee further reported as follows: 

Whereas any reduction of the tariff at tbis time on forcign fibers, including 
jute, manila, sisal, flax, and hemp would. in our opinion, be disastrous to im- 
portans domestic industries, both agricultural and manufacturing: Therefore, 

it 


Resolved by this convention, representing both producers and manufacturers, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be res ully to oppose 
any such reduction, whether by direct legislation or indirectly by reciprocity 
treaties; and that a memorial be prepared and forwarded to every Senator and 
Member of Congress, and that we will individually urge the matter upon their 

ttention. 
coved adoption by Mr. Boyce, of Muncie, Ind., and seconded by Mr. Sparks, 
rriec. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I withdraw the formal amendment. 
Mr. BURROWS. Imove tostrike out the last word. I ask to have 
read the extract which I send to the desk, which is a brief report of the 
roceedings of the Flax and Hemp-Growers’ convention, held at the 
bbitt House, in this city, on the 28th of March, last. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


FLAX AND HEMP GROWERS 
THEY 


MEET—WITHOUT REGARD TO PARTY AFFILIATION 
OPPOSE MILIS'S TARIFF BILL, 
Wasnrxerox, March 23. 
At the annual meeting of the flax and growers, which convened at the 
ei a eine it ete statistics relative to the 
ent Turner, in his report, said that he would 


Ebbitt House this 
business were 
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venture to say that the President of the United States was wearing shirts and 
using towels made of foreign linen. 

Among the interesting papers were a series of letters from manufacturers and 
ones throughout the United rotesting the passage of the 

ills bill. One of them, from several Kentucky dealers, dated at Lexington, 
r the association of entire sympathy with its efforts to defeat the change 

tariff. 

It says that the signers are conversant with the wishes of the hemp-growers, 
and know that they are opposed to any reduction of the existing duty on hampar 
its products, and further states that the president of the Farmers’ Exchange 
written and sent to Representative W. C. BRECKINRIDGE a letter assuring him 
that the farmers can not compete with foreign hemp if the present duty is taken 
off, and urging him to see that they are taken care of. 

A resolution was aout protesting against a reduction of the tariff on flax 
and hemp, and a committee was appointed to present a copy of the resolutions 
to the Ways and Means Committee of the House. The president u that 
the individual members continue their fight against the bill, and added that he 
had received protests against it in great numbers from members of both parties, 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I intended to have read, when I 
was on my feet before, a resolution passed by the senate of Kentucky 
on the 23d of February, 1886. I send it to the desk now and ask that 
it be read: 

Ix SESATE, February 23, 1886. 


Be it resolved by the senate of Kentucky, That our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress of the United States be requested to oppose any law the effect of 
which will be to admit free of duty through the ports of this country any acticle 
or articles of foreign growth the use of which will come into competition with 
ou r home-grown hemp of Kentucky. 

A copy. 


Attest; HARRY GLENN, 


Clerk Kentucky Senate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume that the formal amend- 
ment is withdrawn. The question is on striking out line 34 of the bill. 

‘The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 69. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, 
noes 78. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the word 
“hemp.” I make that motion for the reason that hemp is a well- 
known agricultural product, and I donot think it is wise policy for the 
Congress of the United States to so shape its legislation as to drive the 

Agricultural interests of the country into the production of one or two, 
or perhaps three staple crops, I think one of the difficulties with the 
agricultural interest to-day is that it is confined to too few lines of pro- 
duction, and it does seem to me that we should encourage diversity of 
industry in agriculture as well as in manufacturing and other pursuits. 
I know that under the present rates of duty the protection of hemp has 
seriously declined, because farmers have found that they did not re- 
ceive an adequate amount of protection. I hope, therefore, that hemp 
will not be placed upon the free-list, but will be continued at its pres- 
ent rate of duty, or, if any change is made, that more protection, in- 
stead of less, shall be given to the producers of the hemp. 

Representing a section of country which does not raise hemp, but 
which, in its mills, fashions it into articles of commerce, I say that we 
are perfectly willing, ay, anxious, that the agricultural portions of the 
country which are engaged in the production of this crop shall have 
the benefit of the protection which the present law gives and an addi- 
tional amount suflicient to encourage the cultivation of the plant. I 
have nothing further to say upon this subject, except to ask leave to 
incorporate in my remarks an article from the Lexington (Ky.) Leader, 

giving the reasons why additional protection should be accorded to this 

industry. 
The article is as follows: 


HEMP AND FLAX SHOULD BE PROTECTED. 


- (Lexington (Ky.) Leader.] 

The New York Press recently published an exhaustive article on the hemp 
and fiax industries of the United States, proving conclusively that they are en- 
titled to and should receive increased protection rather than the tariff reduc- 
tion proposed by the Ways and Means Committee. In spite of the protests from 
Kentucky, Wisconsin, Iowa, Indiana, Kansas, Lilinois, and Dakota, the Demo- 
cratic leaders are determined to deal a death-blow to these two important in- 
dustries, and turn over the business to Calcutta, Dundee, and Belfast. If they 
succeed in accomplishing their ends they will practically confiscate $4,000,000 of 
capital invested and throw out of employment 6,000 factory employés, to say 
nothing of the vast army of laborers engaged in the agricultural districts where 
the fiber is grown. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestionison striking ont the word “hemp.” 

The question was taken, and the Chair declared that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [Task for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 65. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jute butts. ~ 

Mr. KELLEY. I morve to strike out line 35. I send to the desk a 
special report from the Department of Agriculture on jute culture and 
the importance of the industry, by Prof. S. Waterhouse, of Washing- 
ton University, St. Louis; and i ask the Clerk to read the passages 
marked, extending from page 4 to page 8. 


The Clerk read as follows: } 
y the Government of India has never fostered the cultivation of 


Till recenti. 
jute; but without its patronage this industry has within the last half century 
risen to a world-wide i a ag In 1828 the total foreign sale of jute was less 
than 40,000 pounds, worth $300. Now Caloutta, which is the great point of dis- 
tribution, exports immense quantities of this staple to Bombay, Madras, Me hr 
B :ı Singapore, Penang, Java, Australia, Brazil, the west coast of South 
Great Britain, and the United States. Only about one-fourth 
of the crop is reserved for domestic consumption. According to the fashion of 
the different countries, pepper, coffee, sugar, rice, cotton a, lime, the matte 
and regulus of the precious metals, and many other articles of commerce, go to 
market in a dress of gunny cloth. 

The statistics of the development of the jute culture in India are impressive 
and suggestive. In 1862 India exported 10,000,000 pounds of fiber and rope and 
300,000,000 yards of gunny cloth. In 1860 Great Britain employed more than 
30,000 spindJes in spinning 80,000,000 pounds of Indian jute, tly the staple 
has risen to the dignity of the fourth place in the exports of India ; only cotton, 
opium, and rice exceed it in commercial importance, Some of the Indian fac- 
tories are immense. There is an establishment at r, near Calcutta, 
which employs more than 4,500 workmen, and annually manufactures more 
than 30,000,000 pounds ofjute. In 1872 the total exportation of Indian jute was 
700,000,000 pounds, of which Great Britain received upward of 395,000,000 pounds, 
In the same year more than 900,000 acres were devoted tothe cultivation of jute 
in India, and in the thirteen provinces in which jute is principally raised, out 
of @ population of 15,725,000, more than 1,350,000 were wholly or partly en, 
in this occupation. These figures conclusively show the vast magnitude and 
importance of this industry to India. Other statistics will illustrate the value 
of this staple to an exclusively manufacturing community. 

Nearly halfa cen ago some sagacious en en; in the manu- 
facture of jute, Their humble experiment has develo into a success that 
has enriched Scotland and prom the commerce of the world, 

At first many difficulties arrested their progress. Much of the ñber was dis- 
colored by the tannic acid of the bark through improper methods of prepara- 
tion, and it was only after years of persistent effort that a successful process of 
bleaching was discovered, 

Again, the fiber stubbornly resisted the action of dyestuffs, and over this difi- 
culty chemical science has yet only partially triumphed. Jute can now be 
dyed, but the colors are not Still the variety of tints now imparted to jute 
ster td e be combined with other materials in cheap imitation of many val- 
ua cs. 

Jute is mixed with cotton, linen,andsilk, Itisamaterial part of twilled stair 
carpeling and low- broadcioth. In combination with other textiles itim- 
itates the gloss of Irish linen, the luster of French silk, the beauty of Turkish ~ 
rags,and thesplendor of Axminster, Kidderminster, Brussels, and Venetian 
carpets. Single or mixed, it enters intothe manufacture of a thousand articles of 
commerce. In 1872 there were in Dundee about 100 jute mills, em: 
ward of 20,000 workmen and manufacturing more than 180,000, 
jute annually. In the same year nearly 50,000,000 gunny bags, 
were made in Dundee, were exported from Great Britain. Of the 300,000,000 
pounds of jute that were manufactured in the United Kingdom in at AN 


America, France, 


ple, 

fj have bee ccessfull: iar en nid an robe va 
ure of jute ve n su u u ro orida, " 
T These trials ished the facts that — 
ever in the Southern States there is a hot, ae climate and a moist soil of 
sandy clay or alluvial mold jute can be profitably raised, It is probable that 
much of the land now devoted to the growth of cotton, rice, and sugar-cane 
would yield r returns if applied to the culture of jute. The plant matures 
in this country in about the same time that it does in India. The April plant- 
ings were cut in July and the June plantings were cut in September. Some of 
the stalks reached the height of 15 fcet, and in some instances the fiber was, ac- 

cording to the judgment of experts, superior in strength to that of India, 

The yield was in several cases at the rate of 3,500 pounds to the acre, These 
facts, so familiar to the Department of Agriculture, are D ae see 
information of those who have not seen the results of the ents inaugu- 
rated by it. The trials that have been made stre: hope into an assurance 
Da jute can be successfully cultivated in the Gulf States and in Southern Cali- 

fornia. 

The conditions of soil and climate and the practical tests of experiment are 
here so favorable as seriously to alarm the government of India. The official 
report of an Indian commission appointed by the state has expressed a grave 
apprehension of American competition in the culture of jute. 

It is to be hoped that the enterprise of the South will prove that this appre- 
hension was well grounded, 

The economic importance of this culture to the United States is incalculable, 

No country in the world is capable of deriving so vast a benefit from the in- 
dustry as our own, The magnitude of our grain and cotton crops is unparal- 
leled in other landes, 3 

In 1870 the quantity of cereais and vegetables produced in the United States, 
and requiring to be sacked before they could be sent to market was 
more than 1,500,000,000 bushels. Ultimately this vast mass was handled in È 
by elevators, barges, canal-boats, railroads, and steam-ships; but before it could 
be brought from the various points of production to these facilities of transporta- 
tion it had to be inclosed in bags, If it were necessary to renew these bags 
every year, it would now cost “erp vane States $1,000,000 annually for its grain, 


pulse, and potato sacks. This cal ion is based upon the assumption that 
all the bags are made of jute. If the material were cotton, flax, or hemp, the 
expense would be still greater. But as the sacks last several years, the annual 


900,000. 

pe the grain Peace the oe baling can not be used z second time, and 
erefore a wholly fresh supply is necessary every year, Our native prođuc- 
tion of fibers is greatly inadequate to meet the diana In 1868 the United 
States paid $23,400,000 for imported flax, hemp, and jute. In 1879 the cost of 
imported fibers was more than $30,000,000 in gold. giy of jute alone 

imported in 1870 was upward of 19,000,000 pounds. Yet these fi altho’ 
large, but imperfectly indicate the demand which there would be for jute if it 
were a domestic production. The cheaper fiber would, of course, be substituted 
for the more costly wherever it was possible, and accordingly jute, in conse- 
uence of its comparative inexpensiveness, would = and flax in 
the manufacture of carpets and many other fabrics. For cotton 


hemp 
and 
baling jute has already most entirelyguperseded the use o other 
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But preety it will be puna better, in order more fully to meet the varying | but when the probabilities and results of establishing prosperous industries are 
needs 


of commerce, to interweave jute with cotton, flax,and hemp; and in that į so great it would seem to be the dictate of sound statesmanship to foster the 


event the introduction of jute, instead of depressing, would stimulate the cult- 
ure of these fibers. But the vast need of our country for grain-sacks, cotton- 
bale covers, and a cheap warp for a woof of other textile materials will create 
a correspondingly vast demand for home-grown jute, It will indicate a lack of 
Southern enterprise if American jute does not yet rise to a textile importance 
second only to that of American cotton. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KELLEY. That will do for the present. There are two or 
three other points that I will get in on the next line. 

Mr. McKINLEY. In connection with the extract just read, I ask 
to have printed a protest by the same authority, Professor Waterhouse, 
on the same subject. 

The protest is as follows: 


To the United Slates Senate and House of Representatives: 


Apurely disinterested regard for the material prosperity of the country is my 
only apology for this address. 

The new tariff bill proposes the abolition of the impostson foreign jute and ra- 
mie. There are weighty reasons which plead for the exemption of these fibers 
from the list of free imports, 

_ Jute is one of the most important productions of India. The variety of its 
uses is almost illimitable. The fa of manufactures from this textile extends 
from coarse matting and cotton baling to fine imitations of linen and silk. The 
growing needs of mankind are ily in ng the demand for this fiber. 

ute is annually enriching India with a productive wealth of scores of millions, 

Ramie is the strongest fiber in the wòrld. Narrower than jute in the range 
of its applied uses, it is superior in its suitability for finer fabrics. Barely 
ferior to silk in beauty of luster, it surpasses its glossy rival in durability. It is 
woven into textures of practical utility and elegant luxury. It is wrought into 
cordage of extraordinary strength, of filmy delicacy, and plushes of ex- 
quisite beauty. The demand for this valuable fiber far exceeds the supply. 

The luxuriant wth of jute and ramie in the Gulf States shows that the con- 
ditions of soil and climate are suited to their culture. Numerous experiments, 
continued through a succession of years, justify the assurance of Southern far- 

~ mers that “these plants can be cultivated almost as easily as Indian corn.” The 
success of repeated trials has dispelled every intelligent doubt that the soil of 
the South is adapted to the growth of these textiles. 

A diversification of industries is essential to the highest welfare of the country. 
The Southern States have long been impove' by an unwise devotion to 
the cultivation of a single staple. There is no truer economic maxim t. that 
variety of employment is a productive factor of national wealth. The culture 
of jute and ramie meets an imperative requirement. The tillage of these plants 
would not only richly div Southern agriculture, but would employ labor 
at seasons when cotton needs least attention‘and would bring returns at times 
when the income from cotton is notavailable. Industries opening such copious 
sources of public wealth and so happily supplying the wants of t oth labor and 
ber = ag are worthy of legislative ———— e 

‘he are now bright. Sev companies have been formed to pro- 
mote the success of the new industries. Capin has been invested in the culture 
of the plants, in the decortication of the ks, and in the manufacture of the 

MESSEN Jobe and TENS. Inreepeciive of Congremional TOETA the sole 

n ute an e. veo ngressiona ion, the sole 

obstacle to success has been the want of a cheap and rapid means of preparing 

- the fiber. The only difficulty of the problem begins after the easy work of the 

planter ends. For several years there have been machines which worked with 

a fair degree of efficiency, and since the last harvest two other decorticators have 

been invented. Experts who have seen the operation of the latest inventions 

bear testimony to their practical excellence. 

And now, when there is every assurance of success, a bill which pene to 
remove the duties on imported jute and ramie has been brought before Con- 
a. The passage of this measure would probably prove fatal to the new in- 

ustries, In India and China the wages of agricultural labor vary from 3 to 15 
centsaday. Without the assistance of a tariff the comparatively Rh piod 
labor of the South would contend in vain against such competition. Even the 
aid of improved machinery will not alone equalize the cost of the products, 

It is true that, in spite of the cheap labor of India, unprotected American cot- 
ton controls the markets of the world, yet in this instance there is an equivalent 
to a tariff in skillful husbandry and the peculiarly adapted fertility of Southern 
uplands and seaislands. But the soil of the South has no special superiority 
for the production of jute and ramie. These plants flourish in the Gulf States 
and produce fiber of surpassing excellence, but they do not w there with a 
greater luxuriance than they do in Oriental lands. Hence their profitable cul- 
tivation in the United States implies not only effective machinery for the treat- 
ment of the stalks, but also the encouragement of protective imposts on foreign 
textiles. The economic superiority of mechanical to manual methods of pre- 
’ paring the fiber, together with the aid of a tariff which would virtually equalize 
the difference between Oriental and American wages, would insure the pros- 
perity of new industries, x 

Decorticators are now so effective as to render the cultivation of protected 
jute and ramie a profitable industry. But even if all existing machines were 
radically defective, it is probable that not many years would elapse before the 
mechanical talent of our country would remedy their imperfections. The prob- 
lem which solution is far easier than many others which the invent- 
ive genius of Americans has already solved. Theingenuity which has overcome 
so man r obstacles will not permit itself to be vanquished by a less diffi- 
culty. prize of success is too splendid to remain long unwon. The fortu- 
nate inventor will not only acquire wealth and fame, but will cause an in- 
dustrial development like that which Whitney effected, and will raise two other 
textiles to a commercial importance second only to that of cotton. 

Apartfrom ny her ems protection, the sole prerequisite to success isa thoroughly 

t decorticator, and even if such a ine does not now exist, there is 
every probability that the want will soon be met. Heretofore the singular re- 
luctance of Southern planters to engage in new enterprises has disheartened 
hope and repelled inventors from a problem whose solution seemed to offer no 
adequate reward. But latterly a deep public interest in the culture of jute and 

has supplanted the former indifference, and now the opportunities of en- 
richment by industries whose probabilities of success border upon certainty 
are attracting many ingenious minds to this field of invention. 

Under circumstances which seemingly assure the prospenly of the new cult- 
ure, is it wise for Congress to make the proposed change? The abolition of du- 
ties on rival imports would benefit only a comparatively small number of peo- 
ple, but the successful growth of jute and ramie in the South would add large 
and richly productive resources to the wealth of the nation. In their crude and 
manufactured forms jute and ramie are yiel India and China an annual 
revenue of not less than $150,000,000. But Texas alone can raise more jute and 
ramie than India and China have ever yet produced. Under the patronage of 
wise laws, with the greater productiveness of intelligent agriculture, and with 
the economies of efficient machinery, the South ought at an early day to derive 
from the tillage of these staples as large an income as India and Ghina now do, 

This attempt to diversify the productions of the South may eventually fail, 


` 


cultivation of these textiles by protective legislation and to defer the with- 
drawal of duties from competitive fibers until the im bility of success has 
been demonstrated. It will not be necessary to wait long for a definite solution 
of the problem. In a few years the success or failure of this endeavor to raise 
new textiles in the South will be clearly ascertained. This season thousands of 
acres of jute and ramie be planted in the Gulf States. Tests on so exten- 
sive a scale will soon determine the cost of production. If the culture of the 
new products ultimately proves unprofitable, then‘every consideration of public 
policy will sanction the removal of the duties on imported jute and ramie, 

eanwhile it will do no harm to delay action. There seems to be no present 
need of the proposed change. No fiscal motive could have suggested the alter- 
ation, for the effect which a relinquishment of the imposts would exert upon 
the revenues of the Government would be too inconsiderable to influence the 
deliberations of Congress, It is earnestly hoped that our national council will 
not, by an unn: act of legislation, prostrate industries whose prosperous 
development, now apparently assured, would largely’ contribute to the enrich- 
ment of the South and the conveniences of mankind, 

S. WATERHOUSE, 


WASHINGTON UntversNy, Sr. Lovis, March 20, 1888. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwithdraw the amendment, and move to strike out 
the last word, ‘‘ butts.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. can thegentleman withdraw his amend- 
ment unless by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 45, noes 65, 

Mr. KELLEY. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
ews [Mr. Scorr], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that if he desires to make any further remarks on this 
subject the Chair will recognize himon the next line to move to strike 
out the word ‘‘jute.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, we will let things take their regular parlia- 
mentary course. 


$ . I move, sir, that the vote be announced and reported 
to the House, and I ask for a call of the House. 

The vote by tellers was announced as—ayes 15, noes 80. 

Mr. DALZELL. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair, in accord- 
ance with the rule, directs the roll to be called for the purpose of re- 

rting the names of absentees to the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Allen, Mass. Dargan, Hovey, Phelps, 
Allen, Mich. Davenport. Howard, d A 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Fla. Hudd, Plumb, 

n, ə, ackson, ey, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Kennedy, kidati s 
Barry, Dougherty, Kerr, Seney, 
Belmont, un. ž Ketcham, Wy, 

Boo Fitch, Laird, en 
Bontelle, Fuller, Landes, Spinola, 
Bowden, Gear, Spooner, 

ý Gibson, Lawler, 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Glass, Lynch, Bte Vt. 
Brumm, Glover, Macdonald, Stockdale, 

es, Granger, Maffett, Symes, 
Burnett, Greenman, Maish, ‘Tarsney, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, Mansur, Taylor, È. B., Ohio 

pbell, F., N. Y. Guenther, McCormick, Thomas, Ill.” 
Carlton, Hall, McCullogh, Thompson, Ohio 
Caruth, Hatch, McKinney, ‘Tracey, 

Clark, Heard, Mills, Townshend, 
Cockran Henderson, Iowa Montgomery, ashington, 
Cogswell, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, White, N. Y. 
Collins, Hires, orse, Whiting, Mass, 
Compton, Hitt, Nichols, Wic! 

Cooper, H x Norwood, ‘Wilber, 
Cowles, Ho n, O'Donnell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cox, Holmes, O’Neall, Ind. ise, 

á Hopkins, Iil. O'Neill, Mo. Yardley. 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, N. Y. Patton, 


Mr. LYMAN (during the call). I desire to ask that my colleague 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be excused. He is not able to be here, 

The CHAIRMAN. This is nota call for the presentation of excuses, 
but simply to ascertain the names of those who are absent. Only the 
House can excuse a member. 

The roll-call being concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The roll-call being now completed, the com- 
mittee, in accordance with the rule, will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had underconsideration the bill (H. R. 
9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenue, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon 
the Chairman directed the roll to be called, and now reported the names 
of absentees to the House, to be entered on the Journal. 

TheSPEAKER. It appears from the report just presented that 209 
members, being more than a quorum, have answered to their names, 
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In accordance with the rule, the Committee of the Whole will resume 
its session. 
Meth Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr, SPRINGER in 

e chair. 

. TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestion recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to strike out line 35, 

The question having been taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS called for a division. , 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 45, noes 86. 

Mr, KELLEY. No quorum. 

Parte were ordered; and Mr. KELLEY and Mr. Scorr were ap- 
pointed. ` 

The tellers having made a partial count, the Chair announced—ayes 
5, noes 78. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will retain their places. The Chair 
requests that the gentlemen who have not voted will pass between the 
tellers, so that the committee may not find itself without a quorum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I wish to inquire whether we 
can not come to some accommodation with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. If he wants time for debate, we will concede 
any reasonable time; if he wauts liberty to make any motion, there is 
no objection to that, so far as I know. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was reading from an official report on the matter 
of jute; and five minutes having been occupied, I asked leave to with- 
draw my former amendment and substitute another, in order to permit 
the completion of the reading of an extract from that report. I had 
stated that it was a special report on this question from the Agricultural 
Department, having been made by Professor S. Waterhouse, of the 
Washington University of St. Louis. I had not stated, as 1 might 
have done, that this gentleman had made the circuit of the world in 
order to study the question of the development of jute and ramie. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, whether the 
gentleman is in order now in making these remarks? 

Mr. KELLEY. I am simply responding to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a question of order. I object to any speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state again to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] that the subject of the next line is jute, 
and on that he can be recognized. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no further statement to make. Iam here 
asa teller, and ready to stand by parliamentary law and usage and 
courtesy. [Applause and cries of ‘That is right!” on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to find out what 
the difficulty with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] is. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have stated all that I have to say. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. So long as the gentleman sim- 
ply stands on his feet and insists upon a quorum, while gentlemen on 

is side refuse to vote, of course he can not preceed. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am not here to be lectured while performing a 
duty to which the Chair has assigned me, even by so distinguished a 
person as the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As I have not undertaken to 
“lecture” the gentleman, his observations are entirely gratuitous. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
told us the other day that this bill could not pass, and filibustering 
may as well come now as later. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the vote on the pending 
question. Gentlemen who have not voted are requested to pass be- 
tween the tellers. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The regular order on that side 
of the House is filibustering. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania was only exer- 
cising his right on this floor; and we on this side do not propose to be 
bulldozed. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a deliberate attempt to gag this side of the House. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

a Mr, MILLIKEN. And gentlemen on that side are obstructing the 
usiness. 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow me to make a brief explanation. [Renewed 
cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to any explanation here; the gentleman 
should remember that he silenced me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They will neither vote nor 
talk. You do not want to talk yourself nor let anybody else talk. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was silenced by an objection from your side. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. REED. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. Has the Chair decided that an amendment could not 
be tlre before a vote is taken upon it, except by unanimous 
consen e 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided. 


ee will cause the Clerk to read the fifth clause of Rule 
The Clerk read as follows: 


5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 


allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no furiher debate thereon; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment that 
may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amend- 
ment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the 
unanimous consent of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule under which the committee is 


now proceeding to consider this bill. 
Mr. SCOTT. Simply for exercising the privilege of a member on 


this floor I am charged with obstructing business here. [Loud cries ~ 


of ‘‘ Regular order !’] 

Mr. KELLEY. I will say to the gentleman that he was away at the 
convention when usage established the fact that amendments were per- 
mitted to be withdrawn in order to make way for other amendments 
and for debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That was done, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania knows very well, only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well,now, again I protestagainst being lectured—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And without unanimous con- 
sent it can not be done. Every privilege of debate has been accorded. 

Mr. KELLEY. I say I protest against being lectured by a gentle- 
man even as eminent as you are, sir. [Laughter and cries of ‘* Regu- 
lar order!” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is simply seek- 
ing to embarrass the consideration of the measure before the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, will you call that gentleman from 
Arkansas to order? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out the line which 
has been read. The tellers are upon the floor, the committee has been 
dividing, and those gentlemen who have not-voted are requested to pass 
between the tellers. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. As my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
has made a speech since I objected to his first effort to continue the 
debate, I think it is no more than justice to me that I should be per- 
mitted also to make a statement. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman—— ; 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not object to the gentleman withdrawing his mo- 
tion in any feeling. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not care about what the feeling may be; you 
did it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. OWEN, Mr. DAVIS, and others. Regular order! 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the vote on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Gentlemen are demanding the regular order. Wel, 
you will have the regular order, and it will be called a great many 
more times hereafter. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN.» Well, itdoes not become the gentleman to threaten 
us. That does not come with any propriety from thatside, Itis most 
unseemly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam not threatening; I am simply telling the gentle- 
man what will be the result. a hier oF 

I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. NELSON. I made that motion awhile ago, and the Chair held 
that it was not in order. Is it any more in order now? ' 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I move that the roll be called. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman from- 


Pennsylvania is acting as one of the tellers. 


Mr. NELSON. That doesnot give him any more right to make the ~ 


motion than I have. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is still dividing, and the count 
has not yet been reported to the House. 

The Chair begs to announce the result of the vote to the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I believe there is some misun- 
derstanding as to the pending question. Ithink it is very proper that 
we should have the stenographer read the exact motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and all that occurred in that connection for 
the information of the committee. I make that request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the exact condition of the 
motion for the information of the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania first moved 
to strike out line 35, relating to jute butts. That was debated under 
the rule for five minutes on each side. Thereafter the gentleman moved 
to strike out the last word, which was also debated on both sides, 
Then he desired permission to withdraw the amendment and submit 
another, in order to continue the debate. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania on the right of the Chair [Mr. Scorr] objected. Thereupon 
the committee proceeded to take a vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair permit a correction? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I think what took place was exactly as I shall | Kilgore, 


now read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
35. Jute butts. 
Mr. KELLEY, I move to strike outline 35. 
And thereupon Mr. KELLEY had read as a part of his remarks the 
statement of Professor Waterhouse, to which he had been referring. 
The official record then goes on: 


The CHAMAN, The gentieman’s time has expired. 
Mr. KELLEY. That will do for the present. There are two or three other 
things that I will get in on the next line. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] then took the floor and 
read another statement of Professor Waterhouse upon the same sub- 
ject. 

* The CHARMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

wary K aa I withdraw the amendment, and move to strike out the last 
vie Scorr. Mr, Chairman, can the gentleman withdraw his amendment 

unless by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr, Scorr. I object, sir. 

The CuarnMax. The question is on agrecing to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The motion was 
made as stated—— 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. If this amendment is disposed of or withdrawn, 
in either event is not another amendment in order to this line, under 
which we could have five minutes’ discussion, and is not the whole con- 
troversy one of temper, which, however, commenced with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], and which is sought to be at- 

_ tributed to this side of the House? Now, had we not better, by unan- 
imous consent, withdraw the amendment and go on? 

Mr. SCOTT. Since there has been speaking here, I claim the floor. 
You can not call the regular order on me if I have the floor. I pro- 

, as far as in my power, that any amendments made in the interest 
of this bill shall be fully and freely discussed; but upon amendments 
of a dilatory character withdrawn at the end of five minutes I will 
stand here until the 4th of March and ask a vote. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] having 
been absent from the proceedings of the House, has, on account of a 
lack of knowledge of what has been going on, made a suggestion which 
arises from his lack of knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. Perhaps so. 

Mr. REED. He says he is opposed to formal amendments made for 
the purpose of delay. There never have any such amendments been 
made, nor is it the purpose nor object of a formal amendment to make 
delay, but to permit discussion. ‘There never has been since this bill 
was before the committee any thing except bona fide discussion. There 
never has been any attempt to induce members to talk. There never 
has been any disposition to cause any unnecessary discussion. [Deri- 
sive laughter on the Democratic side.] It has all been as spontaneous 
as the action of the last Pennsylvania Democratic convention. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Just as spontaneous as the 

tleman means to indicate their action was—cnt and dried. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you say it was not spontaneous? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not say any such thing; 
your colleague means that. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular orderis demanded, which is the an- 

- nouncement of the vote, the tellers having finished their labors. The 
Chair will announce the vote—ayes 5, noes 87. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Chair says the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
There are two gentlemen from Pennsylvania acting as tellers. I would 
` like to know which gentleman the Chair means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman on the left of the Chair [Mr. 
KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want the country to know I am resisting such an 
attempt at tyranny. k 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am glad our friends are 
proud of their filibustering; which is simply against the rules and the 
regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will eall the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Abbott, Bryce, Cutcheon, Hatch, 
Allen, Mass. Burnes, Davenport, Heard, 
Allen, Mich, Burnett, Davidson, Fla. Henderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Campbell, F., N. Y. Dibble, Hi 

Bacon, Carlton, acim seat Hogg, 
Bankhead, Dun Holmes, 
Barry, k, Fitch, Hopkins, Ill. 
Belmont, $ Fuller, Hopkins, N. 
Bingham, ell, Gibson, ouk, 
Blanchard, Glass, ward, 
Bliss, Compton, Glover, Hudd, 
Boothman, Cooper, Greenman, 3 
Boutelle, Cowles, Grosvenor, e 
Bowen, Cox, Guenther, Kerr, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Crain, Hall, ; 


Merriman, à omas, Ill, 

Tapan, Milliken, R Conn, Thompson, Ohio 
sA A Rusk, EA Era 

Landes, ontgomery, Seull, m. 
Latham, organ, i Seney, White, N. ¥ 
Lawler, Morse, Shaw, ting, 

Nichols, Shively, Wickham, 
Macdonald, Norwood, Snyder, ilber, 
Maffett, O'Donnell, Spooner, Wilson, W. Va. 

x O'Neall, Ind. Stewart, Tex. ise. 
Mansur, O'Neill, Mo. Stewart, Vt. Yardley, 
rer nes ego oispgan 
elps, Symes, 

McCullogh, Pideock, . Tarsney, 
McKinney, Plumb, Taylor, E, B., Ohio 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules the committee will now rise, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] will take the 
chair. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, McCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mnittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the 
laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, had found itself with- 
out a quorum, whereupon the Chair had caused the roll to be called, 
and now reported the names of the absentees to the House, to be en- 
tered u the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and seven members, 
more than a quorum, having answered to their names, the committee 
will resume its sitting. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on striking out line 35 of this 
bill ‘ 


The Chair being in doubt as to the result, a division was demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 82. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know exactly what this division is on. I was not in the House when 
it was commenced. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been some misapprehension about it 
and the Chair will state it again. The Chair was under the impression 
that the motion had been made to strike out the last word before this 
amendment was offered, but it appears from a reference to the record 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left of the Chair [Mr. 
KELLEY] stated that he withdrew his amendment (which was to strike 
out line 35, the words ‘“‘jute butts’’), and moved to strike out the last 
word ‘‘butts,’? whereupon the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] objected, and the Chair held that the amendment could not be 
withdrawn except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REED. Was not the last amendment pending the motion to 
strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pending was to strike out both 
words. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
afterwards moved to strike out the last word, and that amendment 
took precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania was this: ‘‘I withdraw the amendment and move to strike out 
the last word.” Thereupon the gentleman from P ivania on the 
right of the Chair [Mr. Scorr] objected to his colleague [ Mr. KELLEY] 
withdrawing his amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. If that amend- 
ment was withdrawn, would not the line stand as it is in the bill, and 
is not that what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] wants, 
to have the bill stand as it is? 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. No. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, if I am now entitled to the floor, I 
think I can explain the situation without having the ‘‘regular order” 
called upon me, The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my colleague 
[Mr. KELLEY] arose in his place and proposed to amend by striking 
out a certain line in this bill. He then sent up to the Chair a con- 
sular re which, if he had desired to have it appear in the debates, 
he could have got leave to have printed. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was not a consular report. 

Mr. SCOTT. Well, it was a document which the gentleman could 
have asked to have printed if he desired it to appear in the debates. 
The five minutes of the time of the committee allotted to my colleague 
was occupied in reading that document. Then, at the expiration of the 
five minutes allotted to him, my colleague got up and asked to withdraw 
his amendment, and proposed to strike out the last word, in order to 
occupy five minutes more of the time of this committee, in violation of 
the rules of this House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I deny the accusation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihave the floor, sir. You sit down. 

Mr. KELLEY. I deny the accusation. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yousitdown. You sit down. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. a4 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Honse was voting, and I say the gentleman [ Mr, 
Scorr] is out of order in interrupting a vote to make a speech. 
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P CHAIRMAN, The regular order is the taking of the vote by 
ers. 

‘Mr. KELLEY. Exactly. [Cries of “‘Regularorder!’’ on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on the right 
[ Mr. Scorr] asked permission to make a statement, and, as no objec- 
tion was made, he proceeded to doso. The regular order is demanded, 
and the Chair will-appoint tellers. The Chair desires first to make a 
statement to the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left [Mr. KEL- 
LEY]. The Chair perhaps misled the gentleman by a statement made 
a while ago, that he might move tostrike outthe nextline. The Chair 
might have stated, and does now state, to the gentleman that if this 
amendment is voted down, it will still be in order for him to move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr, REED. I submitthatasa parliamentary matter it was entifely 
in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [| Mr. KELLEY] to do as 
he did, that is, to move to strike out the last word pending the motion 
to strike ont the last line. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was in order. 

Mr. REED. And that being so, the fact that the other gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] objected to that which was unparlia- 
mentary did not prevent that whtch was parliamentary from going into 
effect. Therefore I submit that we ought now to be voting upon the 
question of striking out the last word; or, rather, the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] ought to have the floor in support of his 
amendment to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] perhaps did not intend the parliamentary effect of his statement. 
He said, according to the record, ‘‘ I withdraw theamendment (which 
amendment was to strike out the line), and move to strike out the last 
word.” 

Mr. REED. And the last part of that proposition was parliament- 
arily admissible. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] had 
a right to object to the first part, the proposition to withdraw the 


amendment. 
The gentleman [Mr. Scorr] did object to the 


The CHAIRMAN. 
first part. 

Mr. REED. Yes; but hehad no right to object to the last part, the 
amendment which is now pending. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not object to the last part. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
statement. From the time you took the chair, sir, for the considera- 
tion of this bill by paragraphs there had been no exception to the prac- 
tice of an amendment being withdrawn in order that another might be 
made, but to-day the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], who 
was not present during the time when such parliamentary courtesy 

revailed without disturbance of the temper on either side of the 
bas arose here and, as dictatorily as though the Keifer gag-law had 
already been adopted, silenced me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply desires to state that it would 
be in order — 

Mr. KELLEY. If I may be permitted now to call up my amend- 
ment and proceed with my argument, I shall be glad to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair simply desires to state that it was in 
order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to move to 
strike out the last word without withdrawing his first motion. 

Several. MemBERS on the Republican side. He does that now. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iriseto a parliamentary inquiry. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order !” on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will bein order. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to inquire whether it is in order for the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to amend his motion. He first 
asked permission to withdrew his amendment; to that I objected. He 
then moved to strike out the last word; to that I did not object. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is in order. 

Mr. SCOTT. Are we not bound now to have a vote on the gentle- 
man’s proposition, I objecting to the withdrawal? I put that inquiry 
to the Chair. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] need not have asked permission to withdraw the regular amend- 
ment, which was to strike out the line. He did, however, ask per- 
mission; and to that the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the right 
[Mr. Scorr] objected. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] had taken the floorand moved to strike out the last word, it 
would have been inorder pending the other amendment, because, not- 
withstanding a motion to strike out the wholeclause, a motion to strike 
outa part of it would be in orderas an amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. KELLEY. I have the floor, as I understand. 

Mr. REED. TheChaircan straighten this matter out. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] did make the motion just in- 
dicated by the Chair, but the attention of the Chair was inadvertently 
directed to the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] as if that were the vital point; but if the Chair had had the 
whole matter in mind, he would have said that the objection of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was a valid one, but nevertheless the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to 


strike ont the last word was properly before the committee pending 
the other motion, because it is in order to perfect the clause or para- 
graph which itis proposed to strike out. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania acquiesced in the proposition I made, 
and appealed to the House, ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it nota 
fact that the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] was, ‘‘I withdraw the amendment and move to strike out 
the last word ? ” 

The CHAIRMAN. The language of the gentleman as taken down 
at the time was, ‘‘I withdraw the amendment and move to strike out 
the last word.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then there was objection to the withdrawal and 
the House was dividing on that. - 

Mr. REED. The House could notdivide on that, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The point of order I make is, that nothing 
else is now in order but the completion of the vote which was being 


taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. As there has been some misapprehension, the 
Chair desires the committee to understand the exact situation. The 
Chair will state again that the gentleman from Pennsylvania need not 
have asked to withdraw his original amendment; and if he had not 
done so there would have been no occasion toobject. But he did make 
that request, and objection was made. The Chair then proceeded to 
put thequestion. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] ~ 
now moves the amendment which has been indicated, and the commit- 
tee will give consent to allow the question to be put again, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the Chair suggests, can be extricated from this 
difficulty. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise toa parliamentary inguiry. Cana gentleman 
offer an amendment under the five-minute rule, debate that amend- 
ment for five minutes, then move another amendment and debate that 
for five minutes, without giving any other gentleman an opportunity 
to occupy the floor? 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Thatis not the pending question. 

Mr. BLAND. Such a proceeding, I submit, violates a direct rule 
governing our proceedings in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] had spoken five minutes in favor of his amendment, the - 
Chair would have recognized any gentleman who desired to speak in 
opposition to it. No gentleman rose for that purpose. It was then in 
order for any gentleman to take the floor and move another amend- 
ment, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] desired to 
move another amendment, and tho Chair recognized him for that pur- 
pose. But the gentleman stated that he desired to withdraw his pre- 
vious amendment, and to that objection was made. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to put a parliamentary inquiry just there, — 
There was pending, as I understand, a motion to strike out the line. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There was. ; 

Mr. OATES, And the proposition to withdraw that amendment 
was objected to, so that the amendment is still pending. Now, when 
there is a motion pending to strike out a whole line, is it in order to 
move to strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending a motion to strike ont the whole of a 
clause or paragraph or section, it is in order to move to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out only a portion of it. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make this suggestion: When a vote is bein: 
taken on a proposition, and a request to withdraw it is objected to, 
nothing else is in order but to proceed with the vote. In this case 
there was objection, 

Mr. REED. The objection was fatal without a vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that. 

Mr. REED. And the Chair inadvertently ordered a vote upon one 
amendment when he should have ordered it upon another. e can 
now get out of the difliculty by taking the right vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not quite a correct statement. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] did not make the simple 
motion to strike out the last word, but, as has been stated, he under- 
took to withdraw the previous amendment and then to move to strike 
out the last word. The gentleman from Pı lvania [Mr. Scorr] 
asked whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr, KELLEY] could 
withdraw his amendment, and the Chair replied that he could not, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
Scorr] thereupon objected to the withdrawal of that amendment. Itb 
would then have been in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] to move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. REED. But he had already done so; and the Chair will see 
upon reflection that he had the right to do so, and that the Chair or- 


dered the vote on the other proposition by mistake, 4 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the question right here is 
whether upon that statement being made and the objection beingmade 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], and that objection 
being sustained by the Chair, whether the record does not show the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] accepted it and permit- 
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ted it to come to a vote. Instead of the vote being as stated by the 
Chair, the vote was cast in a way which would preclude any motion to 
strike out any portion of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this whole matter might be 
amicably arranged by allowing this motion to be withdrawn, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] permitted to address the 
committee on the motion to strike out the last word. If there be no 
Objection, the Chair will entertain the gentleman’s motion to strike 
out the last word and recognize him as entitled to the floor. The Chair 
has sustained the objection that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] has no right to withdraw his amendment striking out 
the line in reference to jute butts, which the Chair now understands 
he does notdesire to withdraw, but to move an amendment to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not in my time. 

Mr, SCOTT. Not in the time of the gentleman. I understand the 
decision of the Chair to be that this gentleman can rise and move to 
strike out a line and that he can occupy five minutes under the rules 
of the House in discussing that proposition, and that at the expiration 
of fivé minutes he can offer to withdraw that amendment and move to 
strike out the last word and occupy another five minutes on that 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not decide that at all. 


That is 


not the fuling of the Chair. 


Mr. SCOTT. That is what I understood the Chair to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair merely said that he thought this 
matter might be amicably arranged at this time, and he thought it 
should be done in order that the business of the House might be pro- 
ceeded with. The Chair suggested that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] be allowed to move to strike out the last 
word, and occupy five minutes on that amendment. It was the duty 
of the Chair to recognize any gentleman for five minutes in opposition, 
but no gentleman took the floor for that purpose, and then the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania taking the floor could submit another amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McSHANE. While the committee is dividing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks for unanimous consent—— 

Mr. McSHANE. Isit in order to discuss a pro forma amendment 
when the committee is dividing on an amendment to strike out a line 
of the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided that. The Chair 
asked for unanimous consent—— 

Mr. McSHANE. There is no consent given to withdraw the vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked for unanimous consent, and 
heard no objection. The Chair asked that this question might be with- 
drawn for the present, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] was recognized. If there be no objection, that course will 
be taken. 1 

Mr. MCSHANE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it the gentleman objects to? 

Mr. McSHANE, To the discussion of this matter pending a division 
of the committee. _ 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman wants to punish his own side in 
order to get a quorum upon an immaterial question. 

Mr. MCSHANE. I donot want to punish anybody, but to get a vote 
to which we are entitled on the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman has the right 
to withdraw his request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If he does not persist in his 

uest he can move his amendment in regular order. 

“fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman indicated that he did not desire 
to withdraw the amendment which he offered, to strike out the line 
concerning jute butts, but simply desired to move to strike out the last 
word, which, if he had made at the time, he would have had the right 
to be recognized. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe gentleman makes a substantive amendment and 
speaks on it, and no one answers it, the vote must be taken on it. 
Now, can he move a proposition and occupy five minutes on it and 
then make another proposition and occupy another five minutes on 
that? The rule, sir, never contemplated any such thing as making 
one amendment and making a speech on it, and then making another 
amendment and making another speech on it. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair to recognize any gen- 
tleman in opposition; but no gentleman having risen for that purpose 
it was the province of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to move to 
perfect the paragraph before the vote is taken, and the Chair recognized 
the gentleman to make an amendment for that purpose. If there be 
no objection the Chair will recognize the gentleman fron Pennsylvania 

[Mr. KELLEY] to proceed. 

Mr. McSHANE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires. to say to the gentleman from 
Nebraska that the gentleman from Pennsylvania now withdraws his 
request for en to withdraw the amendment, 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 
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The CHAIRMAN. And asks to be recognized to proceed with the 
debate. There is nothing in the way of the Chair recognizing some 
gentleman to oppose the amendment but the fact that the committee 
was dividing and no quorum appeared. If the gentleman insists upon 
the poe of zo quorum of course no other business can be transacted 
until that point is settled. 

Mr. McSHANE. But the House is voting upon an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not been disposed of for 
the want of a quorum. 

Mr. KELLEY, I desired, if possible, to settle this to-day. I did 
not want to leave it as a pending matter to come up in the legislative 
day of to-morrow; but if gentlemen desire to perpetuate the question 
I will be on hand to continue it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to make this sug- 
gestion, which I think will meet the views of both the gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania? and it is that there isa parliamentary way of disposin 
of this question. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY 
has offered an amendment and spoken in favor of it. It is the right 
of any gentleman who is opposed to the first amendment offered by 
the gentleman to rise in his place and seek recognition for the purpose 
of discussing that amendment. If no gentleman desires to speak in 
opposition, then the gentleman from Pennsylvania will himselt be en- 
titled to recognition, if he so desires, for a further amendment. That 
is the parliamentary way of disposing of the matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask my friend to yield to me for a mo- 
ment right there. Will he hold to the doctrine that ifan amendment 
be proposed on this side of the House, and is advocated here and no- 
body replies to it, debate is thereby terminated on the paragraph, 
whether it be a line or more? That seems to me to be a new species 
of tactics issued last evening by one who has not been here to see how 
courteous this debate has been running. v 

Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to state that my suggestion was not 
an inspiration derived from the proceedings of last night or any other 
night. I stated what was the parliamentary law and usage by which 
we must all stand or fall, 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe your purpose was good. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the right of every member here present is, 
when an amendment is offered, to ask to be recognized to discuss it, 
under the rule, for five minutes. Thenitis the right of any other gen- 
tleman to speak in opposition to it. That right was about to be cut 
off by the inadvertence of my friend; I do not say by his desire, but 
the effect of his suggestion would be, if he had been permitted to pro- 
ceed, to accomplish just that result. After further debate upon his 
part on the second amendment he could withdraw that and offer 
another, and so on, indefinitely, and thus destroy the very rule which 
he must admit is for the preservation of the orderly proceedings of the 
House. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman moved an amendment, and occu- 
pied five minutes in debate upon it, and desired to proceed. Now, my 
suggestion is that the Chair can recognize any gentleman who wants 
to discuss the first amendment in opposition to it, and after that de- 
bate has been exhausted, then the gentleman can offer his second 
amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg to correct the gentleman in a single point, and 
most courteously. Nobody did rise to reply in debate to the amend- 
ment I offered. I sent to the desk and had read an extract from a 
pamphlet and nobody rose to reply; and therefore, if this side can not 
or could not offer a further amendment, debate was cut off and a prec- 
edent was established by which the bill should be rushed through, 
practically without discussion. Desiring, however, to have that dis- 
cussion, and having in my hand official information of the highest value, 
I sought an opportunity not to put it in the RECORD, but, if possible, 
to make it reach the ears and intelligence of the members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I believe that, as my friend from Penn- 
sylvania occupied the floor for five minutes, i now, if I may be recog- 
nized, am entitled to occupy it in opposition to his amendment. Am 
I correct? 

Mr. REED. If that is the understanding, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desired to have that course taken, 
but understood the gentleman from Nebraska to object on the ground 
that the committee was dividing and the point of no quorum was made. 

Mr. McSHANE. I withdraw that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then itis in order for the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to proceed, A 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say here in all frankness 
and candor that in objecting to the withdrawal of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] it was not factious op- 
position on my part. But, sir, I do believe that the amendment pro- 
posed here to this bill was made and withdrawn simply for the purpose 
of killing time; I will not say delaying this bill, butitis a natural in- 
ference I believed, sir, that it was my duty asa member of this House, 
in behalf of the business men of this country whose interests are more 
or less affected by even the discussion of this bill [derisive cries on the 
Republican side], to make every endeavor to get a vote on the bill at 


the earliest possible date, so that the country would know—so that 
the business men of the country would know—what they have to do 
to manage their own affairs. I had no other interest, Mr. Chairman, 
and no other object in view, because, as a business man, and I claim 
to be one, I know that, whether this bill may be for the best interests 
of the country if it should become a law, or whether it may be detri- 
mental, during its agitation no merchant, no manufacturer, no business 
man affected by it can tell from one day to the next what he can do or 
ought to do in the management of his business. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I repeat I had no other object in view; and as 
for my getting up here to antagonize any gentleman on this floor, with 
any partisan feeling, it was the last thought that entered my mind. 

But when I saw my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania arise 
and move to strike out a line, and then send up to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read a document which he could have had printed in his remarks, 
occupying the time to which he was entitled in the reading, then with- 
drawing the amendment which he had proposed; and then moving to 
strike out the last word, thereby occupying ten minutes in place-of 
five, to which he was entitled under the rules, in the reading of the 
document sent to the Speaker’s desk, I could come to but one conclu- 
sion—that the gentleman was endeavoring to talk thisbilltodeath. I 
did not believe that was in the interest either of the gentlemen on the 
other side or of our side. I believe that both parties in this country 
can meet the issues involved in this bill by honestly saying, we have 
done nothing to obstruct it. If the majority of this House can pass 
this bill, they are responsible for it, and alone responsible. If the 
minority are able to defeat it, let them defeat it, and we will go to the 
country upon that issue. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is now exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move tostrike out the last word. Protesting that 
I have offered no amendment during the last ten or twelve days of this 
discussion for any other than creditable and patriotic motives, I have 
the right to infer that had the gentleman been in his seat to observe 
me he could not have assumed that my purposes were not frank and 
were not patriotic. I have brought to the attention of the committee 
this remarkable report of Professor Waterhouse on jute and ramie and 
have read that portion which shows that in 1828 India raised but 40,- 
000 pounds of jute, which were then worth but $300, and that in 1872 
she raised 700,000,000 pounds of jute, and that jute has risen to be the 
fourth industry of India. I want to show to the people of the South 
that they have land admirably adapted to competing with Indiaand that 
they have labor docile, ready, and admirably adapted to compete with 
British India manufacturers. This writer says: 

An interest in the economic welfare of the United. States naturally su; 
the inquiry whether an industry productive of so great affluence can not be es- 
tablished in this country. The substantial identity of climate and soil in some 
districts of Bengal and certain sections of the South creates a pen I that 

ate could be naturalized in the Gulf States. This probability practice tests 

ave strengthened into ce: ty. Hundreds of successful experiments have 
shown the ease with which jute can be raised in the Southern States. The re- 
sults of many of these trials have been published in the reports of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, The accounts which, in return for distribution of seeds, 
have been personally received would fill many ngos, They are unanimousin 
their testimony. They prove beyond the possibility of intelligent doubt that 
under proper conditions of soil and moisture jute thrives on the borders of the 
Gulf with great luxuriance. But few of the tropic weeds whose noxious exu- 
berance seems to be in inverse ratio to their value exceed it in rankness of 
growth, Some of the reports assert that jute can be raised as easily as Indian 
corn, 

In1881 Mr. Drummond, ofthe British legation at Washington, deemed 
the subject of jute culture in the United States worthy of a special re- 
port to the English Government. He says: 

Experiments were made in those (Southern) States which proved that the 
psi dee py and preparation of these fibers (ramie and jutc) is practicable and 

rofitable, 
= Last year 1,500 packages of seeds were distributed to the farmers in Louisi- 
ana, and reports have come in that the jute plant flourishes in every parish, 

‘owing in the alluvial soil to a height of 15 feet and in the pine flats and on 
the hills to 10 and 12 feet. Now this is interesting to us, for all manufacturing 
countries have been dependent upon India for their supply of jute. 

There is no need of further experiments to corroborate what has been so fully 
demonstrated. It is now a wel blished fact that jute flourishes as luxuri- 
antly in the United States as in India, and experts have testified that the fiber 
when properly prepared is quite to that of Bengal. If, then, the effort to 
introduce the culture of jute into this country is unsuccessful, the failure will 
not be due to the fact that the plant will not grow on American soil. 

In India jute is raised almost exclusively on ground that has been flooded by 
the annual overflow of the rivers. The alluvial deposits left by the inundation 
forms just the soil which the plant requires. The bottom lands of the Lower 
Mississippi closely resemble the jute flelds of India. 

There are in the South extensive tracts not suited to the cultivation of sugar 
or cotton, but well adapted to the growth of jute. If the plant will flourish on 
the salt marshes that fringe the Gulf, the area of land available for this tillage 
is almost immeasurable. The capacity of these lands should be thoroughly 
tested, Ifsuited to the production of jute they can be converted into prolific 
sources of public p: rity. 

In India the mass of the people has an inertia which the forces of modern civ- 
ilization can but sluggishly move. Utterly unacquainted with improved proc- 
esses, the native workmen plod on in the unthrifty ways of their fathers. By 
always sending the best jute to market and reserving the poorest for seed they 
have produced a marked deterioration in the quality of the fiber. The inferi- 
orily of recent products is a matter of unive observation and complaint. A 
desire to escape the oppressive exaction of Indian monopolists as well as to se- 
eure better material has led the manufacturers of Dundee to try extensive and 
costly experiments in E; t. But while the soil of the Delta is well suited to 
the production of jute, the intellectual and industrial character of its inhabit- 
ants does not indicate a successfal result, The same lethargy and indifference 


to modern methods which are proving so disastrous in India will in all proba- 
bility insure failure in Egypt. 

But the South has cheap and docile labor which can be easily trained to the 
requisite degree of skill. Intelligent experts superintending every operation 
of the new industry will apply to the cultivation and treatment of jute the best 
processes which science has discovered, Experience will de e the exact 
conditions of soil and moisture best adapted to the growth of the 
careful selection of the seed of the finest stalks will soon improve 
the fiber. Itis probable that in the course of years peony aan jute will 
attain an excellence as high and distinctive as that of sea-islandcotton. Avig- 
ilant attention to every means of improvement can not fail to produce a fiber of 
superior strength, fineness, and_beauty. Rar gage per acre in the South has 
often been larger than that of India. Scientific agriculture, enrichin ¢ the soil 
with a generous supply of plant food and preventing its rapid exhaustion by a 
judicious rotation of crops, ought assuredly to deve op a greater fertility than 
that produced by a system of ignorant and wasteful tillage. ‘ 

The excellence of the fiber is generally proportioned to the freedom of the 

lant from branches. When there are no offshoots the filaments have greater 

length, softness, and gloss. But thick sowing seems to be the only practicable 
way of preventing branching. If, therefore, the seed issown broadcast, itshould 
be scattered with a liberal hand; but if it is planted in drills the rows should be 
near each other. Then the struggle for light and air will cause the plants to 
grow tall, straight, and branchless. 

In India the plan of planting in successive months has been tried. The ex- 
ample may be worthy of Americarfimitation. If the seed were sown at inter- 
vals in April, May, and June, so the harvest would not be all gathered at one 
time a less number of machines and a smaller force of workmen would be re- 
quired to handle the crop. In a double sense, the smaller the plant the less 
would he the outlay. An income at seasons of the year w. e returns of 
other crops are not available would not be the least important advantage which 
this system would confer upon the planter, The laborers, too, would obtain 
uninterrupted employment and regular wages during months in which they 
ordinarily have but little to do. 


And so the pamphlet reads. I have marked passages which, under 
the general leave given already to extend my remarks, I propose to 
print in the Recorp. If the gentleman had not sought to drive me 
from the floor I would have consumed then only as much time as I 
have now occupied in stating these facts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know of no article other than this upon which 
we can more properly sacrifice the revenue that is necessary to be sac- 
rificed in order to get at that healthful state of finances that shall leave 
our Treasury unincumbered. The value ofthe jute butts admitted last 
year was $1,802,162, and the duty received was $344,826. I know of 
no industry that would be destroyed by the proposed action, and I hope 
that we will get a vote on the proposition. 

Mr. WARNER. Is a pro forma amendment subject to an amend- 
ment? Ifso, I move to amend by striking out the last two words, 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. If there is no objection, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will be allowed to withdraw his formal amend- 
ment. The Chair hears none, anditis so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I renew it. I do so, not for the 
purpose of discussing the jute question, although I apprehend I know 
as much of this industry as the majority of the members of this House. 
I rise for the purpose of having read an extract from a letter from a 
large manufacturing house in St. Louis, treating of the question of bur- 
laps and cotton bagging. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwouldsuggest to my friend that that letter will 
more properly come in when we reach the subsequent line. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand what I am doing. The part of the 


letter to which I refer relates more especially to the jute interest. I 


ask the Clerk to commence at the bottom of page 4, and read a short 
extract. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is questionable whether the duty should be taken off of raw jute or any of 
the textile fibers, because of the infant en rise of growing these fibers in the 
United States, and the paoman of ng them has already been fully 
demonstrated in the ag eer 4s Valley as well as in the Southeast. The only 
need is machinery for decorticating purposes. Already nine different inyen- 
tions have been produced for this purpose, and the t of decorticating jute 
by machinery, so as to successfully compete with the cheap India labor, will 
unquestionably be reached in the near future. This achieved, the industry of 
raising jute, ramie, and other fibers would be of larger value the cotton 
crop itself, and give to America the market of the world for her manifold tex- 
tiles. The small revenues derivative from the present tariff are wholly unim- 
portant as compared with the great interests involved in these possibilities, 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I simply submit this bit of evidence 
to the committee, coming from practical men, men who know whereof 
they speak. I submit to the committee whether it is worthy of their 
consideration in the absence of all evidence to the contrary. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection this formal amendment 
will be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. The question is on the 
motion tostzike out lines 34 and 35 of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is debate on this amendment exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was withdrawn by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. Irenew the amendment. I hold in my hand a 
statement from Professor S. Waterhouse, of the Washington University 
in St. Louis, speaking of the disastrous effect of the proposed legisla- 
tion. I desire to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TALKS ON THE TARIFF, 


Onr tariff talk ce dh taken from a letter recently written by Professor S. 
Waterhouse, of Washington University, St. Louis,on the subject of American 
jute culture, in which he says: 

“This spring a very large a of jute and ramie will be 
chines of superior excellence for the decortication of the fiber 
ecntly invented, Southern 


lanted. Ma- 
ve been re- 
planters, whose unforttmate experience in the cul- 


ture ofa sings staple has taught them the importance of a diversified agricult- 
are manifesti:.g a lively interest in the cultivation of these foreign textiles. 
“ Never were the prospects of the new industries brighter than now. At this 
ry kasaan moment an impolitic proposition to place jute and ramio on the free- 
list has been brought before Congress, The adoption of the proposed measure 
would wholly arrest or, at all events, seriously retard the further development 
of these textile interests, An utterly needless enactment would imperil the suc- 
cess of industries that would diversify the husbandry and enlarge the resourees 
of the Soutbern States, Successful competition with the cheap labor of India 
and China will require not only the facilities of improved ry, but also 
the aid of a protective tariff. z 
“The interests involved are prospectively large. An ullimate income of scores 
of millions is jeopardized by a wholly unnecessary act of legislation, Prompt 
«and efficient steps should be taken to prevent this proposed abolition of duties 
on foreign jute and ramie. The influence of Dien heer ry who feels an interest 
in the material prosperity of the Southern States should at once be strenuously 
exerted to arrest the passage of a measure so fraught with industrial disaster, 
Arrays of facts showing the magnitude of these textile interests should be laid 
before Congress. The press can render an invaluable service to the South by 
an immediate publication of such information as will demonstrate the impolicy 
of the proposed legislation. But delay may prove fatal, The need of prompt 
action is urgent.” 
Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the formal amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison striking out line 35 of the 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jute, sunn, sisal grass, and other vegetable fibers, burlaps— 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The C Does the gentleman desire to move an amend- 
ment to this line? 

- Mr, BAYNE. I will yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the gentleman’s proposition? The gen- 
tleman can use a minute and then I will move that the committee rise, 
What is the gentleman’s amendment directed to? 

Mr. BAYNE. “Jute,” in line 36. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. Line 37 has been read. ‘ 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, let the two go together. Iwantto include the 
two lines, so as to move to strike out both together. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That can not be done. Line 36 has been passed. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rose to move to strike ont ‘‘ jute,’’ in line 36, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Line 36 has not been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk read lines 36 and 37, and the begin- 
ning of line 38. 

Mr. KELLEY. Line 36 consists of a word of four letters only, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] says he rose with ref- 
erence to that line. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair heard the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] addressing the Chair when the Clerk was pro- 
nouncing the word ‘‘ burlaps,’’ at the beginningofline38. The ques- 
tion is on the motion that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the Chair hold that line 37 was read ? I 
was paying strict attention and I did not hear it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to submit a motion to strike out line 36. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a motion pending that the committee 
do now rise, which takes precedence of a motion to amend. 

Mr. BAYNE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. As I understand it, my motion is pending to strike 
out line 36. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The record will show what motions have been 
- made, z 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion thatthe commit- 
tee do now rise, 

The motion was agreed to; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that they had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


ae. from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had to the amendments of the House to a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1507) providing for an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor. 

The m e further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 


(S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger, in which the concurrence of 


the House was requested. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


_ By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. FULLER 
until June 23, on account of important business. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, under the rule, stands adjourned until to-morrow at 11 
o'clock a, m. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: S 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 10484) for the relief of Cicero 
H. Taylor—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10485) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Margaret O'Conner, now Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10486) for the relief of William H. 
Schriver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10487) to donate to the State Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Monument Association of Indiana, one hundred 
pieces of captured or condemned. cannon—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. > 

.By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra 
Sinclair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 10489) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon to the Indiana State Soldiers 
nese Sailors’ Monument Association—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 100 workingmen of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania, praying that existing tariff duties may not be 
reduced—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. COBB: Petition of G. B. Archer, of Equality, Ala., for relief— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, urging the passage of the Outhwaite bill for funding the indebt- 
ness ror the Union Pacific Railway—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
Toa’ 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the Granite Cutters’ National 
Union of America, against placing granite on the free-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Stephen Eason, of Isaac L. McCollum, 
of Wilson C. Grissom, of G. W. Hardin, administrator of William Mel- 
ton, and of Amanda Nance, executrix of John W. Nance, of Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers in the claim of Susan C. Kibbe, guardian of 
minor children of John T. Rawlings, of Adams County, Mississippi— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of soldiers and citizens of Rock Island Coun- 
ty, Ilinois, for the relief of Capt. W. H. Schriver—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Porter J. Walker, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Papers and evidence in support of House bill 
pete for the relief of William L. Lenan—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Young Montague, of Richard M. 
Mason, of Robert J. Gee, of Thomas N. McDaniel, of Thomas J. Neely, 
of G. W. Moffitt, of George L. Gibson, of Micajah Jones, of Theodore T. 
Mason, of J. M. Fawcett, of Thomas A. Green, and of —— Massey, or 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Charles E, French, of Boston, Mass., 
concerning the refunding of the national debt—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Harman M. Franklin, of Isaac 
N. Faller, of Nathaniel Gattis, of Alafair Giel, of Mary J. Finley, of 
Henry W. Goodloe, and of Joseph H. Thompson, of Tennessee, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of administrator of Sarah MecChristian, of Franklin 
County, Tenn., for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers in the claims of Lucien D. Coco, of 
Jean Castile, administrator of Emelia Robin, of Jean B. Pollingue, 
of Raymond Deshotels, of Alexander H. Castille, administrator of Fran- 
cis Marks, of Lucy Tournoin, administratrix of Arnoud Decuir, ot 
Michael Castille, of Virginie Emault, widow of Sidney Lacaste, and 
of Pierre Saizan, of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Union Pacific Railway bill 
reported by the Committee on Pacific Railroads—to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. | 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Resolutions of the Minnesota Acad- 
emy of Medicine, relative to duty on medical and surgical apparatus 
and appliances—to the Committee on Ways and Means. EJ 


a 
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_Also, letter of Thomas G. Merrille, relative to certain mineral 
lands—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
~ The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BIGGS: Of citizens of Auburn, Cal. 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: Of 10 citizens of Lone Rock, Richland 
County, Wisconsin. 

The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: $ 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of C. H. Dimick and 8 others, citizens of 
Lyme Centre, N. H. 

By Mr. LODGE: Of Nathan D. Stoodley and 93 other veteran sol- 
diers of Reading, Mass. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. PETERS: Of 38 citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 13, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of May 8. 1888, certain information as to the employés of the Post- 
Office Department in Baltimore, * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the read- 
ing of this communication will be dispensed with, and it will be re- 
ferred, with the accompanying documents, to the select committee to 
examine into the condition of the civil service. 

Mr. HALE. And printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BERRY presented the petition of J. M. Shackelford and 124 
other cilizens of Lonoke County, Arkansas, praying for certain amend- 
ments of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 16 members of the Farmers’ 
Club of Marietta, Ohio, praying for the passage of certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce act; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Assembly No. 2591, Knights 
of Labor, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the granting of civil 
pension by the United States Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, praying that an ap- 
propridtion be made for headstones for graves of soldiers and sailors of 
the late war. I move that this petition be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A similar petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Oregon, was referred to the 

. Committee on Military Affairs, and I am directed by that committee 
to ask that it be disc from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition, and that it also be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affairs 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the petition, and 
it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Oregon Paving and Con- 
tract Company, of Portland, Oregon, praying to be released from a cer- 
tain contract to furnish stone for improving the mouthof the Columbia 
River, Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Nelson Beebe, of Oregon, late a 
private in Company C, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, praying to be al- 
lowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law which 
classes druggists as liquor dealers, and for a reduction of the tax on 
spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


the bill granting 


He also presented additional papers to micas A granting 
were referr 


an increase of pension to William Bittinger; whic 
the Committee on Pensions, ) 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of 8. A. Nifong and other citizens 
of Madison County, Missouri, praying for an amendment to the inter- 
state-commerce law giving to the person complaining all fines and 
damages adjudged or imposed under said law; which was referred to - 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, = 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, i 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
withont amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2636) for the relief of Thomas L. Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of W. S. Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. sie to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 

A bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

A bill (H. R. 4770) for the reiief of Franklin White; í 

A bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langland; 

A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and 
Almira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolu- 
tionary Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; $ 

A bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; 

A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; and 

A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 59) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 953) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and pay to the owners 
of private dies the balance of commissions due them, reported it with- ~ 
outamendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: - x 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 76) for the 
of Payne, James & Co., have carefully considered the same, and, in 
with the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as follows: 
That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled * An act to afford assistance and relief to Ses Head and the 


Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the fol- - 
lowing report: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1808) for the re- 
lief of Isase Davenport and others, cilizens.of Virginia, have carefully consid- 
February 


relief_ 
ce 


ered the same, and, in accordance with the resolution of the Senate of 
7, 1884, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883, 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2559) providing for the printing of Government pub- 
lications upon private order, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3162) providing for the printing of Government publica- 
tions upon private orders; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of Anthony L. Wood- 
son, reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
the bill having heretofore been referred to the Court of Claims by the 
Committee on Claims and subsequently recalled by that committee. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by-the Committee on Foreign Re- 

lations to report a concurrent resolution, which I ask to have read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Coheurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as to differences be- 
: tween nations. 


the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 

is hereby, oarten to invite, from time to time as fit occasions 

may arise, jations with any government with which the United States has 
or may haye diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes 
arising between the two governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably adjusted by such 
means. rs 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolution be printed and take its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam also directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report back a number of bills, petitions, memorials, and 
resolutions of various kinds on this subject of international arbitration, 
with a recommendation that the committee be discharged from their 
further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The titles of the bills adversely re- 
ported by the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2634) to promote and perpetuate peace between the United 

. States and Great Britain and France by the establishment of a perma- 
nent international court of arbitration, to which all differences that may 
hereafter arise between these nations may be referred; and 

A bill (S. 292) to promote peace among nations, for the creation of a 
tribunal for international arbitration, and for other purposes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not exactly an adverse report. The commit- 
tee simply wish to be discharged from their consideration, because the 
concurrent resolution reported embodies the desire of the great body of 
them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition, then, does the 
Senator desire made of the bills? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply that they lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire in regard to all these bills and reso- 
lutions is simply that they lie on the table. They are not adversely 
reported, because the substance of all that the committee now think 
proper to report favorably upon is embodied in the concurrent resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understood the Sena- 
tor. The Committee on Foreign Relations report back the bills and 
resolutions asking to be discharged, and that they lie upon the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection, 


Resolved 
dent be, an 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3147) granting a pension to John 
E. Rial; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3148) for the relief of the soldiers of the 
Three Forks Battalion, Kentucky State troops; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

/ He also introduced a bill (S. 3149) for the benefit of the Soldiers and 

Sailors’ Memorial University and Home; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Schaffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3151) for the relief of Passed 
Assistant Surgeon Daniel M. Guiteras, United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3152) for the relief of Matthias Henning; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Healso introduced a bill (S. 3160) granting a pension to Nelson Beebe, 
of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3161) granting a pension to Henry 
Ann Stuart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3163) to provide for the erection of 
a public building for the use and accommodation of the post-office at 
Mammoth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2619) to define the routes of steam-rail- 
roads in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. ' 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, ers 
‘t for pay of custodian of the building rented at Greenville, 8. C., for 
court purposes, who shall also be charged with the custody of the pub- 
lic records, and shall be appointed by the district judge, $1,200;’’ which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 

Ordered, That Maj. Nicholas Vedder have leave to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers filed in connection with the bill for his relief introduced 
in the last Congress (S. 2773), no report having been made on the same. 

On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 


Ordered, That Walter Tate have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate. pe 


SILVER BULLION—SUSPENSION OF RULES, 


Mr. STEWART. I submit two resolutions to avoid the technical 
difficulty attending the notice I ga¥e yesterday to suspend the rules, 
which I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada offers a 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the third paragraph of Rule XVI be suspended so that it shall 
be in order to propose the amendment hereinafter set forth to the bill (H. R. 
9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, at any time while said bill shall be pending and open to amendment in 
the Senate during the present session of Congress, to wit: 

“That whenever the circulation, or any portion thereof, of any national bank 
not in liquidation, shall be surrendered, by the deposit of United States notes 
in the Treasury, or otherwise, and the same, or an equivalent amount, is not 
taken by other national banks within thirty days thereafter, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to purchase, at the market price 
thereof, an equivalent amount in silver bullion in excess of the minimum of 
$2,000,000 worth p month for coinage purposes, which shall be coined and used 
as provided in the act February 28, 1878, entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the coinage of the stan silver dollar and to restore its legal tender char- 
acter,’” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire present 
action on this resolution ? $ 

Mr. STEWART. I donot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie over. 

Me Bienes There is another resolution which I have sent to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second resolution will be re- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3153) granting an increase of pension to | ported. 


Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of pension 
to Lorenzo D. Kase; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3155) granting a pension to William 
Wetzel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3156) granting an increase of pension 
to William McLoud; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to Joseph S. 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3158) granting a pension to Nancy L. 
Huffman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3159) for the relief of the 
Oregon Paving and Contract Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


T 
Theresolution was read, and ordered to lie on the tableand be printed, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the third paragraph of Rule XVI be s nded so that it shall 
be in order to propose the amendment hereinafter set forth to the bill (H. R.. 
9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, at any time while said bill shall be pending and open to amendment in 
the Senate during the present session of Congress, to wit: 

“ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase and coin, under the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the domage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its l tender 
character,’ approved February 23, 1878, not less than $4,000,000 worth of silver 


bullion per month,” 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr, STEWART. I believe the resolution that was pending for con- 
sideration yesterday is in order now, and I desire to have that dis- 


d of. 
Poir. HALE. Will the Senator yield to allow me to submit some re- 
marks of which I gave notice? 
Mr. STEWART. I will consent that the resolution submitted by 
me be temporarily laid aside, to come up after the Senator’s remarks 
are concluded, 


; 


. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolutions, con- 
current or other? 

Mr. HALE. Task that the resolutions submitted by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed now to the consideration of the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Alabama relative to the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolutions, submitted by Mr. MORGAN June 7, 1888: 

Whereas in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the treaty 
now pending in the Senate between the United States and Great Britain con- 
cerning the in retation of the convention of October 20, 1818, signed at Wash 
ington February 15, 1588, the question is presented whether the President had” 
bers da to negotiate such a treaty without the previous consent of the Senate ; 


an 

Whereas in said report the question is also raised whether the persons ap- 
pointed by the President, without the advice and consent of the Senate, as 
plenipotentiaries to negotiate and sign said treaty were lawfully appointed, 
and whether said document is a treaty duly negotiated for the consideration 
and action of the Senate; and 

Whereas said committee declare in said report that the matters to which said 
treaty relates were not fit subjects for negotiation with the Government of 
Great Britain, and that the time for negotiation with that Government on these 
meee. has ; and 

hereas the Senate will consider said treaty on its merits, and declines to 
adopt the views of the committee as expressed in their report as to the consti- 
tutional powers of the Presidentin negotiating treaties; and also declines to 
affirm that the time for negotiation with Great Britain on the subject of our 
fishing rights or the commercial rights of our fishermen has , or that the 
existing difficulties on these subjects are not subjects of n tion: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the treaty signed by Thomas F. 
Bayard, William L. Putnam, and James B. Angell, as plenipoten es of the 
United States, in conjunction with the British plenipotentiaries, on the 15th 
day of Feb: , 1888, and sent to the Senate by the President as a treaty duly 
negotiated for the consideration and action of the Senate, is properly authen- 
ticated as a treaty made by the President of the United States, acting within 
his constitutional powers, and is lawful and valid as a negotiation. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the time has not passed for nego- 
tiation with Great Britain as to the just interpretation of any part of Article Iof 
said treaty of 1818 upon any point of sincere ent between the two Gov- 
ernments as to the true meaning of the same, and that no act of Congress has 
declared that such time for negotiation has nor has the time for such 
negotiation passed in respect of any comme: rights that may be claimed, or 
that may be needed, for our fishermen in any of the harbors or ports of the Brit- 
ish possessions of North America, and that the existing matters of difficulty, 
oe ay | the claims of our fishermen for damages wrongfully sustained, are 
subjects for treaty negotiation, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what I shall say was suggested by listen- 
ing last week to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who spoke 
upon the resolutions which have just been laid before the Sena ke 
with force and ingenuity, as he always does, but it filled me with 
a kind of wonder that he as the representative of his party and the 
advocate of the Administration should be urging and advocating the 
cause of ‘‘our friends, the enemy.” Iremembered thatin older days, 
ata time when the party which he so faithfully and ably serves was, 
as it is now, in power in the United States, a great and distinguished 
leader of that party on the floor of the Senate, upon an occasion bearing 
some analogy to the present, spoke in different terms and argued upon 
a different side in relation to controversies that had arisen between 
the United States and Great Britain and Canada touching the fisheries. 
I send to the desk to be read by the Secretary an extract from a speech 
delivered in the Senate in 1851 by that eminent Democratic leader, 
Senator Lewis Cass, of Michigan. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

We did not get the right to fish on the ocean from England or any other 
earthly power. We got it from Almighty God, and we mean to hold on to it 
through the whole extent of the great deep, now in the daysof our strength, as 
our fathers held on to it in the days of our weakness. * * * Idesire no war 
with England. Far from us and them—from the world indeed—far be such a 
calamity. But sir, the way to avoid war is to stand up firmly and temperately 
for our clear rights. Submission never yet brought safety and never will. To 
yield when clearly right, is to abandon at once our interests and our honor, and 
to show the world how the finger of scorn can be best pointed at us. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss here the 
technical side of this fisheries controversy, to go over the history of 
negotiations upon it as they have been engaged in in the past, nor to 
narrate the circumstances which have arrested the attention of Con- 
gress and the American people within the last four or five years. Others 

ve done this already. 

This is not a local question. It involves the national spirit and na- 
tional sympathy. There is no man living in any part of the United 
States who takes an interest in public affairs who is not concerned that 
out of this contention shall come the establishment of the rights of his 
fellow-citizens who are engaged in the fisheries. 

The life of the fisherman is picturesque; his nature is hardy; every- 
thing about him attracts attention. He represents an industry that 
appeals to the sympathy and the favorof the American people. Heis 
one that has been looked to, and will be again looked to by the nation 
in emergency. He has done more than his part in fighting the battles 
of this people in years that have gone by; and should ever war with 
any power confront us again, fought as it must be upon the seas rather 
than upon the land, then the American fisherman will be found prompt 
and ready at the summons of his country. His vocation has been, as 
has been said time and again before, a nursery for the American navy; 
and so, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said the other 
day most forcibly, his case ceases to be a local case, 


It involves us all, all the American people, their spirit and their pa- 
triotism. Yet, Mr. President, the American fisherman is the man who 
has the real, di interest in this controversy, he is the man who is 
most nearly touched, who is hurt if any manis hurt, who is distressed, 
putin peril of loss of property, and perhaps of personal danger, and 
who has suffered and endured for a hundred years as perhaps no other 
representative of the American people, no man representing any other 
vocation has forso long, and he is the man who can measure the extent 
of the hardships and annoyancesand dangers that are visited upon him, 
and he-is the man who knows when those annoyances and dangers and 
hardships are to be removed by legislative or diplomatic instrumentali- 
ties. 

He can tell whether a remedy has been found for the wrongs that 
have been visited upon him—as to the facts which go to make up the 
real situation. Legislators and negotiators can teach him nothing. 
He can teach them, 

The American fisherman wants peace and does not want war. Peace 
means to him the continuation of his vocation. With each recurring 
season his vessel is fitted out and he goes forth, either for weal or for 
woe, to the waters where his fare is to be found and takes the chances 
that the season affords. War means to him pecen the coni 5 
the interruption of this vocation in which he perhaps grown old 
and unfitted to engage in other labors. It means the destruction of 
his livelihood; it means ruin. Therefore the American fisherman is 
willing to bear much, and has borne much in the past. How he has 
suffered everybody by this time knows. He has been seized inside 
and outside of the disputed line where he may fish, upon pretexts that 
he was preparing to fish, preparing to enter forbidden places, or in- 
fracting or preparing in some way to infract Canadian laws or 
tions. Whiledoing errands of mercy, helping fellow-men on the other 
side, in peril of wind and wave, he has had rude hands laid upon him. 
He has not known for years past what fate awaited him when he sailed 
away upon the sea, leaving family and friends at home upon his at 
best perilous quest. In these years he has dreaded the malice and 
spite of other men more than the dangers of the great deep. 

Mr. President, if is not to our credit nor to the credit of administra- 
tions in the past that the American fisherman hasso suffered, and there 
is force in the argument which is used by those who favor this treaty 
that whatever may be said againstit, it is no worse than arrangements 
and compromises and adjustments that have been made or acquiesced 
in in the past. 

In dealing with this question I put my opposition to the treaty upon 
no denial of this. Neither do I propose to assail in detail the provis- 
ions of the treaty, unsatisfactory, illusory, valueless comparatively as 
they all are. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] has done that in a most thor- 
ough and efficient fashion, as he isin the habit of doing when he ad- 
dresses himself to any subject, and others no doubt will follow in the 
same line. But the treaty is a failure, and must needs have been a 
failure inevitably, because neither the Administration nor our negotia- 
tors were able to see or take into consideration the whole situation 
touching relations between Canada and the United States. 

I am not here in any way to raise questions about or to asperse the 
character or the motives of our negotiators. I grant to them a faithful 
and earnest desire and intention to do their best, setas they were in this 
grapple with the able, experienced, and wary men upon the otherside. 
But neither the Administration nor the negotiators who represented it 
in this contention’seem to have taken into account the y march of 
Canadian aggression for twenty years under British inspiration and 
British tutelage, gaining commercial advantages over us, both under 
the guise of carrying out treaty stipulations and in the course of violat- © 
ing them, and both the Administration and our negotiators failed to 
see that the time had come for considering all these things and for 
striking a proper balance. But I am anticipating somewhat here, Mr. 
President, and return now tothe fisherman, who is directly involved 
in this controversy. 

I have said that he desires peace, not war. But he willagree to no 
surrender. His voiceisallone way upon this matter. Heis against the 
treaty. There is no fishing vessel that has sailed out from the New. 
England coast, from Provincetown, or Gloucester, or Marblehead, or 
Portland, or Booth Bay, or Castine, or Bucksport, that has not as it 
sailed out sent back from its master and crew an execrating protest 
against this treaty. Bad as was the old condition, beset with annoy- 
ance and trouble and danger to him, it was better than the treaty. 
Whether he shall have retaliation such as has been placed by Congress 
in the hands of the President or not, he is not for the treaty. He will 
have none of it. He does not believe in it, and scouts it as a remedy; 
knows as he peruses its provisions and applies them to his experience 
that they are illusory and good for nothing. 

The testimony of men who are en, in the fishery business, who fit 
out fishing vessels, and who make up the fishing interest, is all one way. 

Not long ago, soon after the treaty had been made public, a news- 
pa published in one of the towns upon the coast of the State of 

aine, in the midst of the dwellings and business places of the fisher- 
men and those interested in that industry, sent out to the business men 
and business firms engaged circulars of inquiry covering three proposi- 
tions; . 
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" First. Do you favor the ratification of the treaty? 

Second. If ratified would you favor repealing the duties on Canadian 
fish and oil to obtain the rights thereby to be gained ? 

Third. Any further views? 

With one exception the replies that came up from men engaged in 
the business, representing, as I know personally from acquaintance 
with many of them, one party as much as the other, Democrats as 
well as Bopabiinhis were, ‘‘No! no! no!’’ In one case one man only 
replied, ‘* Yes; I think it better than the last treaty.” And that is 
the best he could say; but he goes on, ‘‘I do not favor repealing the 
duties for what we might gain thereby.” 

Mr. Luther Maddox, who is the secretary of the National Fisheries 
Association, a most intelligent and competent person to testify in this 
case, who has given years to the study of the subject, and who knows 
the conditions of the fishermen and the application of this treaty to 
* their work, has written in the strongest terms of denunciation. The 
press generally of both parties in the region where this industry is lead- 
ing have taken the same ground. In Massachusetts such old veterans 
of the Democratic party as Judge Charles Levi Woodbury, Mr. Richard 
Spofford, and many others, have been as earnest, as strong in their de- 
nunciation of the whole scope and effect of the treaty as gentlemen who 
are notin sympathy with the party represented by the Senator from 
„Alabama and the present Administration. 

I have said, Mr. President, that this result, bare, valueless, insig 
nificant as it is claimed to be by those to whom I have been referring, 
who know most really about the subject, might have been expected 
from the narrow basis upon which the negotiation was inaugurated. 
It was not likely that we should come to an accord upon the questions 
in dispute, narrow as was the scope of the negotiation. If there was 
any one thing that the Canadians desired witha most heartfelt and long- 
cherished hope, it was a free market in onr ports for their catch of fish. 
They had been restless and impatient ever since they had ceased to 
enjoy that market. I suppose if motives could be brought to light, 
analyzed, weighed, and measured, that the desire to drive the United 
States into again opening its ports to Canadian-caught fish has been 
more at the bottom of the controversies that have aren and the wrongs 
which have been inflicted upon our fishermen in the last few years than 
any other cause, and the sentiment of the United States is just as 
strongly against this concession. 

How, then, could the negotiation result in accord uponthis? What 
could we offer to Canada, to Great Britain who stands behind Can- 
ada, that could make her agree to our interpretation of the treaty of 
1818 as modified by the acts of 1830? What could we give in the 
narrow basis on which this negotiation was conducted to Great Britain 
or Canada besides free fish that would cause her to yield that which is 
our contention on this subject, the admission of all our vessels, fishing 
or others, into every privilege of a commercial nature enjoyed by Great 
Britain and Canada in our ports, and interchangeably by the mercantile 
commercial nations throughout the civilized globe? If we could not 
give them free fish, what great privileges already enjoyed by Canada 
through the generosity of the United States could we urge to induce 
Great Britain to give to us full commercial rights for all our vessels 
wherever they floated the American flag in any of her colony’s ports? 

That brings me, Mr. President, to the consideration of such matters 
as the Administration did not propose to consider in this negotiation, 
but which, I believe, must be considered in some future negotiation 
before the subject of the fishery contention can be settled fully and 
finally and fairly between the two nations. 

I have referred to the constant course of Canada under British in- 
spiration and British instruction and British backing for the last twenty 
years in gaining commercial advantages over us. Ever since the Do- 
minion of Canada was created, in 1867, twenty-one years ago, a single 
purpose has been steadily borne in mind and pushed by the Canadian 
authorities, to the detriment of the commerce, trade, and business of the 
United States. These provinces before were of small account; they 
had little communication. The maritime provinces had their own in- 
terests, and there was little in common between them and the proy- 
inces of Ontario, Quebec, and the far regions that stretch away to the 
Pacific Oċean) There was no concert of action, there was little trade, 
there was little prosperity, there was little growth; but the moment 
these provinces were united and became the Dominion of Canada, then 
the British spirit, which nobody can study without having a sort of 
admiration for it, of making its power felt, of pushing for advantages 

inst rival and adjacent nations, began to be shown by the Canadian 
vernment. 

It was a country comparatively without railroads at that time; it 
had no capital; it had no accumulation of wealth that could be drawn 
upon to build railroads that should compete with the marvelous growth 
and expansion of the railway system of the United States whichstretched 
itsiron chains away to the Pacific and bound the two ocears together— 
Canada was helpless, so far as individual effort was concerned, in the 
construction of railway lines that should compete with ours and reduce 
their business and their profits. 

Governmental aid was at once invoked, and there is no such spectacle 
afforded in the history of the world of governmental assistance in the 
form of subsidy, in money and land and bonds and payment of interest 


to railway enterprises as that which is shown in Canada in the last 
twenty years. Sayingnothingof the Grand Trunk combination, which 
was largely helped by government, which has cost $120,000,000, there 
are two great lines of railway in Canada that could never have had the 
breath of life breathed into them, could never have had a mile of road 
built or a train equipped, but for the interposition of the government 
in subsidies and aids ofthe kind I have mentioned. The Intercolonial 
road, which connects the maritime provinces with Ontario and Quebec, 
received from their government subsidies to the amount of $15,000,000; 
and the great Canadian Pacific Railroad, stretching from the two cast- 
ern provinces through Manitoba and British Columbia and finding its 
terminus on the waters of the Pacific Ocean, has received in govern- 
mental aid $130,000, 000. 

The benefactions bestowed by the United States upon the great lines 
of railway that unite us with the far West are not, all taken together, 
to be compared with this. The Canadian Pacific Railroad was built 
for two purposes, and it is time that any administration that conducts 
the affairs of the Government of the United States, no matter what 
may be its politics, no matter which party it may represent, should 
take into consideration and watch with jealous scrutiny the course 
pursued by Canada, with Great Britain behind her, in building tnese 
great roads that stretch from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. 
There never should be a day in the future when this whole question 
should not be considered by the existing Administration and taken 
into accountin any negotiation between Great Britain and the United 

tates. 

The administration now or in the future that is derelict in this ought 
to be condemned by the American people because of its want of patriot- 
ism in not looking closely to these rival enterprises, which bode no good 
to our own interests. 

This great road, shored up by these colossal subsidies, was built for 
two purposes: First, to add tothe military strength of Canada as a com- 
ponent part of the British Empire, and thus to British power ina mili- 
tary sense by opening this communication, which it would control under 
all emergencies, between the St. Lawrence River and the Pacific Ocean. 
Everything involved in what is kuown as the Monroe doctrine rises to 
view when this subject is considered, for here, at an expense of $150,- 
000,060, a foreign power is adding immeasurably to its military weight 
and establishing conditions which may in the future be fraught with 
the gravest considerations tous. But the present Administration pays 
no attention to this, and not only have these subjects not been taken 
into accountin negotiations, but added commercial privileges have been 
granted by it. 

That, we may say, was the first object in building the great Canadian 
Pacific Railway. 

There was another object equally apparent, and that was to add to 
the resources of Canada, to her wealth, atourexpense. The Canadian 
Pacilie Railroad, owing the life that is in it to governmental aid, was 
not constructed under circumstances such as surrounded the building 
of our American systems in the United States. Wherever with us a 
railroad was built civilization followed; towns sprang up almostas fast 
as the rails were laid, and in many cases before they were laid; cities 
arose that have been the marvel of the age, making it difficult to com- 
pute their growth in wealth and in population, thereby adding to the 
revenue of the road and making the enterprise one that would justify 
the investment of private capital. 

The local business upon the great routes that have been built in the 
United States to connect us with the Pacific has been constantly in- 
creasing, and is to-day, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], 
who has given such faithful attention to this subject knows, a great 
factor in the conditions of prosperity that attend these great roads, 
The Canadian Pacific presented an entirely different condition. It 
runs for hundreds of miles through waste places. It has been pushed 
forward, not by any development along its line that is worth counting; 
not by business that has come in from the regions through which it 
has passed, but by the rich hand of the Government that has over- 
flowed in its bounty_upon every mile that the road has been built. 

What, then, was theobject, Mr. President, underlying the building 
of this road aside from the military feature to which I have adverted? 
It was seen that there was a prospect that this road, finding its ter- 
minus at Vancouver, with additional help from the British and Cana- 
dian Government, in the way of establishing steam-ship lines to connect 
with the road and to run to Asiatic ports, might not only divert com- 
merce that would otherwise cares, Fe come to the United States, but 
that in addition to that, this commerce coming directly from Asia, if 
our Government could be impressed, persuaded, or wheedled into an ar- 
rangement, trafic could be actually taken from our own lines in our 
own territory and our own ports and diverted to the Canadian road. 
It was a bold assumption, but it has succeeded with this Administra- 
at The foresight of the British and Canadian policy has been justi- 

On the 12th day of December last a resolution passed the Senate di- 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury— 


To transmit to the Senate copies of all letters or other communications in his 
Department to the recent bonding/of the Pacific Coast Steam-ship Come 
pany, together f all other papers touching said transaction, 
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The Secretary inclosed copies of the desired papers. Iread from Sen- 
ate Executive Document No. 32 of the present session. Following this 
is the reply of the Secretary, transmitting the correspondence had by 
him and his assistant with the collector of customs in San Francisco 
and between him and the general agent of the Pacific Coast Steam-ship 
Company, a tributary of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, the 
upshot of which is that the privilege was granted to this road of con- 
veying under bond, without payment of duties, goods, merchandise, 
nine-tenths of which without that would have passed over American 
lines. This privilege begins at our own port of San Francisco and en- 
abled the steam-ship company to take merchandise north to the Cana- 
dian terminus at Vancouver. 

I am not going in detail into the history of this correspondence and 
this astounding concession on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The document speaks for itself, and is worth any man’s reading. The 
upshot of the transaction is found in the following letter, which settled 
the business to the entire satisfaction of the Canadians: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 4, 1836. 

Sm: The Department has received your letter of the 24th ultimo, and its in- 
closed communication from the general agents of the Pacific Steam-ship 
Company, wherein it is requested that instructions be issued to enable said com- 
pany, in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, to transport 
merchandise from your port through the Dominion o Pr P to points in the 
United States, and vice versa, 

In reply, and referring to the regulations governing the transportation of mer- 
chandise to, from, and through the British possessionsin North America, under 
the laws and the treaty of Washington (Synopsis 2171), you are informed that 

regulations are applicable to the transportation referred to in your letter 
and its inclosure. It is, however, necessary that the route by which it is pro- 
posed to trans: the goods shall be bonded, and an application for that pur- 
pose, in aceordance with the provisions of articles 713 to 720, Customs Regula- 
tions 1884, fron: the Pacific Coast Steam-ship Company will receive prompt còn- 
sideration. It is to be understood in case the company decides to bond as a 
commou earrier that ifs bond shall cover transportation from the time the goods 
are delivered at the port of first arrival until delivery is at the port of 
ee ran PE ours. 

shih ta ©. 8. FAIRCHILD, 
Acting Secretary. 

CoLLECTOR or Customs, San Francisco, Cal, 

The Secretary of the Treasury or his friends may say that this was 
simply carrying out the provisions of law based upon section 30 of the 
treaty of Washington. But that section has been abrogated long ago, 
and though I do not affirm it asa proposition of law, it is yet contended, 
and was contended before the committee of which the Senator from Illi- 
nois is chairman, that the only object of the law, which grants the right 
to the Secretary in his discretion, if he chooses to give such privileges, 
is simply to carry out the poodsjana of section 30 of the Washington 
treaty, which has long ago been annulled. But at bestall that can be 
said for this remarkable act of the Secretary of the Treasury is that he 
had the power to do it, and that he chose to do it, but equally he had 
the power not to do it had he so chosen. : 

Mr. President, there is not a railroad man of intelligence in the United 
States, there is not a great authority upon railroads among us, there is 
not a man who has studied the subject in all its bearings, who will not 
tell you and me and the Senate and the public that the gain derived 
by the Canadian railroads by this order of the Secretary more than ten 
times outbalances any gain that we get through what may fairly per- 
haps be termed the reciprocal relation of railroads in the two countries, 
as illustrated by the Grand Trunk and by our own railroads which 
have branches through the lower part of Canada. 

I affirm here that any one who investigates this subject and takes 
the testimony of men who know the most about it, will come to this 
conclusion: That the Canadian Pacific Railroad benefits by this trans- 
action ten times over all the benefits that we gain by being allowed 
what is called the ‘transit trade” over Canadian lines. Conversing 
only a few days ago with one of the brightest men engaged in railway 
traffic, the head of one of our systems in the United States, as good a 
Democrat as the Senator from Alabama, or as the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury or the Secretary of State, he said to me ‘‘our roadsare going to be 
ruined by these indulgences which the Administration has granted to 
the Canadians.” And it was not a fitting thing, sir, that any negotia- 
tion with Canada or Great Britain should have been set on foot that 
did not take into consideration the commercial privileges now enjoyed 
by Canada and Canadian railroads by the act of the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States. 

The course of Canada has been characteristic in this whole business 
ofthe transit trade. Wherever any interference with bonded privileges 
granted to us and from which we could benefit could avail such inter- 
terence has been resorted to. Senators will remember, particularly 
Western Senators, that when the large product of Manitoba needed an 
outlet into our territory and to our great grain centers, every hindrance 
that could be placed upon this transit was put there, and when called 
to account the Canadian Government denied that it had taken any 
part or had issued any orders, but Western business men knew all the 
same that the trade was interfered with and hindered, while Canada 
kc receiving uncounted, almost unmeasured benefits, of a like kind 

rom us, 

Here is another thing that ought to be settled in 


any negotiation 
between us and Great Britain or Canada. If Senators will 


ill look at the 
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map they will find a long line ot frontier water way from the upper 
Lake Superior along the rivers that connect the Great Lakes, through 
Huron and St. Clair, down through rivers that connect below, and 
through Lakes Erie and Ontario to the St. Lawrence, to the northern 
boundary of New York, whence that river flows northwardly and leaves 
the United States. Itis a frontier water way upon which has grown 
up a marine traffic that is immense in its extent. It is used for both 
Canadian and American trade, and it ought to be as free to the one as 
the other, if there is any reciprocal relation to be maintained between 
the Canadian Government and our Government. 


Aiding this water way, furnishing facilities to the vast commerce — 


using it, there is a canal at the Falls of St. Mary, which lie between 
Superior and Huron, commonly known as the Sault Ste. Marie. Upon 
this canal the United States has expended $4,000,000 in building and 
our Government is now maintaining it. : 

Through that canal, unmolested, unvexed by a single exaction, floats 
the British and Canadian craft alongside of the American craft. No 
discrimination whatever is made, and there ought to be none. But if 
you will follow down hundreds of miles through the lower lakes you 
will find that Great Britain has built between Erie and Ontario a canal 
that is known as the Welland Canal, and vessels of the United States 
and vessels of Canada or of Great Britain alike seek passage through 
this canal, and one of the things which Canada has done to discrimi- 
nate against American.commerce is to lay a tax upon every vessel that 
goes through the Welland Canal which delivers her cargo into a port 
of the United States, a tax of 20 cents per ton. Single vessels going 
through there have paid from $130 to $200 for each trip—not discrimi- 
nating against the vessel, but, what is worse, against the port that is 
her destination. Here are two vessels with the same kind of cargo 
coming to the mouth of the Welland Canal and seeking passage through 
it. One is American, the other is Canadian. If the American vessel 
is to take her cargo to Oswego, in New York, she has got to 20 cents 
per ton for that privilege. If the American vessel takes her cargo to 
Kingston, on the Canadian side, she pays nothing, or at most a nomi- 
ml tax. If the British vessel takes her cargo to Oswego, which is our 
port, she pays 20 cents per ton; if she takes her load to Kingston she 
pays nothing. 

Itis a discrimination against our trade, againstourcommerce. Itis 
in the same line with the policy that has been pursued as to the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railroad. It isto divert commerce from us to them. Is 
there any American citizen who can contemplate such an act as this 
without a feeling of impatience? Is there any Senator here, no matter 
what may be his party affiliations, no matter how he may be associated 
with this Administration, who does nob feel in himself a restiveness of 
spirit over such an exaction as this and that it is tolerated and per- 
mitted and acquiesced in? 

Sir, there never ought to be a negotiation between the two countries, 
either now or in the hereafter, that does not take into account this very 
matter, this grievance, this sore grievance that I am now imperfectly 
describing; and yet the American negotiators in dealing with the Cana- - 
dian and British negotiators were not permitted to bring this subject 
up and make it a part of the convention, and in the result to establish 
what should be right and just between the people as touching this 
matter. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that the spirit of the com made 
between the United States and Great Britain in 1817, which is entitled 
“Arrangement with Great Britain as to the naval force to be respect- - 
ively maintained on the American lakes, concluded April 28, 1817; 
approved by Senate April 16, 1818, and recommended to be carried into 
effeet; proclaimed April 28, 1818,” has been fairly carried out, Asa 
result of that arrangement, covdéting the scenes of the memorable con- 
flicts that took place on the Canadian Jakes between us and Great Brit- 
ain in the war of 1812, it was agreed as a measure of peace that both 
naval forces should be dismantled, destroyed, and that thereafter, in 
the language of the arrangement— 

The nayal force to be maintained upon the American lakes by His Majesty 
and the Government of the United States shall heneeforth be confined to the 
following vessels on each side; that is— 

On Lake Ontario, to one vessel, not exceeding 100 tons burden, and armed 
with one 18-pound cannon. Ae 

On the upper lakes, to two vessels, not exceeding like burden each, and 
armed with like force. 

Not only has the letter, but the spirit of that pacificatory arrange- 
ment been carried out by the United States Government so that we have 
in all the lakes but one war vessel, the Michigan, which would not be 
considered in any modern naval conflict tobeeven a war vessel. Neither 
has the United States ever by any act taken any course that would 
nullify the spirit of the compact by providing methods through which - 
she could instantly supply upon those lakes such naval force as is pro- 
hibited by that arrangement; but, on the other hand, Great Britain has 
gone on, has built and deepened canals, and can to-day on twenty-four 
hours’ notice put a fleet of twenty gunboats from the St. Lawrence 
River into Lake Ontario. Ishould say that in any great negotiation 
undertaken to settle questions which might be fraught with mischief 
in the future, this might well be considered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator a question in this 
connection, W hatdoes theSenator consider the character of the purpose 
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indicated by the construction of the heavy armament of Great Britain 
in the Northwest? Is there in international relations any apparent 
cause for the construction of great defenses for that part of the British 
Enipire? Is there any foreign power that threatens that coast, or can 
they be erected with reference to any probable condition of events ex- 
cept it may be warlike conflicts with the United States? I should 
like to know the Senator’s view of the immense fortifications on the 
Pacific coast being erected by the British Government. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not believe that any enlightened British statesman 
contemplates with any feeling except apprehension and dread armed con- 
flict with the United States. Ido not believe that there is any purpose 
on the part of any British administration, or has been in the last ten 
years, or is likely to be, any deliberate purpose or desire to enter into 
hostile conflict with the United States; but the things that are going on 
now, such as those to which the Senator from New Hampshire has 
called our attention, are in the line of Great Britain’s course always. 
She is, after the fashion that is commended in the proverbs, provident 
for the fature, and wherever her trade begins to extend, wherever her 
business begins to take root, as it has of late through the development of 
the Canadian railroad system, there Great Britain in time of peace pre- 
pares for war. 

I know of nothing in the situation referred to by the Senator from 
New Hampshire that would account for the expenditure of money by 
Great Britain and the erection of works such as he has described, except 
in carrying out this policy on the part of Great Britain; and it ought 
to admonish the United States, setting aside any question of counter 
preparation on our part, that in any negotiation that takes place to settle 
contentions between us and Great Britain or Canada we should not 
leave out these matters that have led to such transactions as the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire referred to. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask one question further? I should like to 
know if under the arrangement of 1817, to which the Senator has re- 
ferred, between these two nations, in order that their power of offense 
or defense should be in equilibrium, neither having the advantage of 
the other in view of what future controversies might require, there 
should be any less reason why the construction of great fortifications 
or the establishment of great naval stations on the Pacific coast should 
not be looked upon as equally dangerous to American interests in that 
- part of the world? Canit be otherwise than a fact that with this naval 
preparation and these fortifications of the harbors the British power is 
in a condition whenever a crisis in any matter occurs to sweep every 
American interest from the Pacific coast without any pretense of resist- 
ance on our part? I ask whether an act of that kind ought not to be 
looked upon as in the interest of possibly future hostile relations in the 
contemplation of that power? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can draw his own inference as to what 
may be at the bottom of this policy as conducted by Great Britain. 

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, a remarkable spectacle that in 
this emergency we are confronted with what perhaps is a solid array 
on the other side of the Chamber, which takes the ground that this 
treaty is sufficient under the circumstances; that under it our rights 
are secured; that itis a praiseworthy result of an important negotiation. 
Of course it follows that in advocating the treaty Democratic Senators 
find themselves arguing the British side. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] was conscious of this, when, in his elaborate and able 

on Monday last, he presented the case of the Administration in 
favor of the treaty. 

I do not believe that all Senators on the other side will accept this 
position with complacency or satisfaction. In controversies which 
have heretofore arisen with Great Britain such has not been the fashion 
of the great leaders of the Democratic party. They have taken pride 
in maintaining the American side, which must now be left to this side 
of the Chamber. But Democratic Senators this year are led at chariot 
wheels. They are obeying the orders of the President, and from that 
source they have received no patriotic inspiration to guide them in 
the consideration of this subject. 

Thirty-seven years ago in the United States Senate an old Demo- 
cratic Senator from the State of Arkansas, in the course of a speech 
upon a controversy which had arisen with Great Britain in relation to 
the fisheries, said: 

Tt is a remarkable fact that in looking back through the history of our Goy- 
ernment, ro aga A to the war period of 1812 and since that time, in every dis- 
pute or hostile collision with a foreign country, without an exception that now 
occurs to me, there been a party in our country and represented in the two 


Houses of Congress, which has invariably taken sides with that foreign coun- 
try and against our own. 


It was Senator Solon Borland, of Arkansas, who uttered these 
words—— 

Mr. HOAR. I was called out by a colleague in the other House 
about ten minutes ago when the Senator was entering upon a very in- 
teresting portion of his rematks, as I can well conjecture, for I came 
back while he was speaking of the great expenditure made by Canada 
and the British Government in to railroads, and then he made 
some observations about the stipulation of 1817 in to the naval 
armaments that may be maintained on the lakes by the two countries. 
I should like to ask the Senator in that connection if he stated to the 
Senate the fact that has come to my knowledge, that Canada has just 


contracted for a ship-railway across the isthmus between the Bay of 
Fundy and the Gulf of St. Lawrence, to which she has stipulated a 
guaranty of 20 per cent. on the stock, and which is to convey vessels 
not less than 2,700 tons, so that she will be able from any station on 
the Bay of Fundy or even from Halifax to transport very promptly, 
and in case of difficulty with this country, any number of gun-boats 
sufficient to navigate the entire length of all these lakes? In addition 
to that she has contracted or is about to contract, is making arrange- 
ments as I know from very high authority, for a shorter but generally 
parallel route to the Welland Canal, making connection between the 
upper and the lower lakes, which, in connection with this ship-railway, 
will bring her vessels to our own doors, so that she will haye within 
the next two or three years the entire command of the lakes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have made no allusion to the subject 
that has been so well adduced by the Senator from Massachusetts, be- 
cause I was not fully informed as to the facts as he is, and I am obliged 
to him for having brought this matter into the discussion, because it 
supplements what I have been saying as to the course that is being pur- 
sued by Great Britain from year to year, and, indeed, as in this case 
that he has brought here, at the present day. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who believe that these subjects- 
matter which have a growing importance touching the relations be- 
tween the United States and and therefore Great Britain, will 
be ultimately settled without further negotiations. Why it was that 
our negotiators, who were able and honest and patriotic men, yielded 
and accepted such a treaty as this I can not say. I do not attribute to 
them, knowing them all well as I do, any motive or impulse in the 
least shaded by impropriety. Ido say this, however, that one month 
before these negotiators came to an accord and the treaty that is now 
lying before the Senate was signed, I do not think a man could have 
been found in Washington who believed that a treaty would be con- 
cluded. What considerations moved in the mind of the American ne- 
gotiators neither I nor any associate of mine here can tell. But we do 
know that at last our representatives gave way, and the able gentle- 
men on the other side succeeded in negotiating a treaty that they were 
satisfied with. And because that treaty is really in substance of so 
little account, because it secures to the interest that is most affected 
nothing worth reckoning, because the great opportunities that these 
negotiators had of considering all subjects arising between the two 
nations in a broad and liberal way and securing a treaty that would 
have settled the peace of the two countries for a generation—because 
of all these things I am opposed to the ratification of the treaty. 

I do not suppose that anybody believes that this treaty will be rati- 
fied by theSenate. Mischief enough, I fear, will come out of it at best. 
In any subsequent negotiation I fear that our side will be hampered and 
embarrassed by the concessions that have been made in this treaty. I 
do not think it is fitting or proper in open session to go into a discus- 
sion of that point. 

I have endeavored, Mr. President, and I thank the Senate for its at- 
tention, to show some of the reasons why it is that the American 
ple believe that this treaty does not meet the occasion and shonli bo 
rejected by the Senate. The public sense is keenly alive when any 
question of national pride or national humiliation is concerned, and I 
make no doubt that the Senate will agree in its action with the clear 
and plain sentiment of the people that, weighed in the balance, this 
treaty is found wanting. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. There comes over as unfinished business from yester- 
day the District of Columbia appropriation bill, leaving two amend- 
ments undisposed of subject to action. I think it will take but a few 
moments to dispose of them. I should be glad to have that bill acted 
on now inorder that it may go into conference, so as not to run the risk 
of failure by the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rose for the purpose of asking unanimous consent 
that these resolutions shall go over until Monday week without preju- 
dice to their present condition before the Senate, so that they may come 
up at the conclusion of the routine business of the morning hour on 
Monday week. Ido that because some Senators on the other side have 
indicated to me a desire to be absent next week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that the resolutions be laid 
over until a week from next Monday. 

Mr. HALE. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There is no objection, andit is so or- 
dered. The resolutions are postponed till Monday, June 25. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up the District appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 62) to provide for 
fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business 
be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to consider Order 
of Business 649, being the bill (S, 405) providing for the adjustment of 
one of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 

our law. > 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
had been recognized. ; 7 

Mr. PLUMB. Icannotyield. We must firstconsider bills for which 
there is absolute necessity. After this is ak, nicer bill is di of 
I am directed to bring up another one, but I shall allow an interval 
between them for other business. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the conclusion of the appropriation bill I shall 
make the request again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the request of 
‘the Senator from Kansas that the regular order be temporarily laid 
aside for the consideration of the District appropriation bill. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire what the regular order is. 
I have just come in, having been detained in committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is the bill 
(S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] who had charge originally of the general bill to pro- 
vide for the construction of office buildings, or the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] what the plan is ip regard to the consideration of 
that bill. It is a very important bill, and has been some time before 
the Senate. It is a bill in which I have taken a good deal of interest, 
having first presented the subject to the Senate formally by a bill, and 
I should like to know if the Senator will not make some arrangement 
by which it can be called up at an early day, either under a special or- 
der or otherwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. That bill was reported by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. I am anxious, and I know the members of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds are, to press that bill at the earliest 
day possible on the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no doubt whatever of this, Mr. President, 
but the bill has been much delayed unexpectedly, and I wanted to 
make an appeal to whichever Senator has the bill in charge at this time 
to bring it forward, to advance it, if possible, and secure the designation 
of a day when it may be considered, and I hope it may be onas early a 
day as possible, and to do this it seems necessary to have some definite 
understanding respecting its consideration with the formal consent of 
the Senate now. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to take up the bill, 
but I must state to the Senate that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] will be absent next week. TheSenator from Wisconsin and 
myself framed the bill. { reported it at his suggestion, but he really 
has charge of it. I reported it in his absence, and I would rather he 
should be here when it is considered. Whatever day is agreed upon 
between Senatorswillsuitme, I shall be here when the bill comes up. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin is to be 
away for a few days, but I would ask him before he goes, if he can, to 
fix upon some day which will be agreeable to him for its consideration, 
and that he ask the Senate to agree that that day shall be set aside for 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered after the morning hour one week from Friday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that Order of Business 1101, being the bill (S. 
2762) to provide for the erection of public buildings for post-offices in 
towns and cities where the post-office receipts for three years preced- 
ing have exceeded $3,000 annually, be taken up for consideration im- 
mediately after the morning business on one week from Friday next, 
being the 22d instant. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator whether that interferes 
with bills for street railways and the various special orders. If so, I 
willobject. Otherwise, I will not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to interfere with the special orders. 
I will say after the special orders have been di of. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to inquire of the Senator if it will not answer 
his p to give notice that at that time he will call up the bill. 
And a majority of the Senate, without doubt, unless there is some ex- 
igency in the way, would accede to the Senator’s suggestion. But 
making ial orders in the last days of the session involves a great 
deal of trouble often. I suggest to the Senator that he give notice 
that at that time he will call up the bill. He can have the assurance, 
I think, of the Senate that, unless some pressing exigency is in the way, 
such a notice would be regarded. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to make a parliamentary inquiry. The 
bill was taken up and considered by the Senate, I think, when the 
Senate was going on with the Calendar. Then in some manner it was 
laid aside. 

, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the bill 
is now upon the Calendar. It has never been under consideration ex- 
cept on the call of the Calendar, and is subject to the order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. VEST. The bill was taken up by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But other business has intervened. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Missouri will remember, I think, 
that the bill came up under the five-minute rule, under an order to 
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proceed to the consideration of bills regularly upon the Calendar. It 
was reached and was considered under that rule, and it then went over 


and occupied its position at the head of the Calendar. It has been set 
aside from day to day by other orders. 

Mr. VEST. According to parliamentary law, after other bills that 
intervene have been disposed of then the bill comes before the Senate 
without being made a special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that when 
other business intervenes, if the bill was taken up on motion, it went 
back to the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would say to the Senator from Missouri that in 
his absence the bill was reached, and at the request of his colleague it 
was passed over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am quite content to adopt the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes],in which I think 
there is force, and I will ask, the bill being in charge of the Senator 
from Missouri, that he give notice that on one week from the coming 
Friday after the morning hour, he will ask the Senate to take up and 
consider the bill. . 

Mr. VEST. Let the Senator from Wisconsin do that; or if he prefers 
I give that notice. 

Mr.SPOONER. That will suit me. I shall be here at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his request, and the Senator from Missouri gives notice that one 
week from Friday next, after the morning business, he will move to take 
up the bill for consideration. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up the District appropriation bill: 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. t 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent to change an amendment 
adopted yesterday. The change becomes n by what has since 
occurred. I ask that on page 19, in the place of what now constitute 
lines 19 and 20, what I send to the desk be inserted. There is some 
question about the location of streets in the northeast part of the city 
which has only been satisfactorily settled this morning, which makes 
it desirable, if not necessary, that this amendment should be changed 
as proposed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to change lines 19-and 20, in sec- 
tion 1, on page 19, so as to read: 

For work on Fourth street, towards the Bunker Hill road, and on First street 
extended to Michigan avenue, and from thence along said avenue to Lincoln 


> $15, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. There was an amendment on page 38 in, the appro- 
priations ‘‘ for charities” which was amended by adding certain words, 
I ask unanimous consent, after consulting the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWEs], to substitute for the amendment offered by him 
what I send to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 38, in section 1, line 15, after the word 
t“ dollars,” it is proposed to strike out the amendment already agreed 
to and to insert: 

And from this sum the commissioners may allot to the Washington Night 
Lodging House Association a gross sum not exceeding $1,500 to be expended 
in the diseretion of said association; and the commissioners may allot part of 


the appropriation remaining to the Young Woman's Christian Home for niain- 
tenance. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment? 
The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now ask that the amendment of the committee, on 
page 42, line 1, may be modified. he amendment provides, “one 
draughtsman, $1,800.” It should be $1,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that modi- 
fication will be made. 

The question before the Senate is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to an amendment reported as in 
Committee of the Whole. The clerks inform the Chair that the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida is in the possession of that 
Senator. 

Mr. CALL. On page 2, line 20, I move, after the first word ‘‘ one,” 
to insert the word ‘‘ chief;’’ so as to read: 

One chief inspector of plumbing. s 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. @ 

Mr. CALL, On the same page, in line 20, I move to strike out 
‘‘ $1,800”? and insert ‘‘$3,000;” so as to read: 

One chief inspector of plumbing, $3,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted in the REC- 
ORD the recommendation of the majority of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the accompanying letter. 


` 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. h 
The papers referred to are as follows: _ 
COMMITTEE on DISTRICT or COLUMBIA. 


We recommend the passage of the amendment to the District appropriation 
bill, in neg gsc na Ane gph erwin araa pagi bn E rera p PB soon ector of 
plumbing in all buildings and of sewers in the — R Columbia, “ad 


CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
C. B. FARWELL, 
JONATHAN CHACE, 
JOHN ©, SPOONER, 
Committee on the District af Columbia, 
Wasutncrox, D. C., May 29, 1883. 
DEAR Sim: With pleasure we notice the action you have upon the 
ubestion of the sani inspection of all dwellings. We believe that many 
which are occupied as dwellings, and some of our public buildings, are 
so deplorably unhealthy as to menace the public health, and without some ac- 
tion of Congress there is no authority for the application of remedial measures, 
‘The inspector of plumbing, though evidently an efficient and en ic officer, 
has no authority beyond the examination of private structures in course of 
erection; and we earnestly anion early na favorable action of Con- 
gress upon some measure similar proposed by you. 
Very respectfully, - 


Hon, WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate. 


As it is pro to increase the duties of the inspector of plumbing, and 
knowing what additional labor and responsibility this work will put upon him, 
I feel that the salary of his present office is much toosmall. The technical knowl- 
edge which he employs and the work he now does one to be well a for. 

wW. W. JOHNSTON, M. D. 


From personal observation, I regard the services of the inspector of plumb- 
ing as most valuable to the people of this District, and I consider the present 
incumbent an intelligent and valuable officer. Even without any increase of 
labor his present salary is too small and should be egay increased. 

= re HOMPSON. 


I not only concur with the within, but I think thatthe office of 
plumbin; one of the most important in the District, and that the present in- 
ninani ben proved himself to be the right man in the Tirns pIa: e proper 
performance of the duties of inspector is so important and responsible that $4,000 
‘would be the best use the Government could make of that amount annually 


for his salary. He is well worth it. 
JOS. TABER JOHNSON, M. D. 
S. C. BUSEY, M. D. 


rof 


WASHINGTON, June 11, 1888. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended in the 
Senate. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on 31, 
line 11, by striking out, after the word ‘‘ under-ground,”’ the word 
“thirty-six” and inserting ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For putting District wires under-ground, $25,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Since yesterday I have found a copy of the let- 
ter of the president of the District commissioners, addressed to the chair- 
man of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, in which the commissioners recommend an 
increase in the estimate for putting District telegraph and telephone 
wires under-ground from $25,000 to $36,000. I call the attention of 
the Senator from Kansas to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, that hasjust been brought to my attention: The 
committee proceeded upon the faith of the estimate made by the com- 
missioners and did not know of the existence of this supplemental es- 
timate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course I supposed that the Senator incharge 
of the bill was not aware of this recommendation. I hope that the 
amendment of the committee will be disagreed to. 

Lalso continue in the belief that the Senate should hold on to the 
proposition of the House of Representatives to begin the work of put- 
ting the telegraph, telephone, and electric light wires in this District 
underground. I donot believe if we wait fora wholesale and compre- 
hensive plan that we shall get any of them under ground within the 
next five or ten years, whereas, I believe, if a beginning is made, and 
through those streets and avenues where the District commissioners put 
the District wires under ground we put all other wires under ground, 
we shall have made a beginning which in time will have an end, and 
this city will take the lead, as it should take the lead, of all the cities 
in the United States in putting all wires under ground, so that from 
one end of the city to the other, thro our and our broad ave- 
nues and over our magnificent public buildings, there may not be the 
disfigurement of a single telegraph wire or a single telegraph pole, 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the question of concurring in the 
amendment striking out the proviso. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that question is put I wish to modify the amend- 


ment of the committee, which can be done by unanimous consent. I 
ask that the amendment of the committee be amended by restoring the 
sum of $36,000 in place of $25,000, 

But while up I wish to say that in my judgment nothing could be 
more harmful to that which the Senator from New Hampshire has so 
much at heart than the adoption of this proposition. I think his own 
good sense would dictate to him that when we come to put the wires 
under ground it must be under some arrangement whereby the tenure 
by which these companies are to occupy the streets underground may 
be determined in advance; and until that is done there can be no prac- 
ticable submerging of the wires. To do otherwise would result, as I 
believe, in tearing up the streets and leaving them torn up while ex- 
prosite and protracted litigation, and, as I think, to the defeat of the 
istrict, will be going on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to have the amendment read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 31, line 11, the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, struck out “thirty-six ” and inserted ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ 
s0 as to read: y 

For putting District wires under ground, $25,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. I asked unanimous consent that that amendment 
might be disagreed to, and the sum restored to $36,000. 

Fuhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas, if 
he will allow me, whether there isnot a considerable mite of legislation 
on this bill for the District of Columbia? It so reads tome. If it be 
so, it has certainly been ruled in the Senate by the Presiding Officer 
that no legislation can be had on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know of any legislation but the lastsection, 
which provides for a lapse of funds, except such as was put on by the 
other House. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then that isenough. One mere matter of 
legislation on an appropriation bill is in violation of the rules, as the 
President of the Senate has expressed himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER There isan objection. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. [Putting the 
question.] The noes appear to have it 

Mr. LER. What amendment is that? 

The FRISDENE pro tempore, The amendment in lines 11 and 12 
on page 31. 

Mr. PLUMB. That isthe amendment in regard to the amount ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. CHACE. I call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will then be held as not 
having been announced. The Senator from Rhode Island asks for a 
division. Senators in the affirmative will rise. [A pause.] No Sena- 
tor having risen, is a further division insisted upon ? 

Mr. CHACE. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentis non-concurred in. 
The question recurs on concurring in the amendment striking out the 
proviso from line 12 to line 22, on page 31. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task for the reading of the words proposed to 
be stricken out, A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken out 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, on 
page 31, line 12, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ struck out the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall require all 
telegraph, telephone, and other wires to be removed from all streets, avenues, 
and alleys wherefrom the District wires have been or may be removed, and to 
require all wires to be placed under ground at the expense of the body-co 
rate, company, or person now maintaining, owning, or using the same. The 
location of conduits, the trenching, excavation, and relaying of pavements in 
streets and alleys of the cables and devices used to be subject to the direction 
and approval of the said commissioners. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment was agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole and was reserved for a separate vote in the 
Senate. The question nowrecurs upon concurring in the amendment. 
To vote ‘‘ay’?’ strikes it out; to vote ‘‘no’? leaves it in the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this question the Senator from 
New Hampshire asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And I ask the President of the Senate to 
rule now whether that is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The provision isin the hill, and was 
not offered as anamendment. If the Senator from Virginia will exam- 
ine the rule, he will find that the provision to which he refers relates 
only to amendments offered inthe Senate. The proviso proposed to be 
stricken out is a part of the bill. 
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Mr. PLUMB. As it came from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposes to strike 
out the proviso. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not care whether it came from the 
House of Representatives or not. If it is legislation on an appropria- 
tion bill, it has no more right to be on the bill as it came from the other 
House than if it were proposed to put it on in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is proposed to strike it out. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then let us strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal on the ques- 
tion of concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam quite in favor of compelling the telegraph com- 
panies to put their wires under ground, but it seems to me, as the Sen- 
ator from suggests, that there is no proper provision made here. 
It can not be left, I think, entirely to the commissioners to make the 
regulations; Congress should do it. Therefore I shall vote to strike 


out the proviso. 
The Secretary will call the roll on 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. What does an affirmative vote do? Will the Chair 
please state it again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To vote in the affirmative strikes 
out the proviso contained in lines 12 to 22, inclusive, on page 31. The 
roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I do not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was ape Iwithhold my vote. I 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and I do 
not know how he would vote. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 
Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired on all ques- 


tions with the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was call 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam informed by the colleague of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] that he would vote “‘ yea” if present. 
As I should vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question, I will therefore vote. I 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL]. I do not know how he would vote on this question. Ishould 
vote ‘‘yea’’ if I were not paired. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that the Senator from Florida can vote 
without any question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida de- 
sire to have his vote recorded? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], if here, 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. Then I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the afirmative). I have cast 
my vote, as I am informed by some friends on the other side that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with whom I havea pair gener- 
ally, would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], but I do not understand that. this vote divides at all upon 
general opinions, and I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] if 
he knows how the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] would be 
likely to vote on this question if he were present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not tell. 

Mr. HARRIS. Fam paired with the Senator from Vermont, but 
would vote if I thought the Senator from Vermont would vote 

yea. 

Mr, ALLISON, I know how he ought to vote. I think he ought 
to vote in the affirmative, but I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order to help make a quorum I shall vote, 
this not being a party question. I shall vote ‘* yea.’’ 
nie ee I se eee that the oe from South Carolina 

T. hee is absent and unpaired. That being so, I will transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], and I will record my vote 


ac ea’? 
in. WILSON, of Maryland. Having been told that if the Senator 


Mr. SABIN]. 
). Iam paired with the Sena- 


from Iowa [Mr. Wison], with whom I am paired, were herehe would 
vote ‘‘yea,’’ I also vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 5; as follows: 
YEAS—36, 


Allison, Coke, Hale, Riddlebergor, 
Bate, Cullom, Harris, Sawyer, í 
Beck, Da Hoar, 
Berry, Daw S) mer, 
Brown, Dolph, Manderson, bridge, 
Ga s, S rars 

* yne, 5 
Cameron, Faulkner, Plumb, althall 
Cockrell, eorge, Reagan, ‘Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—5. 

Blair, Hawley, Stewart, Vest. 
Chandler, > 
Aldrich, Frye, Kenna, Quay. 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Mitchell, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gray, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Chace. Hampton, 1, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Paddock, Vance. 
Daniel. Hiscock, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 


So the amendment, striking out the proviso, was concurred in. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to insert a line which was 
left out by mistake between lines 6 and 7, on 16. It was over- 
looked by the clerk, and was not contained in the bill as reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be inserted 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 16, between lines 6 and 7, insert: 

N street between Twenty-second and Twenty-fourth streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in the Senate? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by me directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish a full statement of all offers of bonds for sale since 
April 1, 1888, which comes over from yesterday. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not insist on 
that motion but will modify his request. I have no objection to the 
unfinished business being temporarily laid aside for any matter that 
will not take much time, but I do not wish it to be displaced by a mo- 
tion to take up something else after the morning hour. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the resolution disposed of 
before I leave, and I shall leave to-morrow evening. If it can be dis- 
posed of to-morrow morning, that will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think it will take long to dispose ofthe 
resolution. 3 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator does not understand my proposition. 
The iamen effect of a motion to take up the resolution I under- 
stand would be to displace the regular orđer. I wish the Senator to 
ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. STEWART. I will ask for unanimous consent, if I can getit. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that the suggestion of the Senator from Nevada 
to take the resolution up to-morrow morning will be acquiesced in. I 
have been trying for a long time to get the Senate to consider the bill 
(S. 405) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. That is a matter 
which has been pending for at least three Con in succession, and 
although there have been favorable reports in both Houses I think, 
certainly in the Senate twa or three times, it has never been brought 
to a decision, These men have been lingering and waiting and pass- 
ing resolutions and presenting memorials all these years, and I have 
beenstruggling to get consideration of the bill for some time. I thought 
I had made my peace with everybody, with the appropriation bills, and 
the fisheries question, and the Senator from Oregon, and that the bill 
could be disposed of this afternoon. Ido not think it will require dis- 
cussion. In the first section it merely repeats in gabatents toe eight- 
hour law and asserts that it shall be the law iñ reference to the adjust- 
ment of the claims of workmen, laborers, and mechanics, and then 
sends them to the Court of Claims to see whether there is anything 
which is due under the law. I hope that I may have a chance to dis- 
pose of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 62) to provide for forti- 
fications and other seacoast defenses, which is in charge of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], is the unfinished business and entitled to 
the right of way. Yesterday, by unanimous consent, the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] was assigned for 
consideration after the close of the morning business to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was displaced, the Chair under- 
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stands, by an appropriation bill. The Senator from Nevada now asks 
unanimous consent that Senate bill 62 may be informally laid aside to 
proceed with the consideration of the resolution indicated by him. 
The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that both 
orders may be displaced to enable the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 405. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I do not ask that Senate bill 62 shall be dis- 
placed. I ask unanimous consent that it be en eid laid aside in 
order that the biH I have indicated may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do, if unanimous consent can be given for the con- 
sideration of his resolution. Iam also willing that the regular order 
may be laid aside for the purpose of considering the bill of the Senator 
from New Hampshire when it is reached. Iam willing to give way to 
both measures, but I do not wish to have the regular order displaced. 
That is all I desire to guard against. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator from Nevada suggests that to-morrow 
morning will answer his purpose, I shall object, hoping to see some ar- 
rangement made to dispose of his resolution to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think both Senators would get their measures 
disposed of if they would take them up in their order. 

Mr, PLUMB. I think I can make a suggestion that will relieve the 
situation somewhat. It was my design immediately after the comple- 
tion of the District of Columbia appropriation bill to call up the bill 
making appropriations for the Agricultural Department. I agreed to 
waive that for the purpose of allowing the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire at least to try to get up his bill, as that seemed to be the temper 
of the Senate. In view of what the Senator from Nevada says about 
his convenience concerning the resolution which he has submitted, and 
the other matters here, I shall not move either one of the appropria- 
tion bills pending to-day, but I give notice that to-morrow, immedi- 
ately at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall move to take 
up the agricultural appropriation bill, and if that is disposed of in time 
I shall hope to conclude the consideration of the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill also to-morrow. That will give time enough for the consid- 
eration of the other matters to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the request of 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], that Senate bill 62, being 
the unfinished business, may be informally laid aside to enable him to 
move to proceed to the consideration of the resolution indicated by 
him. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object, in the hope that the Senator’s resolution 
may come up to-morrow morning. : 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by him, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish a full state- 
ment of all offers of bonds, etc. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. The 
effect of it is to displace the pending order. Iam willing to accept any 
accommodation of the matter, but not to have the pending order dis- 

laced. 

j Mr. SHERMAN. For the sake of furthering the business I trust 
that the Senator from Nevada and the Senator from New Hampshire 
will both have an opportunity to present their matters, and then, as a 
matter of course, without any further order the bill in charge of the 
Senator from n will come up, It seems to me to be a waste of 
time to call for the yeas and-nays, and if pairs are observed that will 
be the end of a quoram. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not at all—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable, and 
debate can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am aware of that; but yet I have heard very pro- 
longed debates upon questions situated precisely as this is. I desire to 
say, by unanimous consent, that here is a great measure, at least one 
which concerns a great many working people in this country. It has 


been pending Congress after Congress, and I feel as though I ought to 
ask the Senate to take the responsibility of any further nement. 
The Senator from Oregon is not ready to proceed with his bill; he is 


not desirous of proceeding with it, and if the Senate or somebody must 
make a choice between the consideration of this measure and the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Nevada, and there is to be debate, I must 
ask the Senate to decide the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from New Hampshire going to be ab- 
sent from the city at any time within a day or two? 

Mr. BLAIR, Idonotknowin regardtothat. Ihavesome desire to be 
absent, but I find that the public business will require the attention of 
somebody and I shall make quite as much sacrifice by remaining as by 

ing. Ido not think that the convenience of Senators in disregard- 

ng the requirements of public duty ought to be preferred to the con- 
venience of Senators who will stay here at still greater inconvenience 
and attend to the public service. 

Mr. HARRIS. The reason of my inquiry is because if the Senator 
from New Hampshire is going to remain here, as the Senator from Ne- 


vada is going away, it would furnish to my mind an obvious reason 
why we ought to give the Senator from Nevada the right of way. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee, by the con- 
sent of the Senate, that I have been here attending to the public serv- 
ice without exception every day until yesterday since this session be- 
gan, so far as I remember, and I have much of the time remained in 
the hope of getting consideration for this bill. I know that those who 
are interested in pressing the bill have been here a long while at great 
expense, many of them, and they are exceedingly desirous that it shall 
be considered, and so is nearly every Senator in this body, as I under- 
stand. It was the understanding that this bill should be considered 
to-day if some arrangement could be made in regard to the appropria- 
tion bills, which had the right of way against everything, and I must 
ask the Senate to do the postponing, if it is to be done. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I can make a proposition which will permit 
the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Nevada to 
press their measures without interfering with mine. I ask unanimous 
consent that the regular order be laid aside temporarily, to be resumed 
at 2 o’clock on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 62) to 
provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses, may be infor- 
mally laid aside, its consideration to be resumed on Monday next at 2 
o’clock in the afternoon. Is there objection? ` 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that it be postponed until Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent it may be 
informally laid aside, and the consideration resumed on Monday next 
at 2 o'clock, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

OFFER OF BONDS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada [Mr, 
STEWART] is entitled to the floor. 

: = STEWART. I wish to have my motion put to take up the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwithdraw my demand for the yeas and nays on the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution submit- 
ted by him directing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish a fall 
statement of all offers of bonds, etc. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely wish to say, by unanimous consent, that I 
hope the motion will not prevail, so that I may have an opportunity to 
move to take up Senate bill 405. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted June 11 by Mr. STEW- 
ART, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with a full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the 
Government since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, 
premiums asked,and names of ies offering bonds; also with a full states 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of purchase, amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and names of parties selling since said date, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion to commit to the Committee on Finance. That takes precedence 
of the motion to amend. 

Mr, COCKRELL. That motion, I believe, was made by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion was made by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot see him in his seat. I hope the motion, 
however, will be withdrawn; or, if not withdrawn, that it will be voted 
down. 

I shall make my statement now in regard to the amendment which 
Ihave pending, in order that we may dispose of this resolution as 
speedily as possible. 

When the Secretary of the Treasury first began inviting offers ol 
bonds under the law in order to reduce the surplus in the ry, 
the Treasury Department received the proposals and daily made a state- 
ment showing the name of the person offering bonds, the kind of bonds 
offered, whether coupon or registered, whether 4} percents or 4 per- 
cents, and the rate at which they were offered. That statement con- 
tained, as I say, the names of the ms making the proposals to sel] 
their bonds, a description of the bonds, and the price at which they 
were offered. 

The Secretary of the Treasury also gave the press for publication a 
statement of the acceptance of the bonds. This was continued for some 
time, when numerous complaints were made against the disclosure of 
the names of those who made proposals to sell bonds. It was claimed 
that it was proving injurious to individual business men, that it was 
giving byrne to transactions which should not be made public, that 
it was deterring individuals engaged in business from making proposals 
to sell their bonds for fear that a misconstruction would be put upor 
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their offer in the commercial world. It was upon these protests that 
the Treasury Department changed the policy and gave to the press only 
a statement of the proposals received, the number of bonds, the char- 
acter and designation of the bonds offered, the price at which they were 
offered, and then a statement as to the bonds accepted. 

These statements gave every particle of information which could be 
desired by the most curious in regard to these bonds, They gave the 
number, the amount, and character of the bond, whether it was a hun- 
dred-dollar bond or $5,000 in bonds, whether a 4 per cent. or a 4} per 
cent., and whether coupon or registered, and the price at which the 
bonds were offered. That was published. It was given out to the press 
at 12 0’clock. At 2 o'clock was given out the acceptance of the bonds, 
and that acceptance contained every particle of the information called 
for by the resolution, except simply the name of the person who offered 
to sell, which was first given out and the doing of which was changed 
for the reason I have stated. 

The Treasury Department keeps a complete record entitled ‘‘a sched- 
ule of proposals received,” giving the date of the sale of bonds under 
the Department circular No. 42, of April 17, 1888. As the proposals 
are received each day, they are entered upon this schedule in consecu- 
tive order, and numbered each day from 1 up. Upon this schedule 
is entered the name of the person proposing to sell the bonds, with the 
post-office address, and the kind of bonds, whether coupon or regis- 
tered, the rate, and the price net, the per cent. realized to the investor 
and to the United States, and then whether the offer is accepted or re- 
jected. At 12 o'clock all the bids or proposals are given out, showing 
what I have indicated, and at 2 o’clock the acceptances are given out. 

I referred to the curiosity or anxiety of the distinguished Senator 
from Nevada to find out the names of the persons whoare offering bonds. 
That curiosity may be explained in part by what I believe to be on rec- 
ord in the Treasury Department. If I am not mistaken, on the 11th 
day of May, 1888, one Ivan C. Michels, a journalist of this city, 622 F 
street, boarding at the Tremont House, addressed a letter to the Secre- 
tary of the , Hon. C. S. Fairchild, in which he said in substance, 
‘If agreeable to you, would thank you if you would favor the Senate 
Committee on Mines and Mining witha detailed statement of the United 
States bonds offered and accepted by the Treasury Department from 
April 17 to the present day, and hereafter to send the daily reports as 
furnished to the press to said committee.” ; 

I believe that in pursuance of this letter addressed to the Secretary 
and requesting him to send a list of these offers to the Senate Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining, of which the distinguished Senator from 
Nevada is chairman, the Treasury Department furnished to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining a detailed statement, giving all the in- 
formation called for by the resolution, save only the names of the per- 
sons proposing to sell bonds to the Government. So the distinguished 
Senator from Nevada has had and enjoyed rights and privileges which 
other Senators have not enjoyed. He and the distinguished journalist 
whose name I have given have had before them all the time a com- 
plete statement of the bonds bought by the Government. 

Now, why do they insist upon having the names? There must bea 
reason; there must be some motive. Why do they want the names 
of the gentlemen who are proposing to sell bonds? As I said yester- 
day, if there were the least intimation that there bad been any impro- 
priety of any kind in any act of the Treasury Department charged, I 
rev then very gladly withdraw the proposed amendment I have 
o : 

The Treasury Department has no more interest in this matter than 
any Senator upon this floor. The Treasury Department in this whole 
matter has acted for what it believed to be the very best interests of 
the public service and the very best means of securing bonds at the 
lowest price. I say the official record shows that in every solitary in- 
stance, without one particle of exception, the Treasury Department ac- 
ce the lowest bid. Then the question is simply a naked one, why 
does the distinguished Senator from Nevada insist upon having these 
names when he has had all the time all the information called for, ob- 
tained upon the personal application of a journalist of this city? 

I desire to withdraw my amendment, and to state that the Treasury 
Department invites the closest scrutiny of every one of its official acts. 
If the Senate of the United States thinks it is the best policy to publish 
to the world for the benefit of the distinguished Senator from Nevada, 
chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining, and the distinguished 
journalist to whom I have referred, the names of all those citizens of 
the United States who have offered to sell bonds to the Government, 
then the responsibility for the result rests entirely upon the Senate and 
not upon the Treasury Department. 

I hope the Senate will vote down the proposal to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Finance, and I shall then withdraw my amend- 
SA and the Senator’s resolution may pass just in the form that he 

esires, 

Mr. STEWART. Iam delighted that the Senator from Missouri 
has at last seen the propriety of having no secrecy about this matter. 
I was not aware of the letter Mr. Michels wrote for the Committee 
on Mines and Mining, but I approve of it. I think it is information 
that every man should possess, and I think that the more publicity 
we have in regard to this matter, the better it is for the Secretary of 


the Treasury. It is very much better for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to have publicity given to it. There has been criticism, and very 
severe criticism, of the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to matters 
very nearly allied to this. It is a fact, I believe it is undisputed, that 
several gentlemen left the Treasury Department and organized a bank 
in New York, and that occasioned somecomment. Immediately upon 
the organization of that hank certain orders were made to fill it with 
public money. The Secretary of the Treasury on the 8th of Oetober 
last directed the Treasurer of the United States as follows: 

Sir: The Western National Bank of New York City has been designated a 
United States depository,and the security fixed for the present at $1,000,000 of 
United States 4 per cent. bonds. In order to avoid the usual delay in obtaining 
a balance by accumulating revenue deposits, I will thank you, when the bonds 
are received, to cause to be transferred to said bank from national-bank deposi- 
tories other than those in New York City such amounts as may be deposited 
therein to the credit of your general account, in excess of their authorized bal- ~ 
ances, until the sum of $1,100,000 is reached, which amount the Western National 
Bank will be authorized to hold as a fixed balance. 


Respectfully, yours, 
C. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 


This may all be very well; the money may as well be in that bank as in 
any other bank; but suppose this thing is to remain secret, may not the 
Secretary of the Treasury be injured by the suspicion that the persons 
who formed this bank and received this large deposit may have been given 
advantages, or others may have been given advantages? Itseemstomeit 
is better for the Secretary to have publicity given to these transactions. 
His relations with some banks are relations of friendship only, I will ad- 
mit, but considering the speed with which he urged a large deposit in 
that bank, it seems to me that it would be well if the country knew 
with whom he is dealing. 

Publicity, I say, is necessary for his reputation, because if it should 
turn out hereafter that persons connected with this bank were the 
principal sellers, there would be talk with regard to it, and there 
would be criticism. I say that publicity is better in this instance, 
and it is better in every transaction of the Department. Ifthe Govern- - 
ment can not do business in public as other people do, it had better 
net do business at all. It had better not buy its bonds unless it can 
buy them publicly, so that nobody can have reason to complain; for I 
say there may be complaints. There is now complaint of favoritism 
in the deposits in the national banks. It is suggested that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury having the discretion uses it in the interest of his 
friends, Hestates that it is entirely discretionary with him to deposit 
the $60,000,000, or whatever amount may be deposited, in whatever 
banks he pleases. He has this enormous discretionary power, and hav- 
ing this enormous discretionary power his friends ought to advise him 
to give the greatest publicity to its exercise. # 

In response to a resolution of the Senate with regard to deposits with 
the national banks, the Acting Secretary of the Treasury said, under 
date of April 17: 

In reply I inclose herewith statement showing names of national banks des- 
jens as depositories, location of said banks, and amounts deposited there- 
wi 


No interest is paid by national banks on public funds deposited therewith, 
The place of deposit is entirely discretionary with the Secretary. 


Respectfull 
Ann years HUGH S. THOMPSON, 
Acting Secretary. 

I say that this great discretionary power placed in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whereby he can make rich or make poor by 
withdrawing deposits rapidly from one place and putting them at an- 
other, ought to make him anxious and desirous of publicity. It is an 
enormous power to buy an unlimited amount of 4 per cent. bonds at 
premiums ranging from 244 to 27}. I say the country is jealous of 
these enormous premiums, and I think it is for the safety of all parties 
that no step should be taken in the exercise of this extraordinary power 
without the country being advised of it. 

The paltry sum that might be saved by following another course, if 
it could be done cheaper, would not repay for the suspicion which nec- 
essarily would attach to the Secretary of the Treasury under the dis- 
cretion he has, no matter what he did with this enormous discretion. 
He continues to buy bonds, and he must buy bonds and exercise this 
discretion; and when the country sees that these enormous premiums 
are paid to the bondholders they will hold him to the strictest respon- 
sibility. He had better have the transaction made public from day to 
day, and let the people see exactly what is being done. 

I did not offer the resolution in any spirit of hostility to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Idisclaimit. I disclaim ever having made a 
suggestion of criticism against him with any improper motive; but I 
say in the exercise of this enormous discretion in loaning money and 
in buying bonds, there is an uneasiness necessarily in the country and 
a desire to know all, and to know the necessity of purchasing bonds at. 
this enormous premium under any circumstances, No man justifies it 
except on account of an accumulating surplus in the Treasury which is 
withdrawing the circulating medium of the people. Itis only excused 
because it is done to give the people the money necessary to do busi- 
ness with, and it is a fearful commentary on our financial legislation. 
It is a fearful commentary upon the-legislation of the country, and 
whoever is responsible for this ARRES and this necessity has as- 
sumed a fearful responsibility. the people can fix the responsibil- 
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ity, if it can be understood where it rests, they will hold those upon 
whom it rests accountable. tf 

No man placed as the Secretary of the Treasury is, exercising these 
enormous powers affecting the interest of all citizens of the United 
States, not only the money taken from them by taxation, but the cir- 
culating medium with which they do business, should shrink from 
publicity. If the people are to be furnished with money to do busi- 
ness.on at this enormous sacrifice, and the sacrifice must be made, the 
Secretary of the Treasury ought to be the first man to say, ‘‘ Let it be 
done publicly; let all the world know it.’’ 

I am glad that the Senator from Missouri has withdrawn his amend- 
ment, and I hope the Senate will adopt the resolution so that we may 
relieve the Secretary of the Treasury from the delicate position which 
he now occupies, and from the certainty of being censured if those trans- 
actions are not made public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missonriis withdrawn. The question recurs upon agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate witha full statement of all offers of bonds for sale to the Gov- 
ernment since April 1, 1888, with dates of offers, amounts of bonds offered, pre- 
miums asked, and the names of parties es / bonds; also with a full state- 
ment of the bonds purchased, giving the dates of p amounts purchased, 
premiums paid, and the names of parties selling since said date. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, who 
evidently has conferred with the Secretary of the Treasury, whether 
the books of which he speaks are kept open so that everybody may 
see them. Are the books that contain the offers—the bids—public?. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I think so. Here is a copy of the heading 
of the bids given out; they give out everything except the names of the 
parties. I suppose that any gentleman going there can ascertain the 
facts. I donot know whether they would give out the statement to 


the ne pers for publication. 

Mr. TELLER. But I mean to an individual. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Any person going there would be shown tbis reg- 
ister, which is kept daily. Here is the form of it: ‘‘Schedule of pro- 
posals received June 13, 1888.” This is one made out for bids to be 
received this morning for the sale of bonds under Department circular 
No. 42, April 17, 1888. They had yesterday’s receipts of bonds all put 
down, name, post-office address, and number of bonds, and here [indi- 
cating] whether accepted or rejected, and here [indicating] the net price. 
When the offer is received they send the offer up to the actuary, who 
makes a calculation of whatit costs, ofthe rate ofinvestment. Thein- 
terest now on Government bonds is about 2.30 per cent.; that is what 
they yield, so that the Government on each purchase of a bond to-day, 
for ae a would save 2.30 per cent. interest on the amount paid for 
the bond. 

Mr. TELLER. I asked the question because I thought it would be 
better perhaps to amend the resolution so as to open the books, but if 
that is the practice I do not care about interfering with the resolution. 

I wish to say that I intended to_vote for the resolution and against 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, not that it has 
ever occurred to me that there was any improper conduct on the part 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, but because I believe it to he very 
essential that the people of the United States on all these great financial 
questions should feel the same way that people do feel, I think, who 
come in close contact with governmental affairs. Isuppose it is notan 
exaggeration to say that no people in the history of the world have ever 
given to their financial officers such unlimited authority as we have 
given to ours, and it is greatly to our credit that I do not think to-day 
there will rise a man anywhere who is fair-minded who will claim that 
this great power—I am speaking now of the great power given since the 
war—has been at any time in the history of this country abused will- 
fully and corruptly by any official charged with its execution. Our 
officials may have made mistakes, as the legislative department has 
made mistakes, but I repeat that I doubt whether in all this land any 
man whose opinion would be worth anything upon that question could 
be found to say that any public officer serving in that great Department 
of the Treasury has ever misused his power. 

While I am anxious that the bonds the Government buys should be 
bought at the cheapest possible rate, I would rather that 5 per cent. or 
10 per cent. should be added to the price of every bond bought than 
that any considerable part of the people of the United States should 
believe that the officers intrusted with the power to purchase were 
using that power for their own personal benefit. For that ny 
although perhaps it migħt increase the value of the bonds, and people 
might want to get more for them, or might refuse to offer them and 
thus the bonds might be enhanced in value, yet I should be in favor of 
giving to the people all information upon this subject, even at govern- 
mental expense, for it is more important to the people of the United 


States that they should have confidence in their public officers than it 
is that they should save a little money. 

I wish to repeat that I have not the slightest suspicion that there is 
any necessity for the opening of these books, I have no suspicion in 


my mind that it will show favoritism or partiality, for I have sufficient 
confidence in the gentleman who is called to that high position, until 
the contrary is proved, to believe that he will conduct himself exactly 
as his predecessors have done, with honor and with credit to the Amer- 
ican name. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the information required by the 
resolution I understand is now made public in every particular except 
in reference to the names of the persons who offer bonds. Ido not 
know that there is any very great objection to having those names pub- 
lished to the world so far as the Government is concerned; but may it 
not be a matter of some interest to the persons who make the offer of 
these bonds that they should not be published as offering their securi- 
ties for sale ? 

Might it not affect the credit of those individuals if it were known 
that men who are supposed to be men of capital, men of business, were 
under the necessity of parting with their securities? Might we not do 
injustice to those gentlemen, and ought we not be careful how we deal 
with a question of that kind when it may possibly affect the credit, not 
of the Government, but the credit of persons who are compelled to offer 
to the Government their bonds for sale? 

Individually I have no objection to the information sought, but we 
ought not to require it from a morbid curiosity and desire to know 
whether Mr. So-and-so, of the city of New York, or Mr. So-and-so, of 
the city of New Orleans, has been compelled to sell to the Government 
the bonds which he holds. It may affect their credit without accom- 
plishing any purpose whatever. If we have the information that the 
Government has purchased so many bonds at sucha rate, what advan- 
tage is it that publication should be made of the names of those from 
whom bonds are purchased ? 

So far as the Secretary of the Treasury is concerned, the Senator from 
Nevada intimated that there was suspicion. Well, that maybe. Sus- 
picion arises in the breasts of a great many persons without any cause. 
It perhaps is the natural tendency of humanity to cast a suspicion upon 
everybody else but themselves. 

- There is no character, I suppose, so elevated in this land but that 
some person may have some suspicion that something is wrong in the 
character of that person, The highest and brightest names that have 
ever adorned the pages of our history have been subject to suspicions, 
many of which were unfounded and unreasonable and unjust. 

I venture the assertion that no man who his own reputation, 
who respects the judgment of his fellow-men, will undertake to utter 
as a suspicion of his own anything derogatory to the present Secretary 
of the Treasury or to the late Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary 
of the Treasury was not anxious to avail himself of the duty which has 
been thrown upon him by the enactmentof law to handle this fund and 
to invest it in Government bonds. The necessities of the country re- 
quire that the money should be put in circulation. 

You had the enactment upon your statute-book in which you said 

there was ample authority, and you censured the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the President for not exercising the power which you said al- 
ready existed when the Secretary of the Treasury hesitated to exercise 
an authority which he thought might be doubtful; and now that he 
is exercising it the Senator from Nevada comesin and talks about sus- 
pee for doing the very thing that you have compelled him to do 
by law. 
While there have been some things connected with the conduct of 
the Government under the present Administration that I may not in- 
dorse and I would not approve, yet I say that there ‘has been nothing 
in the financial operations of this Administration upon which anyman 
can lay his finger that is derogatory or that would put a blush in the 
cheek of any friend of the Administration. Its record is clean. Sus- 
picions that may arise in minds which are prone to be suspicious are 
not damaging. Bring the facts against this Administration. 

If there is anything wrong in it, expose it as it ought to be exposed. 
But from the very commencement of this session there has been a feel- 
ing around to see if something could be caught up that would prove 
derogatory to the character of this Administration. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] has been probing around through this land, inter- 
viewing persons who have been dismissed from the public service, to 
see if they had some complaint or some revelation that they could make 
which might be damaging to the Administration. It may be a con- 
genial employment for gentlemen to deal with characters of that kind, 
but I envy not the disposition, I envy not the labor of love in which 
such committees are employed. 

I suppose that the object of the resolution of the Senator from Ne- 
vada is that he may get something to lay before the public, that some 
person may be induced to believe that there is something wrong about 
one man offering bonds and not having them accepted, while the bonds 
of somebody else were accepted. 

Make your investigation. The Secretary of the Treasury does not 


care, so far as he is concerned. He may have some idea that it may be 
doing injustice to the parties who are making these offers, but so far as 
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his own acts are concerned I venture the assertion that he does not 
care a fig for all the investigations which the Senate or both Houses of 
Congress may institute in reference to his management of the Treas- 
ury Department. P 

I shall not detain the Senate, but I wish to say that I have been 
watching these longing, anxious endeavors of the other side of this 
Chamber by investigating committees and by smelling committees to 
bring something ont that might tell against this Administration. But 
this Administration, at any rate, for its honesty, for its cleanness, for 
its freedom from everything that tends to corruption, is enshrined in 
the affections of the American people, andif I do not mistake the tend- 
encies of the times that confidence which the people have given to it, 
and which it has been entitled to, will be continued for another four 


years, 

Mr. TELLER. I do not see how the Senator from Delaware can 
assume that this is an attack upon the of the Treasury. It 
is nothing but a request on the part of the Senate that he furnish us 
the information which we have been already informed is practically 
public information. 

I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that the way to prevent any 
suspicion is to have no secrecy about a public affair. Whenever the 
people find the doors shut and something being done behind the doors, 
whether it is in the Treasury Department or in any other Department 
of the Government, they have some suspicions immediately that there 
is something wrong about it. That is not confined entirely to the 
Treasury Department. I think they have the same objection when we 
close our doors and discuss secretly public questions in which they are 
quite as much interested as we are. For that reason I have always in- 
sisted upon the greatest publicity. 

The Senator from Delaware complains that we areattacking this Ad- 
ministration. TheSenatorcan not have forgotten that practically there 
has been no political discussion in this body since last December. No- 
body is attacking the Administration now. Compare the last three 
years with any previous Administration, and the Senator can hardly 
talk about an attack being made on this Administration. He claims 
for it great purity. He can not claim any more for it than the friends 
of the preceding Administration claimed for it, and with as much reason 
as he claims it to-day. With a hostile Administration for now nearly 
four years, there has not been any scandal developed. Ido not hesi- 
tate to say that when this Administration came into power a very large 
number of its adherents believed (and I think some of them hoped) 
that the opportunity would be presented of exposing a great scandal 
against some of the public officers who had preceded the present Ad- 
ministration. Nothing of the kind has been developed. I believe a 
great majority of the people of the United States, irrespective of party, 
are glad that no such scandal has been developed. They are glad to 
know that their public servants are honest. As for myself, I would no 
sooner stand in this Chamber and lodge a false charge against a public 
officer than I would against my neighbor. I have the same opinion of 
the man who does it here or elsewhere for political p that I 
have of the man who slanders his neighbor out of pique, or hatred, or 
for the hope of personal advantage. 

This Administration is subject to criticism if it does anything that is 
improper. It has received but little criticism. Itmighthavereceived 
more. Its financial policy, admitting it to be perfectly honest, which 
I am quite free to admit, will not stand the test of common sense and 
statesmanship; and to-day the Administration can not number among 
the supporters of its financial policy on the other side of the Chamber 
exceeding a fifth of the number there sitting. Who are wrong, the 
Senators who sit on that sice of the Chamber or the Administration ? 
I do not think even the Senator from Delaware indorses its financial 
policy. I doubt to-day whether the prominent financial proposition 
put forth by this Administration when it came into power can get five 
votes on that side of the Chamber, and it can not get twenty-five in 
another body—of its own political supporters I speak now. 

But because we do not agree with the financial policy it is not nec- 
essary that anybody should insist that we are charging the Adminis- 
tration with corruption or lack of fidelity to public interests. It isa 
lack of knowledge, it isa lack of judgment upon these questions, in 
my opinion. 

This Administration has never been arraigned on this side of the 
Chamber as it has been on that. No man has felt free on this side of 
the Chamber to speak in the harsh terms that have been heard on that 
side of the Chamber. While on this side we might fully sympathize 
with the views expressed on thatside, we have refrained from doing it. 
I do not think anybody ean complain of the Republican party that they 
have not treated this Administration with kindnessand with courtesy 
such as has never been extended to any other administration in the his- 
tory of this country from its earliest period down to the time this Ad- 
ministration cameinto power. Itis not because we believe it has been 
wise; it is not because we believe there have been statesmen at the head 
of the Government; it is because we felt that charges here and criti- 
cisms here and criticisms in the other body would not specially pro- 
mote the interest of good government. 

There is a proper place and there is a proper time to bring this Ad- 
ministration to the test. There will be an opportunity to see whether 


the people approve it or approve it in such a way that they want to re- 
elect the t Executive. It is true that the great mass of people 
start out handicapped with 153 electoral votes that do not need any 
attention and do not depend upon the popular vote as actually cast; 
but there is a portion of the country that has the casting vote on this 
question that is to be heard from soon, and if they approve of the Presi- 
dent’s financial policy, if they approve of his economic policy, if they 
approve of his civil-service policy, and if they approve of his foreign 
policy, and his vetoes and his other exhibitions of power, perhaps never 
before exhibited or asserted, I suppose he will be re-elected. 

I want to insist that nobody on the other side of the Chamber has any 
right to complain of uson this side. We have made no charges of cor- 
ruption, and we have not talked about there being any wickedness, but 
we shall not cease to criticise and to bring in question the propriety of 
the course that the Administration pursues upon every subject and 
upon any subject. That is our right; that is a right which both sides 
of the Senate, irrespective of political associations and affiliations, until 
recently at least, have asserted. I admit there are some indications 
now that the period of criticism of the Administration by its friends 
and supporters has I admit it looks now as if the thumbscrew 
has been put in force, and every man will stand up in line and ex- 
claim, ‘‘ Great is Grover Cleveland the First,” he of whom it is said by 
one of his organs that he has crowned himself; he who, nobody de- 
nies, forced his own nomination against the will of very many repre- 
sentative Democrats in this country; he who, it is alleged, fixed the 
platform for the Democratic party as well as hisassociate on the ticket. 

But, Mr. President, these questions are to be submitted to another 
tribunal, in another place, and there is where we shall meet the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, and be quite willing to meet him on these ques- 
tions, and to fight out this contest in the American way, where we are 
allowed to do it, and, if beaten, to submit, as it becomes a Republican 
in a republican government, conceding to the majority the right to 
rule and to govern, and not to oppose and rebel against the will of the 
majority as has been done, at least in some sections of the country and 
at some times. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada for a little in- 
formation in reference to this matter. I have not heard any one state 
yet, and I should like to know, of what possible advantage to himself 
or any other citizen ofthe United States it will be to know the names 
of the persons who offer to sell bonds to the Government of the United 
States? For myself, I can not see of what possible practical advantage 
it will be to any man in the country, unless he wants to inform him- 
self particularly of the transactions of some individual, of what public 
interest it is to know the name of a person who makes an offer of bonds. 
Ifit be doubted that the offer is a genuine one as reported to the De- 
partment and put on the books, there is a very easy way to verify that, 
but as to the constant publication of the names and the conditions of 
offers made to the Government of the United States, I can not see of 
what possible advantage it can be. I should like to hear it stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SOPHIA W. WRIGHT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 901) for the relief of 
Sophia W. Wright; which was, in line 5, after the words ‘‘ rate of,” to 
strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;”’ soas to make the bill 
read: 

Bei'enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subj to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia W. Wright, a volunteer 


nurse during the war of the rebellion, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 649, being the bill (S. 405) providing for the ad- 
justment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, arising un- 
der the eight-hour law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the cor- 
sideration of the bill? [Putting the question.] The noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Task for the yeas and nays. 

Sosa yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Not knowing how he 
would vote, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 


I am paired with 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Quay]. 
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Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], whois absent. I should vote 
“nay” but for that. He would vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I have transferred the pair 
to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton], who is absent, 
and I vote “hay.” 3 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name wascalled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were 

resent. 
3 Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. W1Lson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. Pasco] is paired with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. Iam informed that he is paired with some other 

nator, and I therefore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—2L. 
Aldrich, Davis, Tngalis, Stockbri 
hiir bre Re 
wen, ‘varts, rger, ‘urpie. 
Call, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Tienes, Sherman, 
Callom, Hoar, Stewart, 
NAYS—II. 
Bate, Cockrell, Eustis, i 
Berry, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, 
ABSENT—44. 

Allison, Faulkner, Kenna, Quay, 
Black Gen Mande ezen Sabin.” 

urn, eorge, anderson, in, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, rman, Morrill Stanford, 
Cameron, Gray, Palmer, Vance, 
Chace, Hale, x Vest, 
Daniel, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hearst, Platt, Walthall, 
Edmun Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 
adten COCKRELL. Pending that, I move that the Senate do now 

ourn, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion ot 
the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Piso (ae and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but believing 
that he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ if present, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam afraid the Senator from New Hampshire will 

t into some trouble with my friend from Pennsylvania by my vot- 
ing. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. But for that I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—15. 
Bate, Call, Eustis, Pugh, 
Beck, Cockrell, George, Reagan, 
Berry, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury. 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, 

NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Allison, Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Blair, Daw: Hoar, Stewart. 
Bowen, Dolph, Paddock, Stockbridge, 

dler, Ey: Riddleberger, Turpie. 


ry 
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ABSENT—4L 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mitchell Stanford, 
Blodgett, Gray, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler, Hale, Palmer, Vance, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pasco, Vest, 
Chace, Hearst, Payne, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Platt, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Towa, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Faulkner, Kenna, Ransom, 
Frye, McPherson, Sabin, 
Gibson, Manderson, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that 
motion while a quorum is not present. There are only two motions in 
order—to adjourn or to call for absent Senators. 3 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Kentucky, who says he knows more 
about the rules than I do, told me the motion was inorder. [Laughter.] 
But for that suggestion, I should not have made the motion. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 


names: 

Aldrich, Chandler, George, Pugh, 

Beek om Harria, Riddleberge: 
ck, e, wley, e T, 

Berry, Colquitt, Hiscock’ Saulsbury, 

Blackburn, Cullom, Hoar, Sawyer, 

Blair, Da 5 herman, 

Bowen, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Stockbridge, 

Brown, Dolph, Manderson, 'eller, 

Butler, Eustis, Mo; Š Turpe 

Call, Evarts, Paddock, Waithall, 

Chace, Faulkner, Payne, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Forty-four Senators having responded 
to their names, and a quorum being present, the roll will be called upon 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill the title of which has been read. 

Mr. BUTLER, Pending that, if in order, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky informs me that the 
motion is now in order. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky this 
time is correct. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The question being put, adivision was called for, and the ayes were 24. 

Mr. DOLPH. I for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the motion to go into executive session? 

The PRESIDENT pro e. To proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I find upon further in- 
quiry that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is not paired, and 
having a general understanding of a pair with him, I decline to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. Witson, of Iowa] is paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. : 

Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from North Caroli: 
[Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
GIBSON]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce once for all for the day the pair 
between the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator 
fiom South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the affirmative). I announce m 
pair on this question with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to with- 
draw my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
who is absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Bate, Call, Eustis, Reagan, 
Berry, Cockrell, George, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, ke, Harris, 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, 

NAYS—18. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Stockbridge 
Blair, Dolph, Manderson, Turpie. 
Bowen, Evarts, Paddock 
Chandler, Hawley, Sawyer, 
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ABSENT—44. the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, on which 

Beek, Gibson, Mitchell, Sabin, the yeas and nays have been ordered. ; 

Boag biota Boil Spoons The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 1 

Cameron, Hale, “ah Stewart,” Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Chace, Hampton, Payne, Teller, Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RansoM]. If he were present, I 

Saunt H SiS pragt Aiaran should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Edmunds, Jones of Ackansas, Pugh, i Voorhees, Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 

Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, v Gensan FE the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. x ie 

ulkner, enn nsom, NN i 
Dye AoPhoraio, Riddleberger, Wien oi MAS Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire not to insist on getting this bill up to-night. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mous consent. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COKE. I object to any debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. As there is not a quorum here, I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was no development of a quorum on the last 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion can be made when a 
quorum is not present. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessce [Mr. HARRIS] that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I announce now once for 
all to-day that I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
who is absent, and I shall not vote on any question. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I will announce now 
for the last time to-day that I am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and will remain so without fur- 
ther announcement until he returns. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

oT an I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: 


Debate can only proceed by unani- 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—15. 
Bate, Call, Eustis, Morgan. 
Boni Cock: George, y 
Blackburn, ke, Harris, Saulsbury. 
Brown, Colquitt, Kenna, 

NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Stewart. 
Chandler, Hawley, 45, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hoar, Riddleberger, Turpie. 

ABSENT—4I. 
Beck, Frye, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morrill, Teller, 
wen, Gorman, Palmer, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, Vest, 
Cameron, Hale, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hampton, Platt, Walthall 
Cullom, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Spooner, 
The PRESIDENT prò tempore. The Senate has refused to adjourn; 


but a quorum not being present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Hawley, Pugh, 
Allison, Coke, Hiscock, er WU 
Bate, Colquitt, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Bay Cullom, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Blac burn, Davis, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blair, Dawes, Kenna, Sherman, 
Bowen, Dolph, Manderson, sewak 
Brown, Evarts, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Call, Faulkner, Padd A ie, 
Chace, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Chandler, Harris, Payne, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators having an- 
swered to their names anda quorum being present, the question recurs 
on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] that 


Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. ; ; 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” ? 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Tke roll-call was concluded. = 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to announce that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] is necessarily absent. . 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
IBSON ], and therefore can not vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware of the absence of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I submitto hiscolleague whether I should 
vote or not. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I was not before aware of his absence myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
MorGAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—12, 
Ber Ga Sela ruitt, Ra 
rry, + qui 
Blackburn, Cockrell, Eustis, Benkbery: 
NAYS—I6. 
Aldri Daw Ingalls, Sherman, 
Aann, Dolph, Manderson, Patita 
Chandler, Hawley, Riddleberger, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, Turpie. 
ABSENT—48. 
Allison, Faulkner, Kenna. Quay, 
Beck, e, MePh H Ransom, 
Blair, a ey F in, 
Blodgett, n o! pooner, 
Butler, orman, Morrill Stanford, 
Cameron, Gray, Paddock, Teller, 
Chace, Hale, Palmer, Vance, 
Cullom, Hampton, ‘ Vest, 
Daniel, earst, Payne, Voorh 
Edmunds, Hiscock, Platt, Walthall, 
Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, b, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained that a quorum 
is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to prefer a request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can entertain no re- 

uest—- 

4 Mr. BLAIR. Except by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain a re- 
quest by unanimous consent, a quorum not being present. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 
the motion of the Senator from Delaware. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 14, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 


The question is on 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, June 13, 1888, 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

The Speaker announced the following as the committee on the part 
of the House of Representatives to visit the centennial exposition to 
commemorate the organization of the Northwest Territory: Bensa- 
MIN BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio, WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, of Illinois, 
WILLIAM C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, GEORGE W. STEELE, 
of Indiana, MELBOURNE H. Forp, of Michigan. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of 
appropriations for the Mississippi River Commission for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1162) for the re- 
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lief of Susan E. Alger; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 3 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, for two weeks, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, for two days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PLUMB, for four days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. BooTHMAN, until Saturday, June 23, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, until Saturday, June 23, on account of 
important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. STRUBLE, by unanimous consent, obtained permission to take 
from the files of the House, without substituting copies, the discharge 
and all other papers filed by C. H. Drake, late a captain in the Union 
Army, in relation to his application for the passage of a law providing 
for the muster and pay of certain officers in the Army; the said law 
haying been enacted by Congress. 

PUYALLUP VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

-The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2807) to grant 
to the Puyallup Valley Railway Company a right of way through the 
Puyallup Indian reservation, in Washington Territory, and for other 


purposes, 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Committee on Indian Affairs of the House 
has unanimously reported a bill similar to this Senate bill. I ask unan- 
imous consent that tlie Senate bill be considered at this time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think we had better go on 
with the regular order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman will permit me to explain that 
this is simply a bill granting rightof way through the Puyallup Indian 
reservation, in Washington Territory. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. BLAND. We are making but slow progress with the tariff bil 
I think this matter had better wait until we get through with that, 
I demand the regular order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the bill re- 
main on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will retain the bill, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

2 There was no objection. 
AUGUSTA AND THEODORE HEISS. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 6803) for the relief of Augusta 
Heiss and Theodore Heiss was improperly referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. lf there be no objection, that committee will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER. Some time since the Committee on Public Lands 
pro: to report as a matterof privilege the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet 
title to settlers on Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and 
for other purposes, against which a question of order was raised, which 
is still pending. In accordance with an understanding among gentle- 
men interested in the bill, the Chair, if there be no objection, will or- 
der the bill and report to be printed and recommitted, the question of 
order being reserved for decision at a future time when the bill may 
again come before the House. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 


GETTYSBURGH REUNION, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask-unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will withhold that request for 
® moment. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr.BAYNE. I hope that may be deferred for a moment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The regular order having been demanded, the 
call of committees is the next business in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihope that matter may be deferred a moment till gen- 
tlemen hear the proposition I wish to make. I desire to present for 
immediate consideration and passage a joint resolution which has been 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Civil-Service Reform, and 
which it is necessary should be acted on at once if it is to avail any- 


thing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it occupies any time I must insist on the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will take no time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have made such slow progress with the tariff 
bill that I think we are justified in going ahead with that to the exclu- 
sion of other business. . 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in the 
service of the United States, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That the heads of De- 
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partments are hereby authorized to grant to all persons employed in the civil 
service of the United States who were present at the battle of Gettysburgh, 
either in the Union or Confederate forces, sufficient leave of absence, without 
loss of pay, to attend the reunion to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of 
July next; such absence not to be taken from the allowance made by law. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the regular order, 

Mr. BAYNE. I trust my friend from Arkansas will allow this reso- 
lution to pass. zi 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. These Department employés 
are now entitled by law toa certain term of vacation each year; and 
the heads of Departments can now grant the leaves to come out of the 
annual yacation, without loss of pay; and beyond that I think we 
ought not to make any extension. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is an exceptional case. I hope my friend will 
not object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The heads of the Departments 
have now the power to grant leave of absence to Department employés 
to the extent of thirty days in any one year; and that, I think, is as far 
as it ought to be extended unless we extend for all, which no one says 
is just. Unless we do this it is class legislation; and I do not believe 
in picking out this or any other class of our citizens or employés for 
special and wholly unnecessary legislation. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask consent that the call of committees be dis- 
pensed with, and that gentlemen have leave to file reports at the desk, 

Mr. PETERS, We had better go right through with the regular 


order. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave no objection. Let the call proceed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION, ETC. 
Mr. BLANCHARD (when the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was 
called) said: I am directed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to report back with sundry amendments the bill (S. 27) to prevent the 


}, | obstruction of navigable waters and to protect public works against 


tr or injury. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not sent to the desk the official 
copy of the bill from the Senate, which it is necessary that the Clerk 
should have in order to make the proper indorsements upon it. What 
the gentleman has sent to the desk purports to be a printed copy of 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state that the original bill is not in my 
possession, nor in the possession of the committee. 

| TheSPEAKER. Then the report can not now be made, The Clerk 
must have the official engrossed bill from the Senate. 

I will ask the Clerk to furnish it, then. 
It was referred to the committee. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is not in the ion of the committee. 
The committee has taken favorable action, but has acted upon a printed 
copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The engrossed bill from the Senate must be sup- 
plied in some way before the report can be accepted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That may be; but I am not responsible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not deciding who is responsible, but 
merely stating that the official copy of the bill must be here before the 
report can be received at the desk. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
morning hour be dispensed with, and that by unanimous consent per- 
mission be ted to file reports with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. That request has already been made and objected 
to by the gentleman from Kansas. It will take but a moment to com- 
plete the call of the committees, 

Mr. PETERS. I want to take the regular order right through. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr, NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (S. 289) for the erection of a 
public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE M. NOYES, 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to 
Annie M. Noyes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA A. EATON. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2472) granting a pension to Lydia 
A. Eaton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed.. 

BETSY A. MOWER. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2433) granting an increase of pen- 
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sion to Betsy A. Mower; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM G. HOYT. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported back with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 
178) granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in the serv- 
ice of the United States; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AERIAL NAVIGATION. 

Mr. LANDES, from the Select Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
ties, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5717) making an 
appropriation of $150,000 to enable A. de Bausett to build an air-ship 
for the transportation of passengers and freight through the air, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of standing and select 
committees. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising veve- 
nue. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I have a privileged report to submit, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

: NATHANIEL Q. HENDERSON. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
favorably the following resolution: 


Resolved, That Nathaniel Q. Henderson be allowed, for services at the Clerk's 
desk of the House from April 4 to April 8, 1888, both inclusive, the sum of $50, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. The committee recommend the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. NowI move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue. 

Mr. PETERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. If this motion is voted down, will it then be in or- 
der to call the committees in the second hour? 

The SPEAKER. If the House refuses to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of bills rais- 
ing revenue, or for the consideration of general appropriation bills, 
those being the only two motions now in order, it would then proceed 
to consider bills for one hour. 

Mr, PETERS. I hope the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
will be voted down, so that we can have the second hour for consider- 
ation. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 44. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committes ofthe Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

THE TARIFF. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of a bill 
the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending para; h. 

The Clerk read as follows: ari Sate 

Line 37. Sunn, sisal grass, and other vegetable fibers. 

_Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that line. The 
Mills bill has progressed to a certain extent in the Committee of the 
Whole, and without any amendments of consequence. It is perfectly 
evident to the members of the House, and- must be now evident to the 
people of the country, that this bill as reported from the committee 
will pass the House of tatives if the Democratic party can mus- 


ter sufficient votes to put it through. It must be perfectly evident to 
the people of the country that they are to have this bill substantially 
in its present form. I believe the only modifications proposed and 
agreed upon by the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means are 
„certain inconsequential amendments. Now, Mr. Chairman, I heard my 


colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] say in debate the other eyen- 
ing in his colloquy with my other colleague, Judge KELLEY, that this 
bill disturbed the business interests of the conntry. He said: 

I believed, sir, that it was my duty asa member of this Honse, in behalf of the 
business men of this country, whose interests are more or less alfected by even 
the discussion of this bill [derisive cries on the Republican side], to make every 
endeavor to get a vote on the bill at the earliest possible date, so that the coun- 
try would know—so that the business men of the country would know—what 
they have to do to manage their own affairs. I had no other interest, Mr. Chair- 
man, and no other object in view, because, as a business man, and I claim to 

one, I know that, whether this bill may be for the best interests of the coun- 
try if it should become a law, or whether it may be detrimental, during its agi- 
tation no merchant, no manufacturer, no business man affected by it can tell 
from one day to the next what he can do or ought to do in the management of 
his business, [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.) 

Now, sir, inasmuch as we are sure this bill will pass the House sub- 
stantially in its present form, what must be thought of the confession 
of that business representative of the Committee on Ways and Means 
that the mere agitation of this bill is disturbing the business of the 
country, and that no merchant, no manufacturer, no business man 
knows what he should do or can do until the fate of the bill shall be. 
determined? If the agitation of this measure causes detriment to the 
business interests of this country, what will the passage of the bill do ? 
My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] admits in his speech that 
he does not know what effect it may have upon the business affairs of 
the country. He wants to get it through as soon as possible, that a new 
adjustment of business relations may take place in conformity with the 
bill. He saves himself from the effects that may follow by saying the 
business men should know what they are to have to do; and then, in 
that very sentence, he says he does not know whether this bill may be 
for the best interests of the country or whether it may be detrimental. 
Is not that an extraordinary confession? It is a true confession. Un- 
consciously, in the heat of the controversy between by colleague [Mr. 
KELLEY] and my colleague [Mr. Scorr], the truth came ont from my 
colleague [Mr. Scorr], and it is the fairest and plainest confession that 
has yet been made, that the Democratic majority which pro this 
bill does not know and the best business man of that committee does 
not know what effect this measure is going to have upon the business 
affairs of the country, manufacturing, mercantile, and all other classes. 
But they do know, and he assumes and confesses, that the agitation 
of the bill injures business, and it is evidently a corollary that the bill 
itself, if it should become a law, would have that effect. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. BAYNE’s amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Burlaps not exceeding 60 inches in width, of flax. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last three words of that line. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have passed that line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman rose in time to move an amend- 
ment. 3 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let the Clerk read the paragraph. I think the 

ph was not fully read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman desires to move an amendment 
to line 37. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have passed from that, but I understand the 
gentleman rose in time. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the at- 
tention of the House to a matter that has been presented on the other 
side repeatedly. I embrace this opportunity because.I notice that 
some one, I do not know by whose order or at whose request, has laid 
upon the desks of members a statement which I regard as very im- 
portant and to which I desire to call the attention of the House. 

If there has been any argument found in any of the speeches on the 
other side of this House that seemed to sustain their vague ideas of 
revenue reform it has been the argument which has been made so often 
on the Jabor question in which there isa palpable error. Every gen- 
tleman who has spoken in support of this bill, so far as I have observed, 
in his effort to ascertain the profits of the manufacturer, has first added 
together the wages paid and the cost of materials used and then sub- 
tracted this sum from the value of the product, and called the remain- 
der the manufacturer’s profits, and on this basis his argument and his 
conclusions were based. In this way the greatest and most illogical 
conclusions have been reached, and the most erroneous teachings have 
been inculeated. The manufacturer pays so much for labor and so 
much for materials, but this is not all that he paysout. The census 
reports show certain things, but we must not infer that they show 
everything. Take for instance the following figures from the census 
reports of 1880, showing amount of capital, wages, cost of materials 
used, value of productions, and percentage on capital after deducting 
wages and material from production. 


raan N AAA o S R N E ssdebansuencted sap sNaraconNincetcseiaspvadeinhé A ist nach $2,775, 412, 45 
Wa, Paid ...........06 941, 
Cost of materials used . 3, 396, 
Value of production ........ = 6,369,579, 191 


Percentage on capital afte: 
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The 36.7 per cent. is not profit, and those who have called it the man- 
ufacturers’ profits have entirely ignored the interest on the money in- 
vested, the discounts paid, the expense of reclamation of goods, freights on 
rejected goods at destination points, damages in transit, transfer rents, 
express charges, office expenses, personal services, leases, taxes, water 
rents, repairs, wearand tear, commissions on sales, advertising, fuel, insur- 
ance, accidental delays, printing, postage, traveling expenses, and other 
outlays, which will te from 20 to 25 per cent. of the capital in- 
vested, according to the character and magnitude of the business. From 
this 36.7 per cent. there should be subtracted at least 20 per cent. for 
these legitimate contingent expenses, which would at once reduce the 
estimate to 16.7 per cent., which is subject to other deductions on ac- 
count of the under estimate of capital shown in the census reports. 

I have taken the trouble to ascertain what these census returns mean, 
and have made inquiries of twenty-five or thirty manufacturing estab- 
lishments in regard to their manner of doing business, and I know 
what answer they give when interrogated as to the amount of their 
capital, and I am satisfied that they have answered inquiries as to cap- 
ital by a statement of the nominal amount of ‘capital, the amount for 
which the companies have been incorporated, although the amount of 
captal actually employed may be, and often is, a great deal more. 

undertake to say that the census reports do not show the actual 
amount of capital employed in the business of the country. There is 
in my district a company whose capital is $300,000, and it has a sur- 
lus of $120,000, and yet the officers inform me that they use in their 
usiness an average of $600,000, and consequently they use in their 
business $180,000 above their capital and surplus. 

Gentlemen on the other side, in calculating the expenses of that busi- 

ness, would ignore entirely the fact that the corporation is required to 
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pay interest on this $180,000. - It is quite evident therefore that calcu- 
lations of this kind are necessarily erroneous, and the census statements 
as to capital are only approximate. They do not show the amount of 
capital actually employed in the industriesof the country. Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire further to call the attention of the House to two tables, 
prepared by Mr. C. A. Scott, of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

There has been a great deal said here in regard to the profits made 
by the manufacturers of this country, but if gentlemen will take the 
trouble to look at these tables as I have done they will discover that 
where the protected industries are separated from the unprotected in- 
dustries of this country, the protected industries make 10 per cent. less 
than the non-protected industries. : 

Here is a list of twenty-one of the leading manufactures of the coun- 
try, some of which are highly protected, among them being the manu- 
facture of iron and steel, boots and shoes, men’s clothing, women’s 
clothing, cotton goods, woolen goods, glass, hosiery, knit goods, and 
many others, and if you add together the wages paid and the cost of 
the materials used, and subtract the sum from the value of the product, 
you will find that the remainder is equal to 27 per cent. of the aggre- 
gate capital as shown by the census reports. 

If you take from this 20 per cent., which is the estimate made by 
business men generally as the aggregate of interest, insurance, and the 
other expenses to which I have alluded, you will find that these twenty- 
one manufacturing industries have left a profit of only 7 per cent. 
Hence as protected and non-protected industries are mixed together in 
the census reports, in order to determine which receives the highest 
award of percentage, we will select, without prejudice, protected in- 
dustries from the list furnished by the census, as shown in the follow- 
ing table, comprising nearly one-half of the whole: 


Articles, 


Sugar and molasses... 
Woolen goods.......... 


ee nanens ceaneensesceees cecncasceess neascaeassenenesenenswesneeeeescsers ses annsen 


spessi gaene i 1,339, 146,479 | 430,196,530 | 1,418, 734,835 | 2,264, 


AC] 
Costof mate- |Val f d. eget 
of ma: ue of prod-| „S 
Capital. | Wages paid. | “yisis used. uct, fe g fg 
: Ee 
EPEE 
ga a 
a 
$230, 971,884 | $55, 476,785 $191, 271, 150 $296, 557, 685 21,7 
54,358, 301 995, 144 114, 966, 575 196, 920, 481 30 
79, 861, 696 45, 940, 353 131, 363, 282 209, 548, 461 41 
8, 207, 273 6, 681, 005 19, 559, 227 32, 004, 794 71 
219, 504, 794 45,614,419 113, 765, 537 210, 950, 383 22 
154, 519, 484 65, 982, 133 103, 345, 083 214, 378, 468 30 
50, 222, 054 9, 204, 243 85, 949, 207 113, 348, 336 36 
181, 186,122 31, S45, 974 146, 155, 385 233, 268, 729 31 
37, 996, 057 13, 316, 753 87, 227, 741 66, 221, 703 30 
46, 241, 202 8,525,355 33, 951, 297 55, 109, 914 45 
19, 125, 300 9, 146, 705 22, 467, 701 41, 033, 045 16 
27, 432, 500 2, 875, 082 144, 698, 499 155, 848, 915 52 
96, 095, 564 25, 836, 392 100, 845, 611 160, 606, 723 35 
20, 457, 670 8, 540. 930 20,790, 919 36, 621, 325 40 
16, 498, 221 10, 238, 085 12, 743, 345 31, 415, 150 56 
16, 878, 520 4,845,413 59, 306, 509 71, 351, 297 50 
17,612, 923 5, 890, 724 24,477, 543 36, 803, 356 35 
20, 979, 874 12,713, 813 19, 736, 358 36, 800, 327 20 
5, 872, 750 6si1, 12, 874, 294 15, 393, 812 81 
19, 844, 699 9, 144, 100 8, 028, 621 21, 154, 571 19.5 
15,579,591 | 6,701, 475 15, 210, 951 29, 167, 227 46 
505, 002 


The percentage oncapitalafter deducting wagesand materials from pro- 


cent. due labor on the capital invested—over four times as much in favor 


duction is 27 per cent., from which deduct 20 per cent. for contingent ex- | of labor. Continuing this inquiry the following table of non-protected 


penses, and 


Wheelwrighting.............0000« 
Flour and grist mills... 
Slaughtering and meats. 
Patent medicines......... - 
Printing and publish 
Painting and paperhanging.... 
Kindling wood. 
Brick and stone masonry 
Lard, refined. 
Carpentering 
Fertilizers ..... 
Agricultural implements 
Awnings and te 
Wooden boxes... 
Axle-grease....... 


B and other bakery Products.........csisccssecccsnteereseessnensseeens sas sse ten ene nan tnt ees truse ces asddenmn enesenn! 


the result is 7 per cent. due the manufacturer and 32 per industries is submitted, comprising nearly one-third of the whole: 
EA Pe ee ee ee 


MES 
ac 
FEE 
Ae Eu > 
Capital. Charges. | Materials. Products. r Fi g d 
hi 
5 SETA 
$5, 074,799 £6,703,677 | $18, 492, 858 63 
17,422,316 441,545, 225 505, 185, 712 26 
10,508, 530 7,738,902 | 303,562, 413 50 
10, 620, 1, 651, 596 6,704,729 14, 682) 494 63 
62, 983, 30, 531, 657 32, 460, 395 90, 780, 341 44 
SRY, 5, 645, 850 7, 920, 866 8, 762, 780 24, 457, 500 1.40 
1,018, 490 520, 861 1, 403, 010 2, 480, 953 50 
3, 990, 706 6, 880, 866 10, 123, 478 20, 586, 553 75 
2,513,065 546, 258 21, 948, 826 23, 195, 702 28 
19, 541, 358 24, 582, 077 51, 621,120 94, 152,139 39 
17, 913, 660 2, 648, 422 15, 595, 078 23, 650, 795 30 
62, 109, 668 15, 359, 610 31,531,170 68, 640, 486 3 
522,700 334, 463 1, 230, 558 1, 968, 942 1,21 
5, 304, 212 2, 769, 135 7, 674, 921 12, 687, 068 85 
372, 600 41,407 209,152 365, 048 30 
19,155,286 | 9,411, 328 42, 612, 027 65, 824, 896 ss 
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-a tL 
Bes o 
EEE 
e325 
Articles. Capital. Charges. Materials. Products, aSa é 
ES pÊ 
ca 3 $3 
jz k | a 
Brick and tO sosse ssc ccsevsene senses vesso coosssvas ons seesssere soticees wean $27,673,616 | $13,443,532 $9, 744, 834 $32, 833, 587 70 
Carriages and wagons... 37, oe 493 18, 988, 615 30, 597, 086 64, 951, 617 77 
Butterand cheese... 9, 604, 803 1, 546, 495 18, 363, 579 25, 742,510 61 
5, 735, 392 1, 895, 805 3,776, 222 8, 157,760 46 
33, 669, 764 20, 383, 794 31, 416, 768 68, 037, 902 42 
6, 276, 364 3, 311, 286 1, 443, 438 9, 807, 823 u 
oe 1, 251, 200 140, 885 158, 112 544, 763 20 
Lead and shot...... 2, 466, 375 316, 363 4, 363, 209 5, 600,671 36 
Lime and cement..... 6, 332, 338 1, 579, 313 2, 649, 189 5, 372, 318 25 
Distilled liqu 24, 247, 595 2, 663, 967 27, 744, 245 41, 033, 663 40 
Malt liquors 91, 208,224 12, 198, 053 56, 836, 500 101, 058, 385 35 
Gs pasegvoieses 14, 390, 441 1,004, 543 14, 321, 423 18, 273, 102 21 
Oleomargarine. 1, 680, 300 212, 932 5, 846,141 6, 892, 439 59 
Plumbing and gas-fitting,. 5,950, 512 4,770, 389 9, 095, 308 18, 133, 250 71 
Soap and candles........ 14, 541, 294 2,219, 513 19, 907, 444 26, 552, 627 30 
Tar and t ntine., 1, 866, 390 1, 623, 061 2, 324, 637 5, 876, 982 1.06 
Tobacco and ciga 21, 698, 549 18, 464, 562 29, 577, 833 63, 979, 573 74 
Wood pulp.....cs0--e0 1, 898, 450 444,763 910, 2, 256, 946 | 47 
vo | vadeonasksss sivedserd vent iddcidaakedpreceviecesdapachdnageesanh TA S 853,079,551 | 241,412,072 | 1,219,971,851| 1,776,250, 818 


As herein shown, the percentage on capital after deducting wages and 
materials is 37 per cent.; subtract 20 per cent. for expenses, as de- 
scribed, and the result awards the manufacturer 17 per cent. and labor 
28 per cent. on capital invested; hence the preceding tables clearly 
show that protected industries pay the highest proportion of wages and 
receive a less proportion of profit than the non-protected and other in- 
dustries. 

If I am correct, and I will be glad to be corrected if I am not, all of 
the speeches made by the Democratic side of this House in to 
the influence of a protective tariff upon labor have been fallacious and 
misleading. Allof their conclusions have been erroneous. The charge 
that the profits of the manufacturer have been enormous is wholly un- 
founded. Their statements as to how much went to capital and how 
much to labor are untrue, and they have been misled by omitting to 
charge up against the gross receipts the contingent expenses, as I have 
explained, and by counting the capital furnished by the census reports 
as the whole of the capital employed, when it is only the nominal cap- 
ital. And this view is confirmed by the comparison I have made be- 
tween protected and unprotected industries. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The amendment of Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Burlaps, not exeeetion 60 inches in width, of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which 
fan jute, or hemp, or either of them, shall be the component material of chief 
value. 

Mr. WARNER. I moveto strike out lines 38, 39, and 40. I make 
this motion for the reason that the State which I in part represent upon 
this floor manufactures nearly one-half of the cotton bagging that is 
made in the United States and more ihan in any other State in the 
Union. It is true, sir, that while there is not a manufactory of this 
article in my district, but I should welcome one, two of the gentlemen 
who represent the great manufacturing city of St. Louis are absent on 
important business, and for the farther reason the letter and the papers 
which I hold in my hand have been sent to me, and with the consent 
of my colleague [Mr. CLARDY] I present them to the committee. 

To save time I will read a petition from one hundred and sixty-one 
operatives inoneof these mills, in the city of St. Louis, the petition of 
those who work in the mills, men who earn their living by the sweat 
of their brows, asking that they be not placed upon the starvation 
wages paid to operatives at Dundee, Scotland, or, what is worse, the 
cooly labor of Calcutta, India, or be turned out of employment. I 
have not time to read the petition in full, but I will have it printed 
with my remarks. It gives quotations from the consular reports to 
show the abject condition of poverty, squalor, and wretchedness that 
exists among the operatives of Dundee, Scotland, and gives the reasons 
why thechange which the pending bill proposes in the tariff in this par- 
ticular should not be made. 

The great manufacturing industry of the State of Missouri, and of 
the United States, which manufactures 50,000,090 yards of cotton bag- 
ging annually, is affected by taking the duty off burlaps to this extent, 
that if burlaps are admitted free of duty they will be substituted, as 
stated in this communication, for cotton bagging used for the bagging 
of the cotton product of this country, and thereby these mills will be 
shut down, if the testimony before the committee is to be believed. I 

think I saw a gentleman on the other side smile when I gave as my 
reason for presenting this petition that the proposed legislation affected 
the manufacturing interests of my State. Mr. Chairman, while my 
Democratic friends are making so free in claiming protection for every 
interest in their States, I know no reason why a Representative of the 


State of Missouri, representing her interests upon this floor, should not 
also claim a slice of the same protection. Democratic members from 
other States demand protection for their industries; why should not 
my Democratic colleagues do the same without having their Democracy 
questioned? 

Sir, I now send to the Clerk’s desk æ paper, as I have said, signed by 
one hundred and sixty-one laborers in this industry. The Clerk will 
please read. 4 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sr. Lovis, Mo., April 25, 1888. 
Memorial of operatives of the Standard Mills Bagging Company ofSt. Louis, Mo. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioners would iy gaa represent that they are operatives and 
employés of the Standard Mills Bagging Company of the city of St. Louis, Mo.; 
that the provisions of the Mills tariff bill reported from the Committee on 
Ways R Means, and now pending in the House of Representatives, reducing 
the tariff on jute bagging to 15 per cent. ad valorem and placing burlaps on the 
free-list, will compel all the manufacturers of these fabrics in the United States 
to permanently shut down their factories, or will compel us, your itioners, 
to work for the low wages paid to the operatives of Dundee, and, © a short 
time, the still lower wages paid to the pauper labor of Calcutta—in the former 
case less than one-half and in the latter case less than one-fifth the wages we 


receive. 
Your petitioners would respectfully solicit your attention to the official re- 
port of Consul Wells to the State Department on the condition of jute laborers 


of Dundee (Consular Reports on Foreign Labor,volume 1, page 86, and volume 2, 

954), wherein it appears that the average weekly wages of females are but 
B60; that 23,670 persons live in 8,620 single rooms—“ hovels”’—with nothin, 
to lie on but the bare floor, and no covering but coarse burlap cloth, and t 
only occasionally; that 74,374 men, women, and children occupy 16,187 two- 
room hou and that thus, from extreme poverty, overcrowding in * these 
vile dens,” filth, and neglect, they are subjected to all kinds of wretchedness, 
infectious diseases, and immorality, with hardly a chance to raise themselycs 
to the level of a decent manhood and womanhood. 

Your petitioners respectfully suggest that provisions of law which subject us 
as wage-workers to the alternative of such unhappy conditions as are shown 
in these official reports can not be in accordance with the wisdom of your hon- 
orable body, and humbly pray relief therefrom. 

Your petitioners state that the paid them are the only means of liveli- 
hood for themselves and their families; that the various departments of their 
work, to which they havegiven many years of their lives, require long practice 
and skill; that if this business is destroyed they will be cut off from the means 
of earning a living in work which they understand, and will be subjected to the 
hardships of novel precarious es <hr now already overcrowded. 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that the present tariff on bagging and 
burlaps may be retained, being satisfied that no one is injured by it, while they 
themselves are wholly dependent upon this business for a living, 

And your petitioners will ever pray, etc. (161 signers.) 


Mr. WARNER. On this question I bave distinguished authority 
forasking my Democratic colleagues toaidin this, notwithstanding my 
colleague from the State of Missouri [Mr. eae said the other day 
that he was ina “combine” to take the duty off lead, zinc, and every- 
thing from which he could take it. I trust that if he is in sucha 
“combine ” he will look for the interest of his own State as well as the 
gentlemen who are in the ‘‘ combine” with him have looked to the 
interest of sugar and rice, as well as the gentlemen from California 
have. looked out for prunes and the gentleman from Connecticut for 
wooden screws, and so on by numerous gentlemen in behalf of the in- 
terests of their State. 

[Herethe hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. If I can be recognized I will yield my time to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be al- 
lowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. Notwithstanding the announcement made at St. 
Louis by the distinguished champion of the ‘‘star-cyed goddess of lib- 
erty” that you have ‘‘delocalized’’ this question of tariff, I wish to 
read in contradiction to this, as well as to the position taken the other 


5214 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 13, 


day by my colleague [Mr. BLAND], a short extract from a discussion 
u the zinc and lead question, which we shall have to face in this 

soon. Iam surprised that he stands in favor of taking the duty off 
lead and zinc. A distinguished Senator from Missouri, in the course 
of a discussion of this question in 1883, in another place said: 

The zinc industry is an infant American industry. 

The cotton-bagging industry of this country is an infant industry. 

It has grown up since the war— 

Says the distinguished Senator— 

Two-thirds of the zinc product in the United States are produced west of the 
Mississippi River, in the States of Kansas and Missouri. t 

I state to this committee that a majority of the cotton bagging is made 
west of the Mississippi River, and nearly one-half of it in the State of 
Missouri; and therefore this industry presents a stronger case, if possi- 
ble, than that of zine and lead. 

If the duty which the committee poses now upon zine be reduced, the re- 
sult will be the destruction of this industry— 

Exclaimed the honorable Senator [Mr. Vest]. 

The laboring men engaged in this industry in my State, through their 
memorial, and the manufacturers by letters und petitions, say that if 
the Mills bill should pass taking the duty off burlaps, thereby affect- 
ing cotton bagging, this industry must perish. 

ask the members of this committee to make good the words of Mr. 
Watterson, in St. Louis; do not take the roof off the house until you 
have at least given the occupants a reasonable and decent time to get 
out of it. 

The distinguished Senator says further: 


Now we propose to have a tariff for revenue, and inside of that tariff I want 
to keep the dutyuponzine. I want to keep it there because in my Stato and in 
Kansas eight cities and towns are dependent upon it. I want to keep it there 
because I know it is an infant industry. I want to keep it there until this in- 
L avy rasan Ó staggering, trembling, crawling, is able to stand aad exist with- 
out it, 


Further on he gives as his reason that he is representing the inter- 
ests of his own State, leaving the representatives of Massachusetts and 
other States to look after the interests of those States. He said: 

I propose to protect this industry and this production [lead and zinc] if I pos- 
sibly can. 

He differed with my colleague [Mr. BLAND]. He’ subseribed fully 
to the principle that ‘‘ he who fails to provide for his own household is 
worse an infidel.” 

I now submit to the committee further evidence. It is worthy of 
full faith and credit. It is worthy of consideration by the committee. 

The Clerk will please read the letters I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Office of Warren, Jones & Gratz, manufacturers, 112 Walnut street, St. Louis. 
Mills Baggging lis Bagging 


Agents for Southern z Company, Standard Mi Com- 
Peay’ Muncie Manufacturing Company. Importers of iron cotton- 
es. 


Sr. Lovis, March 8, 1888. 
Dear SiR: We 


tly and rag Seg call your careful attention to two 
clauses in the tariff bill introduced by Mr. 


ILLS. 
The two clauses ed to are the ones placing ‘*burlaps”’ and “ bagging for 
covering cotton” on the free-list. = s 
If these two clauses are adopted they will destroy a large industry in Missouri, 
South Carolina, Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, Georgis, and Kentucky. 
BURLAPS, 
‘These goods are frequently used for covering cotton, would be used very 
extensively for that ee Pacey ae the free-list. A’ | ares pcr poate 
n this country; all of it is mported, and paysa 


yard of “bur! e made 
duty of 1} cents per pound, or 3 cents per yard for 2-pound *‘burlaps.”” Even 
with this duty on ‘‘burlaps’’ there is no “‘burlaps”’ bagging made in this coun- 


of baggin; 
is mainly used for EA. 


ustry 
making bagging especially for co cotton, as the remoys! of the duty on 
“burlaps” wou a greatly reduce its price. 
BAGGING FOR COVERING COTTON. 

Missouri manufactures more “ for covering cotton" than any other 
State in the Union, and if this class of goods is put on the free-list the industry 
in this State would be destroyed. The “bagging for covering cotton” is made 
especially for that purpose and isa much coarser grade of than “‘ burlaps"’ 
bagring, and hence can be made in this country, as it does not require such 
skilled labor as “* burlaps”™ g. Atpresentnota yard of thisclass of goods 
isim ; it is all made in country; hence placing ** bagging for covering 
cotton” on the free-list would not help to reduce the surplus in the at 
all, as there is no revenue derived fromit. Atpresentthe bagging made in this 
country for covering cotton is being sold at cost, or less than cost, all over the 
country, the competition among the can mills having brought market 
to this oodi; in spite of the fact that the industry is protected by a duty on 

00! 


imported g 
If" burlaps bagging” and “ bagging for covering cotton” are placed on the 
free-list, thassilie i p Ee in Assetan wilt bet erred -3 


to ey er ande 
bagging mill in America will be compelled to close down, and will only be w: 
what they can be sold for as scrap-iron, as the machinery can not be used for 
any other pu £ 
it isproposed by Mr. Mri1s's bill to place jute butts (the raw material for mak- 
in bagging) on the free-list also, As the duty on jute butts is very trival, 
ng only $5 per ton, it would not enable the American mills to continue to 
make bagging. If the jute butts are placed on the free-list, it would reduce the 
costof manulacturing g in this country 12} per cent. We would suggest 
that the duty on “burlaps, bagging,” and “ for covering cotton” be rè- 
duced in the same proportion, or to 1} cents per pound, which would be equal 
to 2} cents per yard: 
WAGES. 
The principal reason why bagging can be made so much cheaper in England 
than it can in this country i because they pay their labor only one-third to one- 


half the wages that we pay ours, and still our labor complain that their wages 
are too low. The wage question is of paramount importance. Upwards of 
fifteen hundred operatives are employed in jute manufacture in Missourialone. 
It is in a large sense a professional employment, acquired by practice and 
erally followed permanently. These workers receive from two to three 
times as much pay as similar workers receive in Great Britain and Germany, 
spinners and weavers earning here 95.50 to $6 and $8.50 to $9, respectively, per 
week, whereas abroad they get from $2 to $3 and from $2.75 to $3.50, respectively, 
per week. Nota jute manufacturer in the United States could live a day with 
these products placed on the free-list : so, in addition to the destruction of mill- 
ions of dollars invested in this class of business, thousands of operatives, a 
lutely dependent on it for their livelihood, would be thrown out of employ- 
ment. 

The placing of these products on the free-list would not cheapen them to con- 
sumers. The ingenuity of American inventors and American methods, together 
with the natural competition of trade, have cheapened these products over 50 
per cent.in ten years, whereas if the same were to be had only from 
abroad the entire importation would flow through New York and Boston, and 
thus be subjected to the arbitrary prices fixed by controlling monopolistsinto 
whose hands the business would necessarily fall. 

lt is questionable whether the duty should be taken off of raw jute or any of 
the textile fibers, because of the infant enterprise of growing these fibers in the 
United States; and the practicability of raisingthem already been fully dem- 
onstrated in the Mississ: ppi Valley as well as in the Southeast. The only need is 
machinery for decorticating purposes, Already nine different inventions have 
been produced for this purpose. and the result of Gaangen $ jute by machinery, 
80 as to su y compete with the cheap India labor, will unquestionably be 
reached inthe near futare. This achieved, the industry of raising jute, ramie, 
and other flbers would be of larger value than the cotton crop itself, and give 
to America the market of the world for her manifold textiles. The small reve- 
nues derivative from the present tariff are wholiy unimportant as compared | 
with the great interests involved in these possibilities. 

We Ly urge that you will vote against these two clauses in the bill, 
or have duty merely reduced to the point mentioned above. 

Yours, respectfully, 
WARREN, JONES & GRATZ, 


ae the reading of the foregoing was concluded the hammer fell, 
when 

Mr. McMILLIN said; This is a raw material used in the manufact- 
ure of oil-cloth, and also for the purpose of packing furniture, and for 
various other uses. It yields $978,035 of revenue, which the Govern- 
ment does not need. k 

Mr. WARNER. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I shall get through 
what I have to say in a very few minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman will confine his remarks to the 
question under discussion, I have no ohjection to his proceeding, 

Mr. WARNER. The communication which the Clerk was reading 
treats of both questions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman’s time was taken up in dis- 
cussing zinc, a question not involved in the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish to show 
that my colleagues from Missouri should come to the rescue of the cot- 
ton-bagging industry of their State in the same manner as the distin- 
guished Senator whose remarks I have been reading came to the res- 
cue of zinc and lead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
asks unanimous consent that his time be extended for five minutes, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the document al- 
ready given. 

Mr. WARNER. Isubmitalso, Mr. Chairman, and ask to have read 
in the same connection, a letter from the Standard Mills Bagging Com- 
pany, of the city of St. Louis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sr. Lovis, March 9, 1888. 

Dear Siz: We beg leaye to call your attention to and ask your assistance in 
aidivg us to change two of the provisions of the Mills tariff bill. Those we 
refer to are ‘ bagging for covering cotton "and “burlaps.” As the Milis bill 
is pul l, these two items are placed on the free-list, and ifthe bill is 
as it is, it will absolutely ruin every bagging oraaa § in the United States. 
The companen among the bagging manufacturers had already forced prices 
down to the point that there is but High gas? in the business, 

We have understood that the aim tariff legislation was to reduce the 
revenue. If this be the case, would say that the Government derives no reve- 
nue on the importations of ** bagging for covering cotton,” as all of it is made 
in this country. We are now paying $5 per ton duty.on the raw material (jute 
butts) that we use, being equivalent to 12} per cent,, and are protected by a duty 
on the finished product (** g for covering cotton” and ‘‘burlaps"’) of I} 
cents per pound, or the equivalent of 50 per cent. This protection is needed 
because of the very much higher wages we pay our employés than the foreign 
manufacturers do, amounting in all departments to two and one-half to three 
times as much. Take our weavers, for instance; they earn from $8 to $9 per 
week (and they consider they work for low enough wages), whereas in Scot- 
Jand the pay for the same class of work is only from $3 to $4 per week. 

The ng corporations of the State of Missouri manufacture almost one- 
half of all the bagging used in the United States,and employ a great many 
operatives, all of whom would be thrown out of employment should the bill 
become a law, and as they have learned the business as their trade, and is their 
means of making a living, it would cause great among them, 

** Borlaps,” though of somewhat better quality than bagging for covering 
cotton,” can be for that purpose, and you can readily see that if it was placed 
on the free-list and the price thus materially reduced it would be used that way. 

We would most respectfi ‘ou use all your influence with the 
eans to have “ bagging for cover- 


ry respectfully, STANDARD MILLS BAGGING Company, 
Hon, WILLIAM WARN 


Washington, D, C. 


1888. 
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Mr. WARNER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, a feeling of grati- 
tude to the great city whose hospitality you received but a few days 
since should at least lead my Democratic brethren on the other side to 
do justice to this great man industry of the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Would the gentleman advise legislation merely 
on the gonna of hospitality? 

Mr. WARNER. No, I would not advise legislation upon the mere 
goma of hospitality; but when gentlemen on the other side of the 

use have been appealed to in the name of the laboring man, and 
when they have been appealed to in the name of justice, and when 
they have been appealed to in the name of the injury they were about 
to inflict, I thought, as a last appeal, they should be appealed to upon 
the ground of gratitude. [Laughter and applause. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman,-I presume, like the sinners of old, ‘‘they are 
joined to their idols,” and are determined to vote for this bill, what- 
ever may be in it—in the of my inguished colleague the 
other day, when he said if lead was on the free-list in the bill, he would 
vote for free lead. Greater faith than this, Mr. Chairman, hath no 
man. He is prepared to vote for free lead, free anything, if in the bill. 
His faith issublime. It is only equaled by the old preacher who, upon 
opening his hymn book, found there for the first time what had been 
pasted in it—no doubt by some mischievous boy—the words: 

Old Grimes is dead, that good old man, 
j We ne'er shall see more. 

[Great laughter. ] 

‘The good old man took off his spectacles, wiped them with his red 
“bandana,” readjusted them on his venerable nose, and started in to 
line the hymn again— 


Old Grimes is dead, that good old man, 
We ne'er shall see him more; 

He used to wear a long, black coat 
All buttoned down before. 


“Brethren and sisteren,’’? he meekly said, “I haye read this hymn 
book nie unto thirty years. I never in all my life saw that song before, 
but God helping us, being in the book, we will sing it.” [Laughter 
and applause. ] ; 

My colleague, to use his language, ‘‘is in a combine” to take the 
duty from anything and everything, even to the tearing down the in- 
dustries of the great city of his State (St. Louis), while other members 
of the ‘‘combine’’ are protecting the industries of their States. [Ap- 


plause. ] 

As I said, there should be on the part of the Democratic party some 
feeling of gratitude towards the city of St. Louis. Let me call their 
attention to the words of wisdom coming from the St. Louis Repub- 
lican, coming down from 1808, and more lately the St. Louis Republic. 


EAW MATERIAL REDUCTION FIRST. 


e bill in incidental detail can be advantageously conformed 
more closely to this, its leading idea. We called attention to this when, in the 
bill as reported by . Milis to the committee, cotton bagging was put on the 
free-list. In the bill as reported by the committee to the House 

e 15 per cent. ad valorem and burlaps . This is 
very cases in which a minor detail of the bill is not in conformity to its leading 
idea, and in this instance there is a resultant injustice 
reform element of the House guards 

The high tax on bagging for wra 
from the Indian market and fo: 
mand for them in the United States was an unnatural one, forced by the Gov- 
ernment, But for the Government they never would haye . Thecli- 
mate of India gives it an advantage over the United States in raising jute, the 
raw material for bagging, that we can never hope to overcome. The same cli- 
mate makes existence possible and pleasant through the expenditure of little 
labor and less money. The conditions enable the Calcutta syndicate to control 
the markets of the world in jute products. We can compete successfully with 
Europe in every line of manufactures .or which the United States are fitted, but 
we can not compete with Asia in a line which is natural to Asia and artificially 
forced in the United States. 

Forced into existence by a high Government tax on India’s Led p> rer our 
factories are in operation with machinery on which they have 45 cent. 
bat tax to the Government; they pay $1.50 a day for the work w. the 

outta dicate getsat l2centsaday. Under these conditions an ad valorem 
duty of 15 per cent. on bagging, with burlap substitutes for bagging free, will 
ve them no time to adjust themselves to the return to natural conditions. 
hereas, if their raw material is put on the free-list, and they are given time, 
elena: in the price to the planter will follow without catastrophe to the 
manufacturer, 


I ask the committee to consider the evidence I have presented. Let 
us build up and not tear down. Let us protect and not burden labor. 
Let us elevate and not degrade labor. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Isend up to be read a letter I have re- 
ceived from the Millers’ National Association, of the city of Milwaukee, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MILLERS NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Milwaukee, Wis., May 24, 1888. 

Frieyp Ssrrn: I notice a strong disposition in various quarters to tinker 
with the tariff, and undoubtedly every one of the tinkerers has a little ax to 
grind. My ax, however, needs no grinding, but I wish to call your attention 
to an article now on the list paying duty, for which the Government receives 
little or no benefit, at the same time mes an expense, and, what is still 


worse, a source of t annoyance, principally to the exporters of the agricult- 
ural products of this country. po 


aine t. 
the cotton crop shut our planters off 
Coant fhetories tato existence, The de- 


I think it needs no argument to satisfy even a novice that every aid and en- 
couragement that can possibly be given to induce the exportation of our manu- 
factured and agricultural products should receive the earnest attention of Con- 


gress. j 
‘The article I refer to is jute cloth, manufactured principally in England and 
India. This cloth is not made in this Seant f except Me avery panes et 


the country. 

A little explanation will show you how little benefit the Government can 
possibly receive by collecting a duty on the imported cloth. My impression is 
now that it pays an ad valorem duty of 30 per cent. It is manufactured into 
bags principally in the five pam cities of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Chicago, and St. Louis. When any or this material goes abroad with grain, 
fiour, or cotton the Government rebates to the exporter 90 per cent. of the duty 
paid at importation; but to collect this duty it is necessary (in the case of the 
miller) for him to secure a custom-house bill of lading, make out his affidavit, 
send it tothe broker, who makes out the necessary papers, and after anywhere 
from sixty to ninety days receives the rebate. Aiter taking out his expenses 
the balance is returned to the miller (providing the broker is honest), which ex- 
pone to say nothing of the annoyance, is about 25 per cent. of the sum rebated 

y the Government. 

The Government, in order to seep track of the different grades of jute (as dif- 
ferent grades have different valuations), must keep an army of men at each of 
the ereo hen ace ports to examine each lot of ae shipped, taking samples 
to compare with the import invoices in order that a greater rebate may be 
collected for the paga aportet than the duty collected upon the cloth from 
which they claim to be made. 

The rebate usually received by the miller averages about 1 cent on every 140- 
pound bag. In fact this duty is a direct tax. Not only a direct tax, but a serious 
annoyance to the miller in trying to secure the return of the rebate to which he 
is entitled under the law. 

Every bushel of wheat manufactured into flour in this country and exported 
is a benefit to the T sper anny gives employment to the laborer, and retains 
so much money in country, and nothing should be done to encourage the 
export of wheat in preference to flour,to be manufactured by the cheaper labor 


of ria niaaa 

Now, is an opportunity for you to makea “ten strike.” In bringing 
about this change you would have the support and backing of the entire millin 
industry of the country, and to the extent that you would not only receive their 
appro but the approval of all persons directly or indirectly connected with 
the growing and turning of wheat into flour. I believe if you take hold of it 
in earnest, and push it for all there is in it, you will succeed in having this arti- 
cle admitted free of duty. 

The statistics governing the export of flour, cotton, and grain in bags or bales, 
I presume is more readily obtained with you than withme. My impression is, 
from what I have investigated the matter, the expense and labor to the Goy- 
ernment in EHAE ais revenue, together with the rebates returned to the 
eight greater the original import duty collected by the Government. 


ours truly, 
8. H. SEAMANS, Secretary. 
Hon. Hesry Surra, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateis exhausted on the pending amendmnet, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move in line 38 to strike out ‘‘flax,’’ and in 
line 39 to strike out ‘‘or hemp, or of which flax or hemp or either ot 
them shall be the component material of chief value.” 

Mr. Chairman, burlaps are not bagging, but are used largely for the 
covering of furniture when that furniture is pre’ for tion 
from the place of manufacture to the place of sale. I understand the 
object, as announced by the Committee on Ways and Means in placing 
burlaps on the free-list, is to aid the furniture manufacture of this 
country, but these words are capable of going much further than that. 

As the provision stands it is capable of grave abuse at the custom- 
houses. It is capable of allowing the importation of fine manufactures 
of flax when they are less than 60 inches in width. Myamendment is 
to cut out from the paragraph manufactures of flax and hemp. 

I offer it for the reasons already stated, and for this additional reason: 
Flax and hemp are American agricultural products, and we should pre- 
serve the American market for the American farmer for his products 
as far as practicable. We should preserve the mills which make up 
the flax and hemp into Sore and not allow the foreign manufacturers 
of flax and hemp to bringin, duty free, foreign products, for the reason, 
first, that we want the American article used, and, second, that we 
want to protect the labor employed in making up the American article. 

Now I think I am justified in saying that some misapprehension ex- 
ists in the minds of the committee on this subject, because, in looking 
up this matter from this document which has been furnished to us 
from the Department through the committee, I find this 
document says that burlaps not exceeding 60 inches in width pay & 
duty of 30 per cent. But on turning tothe existing tariff act I find no 
classification of burlaps of not exceeding 60 inches in width at all. 
This document further states that there has been an importation of 
burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, of three and one-quarter 
millions of dollars in the Jast fiscal year; but on turning to the other 
official report, showing the importations for each month, I find that this 
refers to burlaps of all widths, and not to burlaps of not exceeding 60 
inches in width alone. It seems to me, also, that if the Committee on 
Ways and Means desire simplification of the law with regard to this 
class of importations, the language which they use is extremely un- 
fortunate, as being liable to grave abuses in importation. ` 

Burlaps are not raw material; they are the finished product of the 
mills; they are a finished manufacture; and there is not one of all the 
reasons adduced during the general debate on the other side for revising 
the tariffand adding to the free-list that applies to burlaps not exceeding 
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60 inches in width, except, perhaps, the reason assigned by the gentle- 
man from South Caroline tite HEMPHILL], who wants permission to 
buy where he can buy cheapest; in other words, unrestricted free trade. 
There is no reason under the sun that will justify the American Con- 
gress in placing these manufactures upon the free-list, except the rea- 
son, and that is the only one that can be given, that free trade is the 
best system for the United States. Believing that to be an utter heresy, 
I shall vote against it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a great 
deal of stress Jaid, and very properly, on the effect that legislation upon 
the tariff will have with regard to the laboring interests of this country, 
and I think there can be no doubt about the proposition that we all 
unite in desiring liberal to the laboring men, especially when 
the wages do not come out of their own individual pockets. 

Now, the best evidence on this subject as to the effect of legislation 
on this question, and upon the wages of labor and its interest, comes 
from the laborers themselves. I have a grave suspicion that there are 
interests here contending for high-tariff duties and putting it on the 
distinct ground of the increase of wages to laboring men, that from 
year to year, having secured these subsidies or this bonus, cheat the 
laboring men out of their proportion of the profits they thus acquire 
in their business by reason of this high-tariff legislation. 

I have in my hand a copy of the Chicago Tribune, one of the great 
journals of this country—a Republican journal, one of the leading 
Republican newspapers of this Government—which contains an article 
bearing upon this question, as to what the laboring men think of high- 
tariff legislation, as well as upon the question of what the laboring 
men themselves think when they are called upon to act directly upon 
the question, and when their action is capable of producing the vi 
greatest possible effect. I ask permission to send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and have read in my time, an editorial from the paper in question 
touching upon the effect that this tariff has upon labor as the laboring 
men themselves understand it. 

What I wish to call attention to particularly is the fact that this dis- 
cussion in the interest of labor awakens great sympathy among the 
farmers, that class of people outside of the distinctive class of labor that 
is represented here on the floor as especially interested in high-tariff 
duties; that it does awaken the interest of the generous, warm-hearted 
farmers of the country, who are willing to come to the aid of all other 
classes of labor with a view to securing better wages for them, and have 
been induced in that manner to favor high-lariff legislation which seemed 
to be in their interest, while the laboring men in the shops in the great 
centers of the country, and, as this paper says, within cannon shot of 
the court-house within the city of New York, have invariably, as illus- 
trated in the table given in this editorial, cast their votes against even 
moderate tariff duties and emphatically against a high-tariff system. 
The laborers know best about this matter. They know that most of 
the tariff is going into the pockets of their bosses, and they do not ask 
their farmer friends to burden themselves any further on their account. 
And this is good Republican authority. 

I ask the Clerk to read this article. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IS ULTRA-PROTECTIONISM A WINNING ISSUE? 


‘The Presidential election four years was determined by the vote cast with- 
in cannon shot of the city hallin New York. y 'the result this year 
will again depend on the poll of New York City. Beyond all doubt the votes 
cast in New York City, Brooklyn, Jersey City, and New Haven will turn one 
way or the other the doubtful States of New York, New Jersey, and Connecti- 
cut. With the issue thus focused and localized the Republican party should be 
able to determine without difficulity just what policies will give it the greatest 
certainty of rang 

The strip of territory about New York Bay, including New York City, Brook- 
lyn, Jersey City, Queens and Richmond Counties, comprises the hive 
of tariff-protected industry in the United States. Armiesof protected workmen 
and hundreds of millions of protected capital are found within this district. 
Accordingly the Republican party is assured that high protection alone is the 


winning e for it in this campaign. What is the record? The following 
table yes the vote cast in the district indicated (including also New Haven) for 
Garfieid, moderate protectionist, with that for Blaine, high protectionist, against 
Hancock and Clev d, low- men: 
È c] : È a 
E Tle |: 
Ad i - - 
Be | vt | a | 28 | 4s sf 
District. 5 ° 
gg | 28 $i ga] 33 | 
Z > 
ele le¢l(#8ié ls 
=) 5 o | 
New York City..........csss0sse:eseees 90,093 |133, 157 | 43, 064 123,015 | 41,285 
Brooklyn (Kings County)......... 15,729 61, 096 9, 345 
Queens County.......100.00 2,078 10, 391 2,240 
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New York State gave Garfield 21,033 majority and Cleveland 1,047. Connecti- 
cut gave Garfield 2,656 majority and Cleveland 1,276, New Je ve 2,010 
majority against Garfield and 4,412 against Blaine, And the p:i corner of 
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the State within a half a dozen miles of the city hall rolled up 63,000 low tariff, 
anti-high protection majority, and increased its anti-high protection majority 
against Blaine by 84,400 votes over that against Garfield. From these figures 
it appears that the “tin-bucket brigade” swarming out of the factories, mills, 

forges, and shops of the great tariff-protected district about New York carried 
New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut against high protection, and the ma- 
jority increased just as the Republican party, in the person of its candidate in 
1884, emphasized the high-tariff doctrine. The farmers of the three States, 
voting faithfully for high protection with the benevolent ee of securing 
high wages to the city trades-union workingmen of New York and Brooklyn, 
were met and overwhelmed by the workmen themselves, who rejected the prof- 
fered boon. Is it possible these workmen can not comprehend what is good for 
them? The farmers insisted that they should have rich milk, but the workmen 
replied that it was skimmed before it reached them, and that others got all the 
cream, and they would have nothing to do with it. If they had really believed 
that a perpetuation of high war duties was to their interest they would have 
rolled up their 63,000 majority for the other ticket. 

Surely, if workmen in protected industries can be won by the high-tariff doc- 
trine such a result should have appeared four years ago, and the States of New 
York, New Jersey, and Connecticut been saved to the Republican party. Mr. 
Blaine was a genial, gifted, attractive, inspiring leader. No advocate could urge + 
high protectionism on workmen with greater vigor and plausibility than he. 
Nevertheless they rejected his doctrine, jecressod phate majorities against the 
Republican ticket 8,400 votes, and left the unprotected farmers to champion high 
protectionism. Is it good policy to nominate a candidate with extreme protec- 
tionist views or make a platform calling for a tariff higher than the average sen- 
timent of the party favors? Will not such policies make defeat certain in the 
doubtful Eastern States’? The election returns show that when the Republican 

rty has been defeated in New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut it was ow- 

ng to the vote of the manufacturing centers, and that just as high-protection 
doctrines are emp! the majority be he the Republican party in these 
centers is increased. How much ultra ta: , then, willbe needed in the plat- 
form orin the person of the candidate to insure defeat and make certain the loss 
of the doubtful Eastern States? 

During the reading of the foregoing the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND was ized, and yielded his time to Mr. 
AnpeErson_ of Iowa, during which time the reading was concluded as 
above. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment in the second degree al- 
ready. No other amendment is in order until this amendment is dis- 
posed of. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like a vote upon my amendment. It 
was offered in good faith and for substantial reasons. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey desires a vote 
upon his amendment, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

- A vote having been taken, the Chair was in doubt as to the result, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 67. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask for tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will order tellers, and will appoint the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN Jand the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN], 
who will please act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Page 3, after line 40, insert: 

“ Bags of jute, for grain.” 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I desire—— 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN] does not desire to speak in favor of the amendment, the Chair 
will recognize any gentleman opposed toit. The gentleman who offers 
the amendment is entitled to speak if he desires. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is an immense industry, one that gets little 
benefit from the tariff, and is taxed much by it. The effect of the 
amendment is to put on the free-list jute bags, used for grain. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. i , I came in just a$ my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. ANDERSON] was about finishing his remarks and I heard him say 
the protectionists are constantly asserting that protection resulted in 
high wages, when, in fact, as to the industries that were protected, the 
employer received alone the benefit of the protection. It has been time 
and again proven here, and we assert positively and acknowledge that 
the protectionists are not any more the friends of the laboring men by 
reason of being employers than other men are, and that they will get 
their employés to work as cheap as the free-traders will get theirs; that 
it is nota matter of love, but it is a matter of square business; it is a 
matter ofdollarsandcents. We only claim that by protection we make 
a demand for labor, and that makes a demand for higher wages. If you 
will give us a chance to make our own articles the labor will be in de- 
mand and the laboring man himself will see to it that his employer 
gives him his just dues for his work. But it was also stated in the ar- 
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ticle from the Chicago Tribune that within gunshot of the city of New 
York the election proved Mr. Cleveland received more votes than Mr. 
Blaineand more votes than Mr. Garfield. Do the gentlemen forget that 
when Mr. Cleveland was voted for, the Democratic party had their strad- 
dle of 1834, and that they had to send to Pennsylvania for Mr. RAN- 
DALL and other Democratie protectionists for the purpose of pulling 
the wool over the eyes of the menin New York and getting them to be- 
lieve that when they said free trade they meant protection; for the 
purpose of hoodwinking voters in New York and around that vicinity ? 

Mr. COX. We never said ‘‘free trade.” 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, you may call it by any other name. It smells 
just as sweet—or otherwise. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. 
tion? 

Mr. BRUMM.gI have not time. I have promised to yield a portion 
of my five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Nutrine]. 

‘Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask to have 
read some resolutions passed by a meeting of workingmen held at the 
Cooper Union, New York, on May 8, in regard to the bill under con- 
sideration. These resolntions are an answer to the newspaper editorial 
which has been read here at the request of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WORKINGMEN’S MASS MEETING AT COOPER UNION, MAY 8. 

It is significant of the intelligence of the workingmen of New York that they 
comprehend even better than many who read the Post and Times the bearing 
of the present tariff agitation upon the labor and industries of the country. 

The speeches of the chairman, Breslin, and the others who followed were to 
the point. Alluding to the cry for the markets of the world, Mr. Breslin said: 

‘It is said thatif we will remove the tarift we will have control of the markets 
of the world—whatever that may mean. How is it that we are togovern the 
markets of the world? No free-trader will deny that the country in which the 
remuneration of labor is lowest is the country that will control the markets of 
the world. Labor isthe great point, in comparison with which the cost of raw 
material and transportation is insignificant. If the country paying the lowest 
wages is to control the markets of the world, do we want to enter the race? ” 

ugh Greenan, of the Cooper Union, said: * The only poe who would ben- 
efit by free trade are those with fixed salaries. This Mills tariff bill willsimply 
tend to reduce the United States to the condition of a British province. It will 
be interesting to know just how much of the seoret-service money of the British 
Empire has been used to aid its passage.” 

Richard Norris, master workman of the Lithographers’ National Assembly 
of the Knights of Labor, said: “The only remedy for American workingmen 
is to strike at the polls. Trades-union methods are all bosh. You can not 
squeeze high wages from employers who are not able to pay them. You may 
force them for a while, but there is bound to be a reaction.” 

Several other prominent workingmen aadressed the meeting, and the follow- 
ing resolutions were then adopted; 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NUTTING. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr, NUTTING, I ask unanimous consent that I havefive minutes 
more. ¢ 

Mr. BLAND. If we are going to debate the pending question on its 
merits I will not object, but we have had enough politics on this floor, 
and I do object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ROWELL, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE] is 
recognized. c 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
New York [Mr. Nutrine]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can yield histimeonly by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. BLAND. I will not object, Mr. Chairman, but I hope we shall 
have a vote after the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What paper is that article from? 

Mr. NUTTING. ‘These are resolutions passed by a workingmen’s 
meeting held at the hall of the Cooper Union, New York City, on the 
8th of May, 1888. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I understand it now. 

Mr. NUTTING. I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the so-called Mills tariff bill, now under discussion in the House of 
Representatives, by placing on the free-list many articles that come into com- 
petition with the products of American labor, and by sweeping reductions in 
the duties upon others, menaces the ruin of many of our industries, and would, 
if enacted into a law, entail ae loss of employment and widespread suffering 
among working people; an . 

Whereas the wor! — of this country have been contemptuously denied 
ae by the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, which framed the 

ill; an 
Whereas it is now apparent to every workingman that the prevailing agita- 
tion of the tariff question and the proposed reduction of duties are destroying 
confidence in business, reducing wages in some occupations, and stopping alto- 
gether the wages in others: 

Therefore, we, the workingmen of the city of New York,in mass meeting 
assembled, earnestly protest against the passage of the Mills tariff bill, and 
pend and all measures of a similar character which threaten the labor 
and in 


Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


I yield my time to the gentleman from 


of our country and propose to lower the American standard of 


Wages. and do hereby declare and proclaim the following resolutions : 
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Resolved, That we aemand of the Representatives in Congress from this city 
that they not only vote against this most recent attack on the prosperity of 
American labor, but that they use their utmost endeavors to secure its defeat. 

lved, That we protest against a bill which puts raw material on the freg- 
list when that so-called raw material is the product of American labor. 

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which would break down the barrier 
which defends American labor from competition with the pauper labor of Eu- 
ary and Asia, and aims to reduce our families to the foreign level of cheapness 
and poverty. 

Resolved, That we demand that the internal-revenue war taxes be repealed, 
and that protection to American labor be maintained and made more effective. 

Resolved, That we call upon our fellow-workingmen inall parts of the land to 
rise up and denounce the Mills tariff bill asa menace to our welfare and to our 
rights as citizens, which threatens to deprive us of the opportunities of educa- 
tion afforded by the American system of high wages; and we denounce as a 
fraud the free-trade argument that the cost of living in this country is increased 
in poros to the rates of duty on imports, except as we choose and are able 
to live better here than our unfortunate rivals in foreign countries. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President and to every 
member of Congress. 


Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, the article which was read a while 
ago at the request of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] 
referred to the 1,000 or 1,200 majority which Grover Cleveland ob- 
tained over Mr. Blaine in the State of New York in the last Presi- 
dential election. The gentleman had forgotten, and probably the 
man who wrote that article had forgotten, that two years before that 
election Grover Cleveland ran for governor of the State of New York 
on the Democratic ticket and received a majority of 192,000. That 
was ata time when only State issues were in the balance; but when 
the Presidential election came on and the mere rumor existed—the mere 
rumor—that possibly the industries of the country might be injured or 
endangered by the election of Cleveland, because he was not sound on 
the tariff issue, his majority was cut down from 192,000 to less than 
1,200; and I tell gentlemen here that when the next Presidential 
election comes on, these very people that they call the ‘‘ tin-pail bri- 
gade” will cut down his majority not only in the State of New York 
but throughout the country, so that he will have no majority in the 
United States, and that result will come about because of the votes of 
te pang classes of this country. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

The laboring men in the State of New York, six hundred thousand 
or more in number, and the farmers in the State of New York, four 
hundred thousand in number, are notin favor of the Mills bill, and 
they will be heard on election day this fall in a way that will em- 
phasize this statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike out the last word. In answer to 
my colleague from New York [Mr. Nutrine], and the reference he 
has made to the overwhelming majority which Mr, Cleveland received 
when he was a candidate for governor of that State, I wish to say that 
that was owing to trouble in the Republican party, whereby two hun- , 
dred thousand Republicans refrained from going to the polls to vote at 
that election. I will state further to the gentleman from New York, 
and to one or two others who have this morning made reference to the 
city of New York and its politics, that the majority for Grover Cleve- 
Jand in the city of New York in the election which made him Presi- 
dent of the United States*was reduced because the Republican party 
came out to a. man in that election and voted, and also because Jay | 
Gould contributed $100,000 to the corruption fund three days before 
the election took place. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. ] 
A clean hundred thousand dollars was distributed through Johnny 
O’Brien, Bob McCord, and the other Republican leaders of that city 
for the purpose of corrupting the ballot-box, and to a certain extentit 
had that effect. 

Mr. BRUMM. 
ruption? 

Mr, SPINOLA. I will auswer that, too: I want to tell you right 
here that there is no place in the United States where elections are as 
fairly conducted as they are in the city of New York. The bill about 
which the gentleman has asked me was a bill brought from Van Die- 
man’s Land by a few disgruntled Republicans, one of them being the 
man whom I defeated as a candidate for a seat in this House. 

Mr. WEBER. And it was indorsed by the United Labor party of 
New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The ‘‘United Labor party ’’ was the same kind ot 
men that passed the resolutions which have been read—‘' bogus’? 
laboring men and workingmen. 

Mr. WEBER. It had Henry George at the head of it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Henry George was one of the men who opposed my 
election; he and all his so-called “‘labor’’ elements were brought to 
bear against me and in fayor of Thorndyke Rice. And Thorndyke 
Rice is the father of the bill which Governor Hill vetoed a day or two 


Why did not your governor sign a bill to prevent cor- 


ago. 
Siir, WEBER. Well, it is a good bill. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Iam glad you think so, but it will never become 
a law in that State. 
Mr. WEBER. It will become a law after we elect a Republican 
governor this fall. 
Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. You will not do that. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Let me tell you right there that you have not a 
man in the Republican party who can defeat David B. Till for governor 
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of that State; neither can you nominate for the any man of 
the Republican party who can carry the election over Grover Cleveland 
in November next. 

Mr. WEBER. We will try it. 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly; I it is on politics; and that is 
my religion to some extent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman tell me whether he does not 
know there are 600,000 worki in the State of New York—men 
who live by their labor—400,000 of them in the cities of New York and 
Brooklyn? - 

Mr. SPIN OLA. Yes; and they vote the Democratic ticket (applause 
on the Democratic side), and are going to continue to vote it. I want 
to make a prediction—not a prophecy, but an absolute prediction. 
The city of New York, in November next, will roll up 60,000 majority 
for the Democratic ticket, not 40,000 as it did four years ago. 

Mr. NUTTING. You said you would answer my question. Now 
doso. #'want to put you on the record. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What do you want me to answer? 

Mr. NUTTING. Do you give it as your opinion on the floor of this 
House that those 600,000 workingmen, who last year were paid more 
than $200,000,000 by the industries of that State, are in favor of the 
Mills bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let me answer that question—— 

Mr. NUTTING. Do you say they are? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let me answer; do not answer for me. Those 
workingmen who earned the $200,000,000 that you talk about, know 
their business better than you do, and know how to vote better than 
you can tell them. 

Mr. NUTTING. Do you say that they are to-day in favor of the 
Mills bill? 

Mr.SPINOLA. Representatives on this floor of the labor organiza- 
tions of the country are voting for the Mills bill, as you term it. 

Mr. NUTTING. But those workingmen, as they declare in their 
resolution, do not approve those votes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. A pretty sort of workingmen they are! I was at 
that meeting. You could almost count those in attendance on the 
fingers of your two hands. About twenty men assembled there, sent 
there by the Republican committee and nobody else. 

Mr. NUTTING. Now answer my question, so that you will be on 
record. Do you say it is youropinion that the laboring men in the 
State of New York—the 600,000 to whom I have referred—are in favor 
of the provisions of the Mills bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. How many of those men are protected—— 

Mr. NUTTING. Answer the question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now ask your question over again, if you please. 

ter. 
EN ULIING. Do you gay it is your opinion and belief that the 


. Answer my question, if you can. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I claim to be as familiar with the 
workingmen as my friend is, and a great deal more so. I know what 
their views are, and my friend does not. That is the difference between 
him and me. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘Then it ought to be so much easier for you to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr, SPINOLA. I have answered it. 

Mr. BRUMM. No, you have not. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I say that those workingmen to whom the gentle- 
man has referred will vote the Democratic ticket this fall, so as to re- 
duce taxation. That is an answer to his question. : 

Mr. BRUMM. No, sir; his question is whether those workingmen 
are in favor of the provisions of the Mills bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, yes—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Now we have got the answer at last, 

Mr. SPINOLA. A majority of them—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] , 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman’s time will be cxtended. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Itrustso; I havenotcommenced yet. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from New York be extended. 

Mr, BLAND. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that we 
may have a yote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] 
moved by unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] be allowed to proceed with his remarks for five minutes 


longer, if he so desired. 

. BLAND. I do not wish to interfere with anybody on this floor 
who desires to address remarks pertinent to the amendment under con- 
sideration, but we shauld have some votes and some progress in the 
consideration of the pending bill, We have been engaged in discus- 
sions day after day, and it is about time we should vote. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few remarks on 
the subject now before the committee, because it is one of exceeding im- 
eee Thus far it has been proclaimed, by those who favor this 

ill, to be their purpose to place materials of manufacture on the free- 
list, but at the same time to give some protection to the manufactured 
product. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], in behalf 
of the Committeeon Ways and now to place a complete 
manufactured product on the free-list, to wit: Grain bags made of jute. 
But bags may be made not only of jute, but of cotton, and it makes 
no difference of which material they are made so far as the consumer 
isconcerned. So, if grain bags made of jute are to be made freeof duty, 
then you would practically open to free importation into this country 
all bags which may be entered for consumption. When bags made of 
jute can be imported free of duty, inasmuch as jute bags may be used 
instead of cotton bags, the practical effect is the as though bags 
made of eitherjute or cotton should be admitted free of duty. It will 
be impossible to manufacture bags out of cotton in this country, ahd 
this large industry will be practically destroyed, forour people can not 
go on making bags which may be brought into free competition with 
those imported free of duty. These bags made in foreign countries 
are produced by the useof the cheapest labor. In India they are man- 
ufactured by cooly labor atthe very low price of a few cents a day. 

There are to-day large manufacturing establishments producing bag- 
ging made of jute as well as of cotton, and the proposition, I repeat, is 
to admit similar bags free of duty, to come immediately into competi- 
tion with bags made by our higher paid labor. The inevitable effect 
of this will be to destroy this industry in the first place, and, secondly, 
to prevent the use of cotton waste and cotton of inferior grades now used 
in the production of these bags. 

I ask gentlemen who propose to place upon the free-list a complete 
manufactured product, where this thing is to end when once begun? I 
call their attention to the fact that in presenting this bill they pro- 
claimed they did not intend to destroy or even to injure any manu- 
facturing industry, but to leave a sufficient duty to cover the difference 
in cost of labor here and in foreign countries. But here we have a 
proposition to pra a complete product on the free-list without any 
protection for the labor which may be used in its manufacture. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has not the gentleman from Maine been in favo 
of putting sugar upon the free-list? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only with a bounty to go with it. Sugar to-day 
has 82 per cent. of protection and the gentleman’s bill proposes to give 
68 per cent. I favor a proposition to reduce the duty to 40 per cent., 
which is the average protection given to manufacturers, or free sugar 
with a bounty to the producer. But here is a provision to compel 
those laborers who work in bagging mills to pay this 68 per cent. duty 
on sugar to use as food and to compel them to labor in the manufact- 
ure of these bags in free competition with the coolies of Calcutta, 

I ask you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, whether a proposition ot 
this kind is worthy of the support of this House. I ask gentlemen who 
have said all along they did not propose to destroy any industry if this 
is in accordance with their promises, 

If these bags are to be allowed to be imported free of duty when 
the importer represents that they are to be used for grain, the custom- 
houses would be unable to follow up the imports and see that they are 
used for that object, and the practical effect would be to allow the im- 
port free of duty of bags for all uses. 

The bill also proposes to place imported lime on the free-list, not- 
withstanding limeis the completed product ofa manufacturing industry 
which in 1880 gaveemployment to 6,000 men, paid $1,579,313 in wages, 
and produced lime valued in the markets at $5,772,318. The duty on 
limeis only 10 per cent. ad valorem, which was intended to givea protec- 
tion of at least 10 cents per cask, but which, by a ruling of the Treasury 
Department which excludes the cost of the cask from the estimate ot 
the value, and by systematic undervaluation, has been so reduced that 
the importation of Canadian lime is rapidly increasing—increasing 
from the fact that the labor employed in this industry in Maine, for 
example, receives $2 per day, in Canada receives only $1.25 per day, 
and from the further fact that the duty has practically been reduced in 
the way which I have indicated. 

Now, in this situation, when in 1886 82,855 casks of Canadian lime 
were imported, and in 1887, 132,239 casks imported—and the present 
year will rise to a much larger volume—it is proposed by this bill to 
place lime on the free-list. Can there be any doubt that such action 
would do one of two things, either destroy lime manufacturing in this 
country, or compel the reduction gf wages in the industry to the Cana- 
dian standard ? 

The injustice of this proposition to place lime on the free-list is made 
manifest when it is borne in mind that this bill retains a duty of 26 
per eent. on bituminous coal, which is used in the burning of lime; a 
duty of 68 per cent. on the sugar and 100 per cent. on the rice which 
the laborers in this industry are compelled to buy for food. Will gen- 
tlemen give any explanation of such discrimination? 

Instead of striking down the lime-manufacturing industry by placing 
imported Canadian lime on the free-list, a due regard for the men en- 
gaged in this industry demands that the small ad valorom duty, which 
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nas been largely lost by the causes to which I adverted, should give 
place to a specific duty of 15 cents, or at least 10 cents per cask. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amend- 
ment, and if there is no objection the formal amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 

i , the manufacture of bags out of burlaps may be in its in- 
fancy, but the manufacture of bags out of cotton is not in its infancy. 
It has grown into great proportions in this country. Those bags are 
used for the purpose of shipping flour, instead of bags made ot burlaps, 
and this industry has been established in many ofour States, and, as I 
have said, has grown into large proportions. 

Now what will be the effect of itting these goods to come in 
free? The effect will simply be this: that our millers in this country, 
instead of buying home-made cotton sacks, will buy these foreign jute 
sacks to ship their grain in, and in consequence of that fact it will be 
the death-blow to this industry in the United States. There is no ex- 
cuse for putting this on the free-list whatever, not even the same ex- 
cuse that was alleged in favor of lumber and salt, and certainly there 
was not much for doing that. But the bad effect here is much greater 
than in the case of lumber and salt; for in those commodities it was 
neutralized to a considerable extent in consequence of the great bulk 
and cost of transportation. They will not bear shipment to any consid- 
erable distance in consequence of their bulk, weight, and the necessary 
transportation charges. But that is rot the case with jute bagging. 
That can be landed in New York City from England, or from Scotland, 
or from India, and shipped clear through to Chicago for one-eighth or 
one-fourth of a centa pound. Again, in consequence of the cheap labor 
of Europe, and more particularly of India, this industry in the United 
States will be crushed ont of existence, and can not be pursued longer. 
You might just as well take the duty off of calico and permit it to come 
in free and expect to find a thriving industry. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is a manufactured article. It is not a free raw 
material in any sense of the word, but is a manufactured product; and 
besides there is no use in admitting it on the ground that the duties 
collected on it are large, and therefore that this reduction will help to 
decrease the revenues, 

The amount imported is of little consequence, and the duties col- 
lected are inconsiderable. Thatexcuse, then, does not have any weight, 
and hence this provision should be abandoned by the committee if they 
have any regard at all for the wages of those engaged in this industry. 
It will not help the people of this country at all. It will, I admit, 
help the millers to some extent. In place of being, as now, compelled 
to pay atthe rate ofabout 20 cents a barrel for their bagging, they would 
probably get it from India or European manufacturers at 15 cents a bar- 
rel, and they are the only people who would be benefited. ‘The great 

y of the public in place of being benefited would be injured by de- 
stroying this industry, the destruction of which would afford relief to 
nobody except a few favored individuals if the bill goes into effect. I 
hope this committee will, therefore, withdraw the proposed insertion 
here as a part of this bill, and permit it to go through without the in- 
corporation of such a useless modification as that. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that my col- 
league [Mr. MCKINNEY], who is a Democrat, is absent from the city 
at this time, for, notwithstanding some Democrats on this floor have 
told me that he has expressed himself in favor of this amendment, I 
feel sure that were he present he would esteem it not only a privilege 
but a duty to oppose it, as it threatens to destroy an important indus- 
try in the district which he represents. Incomprehensible as it is to 
me, I am free to say that my colleague is in favor of the Mills bill as 
a whole, for he has so stated on this floor, but of course he could not 
have anticipated that an amendment of this character would be offered 
to the bill in his absence, and while he is paired with a gentleman who 
would vote against it—an amendment which so greatly change; the bill 
to the detriment of his own district. 

In my own district there is, so far as I know, no industry that this 
amendment, if adopted, will harm, but in the district represented by 
my colleague there is a very large industry that in my judgment will 
be greatly injured by the proposed legislation. A very large amount 
of capital has been invested in the city of Manchester in the manu- 
facture of jute bagging, employing many people. The capitalists who 
have gone into the business have invested their money, in the reason- 
es expectation that the tariff duty would be permitted to remain as 
it 

Isubmit, therefore, that if this amendment be adopted it will work 
a great hardship, not only to the manufacturers, but also to a large 
class of industrious persons employed in the industry. Ifthe duty be 
taken off, the manufacture of this commodity will be placed in the 
hands of foreign manufacturers, and will especially be passed over to 
the tender mercies of the pauper labor of Calentta, where the industry 
thrives to-day notwithstanding our existing tariff laws. Therefore, in 
the interest of the manufacturers as well as of the laboring men of my 
State who are employed in this business, in the interest of a very large 
industry that has a right to ask protection at the hands of the gentle- 
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men who compose the Fiftieth Congress, I enter my protest against 
the adoption of the amendment, and trust that our Democratic friends, 
who compose a majority of this House, will see that it is not good leg- 
islation, that it is not a wise or just policy to bring in an amendment 
at this time which has had no consideration before the present hour, 
and the adoption of which will strike a death-blow to a large and in- 
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nion. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to unnecessarily take up the time of the 
committee,and will therefore content myself with the expression of the 
hope that the amendment may be voted down, and that we may have 
some help from the Democratic side of the House in so doing, although 
the progress of this debate gives little encouragement for hope in that 
direction. It is another blow aimed at Northern industries, another 
Democratic attack upon New England capital and thrift, and whether 
my colleague, if here, should vote for or against the amendment, I 
certainly shall cast my vote in a way that will tend to protect the in- 
dustries of his district from the despoiling hand of the free-trade De- 
m who control the present Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. BIGGS. I renew it. 

I am very much surprised at the range that this discussion has taken. 
Gentlemen have discussed the jute clause of the bill as if they were 
thoroughly posted upon the subject, and I am satisfied that if the truth 
were known they do not know what a jute grain-bag is. [Laughter.] 
I make the assertion here now that gentlemen here on this floor, who 
preceded me in this discussion, can not tell me what constitutes a jute 
grain-sack, and I pause in my time for any one of them to tell me what 
a regular jute grain-sack is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can tell the gentleman that I have seen these 
sacks manufactured in my own district and pretend to know some- 
thing about them. 

Mr. BIGGS. What are the dimensions of a jute grain-sack? 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are made of different dimensions, just the 
same as the cotton grain-sacks are. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then give me the dimensions of the jute grain-sack 
that comes here and pays a high duty. I can tell the gentleman that 
he does not know. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are of the ordinary dimensions that grain- 
bags are made in this country. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Two-bushel sacks. ` 

Mr. BIGGS. No, sir. They are 22 by 36 inches, and that consti- 
tutes a regular jute grain-sack, and the bran-sack is 36 by 44. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are the size of the ordinary grain-sacks-manu- 
factured throughout the country. 

Nr. WHITE, of Indiana. And I sell them right along. 

Mr. BIGGS. Tell me it will destroya great industry ! 
jute grown in the United States to amount to anything. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it is manufactured. 

Mr. BIGGS. It is manufactured in the penitentiary at San Quentin, 
in my State. More is manufactured in that penitentiary than any- 
where else on the Pacific Slope. I am perfectly astonished that men 
who say they want to protect the poor tenants yet propose to put this 
burden upon them. Gentlemen, I thought you were more liberal 
toward the working classes. I am a workingman myself. I have 
rented ground for years and years, and haye had to use and pay for 
these sacks. What do I get for the sacks? About a cent and a quar- 
ter. There is nota pound of grain; there is not a pound of oats; there 
is not a pound of barley, corn, wheat, nor vegetables but what has to 
be put into these sacks before marketing on the Pacific coast. 

Gentlemen, I do hope you will not strike this blow at us. There is 
my friend from Oregon [ Mr. HERMANN], elected by one of the largest 
majorities ever given in hisState. They want free grain-sacks, and all 
the voters came in and supported him to a man, irrespective of party. 
He is a friend of the laboring man. He is a laboring man himself. I 
hope you will not take this action. I say without fear of successful 
contradiction that if this amendment is defeated it will be the worst 
blow ever struck against the laboring classes of the Pacific Slope. There 
is no question about it. Ido hope my friends on the other side will 
vote with me. Vote with me as I did the other day with you, when 
you brought in an amendment on the Chinesequestion. Come and vote 
with me on this question, and it will do you good. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I understand this amendment is offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McMILLIN]. I would like to inquire whether it is in or- 
der to permit a committee that has voted for the Mills bill to amend 
it after the St. Louis convention has indorsed the bill? Whether it 
will not necessitate the calling of a new convention to indorse the bill 
after it is amended by the Democratic majority ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the gentleman can answer the 
question himself. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us answer it by voting on the question. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to read a little extract from 
high political authority: 

The necessary reduction in taxation must be effected without depriving 
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American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor, and 
without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover any ine 

cost of p uction which may exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages 
prevailing in this country. 


That was the enunciation of the Democratice convention which as- 
sembled four years ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And we enunciate it again. 

Mr. ROWELL. That was the enunciation of the Democratic con- 
vention which assembled a few days ago, modified, however, by ap- 
pointing an interpreter, so that black may mean white and white may 
mean black, according to the necessities of the occasion. 

Nevertheless a bill is presented here and amendments are presented 
here to place upon the free-list articles manufactured both in this coun- 
try and abroad, manufactured here by high-priced labor and abroad by 
the very lowest of low-priced labor; and according to the interpretation 
of the language which recognizes the fact that a tariff affects the wage- 
earner we are to have this sort of manufacturing industry blotted out 
of existence. I only read this to call the attention of my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] to the fact that the Democratic party went be- 
fore those laborers of New York four years ago and declared that in all 
revision of taxing legislation the laborer should be protected to the 
full extent of the difference between wages in this country and wages 
abroad. He is publicly rewarded for the vote he gave upon that 
pledge by a blow all along the line, not alone to manufacturing indus- 
tries, but to the farmers as well. 

Mr. Chairman, 4t is a favorite charge of gentlemen on the other side 
of this House that the Republican party is the defender of trusts and 
the money power; and yet for twenty years every Democratic candidate 
for the Presidency has been selected from the State of New York with 
express reference to securing the influence of the money power. The 
present Administration in every distinctive executive act or recom- 
mendation has abandoned to its fate the great West in the interest of 
monopolies, trusts, and the money power. In the construction of the 
Cabinet two of the Cabinet ministers were taken from this same great 
home of trusts and money influence. 

Within 20 miles of Tammany Hall resides the vote upon which the 
Democracy depends for success. It is a vote more notoriously con- 
trolled by moneyed influences than any other vote anywhere in the 
United States. Every distinctive act of this Administration has been 
in the interest of that moneyed power and for the purpose of securing 
itsinfluence. In the attempt to demonetize silver, in the attempt to 
blot out of existence our greenback currency, in withholding for more 
than ten months the call for bonds and allowing the money to acen- 
mulate in the Treasury, in finding some objection to a law which no- 
body else ever disputed and thereby preventing the purchase of bonds, 
in depositing sixty millions of currency in the national banks—— 

[Here the hammer a É 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like a little more—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

[Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope no objection will be made, but I hope thatafter 
the gentleman gets through we shall have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
If there be no objection, the Chair will regard the formal amendment 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, ef California. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amend- 
ment, I desire, in the interest of the great grain-producing States of 
the Pacific coast,Oregon and California especially, to advocate the adop- 
tion of this amendment. The amendment as it reads is *‘bags of jute 
for grain.” Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that bags made of 
jute for grain will come in competition with any of the manufacturers 
of the East. They do not make bags for grain here. ‘These jute grain- 
bags are imported from Calcutta. Our farmers can not afford to buy 
them here and ship them. This amendment is in the interest of the 
grain-producing ple of the Pacific coast, and I hope that it will be 


adopted, and, as I have said, I do not believe it will interfere with the 
eotton-bag manufacturers of the East. I withdraw the formal amend- 
ment. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what 
the gentleman from California [Mr. THompson] has just said, I wish 
to say that I think he is under a misapprehension with regard to the 
manufacture of grain-bags in the Eastern portion of the country. In 
connection with his statement I wish to read a brief extract from a 
letter which I have received from Messrs. John T. Bailey & Co., of 
Philadelphia. These gentlemen write: 

Burlaps are woven or manufactured from jute in Dundee, Scotland, and Cal- 
cutta, imported in large quantities to this country and manufactured into bags 
for all known purposes—fertilizers, wheat, corn, bran, peanuts, flour, meal, ice, 
rice, wool, hair, ore, ete.—paying a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. Foreign- 
made from the same material coming into this country a duty of 40 per 
cent. This difference of 10 per cent. is what enables the industry to be carried 
on in this country. Take away this difference and the bags for all the ucts 
just enumerated would be made in Dundee and Calcutta, where labor is much 

eaper; Dundee wages for such work being about two-thirds less than ours, 
while labor in Calcuttais a mere trifle. À 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to be very clear that this amendment will 
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affect this important industry, which, of course, like all other legitimate 
American industries, ought to be properly protected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. After the bags are imported they may be used for 
any purpose. You can not trace them. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As the gentleman from Maine says, 
after the are imported they may be used for grain or any other 
purpose. Now, if these foreign-made bags are put upon the free-list 
this American industry will be putin competition with the low labor 
of Scotland and of Calcutta, the cost of labor in the latter place being 
so low as to be almost inappreciable. I rose simply for the purpose of 
saying thatin myjudgment the gentleman from California [Mr. THomp- 
sox] was laboring under a misapprehension when he said that jute 
was not manufactured into bags for grain in this country. The gen- 
tlemen from whose letter I have read an extract haye a very extensive 
plant, which has cost a large amount of money, and they employ some 
six hundred hands, There isalso another establishment in Baltimore, 
in which they are joint owners, employing a large number of hands. 
T am satisfied that the statements contained in their letter to me are 
correct, and I am glad to lay them before this committee and thereby 
to correct the statement of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. Mr. Chairman, from the best in- 
formation that I have been able to obtain, the bags which are used by 
the wheat-growers of California are not made in this country. They 
are brought from Calcutta, and about two-thirds of the importations 
are through the San Francisco custom-house. We are manufacturing 
bags in the State prison, to what extent I do not know exactly. Free 
jute may encourage the manufacture of bags on the Pacific coast—I do 
not know whether it will or not, but if it does, it will be for the ben- 
efit of the wheat-growers of that coast. 

Mr. MORROW. Can my colleague tell how many bags are manu- 
factured at the State prison? 

Mr. BIGGS. Fifteen thousand a day is the largest number. 

Mr. MORROW. How many are manufactured at the Oakland fac- 
tory? 

Mr. BIGGS. Not many now. 

Mr. MORROW. They manufacture a good many, I think. 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not know. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Ifthere be no objection, the Chair will regard 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. McKENNA. 
The other day when my colleague (Mr. Biacs] asked me whether I 
was in favor of free bags, I replied that if they could be manufactured 
in this country I was not, but if they could not be manufactured here 
I was. I further said that I did not mean by ‘‘ manufactured in this 
country ’’? manufactured in the State prisons, for on that proposition I 
have very definite ideas. Idonotthink that anything should be manu- 
factured in the prisons which can be or is made out of them. Penal 
institutions should be supported by the States and not put into com- 
petition with the labor of the country. As to the amendment of the 
committee, I believe with my colleagues [Mr. Breas and Mr. THomp- 
SON] that free grain-sacks may bean advantage to the farmers of Cali- 
fornia, but I think only a temporary advantage. 

But, sir, I am a protectionist. Iam a protectionist everywhere that 
the principle of protection applies. I believe as Edmund Burke said 
about liberty: that protection is the clear right of all industries or of 
none. My doctrine, sir, now comes to face me. A vote on this propo- 
sition—a vote against the amendment of the committce may be unpop- 
ular. Ifit have all the effect my colleague predicted, the effect to re- 
verse the majority in my district, I could not hesitate. 

Sir, I should be ashamed of myself, I could hardly get back my self- 
respect, if I should stand here and vote for this principle as applicable 
to other industries and other States, and not vote for it as applicable to 
my own State; therefore I shall not vote for the amendment. The 
farmers of my district, if they are protectionists, will take the fat and 
the lean of protection; they will take it in its fullest extent, as it op- 
erates generally through the country, whether in particular instances 
its effect be good or bad. If it should be evil for them particularly, 
they will endure that evil in view of the greater benefit which comes 
to the country generally and to them as citizens of the country—a 
p ms country. But there can come no evil to the farmers by or 
through protection universally applied; besides, it is disputable if free 
sacks will lessen the price to the | RRUA 

I have thought it necessary to make these few remarks to explain the 
vote which I shall cast on this proposition, so that my constituents may 
know distinctly how I stand on protection as a principle, and that I do 
not shirk from applying it wherever I think it is properly applicable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the formal amend- 
ment. The substantial amendment pending is to insert on the free- 
list the words “bagging of jute for grain.” Now, sir, jute bags, if 
allowed to come in free, will come in competition with bags for grain 
madeof other materials by American manufacturers and American work- 
men. The manufacture of jute bags is carried on in three waye: first, 
by the convict labor of California and perhaps other States; second, by 
the cooly labor of Calcutta and the cheaper-than-American labor of 
Dundee; and third, by the manufacturers of the Eastern States. Now, 
we have already our competition with convict labor; we have our com- 
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petition with cooly labor, offset to some extent by protection; but by 
this amendment you propose to remove that. There is one thing in 
connection with this cooly labor which the Committee of the Whole 
ought to know before voting on this amendment: These manufacturers 
of the East Indies are in a combination to maintain prices. Yet it is 
coolly proposed, after all we have heard on this floor against these com- 
binations and trusts, to throw wide open the doors of the American 
market to the combination or trust of Calcutta. I do not like a trust 
anywhere; and I do not like it any better in India than in the United 
States. 

I have here a letter and a memorial which state the exact facts with 
reference to this question of bagging. As will be seen by these docu- 
ments, the manufacturers propose, if jute itself be placed upon the 
free-list, to acquiesce in a reduced rate of duty for the manufactured 
article; but if this bagging is to be put upon the free-list, I know one 
manufactory at least in my State that will be unable to continue its 
business. The facts and the figures as to why this result will be ne- 
cessitated are contained in these papers, which I incorporate in my re- 
marks: 


Sr. Lours, Mo., April 10, 1888. 


Drar Sin: The existing duties on raw jute and the product known as bag- 
ging for cotton baling has enabled American manufacturers to produce the 
supply necessary for the American market. The tariff on jute butts is about 
one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, and on manufactured bagging 3 cents per yard, 
or li cents per pound on 2-pound bagging. The requirements of the average 
American cotton crop are 45,000,000 yards maximum. ‘The capacity of the 
American factories is about 75,000,000 yards, and as the product is not used for 
any other purpose, the excess of productive capacity over the possible consump- 
tive demand is about 25,000,000 yards. Every yard of excess is, therefore,an act- 
ive competitor in the market with every other yard of this product. 

Although the present tariff on bagging is practically prohibitive of imports- 
tion from England, Scotland, and India, yet the home competitions have be- 
come sufficiently sharp to reduce the manufacturer's price from 11 cents per 
yard for 2-pound bagging in 1883 and prior thereto down to 7 cents in 1887, and 
as low as 63 cents in 1888, delivered at points 1,000 miles distant from factories. 
The reductions in the manufacturer's prices have been constant each year for 
the last fifteen years until the percentage of profit has reached an extreme low 
limit, and, indeed, nil at the present time. 

It is therefore conclusively apparent that in this industry a tariff which has 
enabled American manufacturers to establish and perfect bagging plants has 

y and permanently diminished instead of increasing the cost to the con- 
sumers, precisely the same result as in the case of plate-glass and other noble 
American industries. 

The bagging manufacturers of the State of Missouri and the city of St. Louis 
have established five factories, at a cost of about $1,000,000. The three factories 
in St. Louis empor nearly one thousand operatives, who with their families 
constitute nearly four thousand people dependent upon them in the main for 
support. Thisisasort of professional labor. Itrequiresskill and long practice. 
The people thus employed generally make it a life pursuit. They are paid 
liberal wages and are contented and happy. In cases of sickness or accident 
they are cared for by the best of professional skill, and every endeavor is used 
to create and maintain the relations of mutual . We have never had a 
strike or disturbance in our establishment. I believe that the St. Louis facto- 
ries are a fairsample of those in South Carolina, Louisiana, Georgia, New York, 
Illinois, and Indiana, and others. 


atmosphere. The employment is light and 
which makes them independent, and in seven years we have never learned 
of but one case of a going “to the bad,” i 
The relations of the consumers of bagging to the tariff are simply a matter of 
experience. The fact is, that the diminution of price to consumers is largely in 
excess of the diminution of the cost of raw material. The relations of Ameri- 
can manufacturers of bagging to the tariff are simply a matter of mathematics, 
A comparison of the elements which enter into the cost of foreign and home 
baggin, shows that if the discount interest current in American cities could be 
oad to foreign rates, and if the wages of American labor could be lowered 
to the level of Dundee or Calcutta, American manufacturers would have but 
little need of a protective tariff. Of course the former is impossible in the nature 
ot things, and as to the latter I am of opinion that American wage-workers will 
never submit to a depression down to the levels of foreign labor. Nor would 
any intelligent American employer ever desire such a thing to come to passin 
this country, even if it were possible, Whether regarded inan economic, social, 
or moral view, it would be an infinite evil to our beloved country. 
* = * $ * 


s $ 
I submit that this provision would in no wise diminish the cost of bagging to 
consumers. Past experience has shown that every imported staple not made 
in this country has been subjected to monopoly control, either at the points of 
shipment or consignment, under which control the selling price has been fixed 
with reference to excessive profit and not at all to beneficence. There exists at 
this time a combination among the East Indian manufacturers by which prices in 
different foreign countries are raised or lowered, not with reference to the cost of 
the product, but solely with reference to the conditions at the points of consign- 
ment, thus making one country pay any margins of loss or lessened profit ac- 
cruing in another. If the tariff is taken off raw jute, bagging can stand a re- 
duction from the perseo duty of 3 cents down to 2 cents per yard. If lowered 
below that limit the capital invested would have no encouragement to remain 
in the business, for the reason that this country would become the dumping 
und of foreign surplus stocks, creating uncertainties alike injurious to pe 
y pemi and consumers. Any reduction below 1} cents per yard is actual free 
trade so far as we are concerned, destructive to us without any corresponding 
benefit to consumers. Why destroy an American industry, with its American 
¢apital and American labor? The Treasury surplus receives no enlargement 
from it, nor is the cost of the product increased to consumers by reason of its 
existence. In proportion to its magnitude it increases the public wealth and 
rosperity, and it constitutes one of the many diversified industries which have 
followed upon a wise public policy. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, CHAS. E. PEARCE, 
Secretary Standard Mills Bagging Company. 
Hon, J. BUCHANAN. 
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Memorial of the manufacturers of bagging in the United States. 

The present tariff on bagging for covering cotton is 1} cents per pound, equal 
to 3 cents per yard on 2-pound bagging. 

Under this protection about 25 mills have been established in this country, 
situated in the following States: Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York. New 
Jersey, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Missouri, Kentucky, Virginia, Georgia, South 
Carolina, Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas. 

The machinery used in this industry is made in England, especially for bag- 
ging manufacture, and has paid an average duty of 40 per cent. 

The cloth manufactured by these mills is used exclusively for the coveringof 
the American cotton crop, and can not be sold for any other purpose, nor can 
the machinery be made available in any other way. 

No cotton bagging is imported, therefore no revenue has been received by 
the Government from this source, and the surplus is in no way decreased by 
reducing the duty on bagging. 

A large proportion of the 50,000,000 yards of bagging needed to covet the cot- 
ton crop each year has to be made and carried by the manufacturer from six 
to eight months before it is required by the planter for actual use, the period 
of distribution being confined to about three months in the year when the cot- 
ton crop is being gathered. 

Although there is no bagging of like quality made anywhere else at present, 
there are large jute mills, both in Dundee and Calcutta, whose machinery could 
easily be adapted to make this cloth. 

Calcutta has extra advantages in the fact that her mill-owners are not only 
supplied with the latest improved machinery, but run their factories with cooly 
labor, which is notoriously the cheapest in the world, andthe raw material 
used (jute butts) grows at their very doors. Moreover they all belong to one of 
the strongest combinations in the world, and control by their united action the 
price of their product and the amount of production. 

The Calcutta mills have an annual capacity of more than 350,000,000 yards, and 
by order of their association are now running but five days in the week in or- 
der to reduce their production to the actual requirements of the countries to 
which their cloth is at present exported, thus enabling them to obtain high 
prices. 

Their machinery if Spears one-half day more in the week would produce 
enough cloth to cover the American cotton crop, and were this market thrown 
open to them, the bagging uired in this country would doubtless be sold at 
very low prices until all American competition was destroyed, when prices could 
be rearranged to suit the views of the Indian Jute Manufacturers’ Association. 

Without a reasonable protection no American manufacturer could afford to 
make bagging solong in advance as is necessary, for without such protection 
he would be subject to large importations of ing from abroad just at the 
time of year his sales should take place and the distribution of his bagging 
commence, 

Previous to the establishment of this industry in America, the covering for 
the cotton crop was imported from the East Indies and was known as guony 
eloth. This sold at not less than 12 cents per yard, and sometimes as high as 
18 and 20 cents. 

Notwithstanding the protection which the mills in this country have re- 
ceived, and which has excluded foreign-made cloth from our market, competi- 
tion between the home mills has reduced the price of bagging to about one-half 
of the pa formerly paid for the imported cloth. 

The President in his message and the Democratic party in all the announce- 
ments of their principles haye stated distinctly that the r polley of their party 
would be not to destroy any industry already established under the existin. 
tariff laws, butin placing the raw material on the free-list to make a correspond- 
ing reduction in the manufactured article, thereby lowering the price to the 
consumer ayhile leaving the manufacturers uninjured. 

In view of these facts the manufacturers of bagging would respectfully ask 
that they be treated with the same consideration extended to other manufact- 
uring industries in the United States. 

„In placing jute butts on the free-list, as provided in the present bill, a reduc- 
tion will be made in the cost of the raw material used by us of $5 per ton, or a 
little less than one-fourth of a cent per pound. 

The present duty on the manufactured article is 1} cents per pound, equal to 
3 cents per yard for 2-pound bagging, which is the average weight used, and if 
this duty were made 1 cent per pound, equal to 2 cents per yard, it wonld be a 
reduction of § cent per pound, or more than double the reduction effected in the 
raw material, and would enable the home manufacturers to maintain this in- 
dustry as against foreign capital and cooly labor. 

For reasons given above the manufacturers of bagging in the United States 
would respectfully ask that the following be adopted as an amendment to the 
clause in the present bill relating to the duty on bagging for covering cotton: 

“ Bagging for cotton or other manufactures suitable to the uses for which cot- 
ton bagging is applied, composed in whole or in part of hemp, jute, jute butts, 
flax, gunny bags, gunny cloth, or other material suitable for covering cotton, 2 
cents per yard.” 

Ludlow Manufacturing Company, Ludlow, Mass.; Nevins & Co., Sa- 
lem,Mass.; New York Bagging Company, Brooklyn, N. Y.; Eagle 
Mills, Brooklyn, N. Y.; the Hart Bagging Company, Brooklyn, N. 
Y.; E.S. Stevens, Quinnebaug, Conn.; Horicon Mills, Manchester, 
N.J.; J.C. Todd, Patterson, N. J. ; Charleston Bagging Manufact- 
nng COS ONY, Charleston, S.C, ; Hinde, Preer & Iliges, Colum- 
bus, Ga. ; JamesSherry, Eufaula, Ala.; Crescent Jute Manufactur- 
ing Company, New Orleans, La.; Galveston Bag; and Cordage 
Company, Galveston, Tex.; Louisville Bagging Manufacturing 
Company, Louisville, Ky.; Southern Mills Bagging Company, 
St. Louis, Mo. ; Standard Mills Bagging Company, St. Louis, Mo. ; 
St. Louis Bagging Company, St. Louis, Mo. ; Em ire Bagging 
Company, Champaign, Ill.; Munci E ufacturing 
Company, Muncie, Ind. ; W.H. Hessin & Co., Huntington, Ind.; 
Peru Bagging Company, Peru, Ind. ; Troy Bagging Company, 
Troy, Ohio. 7 

Now, I ask, whence does the demand for this amendment come, ex- 
cept from a small portion of our country? If California does not use 
the Eastern-made bags, why can she not draught her amendment in 
such a way as not to apply to the whole country, depriving the Eastern 
manufacturers and Eastern laboring men employed in this manufacture 
of their market? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be regarded as withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move, pro forma, to amend by striking 
out the Jast word. I have refrained thus far from saying anything on 
this subject, because I differ, perhaps, from some gentlemen for whose 
opinion I have a very high regard. I have been all the time, and am 
now, in favor of placing jute butts, sunn, sisal-grass, and other similar 
vegetable fibers on the free-list. 

f I am correctly advised, jute is not an American product and can 


not be. At least every experiment we have made in that direction 
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has signally failed; and whatever quantity of jute or jute butts is now = iey enough now with the present tariff. The duty on jute butts ought to be 


used by American ‘manufacturers is imported, and necessarily must be. 
Tt is grown almost exclusively in British India and in China. 

I have in my district at least one very largo manufactory engaged in 
producing bagging for cotton-baling and for bagging grain. I can very 
easily see why the California farmer may desire free one if it be true 
that if by having them free he obtains them in the market more 
ae ly than they can be had if subject to duty. There, if I under- 

stand correctly, the farmer sells the bagging with the grain; he exports 
both and receives per pound for the bagging what he receives per pound 
for its contents, and as the bagging costs him more per pound than he 
obtains for the grain, he loses the difference. In my section of the 
country the farmer sends his grain to the elevator in bags belonging to 
those who make the purchase, and when the contents are sold the bags 
are returned to their owners. The farmers in Indiana own very few 
grain sacks, for the reason I have stated. 

Now, it seems to me that we do all that those who may be interested 
in the purchase of the grain sacks can demand if we place on the free- 
list the material out of which they are made. The manufacturers in 
my part of the country, I may say, favor this, although they are to 
some extent indifferentabout it. They believe in protection; they are 
protectionists; they vote for me and the Republican ticket, and against 
the Mills bill and all other iniquities of that kind. 

There is a difference between imposing a duty upon jute and jute 
butts and imposing a duty upon a product manufactured from them. 
Every gentleman can see the difference without my pointing it out. 
In the language of an extensive manufacturer, whose letter I hold in 
my hand, jute and jute butts compete with no American product. It 
is not raised here. But if the jute comes in and is put in a manufact- 
ured product, then by this manufacture it becomes an American product. 
And if this should come into competition with the cheap jute abroad— 
I mean the cheap labor used in the production abroad, for there is no 
lower rate of wages paid anywhere than is paid to the industry engaged 
in raising jute and jute butts—if that material produced by this cheap 
labor comes into competition with the American product it must nec- 
essarily also come into competition with the manufactured article, and 
therefore the manufactured article should be kept on the dutiable list. 

[Here the hammer fel]. ] 

Mr. FELTON. . I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. i in California the greatest manufacture of jute sacks 
is in the State’s prison; this arrangement for their manufacture was 
made by the State authority, as it was thought it could in no wise in- 
terfere with the free labor of the country. 

The effect of this manufacture of bags in the State’s prison has been 
to prevent what had always existed, and in my opinion would exist 
whether the duty is kept on or their importation i is made free, that is 
a combine by the foreign importers to increase prices. I refer to the 
- importation of sacks into the State of California, where they are largely 
used in the transportation of grain. These grain-sacks are made at 

t in few foreign countries and factories, thus rendering com- 
bines of importers easy. But while the manufacture continues at the 
State’s prison it renders a monopoly of this article more difficult and 
less secure, The result has been that it has not interfered with the free 
labor of the State, yet at the same time the product has been cheap- 
ened in price by furnishing an additional supply to compete with a for- 
eign importation, and as their sale has wisely been restricted in amount 
to individual purchasers. 

I have already, as far as I could, emphasized the free importation of 
the raw material by voting to put on the free-list jute and jute butts, 
as my colleagues alsohave done. Buttaking into consideration the ex- 
isting state of facts and the fact that the taking off of this duty will, 
as I believe, interfere with the general industry of the making of sacks 
of all kinds and from all materials now used throughout this country, 
by resulting in bringing in the manufactured articles from India and 
cope to the displacement of the home manufacture, and consequently 
to the disadvantage of homelabor. Ishall not vote for the amendment, 

Mr. STEELE. I rise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of asking the 
Clerk to read a letter wi which I have received in reference to the manu- 
facture of g, the subject now under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

j PERU, IND., March 10, 1888. 

Dear Sm: Haye noticed in La newspapers thatthe Democratic tariff reform- 
ers intend to have burlaps and ie wawi for covering cotton on the free-list. If 
this law should go into effect it would totally ruin a very valuable American 
industry to the amount of several million dollars. ane 
sumes about fifty million annum, which is nt all manufact- 
ured in America, and on x it in this close vicinity Louis, Mo., Louis- 
ville, Ky., and Muncie, Peru, and Huntington, Ind. 

Our factory employs at present over one hundred hands, and we turn out over 


3,000,000 yards per annum, and we have an investment in ‘this business of over 


ya 
a hundred thousand dollars. There is not the least doubt that our and every 
mill in this country would be closed within six months if this Iaw 


other bagging 
should Ro ate effect. 


arenen cotton crop con- 


Now, d STEELE, we ask you to use all influence to protect us against 
unjust legislation. The present duty is limited enough, h. Only three years 

ago, when jute ase theese Blaming centa penser Aane Daa this 
ent time, and Ame beeping man ced the value of va 
ging l cents per yard, Dun Scotland, j 7 sender supplied a good 
po! n of the American bagging market, is to show you that the margin 


ken off, because there is no jute raised in America, and therefore would harm 
aro king you in advance for a reply and early attention, 
Am traly yours, 


A. LEHMAN, 
President Peru Bagging Company. 
Hon. GEorGE W. St 
Washington, D. ©. 


Mr. STEELE. Without occupying further time, I will merely say 
that I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee will not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Merelysaying that the gentleman’s correspondent 
is wholly in error as to the effect of placing bagging on the free-list, I 
call for a vote. 

By unanimous consent, formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr, DINGLEY. I ask for the reading of the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Page 3, after line 43, insert bags of jute for grain. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 63. 

Mr. DINGLEY made the point of no quorum, but afterwards with- 
drew it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. L insist on the point of no quorum. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. STEELE. 

me committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Machinery designed for the cqnversion of jute or jute butts into cotton bagging, 
to wit, cards, roving frames, winding frames, and softeners. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the proposition to put on the frec- 
list one of the most advanced forms of manufacture is not in harmony 
with the announced doctrine of this bill, which is that it is to give free 
raw materials for commodities, in order to cheapen their cost while 
maintaining the rate of wages for labor. 

The machinery it embraces is, I am assured, largely manufactured 
in this country, although I have heard it said on the floor that none 
is manufactured. Orders can, I am assured, be given for any amount 
and it will be made and made of material which this bill leaves dutia- 
ble in every stage, from ore up—machinery which is to be admitted 
free of duty. 

If it be true, as the advocates of this bill assert, that duties are taxes, 
then you tax the manufacturer of this machinery on all his material 
and make his finished product, composed of taxed materials, free. Gen- 
tlemen who manage this bill say that both coal and iron are to be dutia- 
ble. Ido not find that the bill makes it free; but I think when the 
proper stage is reached they will redeem their assurances given to the 
miners and laborers of Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, and Alabama, that provisions necessary to accomplish these 
assurances will be inserted in the bill. Pig-iron is dutiable, and bar- 
iron is dutiable at a larger rate in proportion to the increased amount 
of industry invoived in it. 

Steel is dutiable at a still higher rate, again, in proportion to the 
amount of industry involved in its manufacture; and soonall the way 
through until, as I have said, youcome to this machinery itself, which 
moves with greater precision than the human hand, and which seems 
to be instinct with human intellect of a high order—machinery which 
embodies some of the most wonderful inventions of the human mind 
in this or other countries. When Jabor and genius have advanced your 
coal and ore and pig-iron into these machines, the result of skilled 
labor, you say now, in order to check the manufacture of such valua- 
ble machines as these, we will leave the elements subject to duty and 
make the finished product free. 

I say it isinconsistent with the argument indulged in by the framers 
of this bill. Itis inconsistent with all the arguments yet made on the 
other side of the House. Certainly no man will venture to assert that 
machinery of this kind is raw material. They can not point us to the 
vines or trees upon which the machines grow, or point us to the caves 
or mines from whence they may bedug. They are, as I have said, the 
result of the highest order of mechanical skill and the most precise 
labor of our most accomplished working people. 

Mr. TURNE of Georgia. Will the gentleman on an inquiry? 

Mr. KELLEY Yes, sir. vap ae E 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does the gentleman know where any of 
this machinery is constructed in this country? and, if so, I would be 
obliged to him for any information on that subject. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have assurances from Sy, soa engaged in text- 
ile manufactures of various kinds that this machinery is made in 
New England, and, as they believed, at the Bridesburg works—or 
rather at the worksof the Bridesburgh Manufacturing Company in Phil- 
adelphia it is made—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 


2 


1888. 


The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will be permitted to continue his remarks, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ilast evening interrogated a gentleman, Mr. Will- 
iam Whitman, the president of the Association of Woolen Manufact- 

whose home is, I believe, in Boston—— 

Mr. MORSE. Yes. : 

Mr. KELLEY. And who is doubtless well known to the Represen 
tives of that State; and put the plain, blunt question to him whether 
the articles covered by this clause were mani in this country. 
He responded: ‘‘Oh, yes, abundantly. All the machinery in use that 
I know of in working textiles of all sorts is made and can be made 
abundantly with the machine tools and the organized labor we already 
have.” I had appealed to other sources of information less distin- 
guished, and had received like information, and therefore I assume it 
to be true that this machinery is constructed in our own country. 

But it is most marvelous, Mr. Chairman, if our establishments which 
can produce the finest machinery required for the manufacture of deli- 
cate silks, from the narrower fringes or ribbons to the broadest fabrics, 
that can manufacture every degree of quality of cotton goods that are 
in use in France or England or the United States to-day, that can manu- 
facture the machinery that produces all the woolen goods we produce— 
that with all of these things it can not make the few simple articles 
named in this clause and which are used in the manufacture of jute. 
But a serious difficulty attending the making of these goods free is that 
they may be used in other textile manufactures. It will become a 
question of the intent with which a thing was manufactured rather 
than the constituent elements or the uses to which it may be applied 
which is to determine whether it is dutiable or free under this bill. 

There is no distinction, no clear, well-defined distinction between 
machinery to be used in spinning and weaving jute and that used in 
spinning and weaving cotton, wool, worsted, and other fabrics. There 
may be a slight difference in detail, but none in principle; and I say, 
therefore, that the assessor of customs would be sent for a standard, as 
to whether an article was free or dutiable, to the intent with which it 
mae ieee manufactured, rather than the purpose to which it might be 
applied. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have said enough to present the whole 
case to the consideration of the gentlemen, and to show that at least 
they have thrown into connection-with raw materials, as they call it, 
from which they have removed the duties and made free, one of the 
most complicated classes of manufactures. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has stated that a well-known business man 
had informed him that as far as he knew all the machinery used for 
textile manufacturing purposes was made in this country. x 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not say all that is used; but every kind of 
machinery is made and made in perfection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That includes “any” and 
“all,” at least in part. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman says ‘‘every 
kind.” Of course that includes any kind. He also stated ‘‘so far as 
he knew.” Now, if the gentleman who gave the information to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] had stated that this par- 
ticular machinery was of his own knowledge made in this country, I 
should consider it most excellent evidence—— 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I have failed to 
make myself understood or to be understood. I said I had put the 
question point blank, ‘‘Are the articles described in this paragraph man- 
ufactnred in this country ?’’ and I received the affirmative assurance 
that they were and are now being manufactured in this country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman 
to say that he received the assurance that they were, so far as the gen- 
tleman knew. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. KELLEY. He added, as far as he knew they were manufact- 
ared at Bridesburgh, in Philadelphia, but he knew they were manu- 
factured in New England. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He knew this particular class 
of machinery was manufactured in New England? I now understand 
that to be the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Wenow 
need to balance credible testimony. I want to state to the House 
that this gentleman is, I believe, not in this line of business. 
Iam inclined to think he is liable to be in error, and, as a matter of 
fact, I think he is in error about this particular matter. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] is perhaps familiar with a com- 
munication that we have all received from the manufacturers of bagging, 
in which they say that theis machinery can not be used for any other 
purpose than the manufacture of bagging. It can not be so used even, 
they say, for the manufacture of burlaps. That would seem to effect- 
ually cover the point the gentleman makes that this machinery can be 
used for other purposes. All of the gentlemen employing it say that 
` it can not be soused. I want to add further that I have had the pleas- 
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ure of conversing with gentlemen engaged in this business from Brook- 
lyn, from Boston, from St. Louis, and from Charleston, and the testi- 
mony of all of those gentlemen is that not a particle of this machinery 
is made in this country. I do not question that it can be made, but I 
simply file this evidence before the House to help settle the questionas 
to whether it is made here. That is the testimony those gentlemen 
engaged in the business have given us about where the machinery is 
made; and that is the testimony they have given to us as to the uses to 
which it can be put; and these are the two points raised by the gentle- 


man. : 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to make an inquiry ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. If not one particle of this machinery is manufactured 
in this country, it is not a subsidized industry, is it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No; at least it is not getting 
a subsidy. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is notasubsidized industry, to use the gentleman's 
own expression. Then why not make it pay duty on the same princi- 
ple on which you make sugar pay duty, on the theory that the money goes 
into the Treasury, instead of into the pockets of the manufacturers? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the reason is a very 
plain one, We are making a very great reduction on bagging, and we 
ought as far as possible to cheapen the articles- that they consume in 
making bagging to enable them to stand the reduction on the finished 

roduct, 

$ Mr. BAYNE. But none of the duty paid on these articles, accord- 
ing tothe gentleman’s own theory, goes into the hands of the manufact- 
urers; the duty goes into the Treasury of the Government, because it 
is not a subsidized industry. That is the principle upon which the 
gentleman justifies the duty on sugar, because eight-tenths or more of 
it goes into the Treasury and does not go into the hands of producers 
or manufacturers of sugar. Now, why make an exception of this ma- 
chinery, which isnotasubsidized industry, and let it go in free? Your 
theory is in favor of making those things pay duty where the whole 
amount goes into the hands of the Government instead of the pockets 
of the manufacturer. 

Mr. MORSE. We try to help the manufacturer by giving him the 
machinery free, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is both right and wrong. He takes hold of a piece of infor- 
mation and runs off into a wild. generalization upon it. We do not 
need revenue. Even if we needed revenue, I should not favor a tax 
(if it could be well avoided) upon an article which, while it might not 
subsidize any particular industry, would yet very greatly discriminate 
against some industry; and that would be the case in this instance. 
Having determined to fix a given rate upon the finished product, it is 
certainly sound policy to reduce as far as possible the tax upon those 
things which go into the production of that product. It becomes, of 
course, an industrial question of force and moment which must be 
carefully considered in connection with the question of revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words ‘‘rov- 
ing frames ” in line 42. I make this motion not because I know what 
‘í roving frames’? are, but because I wish to find out. It is so incon- 
ceivable that machinery can not be made in this country that it occurs 
to me more information ought to be given to us from the Committee 
on Ways and Means than we have yet received. 

If it be true that this machinery not only is not now made in this 
country but can not be made in this country, then of course this tarift 
duty is not a protective duty but a revenue duty, and the question is 
whether this particular revenue duty ought under the present circum- 
stances of the country to be reduced. But as I said before, the state- 
ment that machinery of any kind can not be produced in the United 
States is so extraordinary to me that I think it fair that we should 
have more explicit informatior than we haye yet had upon that 

int. 

Pi ROGERS. I think the gentleman misapprehended the state- 
ment of my colleague (Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. My colleague did not 
say that the machinery could not be made in this country; he simply 
laid before the House the evidences of the fact that that which is now 
used was not made in this country. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask my friend from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
what ‘‘ roving frames ” are. [Langhter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwasonly correcting you in regard to my colleague's 
statement. I do not know anything aboutit. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman’s colleague [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
tell me what ‘‘roving frames” are? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to the gentleman 
that itis entirely immaterial what roving frames are. The question 
is, are they made in this country, and are they a source of expense to 
the manufacturers of bagging? I can tell the gentleman what roving 
frames are, but it is wholly unnecessary that gentlemen who are con- 
sidering the economic side of this question should have all the techri- 
cal information of those who are engaged in the particular pursuit. 
Gentlemen make a mistake when they hold that only those who are 
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engaged in a pursuit should undertake to discuss the question from its 
economic side. > 

Mr. ADAMS. Irepudiate that statement; I never have said one 
word which would justify my friend from Arkansas in making that 

estion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I speak of your side of the 
House. Ido not pretend to quote your statements; but that is the 
general attitude of gentlemen on your side of the House, and logic- 
ally so. 

Mr. ADAMS. The general principle which Iadhere to and which I 
believe the gentleman, whetever his theories in regard to protection may 
be, ought to accept, is that whenever any gentleman proposes a change 
in the law he ought to be able to give a reason for that change; he ought 
to be able to show that the change will be ultimately beneficial to the 
country, Now let us assume that a revenue tariff is the proper tariff. 
The gentleman will admit—the gentleman is compelled to admit by 
many provisions of this bill—that there should be discrimination in the 
industries the products of which are to be put on the free-list, and I main- 
tain that it is the duty of the Committee on Ways and Means to give this 
House a certain amount of information, even technical information, so 
that we may be aided in determining what ourduty is. Now, I ask any 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means to inform this House what 
sort of machinery this is, in order that we may come to & conclusion upon 
the question whether it is not a fit subject for protection, or whether 
it is nota fit subject for the postponement ofa change in the duty—which 
is another equally important consideration. I repeat, that I ask these 
questions simply because I believe in goof faith that the burden of proof 
is upon the Committee on Ways and Means to give us the reason for 
the conclusion to which they wish us to subscribe. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think that the burden of 
proof has been borne very fairly, and, in my humble judgment, very 
satisfactorily. Whenever the gentleman can show the slightest con- 
nection between what he wants to know and the economic question pre- 
sented here, I have no doubt that the committee will be able to satisfy 


him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize a gentleman in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I will oppose the striking ont of ‘‘roving 
frames.” I am told that there are no such things as roving frames, so 
it is not strange that the committee could not answer the inquiry of the 

tleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] It shows the knowledge they 
ve of the matters with which they are proposing to deal in this bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Ask the minority of the com- 
mittee what ‘‘ roving frames’? are. 

Mr. BAYNE. The minority are not responsible for this bill. Wait 
until our bill.comes in. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MORSE. You have got to wait until your convention is over. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr.-RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. You say you do not know what 
roving frames are. Do you know what ‘‘ cards” are? 

Mr. BAYNE. This case is in keeping with the general scheme of this 
bill. The gentlemen who framed it do not understand the subject- 
matter of the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. What machinery is the gentleman inquiring about? 

Mr. BAYNE. Roving frames. I want to know what they are. 

Mr. BYNUM. Do you know what ‘‘roving’’ means? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; I know what it means. 

Mr. BYNUM. What does it mean ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Itmeans moving, perambulating around, as the Dem- 
ocratic party is doing these days, hunting fora platform. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. As used in connection with machinery it means to 
draw through an aperture, Also, a rove of wool is only ially 
twisted. Consequentiy I presume this machine in the manufacture of 
jute is used for a similar purpose as in the manufacture of wool. 

Mr. DINGLEY, There is a difference between a carding-machine 
and a roving-machine. 

Mr. BAYNE.” Mr. Chairman, I rose more particularly to call atten- 
tion to the attitude of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKIN- 
EIDGE], who is a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
who, as I do not see him in his seat, is probably at this moment con- 
sulting a dictionary to find out what roving frames are. [Laugbter. ] 
The position of the gentleman from Arkansas has been all along that 
where a thing not made in this country was subject toa duty the whole 
duty went into the Treasury, but that in so far as an article paying 
duty was made in this country, the duty was in the nature of a sab- 
sidy. It was on that principle that the gentleman justified the high 
rateofduty maintainedonsugar. We produceone-eighth, one-tenth, or 
one-eleventh—there is a difference of opinion as to the exact amount— 
of the sugar consumed in this country, and the gentleman from- Ar- 
kansas, in reply to the suggestion that sugar should come in free be- 
cause it did not fall within the legitimate range of protection, said, no, 
it ought not to come in free because it was not a subsidized industry. 
How not subsidized? Why, not subsidized to the extent of the sugar 


that is imported in addition to our own production, but subsidized to 
the extent of our production. Thatis the logic of the gentleman's po- 
sition. Now, if it be good logic to fasten a duty on a thing we do not 
produce, for the reason that the whole amount of the duty goes into 
the Treasury, and bad logic to put a duty on things which we do pro- 
duce because the money goes into the pockets of the manufacturers, 
why not make this machinery mentioned in this paragraph pay a duty ? 
It is not a subsidized industry on the theory that we do not make any 
of it. Gentlemen, that is not the explanation. These things are 
wanted in the South. s 

2 Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Oh, no; they arè wanted in my 

istrict. 

Mr. BAYNE. They want them in the South, as they want cotton- 
ties, as they want many other things down there; and because they are 
wanted in the South gentlemen on the other side propose to make them 
free; yet they say this bill is not sectional. [Derisive cries on the 
Democratic side.) When I say the bill is sectional, gentlemen may re- 
gard it as empty talk; but noise and truth sometimes go together. 
The eruption of a volcano has sometimes a terrible effect on the sur- 
rounding country. What I say is the truth about this matter; and you 
can read it in every line of this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer 
anamendment. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] moved to 
strike out the words ‘‘roving frames’’ because, he said, he did not 
know what ‘‘roving frames’’ were. 

Mr. ADAMS. No; because I wanted to find out. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the word 
“ cards; perhaps gentlemen do not know what they are. 

Mr. BAYNE. As the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] has returned to his seat, hecan, perhaps, inform us what ‘‘rov- 
ing frames’? are. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I hold in my hand a book 
containing a representation of one of these machines, and as the best 
means of conveying the matter to the gentleman’s mind I ask him to 
come and look at this picture. 

Mr, ADAMS. Does it look as if it could be made in America? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I haveno doubt that anything 
which can be constructed by human ingenuity can be made in Amer- 
ica. But the only question in this debate is, is this machinery made 
in this country? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This book gives a representa- 
tion of a ‘‘roving frame,” such as is used in the woolen business; and, 
as I am informed, the same kind of frame is used in the bagging busi- 
ness, Of course I never used onemyself. It is a machine used in put- 
ting a fiber through what is called the drawing process. It is brought 
into a loose continuous roll prior to being made into yarn fit for spin- 
ning. This, Iam told by bagging manufacturers, is the character of 
the machine. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I desire to bring this debate back 
to the business question on which we are engaged. I understood the 
gentleman from P lvania [Mr. BAYNE] to close his remarks by 
saying in effect that ‘‘ machinery designed for the conversion of jute or 
jute butts into cotton bagging, to wit, cards, roving frames, winding 
frames, and softeners,” are in this bill put on the free-list for the benefit 
ofthe South. Isay that putting this machinery upon the free-list is 
a measure largely for the benefit of the people who make cotton bag- 
ging in my own State and in other parts of New England, and incident- 
ally for the benefit of the people who raise cotton and are compelled 
to buy the covering of their bales. 

Mr. BAYNE. Have they asked for this? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. They have. 

Mr. BAYNE. By petition? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. They have asked for it in the 
usual manner, so that the knowledge of it is bronght to this House 
through myself or any other member who chooses to give information 
of their desire. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

ag RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will not yield to you any fur- 
ther. 

Mr. BAYNE. I was going to ask you one question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of usetts. You can ask it later. I do not 
want to be drawn away from the point I am discussing. The bill pro- 
poses to put this machinery on the free-list. Why? Because not a 
single roving frame or any other part of the machinery for manufact- 
uring cotton bagging is made in the United States; and the reason why 
such machinery is not made here is because the demand for it has not 
been up to the present time, as it probably will not be in the near fut- 
ure, sufficient to induce machinists to undertake the work of making 
this enormously heavy machinery. 

The manufacturers who are now provided with this machinery are 
compelled to send to England for duplicate parts necessary from time 
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to time in the making of repairs. This machinery should be as cheap 
as possible, because it is used for only one purpose, that is, for the mak- 
ing of all the cotton bagging that covers the six or seven million bales 
of cotton produced annually in the South, the bagging for which is 
made almost entirely in the Eastern States. It is in the interest of 
production, in the interest of the manufacturers of the East that we 
ask to have this machinery put on the free-list, and in saying this I 
represent a district very largely engaged in the manufacture of textile 
machinery. 

Mr. WEBER. Will the gentleman let me ask hima question ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. When I get through you can 
have the floor. t 

The looms in which cotton and woolen manufactures are made, the 
“í roving frames ” of woolen and cotton machinery are made largely 
in the manufacturing districts of my State. And the works thus em- 
ployed do not attempt to make this class of work, nor will they raise 
any objection to a removal of the present duties. 

We ask this change in the interest of production, and to assist in 
cheapening one of the necessities of agriculture, the covering of cotton 
bales. I withdraw my amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LIND. I desire to send up and have read a proposition which 
I offer as a substitute for the pending amendments. 

. The Clerk read as follows: 


And also the machinery required for, or used in, the manufacture of twines of 
hemp, jute, jute butts, sunn or sisal-grass. 

Mr. LIND. I move it as a substitute for the pending amendments 
to lines 41, 42, and 43, and to come in at the end of line 43. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair). That is not in the 
nature of a substitute, but is an amendment. 

Mr. LIND. Is it not in order to move it as a substitute for the 
pending amendment ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] 
moved to strike ont the paragraph, and to that an amendment was 
made to strike out some of the words of that paragraph. 

Mr. NELSON, I think the amendment of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota takes precedence of the motion to strike out. It has always 
been ruled that a motion to perfect the paragraph takes precedence of 
the motion to strike out. I think the gentleman’s substitute, there- 
fore, takes precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer his amendment, and 
the Chair will hold the matter under advisement. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the fact that 
the committee has already voted to place jute sacks for the use of the 
California farmer upon the free-list. The vote on this paragraph will 
result, in all probability, in placing machinery for the manufacture of 
cotton bagging on the free-list, because every proposition offered by the 
other side has carried. Hence I assume that will also carry. 

Now, if it is right in the view of the majority of this House to place 
grain bagging used by the farmer of California on the free-list, if itis 
right to place machinery for the manufacture of cotton bagging for the 
planter of the South on the free-list, I ask you why in reason and fair- 
ness is it not equally just and equally proper that you should place the 
machinery used in the manufacture of binding twine, used by the 
Northwestern farmer, also upon the free-list ? 

There are much stronger reasons in favor of the latter than in the 
case of the others. The cotton farmer of the South sells his bagging 
with his cotton and gets the same price for it that he gets for the cot- 
ton; the farmer of the Pacific coast sells his bagging and gets as much 
for it as he does for his wheat; but the farmer of the Northwest loses 
his twine, because it is burned with the straw, and he gets no rebate. 
The farmer of the South gets a rebate on the sacks used by him of 90 
per cent. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Is the gentleman from Minnesota sure 
of what he has said ? 

Mr. LIND. Such is my understanding. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In fact no rebate is allowed. 

Mr. LIND. I was arguing upon the construction of the law as made 
by this Administration, which allows a rebate on jute bagging when 
used by the farmers of the South and of the Pacific coast. There isno 
good reason why the same measure of relief should not be afforded to 
the farmers of the Northwest in reference to binding twine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Perhaps the gentleman from Minnesota is refer- 
ring to some construction in the past. 

Mr. LIND. Do past errors justify present grievances ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. An effort has been made by lawyers to 
make upa case for court, butit has never been done, as the Treasury De- 
partment has always refused to allow any drawback on cotton bagging 
exported with the cotton which it covers. 

Mr. LIND. As this Administration has allowed and is allowing re- 
bates on the jute bags used in the export of flour I can see no possible 

reason why the same law does not entitle the planter of the South and 
the California farmer to the like rebate on the jute bagging employed 
by them to cover their export products. Asa matter of law they are 
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entitled to it and should have it, and while they enjoy that privilege 
this committee has extended further relief to them. It has given free 
jute sacks to the one and free machinery for the manufacture of the 
cotton bagging used by the other. Now why not do something for the 
Minnesota farmer? He uses the same jute material, pays the same 
tariff, and has not even a show of asking for a rebate. Now, if it is 
fair and just to give to the Southern planter the benefit of free machin- 
ery, why not give the same benefit to the Northwestern farmer, who 
uses this twine to bind his grain? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma amend- 
ment to be withdrawn, and the question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will not renew the pro forma amendment; let 
us have a vote. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LIND, the com- 


mittee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 50. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word, and simply for 
the purpose, not of taking up the time of the committee, but to say 
that I think it makes little difference what you do with reference to the 


| machinery recommended in this paragraph of the bill, whether it be 


adopted or not, because the jute industry and its manufacture in the 
United States under the provisions of the bill already adopted will be 
destroyed beyond redemption. I therefore send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to haye read in my time a statement signed by all of the leading 
jute manufacturers in the country with reference to the effect upon the 
business in the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Calcutta has extra advantages in the fact that her mill-owners are not onl 
Supplied with the largest improved machinery, but run their factories wit 
cooly labor, which is notoriously the cheapest in the world, and the raw mate- 
rial used (jute butts) grows at their Myf doors. 

Moreover they all belong to one of the strongest combinations of capital as 
against labor in the world, and control by their united action the price of their 
product and amount of productions. 

The Calcutta mills have an annual capacity of more than 200,000,000 deg na 
and by order of their association they are now running but five days in the 
week, in order to reduce their productions to the actual ic Neg a of the 


countries to which their cloth is at present exported, thus enabling them to ob-, 


tain high prices. 

Their machinery if operated one more day in the week would produce enough 
cloth to cover the American cotton crop, and were this market thrown open to 
them, the ng required in this country would doubtless be sold at biri dpi 
prices until all American competition were destroyed, when prices could be re- 
arranged to suit the views of the Indian Jute Manufacture Association, and the 
— planter of the United States would be left at the mercy of an East Indian 
trust. 

Without a reasonable protection no American manufacturer could afford to 

e so long in advance as is necessary, for without such protection 
he woul subject to large importations of bagging from abroad just at the 
time of year his sales should take place and the distribution of his bagging com- 
mence. 


Previous to the establislmment of this industry in America, the covering for 
the cotton crop was imported from the East Indies, and was known as gunn: 


cloth. This was sold at not less than 12 cents per yard, and sometimes as hig 
as 18 and 20 cents. 


Notwithstanding the protection which the mills in this country have received, 
and which excluded foreign-made cloth from our market, the price of baggin 
ore Sgn reduced about one-half of the price formerly paid br the imparted 

o! 

Mr. WARNER. I have had this extract read, signed, as I have 
stated, by all of the leading manufacturers, if their testimony is worth 
anything, before the committee, to show the effectof the legislation pro- 
posed here. There seems to be no evidence to establish the fact that 
this legislation is in the interest of our own people, whereas, on the cori- 
trary, it is shown by the extract quoted that it is in the interest of the 
cooly labor of Calcutta and in the interest of trusts in Calcutta that 
control her manufactures. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurH- 
WAITE] nods his head approvingly, and I presume the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House are also saying ‘‘down with the American 
labor and up with the Calcutta cooly labor.’’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis hardly necessary to respond to an assertion 
of that sort in view of the position that gentlemen assume over there, 
who stand up and fortify these organizations known as trusts, and by 
their votes prevent any encroachments upon their powers to harm the 


people. 

Mr. WARNER. I have fortified no trust, but have voted to break 
down all of them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why, the gentleman’s very vote on these ques- 
tions, sustaining these high rates of protection, is fortifying the trusts. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, that is a mere assertion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It isa fact, at all events. 

Mr. WARNER. A mereassertion, which has no foundation in fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma amendment 
to be withdrawn. 

Mr. WARNER. I withdraw it. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. KELLEY to strike 
out the paragraph, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Iron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron, coated with tin or lead, or with 
a mixture of which these metals isa component part, by the dipping or any 
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renga process, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne plates, and taggers 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 44, 45, 
46, 47, and 48, and I make the motion not simply for the p of 
the opportunity to address myself to this ph, but be- 
cause I believe that if we were debating this subject in a House the 
members of which were open to conviction on a fair consideration of 
this subject of tin-plates and the relation that it bears to our American 
industries, and to a tariff bill constructed upon a proper theory, every 
fair-minded man would come to the conclusion that i of put- 
ting tin-plates upon the free-list the present duty ought to be in- 


Tin-plates are now dutiable at a rate of 1 cent a pound, and they 
constituted last year 33} per cent. of the total importations of iron and 
steel into this country. ‘There are no tin-plates made in the United 
States to-day, and the effect amongst other things of putting them upon 
the free-list will be to prevent the possibility for all time to come of 
creating and maintaining an industry as natural as are a great many 
others which belong to America. Not only that, but another necessary 
result of putting tin-plates upon the free-list will be, as I think I shall 
be able to show the committee, to strike down utterly and ruin foreyer 
the sheet-iron industry in this country. 

Now, what are tin-plates? They are, I answer, accurately described 
by this paragraph of the bill: 


Tin-plates, terne plates, and taggers tin. 


Found in the last line of the paragraph are the products described in 
the first two lines of the paragraph, to wit: 


Tron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron coated with tin or lead, or with 
the mixture in which these metals are a component part. 


That is to say, an iron or tin sheet coated with tin is a tin-plate. 
Taggers iron coated with tin constitutes what is known as ‘‘ taggers 
tin,” and an iron or steel sheet or plate coated with a mixture of tin 
and lead constitutes a terne plate. These plates therefore are not tin 
products, but are iron and steel products, from 95 to 97 per cent. of 
iron or steel and from 3 to 5 percent, of tin. Theconclusion is mani- 
fest, as will be apparent to those who have followed me, that we are to 
have on the free-list one of the very highest and most perfect of steel 
manufactures. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iask unanimous consent that my friend 
from Pennsylvania be permitted to occupy such time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman be permitted to proceed five minutes longer. 

Mr. B WS. I ask unanimous consent that ten minutes be 
allowed. This is a most im t matter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think that we should at this point endeavor, if 

ible, to arrive at some conclusion as to the time which gentlemen 
esire to occupy in the discussion of this branch of the bill. 

What time does my friend suggest? 
` Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This is one of those cases in which one of 
the incongruities occur to which my colleague [Mr. MOKINLEY] re- 
ferred in his remarks the other day, where they really tax the base of 
the article far beyond the finished product; and as my friend from 
Pennsylvania is apparently familiar with the subject, I would like to 
have him occupy such time as he may desire to explain it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With a view to enable the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to do that, I was suggesting that the time be now fixed when 
we may have a vote. 

Mr. REED. We can not tell possibly how much time will be re- 
quired until we have gone on with the discussion, at least for a while. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not want to cut off the time or interrupt the 
gentleman. It was with a view of preventing such action that I sug- 
gested we might agree upon the time. What time will the gentleman 
Suggest ? 

. Mr. REED. We will agree later. There will be no unnecessary 
time taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thisisatechnical and mechanical discussion. There 
is no possibility that gentlemen will waste time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What time would you suggest? 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to hear the subject properly discussed. 

Mr. REED. As soon as the debate has been opened and we know 
what its extent ought to be we can tell. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Jask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] be permitted to proceed for twenty min- 
utes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection, if we can come to some un- 
derstanding when the discussion is to end. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That we can not do on this proposition. It is 
_ very important. If this controversy goes on it will necessitate the oc- 

bin Sy Me ety ere time. 

The AN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. McKistry]? 

Mr. TRACEY. ` Unless we can come to some agreement, I object. 


Mr. BYNUM. I object, also. ‘ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me make a single suggestion to our 
friends on the other side. There are several parties here whose con- 
stituents are immediately interested in this industry. They desire 
briefly to call attention to their relation to the industry. By common 
consent the gentleman from Pittsburgh—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. What suggestion do you make? 

Mr. REED. I submit to the gentleman from Tennessee that apropo- 
sition to close the debate before we have opened. it can not be acted 
upon. 

ate MCMILLIN. It has been commenced. 

Mr. REED. It is impossible for the House to know what is a fair 
time for any debate until thesubject has been opened. Our rules recog- 
nize that distinction, and will not permit debate to be closed before it 
is entirely opened. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman knows the rules have been 
complied with as to this discussion. 

Mr. . The principle on which the rule is founded is that it is 
utterly impossible for the House to know how much time will be needed 
until the subject has been opened. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was desirous of disposing of the matter in such 
a way that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] could go on 
uninterrupted; but if that can not be done we will go along in the or- 
dinary way. ; 

Mr. REED. No time will be lost by allowing a fair opening of this 
very important question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itisnowaquarterto3, How 
will it do to agree to close the debate at.5 o’clock? 

Mr. REED. Ido not know that it will take that length of time. 
I do not know how long it will take. This subject not only concerns 
tin-plates, but it concerns cognate industries, which must be explained. 
Of course we can proceed by adhering strictly to the five-minute rule, 
It is optional with gentlemen on the other side to hamper us in that 


way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no disposition to hamper gentlemen to 
an unreasonable extent, but I thought the suggestion I made would 
enable the gentlemen to get along in a way that would be entirely sat- 


Mr. REED. It is not possible for us to tell how much time will be 
required. I have not myself sufficient familiarity with the subject to 
know how much time ought to be taken. I can only say the debate 
will take no short time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would it not be satisfactory to the gentleman to 
have the debate close at 5 o’clock? 

Mr. REED. It would not be satisfactory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well, then. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Suppose we let the debate 
run on until 5 o’clock this afternoon and continue it for half an hour 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. REED. I donot think there is any use in trying to come to 
any arrangement about it. I can only say to gentlemen on the other 
side that no effort will be made to prolong the debate, nor has there 
been any such effort up to this time. i 

Mr. McoMILLIN. we can not come to any agreement we will 
have the five-minute discussion. We will do the best we can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW], and he may 5 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make this particular 
item an exception to our ordinary progress upon the bill. I desire to 
make the case of my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] an 
exception to the ordinary rules in this debate, because I know heis fa- 
miliar with this subject and will speak to it without rambling to other 
points. I therefore ask that by unanimous consent he be allowed a 
quarter of an hour. 

Mr. BLAND. Where favors are asked favors ought to be granted. _ 
If we can not have-—— 

Mr. REED. It is not any favor to this House to limit a discussion 
which is being properly carried on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCK- 
ALEW] asks unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. DALZELL] be 
allowed to occupy fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think I have shown, what indeed is very appar- 
ent, that tin-plates are an iron and steel product, and nota tin product; 
and it therefore follows that this bill in putting them upon the free- 
list creates this anomaly: from the ore, through the pig-iron and its 
product, clear up to the steel rail, there is not a e item that does 
not pay a tariff duty and that will not pay a tariff duty under the 
Mills bill except the very highest finished product of steel, tin-plates— 
not one. 

I therefore suggest that that is an anomaly which ought not to be in- 
troduced into our legislation. The fact is that the failure to under- 
stand the character of the tin-plate industry is what has ruined the in- 
dustry in this country. + In tariff act of 1864 there was this pro- 
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And on tin-plates, and iron galvanized or coated with any metal by electric 
batteries or otherwise, two cents and a half per pound. 

In other words, there was a tariff duty commensurate with the de- 
mands of the industry—such a tariff as we ought to have now. But 
that legislation was rendered useless by a decision of the Seeretary of 

_ the Treasury, made in utter ignorance of the subject. Mr. Fessenden 
held that the comma that occurred in the paragraph I have just read 
after the word ‘‘ tin-plates’’ had been put in by mistake, and that the 
paragraph ought to read: ‘ 

On tin-plates and iron galvanized or coated with any metal by electric batter- 
ies or otherwise, two cents and a half per pound. 

In other words, he ruled that there was no duty on tin-plate, unless 
it was galvanized. Now, to galvanize a tin-plate would be like pew- 
terizing a gold watch, and the consequence of this decision was that 
tin-plates came into this country under another provision of the act of 
1864: 

Tin in sheets or plates, terne, and taggers tin, at 15 per cent. ad valorem. 


So the law remained until 1875, when a specific duty of 1,'; cents 
per pound was putupon tin-plates. Following that, at three places in 
this country, certain Welshmen who had understood the business at 
home undertook the inauguration of the tin-plate industry, at Wells- 
ville, in the State of Ohio, at Leachburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
and at Demmler, also in Pennsylvania, immediately adjoining my dis- 
trict. 

The result of this was that whereas in 1873 the best quality of tin- 
plates commanded $14.75 a box, after the starting of this industry by 
these Welshmen the best quality of tin-plates could be bought in 1878 
for $6.25 a box; and whereas in 1873 the second quality of tin-plates 
brought $14.50 a box, in 1878 they were found upon the market at 
$5.18 a box. In other words, the moment British tin-plate manufact- 
urers—and we take two-thirds of all Britain’s product of tin-plates— 
the very moment the British tin-plate manufacturers found themselves 
in competition with these three infant establishments in America, 
that moment their prices went down, and they went down to such an 
extent that under the existing tariff it was found absolutely impos- 
sible to continue the industry in this country and therefore it died; so 
aoe to-day there is not a tin-plate made anywhere in the United 

tates. 

Now, if that be so, if it be a fact that there are no tin-plates made 
in the United States, and if it be also a fact that our revenues last year 
from imported tin-plates amounted to $5,706,434, I ask you gentle- 
men on the other side of the House upon what theory you strike down 
this tariff, which is tariff for revenue only, purely so, a tariff laid upon 
the theory on which you say our tariff bills ought to be constrneted 
and maintained ? ; 

Now I goastep farther. I understand it to be one of your maxims 
also that raw materials should come in free, or at least that if we have 
a tariff duty it should be so regulated as to put a lower duty upon the 
lower grade of article and higher duties as you go up toward the finished 
product. I understand also that the bill we are discussing is a bill to 
simplify and reduce inequalities in the existing tariff. I beg now to 
call your attention to some of the existing inequalities, and then to 
point out how it is that instead of getting rid of them by this bill you 
propose to te them. y 
Under the present tariff the duties upon sheet-iron vary from 1.1 
to 1.5 cents a pound, according to the gauge of theiron. But accord- 
ing to the present tariff sheet-steel comes in at 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
This, I am told by a gentleman who has made the calculation, is equiva- 
lent to sixty-three one-hundredths of a cent per pound duty. So that 
you will observe thus far that sheet-iron, which is a much less finished 
and less valuable product than sheet-steel, comes in at from 1.1 cents to 
1.5 cents a pound, while the sheet-steel comes in at sixty-three one-hun- 
dredths of a cent a pound, and taggers iron, which is the very highest, 
the best finished kind of sheet-iron, comes in at 30 percent. ad valorem, 
or seven-tenths of a cent per pound; and tin-plates, which are the acme 
of the whole business, which represent more skill, more labor, more cost 
than even a steel rail, come in at 1 cent a pound. 

What do you propose now to do? You propose by your present bill 
that sheet-iron shall still pay from one cent and a tenth to 1} cents a 
pound; that steel shall still pay its present duty; that taggers iron 
shall still pay its present duty, and that this highly-finished product, 
tin-plate, shall come in free. 

I ask you, gentlemen; upon what theory or by what reason you can 
justify an exaggeration in that way of the existing inequality of the 
tariff? The necessary result of the exaggeration of which I speak will 
be apparent to any thinking man ina moment. It must necessarily 
be to destroy all the industries in this country with which tin-plate 
may be brought into competition. 

If, as is the fact, the sheet-iron industry of this country has lan- 
guished because taggers iron and tin and terse plates could be brought 
in at 1 cent a pound specific duty, I ask you to tell me what shall be- 
come of that industry when tin-plate shall come in for nothing? On 
this point I call your attention to some The importations under 
the present conditions for 1887 were follows: Sheet-iron and steel 


(exeept galvanized), 25,094,096 pounds; taggers iron, black, 6,241,437 
pounds; taggers iron, pickled or charred, 495,021 pounds; tinand terne 
plates and taggers iron, 570,643,389 pounds. 

I repeat my question: if that was the situation under the present 
tariff, what will be the situation under:a tariff which admits free of 
duty tin-plates, the highest finished product? 

These tin-plates, I ought to say, can be used and are used for roofing, 
siding, stovepipes, coal-hods, pans, powder-kegs, gasolineoil-stove ovens, 
ash-pans, tea-trays, aud innumerable other articles which are to be found 
in the market. 

In this same connection let me call attention to a letter published in 
the Chicago Journal of Commerce: 


WHY TIN-PLATE SHOULD NOT BE PLACED ON TIE FREE-LIST. 


Mr, Wilkins Triek writes to the Chicago Journal of Commerce a very inter- 
esting letter showing how seriously the manufacture of erdinary black sheet- 
ire ana sheet-steel would be injured if tin-plates should be placed on the free- 

e says: . 

“Tf our makers can not now successfully compete with the importation of 
foreign sheets, how are they likely to hold their own when confronted with 
tin-plates at even a lesser price and which may be for the various purposes 
to which black sheets are at present applied? Thére is another factor in the 
affair that is konny of reiteration, so that it may not be lost t of, and that 
is, the opening which will be afforded by the entry of free tin-plates for obtain- 
ing NEF sheets of the finest grade for uses to which tin-plates may not be so 
we apted. 

“This can be done simply by the importation of sheets of any sizes required, 
covered with a film of tin or terne mixture, applied in the roughest manner, 
costing but a few cents a pound, and which can be readily removed, the labor 
of so doing being recouped in the value of the metal recovered, so that, with 
free tin-plates, we may get black sheets of the finest grade revived at the cost 
of such tin plate, or at 3y; cents per pound.” 


Or, as I was told to-day by a gentleman thoroughly familiar with the 
business, at a cost of 3 cents a pound. 

“Further, sheets may be coated in their rough condition from the mills, only 
requiring to be pickled to receive the diaphanous covering of metal for conver- 
sion into malafide tin or terne plate, for the pee of a free duty; and, conse- 
quently, such may be pw ata much cheaper rate than plates which have 
undergone the processes of cold rolling and annealing. These coated sheets, 
upon transmutation into black sheets, can therefore be placed upon the market 
in usurpation of the commoner grades of home-made products.” ‘ 

Mr, W.C. Cronemeyer, chairman of the United States Iron and Tin Plate Com- 


in Belgium the workmen get still less, and, in consequence, the manufacturers 
on the other side of the water could finish the sheet-iron into tin-plate and still 
sell it with profit at less price than would cover our eost of prod on sheet- 
iron. I believe that 50 per cent. of the sheet-iron which is now used could be 
substituted by sheets coated with tin or lead, and probably more than that.” 


I do not propose to enlarge further upon this branch of the subject. 
I state as my first proposition that the introduction of tin-plates free 
means destruction of the sheet-iron industries of the country. I say 
in the next place that putting tin-plates on the free-list renders impos- 
sible the creation of an industry which belongs naturally to this coun- 
try, and in the inauguratiop and development of which American capi- 
tal and labor might receive immense advantages. We have the iron 
ore; we have the coal; we have the limestone. Or, to start with, we 
have the sheets. So far as tin is concerned we are in a better condition 
to-day than England. England makes all the tin-plates of the world, 
or nearly all; yet she imports the larger part—two-thirds, I believe— 
of her tin. If we were in exactly the same situation as England, we 
could, of course, meet her upon common ground as to everything ex- 
cept one—labor. But we are in a much better situation, so far as this 
industry is concerned, than England, for the reason that we have the 
tin. I read from a ‘* Treatise upon the Tin-Plate Manufacture in the 
United States,” by John Jarrett, secretary of the American Tinned- 
Plate Association. z 
Mr. Jarrett says: 
But a very important question just here is the fact that tin ore is known to 


exist in this country. We do not know that any mines have as yet been devel- 
The mere discovery of tin, however, in pa quantities will add new 


interest to the tin-plate question. The reports, if accurate, the tin ore 
discovered to be exceedingly rich and much more valuable than the 

and Australian ores, The Cornwall tin ore of England about 2} per cent. 
of metallic tin. According to the testimony of E. N. + the tin 
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Another very important discovery of tin ore is that of the Black Hills, Dak. 
This ore, upon analysis, has yielded from 3 to 4 percent. metallie tin. Professor 
William P. Blake says that there aro now three well-defined districts of tin- 
bearing lodes in the Dukota portion of the Black Hills: 

1. On the east side of the Harney range, at the Etta, Ingerson, Moriaich, Peer- 
less, and other claims. * 

2. Near the summit of Bismark’s rancho, where cassiterite occurs in several 
narrow veins of quartz. 

3. At Hill City,on the western side of the Harney range, where there are both 
granitic veins and quartz veins bearing tin ore. 

To these we may add mention of a tin district in the Wyoming portion of the 
Black Hills, about 20 miles west of Deadwood, where a considerable amount of 
stream tin has been washed ont of the bed of Sand Creck, and the discovery of 
the ore in places in granitic veins is reported. 

These reports are certainly interesting, aud would indicate that we are about 
developing another great resource, and adding a valuable and important in- 
dustry to those already existing. It is sincerely to be hoped that such may be 
the case, but well to remember that it is not essential that tin-mining should be 
fully developed before the tin-plate industry can be established here. The de- 
velopment of tin-mining in this country will depend principally upon the es- 
tablishment of the tin-plate industry here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. DALZELL] has made an admission which I think is fatal to 
his argument. He = S that there is not a pound of tin-plate made 
in the United States, and that it all has to be imported. The only 
argument he has made for a duty on tin-plate is that by increasing the 
present rate of duty we might make our own tin-plates. That is the 
substance of his argument. 

Now, when we undertake to revise the rates on an article made here 
we have a clamor from the mie from Pennsylvania and those as- 
sociated with him against the reduction of the rates of duty, because 
it will interfere with American labor; and when we undertake to take 
off the duty on an article not made here, and which does not interfere 
with American labor, he rushes with equal zeal and equal pertinacity 
to the rescue and says the duty should not be reduced because it is 
a revenue article! [Laughter and applause. ] 

It is proposed we shall be placed on one or the other horn of the di- 
lemma all the time; when we produce an article then it will injure 
American labor to take off the duty, and when the article is not pro- 
duced here we are met with the statement it isa revenue article. Tin- 
plate is a revenue article; I admit that to be true. It has produced a 
revenue of $5,706,733 during the last year, and a sufficient answer to 
the whole argument the gentleman from Pennsylvania has made is 
that the Government does not need the money, and it does not injure a 
single American laborer to take off the duty. 

It not only does not injure the American laborer, but benefits every 
one of them. How universal is the use of tin-plates? Every man 
who covers his house with a tin roof; every man who has a cooking- 
stove, with the vessels and appurtenances belonging te it; every man 
who buys a single article of canned goods, whether meat, fish, vegeta- 
bles, or whatever it may be, is benefited by the pro’ legislation. 
When you reduce this tax you reduce the cost of the article to the 
purchaser. There is not a man living in any corner of the country 
who will not be benefited by it. 

One reason given by the gentleman why we should not reduce this 
duty is that it will induce people thereby to use tin-plate when they 
might otherwise be compelled to use sheet-iron. Itis in effect that we 
are to keep up a high rate of duty—ay, increase the present rate—to 
force our people to use products not as well adapted to their uses as 
those they are now consuming. 

But I wish to say another thing. On the tin used in canned goods 
exported a drawback is allowed. It is paid to those who use tin-plate 
in canning and for other purposes. Last year it reached $1,108,822. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why do you not mention that the Standard Oil 
Company is a consumer and exporter of tin-plates ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know what is the fact, but I presume it 
is as the gentleman states it. It is a fact that the rebate last year was 
$1,108,822. Ifgou double the duty you would double the amount of 
rebate paid to the Standard Oil people. 

Sir, is it not just to the laboring man, whose interest gentlemen 
on the other side are always pretending to clamor for, to provide 
for the removal of this duty on tin-plate, so he too may be benefited 
thereby? 

To-day by reason of this tax and the rebate given on exported goods 
the American manufacturer charges the American consumer more for 
the tin vessel incasing his canned goods than he charges the British 
subject. Is this the kind of justice you propose to give the American 
citizen? Is this the protection you give the American laborer? Why 
not meet this issue like men, and say, as we do not need the tax we 
will not wrest it from the people? 

Sir, if you do not reduce the surplus by repealing this tax, what will 
you repeal. Do you propose to make no reduction? Give no relief? 
That is too trifling a suggestion for this grave situation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. mpg aad was unfortunate in 
answering my colleague [Mr. DALZELL]. My colleague showed that 
when the duty was 2} cents a pound upon this article of tin-plate, the 
jpaueter flourished and the price was brought down from $12 to $5 a 
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Mr. SPRINGER. What is it now? 

Mr. RANDALL. We are at the mercy of the British producer. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The gentleman said they could not attempt to 
make it at the present rate of duty. 

Mr. BAYNE. If you will extend my time I will yield to the gentle- 
man for whatever question he desires to ask me. 

Now, if the rate of duty be put up to the figure indicated by my col- 
league, we shall be able to manufacture all the tin-plates that are 
wanted in this country, and they will be sold at a cheaper rate than 
they are to-day. 

I wish, however, to call attention to another fact. We have heard 
attack after attack upon ‘‘trusts.’’ That side of the House seems to 
have a terrible horror of ‘‘trusts’? except when they are foreign 
“ trusts.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. } 

A MEMBER. Yes, because they are foreign trusts. 

Mr. BAYNE. Except the foreign trusts, yes. Now, the biggest 
trust in this country to-day is the Standard Oil trast—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, just let me proceed. If you will extend my 
time I shall submit to any number of interruptions. 

I say the biggest trust, the leading trust in this country, and the one 
that has endured the longest, is the Standard Oil trust, and the next 
biggest is the sugar trust. These are the twoimmense trusts. On the 
theory of gentlemen on the other side they protect the sugar trust, be- 
cause they keep the duty on sugar up to the equivalent of 68 per cent. 
ad valorem. Now, these-antagonists of trusts propose to emancipate 
the Standard Oil trust from the only obligation itis under to pay a tax 
by relieving it from the duties it is obliged to pay on the tin-plate it 
uses. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It gets the rebate on its tin. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, it gets a rebate of $800,000 out of the $1,180,000 
of total rebate that is paid on tin-plates. 

i Mr. MCMILLIN. Butit gets it right now and under the present 
aw. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ofcourseitdoes on the tin-plate it buys and exports; 
that is just what I say; but you propose to give it the benefit of the 
10 per cent. now retained by the Government, and take away the bur- 
den imposed upon it of paying anything into the Treasury of the Gov- 
ernment at all. Ifit gets a rebate of $800,000 it is still out of pocket 
$80,600 by the retention of the 10 per cent. by the Government. The 
tin-plate which it buys and does not export it pays the full duty on. 
What proportion that-is I am unable to say, but it is doubtless a con- 
siderable proportion. This is the only tax the Standard Oil trust pays, 
and now you propose to relieve it from the payment of that. 

Why, gentlemen, in view of these facts, should you denounce trusts ? 
Why assail trusts on that side of the House with such vigor, when by 
the very action of your own committee and by the very wording of 
your own bill you promote and help these trusts? You maintain the 
sugar trust upona firm foundation, according to your line of argument, 
and give it all the assistance it requires, and then you go further and 
relieve the Standard Oil trust from the payment of the tax which it 
pays now into the Treasury of the United States. 

Gentlemen have told us of the tin that is used for preserved fruits 
and other thingsthat are canned. These are insignificant, so faras ex- 
ports are concerned, when compared with the tin used by the Standard 
Oil trust. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope that by unanimous 
consent the gentleman’ may be permitted to proceed for five minutes 
longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said that out of the 
$1,180,000 of rebates paid, the Standard Oil Company gets about $800, - 
000 of it, and the canned-fruit men and others who export their prod- 
ucts to foreign countries in tin packages get about $300,000. If you 
put a duty of 2,4; cents a pound on tin-plates you will enable the people 
of this country to produce all we want, and you will get it lower, in 
my judgment, than you do now. 

Mr. RYAN. Can the gentleman give the value of our own con- 
sumption of tin? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know the exact value, but it is immense. 
We had, some years ago, an establishment at McKeesport and one at 
Leechburgh, in Pennsylvania, and one in Missouri, and perhaps one at 
another point. All are now gone. 

Now, you propose not only to eliminate out of our system the possi- 
bility of manufacturing tin-plates in this country, but you’ go even 
farther than that. You propose to admit them free and put them into 
competition with all other classes of sheet-iron. Do gentlemen of the 
committee know whatthey are dealing with? Whatistin-plate? Why, 
only about 5 per cent. of it is tin, and that percentage runs down even 
as low as 2 percent. Under that provision of your bill, which does not 
designate the dimensions of the sheet, its weight or its thickness, or any- 
thing else, all the sheet-iron that comes into this country can be dipped 
in lead, or lead tinctured with a little tin, if you please, and then, un- 
der this bill, it will come in free. 
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You do not know, gentlemen, what you are doing. Iam satisfied 
of that fact. That simple process would be possible with all the sheet- 


iron imported into this country, and the cost could probably be made 
so trifling that it would not compare with the duties now levied on 
sheet-iron and on sheet-steel. How easy it would be to take all the 
sheet-iron of every form or in any form and dip it into a conglomerate 
of tin and Jead. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oil and lead. 

Mr. BAYNE. And then bringit into this country, and thus escape 
duty under your bill? You open up that door to the foreign importers 
to send their materials into this country free of duty. You do it un- 
consciously Iam satisfied. Unconsciously, because you do not under- 
stand the question, and you would not take the advice of those gen- 
tlemen who were informed upon the subject. I say to you, gentlemen, 
it is time to calla halt. It is time to stop and consider what you are 
doing before passing a bill, and especially under alimitation of debate, 
which involves possibilities so dangerous to the industries of the coun- 
try, and even dangerous to the very revenues of the Government; and I 
propose now, before I take my seat, to withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment, and move a further amendment, to add, in line 48, ‘‘two and 
two-tenths cents per pound,” fixing that as the duty on tin-plate. 

Mr. BREC RIDGE, of Arkansas. How much tribute does that 
give to the Standard Oil Company ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Under the present arrangement I presume it would 
about double it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But you were complaining a 
moment ago of the amount that was given to them. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, complaining of the amount that your bill would 
give them. e 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But you nowadmit that your 

proposition would double that tribute. 
` Mr. BAYNE. Notat all. It would not give them a dollar, and 
why? Because if that duty was imposed, then with manufacture of 
tin in this country no drawback would be allowed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That would be just shifting 
the drawhack from them and giving it to the manufacturer. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; that would transfer it to the manufacturers 
of this country, and through them to the workingmen of this country, 
and give employment to ten to fifteen thensand men who would be 
glad to get work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania again 
state his amendment ? 

Mr. BAYNE. In line 48 to insert ‘‘two and two-tenths cents 
per pound” as the duty upon the articles mentioned in the para- 
graph. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, this question of tin-plate materially 
affects my district. I represent here, sir, an oil-producing district; and 
if removing the duty from tin-plate will relieve my people of undue 
taxation I feel justified in advocating such a reduction. ‘The gentle- 
men on the other side of the House have been endeavoring to convince 
us that tin-plate is sheet-iron; that tin-plate as a commodity in the 
commercial world has no existence; it is not known to the trade; that 
it is nothing more than sheet-iron. 

Mr. DALZELL. Nobody said that on this side of the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Please sit down and let me have my time. 
not interfered with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman objects to interruption. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir; I object to interruption. 

The whole line of argument has been that tin-plate was not tin-plate; 
that it had no existence. But let us understand the true inwardness 
of the efforts of the gentlemen on the other side of the House. There 
is a notorious character in this country named John Jarrett. He was 
at one time the head of the Amalgamated Association of Steel and Iron 
Workers of this country, and he was by that association driven out of 
that association. He then went into the city of Pittsburgh and started 
a little tin-plate manufacturing establishment, or became identified 
with it. Asa partof his labors in the interest of the Republican party 
from the day he became identified with this bantling in the city of 
Pittsburgh this ery of protection to tin-plate has gone fo There is 
the true inwardness of the efforts of the gentlemen on the other side to 
put a duty of a hundred per cent. on tin-plate, taxing every oil-producer 
in Western Pennsylvania, The gentlemen onthe other side can not pre- 
tend to claim that the Standard Oil Company, and the Standard Oil 
Company alone, represents the product of oil in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. The Standard Oil Company does not produce 5 per cent. and 
is not interested in 5 per cent. of all the oil production of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to state that I have 
the official papers here from the Standard Oil Company, showing the 
Standard Oil Company’s connection with it to be $749,000? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not deny that; but there is an interest behind 
the Standard Oil Company of over 100,000 men, wage-workers and 
senate de who are interested in this question. My colleague from 

ennsylvania proposes to keep this tax on them to prevent them from 
exporting this oil, which is to find a market abroad. “I want him to go 
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into Western Pennsylvania this fall. Iwould like to see him there on 
the stump justifying himself for putting a tax of 2} per cent. on tin- 
plate. I would like to see what the producers of Western Pennsyl- 
vania would say to him, 

I desire to say further that if this rebate, as he claims, is made to , 
the Standard Oi] Company, putting it on the free-list does not place 
them in any different position from that now occupied —— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his amendment? 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw it in the hope that some other gentleman 
will renew it. 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Chairman, I renew, in all good faith, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to increase the duty on tin- 
plates to 2.2 cents per pound. 

The committee will bear me out in the statement that I have tres- 
pasa little upon its time during the consideration of this bill. As 
ong as the theories and principles involved were under discussion I 
was content to be an attentive listener, well knowing that others far 
more capable would ably deal with the subject in all its varied phases. 
When it comes down, however, to the details; when it comes down to 
actual dollars and cents, and when I see an onslaught attempted upon 
the interest in which the constituency I have the honor to represent is 
most deeply concerned, I feel that I can not Jonger sit silently by and 
permit, without a protest, the enactment of a law which would take 
tens of millions of dollars from the South and prove an affective, though 
possibly not an effectual, impediment to the prosperity and upbuilding 
of a section that is just beginning to awake from the lethargy of gen- 
erations. 

It seems to me a singular anomaly that the people whose future 
well-being is so directly involved in the maintenance of a protective 
tariff—whose industries are all in the ‘‘infant’’ stages—are, with very 
rare exceptions, represented on this floor by gentlemen who, wittingly 
or unwittingly, are doing all in their power to perpetuate poverty in 
the South and remand her to her old condition of tribute-bearer to the 
North and East. 

During this discussion the voice of the Southern Representatives, with 
one or two notable exceptions, has been raised against what I conceive 
to be the dearest interests of the Southern people. I could understand 
this demand for reduction or abolition of duties if it came from the North 
or the East, for it seems to me that the scepter of trade, now so vigor- 
ously contended for by the young giant of the South, may pass from the 
hand that has so long swayed it. 

All of my life I have listened to Democratic orators in my own State 
inveighing against a system which they claimed made the Southern peo- 
ple pay an enormous annual tribute tothe manufacturers of the North. 
Ifsuch a day there ever was, that day has passed. 

To-day the new South is rearing her proud head and demanding recog- 
nition of her claim for a place in the list of manufacturing communi- 
ties. And that claim will be recognized if the policy which has made 
the nation great shall continue to bless the land. It seems to me an 
inopportune moment for Southern Representatives to be advocating a 
change. Just as we are preparing to contend for industrial supremacy; 
just as we are about to demanda tithe of the great tribute we have paid; 
just at the time the tables are turning and Northern enterprise and capi- 
tal are seeking to plant their converters in the midst of our vast fields 
of raw materials; just as we stand on the summitof Pisgah and see the 
land of promise spread out before us, just at this time Southern 
sentatives on this floor are working might and main to turn the tide of 
prosperity back to its original channel, or, ten thousand times worse, 
away from this nation altogether. 

Ido not feel at liberty to speak for other States, but I do maintain 
that in Virginia the sentiment is overwhelmingly against the changes 
proposed in this bill—especially as to the item we are now considering. 
Instead of placing tin-plates on the free-list, instead of abolishing the 
duty on ‘‘ mineral substances in a crudestate and metals unwrought,”’ 
our ple want an increase of those duties. Instead of wool on the 
free-list they want a restoration of the tariff of 1867. Instead of abol- 
ishing the duty on the products of their fields, their gardens, and their 
forests, they want those products protected and made to yield their 
fullest return. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, in making this assertion I combat the views 
of my colleagues on the other side of the Chamber who have spoken 
upon this question. Yet I nevertheless maintain the truth of the state- 
ment I make. So far as the Republicans of Virginia are concerned, 
they are solidly against this bill. I will let the Democrats speak for 
themselves. In A last one of the largest representative conven- 
tions of the Democratic party ever held in Virginia met at Roanoke, 
There were no candidates to be nominated; no State officers to beelected. . 
The convention was held simply and solely for the purpose of announc- 
ing Democratic faith and letting the world know where the Democ- 
racy of Virginia stood, there having arisen in the mind of the public 
grave doubt as to that position. The convention was composed of 
gentlemen selected for no other purpose than to promulgate the 
c 


That was their sole mission; there the boundary of their duty, 
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After due deliberation a series of resolutions were unanimously adopted, 
the most important revenue feature of which was— 

‘We demand the immediate repeal of the internal-revenue p aaraa relic of 
the war and no longer necessary to meet the demands of the Government, be- 
cause it DOR OETS: fosters monopolies, and is obnoxious to the interests of 
our peop. 

If that imperative demand were met, if would render impossible any 
curtailment of receipts from imports, for the internal-revenue collec- 
tions exceed the annual surplus by 50 per cent. Aye, if the Demo- 
cratic members of this House would only go half as far as the united 
Democracy of Virginia demanded they should go, the problem of the 
surplus would be solved. 

But there was another resolution to which special emphasis was given. 
Tt was this: 

Mepa ron Np arbrat dya arein ag polleviag Uns the marae g A 
the foundation of the State's prosperity. 

Protect the farmer! Protect him by robbing him of an annual 
market of $60,000,000 by the transfer of farm products to the free-list, 
and retaining a ‘‘system obnoxious to the people!’’ Protect him by 
abolishing his home market and converting tens of thousands of con 
sumers into so many competitors! Protect him by destroying his 
flocks, rendering valueless his timber, and condemning toeternal slum- 
ber the rich mineral deposits that underlie his soil! That-is the feast 
of protection to which the farmers of Virginia and the farmers of the 
nation are invited. 

But, sir, to come to the immediate question under discussion—the 
transfer of tin-plates to the free-list. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MoMILLIN] wantsto know how laboristo be affected. Ithinki 
can showhim. During the year 1887 we imported from Great Britain 
268,364 tons of tin-plate, or about 75 per cent. of the whole British ex- 
port of that article. Do the members of this House realize what that 
simple statement means? It means, and I use the estimates of an ex- 

- pert, the digging out of 705,092 tons of iron ore, the quarrying of 536,728 

tons of limestone, and the mining of 736,230 tons of coal to be converted 
into coke. These materials were consumed in the production of 386,445 
tonsof pigmetal. This pig metal under the basic process was converted 
into 328,476 tons of basicingots, These ingots, in turn, were rolled into 
blooms and sheets and bars, which, with the tin and lead used, made the 
268,364 tons of tin-plate. Here, then, were nearly 2,000,000 tons of 
raw material, every ton of which could have been and should have been 
produced in this country. Besides this, our furnaces lost a trade of 
386,445 tons of pig-iron, an amount equal to the output of ten 100-ton 
furnaces in full blast from January to January, while 328,476 tons of 
basic ingots were made in Europeinstead of in America. But that does 
not represent one-half of the loss tothe people at large. The railroads 
lost the freight on over 2,000,000 tons of material; the working people 
of this country lost over $15,000,000 in wages, which meant $1.50 per 
day taken from 33,333 Americans for 300 days of the year. 

That would have given every man in the district I represent $1.50 
for every working day of the year. But that is not all. The farmer 
and merchant lost the trade which that $15,000,000 would have given 
them, and soon through the whole circuit of benefits the money would 
have conferred. 

But it may be claimed that we can not produce these tin-plates. I 
deny it. Upon the authority of practical men who have given thought 
and study to the subject, it is asserted that the South is offering to-day 
a fair field for the manufacture of this material. It has been charged 
that our Southern ores are too high in phosphorus to be used in the 
manufacture of Bessemersteel. I deny that also, and propose to prove 
later on in the discussion of this bill that Bessemer ores of the finest 
quality and in vast quantity are found in Virginia, North Carolina and 
various States of the South. No one doubts, however, that eur sec- 
tion possesses millions upon millions of tons of phosphoritic ores suita- 
ble to the production of steel under the basic process, and all of the 
tin-plate made in the world is now made from mild basic steel. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOST. We can produce every pound of material which enters 
into the manufacture of tin-plate, even down to the tin. In my district 
alone a large deposit of tin of fine quality is now being developed. That 
it exists in quantity there can be littledoubt. The geological condition 
in which it occurs extends for miles, and the surface indications point 
to the probability of rich and extensive deposits. 

If I were asked what, above all else, the South needs, Ishould reply: 
Basic-steel plants and a market for their product. We not only have 
all of the material that enters into the production of this metal; we not 

* only have tens of thousands of idle hands to grasp the pick, but 
we need this particular industry for a double purpose. We want it to 
utilize our raw materials and we want it to fertilize our worn-out 
lands. “Under the basic process the phosphorus is eliminated from the 
metal and converted into basic phosphate, which for fertilizing pur- 
poses is worth over $26 per ton. - 


Itis time we were looking to the future of our fields. Year after year 
the South is drained of millions ofdo. ‘to meet the drafts of Northern 
fertilizer establishments. In many ces they send us the tailings 
of a conveniently located sand-bank; but despite the frauds practiced 
upon us we repeat the same stupidity year after year, for the simple 
reason that we have gotten into the habit ofdoingit. But it is time we 
were getting out of that habit; it is time we were utilizing the gifts of 
a bountiful Providence and proving to the world that we are worthy of 
suchaninheritance. And hereand now isa good time to make a start. 
Instead of putting tin-plates on the free-list, increase the duty to 2.2 
cents per pound and give the South a chance. 

It will mean a trade of $30,000,000 per annum thrown into the South 
for the next five years, and after that time you may take off the duty 
if you will, for the world can not touch us then. And this will be a 
trade not transferred from one section of the Union to another, but an 
absolute gain to the South and to the whole country, for it will be the 
introduction of a new element of wealth and prosperity. We shall not 
have Northern plants to compete with, for Northern skill and capital 
realize the inducements which our section offers for this particular 
manufacture and will be eager to take advantage of the opening. We 
welcome them to our midst, for we know that with them come profit- 
uble employment for labor, a home market for our farmers, and money 
and activity and life to all classes. 

Gentlemen of theSouth, as the humblest among you, let me beg you 
to pause for a moment and consider the welfare of the people who sent 
us here. The day has passed when the South can afford to be content 
with theories, however eloquently they may be presented. Sbe stands 
to-day naked in her poverty; not asking alms but asking simple justice. 
She has paid her tribute tothe North. She hasmade rich that favored 
section, and now she asks that the same policy may be continued while 
she exacts her tribute in return. [Applause. ] 

And who refuses to recognize the justice of her demand? Not the 
men on this sideoftheChamber. With one acclaim they welcome her 
to her new estate. Canthose she has honored, to whom she has given 
her high places and to whose keeping she has confided her interests— 
can they afford to step athwart the pathway of her progress and stay 
her onward stride? | Applause. ] 

Deny it if you will, disguise it as you may, I know and you know 
that old things are passing away in the South, and that the new South— 
thatSouth which nolonger liveson sentiment; thatSouth which is prac- 
tical and is looking forward to a future big with material prosperity— 
is not the mere vision of an enthusiast, but is a living entity. To-day 
she is demanding her rights and will be satisfied with nothing less, 
She can get them if the men who stand as her representatives on this 
floor will do their simple duty. If they fail to do it, then I warn them 
thata dayof reckoning will come. No member of this House could have 
been elected from Virginia had he made his canvass on the basis of the 
Mills bill, and, if the people are true to themselves, no member will 
be elected to the next Congress on any such platform. 

At length and at last the intelligent business people—the men who 
work with*their hands and work with their heads—are recognizing the 
fact that the future of the South is linked with industrial progress. 

They see that the upbuilding of their section, the development of 
its wondrous latent wealth, the utilization of its splendid water-power 
that now runs useless to the sea, and the prosperity of all of its people 
is dependent upon the maintenance of a protective tariff. They see 
material benetits, home comforts, a richer return for their labor, and 
a grander destiny for their section, on the one hand; whilst on the 
other are the crumbling idols of a day that is gone, the reckless cling- 
ing to a name, the senseless bondage of passion and prejudice, the 
promises that have been broken, the faith unkept, the want and pov- 
erty and humiliation that have been the price she has paid for the ad- 
vocacy of a theory that ought to have been buried ere the smoke had 
fairly cleared from the field of Appomattox. With the emancipation 
of the last slave should have disappeared the dream of free trade in the 
South, for the slavery of purchase, or the slavery of penury, and free 
trade are Siamese twins. [Applause.] 

[ Mr. e withholds his remarks for revision. See AP- 
PENDIX. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objeċtion, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, in order that it may be re- 
newed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, the statement which I made in regard 
to the proposition advanced by the gentleman on the other side has been 
practically repeated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], 
who hasjust taken his seat; but he has mixed sheet-iron and tin-plate in 
such a way that you can not exactly tell what he is trying to get at. 
He puts forth the proposition that if we put tin-plate upon the free-list 
it is going to destroy the sheet-iron industry in this country. I under- 
stand that to be the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes; in other words—— 

Mr. SCOTT. That is what you said. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me correct my friend, for of course he 


does not wish to proceed upon a misunderstanding. I said that the 
particular industry—roofing and siding, using this particular kind of 
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sheet-iron—would be absolutely crushed and destroyed by the removal 
of the duty on tin-plate. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, the gentleman has made the proposition that if 
tin-plate be put upon the free-list the sheet-iron industries of this coun- 
try are going to be destroyed. 

Mr. Chairman, for the past twenty-five years we have had high du- 

-ties on tin-plate, and I state here that there are not one thousand wage- 
workers employed in this country to-day in producing tia-plate. 

Mr. BAYNE. Not the half of that number. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have put it at one thousand. 

Mr. BAYNE. There is not one. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. Now, what do you propose todo? To 
what uses is tin applied? Is it used for canning fruits, vegetables, 
condensed milk, fish, and other products, both for exportation and home 
consumption of these articles, and largely for roofing purposes, but not 
for siding? Is it not the wage-worker’s silver? Can any man, poor 
or rich, in this country escape its use? Is there a dairy farmer or a 
milk-maid who does not require tin pails and all the tin utensils used 
in carrying on the dairy industry of the country? And, sir, whatis the 
cost of the tin-ware to the farming interests of this country, to those 
farmers who are engaged in producing cheese, milk, and butter? The 
duty the gentleman will add largely to the cost of the tin- 
ware to the farming class of the country, aclass thatsuffers to a greater 
extent from tariff laws than any other, and who receive no relief from 
anything you can give them in the way ot protection. He proposes to 
tax every farmer of this country for what he can not escape the use of, 
which is tin in all the vessels of his kitchen or upon his farm and in all 
the various industries in which the farming classis engaged. Theaver- 
age price received by the dairy farmer for his milk will not exceed 1} 
to 2 cents per quart, and the tin-ware necessarily used upon a dairy farm 
is no inconsiderable portion of the expense of such farm. 

Is there justice, sir; is there equity in any party pursuing a policy to 
build up one industry by taxing 60,000,000 people under the plea of 
protecting home industry when there is not a wage-worker to-day en- 
gaged in that industry ? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will ask for an extension of my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move, by unanimous consent, the gentle- 
man be allowed to proceed for another five minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. Gentlemen on the other side of the House tell us that 
if we take off this duty nobody will be benefited by it; that if we 
take off the tax of $6,000,000 the Government is now collecting yearly 
on tin-plate, and which money it does not need, tin-plates will advance 
instead of fall in price. Sir, such a proposition to a man of ordinary 
intelligence is not worthy of consideration. There is a law that the 
cheaper the cost the cheaper the article will sell for. 

The argument of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH], that 
if you take $6,000,000 of tax off of these the $6,000,000 would 
go into the pockets of the middlemen, and the farmers and consumers 
would not be benefited by it, is too illogical for discussion. Let us have 
a chance to see whether the price will be reduced if the tax is removed; 
and if the price of tin-plate is advanced to the consumer by taking oft 
the tax of $6,000,000 of duty now collected on it, then it will be an easy 
matter for those who come after us here to put the duty back again. 

The argument of the gentleman on the other side that the removal 
of the duty from tin-plate is going to affect the price of sheet-iron in 
this country is not so. It it were going to affect the price of sheet-iron 
-it would have affected it already. The removal of these taxes will no 
more affect sheet-iron wage-workers in this country than the removal 
of the duty on salt would affect the workers in sheet-iron industries of 
the country. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, it is nothing more than justice to the great 
farming class and the wage-workers of the country that this tax should 
be removed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under a promise to recognize the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR]. ` 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will take the floor and yield my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr, RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I think it is a matter of little mo- 
ment what the motive of John Jarrett may be in this connection, or 
what theinterest of the Standard Oil Company may be—that stupendous 
‘trast’? which has done so much injury tothe American consumers. 
The question is a broader and deeper one, in my judgment, than as to 
how far individuals or corporations are concerned. The broad and deep 
question in this connection is, can we produce these tin-plates in the 
United States for the supply of which we have now to depend upon Great 
Britain? Iknow wecan, because we havein part doneit, and we cando it 
again with proper protective duties in behalf of ourown labor; and the 
gentlemen who discuss this matter away from its connection with labor 
belittle it. Tin-plates can be produced in this country and will be pro- 


duced here. The gentleman from Pı ivania - DALZELL] on 
the other side of the House has given all the facts Pus relation. 


How does ib affect the producing interests of the country? Does it 
affect the labor of the country—the wage-earner? To-day there are 
coming to the United States $17,000,000 in value of tin-plates. If 
those tin-plates were produced in this country twenty-four thousand 

le here could be em in this industry. The labor in Great 
ritain and Wales to produce the tin-plates we consume 
amounts, Fans waved, to $9,000,000, and it is only fair to conclude if 
we produced those tin-plates in this country the laborers engaged in 


-that work would receive from it some ten or twelve millions of dollars. 


It is my judgment that the price of these tin-plates, within twelve 
months, would follow the course of every other product that has been care- 
fully considered in making up tariff legislation, and that there would be 
no inerease whatever at the end of that period above the present price of 
tin-plates in this country, that industry being remitted to the law of 
competition and to the law of supply and demand. But the 1-cent 
duty, I admit, is revenue only, and a superficial examination of this 
question would encourage the taking off of that duty; but when you 
view it in the broader light of its effects on American production then 
I say we should make the effort to let the wage-earners of the United 
States produce that which they can produce, and derive the benefit 
which they would derive from this vast amount of money which is 
annually sent abroad. 


How far-reaching is this whole matter! It has relation to an enor- 


mous production of iron ore, of limestone, coal, coke, pig-iron, and 
every article connected with its production, and why should not all 
these be encouraged and produced in the United States? I think 
$17,000,000 a year is t6o much money to go out of this country when 
the people of the United States, withont harm to the consumer, in my 
judgment, and without ultimately enhancing the price of these com- 
modities, can produce the very articles themselves. We have within 
six years contributed $100,000,000 to England, and have drained our 
country to that extent. 

I hope this matter will be considered on broad business principles 
and without prejudice. Twenty per cent., I judge, of the tin-plates 
consumed in the United States is used peine Standard Oil Company, 
thatis, as faras I can learn, and I do not believe the Standard Oil Com- 
pany would in the end be injured or pùt to one dollar ofexpense beyond 
the present rates; because, while they would get no drawbacks, of 
course, on the other hand they would have no duty to pay on the tin- 
plates. They would get the American article instead of the British, 
ultimately, at about the same price. 

I am not disposed to give this interest or this advantage toa foreign 
country in preference to my own. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania as withdrawn. 

Mr. RANDALL, I withdraw it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I renew the 
pro forma amendment. 

We can prodace tin-plate in America, and we can grow pine-apples 
in Maine; but, sir, it is not in the interest of the people of this coun- 
try to engage in either industry, for they can procure the commodities 
more cheaply by legitimate exchange. 

Sixteen millions of dollars is a large amount of money to pay out for 
a commodity, and $5,000,000 is a large amount of tax for the people 
to pay into the public Treasury. But, sir, I consider that it is a hard- 
ship indeed to add iniquity to a burden by adoptinga policy that would 
turn that current of expenditure from the public Treasury into the 
pockets of a few subsidized citizens of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, we now pay a drawback to those who export the com- 
modity once imported, and it is neither a hardship nor a burden upon 
them; but when and howand where has any tribute or any exaction 
been escaped by the great body of the consumers of this country ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, we cannot hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You seek to put it into the 
pockets of the few men who are to be subsidized in violation of the 
spirit of liberty and at the cost of the great body of the people. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Sir, where an industry has been established there may be pleaded in 
its behalf an equity, but there is no principle of equity, reason, or good 
policy which can justify an attempt to extend and to start afresh the 
system which subsidizes the few at the expense and in violation of 
the rights of the great body of the people. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a communication that represents 
the other side of this question from that presented by gentlemen who 
favor the principle of protection. It is one of those petitions that eon- 
stitute a part of the archives of the Committee on Ways and Means, 


and which was not brought ont by gentlemen on the other side. I ~ 


think it fairly represents the sentiments and portrays the interests of 
the country in to this question, and I send it to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have it read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Who is the author of it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The name will be given. 

Mr. BAYNE. John Dunlap? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman will see. It 
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was referred by the President to the Secre of the Treasury and by 
him to the Committee on Ways and or 


The Clerk read as follows: 
BUFFALO, N. Y., December 13, 1887. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Your message Ihave read with interest and heartily indorse 
the points you make therein, and as a loyal citizen and a Republican, I thank 
you for the good Soveres you are giving us and our cr The inclosed 
clipping is from the American Grocer and was ired by F. B. Thurber, New 
York's best merchant, He voices the sentiments of very many business men who 
are Republicans now, and will support you for a second term, [ama manu- 
facturer and make many thousands of boxes of tin-plates in fruit cans annually. 
This tin-plate pays a duty of $1.10 a box into our 
body, as not one box is made here, or likely to be. 

My business would be benefited, if anything, by an increase of duty, as i could 
use it as an excuse to exact twice the amountfrom customers. Butthecountry 
at large (and the manufactures alsoin the end) willbe helped by a re ofthe 
duty on tin-plate. Free tin-plate means 6 cents per dozen less on all 3-pound 
canned gi and about 10 ont per dosen on gallon canned goods to the con- 
sumer, Having the argument *‘ tin, now cheaper canned goods,” the con- 
sumer will obtain it, 

Tin-plate in some form (cooking utensils, tuner pais; canned foods) finds its 
way into every houschold, from the humblest to the grandest, throughout the 


ury now, to protect no- 


land, and being of & short life needs constant replenishing, 
Your policy is certainly acceptable and pleasing to the mass of the thinking 
citizens of the United States. 


Pardon my taking your time. I thought you would be interested to know 
from one of the people how you are liked by the people for whom you are toil- 


ing. 
Sincerely and respectfully, ARINE = 
95 Ohio street, Buffalo, N. Y. 
Mr. GROVER CLEVELAND, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I knowvery well that Mr. Fenton’s correspond- 
ence is pretty widespread on this question. I am very well aware 
also of this Erie Preserving Company, which he represents as secretary. 
I can also vouch for him as haying been a Republican. 

Mr. WEBER. How long ago? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But I can not vouch, after his writing that let- 
ter, that he is a Republican now. He isa very nice, Christian gentle- 
man, but, like a good many of that class of Christians, he has got consid- 
erable self-interest in what he says. 

First of all I take issue with Mr. Fenton in the fact that he does not 
furnish the same figures to the President of the United States, who is 
a constituent of mine, as he does to me. Mr. Fenton wrote me on 
March 23d that at 1 cent per pound it amounts to 5 cents per dozen on 
tin fruit-cans holding three pounds. In the letter he sends to Mr. 
Cleveland he puts it at 6 cents. Whether he is exact in his figures or 
not, I do not know. 

I have the official figures of the association, however. I answered 
Mr. Fenton when I received his letter, that I did not know why, asa 
Representative from the Buffalo district, I should contribute to the 
profit side of the ledger of the Erie Preserving Company unless I knew 
the consumers were to receive the benefits of this cheapening of tin. 
From that day to this Mr. Fenton has never answered my letter, but 
he sent a letter with a later date and with a fresher price to the Pres- 
ident of the United States. -Now the actual cost to the consumer I am 
ready to give to the House. On the 1-pound can, of which they use 
the larger number in the Erie Preserving factory, the cost is simply 2} 
mills. Now, if any business man can tell me, figuring from a single 
pound up toa dozen, how he can give the benefit to the consumer at 
that infinitesimal rate, he will do something I am not able to do, 
although I am used to that class of figuring in my own business. That 
is certainly wind. There is no business man on this floor while I am 

king—and I will give him time to answer me—that can say that 
that 2} mills on 1-pound cans of preserves can ever be given to the con- 
sumer. It goes into the pockets of the preserving company, and it 
will never get out of them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have listened quite patiently to this discus- 
sion and I concede on this tin-plate question that the demand of this 
side of the House is simply for a protective duty that will encourage 
and will develop that industry here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from New York has 


ired. 
OM. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to say also that in a class of industries 
like the tin-plate industry, the silk industry, and even the textiles, 
this country, from the first protection bill that was ever passed by 
Congress, has followed in the exact trend of the party and the people 
that ask the advance on tin-plate to-day. We have built up every 
great industry. You may call it subsidy, you may call it subvention, 

may callit bonus, but where America has lacked capital the United 
tates Government has come forward, even if it was necessary to bor- 
row the money, and given a helping hand to raise every industry we have 
in this land to-day. Soit will be tothe end. I want to say further 
that as an American citizen, as a man in favor of keeping every dollar 
of American money for the use of America and her workingmen, I am 
willing to face my district, face the two and one-tenth mill men in that 


district with the word ‘“‘subsidy ” on my shoulders, and stand up for the 
twelve millions of money that we pay British wage-workers, and that 


ought to stay in our own land to-day. When we take into account the 
millions of money expended in this land in prospecting, in mill machin- 
ery, in analysis, and for the advancement and development of this in- 
dustry, I think it is poor policy for the Fiftieth Congress to shut out for 
the benefit of Europeans the development of our land, in its mines, in 
its works, and in its labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit a few 
remarks touching what was said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], who, I see, is about leaving. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that debate on the pending amendment has been 
exhausted. TheChair will consider by unanimous consent that amend- 
ment is withdrawn and renewed by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH ], whois always very able, very forcible, and generally very 
logical, argues before this committee—I think I quote him correctly— 
that if tin-plate were put on the free-list it would throw out of em- 
ployment those men who are engaged in manufacturing sheet-iron, so 
far as sheet-iron is used in roofing and siding, etc. I have forgotten 
the number of men he stated would be thrown out of employment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Fifteen thousand. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In the next sentence the gentleman 
said thatif the tax were taken off and the article were put on the free- 
list it would not cheapen the article except to the middle-men. 

Now, as the makers of roofs and the persons who side houses with tin 
are not middle-men, the gentleman’s position, briefly stated, is that 
though the removal of the tariff from tin would not lower its price, yet 
it would destroy the sheet-iron industry, because sheet-iron is a com- 
ponent part of tin. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend can hardly be serious, although 
he looks serjous. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. N, of Minnesota. The gentleman said, as I understood 
him, that except to the middle-man the removal of the tariff would not 
reduce the price of tin, but nevertheless he said it would destroy the 
eet of certain men engaged in making sheet-iron for roofing and 

ing. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I said that taking the duty off would re- 
duce the price of cans only to the manufacturer. I said it would re- 
duce the cost to him, but that to the man who consumed the contents 
of the can it would not reduce the price, nor would it increase the price 
received by the man who raised the tomatoes and the peaches and the 
beef which would go into the cans, because the decrease in the cost of 
the pound can would be only about one-eighth of a cent, and that dif- 
ference, I said, would never reach the consumer on the one side nor the 
producer on the other. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I venture tosay, with the greatest 
deference for my friend, that he will find that his statements were hardly 
as he now recollects them, and that he did say that “except to the 
middle-man the removal of the tariff would not reduce the price.” 
But this is not very material as to his argument. He does not pretend 
to say that sheet-iron and tin as roofing material necessarily come into 
such competition or that the preference for or use of the one rather 
than the other depends on the relative lowness of price of either. 

With just as much logic and reason might hesay that this bill would 
destroy the business of slate making, or the business of shingle making, 
or the business of clapboard making, because these products are all 
used for roofing as sheet-iron is, only much more. 

Sheet-iron is very seldom used for roofing or siding, and when it is 
so used it is not because it is cheaper than the other materials, but be- 
cause it is preferred for some other reason. While the gentleman has 
most positively asserted that the removal of tariff from tin-plates would 
destroy that sheet-iron industry, he has stated no fact justifying such 
aconclusion. This tin-plate question has been argued here by the 
gentleman from New York asif it only concerned the interests of those 
who buy a pound can of preserved fruit. But, Mr. Chairman, that is 
entirely too narrow a view to take of the question. There is no house 
in this land so péor, there is no man so poo 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, the time of Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, was 
extended for five minutes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I say, Mr. Chairman, there is hardly 
a family or a person in the land, especially among the common people, 
not interested in this question. This fact is too familiar to every one 
to require illustration or proof. It is unfairly belittling the ques- 
tion to treat it as if it merely affected the price of pound cans of pre- 
served fruit or meat. And I do not understand what grounds the gen- 
tleman has for his prediction or prophecy that if we lower the cost of 
the material by the abatement of the tariff the price to the consumer 
will not be lessened. It is a well-known law of trade that lessened 
cost to the producer means lessened cost to the consumer. If this is 
not so, then truly the people are at the mercy of the rings. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] who opened this 

uestion said that this is merely a revenue tariff. This is correct, for 
i believe it is conceded on all hands that there is not a pound of tin- 
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plate manufactured in this country. But the gentleman argued, as I 
understood him, that this being a revenue tariff it should not be re- 
moved. 

Mr. DALZELL. I said that its removal was inconsistent with your 
notion: and the maxims that are continually laid down by gentlemen 
on your side of the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me to say that the gentleman’s 
position is consistent with the views of gentlemen on that side, if I un- 
derstand them. If I have not listened in vain to the arguments of the 
gentlemen on that side of the House, their position is that the masses 
of the people, instead of the classes, shall pay the taxes. A protective 
tariff is a burden on the masses, for the benefit of certain favored classes. 
The poor man in this case (the tariff on tin-plate) pays just as much 
tax as the rich man, because he ordinarily uses as much tin-plate as the 
rich man, and therefore, instead of paying a tax in proportion to his 
wealth and his ability to pay, he is compelled to pay in proportion to his 
needs. Iam utterly opposed to that, Itis, as Isay, making the masses 
of the people instead of the wealth of the country pay the taxes; and 
when we have a surplus which we are seeking to lessen, I think this is 
oneof the taxes that should be abated. 

Mr. REED. ‘Then you are in favor of a tax on wealth direct? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am in favor of taxation on wealth. 
I am in favor of compelling every man to bear the burdens of the Gov- 
ernment in proportion to his ability, and not in proportion to his neces- 
sities; and when I see the wealth of the country by one subterfuge or 
another escaping its just share of taxation, Iam ready to say that when 
a proposition for an income tax is brought in, you will find me voting 
in favor of it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I am in favor of making wealth pay its part of the taxes of the coun- 
try; but the course which has been pursued on these questions of taxa- 
tion has tended to remove the tax from wealth and place it on the 
masses; the poorer the masses, the greater proportionally thetax. Iam 
opposed to that, and will vote for anything which tends to remedy the 
evil. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman explain how the masses were 
injured when we manufactured tin-plate in this country, and the price 
declined from $12 to $5? How did that affect the masses injuriously ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have heard such arguments as that 
at every step of the discussion of the tariff. 

Mr. BURROWS. How did that hurt the masses? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. From the time this debate began until 
the present, gentlemen on the other side have said, ‘*‘ Because some- 
thing is cheaper to-day than it was ten or fifteen years ago, therefore 
this or that follows.” I say that the conclusions gentlemen under- 
take to draw do not follow. For years everything has been going 
down; and I do not understand that the wealth of this country is en- 
titled to the benefit of all the reductions which have been made in the 
cost of manufacture by reason of improved machinery and improved 
methods; for these are the causes that have lowered products. Prod- 
ucts have not become lower on account of the tariff, but in spite of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman says everything has been going 
down; I would remind him that the price of labor in the United States 
has gone up. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am speaking of the products of la- 
bor, which, as a rule, have gone down. Iam opposed to the wealth 
of the country claiming all the benefits to be derived from improve- 
ments in machinery and from better methods of mannfacture. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman said that everything had gone 
down. I wanted to remind him that labor had not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Labor has gone up as much in free- 
trade countries as in ours. The tariff has nothing to do with that. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly satisfied 
that if there were any method by which a fair consideration could be 
given to this question, to be followed by a fair vote, there certainly 
would not be ten men on this floor who would favor the proposition 
to put tin-plate on the free-list. It is true that no tin-plate is now 
made in this country, or has been made for the past ten years. Prior 
to that time some men who now live in my district invested a large 
amount of money in a plant for the manufacture of tin-plate, and en- 
tered upon thatindustry with a zeal that deserved success. ey met 
with foreign competition, and the price of tin-plate was put down and 
down and down, until they were obliged to extinguish their fires and 
abandon the business, and from that day to this they have never at- 
tempted to resume. They are now & ed in the manufacture of 
sheet-iron and sheet-steel, and if this bill becomes a law they will be 
compelled to abandon their present occupation and enter some other 
nev held. 

In response to the gentleman, I will tell you, Mr. Chairman, why 
we can not make tin-plates in this country. I have here before me a 
tabulated statement showing the wages paid in Great Britain in this 
manufacture, and also those paid in the United States for similar work. 
A roller in Great Britain for rolling ‘'100 boxes I. C. tin-plate’’ re- 
era =: while a roller in the United States receives for the same 
work $26. 

The wages of a doubler in England were $5.51; in this country,$11.05. 
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This table shows that $274.90 were paid in the United States for labor 
which cost in England only $122.18, a difference of 125 per cent. in 
favor of the American laborer. This is the reason, and the only reason, 
why tin-plate has not been made in this country, and why it can not 
be made at this time. 

The table in detail is as follows: 
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* Included in roller, 
ai this country the most of this work would be done by young men and 

This list of wages, you will perceive, covers only that part of labor 
employed from bars of iron or steel to the finished plates, and shows 
the American rates to be 125 per cent. higher than thəse of Great 
Britain. The difference in wages in the production of bars in each 
country is in about the same ratio. 

We have abundance of tin in this country. There are now in the 
city of Chicago, in the hands of Howard, Spencer & Co., blocks of tin 
on exhibition—as fine tin as the world ever saw—dug from our own 
mines in Dakota, which could be manufactured into tin-plates in this 
country if the industry had adequate protection. There is tin in Wyo- 
ming and other places. We have iron ore, coal, limestone, and every 
facility for the manufacture of tin-plates if we had a just protection. 

What is the result of this omission to protect this industry? We 
are now importing 70 per cent. of all the tin-plate made in Great Brit- 
ain. ; 

There are now 50,000 persons employed in England and Wales in 
the manufacture of tin-plates for American consumption. We are 
feeding and clothing this great army of men under the British flag, 
and I want to know whether it is patriotic for Americans to strike 
down an industry of this kind, which ought to furnish employment to 
our own people. I have certificates before me showing that the tin- 
plate that we made in this country was as good as any that was ever 
imported, but the importers of foreign tin-plate put the price down 
from $14.75 per box to $5.18, and in this way closed out the American 
works, and as soon as they had completely destroyed our tin-plate 
works they raised the price so as to recover their former losses. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] well said a few 
moments since, ‘‘ We are now entirely in the hands of Great Britain.” 
This is true, and we are entirely dependent upon Great Britain for every 
tin pan, every tin bucket, every tin kettle, every canteen. If weshould 
be involved in a war with Great Britain orany other country, and if our 
supply of tin from abroad should be cut off, we would be without can- 
teens and without ing utensils until we could erect the nec 
plant and entered upon the manufacture of tin-plate. What are we 
doing to-day? We are sending across the ocean annually from sixteen 
to twenty millions of dollars which go to the residents of Great Britain 
for the tin-plate which we use. 

This amount of money is annually sent out of the country, and we 
are in this way enriching England and impoverishing America. This 
much money ded in this country in the manufacture of tin-plate 
would not only furnish employment for 50,000 persons and support for 


300,000 persons, but it would furnish an additional home market for 
agricultural and manufactured products, and greatly benefit the whole 
conntry. 

Gentlemen on the other side entirely forget that the effect of the 
measure they propose is to strike down and d two existing in- 
dustries in our own country, both of which are im t industries in 
my own district. In the first place, the admission of tin-plate free 
would utterly annihilate the roofing industry, which, as my colleague 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH] has well said, is furnishing employment to 30,- 
000 people and support to 150,000 persons. 

What reason can be given for putting tin-plate on the free-list for the 
benefit of a man who wants a tin roof, while you refuse to make sheet- 
iron and sheet-steel free for the benefit of a man who wants an iron or 
steel roof? ‘To show the utter absurdity of putting tin-plate on the 
free-list, I want to give the rates of the present tariff on other metals. 


rem, 56 per cent, 

Galvanized iron: Average value, f.o. b. Live l and Glaszow, $3.75 per 100 
pounds; specific duty, $2.25 per 100 pounds; ad valorem duty, 60 per cent. 

Tin and terne plates: Average value, $4.50 per 100 pounds; specific duty, $1 
per 100 pounds; ad valorem duty, 22 per cent. 

Honan, siding, and common sheet-iron: Average value, $2 per 100 pounds; 
specife duty, $1.50 per 100 nds; ad valorem, over 75 per cent. 

Cold rolled—-pickled and cleaned sheet-iron, ofsuperior quality, which is the 
chief and component part of tin and terne plates: Average value, $3.50 per 100 
pounds; specific duty, $1.75 per 100 pounds; ad valorem, 50 per cent. 

Sheet-steel, from which tin-plates are made, 45 per cent. valorem. 

Why do you propose to leave a duty of 75 per cent. on sheet-iron 
and make tin-plates free? 

Is there any honesty or good sense in such a proposition. If a man 
desires a new roof on his house, why should he not be allowed as good 
a chance to get a cheap iron or steel roof as to get a cheap tin roof? 
Is it not as necessary to furnish coal-hods, stove-pipe, bread-pans, roof- 
ing, siding, etc., cheap as it is to furnish cheap tin-ware and tin roof- 
ing? Ifnot, why not? There is 95 to 97 per cent. of iron or steel in 
the tin-plate and only from 3 to 5 per cent. of tin, and it is proposed 
to let-the iron or steel coated with tin come in free, while the iron or 
steel which is not coated at all is to pay a high rate of duty, or, in 
other words, the advanced product is to pay no duty, while the less 
` advanced product is to pay a high duty. I amin favor of protecting 

every Anterican industry, but I can not comprehend this unjust dis- 
crimination against the sheet-iron and sheet-steel industry. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be 
extended for another five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, it must be apparent to 
everybody that the removal of this duty will destroy the sheet-iron 
and sheet-steel roofing industry in this country. There are several of 
these establishments in Ohio, in Cleveland and Cincinnati and Akron, 
and in other parts of the State. A large amount of capital is in- 
vested in this business, and yet it is seriously proposed to discriminate 
against this industry by this sort of legislation. It is certainly an at- 
tempt to break down an industry by unjust discrimination. 

And that is not all. It is proposed to cripple at least the manufact- 
ure of sheet-iron and sheet-steel. I hold in my hand a letter written 
by the Standard Iron Company, of Bridgeport, Ohio, which I will ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BRIDGEPORT, ONIO, March 16, 1888. 

Dear Simm: We are aware that we can say nothing that will be new to you as 
to the influence the tariff on tin-plates has on the iron-roofing business, and we 
only ask your attention to the effect which in our opinion it will have on the 
bus: a of those who are engaged in the manufacture of sheet-iron and sheet- 
steel. 

We think you will agree with us in the belief that free plates will utterly de- 
stroy the business of those distinctively engaged as manufacturers of iron and 
je roofing, but possibly you may not know how closely allied are the inter- 
ests of the t man’ an examination of our own books and 
statements made by the other mills in our vicinity, we have found that consid- 
erably over half the product of light sheets m here and in Wheeling are 
worked up into roofing and siding, and we have no reason for supposing that 
milis located elsewhere are not selling an equal proportion of their product 
for the same p .. When this is considered, together with the many other 
uses of iron and steel sheets for which tin-plates will be substituted, by free 
trade in them, there can be no question, it seems to us, of the disastrous effects 
to sheet manufacturers, stopping st least one-half their capacity and reducing 
even the little business left them to a condition of woefnl unprofitableness. 

trade in all iron products would offer better prospects for the future to us 

than the passage of the Mills bill, for the reason that we then could look forward 

` toa time when our labor costs would be reduced to a point where we could 

va A compete with the illy-paid labor of Europe, while the selection of 

but a few lines of iron manufacture for the free-list makes this impossible, the 

products still protected fixing the value of aday’s work, only influenced in pro- 
portion to the number of workmen thrown outof employment, 

We do not wish to be understood as favoring free trade in all rather than ina 
few products, or that if manufacturers of sheets and roofing are to suffer we 
want lots of company. If the policy of free trade is to prevail finally, and we 
are to be among the first victims, we shall still hope for a postponement of the 
day when men will be compelled to work for a mere existence. 

If it should be possible to do better than have the tariff on tin-plates kept at 
the present rate, it of course would be a great boon to manufacturers of sheet- 
iron and iron g, and at the same time, with the recent discoveries of rich 


-cessitating the use of pattens. 


fin ores in our couny, build up an immense tin-plate industry that would 
quicken the business of the whole land. 
Such s resultof the present agitation we presume is hardly to be hoped for. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon, J, D. TAYLOR, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. They are now making in my district 
as good sheet-iron as was ever imported. They are making it of the 
best grades and of the highest quality. Ifa duty of 2} cents a pound 
were imposed upon the importation of tin-plates into the country, with- 
in ninety days the tin-plate industry would spring up in our. midst, 
and it would not be long before all the tin-plates consumed in this 
country would be supplied by our own manufacturers and through the 
means of our own labor. We would then be able to supply for home 
consumption all the tin-plates necessary for kitchen utensils, for dairy 
purposes, for canning, or for whatever purpose tin-plates are now used. 

I believe that the removal of the duty on tin-plates will have the ulti- 
mate effect of increasing the price of this article to our own people. I 
call in question any man’s patriotism, any man’s loyalty to the Ameri- 
can flag and to the welfare of the American people, who is not willing 
to pay whatever it costs to produce tin-plates in this country. We have 
everything necessary for the purpose of that manufacture. As I said 
before, we have the ore, we have the limestone, we haveall the materials 
convenient and easily obtained. And as tin is on the free-list we can 
get it as cheap in this country as they can in England, and block tin 
from abroad will soon be supplanted by our own tin mines. And so 
far as the effect on the canning is concerned, no one need be concerned. 

The duty of 1 cent per pound on tin-plate will only add 3 cents to 
the price of a dozen cans, about one-fourth of a cent to a can, and the 
same ratio of increase to all tin-ware and tin-plate used. And while 
the price of tin-plates will increase this much if the duty is increased, 
a protection which will prevent foreign competition from breaking 
down our American tin-works will ultimately bring down the price of 
tin-plates by home competition. This has always been the effect of 
protection, but we never want any American product cheaper than it can 
be made by well-paid labor. 

We have the labor here, and it is only just and right that those who 
propose to engage in thisindustry should be protected by the imposition 
of an adequate protective duty. Iappeal to gentlemen, therefore, who 
desire to see this industry established in the United States to vote 
against the removal of the duty and the placing of tin-plate on the 
free-list. “ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. The formal 
amendments will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] sent up a letter to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read some one on the other side suggested it was Mr. Dunlap’s letter. 
If gentlemen would like to hear the experience of that manufacturer 
and dealer I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read his letter, which 
appears in the Pittsburgh Post, on this question. It isso full of facts 
concerning this question that I recommend it to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman want the letter of Dunlap 
read or the comment on the letter in the Pittsburgh Post, or both? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isend it up to be read. If the Clerk should 
read the comments of the Pittsburgh Post they will not hurt any one. 
They are very good. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam sure they will not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Editor of the Post: 


I have been so frequently consulted in regard to the Zoamibilliy of manufact- 
uring tin-plates in this country that I have concluded to state what I know on 
this subject for the benefit of such as are concerned. 

The processes employed in the manufacture of tin-plates are no secret; the 
retry can be lonned in a ged Lega aired lengths, ‘Tb 

A bar of the proper gauge of iron is cu the req en. esc are 
heated and ari tious rollers, As they lengthen out they are doubled up 
until] they make eight sheets. They are then trimmed tothedesiredsize. ‘The 
sheets are then separated and passed to the pickling and scouring department. 
(This part of the work is very disagreeable and laborious.) 

The plates after being thoroughly cleansed are placed in hermetically sealed 
iron boxes and annealed. Stak gece are afterward passed through polished 
rollers to give them the requi. elasticity. Then they are again scoured and 
passed into the tinning department, in which there are usually four oblong 
pots for each set of hands; first, a t, into which the plates are im- 
mersed; then the wash-pot, which is full of liquid metal; next, the finishing-pot 
of pure liquid tin; lastly, another pot, which cuts off all unnecessary tin. 
The plates are then cleansed, ed, assorted and packed. Terrie or roof- 
ing plates are made in the same manner, except that the coating consists of 
part lead and part block tin, Such is briefly the process of man uring tin 
and terne plates, 

My opinion has also been asked about the feasibility of manufacturing tin- 
plates in this country in sufficient quantity to supply the demand at the present 
rate of protection—some 35 per cent. I do not believe that it would be possible 
to supply the demand under merge, Be ROERE rer" and, if ible, it would 
not be desirable todo so. Muchof labor uired in the mafhufacture of tin- 
plates is performed by women. The scouring of the iron previous to the tinning 

api aea knn and disagr e. floors are covered with water, ne- 


veral large es- 
that American 
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When examining the process of manufacturing tin-plates in 
tablishments in Monmouthshire and South Wales I felt thankf: 
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, 
women were free from that kind of drudgery, and I feel satisfied that it would | nothing to protect, and every dollar that is imposed npon this article that is în 


be a dificult task to get any practical number of them to engage in it. 

Iam quite aware that we have a number of paid gentlemen who are 

clamorous about haying tin-plate made in this country. These gentlemen ap- 

r to know how many thousands the industry would give empio ent to, 
and the millions ofmoney it would keep in our own country, provi: adequate 
protection were given to this unborn infant industry. Said gentlemen neglect 
toinform the public that the hoped-for infant of the future is now protected ona 
revenue basis by a tariffof35 cent. Iam willing toadmit, with the advocates 
of the antici infant industry, that we return to Great n a score or 
more of millions of money each year for tin-plates; but, then, recollect in re- 
turn that the same people buy of us annually hundreds of millions of our Amer- 
ican productions. 

Persons versed in the science of political economy well know that, generally 
speaking, nations are governed by the same business Jaws that individuals are; 
hence ons find it to their interest to produce and fabricate such productions 
as circumstances have placed within their control, and that by a reciprocal ex- 
change of such productions nations are mutually benefited. Further, that no 
nation can long continue to purchase except on this basis of reciprocity; hence 
we buy of England such manufactured goods as she can uce better and 
cheaper than ourselves; and in lieu thereof England oe from us such 
productions as we can produce to the best adyan such as cotton, tobacco, 
meats, and breadstuffs, and to that extent that if we eliminate such luxurious im- 
ports as the extravagance of our people will have at any price or rate of tariff 
duties, then the balance of trade would be constantly in our favor. 

My own experience as a business man,of now nearly fifty years,has been 
that the question of duties, tariffs, etc., has been a source of continual agita- 
tion. How many blatant, frothy demagogues have ridden this hack into seats 
in Congress, and now assist in continu ng the agitation in order to continue 
their places? They have no desire to permanently settle the vexed question, 
no desire to extract the “thorn that produced the inflammation,” for if it were 
not for these yearly turmoils what would become of the aspiring politician? 

I am satisfied that in case the Mills tariff bill is with some changes in 
relation to certain kinds t me iron) that all the fretting and yearly clamor 
about protection willbe ended. The present tariff laws are unjustand unequal. 
Why should there be a duty of some 35 per cent. on tin-plate, a product that is 
not made in our country; nor is it desirable to make it; and yet how diffus- 
ively it affects so many interests, from the cans that contain our oil and meats 
ee! oe a NT and home use down to the tin cup found in both palace and 

ovel, 

I sincerely trust that the Mills tariff bill may be acted on and passed during 
the present session of Congress. 1 believe that the thanks of the whole countr; 
are duc to our upright and fearless President for his lucid and honest exposi: 
tion of our present tariff system. 


PrrrspurGiu, May 22, 1888. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that there is not a single solitary thing in that letter, 
by way of a free-trade argument, that has not been as well or better 
stated on the floor of this House during the discussion of this bill; and 
the letter has no significance whatever by reason of its having been 
written by Jobn Dunlap. I know him well, and have known him for 
years. He isa very nice, respectable gentleman; but he belongs to the 
class who want free tin-plates. He has made his fortune by importing 
tin-plates. In other words, he is in precisely the same category in con- 
nection with this industry that Henry Nash & Co., Bond & Parsons, 
Sims & Coventry, Phelps, Dodge & Co., all New York importers, and 
the Standard OilCompany and its defenders on the other side of the 
House are; so that there is not anything at all significant in the letter 
having been written by Mr. Dunlap. Nor is it true, as I understand, 
that he is a Republican. He is, as he calls himself, an Independent. 
He is one of the men at the head of the reform committee having charge 
of the reform of municipal affairs in Pittsburgh. He occupies in that 
letter simply a selfish position, precisely the same that every importer 
of tin-plate does. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has stated that there is no significance in the letter 
of Mr. Dunlap, I will ask the Clerk to read an extract from the Congres- 
sional debates in the Forty-seventh Congress, which possibly he may 
think may have some significance as bearing upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. LoGan. I desire to ask the Senator if there is any person in this country 
manufacturing this article at this time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are manufacturing it toa limited extent. There is one 
establishment in Pittsburgh that began to enter on the manufacture of tin- 
plate, but did not go into it, 

Mr. Logan. The manufacturers of tin cans all over the country, in every city 
in the United States, for putting up meat, fruit, ete., have said to the committee 
here—I presume that they have to the committee, and probably to nearly every 
Senator—tbat they were better satisfied with the rate of duty which was im- 

before, and are satisfied with the rate proposed by the committee, but 
they are universally opposed to increasing the duty. I have had bet pS to 
this effect from different parts of the country, and ally from Chicago, 
where they manufacture more tin cans than in any other part of the country. 
The idea of increasing the rate of duty for the purpose of encouraging anybody 
to commence # manufacture when he has not commenced it, I think is a new 
idea. I hope the amendment will not be adopted, 

Mr. Incatts. * * * The Senator from Ohio states rather an advance opin- 
ion, I think, upon this subject. We have heard hitherto of the necessity of pro- 
tecting infant industries; that it was necessary to impose additional burdens 
upon the people to prevent industries that were struggling for existence from 
being strangled, But he now assures us that the duties are essential to create 
industries, to institute and inaugurate manufactures here that do not exist, for 
the purpose of obtaining prospective profits that may be realized upon articles 
that are not and can not be manufactured here, and that are imported in vast 
quantities for the welfare of the people. 

Mr. President, if any ment has been adduced or can be adduced for the 
extraordinary motion of the Senator from Ohio, I should be very glad to hear 
it. Heclaims that this issomething that is in the interest of American industry, 
but the industry does not exist. It is apparent that so far as tin-plate is con- 
cerned it is actually a raw material. It isin no sense whatever competitive 
with any American manufacture. The only reason why a duty should be im- 
posed upon tin-plate is for the purpose of revenue. ‘The tariff upon this article 
should fiscal merely. It can not be fiscal and protective, because there is 


JOHN DUNLAP. 


excess of w. it ought to bear as a revenue pro; ion is so much that is di- 
rectly taken from the industry, from the wages of this country, that have bur- 
dens upon them already which they are illy able to bear, 


[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
> ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had un- 
der consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4 o'clock and 57 min> 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10490) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 10491) for the relief of Dr. John 
B. Read—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10492) to ascertain and pay for 
loss of property sustained by Lieut. J. C. Colwell—to the Committee 
on Claims. ; 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 10493) for the relief of G. R. Gray— 
to the Committee on Claims. 3 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emelia 
Mumm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 10495) for the relief of Webste: 
D. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: : 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10496) to refer the claim of Cherokee 
freedmen and others to district couTt in District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

* By Mr. PIDCOCK;: A bill (H. R. 10497) granting a pension to John 
Louden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10498) for the relief of Calvin 
I. Cowles and George B. Hanna—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 10499) for the relief of R. W. 
Clark—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10500) for the relief of 
Margaret A. Danforth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10501) for the relief of Eliza 
Pyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10502) authorizing the payment 
of $100 bounty and back-pay to honorably di members of the 
First Regiment of Alabama Vidette Cavalry and the United States 
Scouts and Guards—to the Committge on War Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10503) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Ritchey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10505) granting a pension to Mary Van Ross—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT (by request): Petition of Horace G. Seales, of 
Bosque County, Texas, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of W. W. Adams and others, of Phillips- 
burgh, Tex., relative to mineral lands in Montana—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of William L. Whitfield, of Jeffer- 
son County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Courtof Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of J. M. Neal and 110 others, of 
Danville, and of John P. Millner, of Brosville, Va., for the repeal of 
the tax on tobaeco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. k 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Martha J. Cadle, of Claiborne County, 
‘Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Calvin Watterson, of Matilda Gray, of George W. 
Netherland, and of Elizabeth Miller, of Tennessee, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of John M. Fawcett and others of How- 
ard County, Indiana, in reference to the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Petition for reference of the claim of 
Jeremiah Johnson, of Dallas County, Alabama, to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of 
Nebraska, favoring appropriation for headstones—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, memorial of the Board of Transportation of Nebraska, favoring 
State control of railroads chartered by Congress—to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of A. Harden, of J. B. McNickle, of J. C. 
McDaniel, and of Herman Graef, of Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial for relief of trustees of Centen- 
ary German Reformed Church, of Winchester, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of T. L. Fritch & Co., Mertztown, Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of retaining present duty on ocher—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of John McKee, of Benjamin Elder, of Rich- 
ard F. Gaines, jr., of Robert S. Montgomery, of Ashley Olive, of 
David Williams, of Elizabeth Faulkner, of William R. Ball, and of 
Jane Newhouse, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of John R. Butler, formerly of Coffee County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Mrs. Myra Thompson, administratrix 
of Dr. Gideon B. Thompson, of Bradley County, Tennessee, for refer- 
ence of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. i; 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition to accompany bill for relief of Emelia 
Mumm, widow of Nicholas Mamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of George W. Fisher, for pay for serv- 
ices as laborer under the Doorkeeper from August 1 to December 5, 
1887—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of B. F. Yantis and others, against placing 
flaxseed and linseed-oil on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. - 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
in relation to headstones for deceased soldiers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens asking for a pension for Mar- 
garet Cooprider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Louisa Williams, of John Newsom, 
of William D. Ferguson, of J. M. Fawcett, of Elam Gaither, and of 
Andrew J. Montgomery, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of 132 citizens of Minnesota, protesting 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors to inhabitants of Africa, and 
praying for legislation on the subject—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Sarah Anderson, of Daniel W. 
Mitchell, of William B. Nakes, of Malinda E. McGill, of Andrew J. 
McNabb, of 8. A. and J. A. Meadows, administrators, of A. F. Mead- 
ows, and of Isaac A. Eslic, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Mary W. Moore in behalfofthe Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, for the repeal of internal-revenue taxes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Mrs. Solte, widow of William 
Solte, of Chatham County, Georgia, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of Joseph Lippman, for referenceof their claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Eliza Pyle, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of John Beal, of O. C. Covert, of 
administratrix of L. A. Baker, and of the daughter of John Wright, 
deceased, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of J. H. Merill and 9 others, citizens of 
Ottumwa, Iowa, for reduction of duty on imported rice—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Andrew J. Martin, of W. H. 
P.Turner, of Elias Inman, of William B. Fleeman, of William C. Fos- 

» ter, and of William H. Felker, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


` The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 
By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of W. Y. James and others, of Franklin 
County, and of Daniel Spiker and others, of Mount Olive, Va. 


The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illi , was referred to the Committee on Education: x 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of H. R. Davis and others, citizens of Banks 
County, Georgia. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 14, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of John Cowdon in regard to 
the Mississippi River improvement, which I ask may be printed as a 
public document, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The memorial will be printed asa 
document, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I was not paying attention when the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] presented the memorial of Mr. Cowdon in rela- 
tion to the Mississippi Riverimprovement. I will state that the Com- 
mittee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River is considering the 
very question to which the memorial refers. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then it should go to that committee undoubtedly. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The committce is engaged in the investigation ` 


now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reference will be changed 
in aceordance with the request_of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Augustus Stevenson and other 
citizens of Maine, praying for the passage of Senate bifl 405, providing 
for the adjustment of accounts of Jaborers, workmen, and mechanics 
arising under theeight-hourlaw; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of George A. Gale and other citi- 
zens of Lake Worth, Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the improvement of Indian River, in the State of Florida, and also 
for the adoption of certain amendments pro d by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the river ah hates bill. I also pre- 
sent a petition to the same effect from citizens of Waveland, Fla.; a 
petition from citizens of Indian River, Fla., to the same effect, and 
also, to the same effect, a petition of Thomas E. Richards and other citi- 
zens of the Indian River and Lake Worth country, in Florida. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of 8. R. McCreary and 50 other 
citizens of Texas, praying that in prosecutions under the interstate- 
commerce law the fines imposed shall be given to the informer, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of G.W. Betts and 150 other citizens 
of Gonzales County, Texas, praying for the passage of a law to prevent 
common carriers from transporting commodities in cars and other means 
of conveyance owned by the shipper, and to give informers the fines im- 
posed for violations of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of the Masonic Savings and Loan 
Bank and other banks doing business in the city and county of San 
Francisco, praying for the reimbursement of moneys lost through the 
misrepresentations of officers of the Navy Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of William P. Van Aken and other 
citizens of Kansas, and of Platte and Clay Counties, Missouri, praying 
for the passage of a bill permitting the construction of a free low bridge 
across the Missouri River between Kansas City, Kans., and a point in 
Clay County, Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. > 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the New York yearly meeting 
of the religious Society of Friends, officially signed, and indorsed by 
a meeting of the Union for Philanthropic Labor, representing five 
yearly meetings at Baltimore and New York, and in Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, for the establishment of a permanent court of interna- 
tional arbitration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New York yearly meeting of the 
religious Society of Friends, officially signed, and indorsed by a meeting 
of the Union for Philanthropic Labor, representing five yearly meetings 
at Baltimore and New York, and in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, praying 
for the discouragement and repression of the traffic in intoxicating 
liquors with the native races of Africa and the Western Pacific Islands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were ed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

= bill (S. 3034) to grant an incraase of pension to William E, Prince; 
an 


A bill (S. 3036) to grant a pension to William Lutz. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill te R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 
A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 
A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, jr.; 
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A bill Ss R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; and 
A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper. F 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe, reported it with- 
ont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them sss He without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; and 

A bill (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Back. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2059) for the relief of John T. Sechler, reported 
adversely thereon, aud the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER (through Mr. MANDERSON), from the Committee on 
' Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. 
Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the military author- 
ities in 1864at Deer Creek Station, Wyo., aud for loss of property taken 
by Sioux Indians, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 63) making an appropriation to ena- 
ble the several Executive Departments of the Government, and the Bu- 
reau of Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, and the Smith- 
sonian Institution, including the National Museum and the Commission 
of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Centennial, to be held 
at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Thomas W. Lord, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8391) to authorize the location of a branch home for volunteer dis- 
abled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely a petition of the Board of Trade of 
the city of Indianapolis, Ind., and petitions of many Grand Army 
posts in that vicinity, relating to the location of a soldiers’ home in 
that place. I ask that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions. 

The report was agreed to. 

MEXICAN BOUNDARY SURVEY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill 
to enable the President to execute the arrangements of the convention 
between the United States and Mexico providing for an international 
boundary survey, and to ask that the amendment, together with the 
pe aa Ld papers, a letter of the Secretary of State, and others, be 
printed. 

I wish to call the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to 
this amendment. It has been once or twice adopted by the Senate. 
It is expressly required by the terms of the treaty with Mexico. The 
message of the President of Mexico is here, showing that Mexico has 
complied with the terms of the treaty, and has held its well-instructed 
engineer corps ready to execute the treaty, but no provision has been 
made by our Congress. I call special attention to the fact. 

Mr. HALE. Isuppose the Senator is aware that the Committee on 
Appropriations has reported this matter more than once, and theSenate 
has adopted it, but the House of Representatives has not agreed to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish also to say that the peace of both nations 
is somewhat involved in if. Controversies are constantly arising as 
to where the boundary is. The survey is provided for by the treaty, 
and it ought to be appropriated for, and should not be neglected. I 
do not blame atall the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It isa very important matter, and it ought to have 
been attended to years ago. The fault does not lie with the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am glad to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio desire 
to have the amendment referred to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; let it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

GETTYSBURGH BATTLE REUNION. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 90) granting 
leave of absence to certain persons employed in the service of the 


United Sta*es, to report it back favorably, and I ask forits immediate 
consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvaniaasks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the joint reso- 
lution reported by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That all persons employed in the service of the United States 
who were present at the battle of serine fetid either in the Union or Confed- 


erate forces, be, and hereby are, granted sufficient leave of absence, without loss 
of pay, to attend the reunion to be held at Gettysburgh on the 8d day of July 
next. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. CAMERON. Why? e 

Mr. HOAR. Because I do not think the Senate should recognize in 
its official action the Confederate forces. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 
jects, and the joint resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will modify the joint resolution in that 
respect I shall make no objection to it. ‘To the substance of the joint 
resolution I do not object, but I think that such a recognition had bet- 
ter not get into our legislation. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator suggest a modification of it? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I will. Let it lie over for the present. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill withdraw the report for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are still in 
order. 

Mr. CAMERON subsequently said: I now ask leave to report back 
the joint resolution (S. R. 90) granting leave of absence to certain per- 
sons employed in the service of the United States, with amendments, 
and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a joint resolution this 
morning reported. Is there objection? The joint resolution will be 
read at length for information as proposed to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: ° 
That all persons now employed in the service of the United States who were 
present and engaged in the battle of Gettysburgh be, and hereby are, ted 
sufficient leave of absence, without loss of pay, to attend the reunion to be held 
at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next, such absence not to be taken from 

e allowance made by law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are the amendments proposed by ~ 
the committee? 

Mr. CAMERON. They are. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments will be 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, after the word “‘persons,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the word ‘‘now;”’’ in line 4, to strike out the word “at” 
and insert the words ‘‘and engaged in;’’ and in thesame line, to strike 
out ‘‘either in the Union or Confederate forces.” 

Mr. HAWLEY, I think the clerks are mistaken in striking out the 
word ‘‘at.’? I think ft is merely a blot. ‘‘ Who were present at and 
engaged in,” it should read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word ‘‘at’’ will be inserted if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The word ‘“‘at” should be there. 

Mr. HOAR. “Engaged” is what is intended; ‘‘a!l persons who were 
present and engaged,’’ not merely as camp-followers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first clause of the joint resolu- 
tion will be read as proposed to be amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to make the joint 
resolution read: 

EROE et and capared: in thee ad 
sufficient leave of absence, etc, 

The amendment was azreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment will be stated, 

The next amendment was, to add to the joint resolution the follow- 
ing words: 

Such absence not to be taken from the allowance made by law. ~ ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator who offers these 
amendments wherein the joint resolution differs as amended from what 
it was originally. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It leaves out the word ‘‘Confederate,’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to understand just what is the effect of 
these aniendments, if anybody knows. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report th? origi- 
nal joint resolution and the amendments proposed by the committee, 
if the Senator from New Hampshire desires. ~ 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution as reported and as proposed 
to be amended. 5 

Pr BEALE, Do I understand that the amendments have been 
ado ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been adopted. 


in the service of the United States who were 
ttle of Gettysburgh be, and hereby are, granted 
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Mr. BLAIR. ‘If either the Senator who reported the joint resolution 
or the one who offered the amendments will explain to me the differ- 
ence between the joint resolution as it now is and as it was originally 
offered I should be glad to have him doso. Are we to understand 
_ from the joint resolution as it now is that there are no persons in the 
employ of the Government who were engaged against the Union Army 
in the battle of Gettysburgh, or that all persons in the employ of the 
Government at the present time who were in that battle were upon 
the Union side? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idid not report the joint resolution, but the amend- 
ments are a mixed lot proposed by various persons here, and I would 
just as leave answer the question as not. To any person present and 
engaged in that battle on whichever side—and there are men right 
around us and engaged in the service of the Chamber who were some 
on the one and some on the otherside—this says, ‘‘You may go and 
attend the reunion; we shall! not take the time outof your pay.” That 
is the whole thing. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is just right. I do not see why you do not say 
so instead of amending it and not saying so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does say so exactly. The Senator from New 
Hampshire knows perfectly well the object of the resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it is a most admirable case of sticking in the 
bark, and therefore Senators who do this should have some reason 
for it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will observe the rules of 
order and address the Chair one at a time. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, with great respect to my friend from 
New Hampshire, that this is not ‘sticking in the bark,” but barking at 
the stick. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator may find his own term for it. 

Mr. HOAR. The difficulty with the original joint resolution is that 
it expresses in terms and selects in a legislative phrase persons who 
were engaged in the Confederate service as the objects of a particular 
indulgence by name. I do not think thatis good legislative precedent. 
I do not think it is a good plan to put into our statute-book the mem- 
ories of the rebellion except where we are obliged to perform the con- 
stitutional function of relieving disabilities. But that is a very dif- 
ferent thing from making a general law or rule that applies to all citi- 
zens alike without distinction., If we were to create a new office at 
this moment the President of the United States would be perfectly at 
liberty to appoint a person who was in the Confederate service to that 
office, if he thought him a fit and proper person and if the Senate 
thought him a fit and proper person; otherwise they would confirm him 
without any regard to that fact; but I should certainly object to 
passing a law in which we should say that the President may appoint 
any citizen of the United States, whether he was in the Confederate or 
the Union service. I do not think it is in good taste. I do not think 
it is good legislative style. I do not think it is a good plan to set that 
example or precedent, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. a 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3164) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Potter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3165) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac M. Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to William 
F. Pike; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 3167) to amend section 4965 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patenis. 

AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to be printed, 
a with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


ms. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, submitted an amendment intended to 
he proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowanceof certain 
claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, 
as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

-FISHERIES CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 

present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to send to the Senate, if it is notin- 
compatible with the public service— 


1. A copy of the entire letter of Edward Everett, minister to Great Britain, 
KIANA to John C. Calhoun, of State (No. 130), dated London, May 
26, 1344, with its inclosures; and a copy of the entire letter from Mr. Everett to 
Mr. Calhoun, with its inclosures (No. a8), dated London, March 25, 1845, ex- 
tracts from which letters are published in Senate Executive Document 100, 
first session of Thirty-second Congress on pages 122, 134, and 135. - 

And, also, any other correspondence with the State De t on the sub- 
ject of the fisheries on the Atlantic coasts and waters, not heretofore published, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be referred. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not rise to object; but there is a very interesting 
letter of Mr. Everett’s which was published by the Senate some years 
ago at my request, but I suppose that edition was exhausted. I was 
able to find but a single copy anywhere in the country. Mr. Everett's 
family had none, and there was but one at the Department of State. 
It wasa letter which he wrote after going out of office in-reply to a letter 
of Lord John Russell to our State Department, and which I believe re- 
views the fishery discussion, in which Mr, Everett was engaged some- 
what while he was minister to England, as well as some other questions 
in our foreign relations, I should like very much to have that letter 
published with the document which the Senator from Alabama asks 
for. It would be very convenient to all of us to have a copy of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The third branch of the resolution I think would 
vover that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And also any other correspondence with the State Department on the subject 
of the fisheries on the Atlantic coast and waters not heretofore published. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will see that that does not cover it. After 
Mr. Everett went ont of office, after his return home, Lord John Rus- 
sell addressed either to the English minister here or to the American 
minister in London, I have forgotten which, a reply to a previous let- 
ter, a very elaborate one, of Mr. Everett. Mr. Everett being then in 
a private station (I think president of Harvard College, but I am not 
quite sure; at any rate, he had laid down the office of minister to Eng- 
land), made a very elaborate, able, and interesting reply to Lord John 
Russell’s letter. So that would not be a correspondence with the State 
Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. Iam quite willing that letter should go in ir 
the Senator will furnish a description of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the letter printed with the others, 
which, if I remember aright, has some discussion of the fisheries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Massachusetts will identify the letter for the direction of the 
clerks, and it will be included with the other documents mentioned in 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will let the resolution lie until I can 
hunt that up, I will do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am about to make a motion which will, if 
agreed to, dispense with adjusting the resolution into the form desired 
at the moment, and that is that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The motion to refer would be con- 
sideration. The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I movethat the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I think that committee ought to inquire 
into the nature of this correspondence, so that the Senate, on the re- 
port of its committee, may have the advantage of some knowledge in 
respect of the nature of what is to be communicated. The Senate is 
just as much responsible for the public interests as the President of 
the United States is, so far as it regards questions of this kind, and it 
ought not to ask the President (who of course always strains a point 
to give everything that the Senate asks in regard to such matters) to 
send correspondence which the Presidents heretofore have thought it 
proper should be kept private, until the appropriate committee of the 
Senate shall have some knowledge of the nature of it. 

‘Then, again, in the line of what the Senator from Massachusetts has 
said, I am under the impression that if we are to explore the private 
documents in the State Department bearing upon our relations with 
Her Majesty’s Government upon this subject and others related to it, 
there may be something additional that will be of interest to the Sen- 
ate in the consideration of these matters besides what is named. 

I hope, therefore, that my friend will not object to the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations for consideration 
and inquiry. ~ 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to change a word in the resolution from 
“service” to ‘‘interest.’”? I notice that I wrote ‘‘ public service.” 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the first 
clause of the resolution as proposed to be modified. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the President be requested to send to the Senate, if it is not incompat- 
ible with the public interests. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 
Mr. MORGAN, Ihave no objection, Mr. President, to having this 
matter referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. They will 
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man plenty of time to consider it before the debate comes up again on 
trea 


I will say, however, that my purpose in offering the resolution was 
to supply certain parts of two letters which were unpublished, and 
which are marked in asterisks in Executive Document 100, which the 
President sent to the Senate in the Thirty-second Congress. I suppose 
that those parts of the letter were omitted because Mr. Everett made 
some statement about the British contention, the value and importance 
of it, and its weight, by way of argument as well as statement, which 
=~ A eerie did not see proper to bring within reach of the British 
public. 

I at first hesitated whether I would submit this resolution in execu- 
tive session, but I thought I could safely qualify the matter of sending 
in any subject-matter here that might be improper by giving it, as we 
have always done, to the President of the United States to determine 
in his discretion as to what papers ought to come before the Senate. 
But of late of course the Senate have assumed a sort of guardianship 
or overseership over the President of the United States about mat- 
ters of this kind, and I think are not willing to admit that he has any 
discretion that has reference to the public welfare, and I therefore 
willingly concede to the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations the 
guardianship that is now sought. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Itis 
so referred. Shall the resolution be printed? It will be so ordered, 
if there be no objection. : 


POST-OFFICE EXPENSES, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Whereas the Postmaster-General, in his annual report for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, makes the following statement in relation to the distribu- 
tion of the appropriation for clerk-hire and other expenses of post-offices, ag- 
gregating about $6,000,000, namely: 

“I have been unable to find that there has ever been a regulation or order fix- 
ing system or principles upon which this vast sum of money is to be annually 
seattered. The First Assistant directs the entry of the necessary orders prepared 
in the division and brought up by its chief after such examination as he finds 
it possible to give in the mass of duties crowding upon him. The chief of the 
division makes his best effort to guess the proper sum for each importunate 
postmaster to expend, and the postmaster adjusts, subject to the same approval, 
the salaries of his force in accordance with his judgment of their merits. À 

* 


* * * * * e 

“ But the condition presented is sufficiently repulsive to any sense of adminis- 
trative order or justice. To bring it as fully as possible to your consideration, 
and enable its free submission to the Congress, there are appended to this re- 
port tables showing the circumstances of all the first, second, and third class 
offices, their receipts and allowances of divers kinds, ranged in the grades of 
their salaries. The differences between them, in the proportion of allowances 
to receipts, are reds in every grade; and a more minute inquiry will not 
furnish thoroughly satisfactory reasons for them, although they will explain 
and excuse their existence in great degree.” 

. * s * 

Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be directed to 
aaus into and vapori upon the methods and practice which obtain in the Post- 

ce Department in the matter of allowances to postmasters for office expenses, 

and what changes, if any, should be made respecting the same, 


HARRISON FLORA. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent at this time to bringa mat- 
ter before the Senate. On the 3d day of May last there was reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs adversely Senate bill 2608 by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], I believe there is testimony 
which will induce the committee to view the bill with more fayor than 
is indicated by the report, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
wo hg by which the bill was postponed indefinitely may be recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. BATE. I do not see any objection to that. The committee 
mona like very much to have the additional testimony so as to-correct 
its action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2608) for the relief of Harrison Flora, 
late first lieutenant of Company D, One hundred and seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was in- 
Srg postponed will be reconsidered if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask that the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Military Affirs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bil) will be recommitted to the 
a Oe a on Military Affairs, with the additional evidence to be sub- 
mitte 

Mr. PLUMB. The additional testimony will be submitted to the 
committee. 


e + kd 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I reported yesterday a resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations which I should like to call up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That went to the Calendar, like any 
other report of a committee. 
; Mr. . Itis a concurrent resolution, and not a joint reso- 
ution, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It went to the Calendar as the report 
of acommittee. The Senator can move to take it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatit be takenup. It is very short, and 
I think the reading of it will be suflicient to explain it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolution reported by him 
yesterday from the Committee on Foreign Relations. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as to differences be- 
tween nations. 

maw gw | the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time as fit oceasions 
may arise, negotiations with any government with which the United States has 
or may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes 
arising between the two governments which can not be adjusted by diplomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably adjusted by such 
means, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


NEW YORK HARBOR. 


Mr. DOLPH. I desire to call up at this time for action the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 1241, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1241) 
to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within the harbor and 
adjacent waters of New York City, by dumping or otherwise, and to 
punish and prevent such offenses, and making other provisions in con- 
nection therewith. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let all the amendments’be stated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments will beread through 
atlength, and the question taken at once on concurring in all the 
amendments together, if there be no objection. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Page 1, line 6, after the word “ waters,” insert the words “‘or in those of Long 
Island Sound.” 

Page 1, line 16, after the word “decide,” add the following: ‘‘One half of said 
fine to be paid to the person or persons giving information which shall lead to 
conviction of this misdemeanor,’ 

Page 1, line 22, after the word "New York,” insert the words “or in its adja- 
cent or tributary waters, or in those of Long Island Sound.” 

Page 3, line 11, after the word “section,” add the following: “Any boat or 
vessel used or employed in violating any provision of this act shall be liable 
to the pecuniary penalties imposed thereby, and may be proceeded against 
summarily by way of libel in any district court of the United States having 
jurisdiction thereof.” 

Page 3, strike out lines 12, 13, and 14, change “section 6" to “section 5,” and 
“section 7™ to ‘section 6." 

Page 3, line 23, after the word “dollars,” insert the words “ or so much thereof 
as may be necessary.” 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce, from 
which the bill was reported, I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania to let 
that motion go over for the present, because it is very desirable that 
two appropriation bills now on the Calendar should be this 
week. They may be passed to-day; I hope they will, but if not it 
will be very desirable for the Senate to be in session to-morrow, in 
order that that business may be concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw the motion for the t. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn for the 
present. 


The question recurs on agreeing to 


KANSAS RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the documents sent to the Senate in re- 
sponse to a resolution of mine of date of 17th of January last, concern- 
ing certain public lands in Kansas, be printed, except the map. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness— 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10233. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of morning business is 
closed, and the Senator from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 


If there be no objection, the amend- 


BUST OF THE LATE CHIEF-JUSTICE. 


- Mr. EVARTS. Iask the Senator from Kansas to allow me to call 
up the bill (S. 3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice Mor- 
rison Remick Waite, to be placed in the room of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in order that it may now be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice Morrison Remick 
Waite, to be placed in the room of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Is there objection? The Chair bears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Office of Commissioner,’’ in line 16, 
after the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out: 

One assistant disbursing officer, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 26, to reduce the 
appropriation for compensation of ‘‘one librarian” from $1,800 to 
$1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 31, to reduce the 
appropriation for compensation of ‘‘ superintendent of folding-room”’ 
from $1,400 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 36, to reduce the 
total amount of the appropriations for compensation of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture and the clerks and employés in his office from 
$74,160 to $72,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next améndment was, under the head of ‘‘ Botanical division,” 
in line 41, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out: 

One assistant botanist, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 46, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriations for ‘‘ botanical division ” from $9,840 to $8,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Pomological division,” 
in line 49, atter the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one artist, $1,200; 
one assistant pomologist (or clerk),’? and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ and in 
line 52, after the word ‘‘division,”’ to strike out ‘‘four thousand two 
hundred” and insert ‘‘three thousand;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

vey pomologist, $2,000; one clerk, $1,000; in all, for pomological division, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 63. 
Mr. BATE. Under the head of ‘‘Chemical division,” I move, in 
line 59—— 

- Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that it is 
usual to wait until the committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. BATE. All right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unless the amendment is to an amendment of the 
committee. I do not know whether it is an amendment to an amend- 
ment or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not an amendment to an amendment. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘Seed division,” in line 87, to reduce the appropriation 
for compensation of ‘‘one chief of seed division’’ from $2,000 to $1,800; 
and in line 91, to reduce the total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ seed 
division’? from $8,440 to $8,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Forestry division,” 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 102, to strike out ‘‘one assistant, 
$1,200; one clerk, $900; in all, $4,100;’’ so as to read: 

One chief of forestry division, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,” in 
line 110, after the word ‘‘ plants,” to insert ‘‘ including the establish- 
ment and maintenance of experimental grass stations;’’ and in line 
116, after the word ‘‘ engraving,” to strike out “‘two thousand five 
hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five thousand;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Botanical investigations and experiments.—Botanical division: For purchas- 
ing specimens, paper,and all necessary materials for the herbarium, and for 
labor in preparing same; for investigations and experiments with grasses and 
forage plants, including the establ ent and maintenance of experimental 
grass stations, and of other economic and medicinal plants, and for traveling and 
other necessary expenses connected therewith; and for employing local bota- 
nists for «xp oration and collection of plants in little-known districts, and for - 
special wo. =~ for the improvement of the herbarium, and for artists for drawing 
and engraving, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 127, after the word “traveling,” 
to insert ‘‘ within the United States;’’ and in line 129, after the word 
“‘information,’’ to strike ont “‘for artists’ materials and other appa- 
ratus necessary in the work of the division; for preparation of papers 
upon subjects of a pomological nature, and expenses incurred in mak- 
ing investigations for the same; and for colored illustrations of fruits to 
be used in the special publications of the division;’’ so as to read: 

Pomological information.—Pomological division: For traveling within the 
United States and other necessary expenses in investigating, collecting, and 
disseminating pomological information, $4,009, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 155, at the end of the clause mak- 
ing appropriations for ‘‘ Laboratory,” to add: 

And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
allow the suspended account of George B, Loring, late Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, the several sums which were expended by him in the purchase of sor- 
ghum-seed and beet-seed, and for labor in the distribution of the same, from 

i October 1, 1884, to September 30, 1885, inclusive, which expenditures were made 
| from the laboratory fund, so called, and which the First Comptroller of the 
| Treasury has decided not to be properly chargeable to said fund, said allow- 
* ance not to exceed the sum of $20,807.80. 

| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 

| The next amendment was, in line 174, after the word ‘traveling,’ 
' to insert ‘‘ within the United States;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Investigating the history and habits of insects.—Entomological division: For 
the promotion of economic entomology, investigating the history and habits of 
insects injurious and beneficial to agriculture, arboriculture, and horticulture; 
experiments in ascertaining the best means of destroying them; for publishin: 


reports thereon; and for illustrations, chemicals, traveling within the Uni 
States, and other expenses in the practical work of the entomological division, 


,000, 
The amendment was a; k 
The next amendment was, in line 183, after the word ‘‘cocoons,’’ to 
insert ‘‘and for expenses of stations in connection therewith; ” and in 
line 184, after the words ‘‘ traveling expenses,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen”? 
and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 
For collecting and disseminating information relating to silk culture; for pur- 


chasing and distributing silk-worm eggs, and for conducting at some point in 


| to 

| 

I 

the District of Columbia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling 


silk from the cocoon, and for expenses incurred in collecting, purchasing, pre- 
paring for transportation, and transporting cocoons, and for expenses of sta- 


tions in connection therewith, and for necessary traveling expenses, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the close of the clause pro- 
viding for the distribution of seeds, in line 274. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before passing finally from the consideration of the 
appropriation for distributing seeds, I wish to say that itis anticipated 
that this provision will be largely diminished hereafter, the necessity 
for it disappearing by the establishment of agricultural experimental 
stations in different States in connection with the agricultural colleges, 
and which will undoubtedly as part of their work propagate and dis- 
tribute seedsin the different localities in which they are located, thereby 
obviating the necessity for the great distribution by the Department 
of Agriculture. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The negt amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 315, after the word ‘‘another,’’ to strike ont ‘‘$100,000 of this 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately avail- 
able; ™” so as to read: 

Salaries and expenses Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the pro- 
visions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
$500,000; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any 

rt of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, and in such manner as 
a EE ne aloes LNO on be T apna AOT Rad oo eepernl ear 
Fart of thie aye in the crobaes and destruction of diseased or exposed animals 
and the quarantine of the same whenever in his judgment it is essential to pre- 
vent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia from one State into another. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The provision found between lines 315 and 317 pro- 
viding for making ‘*$100,000 of this sum or so much thereof as may be 
n to be immediately available” was inserted with the under- 
standing that this bill would become a law long before the present 
time. In view of the fact that the appropriation of last year has been 
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measurably exhausted, so much so that it has become necessary to dis- 
charge some of the employés in New York, Pennsylvania, and Mary- 
land, as the entire appropriation of $500,000 will be available on the 
Ist day of July, and it may be that the bill will not become a law be- 
fore that date, certainly not until very close to that date at all events, 
the committee recommend the striking out of the provision in order 
that it may go into conference, with the expectation that the conferees 
will insert whatever amount may be necessary in view of the time to 
elapse between the date of the signing of the bill and the ist day of 
July, when the regular appropriation takes effect. 

In connection with this subject generally, I will ask that a letter 
addressed to the chairman of the subcommittee having charge of the 
bill by Professor Salmon be read, and also that the tables accompany- 
ing the letter may be inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., June 12, 1888. 


Sır: In accordance with gor request of yesterday I have the honor to sub- 
mit herewith a statement of the work and expenditures of the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry for theeradication of contagious pleuro-pneumonia since January 


1888. 

The increased expenses of the last four months of the year haye been caused 
by enlsreiog the force in the States of New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylva- 
nia to a sufficient extent to enable the bureau to inspect, number, and record all 
the cattle in the infected cts; to maintain quarantine regulations, and to 
examine all the animals slaughtered, or which are moved from such districts, or 
which die in them. This method has been found necessary to discover all of 
the diseased herds, and to prevent the spread of the malady. 

In applying this method in New York it was found necessary to employ over 
one hundred men (106 on May 1), and the expenses increased from $6,213 in 
January to $43,501 in April, and $32,598 in May. his increase of force re- 
sulted in the discoyery of many more diseased cattle, the number paid for in 
January being but 32, while in April it reached 1,414 and in May 761. The 

en paid for cattle in New York was but $762in January and reached $29,349 
p! 

The expenses in New Jersey also increased for the same reason from $1,750 in 
January to $17,903 in May. 

The work for the suppression of pleuro-pnoumonia was not begun in Penn- 
sylvania until about April 1, 1888, as the State authorities did not co-o 
previous to thattime. The expenses in that State will reach between $15,000 
and $20,000 to June 30. 

A word is needed in explanation of the tables of expenses. The expenses ap- 
pear, as they are found on the books of the disbursing office, under the month 
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d which the vouchers are paid. Asa rule they were incurred during the 
Pp month, Hence there are to be paid e month of May the greater 
part of the expenditures for May and also those for June. 

After all youchers received to June 1 there was an unexpended bal- 


ance of ee 49. 

This is ly insufficient to continue the work. To reduce expenses there 
have been suspended about seventy men, forty-three of whom were employed 
in New York. It will be necessary tos nd nearly one-half of the remaining 
force to bring the expenses within the ce of the appro; on. 

This will reduce the number of employés so much t e quarantines can 
not be held, and much damage is likely to follow. It is, therefore, very desir- 
able that the immediately available clause should be allowed to remain in the 
a ook romeo bill and that the bill become a law at as early a date as possible. 

th this clause in the bill the work could be started up as soon as the act is 
signed, and every day saved would be of the greatest importance to the success 
and economy of the work. p É 

This Department does not ask that the sum made ange tase? available 
should be so la: as $100,000, since $20,000 would be more than could possibly 
be used before July 1. This amount was probably fixed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives because a like sum was made imm tely available in the last ap- 
propriation bill. ` 

Referring to remarks made in the committee on yesterday, permit me to say 
that I have labored conscientiously to carry on this work economically and 
successfully, and I believe the same is true of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
who napra ó is absent and can not ap) before your committee. The 
qualifications of the professional men employed have all been examined by 
myself, and I feel sure that no more competent force could be organized. The 
non-professional men haye been employed guarding and tagging cattle, serving 
quarantine notices, and doing other work of this nature, which could be done 
by any one of ordinary intelligence who-could read and write. I believe this 
non-professional force would compare favorably with any force of ir size, 
and for the same kind of work, got together in the same len: of time in any 
private undertaking. Indeed I have been astonished to find tthese positions 
were sought and accepted by some of the best citizens in the localities where 
the work is being done—men who are intelligent, educated, and well-to-do, 

I inclose copies of co ndence of interest in this connection. With the 
hope that this statement will be found sufficient for your purpose, and withthe 
belief that your honorable committee will do what is best for the country under 


the circumstances, I am, 
D. E. SALMON, Chief of Bureau, 


Very respectfully. 
Hon. P. B. PLUMB, 
Committee on Appropriations, United Slates Senate. 
The records show that more work was done during the fiye months from Jan- 
uary 1 to May 31, 1888, than during the whole year 1887, 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the table showing the disbursements of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry for five months, and also the table 
showing in detail the work of the Bureau, be inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be inserted in the RECORD. 

The papers are as follows: 


NEW YORK. 


Months. Salaries. 


TANUATY ......000000 adess $615. 60 
February 459. 4 
March.. =~ i 
A 

2,542.79 


Number of cattle— 


Traveling |Miscellane-| Affected | Exposed 
expenses, ous, cattle, 


cattle. Total. 


$94.55 
198. 26 
136. 43 
84.50 
322. 30 
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Report of work of Bureau of Animal Industry for five months ending May 31, 1888, in extlirpating contagious pleuro-pneumonia. 


Character of work, ete. 


animals 
Pall ee cpa Paar 
Average for diseased..,. 
Average for exposed 


Work closed up in Illinois in April 1, and quarantine removed in Cook County. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 


Illinois. | Virginia | Pennsyl- Total 
13 12, 498 
297 130, 697 
ababesace 89,987 
i 336 
3 oes 
103 17,701 
Sia 45 2214 
44 1,672 
5 $39, 864. 86 
52 3,451 
$77,371. 95 
$23. 84 
$22. 42 


Work commenced in Philadelphia, Pa., April 10, 1888. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change of total will be made 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in | by the Secretary, if there be no objection, by striking out ‘‘five,’? and 


the proviso to the same clause, line 318, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 
to strike out “thirty” and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ in line 319, after the word 
“necessary,” to strike out ‘‘shall be used and’’ and insert ‘‘may be;” 
and in line 320, after the word ‘‘experiments,’’ to insert ‘“‘to be con- 
ducted within the United States;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be ex- 
pended in ‘continuation of the investigations and experiments, to be'conducted 
within the United States, into the nature, causes, and remedies for the preven- 
tion and cure of hog cholera and swine plague. 

The amendment was to. Red 

The next amendment was, in line 328, after the words ‘‘division 
of forestry,’’ to strike out: 

For investigations into the structural differences of important timbers and the 
factors that influence their quality, their biology; miscellaneous reports; ex- 
pense of experimental grounds, collection, purchase, and distribution of forest- 
tree seeds and seedlings in aid of forest culture; and for ascertaining the area, 
amount, and condition of the remaining white-pine supplies in the Northwest- 
ern States; and for working collection and apparatus, traveling and other ex- 
penses, $10,000, 

And insert: 

For the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Agriculture to experiment 
and to continue an investigation and report A og the subject of forestry, and 
for traveling and other necessary expenses in the investigation and the collec- 
tion and distribution of valuable economic forest-tree seeds and plants, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 342, to insert: 

To enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to continue experiments in the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum cane, including the purchase and transpor- 
tation of samples and supplies, $100,000: Provided, That the Commissioner is 
hereby required to make a separate report to Congress stating fully and accu- 
rately an itemized accountof every expenditure made under this provision and 
the results of all experiments made, and also including the purchase and trans- 
portation of samples and supplies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Experimental sta- 
tions,” in line 372, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to strike out ‘‘six hun- 
dred’? and insert “five hundred and ninety;’’ and in line 373, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ soas 
to make the clause read: 

That to carry into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, en- 
titled “An act to establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with 
the coll established in the several States, under the provisions of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, and of the acts sup lementary thereto,” $590,000; $5,000 of 
which sum shall be payable upon the order of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to enable him to carry out the provisions of section 3 of said act of March 2, 1887. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add at the close of the last paragraph: 

And to compare, edit, and publish such of the results of the experiments made 
under section 2 of said act by said experimental stations as he may deem neces- 
sary, and for these purposes the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to 
employ such assistants, clerks, and other persons as he may deem necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I now move, on page 3, line 59, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘six”’ and insert ‘‘ eight;? so as to read: 


One assistant chemist, $1,800. 


Mr. PLUMB. The amount proposed is estimated for, and I am not 
disposed to controvert the matter with the Senator from Tennessee, 
and shall make no point of order on his amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. In line 60, on page 3, I move to strike out ‘‘four,’’ 
after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’? so as to read: 

One assistant chemist, $1,600. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. PLUMB. That makes necessary an amendment in line 62, on 
page 4, to change the total amount of appropriations in that clause. 


inserting ‘‘nine;’’ so as to read: 
In all, $11,990. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On page 6, line 125, in the clause making ap- 
propriations for ‘section of vegetable pathology,” I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘five,’’ before the words ‘‘thousand dollars,” and insert ‘‘fif- 
teen;’’ and after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in the same line, to add: “of 
which $10,000 may be’applied to the investigation of the disease and 
its remedy in peach-trees known as yellows.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have an explanation from the 
Senator having charge of the bill in reference to the amendment of the 
committee in line 318, on page 14, which reduces the appropriation 
for the continuation of the investigations and experiments into the 
nature, causes, and remedies for the prevention and cure of hog-cholera 
and swine-piague from $30,000 to $15,000. Thisis the most important 
subject, in my opinion, that the Agricultural Bureau has charge of at 
the present time. The ravages of hog-cholera during the past year 
have been vastly greater than at any time during the history of the 
country, and I should like to know ifit is advisable to reduce this ap- 
propriation? Itseems to me there ought to be a very liberal appropria- 
tion for a full and careful and thorough investigation of this subject. 
I should like to know what the theory of the committee is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to reserve 
that amendment for a separate vote ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theother amendment, then, will be 
considered as concurred in, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB, It was not a desire to minimize proper work in con- 
nection with this important subject that induced the committee to re- 
duce the sum from $30,000 to $15,000. This is a subject which has 
been investigated for a century. It is nota new question by any means. 
The committee did not believe that the Department could spend by 
means of the ordinary machinery of investigation in the hands of the 
Department so large a sum. They believed that it might better be 
spent, or some portion of it at least, in stimulating investigation by 
private parties, and they thought they would leave that whole para- 
graph in such a position as to enable the committee to confer with the 
Commissioner of Agriculture to see if there was not some better way 
than to carry on the inyestigation by the Department, and which, judg- 
ing by the results heretofore obtained, are not likely to be useful. 

I believe, in the next place, that this is not, like pleuro-pneumonia, 
a disease which can be stamped out, and which once stamped out is 
not to be apprehended to reappear again for a long period; but it is a. 
local disease, and one which exists in a portion of the United States 
every year more or less virulent, but still a disease that exists some- 
where at some time. The committee believe that if these investiga- 
tions are carried on in the Department itself they ought to be carried 
on by different agencies extending all over the country, the results of 
which should be compared.. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With the explanation made by the Senator from 
Kansas, I shall not insist on a separate vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole is concurred in in the Senate. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
u third time. 

‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that a statement showing the appropriations 
made in this bill for the different objects in comparison with the esti- 
mates and in comparison with the bill that came from the House be 
inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


x 
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The statements are as follows: 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Amount of walling len, TOI ooo caceisssa.ctspsncksdarbes sises ccccacbadbabsevechweneneos $1, 646, 925 
Aradtunt Of Fouse DU panonia araoe rono is aaan ea aido ease 1,591, 860 
Increase made by Senate committee .. 08, 


Amount as reported... neseser = 
Amount of appropriations for 1883, aà 
The bill as reported exceeds appropriations for 1888..........-ssesseesereee 86,930 

The items of increase to and reduction from the bill as passed by the House 
made by the Senate committee are as follows: 


Increase: 
For experimental grass stations ...e.esssesssesreresmersesesssusress enerne perce 
For expenses of silk-culture stations.. 
For continuing sorghum experiments 


Reduction: 
Salaries, Commissioner's office. 
Salaries, botanical division....... 
Salarics, pomological division... 
Salaries, seed division........c...scsscs0.sss00 
Salaries and expenses, forestry division... 
Expenses, agricultural experiment stations .. 


WEAR SCE E EES OEN AETA SRE VBI 18,700 
Net increase... EEIE A IOE PPN E N OEE E T AN A 108, 500 
Agricullural Department, 18389.— rative stalement showing the ap ria- 
tions for 1888, the estimates for 1889, amounts provided by the House bill, and 
the amounts recommended by the Senate Committee on Appropriations for 1559. 
Appropri- | Senate 
Object. ations, ser pa ees irs committee, 
SALARIES, 
Office of the Commissioner ....... $71, 280 $72,360 
Botanical division............ 010 4, 040 4, 040 
Botanical division, section of 
vegetable pathology. “ 4,400 4,400 
Pomological division.. 2,000 3,000 
Microscopical divisio 3,000 3,200 
Chemical division...... ws 11,500 11,500 
Entombdlogical division .. .......... 7,300 7,300 
Division of economie ornithol- 
ogy and mammalogy............+ 8,060 8,060 
Experimental gardens and 
GTOUNAS,.......0.ccreeeree 2,250 2,500 
Museum....... 3,120 3,120 
Seed division kest 8, 240 8, 240 
Statistical division . 34, 300 34,200 
Forestry division.... 2, 000 2,000 
Total salaries.........0-seeersaee 161, 490 164, 020 
——— = 
MISCELLANEOUS, 
For botanical investigationsand 
experiments with grasses, 
Plants, @toi....sscmessos sisese cseroencs) 2,000 25,000 
For investigations of diseases 
o bons erain egali saksasó 5,000 5,000 
‘or pomo! nyes! ons, 
ih ia dE EI RIA RE NR | 3,000 4,000 
For investigations of the adul- 
terations Of f00d...........----u0-0-+ 1,000 1,000 
For the laboratory and work of 
the REA s ao TONN SES 6,009 6,000 
For sorghum and sugar-cane 
OXPCTIMENLS...,....c000-e-neeeenenensee oe 50, 000 |. 100, 000 
For investigating the history 
and habits of insects,...........0. 20, 000 20, 600 
For promotion of silk culture..... 25, 000 30,000 
For Investigntions in ornithol- 
ogy and Mammalogy... s. 3,940 4,000 
For experimental ens and 
26, 640 
1,000 
100, 000 
3,000 
65, 000 
5, 000 
cultural resources of e 
Rocky BMotuntaiti BiA.. ..ssezsuei]sansseespeesssspsl] LO OOD [...socesssano seed fends coccececcecen 
For expenses of de te to In- 
ternational Statistical Insti- 
SIAP 8 E ea s won| (remy ee ay 
et 7,000 7,000 
Forextending coal-vaults, N N 1 625 Ea OOE 
For the library... csseresses:nesssss seseo 
Fore of 2,000 2,000 
mal 
Poe COAN 500; 000 500,000 
e. 
For investigation and report 20,000 15,000 
upon the subject of forestry... 8,000 8,000 


Agricultural Department, 1889, efc.—Continued, 


For postage. 
For contingent expenses.. 


Total miscellaneous.......... 
For agricultural experiment 


r san chicane PE IEA EIEN 585,000 |. 600, 000 
Total Agricultural Depart- | 
R cle aSa. 1, 613,730 101,285 | 1,591, 860 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed toconsider Senate bill 
405. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from New Hampshire moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 405) providing for the ad- 
jastmentof accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under 
the eight-hour law. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have 
it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A division is called for. 

The question being put, the ayes were 9. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to know whether or not the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill is the regular order now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to move its consideration as soon as I can get 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. BECK. That is what I supposed, and I think we should dis- 
pose of that first. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
motion is not debatable, but debate may proceed by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I am entirely in sympathy with him and voted with him in 
his effort to get up the bill for consideration yesterday, but I think the 
scene of yesterday will be re-enacted here and probably we shall get 
in the same condition that we were yesterday, where we can do noth- 
ing but adjourn. As long as there is an appropriation bill ready for 
consideration I appeal to him to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. It not being a debatable question, I suppose we can 
debate it at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hears ho objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish simply to ascertain by a yea-and-nay vote 
whether it is the sense of the Senate to take up this bill at this time; 
and if the Senate shall desire to take it up, I shall not ask for any pro- 
ceedings in the nature of unnecessary delay. I want the bill token 
up and acted on. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. x 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who is not in the Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pi lvania [Mr, Quay]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but I have transferred 
the pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ] and vote 


“ nay. ” 

ME KENNA (when his name was called). My pair with the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN] is transferred to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was conclud 


By unanimous consent. The Chair 


Iam paired with 
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‘Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 


Gear}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
ARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
oaii, who is absent from the Senate, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Thè PRESIDENT pro tempore. A pair has been'announced with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw the vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Iam paired generally with the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent that all proceedings under 
the roll-call be dispensed with. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The Chair will announce the result. 
On the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire the yeas are 18 and 
the nays are 13. 

The yeas and nays were as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allison, Dolph, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Stewart, 
Bowen, = sein le Plumb, Teller. 
Da Riddieberger, 
Dawes, Thani, Sawyer, 

NAYS—13. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Vest. 
Beck, Colquitt, Pugh, 
Blackburn, George, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—45. 

Aldrich, Evarts, MePherson, Spooner, 
wry, Farwell, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Brown, ec, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butler, Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 

i, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hale, Pasco, Walthall, 
Chace, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hi Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 

Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum being as- 

certained, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aldrich, Cockrell, Hale, Ransom, 
Allison, Coke, Harris, Reagan, 
Bate, Colquitt, Hawley, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Cullom, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Berry Davis, Hoar, Sene 
Blackburn, Dawes, Ingalis, Sherman, 

lair, Dolph, Jonesof Arkansas, Stewart, 
Brown, ARA Kenna, Teller, 
Butler, Evarts, Manderson, Vest, 

l, Faulkner, Paddock, Walthall, 

Cameron, George, Payne, 
Chace, Gibson, Plumb, 
Chandler, Gorman, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll discloses the 
presence of forty-nine Senators. A quorum being present, further pro- 
ceedings will be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is evident the Senate will not take up this bill at 
this time, and I indicate my purpose to press it no further now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate to print the report of the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations and other papers, relating to the pending fisheries 
treaty, with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House bad passed the hill (S. 
2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under the act of 
March 3, A. D. 1883. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 


y.i 

A ‘pill (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; = 

A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 
Purman; 

A bill’ (S. 845) granting a pension to the widow of John A. Turley; 
A bill (S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarkin; 


A bill (S: a granting a pension to Mary Whirry: 
A bill (5. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 


Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and 


br line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 


fe bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor. 
INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER entered a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the concurrent resolution to invite international arbitration as 
to differences between nations was passed this morning. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropria- 
tions for he service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the read- 
ing of the bill, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in section 1, on page 2, to strike out the clause from line 19 to 
line 21, inclusive, as follows: 


For compensation to clerks in post-offices for unusual business, as contem- 
plated by Revised Statutes, section 3863, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, line 25, to reduce 
the appropriation ‘‘for rent, light, and fuel to post-offices of the third 
class’? from $650,607 to $450,000. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to unless 
there are substantial reasons given forit. ‘The Postmaster-General sent 
to Congress a special report, in which he said, as I understand, that the 
$850,000 allowed by the House was the very smallest amount possible 
which would enable him to do anything like decent justice to the third- 
class postmasters. ‘The postmasters of the third class now have to pay 
all the expenses in respect to rent, fuel, light, etc., and the appropria- 
tion giving relief from these burdens is cut down to the lowest possible 
point. Indeed, the House cut down the original estimate made by the 
Postmaster-General, which is $800,000. 

Mr, CHACE. Will it interrupt the Senator from Kentucky if I say 
that I am very much interested in what he says, but I can not hear the 
Senator? Wili he speak a little louder? 

Mr. BECK. I was endeavoring to urge that the Senate should not 
concur in the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations cutting 
down the House provision in line 25. I am informed by the Post- 
master-General and by those who have examined the matter that the 
sum of $650,607 allowed by the House is the very smallest possible 
sum that will enable the Postmaster-General to do anything like fair 
justice to the postmasters of the third class, and unless there is some 
good reason why it should be cut down I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. In reducing this sum and establishing a different rate 
of pay for this class, it was only designed to exercise what the commit- 
tee believed to be a proper precaution in entering upon a new item of 
expenditure connected with the postal service. 

It will be borne in mind that there never have been paid as yet to 
third-class postmasters allowances for rents or fuel or lights; and while 
I do not care to make the point that prior to the change cf adminis- 
tration the postmasters, as all other officials of the Government, then 
mainly belonging to the Republican party, were deemed by our friends 
on the other. side to be amply paid, and there was a constant struggle 
necessary to continue the salaries at the amount fixed by law, the sal- 
aries of hundreds of persons in the service in this city and elsewhere 
were reduced by the House of Representatives in the control of the Dem- 
ocratic party, and the Senate made unavailing efforts to keep those sal- 
aries up to the requirements of the law; but it happens under the pres- 
ent administration that every single one of those salaries has been 
restored, I think, and to a point higher than was permitted by a Dem- 
ocratic House of Representatives to Republican officials. 

I do not speak of that for the purpose of making any point upon it, 
because, notwithstanding the political change of complexion of the 
Administration, the Senate has been willing at all times, I think, to 
pay at least reasonably adequate salaries and compensation for services 
rendered to the Government, no matter by whom rendered. - And. so 
in this matter the Committee on Appropriations are entirely willing 
that this new expenditure shall be entered upon. They only desire 
that during the first year of the experiment it shall be brought under 
such rules as will test the question as to how far this great sum of 
money to be granted in allowances to a large number of postmasters 
can be expended at the discretion of a single official, and for the pur- 
pose of measurably protecting that official himself against the very 
urgent demands that will be made upon him in regard to the expend- 
iture of this sum of mone 

The Postmaster-General sent to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads of the House of Representatives an exhibit in the nature of 
an estimate as to the amount of money that he thought would be re- 
quired properly to carry out the provision for the allowance of rent, 
fuel, and lights to post-offices of the third class. The total number ef 
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third-class post-offices at that date was 2,452. The amount he esti- 
mated as necessary for rent was $374,767, and the amount he estimated 
for fuel and lights was $275,840. In making up this estimate he graded 
the offices according to compensation, commencing with $1,000 and end- 
ing with $1,900; thatis to say, $1,000 grade, $1,100 grade, $1,200 grade, 
and so on up to the $1,900. He estimated in the $1,000 grade that 
one-third of that grade would receive rent at the rate of $50 per an- 
num, one-third at the rate of $75 per annum, and one-third at the rate 
of $100 per annum and so on, until, arriving at the $1,900 grade, he es- 
timated that one-third of the officers in that grade would receive $400 
per annum, one-third $450 per annum, and one-third $600 per annum, 

But the provision as it comes from the House does not limit the Post- 
master-General to the payment of rents upon this sliding-scale which 
he proposes. He may give $600 or $1,000, or any sum he pleases to 
any one of these offices. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Kansas if there is 
any statutory provision now that pays these postmasters’ rent at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then, is this not putting legislation on an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a question which might have been asked in 
the House of Representatives. It cameto us in the bill from the House, 
and we are simply dealing with it as it is in the bill. 

As I said, there is no limitation made in the provision found in the 
House bill on the discretion of the Postmaster-General. Ido not mean 
to say, or to intimate even, that he would do otherwise than what he 
deems the very best, but he would be confronted with the necessity of 
adjusting the relations of 2,452 postmasters to this allowance at once, 
an entirely new allowance, one which adds practically to the compen- 
sation of each postmaster the entire amount of the allowance; that is 
to say, that much more is added to what he has heretofore had. There 
will, as a matter of course, be a very great pressure for this allowance. 
It will take a very considerable period of time to adjust these allow- 
ances. He mightnot beable, unless he spent the money witha good deal 
of carelessness, to spend it this year, unless he did so by giving greater 
sums to some than would be n: He might establish a scale of 
expenditures therefore in regard to rents which Congress on reflection 
might not deem it wise to carry out. 

We only wanted to put a limitation upon this expenditure this year 
in such a way that Congress might be advised just how the thing was 
working, and be able to make sure that we should not enter upon it 
on too extravagant a scale, leaving the question in such a way that 
next year, after an experiment of one year, we might come to the con- 
sideration of the question better informed than we are now. 

I believe myself that there ought to be an allowance of this kind 
mafe to third-class post-oflices; but, as I said before, at the time these 
offices were filled by Republicans no allowance of the kind could be 
had. We only ask now in entering on this new expenditure that it 
may be under limitations which will make sure of proper expenditure 
and will leave us at the next session of Congress disembarrassed by pos- 
sibly unwise and extravagant allotments for rent, fuel, and lights by 
the Postmaster-General, by which to some extent, we may be bound; 
or at all events, the scale having been once established in practice, we 
can not depart from it. The Senator from Kentucky, because it goes 
to his own party friends, should not fail to consider that whatever we 
give is an increase of wages that much in thecompensation of men who 
have heretofore not particularly complained that they were not properly 
paid, of men who are getting just what their predecessors got, of men 
who are getting offices which they tried for. We do not thrust them 
upon them. At least, I have not heard of anything of that kind hay- 
ing to be done. I think under these circumstances he and his associ- 
ates will recognize the propriety of commencing ona somewhat modest 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, Senators will remember that there 
have been a great number of petitions received in and presented to the 
Senate asking for an increase in the compensation of fourth-class post- 
masters and for the relief of third-class postmasters from the expenses 
which they now have n ily to incur. The recommendations 
made by the Postmaster-General contain deliberate references to the 
facts which justify the recommendation of providing by law that third- 
class postmasters shall be furnished with fuel and lights for their of- 
fices. By reference to his report it will be seen how the law as it now 
stands operates. Ifa ter’s salary amounts to $1,900, he must 
furnish the office himself, and he loses the rent on it; he must fur- 
nish fuel; he must furnish the lights; he must hire the clerks neces- 
sary to aid him in the discharge of the duty; and the amount neces- 
sary for rent, lights, fuel, and clerks is a deduction from the amount 
of the salary he takes for the glory of being nominally postmaster. 

These things have not for h e first time been called attention to in 
the present report of the Postmaster-General, but previous reports have 
called attention to the injustice of the existing law on that subject. 

The third-class postmaster, as I said, must bear all expenses of clerk- 
hire, of house-rent, of fuel, and of lights, while the second-class post- 
masters receiving $100 moresalary gets his $2,000 salary, his furniture; 
the rent of his office is paid; his fuel, his lights, and his clerks are paid 
by the United States. Any one can see the absolute injustice of such 
an arrangement. It requires no argument to demonstrate it, 


While I favor economy in public expenditures and moderate sala- 
ries to all officers, I submit that we ought in these matters to be just. 
I believe we ought to try to give reasonable compensation and make 
that provision for third-class postmasters which is in harmony with the 
rate of compensation provided for first and second class postmasters. 

I do not propose to consider this in the light of a party measure, nor 
to inquire whether justice was done the postmasters under Republican 
administrations. Whether we reduce salaries under this Administra- 
tion or not, if we did wrong then that certainly is not a reason for do- 
ing wrong now. ~ 

I do not think it is a question of administration; I do not think itis 
a question of Republicanism or Democracy; but itis simply a question 
of justice, of what duty requires of us. The Poata kee Ganaa has 
estimated the amount which, upon a careful examination, he believes 
to be necessary to provide rent, lights, and fuel for a large number of 
third-class rs. He makes that estimate upon a basis of cal- 
culation which is intelligible, which is practical, which is understood 
by the Department and those who aid in the execution of its functions, 
If we mean to overcome the injustice of the present law, the best way 
to do that is to ascertain the facts which justify an appropriation for 
that Department and to act in accordance with those facts. If it re- 
quires the amount of money which the Postmaster-General suggests in 
his report it will require to provide lights and fuel and rents for third- 
class post-oflices, is it reasonable, is it proper, unless we can demonstrate 
that he is mistaken, that we shall give but two-thirds of that amount; 
that we shall do two-thirds justice and refuse to do entire justice ? 

It seems to me that the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations ought not to be adopted, and I concur with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] that it would be unwise to adopt that 
amendment and to propose but two-thirds justice to a class of persons 
who by every rule of reason ought to be relieved from the burden now 
imposed upon them. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not know whether the third-class 
postmasters now are Democrats; no matter what they are. They are 
very much mixed politically, Lsuppose. Perhaps we havea majority 
of them; I hope we have; we have not anything like a majority of em- 
ployés in the Departments at Washington, as I am advised, but that 
is neither here nor there. i 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly the Senator does not mean to say that there 
is any doubt about a very large majority, an overwhelming majority, 
of the third-class postmasters under this Administration being Demo- 
crats. 

Mr. BECK. Ihope they are. S 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator have any doubt that they are? . ' 

Mr. BECK. Ido not express any doubt in toit. I know 
that there are now a good many men who are the enemies of the Ad- 
ministration, and who are seeking in all sorts of mean ways to under- 
mine it, in all the Departments of this Government, who ought not to 
be there. No man can carry on any sort of business, much less an ad- 
ministration successfully, with enemies doing his work. I would not 
carry on a farm with plow-boys who were my enemies, nor a grocery- 
store with clerks trying to break me down and transfer my trade to 
some one else. I hope we have some Departments of the Government 
in which a majority of the employés are friendly to the Administra- 
tion and seek to make it a success, instead of using their positions to 
break it down. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator ought to go to the White House to make 
an argument on that subject rather than here. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not seeking to make this a political debate. I 
surely have the right to reply to the Senator. But I will say to the 
Senator from Kansas that while he seems not to be able to do justice 
to third-class postmasters by allowing this comparatively small sum to 
pay for fuel and lights and rent needed in the publie service, by cutting 
the total down from $650,607 to $450,000, he exhibits a strange incon- 
sistency when he proposes, without the demand, and I may say against 
the will, of the Postmaster-General and without the recommendation 
of any official ofany Department, to donate by this bill $800,000 to go 
to friends perhaps of his party who are begging for increased ocean 
mail service. The Senator pro by an amendment to this bill to 
require a contract to be given at $1 a mile, or $800,000 a year, for at 
least five years, for pretended services that nobody supposes will be of 
any benefit to the mail service and that is not demanded by the Post- 
master-General or by any branch of the public service. That provision 
is interpolated into this bill and is nothing more nor less than a sub- 
sidy to some favored steam-ship companies, while economy is sought to 
be practiced by striking down $650,607 to $450,000, and the proposed 
saving is taken from the honest pay of men who are doing honest pub- 
lie work. Such action will not bear criticism when the two proposi- 
tions come to be examined together. I will deal with one at a time. 

The committee of the other House and the House saw fit on the rec- 
ommendation of the Postmaster-General to insert this provision. I 
know that in years gone by under former administrations allowances 
were made out of other appropriations for fuel and lights in many 
cases. They were reached by allowances out of money in the hands or 
under the control of the Postmaster-General. These little allowances 
were cut off by Executive order four or five years ago, and they can not 
be allowed now under the ruling, 
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Mr. PLUMB. I do not understand the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. BECK. Isay many of these little items were once paid for by 
the Post-Office Department. i 

Mr. PLUMB. Never; not a dollar. 

Mr. BECK. I can produce proof of it if necessary. 

Mr. PLUMB. I defy the Senator to do it. . I hope he will have the 
candor to admit that he is mistaken. 

Mr. BECK. I think I will show it, and show that it was done time 
and again in regard to post-offices in my own State, and properly done, 
and the refusal to continue to do it was wrong. But returning to the 
proposition before us. The report of the House Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads makes use of this language: 

In the appropriation bill for 1888 there is no appropriation for rent, light, and 
fuel at rar ai offices. In the proposed bill there is inserted for this pur- 
pose the sum of $650,607. Heretofore the postmaster of a _third-class office 
‘was compelled to pay for these items from his salary. This has caused much 
and just complaint from this class of officers. In the report of the Postmaster- 
bat oy on page 14, he used this language; 

“Yet from the third-class tmaster, who has so much less than the others 
in nominal salary, is taken ‘even that which he hath.’ To him no allowance 
(except in a case which is no exception, that of the separating office) for rent, 
fuel, clerical service, stationery, or other outgo whatever is made, but all must 
be defrayed from his ARTA AAAY? which thus proves too often, instead of 
the apparently promised reward of labor, but the wenk residuum of a well-nigh 
exhausted cup. The consequences are, first, injustice, more or less, to all 
postmasters of the third elass, and frequent instances of grotesque inequality 
and unfairness in the proportion of labor and responsibility to net compensa- 
tion; and, secondly, a resulting tendency to poorer provision and service in 
such offices, only conterbalanced by the pride and sense ôf duty of the officer. 

“Salaries of the third class vary from $1,000, where gross receipts are $1,900 and 
not exceeding $2,100, to $1,900, where gross receipts reach $7,000 but not over 

000; and immediately following, salaries of the second class rise from $2,000, 
for gross receipts of $8,000 and not over $9,009, to $2,900 for gross receipts of $85,- 
000 or more and not exceeding $40,000. Thus, if the business of an office be be- 
tween $7,900 and $8,000, the postmaster must bear the entire charges of it and 
have for himself only what shall be left of $1,900; while if the business be but 
$100 more the postmaster may take $2,000 net for his services, and these often 
more of mere napa ane geet than actual office work, Instances have come 
to my attention where third-class postmasters with salaries of but $1,600 to$1,700 
have been compelled, in order to provide such service as to satisfy their sense 
of personal honor in performance of public duty, to make an annual outlay of 
from $1,000 to $1,300, ides giving continuing personal labor. It is obvious, 
indeed, that so t is the difference between the decent provision of an office 
for the transaction of postal business yielding annually $7,000 or more and one 
yielding but from $1,900 to $2,100, it may be almost affirmed that as a third-class 

master’s business and salary increase his compensation diminishes; and it 

to be safely asserted that, in a large majority of cases at least, his proportion- 

able compensation (to labor and responsibility) will surely diminish if he fairly 

d his obligations to theservice. Such acondition is neither creditable 

to the justice of the Government nor wisely conducive to the finished service 
which should be exacted of postmasters to the public.” 

The committee of the House add: 

‘The justness of these observations is recognized, and the correction is sought 
to be accomplished in this bill. 

And a table is attached on page 22 of the report, showing that after 
the most careful revision of all that class of offices this sum of $650,607 
is the least that can be used to advantage. The Postmaster-General 
says that it is the lowest estimate he can possibly make to do justice 
to that class of postmasters. The Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate have cut it down without any sort of reason so far as I am ad- 
vised. They should rather to have stricken it out altogether; they 
ca have been justifiable in that, standing on the ground that they 

ill do nothing in that direction; but there was no reason and there 
is no authority shown why $450,000 should be given. If $650,607 
ought not to be, and the Postmaster-General says that unless he has 
this sum, which is the lowest estimate, we had better give him noth- 
ing, and let them go on and suffer as they have been doing. 

I insist that the proposed amendment ought to be rejected because 
there is no reason for reducing the sum below $650,607 if any sum is 
at I have the authority of the Postmaster-General for saying that 

0,607 is the lowest sum that he can use advantageously and deal 
fairly with his officials. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator please state where he finds that au- 
thority ? 

Mr. BECK. When I saw what had been done I went to the Post- 
Office Department and examined into the matter. The Postmaster- 
General was not asked to come before the committee, and had no op- 
portunity to appear before it, as I understand. 

Mr, PLUMB. Lhopethisisnot another case like that we had last year, 
where the Postmaster-General authorized the Senator from Kentucky 
to dispute in private what he had stated in his previous annual report. 

Mr. BECK. I do not remember what was done last year, but I 
know this: I was necessarily absent from the committee—no, not per- 
haps necessarily absent, but, while I was absent, though a member of 
the subcommittee, this bill was acted upon and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral was not before the committee, and I had to get information as best 
I could, since the matter was acted on in my absence. Iam not gen- 
erally absent, though I confess I was last week; therefore I sought in- 
formation from the persons I thought could best give it, and I received 
it so as to satisfy me that the provision made in the bill by the House 
ought not to be cut down. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr, CALL. Mr. President, I am not in favor of placing limitations 
on the administration of the executive officers of the Government. I 
think that a liberal discretion should be allowed to them, and they 
should be held responsible to Congress for the manner in which they 
perform their executive duties, 

In this matter of third-class post-offices and postmasters, there can 


be no question whatever that the public interests require that a rea- 
sonable compensation should be paid to these public servants. Of ali 
public functions performed by the Government the mail service is the 
most essential and the most esteemed by the people, and there is no 
kind of reason why this class of officers should be discriminated against 
unfairly, as they are in the existing methods of compensation and al- 
lowances. Practically they perform these duties with little or no 
compensation, and comparatively with other officers in the same serv- 
ice there is the greatest inequality and injustice. 

Now, how is that to be remedied? There is but one person in con- 
nection with this performance of duty that has the knowledge of the 
facts which will enable him to give the compensation to each postmas- 
ter in each case adequate and not excessive. The amounts must differ. 
Wecannotclassifythem. While this provides a very imperfect method, 
yet it is some progress in the direction of giving reasonable compensa- 
tion to each postmaster according to the value of his services and the 
amount of business he transacts. 

It is true that there is a consideration that in many cases the post- 
office is desirable to the incumbent; the location of it is in connection 
with some private business in which he is engaged; but thisisa very in- 
tangible consideration and can not be measured, and the only proper 
measure is to give each postmaster a compensation according to the 
duties which he performs, and to provide an office or place of business, 
with the necessary light and fuel. 

In this case I should think that the suggestion which has been made 
of giving a smaller amount in order that we may see how this execu- 
tive oficer, the Postmaster-General, who is charged with the adminis- 
tration and disbursement of this large sum of money, shall proceed with 
it before a larger amount is intrusted to him, is not a reasonable sug- 

ion. The present Postmaster-General isa man of character and ot 
ability, and we have no reason to doubt that his administrative efforts 
will be such as will be approved by Congress and by the people. Itis 
not necessary to assume in reference to him or to any other head of a 
Department who has been nominated by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate, and therefore approved as a man of ability and of integ- 
rity—itis not, I think, desirable in any appropriation to proceed upon the 
hypothesis of testing his administrative ability. 

For these reasons I think, with the Senator from Kentucky, my col- 
league upon the Appropriations Committee, that we had better not adopt 
thesuggestion of the majority of the committee and limit this amount. 
On the contrary, [should prefer to give to the present incumbent of the 
Post-Office Department, the Postmaster-General, an adequate sum of 
money, and to hold him accountable, and I have no doubt he would per- 
form that duty with eminent satisfaction. Hold him accountable for 
the administration of that sum of money in such manner as will, pro- 
mote the interests of the publicservice and secure the postmasters a just 
and reasonable compensation, and the results will be more satisfactory 
to the country and more conducive to the best interests of the public 
service than to seek to limit and stint him with insufficient means 
and precise and unbending limitations and prohibitions, and this is 
equally true of all the other heads of Departments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The ques- 
tionis on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall ask for the yeas and nays in due time, and I 
want to say a word or two about the matter. 

The Senator from Kentucky and I do not differ about the propriety 
of paying something, but the Senator from Kentucky thinks if the 
Postmaster-General recommends anything it is an act of temerity on 
the part of any Senator to suggest that the amount should not be al- 
lowed or should be cut down. Ido not know when heretofore he has 
been willing tosubordinate his judgment to that of any executive officer. 
He has had the courage to say here that the President has not acted 
as he should have done in a certain respect. I do not know whether 
he has said that to the President or not. And if the judgment of the 
head of the Administration be imperfect in regard to one question, why 
may it not be imperfect in regard to some other matters as well? I 
know as well as the Senator from Kentucky does that until this Ad- 
ministration came in the other Chamber dwelt with great emphasis on 
the unreliability of Department estimates, dwelt with great emphasis 
on the large appropriations that were being made for the expenses of 
the Government, and characterized the allowances for salaries as being 
extravagant to the last degree. It was said we never reduced one. 
Since this Administration came in its friends in the other House have 
never touched one unless to increase it, and there has been constant . 
begging from the beginning of the Administration to the present time 
to the Republican side of the Senate to put up salaries. That is the 
fact certainly. Now, because in starting in upon what is undoubtedly 
to be a great item of expenditure, when it is proposed to increase by a 
single blow the salary of every third-class postmaster in the United 
States without any question, without any reference to whether there 
is any special merit in the case or not, we suggest a limitation in the 
first year of its operation only, not by a continuing provision of law, 
beste held up as proposing to deny to these people their inalienable 
rights ! 

The Postmaster-General does not say anywhere anything that can 
be construed as meaning that he could not get along with any other 
sum of money than that stated by him. He does not state anything 
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of tbat kind in his report, and I prefer to believe what he has putinto 
a written report rather than a private statement he has made to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

This law can not be putin operation for the whole twelve months 
of the next fiscal year. Ifthe Postmaster-General does his duty and 
investigates each particular case to ascertain what should be allowed, 
it will take him three or four months before he can make any allow- 
ance, and then if he is to money it is because he gives a higher 
rate than he has named in his schedule as the rate which he regarded 
as the maximum to be allowed. 

In addition to that, the present Postmaster-General in his schedule 

roceeds upon the theory that every single third-class postmaster must 
ve rent, fuel, and lights allowed. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] knows very well that there are many third-class post-oflices 
in his State kept in stores, because it is an advantage to the man keep- 
ing the store in the way of trade. So it is all over the United States. 
There are places where allowance for rent would be entirely gratuitous 
on the part of the Government. The Postmaster-General does not 
take any account of that, but the immense estimate presented by him 
is based on an allowance to every third-class office in the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that other classes of post-offices are some- 
times kept in stores; but I am not aware of any third-class post-office 
that is kept in a store. 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean places where some other business is carried 
on, and where the post-office is a business inducement to the man keep- 
ing it. Thatis so all over the United States. It is so in Kansas and 
in Texas and in other States. There are other questions that come 
into the consideration of the case, and probably there might be an 
abuse of power. 

The question, as I said, does not depend on difference of opinion in 
regard to the propriety of having any expenditure, but only as to the 
rate and amount of allowance. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that there has been put in the ap- 
ropriation bill an item which may benefit some friends of the Repub- 
ican party forincreased mail pay, a provision that authorizes a Demo- 

cratic Postmaster-General to spend the money or not as he pleases, and 
at such rates within a proper limit as he pleases, which is based on a 
recommendation of the Postmaster-General, not the presentincumbent, 
but the one who had the honor of making the last report from that 
Department. In his report of 1887 he argued at length, covering three 
or four pages of his report, in favor of extra pay to ships carrying the 
mails of the United States between ports of the United States and the 

rts of South America, and he comes back to it, not so emphatically 
if is true, not so much at length, in his last report. 

The Senator from Kentucky is much more familiar, no doubt, with 
the personnel of the steam-ship companies than Iam. So far as I am 
aware, I do not know a single person in any line of.steamers running 
from a United States port anywhere, and I do not know what the poli- 
ties of these men are. All I do knowis that, as I think, there is no rea- 
son why the agencies by which the United States mails are transported 
upon the water should not be paid as well as upon the land. Thereis 
no necessary connection, as I think, between these two subjects. 

It is true this bill was considered in subcommittee during the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Kentucky. If he accuses me therefore of 
any discourtesy, I of course must submit, though I am not aware of 
any guilt on my part. He was present in the committee, I think, 
when the bill was considered there; but if there is any lack of author- 
ity on this subject of any kind whatever on account of his not haying 
been present in the subcommittee, it seems to me he had the opportu- 
nity in full committee; but I did not know that there was any obliga- 
tion resting upon the committee to wait at this late hour of the session 
upon the motion of any member of the committee who might for jus? 
lifiable or other reasons be detained away from the city. Itis near 
the close of the fiscalyear. I should be glad, so far as Leould, to have 
this bill go over now for two weeks. It might have gone over in com- 
mittee, because it came along when I had much else to do, which I would 
have been glad to continue to do to the displacement of this work; 
but the Senator knows that in view of the fact that this would nec- 
essarily go to a conference, and that therefore its consideration might 
be protracted beyond the 1st of July, it was n to exercise some 
degree of haste in its consideration, and doing this we did what the 
committee has always done ever since I have been upon it, acting ina 
hurry when we need to do things in a hurry, in order that there may 
be no failure of appropriation to carry on the Government. If, how- 
ever, the Senate is willing to have this bill go over with the risk of 
there being a failure of funds after the 1st day of July, certainly I shall 
not object. 

Mr. BECK. I do not understand why that suggestion should be 
made, I neither complained of want of courtesy in not being present 
in the subcommittee or in the whole committee; but when I was in- 
quired of where I got my information, and it seemed to me to be a re- 
flection that I should go to the Postmaster-General or to other persons 
well advised on the subject, I gave as the reason why I did go and make 
the inquiry that I was not present either in the subcommittee or in 
the whole committee when this bill was considered, nor had I the op- 
portunity of knowing the reasons for its action, nor was the Postmas- 
ter-General sent for as far as I am advised. I am opposed to any de- 


lay in the passage of the bill. I am not only anxious that the bill 
should pass, but that it should pass to-day, and pass so that the Sena- 
tor from Kansas will not be compelled to remain here ay se his con- 


venience. I went to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], 
who was pressing another bill, and urged him to Jet this bill come up. 
I do not seek any delay, nor do I reflect on the committee except tosay 
that I think it is a mistake, if there is any allowance at all, to cut it 
down below what the Postmaster-General, after thorough investigation, 
and the House of Representatives, after a careful examination, have re- 
garded as absolutely necessary; and therefore it is that I oppose the 
amendment, without reflecting on any one. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator made mention of the fact that the bill 
was considered while he was absent. 

Mr. BECK. I gave that as my reason for calling on the Postmaster- 
General to obtain information. That was the only way I could ob- 
tain it. 

Mr. PLUMB. No one could complain of the Senater going to the 
Vostmaster-General for information. He said the Postmaster-General 
told him certain things about this matter. I asked where and when 
he said so, because I did not find them in his report. The Senator 
then said that he had them from the Postmaster-General. He has the 
freedom of the Department, no doubt, and the Postmaster-General will 
reply to any inquiry by him, or perhaps by any one else; but I do not find 


in the report of the Postmaster-General any evidence that a smaller 


sum might not be made proper use of, and in the very nature of things 
it can not be, because it will not do to say that because a man thinks 
he ought to have $600 if we give him three hundred, that is worse than 
nothing. We do not propose that any postmaster shall be cut off en- 
tirely unless the Postmaster-General on investigation finds that nosum 
is needed for him. We simply propose in entering on this character or 
expenditure, for the first year an experiment to some extent, as if nec- 
essarily must be in regard to its details, that it shall be conducted 
within certain limits, that it shall not be entered upon in an extraya- 
gant way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido. ; 

ye yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). The Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. GRAY] is present, and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but I have transferred the pair 
to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] and vote “‘nay.”” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 

nay.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]; but the pair of 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] has been transferred, so 
that he and I can vote. 

Mr. KENNA. Ihave transferred my pair with the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. SABIN] tothe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am paired with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 1am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from Ore- 
yon [Mr. MITCHELL]; otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.’? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ihave arranged with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] to transfer my pair with the Senatorfrom Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELI ]. 5 

Mr. PASCO. My pair having been transferred, I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Blair, Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Chandler, Evarts, Manderson, Teller. 
Cullom, Hale, Plumb, 

NAYS—17. 
Bate, Colquitt, Harris, Stowart, 
Beck, George, Kenna, Vest. 
Call, . Gibson, Morgan, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pasco, 
Coke, Gray, ' 

ABSENT—40. 

Berry, Eustis, Mitchell, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Morrill, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, Stanford, 
Bowen, Frye, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Hampton, Payne, Turpie, 
Butler, Hearst, Platt, Vance, 
Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, ‘Walthall, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, McPherson, Sabin, Wilson of Md, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum being as- 
eertained by the announcement of the state of the vote, the Secretary 
will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the roll-call under the order of the Chair in 
the existing state of facts, will it be in order, then, to direct the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, without a motion for a renewed call of the Senate, to 
request the attendance of absent Senators? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion would be required. 

' Mr. HARRIS. Is it not in order to make that motion now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to make a suggestion, if I may be al- 
lowed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Kentucky, by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BECK.* A quorum has answered if pairs are broken, I am 
content that this may be considered as passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent it may be done, as there is 
evidently a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Less than a quorum of the Senate 
can do nothing, even by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Harris, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Cullom, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Davis, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Beck, Dawes, In; rman, 
Berry, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 
Blair, junds, Manderson, ‘eller, 
Bowen, rts, Morgan, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest, 

Call, Yge, Pasco, Walthall 
Chace, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, rman, Pugh, 

Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, 

Coke, Hale, Reagan, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll discloses the 

of 49Senators. A quorum being present, further proceedings 

under the roll-call will be dispensed with. The question recurs on 
to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays and simply 
ask for a viva voce vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair have the amendment again re- 

rted ? 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, after the word ‘‘class,’’ at the end 
of line 24, the Committee on Appropriations report to strike out “‘six 
hundred and fifty thousand six hundred and seven’’ and insert “‘ four 
hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so as to read: 

For rent, light, and fuel to post-offices of the third class, $450,000. 

Mr. COKE. I inquire if it requires unanimous consent to withdraw 
the call for the yeas and nays? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Kansas to let us again consider 
lines 19, 20, and 21. I think perhaps there has been a mistake in strik- 
ing out that clause. I was inquiring into it and I find it is authorized 
by statute, as will be seen by reference to section 3863 of the Revised 
Statutes, which reads: 

Src. 3863. Whenever unusual business accrues at any post-office the Postmas- 
ter-General shall make a special order allowing reasonable compensation for 
clerical service and a proportionate increase of salary to the postmaster during 
the time of such extraordinary business. 

The provision in lines 19, 20, and 21 allows a few thousand dollars, 
and the provision grew up, as I am advised at the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and by a report which I hold in my hand, from a state of facts 
like this: In Southern California and in portions of Florida and atsome 
of the watering-places there is a great demand for, postal service during 
certain portions of the year. The business is so great that the post- 
office force is too small, and there is a necessity for temporary employ- 
ment and for additional service in order to afford an; like accom- 
modations at all. In the report of the Postmaster-General, he says: 

I call attention also to the fact that while the law contemplates provision for 
extraordinary cases of such increase of population or of ess as are so com- 
mon in this country, and for cases where at different seasons numbers of 


visitors at favorite resorts overwhelm the ordinary means and facilities of mail 
partes, no appropriation is usually made for the purposes contemplated by that 
w. 


And he asks that $50,000 be allowed. Ido not make a point on this 
matter, but I state the information which I have received showing that 
the item is correct. I think it would be well to allow that to be done 
to meet cases of the sort I have mentioned. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is ample authority under the preceding para- 


The ques- 


graph. There has never been any sum in gross heretofore appropriated 
for this special purpose. 

There was an immense rush of business at one time at a post-office 
in Colorado, and the Department dealt with the question under the 
ordinary provisions of the existing law. The Senator will see thedan- 
ger, I think, of entering on this class of appropriation now if he ex- 
amines the paragraph carefully. The law now is: 

Sec. 3863. Whenever unusual business accrues at any post-office the Postmas- 
ter-General shall make a special order allowing reasonable compensation for 
clerical service, and Soronortonsa increase of salary to the postmaster during 
ths time of such extraordinary business. 

That would open up a very wide door if this provision contemplates 
an increase of salary, as it does; and it will only be another step until 
we shall have the salaries of postmasters adjusted from day to day and 
from week to week and from month to month, according as there may 
be an accidental or temporary increase of business. 

The Senator from Kentucky will understand, I think, that under the 
preceding paragraph the Postmaster-General can allow clerk-hire fora 
month or two months or three months or for an entire year. 

Mr. BECK. If that is understood I will not press the matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no trouble about that; and if he thinks that 
the amount appropriated in the preceding paragraph should be larger 
I will not object to increasing it; but I call attention to the law which 
is the foundation of this provision of the Revised Statutes. Section 90 
of chapter 335 of the statutes of 1872 is as follows: 

That whenever, by reason of the presence of a military or naval force near 
any post-office, or from any other cause, unusual business accrues thereat, the 
Postmaster-General shall make a special order allowing reasonable compensa- 
tion for clerical service, and a proportionate increase of salary to the postmaster 
during the time of such extraordinary business. 

It was in the time of the emergency of the location of military force, 
whereby the ordinary postal force was not sufficient, that the provision 
was to apply. ` 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to tell the Senator having the bill in 
charge and the Senate how the Department met the question in one 
case in Colorado, which has been alluded to. 

The office wasa $12 office. It grew suddenly to bea very large office. 
Fortunately for the public, the postmaster was a man of wealth, and 
he paid out the first year he could get his accounts arranged $7,000 for 
clerk-hire, which has never been repaid him to this day, and he still 
has the claim, and he will probably transmit that claim to his great- 
grandchildren. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 2, line 26, at the end of the clause appropriating 
$450,000 ‘‘ for rent, light, and fuel to post-oflices of the third class,” 
to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third-class post- 
office for rent a sum in excess of $300, nor more than $60 for fuel and lights in 


any one year, nor shall any contract be made calling for the payment of cither 
rent or fuel or lights beyond the fiscal year 1889, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 2, to strike out tho 
clause from line 33 te line 35, inclusive, as follows: 

The Postmaster-General in his discretion may hereafter allow rent, light, 
and fuel at offices of the third class, in the same manner he does now at offices 
of the first and second classes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, after line 39, to 
insert: 

For the additional expense of the free-delivery service made necessary by the 
act entitled "An act to it the hours that letter-carriers in cities shall be em- 
ployed per day,” approved May 24, 1888, $1,000,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under head of ‘‘ Office Superintendent 
Foreign Mails,’’ in section 1, on page 5, after line 105, to insert: 

To provide more efficient mail service between the United States and Central 
and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes of 
this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and ed 


con! with American built and registered steam-ships for the transporta- 
tion of the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judg- 
ment best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be for a period 
of not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceedin, 
for each outward trip $1 per nautical e of the distance in the most direct an 
feasible sailing course between the terminal points as shall be found expedient 
and le to secure the ends above set forth, 

Mr. BECK. When the bill gets to the Senate I presume I can move 
to strike out that paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can then have a vote 
on agreeing or disagreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reserved in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 RoN 
- The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, on page 5, after line 118, to insert: 

The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the contract- 
ors stating dates of departure of steam-ships from theUnited States six months 
in advance, and in case of unreasonable failure of any steam-ship or steam-ships 
to depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-half the 
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contract price for said trip or trips, and in the event of continued failure to de- 
stated Postmaster-Ge: 


on in the schedule the neral may annul the 
tract or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now offer anamendment on my own responsibility, 
to which I call the attention of the Senate, it being legislation and sub- 
ject to a point of order, which I hope will not be made: 


That hereafter the postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and scions shall 
be charged at the rate of 1 cent for each 8 ounces or fraction thereof, subject in 
all other respects to the existing law. 


That is the provision of a bill which has already passed the Senate, 
except that in order to accommodate the bill to the Canadian rates of 
it was made 1 cent for each 4 ounces. I understand that the 
‘ost-Office Committee, except for the Canadian rate, would haye made 
the amount 8 ounces, and I propose that figure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senator indicate where the 
clause is to come in? 

Mr. PLUMB. Between lines 102 and 103. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, between lines 102 and 103, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

That hereafter the ge on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and scions shall be 
charged at the rate of 1 cent for each 8 ounces or fraction thereof, subject in all 
other respects to the existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is a separate vote desired on any 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BECK. I desire a separate vote on the amendment under the 
head of ‘‘ Office Superintendent Foreign Mails,’’ inserting the clauses 
from lines 106 to 129 inclusive, whatI call—I do not know what others 
call it—the subsidy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the other amendments be con- 
curred in? 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that Iam afraid that there perhaps 
would not be a quorum developed if the yeas and nays were taken. 
‘This is an old contest that we have had over and over again, and per- 
haps we have all made a record on it. Many of us have resisted legis- 
lation of this sort on apprépriation bills, but it is generally carried in 
the Senate. Fearing that there might not be a quorum developed by 
a call of the yeas and nays, as I suppose there is not much danger of 
its passing the House, I believe I shall be willing to trust the matter 
to future action between the two Houses, and I will not ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. COKE. As the yeasand nays are not to be called on this clause, 
I desire to put it on record that I am opposed to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to make the same statement. I will not 
call for the yeas and nays, becanse it would involve a call of the Sen- 
ate, but I shall vote against concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against the amendment. If there 
was a yea-and-nay vote my vote would be recorded against it. I make 
the statement because the yeas and nays are not to be called. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iam opposed to this amendment, and I am heartily 
against it as proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that but for the fact that Iam paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] I should vote 
against the amendment. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in ? 

Mr. BROWN. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary read the words to be inserted, as follows: 


To provide more efficient mall service between the United States and Central 
and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes of 
this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to 
eontract with American built and registered steamships for the tra) rtation 
of the United States mails to such ports in said countries as in his judgment 
will best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be for a period of 
not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding for 
each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course between the terminal points as shall be found expedient 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth, 

The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the contract- 
ors stating dates of departure of steam-ships from the United States six months 
in advance, and in case of unreasonable failure of any steam-ship or steam-ships 
to depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated, the ‘Postmaster-Gen- 
eral may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-half the 
contract price for said trip or trips, and in the eventof continued failure todepart 
on dates stated in the schedule the Postmaster-General may annul the contract 
or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress. 


Mr. BROWN. I think the amendment a wise one, and if the yeas 
and nays are called I shall vote for it with pleasure. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that if the yeas and nays were called 
I should vote against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment having been agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole, the question is on concurring in the 
same in the Senate. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


XIX——329 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 


con- | read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in 
severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory. I move 
that the proposed amendment be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate for printing 5,000 copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 109; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting the motion the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

: STATE DEFENSES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 11th in- 
stant, a report of the Secretary of State, to whom said resolution was addressed, 
together with a copy of the letter addressed by William H. Seward, Secreta: 


ry 
of State, to the governors of certain States of the Union, under date of October 
14, 1861, as described in said resolution, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, June 14, 1888. 

ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL DAM. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3025) to provide for the reconstruction of the Govern- 
ment dam at the Rock Island arsenal, and for the immediate construc- 
tion of a temporary dam to furnish water-power for said arsenal. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read at length. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill has already been read at length. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be again read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in tho 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $275,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
for the reconstruction of the Government dam at the Rock Island arsenal, an 
for the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water-power for 


said arsenal and to be used as a coffer-dam when the permanent dam is recon- 
structed, 


Mr. ALLISON. When the bill was under consideration a few days 
ago the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] desired that it might 
lie over, in order that he could make a further examination of the situ- 
ation as respects the obligations of the Government to reconstruct this 
dam, and at his solicitation, unless he desires to make somè remarks—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at my solicitation; at my suggestion. 

+ Mr. ALLISON. At the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, I 
offer an amendment to the bill, which I think is a wise one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

The provisions of this act shall not be construed or held as importing or im- 
plying any obligation on the part of the United States to maintain said dam or 
works by reason of any om rere to said Moline Water-Power tgs yey leave 
ing oil gaes ons of legal right and obligation as they existed before the passage- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When this bill was up the other day I had a faint 
recollection of having heard of the matter before and of numerous dif- 
ficulties that had existed, and I asked to have it laid over, which the 
Senator from Iowa very kindly and promptly agreed todo. I sent to 
the Secretary of War, on my own responsibility, an inquiry as to the 
view of the War Department about our situation there, both as it re- 

our contract obligations and the public interest, and I think it 
ue to the Senator from Iowa, to the Secretary of War, and to the pub- 
lic interest that what the Secretary of War has said to me should go 
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on the records of the Senate. I therefore ask that his letter and the 
letter of the Chief of Ordnance addressed to me in reply to mine be 
read. 
It will be noticed or might be noticed by anybody who sees the letter of 
the Secretary of War to me, that itis unsigned; but thatis a mere acci- 
dent, a meresimplething, that in signing his letters it was passed over. I 
think it due to the Senate to call attention to it, but Isuppose it is his 
letter all the same. Iask that the Secretary read the letter of the Sec- 
retary of War and the report of the Chief of Ordnance in reply to my 
letter, so that they may appear in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letters will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington Oily, June 13, 1883. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the Lith 
instant in reference to the bill now pending in the Senate toappropriate $275,000 
for constructing a temporary dam, ete., at the Rock Island „and inquir- 
ing whether the United States is under any obligations to rebuild and keep up 
the dam as a matter of contract with the Moline Water-Power Sompa 

In reply I beg to invite attention to the inclosed report of the 13th instant, 
which Bas just been received from the Chief of Ordnance, and which seems to 
state og peed fully, and shows that the United States is under obligations to 
resto is dam. ; 


ery respectfull — 
de Seerctary of War. 
Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
United States Senate. 
S ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, D. C., June 13, 1888. 


Sır: I have the honor to return Senator Epuunps’s letter of the 11th instant, 
making inquiries about the destroyed dam at Rock Island arsenal, and to re- 
port: 


rt: 

Congress, April 19, 1854, authorized the appointment of a commission to ad- 
just claims growing out of the action of the United States in taking possession 
of property at the Rock Island arsenal, etc. The commission recommended 
that the Moline Water-Power Com y should convey to the United States the 
fee of the entire water-power, the United States to construct the water-power 
roe give to noe ire Company in perpetuity, free of cost, one-fourth of all 

power n ete. ~ 

March 2, 1867, Congress authorized the Secretary of War to carry into effect 
the recommendations of the commissioners, ete. On A t 20, 1867, the Acting 
Secretary of War, U. S. Grant, made an agreement with the Moline Water- 
Power Company, accordingly, 

recommendation of the commissioners, second’ section, is as follows: 

“ The Government to develop and n the power, so far as itean be done 
with the money heretofore ms ihe anes and that which may hereafter be ap- 
if bye by Congress for the pu Sig 
The agreement made by General Grant, Acting Secretary of War, isas follows: 
t+ & è and which nes mayo together with the maintenance of that 
power, is to be done by the United States out of the appropriation applicable to 
oap. purposes, and of any future appropriation that may be made applicable 

same, 

It is understood by this bureau that the water-power has to be maintained by 
the United States out of appropriations made by Congress, and it is now be- 
lieved that the reconstruction of the dam recently destroyed should be done 
under appropriations to be made by Nea org 

To the second inquiry, I have to state that the object of the United States de- 
veloping the water-power was to economically run the many work-shops at the 
arsenal, “The public interests are concerned in rebuilding the dam independ- 
ent ofany contract obligation, ete., in this, that next winter and spring the 
floating ice rushing through the gap will endanger the two Government bridges 
that join the island with Moline and Rock Island, and which cost in the aggre- 
gate $200,000, Besides this, unless the dam is reconstructed, the introduction of 
steam-power will become a necessity, and while its first cost may be less, the sav- 
ing of cost by the use of water would in a few years repay this nt increased 
expenditure, and thereafter be a gain and economy to the United States. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, P 
S. V. BENET, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
The Honorable the SECRETARY or War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish simply to say that on an examination of 
the acts of Congress and the contracts made by General Grant, acting 
Secretary of War, with this company, my own opinion is that the 
United States is under no contract or other obligation to the Moline 
Water-Power Company to rebuild this dam, either morally or other- 
wise. Whether,if we do not rebuild it, the property should not be 
again surrendered to that company is another question that appeals to 
morals, aside from the question of this bill. But as the Secretary of 
War takes the responsibility of saying that the public interest requires 
the rebuilding of this dam, I am willing to let the bill go, with the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa, suggested by myself, pro- 
viding that no implication shall arise out of our doing this in respect 
of any future obligation about it, but to leave legal matters just as they 
stan 


d. 

It has been stated in one report to the War Department since this 
dam was carried away that these private mill-owners, ete., are to make 
a claim for damages against the United States for their stoppage ot 
business since the dam has been carried away, and I suppose indefi- 
nitely until the dam is rebuilt and kept up in perpetuity for their ad- 


vantage. 

The acts of Congress have provided all the time that all these people 
had to require of the United States was just what they could get by ap- 
pone to the judgment of Congress for money to maintain the works, 

t being maintained as far as Congress thought it proper to maintain 
them, they were entitled to a quarter of the water, whatever it was; if 
it was up, they were entitled to a quarter of it; if it was half up they 
were entitled to a quarter of that, and so on. That is the fair, as I 
think, and legal construction of these contracts. But the Secretary ot 
War says that the public interest, entirely apart from any contract ques- 


S 


tion, requires this dam to be renewed. I take him, for the present pur- 
at his word, and suppose that he understands what heis sa 

But it all seems to rest upon the question of our resorting to steam- 
power for public interests in keeping up that arsenal. 

It appears in these very same papers that although the dam was up 
down toa very few weeks ago, we havea steam-power already introduced 
capable of doing all that is now required to be done for the publicinter- 
est. Ifwe have this great water-power essential to the interests of the 
United States, why we should have thought it advisable to resort to 
steam-power I confess I can not understand. It ought to he either 
steam-power or water-power. The water-power is adequate, as we all 
know, if that is the best way to use it, for all p at all times of 
the year; but in spite of that, at the expense of the United States, 
steam works have been introduced, which the reports show are now 
adequate to every present purpose of the United States. I confess I 
do not understand it. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the Senator whether he inquired as to the 
authority of General Grant when Secretary of War to make such acon- 
tract? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not inquire as to the authority of General 
Grant, as my friend inquires, to make the contract, because General 
Grant had the authority that he exercised precisely, because his con- 
tract with the water-power company referred specifically to the act of 
Congress, or joint resolution, which is an act of Congress, and the very 
same provision, that the water-power was to be developed to the ex- 
tent of the fhen money that had been appropriated for that purpose, 
and afterwards was to be developed and maintained according to what 
Congress might appropriate for the purpose. The contract, therefore, 
was within the very letter of that act of authority, and that act of 
authority and the contract both rested in respect of the future upon 
what Congress should think it fit to do in regard to keeping up these 
works. It might happen, as we all know, in tifty years from now that 
there would be no necessity whatever for any public works at that 
place, and that they ought to be utterly abandoned, as from day to day 
we abandon military reservations and old arsenals and forts; and it 
would be a very strange state of things if the Congress of the United 
States had authorized anybody, as they have not, to make a perpetual 
engagement to keep up a water-power forever on the Mississippi River 
for the benefit of any private interests whatever. They have not doneit, 

So, as the Secretary of War says, though I can not anderstand it, 
that the public interest, merely for public purposes, requires this dam 
to be rebuilt, I am willing to let it go; but I want to let it go with the 
protest that I can not understand why we have been to the expense of 
introducing steam-power while we had the water-power, and secondly, 
why we should be considered by the War Department as bound for- 
ever to keep up this establishment for private interests. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the Senator from Vermont is for 
the bill with the amendment that has been pi s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not for it, but I acquiesce in it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment was the result of his own sugges- 
tion. As to the suggestion he makes, that he does not understand 
why steam-power is used there now, I desire to say in auswer that it 
is to meet exactly the emergency which now exists. Here isthe dam 
that they were relying upon washed away. Suppose there was no 
steam in any of those buildings there, what would be the condition ? 
The shops would have to shut up. , 

The fact is that there is but one of the buildings that has steam-power 
in it, and that may be all that is necessary for the time being to run 
the machinery of one of the buildings, but if any great emergency 
should come upon the country steam-power would have to be intro- 
duced into all of them, and if that were required it would cost the Gov- 
ernment of the United States hundreds or thousands of dollars more 
to run them by steam than the appropriation to reconstruct this dam. 
So far as that is concerned I think that is a good answer to the Sena- 
tor’s statement. 

Upon the general history of this matter, the men, or their predeces- 
sors, engaged in the conduct of private business at Rock Island were 
there before the arsenal was established. The water-power was estab- 
lished by themselves, at their own expense. They owned the land. 
They had constructed wing-dams. They had constructed whatever was 
necessary to give them all the water-power that they needed, and it was 
a much better water-power than they have to-day. Notwithstanding 
theamount of money which has been expended by the Government of 
the United States, the people there at Rock Island would be much 
better off if the Rock Island arsenal had never been established there 
or if they had never been interfered with in the water-power that they 
themselves established. 

But the Government buys this arsenal ground and establishes the ar- 
senal, which is probably the largest arsenal in this country, and I do 
not know but that it is as large as there is anywhere else in the world. 
To make the establishment there perfect, so that it could be operated 
to the best advantage, the Government comes along and says to the 
Moline Water-Power Company, ‘* we want this land; we want to con- 
structthis dam; we want to construct these wings; we want todo what- 
ever is n to establish this great arsenal.” Those gentlemen 
had their rights there, and before the Government could do what it de- 
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sired to do, under the rights existing between men, and between the 
people and the Government itself, contracts were entered into by which 
the Moline Water-Power Company was given a certain portion of the 
work, and it was agreed that the water-power should be developed, the 
dam constructed, and that the water-power should be maintained in 
perpetuity. 

I am not going into a discussion of the technical force, or the lan- 
guage of the different statutes; but under the different statutes which 
have been enacted, General Grant made the first contract, General 
Rawlins made the second, and the third one has been made which is 
not in the records that have been published, all recognizing the fact 
that the Moline Water-Power Company had the right to the construc- 
tion of the dam by the Government, and the development of the wa- 
ter-power and the maintenance of it, the Government giving the Mo- 
line Water-Power Company a certain portion of the water. That is 
all there is in it. 

Aside from any private interest, I want the Senators of the United 
States to understand that this dam is not sought for simply because 
the Moline Water-Power Company have any interest init; itis sought 
for becanse the Government of the United States has an interest in it, 
not perhaps for the immediate use of all the water that the construc- 
tion of the dam would give, because there is not very much work going 
on there; but as a matter of fact, ifthe dam is not constructed between 
now and next spring, the Governmentof the United States, nine chances 
out of ten, will lose two bridges which have been constructed there 
by the flow of ice down that wing of the river, which will take those 
bridges out unquestionably, if the dam is not constructed so as to make 
the back-water there a sort of pond where there will be no rapid flow. 

That is all there is in this case. Ido not desire to take up further 
time about it, because I understand the Senator who has been opposing 
it heretofore is satisfied with the adoption of the bill with the amend- 
ment which he has suggested. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ought to say that I am not altogether satisfied, 
but that I acquiesce in the superior judgment of my friends from Iowa 
and Illinois, with this security against any implication arising from the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill is disposed of I desire to say a few 
words respecting it. I do not claim, nor do I think the Congress of 
the United States ought for a moment to admit that we are bound in 
perpetuity to maintain this water-power. It is not upon that theory 
that I advocate the reconstruction of this dam; but I say that when the 
Government of the United States fails to maintain this water-power 
we are under a moral if not a legal obligation to return the water- 
power to the company that deeded it to us in fee-simple. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So much of it as was theirs. 

Mr. ALLISON. So much of it as was theirs. The Moline Water- 
Power Company claim to hold all the water-power on the eastern end 
of Rock Island. The Government of the United States away back in 
1864 and 1866 claimed that it held a portion of that power, and when 
the Rock Island arsenal was about to be constructed it became an im- 
portant question to the Government of the United States whether it 
should own this water-power in partnership with anybody. Before a 
great amount of money was expended at the arsenal, the Government 
of the United States made a contract whereby the Moline Water-Power 
Company surrendered to the Government of the United States all their 
claim to that water-power and gave it a deed in fee-simple, and not 
only did that, but agreed to furnish it with asufficient amount of land 
to develop the water-power for the Government of the United States. 

The Government expended in the development of that water-power 
from $800,000 to $900,000 during a series of years. When appropri- 
ation after appropriation had been made for the construction of the 
Rock Island arsenal it was claimed, I believe, by one or two engineers 
that the Government of the United States had made a bad bargain 
with the Moline Water-Power Company, and that it would be wiser 
and better to use as a motive power in the running of the arsenal steam 
rather than the utilization of this great water-power, which is without 
a rival, in my judgment, in the United States, or perhaps in the world. 
A commission of engineers of high character, under, I believe, a sug- 
gestion in an appropriation act, certainly under the suggestion of the 
Secretary of War, was sent out to the arsenal for the purpose of re- 
porting to Congress whether we should not surrender the water-power 

k again and use steam for the purposes of the arsenal. ‘The report 
of those engineers, which is to be found in the printed documents, 
recommended and urged that the Government at all hazards should 
hold and maintain the water-power, as the utilization of the water- 
power would save the Government $100,000 a year by meansof its use 
rather than by the use of steam. 

I think the Secretary of War states truthfully that it is wise in the 
public interest to reconstruct this dam, because if we do not recon- 
struct it we abandon the water-power, and necessarily the Moline 
Water-Power Company would resume its rights under the owning of 
the power. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest that 
the Moline Water-Power Company would be perfectly helpless if the 
Government simply abandoned the work, unless the Government should 


take some action to give them back what they were entitled to and 
what they possessed prior to its being taken by the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. So they would; I agree to that. Therefore I say 
unless the Government does reconstruct this dam, it is, through some 
official source, bound in honor to make some arrangement whereby 
this water-power shall be abandoned on the part of the Government, 
and that is all there is in this question. 

I desire to say this much because, having practical knowledge of the 
whole situation at Rock Island, I believe that the Government, under 
no circumstances, should surrender this water-power. I know there 
are people in certain sections of this’: country who have an idea that 
there should not be a great arsenal located in the heart of the conti- 
nent, but that the arsenals should be located on the seaboard or on the 
Gulf and in that neighborhood. We have spent $8,000,000 in the con- 
struction of the Rock Island arsenal. We have ground there belong- 
ing to the Government miles in extent, an island in the Mississippi 
River, with this great water-power. 

I venture the statement that if the Government shall existfifty years 
from now, instead of this arsenal being abandoned by the Government 
it will be the great arsenal of the United States of America, with its 
200,000,000 of people. It is the best point for the distribution of every 
article that the Government may choose to make as respects the main- 
taining of its armies either with munitions of war or with guns Sọ I 
think when this question comes up itshould be maintained that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States intends to continue the arsenal there, per- 
fected by appropriations from year to year. We have appropriated 
money for this arsenal every year since 1866, so that we have now in- 
vested in it, aside from this water-power, between $8,000,000 and 
$9,000,000. 

I only desired to say this much in order that it might not be fora 
moment considered that the Government intends either to abandon the 
arsenal or to abandon the water-power. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Vermont referred to the fact that 
persons are claiming damages on account of this dam having been 
washed away. The basis of his remarks, I think, is founded upon a 
letter written by a man in charge of the arsenal. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I have heard of no citizen there, no man interested in the water- 
works as a private citizen, saying anything at all about believing that 
he could recover damages on account of the dam having been washed 
away and its remaining so until it is reconstructed by the Government. 
I have heard nothing on that subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In response to the suggestion of my friend from 
Illinois, I read from Executive Document No. 177, of the present Con- 
gress, first session, a paragraph from a letter addressed to the Chief of 
Ordnance of the Army of the United States by T. G. Baylor, colonel 
of ordnance, commanding at Rock Island arsenal: 


Our operations at the arsenal can go on with the steam-power already pro- 
vided, but the Moline Water-Power Company will doubtless claim damages 
against the Government for the loss of this water-power, for which they were 
in od, pirg prapat dependent for their manufactures, until this power is re- 
sto: to them, 


I simply wish to say that I deny, as one of the persons concerned in 
taking care of the money of the people, any obligation on the part of 
the United States in any such respect, and I do not wish anybody at 
the Moline water-works, or anywhere else, to suppose that by the pas- 
sage of this bill any obligation in alegal or moral point of view in re- 
spect of rebuilding this dam exists. So far as my vote is concerned, I 
allow the bill to go through because the Secretary of War says that the 
public interest, apart from all contract obligations, requires it to be 
done. I have great doubt about that, but as I have much confidefice 
in this Administration I will take it to be so. 

Mr. REAGAN. Whatever appropriation is necessary for the preser- 
vation or promotion of utility of the arsenal at Rock Island I shall 
very cheerfully vote for; but our experience about the Government 
making water-power for private persons in this country, particularly 
in that portion of the Union, is not such as to recommend additional 
measures for that purpose. It is only necessary to refer to St. An- - 
thony’s Falls and to the water-power built at an enormous expense by 
the Government for private parties on the Fox River. Millions of dol- 
lars have been spent there, more than $2,000,000 at least, to furnish 
water-power to private parties for manufacturing establishments, mills, 
ete. I understand, of course, that this was done upon the supposition 
that the water ways of the country must be rebuilt. 

The Senator from Illinois referred, as one of his arguments for the 
restoration of this water-power, to the fact that if the dam was not re- 
built the flow of ice might sweep away two bridges there. I do not 
know about both the bridges, but I understand that one of the bridges 
was largely built at Government ex and that private parties 
charge the public $5 a car, empty or loaded, for cars passing over that 
bridge, although it is a bridge built by public money. Itseems tome 
that we ought to understand just how far we are going in these cases 
where public money is expended for private purposes. 

It appears that the Government can get along with the steam-power 
there, but that the Moline Water-Power Company needs this water- 
power. If the Government has obligated itself in perpetuity to pre- 


serve the water-power for that private company, I can only say that 
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perhaps it had betterstand by the unfortunate contract; but from what 
I can learn of the position assumed by the Senator from Vermont, and 
I believe bis position to be correct as far as I understand the facts, the 
Government was only obligated to build the dam and preserve the 
water-power so far as Congress might be willing to make appropria- 
tions for that purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what the old law and the con- 
tracts provide, 

Mr. REAGAN, I have not heard any paper presented that shows 
either a law or a contract by which the Government was bound in per- 
pei to preserve the water-power for the company. I should dis- 

ike to have to vote against a measure recommended by the Secretary 
of War, but I must say that, without some better showing than has 
been made, I shall feel bound to vote against the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to correct the Senator from Texas as to 
the bridges. There are three or four bridges across the river, two of 
which belong to the Government. The bridge to which the Senator 
refers, where they have been charging heretofore—I do not think they 
are doing it now—is an entirely different structure. That bridge has 
no connection with the Government of the United States whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ATOR 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a concurrent resolution of the Senate which was passed 
by the House of Representatives with an amendment, and to recom- 


mend that the Senate concur in the House amendment. I ask that | 


that action be now taken. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolation will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate(the House of Representatives concurring), That 5,000 copies 
of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations (Miscellaneous Document 
No. 109, first session Fiftieth Congress), being the report relating to the fisher- 
ies treaty, together with the views of the minority, be printed for the use of the 
Senate, in connection with the message of the President, dated February 20, 
1888, and the proposed treaty with Great Britain, and the map of the fishing 
limits prepared at the Hydrographic Office. 


The amendment of the House of Representatives was to add to the 


resolution: 
And farther, that 10,000 copies of said documents be printed for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to ask how many copies that gives 
to the Senate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Five thousand to the Senate and 10,000 to the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to take up the bill (S. 610) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of 
certain States and the city of Baltimore, growing out of moneys ex- 
pended by said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes 
during the war of 1812. If it shall give rise to one moment’s debate, 
I Will withdraw the motion to take it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that involvesa broad subject. Iam sorry 
to object. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The bill was unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but it involves a very wide expenditure 


and grave responsibility, and I do not think in a thin Senate at this | 


time of the evening we ought to take it up. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As I said, if there is any inclination to de- 
bate the matter, after its having been here for about ten years, of course 
I do not want to intrude the question upon the Senate at this time. I 
did think that the Senate was prepared to passit. Ifthe Senator from 
Vermont wants to discuss it, and has any reasons to advance why the 
bill should not pass, as a matter of course I shall yield to him, so that 
he may have more time than the clock would seem to allow him this 
evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that this matter, as I am advised, 
on the report of a bill by Senator Pearce, of Maryland, twenty-five or 
thirty or more years ago, was supposed to have been finally settled in 
adjusting the claims of all the States and everybody else about the war 
of-1812. There may be merit in this renewed proposition, but I do 


not think it is the time or the hour to go into the consideration of a | 


vane involves so much, with great respect to my friend from 
ia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will state to the Senator that he is mis- 
taken in saying that there wasa settlement as to all the States. There 
are two States and one city concerned, However, I will adhere to my 


I move that the Senate concur in the amend- | 


proposition and not insist on the consideration of the bill, as the Senator 
from Vermont objects. 
ALVARADO CEMETERY ASSOCIATION OF GEORGETOWN, COLO. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up a bill that will not oc- 
casion any debate. It is Order of Business 1374, being the bill (S. 2922) 
setting apart a tract of land to be used as a cemetery by the Alvarado 
Cemetery Association of Georgetown, Colo. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported with an amendment in section 2, line4, after the 
word ‘‘only,’’ tostrike out ‘‘all valuable mineral lodesand mineral de- 
posits to be reserved to the United States;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to confirm the title to 
the said described tract of land to the Alvarado Cemetery Association, and to 
cause a patent to be issued for said land to be used for cemetery purposes only. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The bill was intended evidently to provide that 
this land should be used only forcemetery purposes. I think that there 
ought to be added a clause that if it shall not be used for these pur- 
rere or shall cease to be used for these purposes, it shall revert to the 

nited States. 

Mr. TELLER. This piece of land, covering about 12 acres, for thirty 
or thirty-five years has been the burial place forthe town. It never can 
be used for any other purpose, and it never will be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that statement I have no objection to make. 

Mr. TELLER, I know the ground. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 18, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 14, 1888. 


| RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 


Varnum M. Babcock, of Wagon Landing, Wis., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at St. Croix Falls, Wis., vice Alvah A. Heald, resigned. 
LIEUTENANT IN THE REVENUE SERVICE, 

Third Lieut. John C. Cantwell, of North Carolina, to be a second 

lieutenant in the revenue service of the United States, vice Lieut. 
Charles D. Kennedy, resigned, 
) POSTMASTERS, 

Abram B. Howkins, to be postmaster at Watsonville, in the county 
of Santa Cruz and State of California, in the place of George B., Card, 
| whose commission expired March 24, 1888; Stephen W. Coffman, who 
| was confirmed by the Senate April 12, 1888, having declined the ap- 
| pointment. 
| ©. C. Farmer, to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, in the county of So- 

noma and State of California, in the place of Thomas B. Hood, whose 
commission expires June 26, 1888. 
| Henry Baldwin, to be postmaster at Park River, in the county of 
! Walsh and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Oscar A. Trovatten, 
| resigned. 

James T. Houtz, to be postmaster at Blunt, in the county of Hughes 
| and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Newbary E. Westover, whose 
| commission expires June 28, 1898. 
| Charles W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county of 
| Traill and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Manley R. Morgan, re- 
| signed. 
| August Huesing, to be postmaster at Rock Island, in the county of 
| Rock Island and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles W. Hawes, 
whose commission expires July 4, 1888. 

John A. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Harvard, in the county of Me- 
Henry and State of Illinois, in the placeof John W. Groesbeck, whose 
commission expired April 23, 1883. 

Porter Hamilton, to be postmaster at Mapleton, in the county of 
Monona and State of Iowa, in the place of Winfield F. Scott, whose 
commission expires June 28, 1888. 

James W. Hughs, to be postmaster at Cawker City, in the county of 
Mitchell and State of Kansas, in the place of William C. Whitney, 
whose commission expires July 4,- 1888. 

Franklin Swift, to be postmaster at Silver Creek, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York, in the placeof Frank B. Patchen, 
deceased. 

J. F. Wellington, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of Chey- 
| enne and State of Nebraska, in tke place of William J. Brennan, whose 
commission expires July 1, 1888. 

John W. Spaight, to be postmaster at Fishkill-on-the-Hudson, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of William C. 
Harris, deceased. 

Philo H. Stevens, to be postmaster at Fredonia, in the county of 
Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of Melissa A. Peme 
berton, whose commission expires June 19, 1888. 
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David E. Baxter, jr., to be postmaster at oe os, in the county of 


Allen and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles E. Shenk, resigned. 

W. T. McBurney, to be postmaster at Sandy Lake, in the county of 
er and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John F. Rayen, re- 
moved. 

Thomas M. Uttley, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the county of 
Mifllin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Robert W. Patton, 
whose commission expired June 19, 1888. 

J. G. H. Buck, to be at Hillsborough, in the county of 
Hill and State of Texas, in the place of William Wood, whose com- 
mission exptred May 21, 1888. 

an Moore, to be postmaster at Gatesville, in the county of 
Coryell and State of Texas, in the place of Berryman Moore, whose 
commission expired June 12, 1888. 

J. C. Woodworth, to be postmaster at Cuero, in the county of De 
Witt and State of Texas, in the place of August Holzapfel, whose 
commission expired June 12, 1888. 

Fred W. Morse, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of George W. Wing, 
whose commission expires July 5, 1888. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 

John Francis Urie, a resident of Massachusetts, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill an exisfing vacancy. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER-GENERAL TO PARIS EXPOSITION. 

Somerville P. Tuck, of New York, to be assistant commissioner-gen- 
eral of the United States to the international exposition to be held in 
Paris, France, in 1889. 

COMMISSIONER-GENERAL TO PARIS EXPOSITION. 

William B. Franklin, of Connecticut, to be commissioner-general of 
the United States to the international exposition to be held in Paris, 
France, in 1889, : 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 6, 1888. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Henry W. Scott to be register of the land office at Larned, Kans. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY—TWENTY-FOURTH INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Henry Wygant, to be captain, May 15, 1888. 
Second Lieut, Henry W. Hovey, to be first lieutenant, May 15, 1888. 


Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 14, 1888, 
POSTMASTERS. 
Jefferson T. Whitman, to be postmaster at Dalton, Whitfield County, 


eorgia. 
* Ji _ A. Field, to be postmaster at Higginsville, Lafayette County, 
ebraska. 
Emma Walker, to be postmaster at Robinson, Crawford County, Illi- 
nois. 
Henry Bristol, to be postmaster at Hudson, Summit County, Ohio. 
Jacob Krench, to be postmaster at Celina, Mercer County, Ohio. 
Hiram P. Graham, to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Eau Claire County, 
Wisconsin. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


William H. Lyman, of Ohio, collector of customs for the district of | Ky 


Miami, in the State of Ohio. 

Joseph W. Clapp, of Massachusetts, collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Nantucket, in the State of Massachusetts. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Thomas P. Smith, of Arizona, agent for the Indians of the Osage 

agency in the Indian Territory. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Thomas J. Smith, of New Hampshire, to be solicitor of internal rey- 

enue, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 14, 1888. 


‘The House metat 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I think the Journal 
states that leave of absence was granted to me for two weeks. That is 
a mistake. It should be for two days. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

The Journal was then approved. 

IMPROVEMENTS AT FORT MYER, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying map and papers, an es- 
timate from the Secretary of War of an appropriation to pay owners 
for improvements made on the Fort Myer military reservation, Arling- 


ton, Va,; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ELECTRIC PLANT, FORT LEAVENWORTH PRISON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of 
an appropriation for an electric plant at the United States military - 
prison at Fort Leavenworth; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BUILDINGS AT SANTA CARLOS, ARIZ, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
War of an appropriation for construction of buildings at Santa Carlos, 
Ariz.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with accompanying correspondence, a letter 
from the president of the Mississippi River Commission in relation to 
the necessity for an appropriation for the payment of mses of the 
commission for the current year; which was refi to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AARON FRIEDIEIM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2882) to pay 
Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under the act of March 3, A. D. 
1883. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask the present consideration of that bill by unani- 
mous consent, Mr. Speaker. It is but a small matter, involving some 
$20 of a tobacco tax not refunded by mistake—— 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the sum of $22.07 be paid to Aaron Friedheim, of Cam- 
den, Ouachita County, Arkansas, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, for the rebate due him under the act of March 3, A. D. 1883, 
of taxes paid on tobacco, snuff, cigars, and cigarettes, the claim for which having 
been lost in the transmission thereof. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, read three times, 
and passed. 
Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Rocers, until Monday, the 25th. 

To Mr. GUENTHER, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr. DUNN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BowDEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. PATTON, for ten days, on account of important business, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 

A bill (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 


‘A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 


an; 
A bill (S. 845) granting a pension to the widow of John A. Turly; 
A bill (S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarkin; 
A bill (S. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; 
A bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw, and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and 
telephone lines through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor. 
DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House non-concur in the Senate amendments to the consular and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill, and ask a conference thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 


BUSINESS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to offer a privileged reso- 
lution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That after the reading of the Journal and the reference of business 
on the Speaker’s table each day, there shall be one-half hour allowed for the 
consideration of measures on the Calendar by unanimous consent, and in recog- 
nizing members to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of business 
the Speaker shall proceed as follows: Heshall call five names, beginning at 
the first name on roll, and when they shall have been called he shall then 


call five names, Seino at the last name on the roll, alternating in this man- 
ner until everv member have been called: Provided, That no member who 
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has once been called shall be again recognized until every name shall have 
been called: And provided further, That the Speaker shall not entertain any 
motion for unanimous consent to consider any measure except during the half 
hour above provided. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. LIaskunanimousconsent—— (Cries of “Regu- 
Jar order !”’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask that the demand for the regular order 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. BRYCE. Iask unanimous consent to make a brief personal 
statement. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. We will have to take a half day to discuss the 
very important question before us. 

PRINTING REPORT ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I offer a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 
‘The report was read, as follows: 


The committee have considered the Senate concurrent resolution to print 5,000 
copies of the of the Committee on Foreign Relations (Miscellaneous Dos- 
ument No. 109,firstsession Fiftieth Congress), being the report relating to the fish- 
eries treaty, together with the views of the minority, for the use of the Senate 
in connection with the message of the President dated February 20, 1835, and 
the proposed treaty with Great Britain, and the map of the fishing limits pro- 

at the Hydrographic Office. 

And I am directed to reportsame to the House, with the recommendation that 
{t do pass with an amendment, as follows: ** And that 10,000 copies of said mis- 
cam document be also printed forthe use of the House of Representa- 

ves. 

` Amend by adding to the resolution the following words: ‘and further, that 
ped copies of said document be printed for the use of the House of Represent- 
ves.’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. ApAms] will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

Mr. BRYCE. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order isdemanded, which cuts off all 
requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BELMONT. I did not understand it was insisted upon. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] will agree to withdraw his ob- 

ection. 
; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has renewed his de- 
mand for the regular order since the gentleman from New York made 
his statement. The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10190) providing for an Assistant Secre- 
tary of War; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

RESPONSIBILITY OF ENLISTED MEN, SIGNAL CORPS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the 
Signal Corps responsible for public property; which was referred tothe 
ears Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
4 ALFRED PLEASONTON. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of 
colonel, with the recommendation that the House non-concur in the 
Senate amendments and to the conference requested by the Senate; 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent that this report be now 


acted on. 

TheSPEAKER. Thatcan not be done under the rulesin this hour, 
as the regular order has again been demanded. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I will ask that it be laid aside for the present 
and I will call it up when the hour is over. I will call it up hereafter 
and ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better withdraw it, then, for 
the present. 


Mr. HOOKER. I withdraw it. Iwant tomakethereportnow. I 


would like to ask the parliamentary question whether it is not proper 
to make the report now and ask unanimous consent hereafter for its 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Calendar under the rules of the 
House if made now. ‘The Chair will state, however, that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] can call it up from the Calendar 
just as well as in any other way. 


E. S. ROWLAND. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8581) for the relief of E. 
S. Rowland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M. ORD. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


MAKING MAY 30 A HOLIDAY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. LEE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10053) making 
May 30 a holiday in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


rinted. 
. The SPEAKER. This completes the call of regular and select com- 
mittees for reports. i 
SCHOOL LANDS IN WYOMING. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the 
school and university lands in the Territory of Wyoming, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BRYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement. ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Icall for the regular order, and I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of bills raising revenue. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged re- 


port. 
Mr. BRYCE. 
minutes. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMr11- 
LIN] has demanded the regular order, and I wish to present this re- 
It will occupy only a few minutes. 
Mr. BRYCE. But I made my request first. 


GOVERNMENT DAM AT ROCK ISLAND, 


- The SPEAKER." The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
presents a privileged report. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Is THE HOUSE oy REPRESENTATIVES, May 20, 1888. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report to 
the House of Representatives as soon as practicable whatever information may 
be in possession of the War De: entin relation to the ion of the Gov- 
ernment dam at Rock Island arsenal by the recent floods in the Mississippi 
River, and as to the damages resulting therefrom, and the effect of the destruc- 
tion of said dam upon the operation of the arsenal and factories and saw- 
mills at Molineand Rock Island; and also to submit to the House of Represent- 
atives without delay an estimate of the amount necessary for the reconstrue- 
tion of said dam and for the construction of a temporary dam which will restore 
the water-power and log harbor, which can be used asa cOffer-dam when the 
permanent dam is reconstructed. 

The committee report the resolution back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it be adopted. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have reported that resolution 
back with the recommendation that it do pass, in obedience to the 
wishes of the Committee on Military Affairs. Since that action was 
taken by the committee, however, I have been informed that the Sec- 
retary of War has already furnished the House the information called 
for, and that it is now before the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GEST. Mr. Speaker, I think the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs is mistaken in regard to the action of the Secretary 
of War in this matter, and I would like to see this resolution adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I have been informed by several gen- 
tlemen that all the information contemplated in the resolution has been 
already furnished by the Secretary and is now before the Committee on 
Appropriations. If thatis true, it is useless to pass this resolution. It 
it is not true, then I shall urge the adoption of the resolation. 

Mr. GEST. Well, I do not understand that it is true. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then for the present I will withdraw the res- 
olution. 

Mr. STEELE. Let the resolution go over until the facts are. ascer- 
tained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


I ask the gentleman to withhold his report for a few 


Yes. Iwill withdraw it for the present. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRYCE. Iask unanimous consent to make a brief personal 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state again to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BRYCE] that the regular order has been demanded by 
several gentlemen, and unless that demand is withdrawn the Chair 
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can not recognize any gentleman to make a request for unanimous con- 


sent, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demanded the regular order; 
but I am willing that the gentleman’s request shall be entertained. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCM11- 
LIN] has made a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. d 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave no objection to yielding to the gentleman 
[Mr. BRYCE] if he does not occupy more than fiye minutes. , 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from New York state his re- 
quest? ‘ 5 

Mr. BRYCE. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief personal 
statement which will not occupy more than five minntes. 

There was no objection. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. A 

Mr. BRYCE, The member from Nevada [Mr. WOODBURN] went 
out of his way last Monday to reopen his attack against Mr. Hewitt. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Will the gentleman allow me to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that the gentleman from Nevada is not now in his 
seat? 

Mr. BRYCE. Ihave sent him word of my purpose, sir. 

He threatened at the time to continue this attack later. I have 
waited three days for him to do so and to make good his assertion. He 
has failed to do it; and I deem it a matter of justice to the mayor of 
New York—an ex-member of this House—as well as to myself to now 
call the attention of this House to Mr. WoopBorn’s latest utterances, 
I quote from his speech of last Monday, in which he sayse 

I ask this House to construe the letter written by the British minister to Mr, 
Hewitt on the 19th day of December, 1831, in which he states that Mr. Hewitt 
did call upon him to make an explanation, ete. 

To what letter does the member from Nevada refer? Isit the letter 
of January 14, inserted in the RECORD of May 9? If so, Mr. Woon- 
BURN has either failed to read this letter or he has grossly perverted its 
truth by misquoting it. In what part of this letter does Mr. West 
state that Mr. Hewitt called upon him to make an explanation? Mr. 
West makes no reference to the purpose of Mr. Hewitt’s visit at all. 
It was accidental. Let the Clerk read this letter, preceded by Mr. 
Woopsurn’s perversion of the letter, in order to bring into full focus 
his glaring misstatement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, Woopsvrn’s statement in the RECORD of June 12, 1888, is as follows: 

“Task this House to construe the letter written by the British minister to Mr. 
Hewitt on the 19th day of December, 1881, in which he [the British minister?) 
says that Mr. Hewitt did call upon him to make an explanation,” etc, 

British minister's letter: 
“Brrrisn LEGATION, WASHINGTON, D. C., January 14, 1834. 

“DEAR Mr, HEWITT: In reply to your note of yesterday asking me whether, in 
the course ofa social visit you were kind enough to pay me some days ago, you 
said or did anything which could be construed as an apology for your action in 
moving the resolw in the O’Donnell case, I have only to say I did not regard 
what you said to me in the light of an apology for the resolution, but an expla- 
nation of the peculiar circumstances which prompted it on your part in the in- 
terest of the friendly relations which exist between the countries. 

“ This im pression was moreover strengthened by your allusion to the moderate 

in your opinion, of the resolution wh you gave asa reason why 
you thought the request for delay in execution of the sentence should be granted, 
and by your saying that other resolutions less considerate in form had been pro- 
posed to you, and, as you were informed, would have been offered if you had 
not framed one so satisfactory to both sides of the House as not to meet with a 
single objection, which would have defeated it. I may add that I could not pre- 
sume there was any evidence, from what you said, of any want of sincerity on 
your =: ren oes = ating el question. 

scl arin ms “L, SACKVILLE WEST.” 

Mr. BRYCE. I ask this House whether there is a word, a sentence, 
or a line in Mr. West’s letter going to show that Mr. Hewitt called upon 
him, as the member from Nevada has stated, to make an explanation 
in the line of an apology. If any further proof is necessary to show 
that Mr. Hewitt’s visit was purely accidental, I will read this letter 
from the gentleman who accompanied Mr. Hewitt on that occasion: 


SUDBURY HALL, DERBY, February 7, 1884. 
My Eee vi% : Some Soy has eg ges feg vag s fe gn the Ameri- 
can papers in w ey seem ve made capi ‘or po! purposes out 
of the visit you were unfortunate enough to have accompanied me in to Mr. 
West when I was with you at Washington. As you never would have gone to 
see Mr. West at all that day tf it had not Jor one of the embassy coming in to 
call on me, aair must have drawn very considerably on nation to in- 
vent the story I read, of your purposely visiting our ree a P ve to explain 
that your resolution about O° nell was only intended as a sop to the Irish 
a. in America, and no attention need be paid to it. I can not say that I 
rd anything of such a conversation, but the invention does credit to the 
anaes your opponents. 
ours, truly, VERNON. 


The SPEAKER. The five minutes allowed to the gentleman from 
New York have expired. 

Mr. BRYCE, I ask only two minutes more. I will finish in that 
time. This is a matter in which I am personally interested. 
_ Mr. STRUBLE. Will that conclude the reference to this proceed- 


9 
mos BRYCE. That will conclude it, and, so far as I am concerned, 
I have no desire to allude to the subject again. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will pro- 
There was no objection. 


Mr. BRYCE. If the member from Nevada doubts the veracity of 
the writer of this letter, as he formerly did that of the British minister, 
I will refer him to the leader of his own party, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], who, I understand, is personally acquainted with 
Lord Vernon, who wrote this letter, and who, I believe, sent him the 
newspaper extracts that inspired the letter, 

This evidence which I have produced is of eye and ear witnesses, and 
would be held as conclusive by any court of justice. If therefore the 
member from Nevada still further persists in his misstatements, I will 
leave him in the situation in which he has placed himself—a position 
I for one do not envy, but for which he has only himself to blame. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of revenue measures. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Pending that motion, I moye that when the 
House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole all debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to thirty 
minutes. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. STEELE. I rise to a question of privilege. I would like to 
know the state of the case with regard to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] at line 40, page 3, of 
tho tariff bill. I wish to know whether that amendment was agreed 
to or disagreed to yesterday. à 

The SPEAKER. What is the page of the RECORD? 

Mr. STEELE. Page 5679; but the amendment refers to line 40, 
page 3, of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the present occupant of the chair does 
not preside in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; but 
the memorandum kept at the Clerk’s desk shows that the amendment 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. STEELE. The RECORD shows that it was disagreed to: 

So the amendment was disagreed to, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Recorp is erroneous then. = 

The SPEAKER. It will be corrected. 

Mr. STEELE. Another point, Mr. Speaker; I had made the point 
that there was no quorum. ‘The vote, as announced by the Chair, was 
85 for and 67 against the amendment. There was no withdrawal of 
the point that there was no quorum; and, consequently, that point not 
having been given up—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Chair announced the result; and the ques- 
tion of “no quorum”’ was not insisted upon. 

Mr. STEELE. The question of ‘‘no quorum’’ had been insisted 
upon; and the point was not withdrawn. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A quorum was insisted upon, as I understand, 
for the purpose only of getting tellers; and tellers were ordered. The 
tellers reported; and, as the RECORD shows, there was no further insist- 
ance upon the point. 

Mr. STEELE. If less than a quorum can do business, that motion 
was agreed to; otherwise not. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the present occupant of the chair can 
make no ruling on any question as to proceedings in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. That isa matter which only the 
Committee of the Whole itself can deal with. j 

Mr. STEELE. Farther, it would appear by the RECORD that Mr. 
GALLINGER was recognized as insisting upon the point of ‘‘no quo- 
rum.” The Chair looked at me, cose BS T the gentleman from In- 
diana,” and I made the point. I stated that the letter which I pre- 
sented on this question was so forcible and so much to the point that 
I could not add to it, and would not take up the time of the House. 
That does not appear either. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the RECORD to be corrected 
except in that particular about which there is a disagreement as to the 
action of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. Of 
course the Committee of the Whole must dispose of that question, if 
brought up. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and, pending that motion, moves that all debate on the para- 
graph under consideration and amendments thereto be limited to 
thirty minutes. 5 

Mr. BURROWS. I hardly think that thirty minutes’ debate on this 
question is sufficient time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But we spent two hours and a quarter on it yes- 
terday, at least. 

Mr. BURROWS. I know, but this isa very important portion of the 
bill, and a very important industry. Itseems to me that debate ought 
not to be limited, and certainly not toso short a time as that. Several 
gentlemen desire to be heard on this side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that, with the debate we have already 
had, the time I have suggested is ample. 

Mr. REED. I think you had better say an hour. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I am willing to compromise and make it forty 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. Let us have an hour; I do not know that all that 
time will be occupied. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; I will not be captious, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman then modifies his motion, and 
moves that all debate on the paragraph and amendments thereto shall 
not exceed one hour. 

The motion was agreed to. ~ 

The motion that the House resolve itselfinto Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). 


THE TARIFF. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the pending 
bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the reyenue. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending paragraph of 
the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Tron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron, coated with tin or lead, or with 
a mixture of which these metals are a component part, by the dipping or any 
other process, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne plates, an: TS 
tin, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] moves to strike out this paragraph. The Chair is of opinion 
that that is the pending amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have proposed an amendment, which I presume 
will take precedence of that, to add the words ‘‘two and two-tenths 
cents a pound;’’ in other words, to place this upon the dutiable list at 
that rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that amendment 
as being strictly in order now. ‘The present occupant of the chair was 
not present when the amendment was proposed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania indicated his 
purpose to move the amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. For the purpose of relieving any embarrassment that 
the amendment may cause at this time, I will withdraw it for the 
present, but give notice that I will offer it hereafter when we reach the 
dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be withdrawn, if there be 
no objection. The Chair would have been compelled to hold, how- 
ever, that the amendment was not in order at this time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out from this 
paragraph the words ‘‘and taggers tin.” 

Mr. Chairman, in the report of the proceedings of the St. Louis 
convention which renominated Mr. Cleveland, I find the following— 

Mr. Scort, of Pennsylvania, under instructions from the committee on reso- 
lutions, offered the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That this convention hereby indorses and recommends the early 


passage of the bill for the reduction of the revenue now pending in the House 
of Representatives” — 


which was adopted. 
_ I now send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the first response of the 
workingmen of this country to this action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


LABOR ON THE TARIFF QUESTION—MILLS'S BILL DENOUNCED BY THE AMALGA- 
MATED ASSOCIATION OF IRON AND STEEL WORKERS, 
PITTSBURGH, June 13. 

The national convention of the Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel 
Workers, representing over twenty thousand skilled iron workers, to-day took 
a decided stand on the tariff question by the unanimous adoption of the follow- 
ing resolution: 

“Whereas there has been introduced, and now under discussion before Con- 
gress, a bill known as the Mills bill, for the reduction of the present tariff on 
customs duties, and thereby put a check on the rity of this our beloved 
country in favor of foreign countries, especially England; and 

ss ereas we as workingmen know t any reduction on the present tariff 
wonn se pig the wages of those who earn their living by the sweat of their 

| brow; an 

“Whereas there is joy among the ill-paid workingmen of Europe and joy 
among the members of the English Cobden Club because they hope to obtain 
control of the market of this Republic: Therefore, as representatives of the iron 
and steel workers of the United States, in convention assembled, representing 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, Kentucky, Indi- 
ana, Illinois, Missouri, Wisconsin, A ma, and other States in this Union, 

* Be it resolved, That we are in favor of the sentinfent * America for Americans,’ 
native and naturalized, and we indorse the words of Daniel Webster, who, fifty- 
one years ago, said if the people can obtain fair compensation for their labor 
they will have good houses, clothing, good food, and the means of educat- 
ing their children; labor will be cheerful and the pope happy. 

“Resolved, That in our judgment the citizens and industries of this count 
can not be protected in any better way than by placing a protective tariff on all 
articles imported from other countries that can be p: uced by our own people, 
in order that those who produce them may be better able to demand that to 
which, as citizens and upholders of this Government, they are justly entitled 
to—an equitable share of the profits of their toil to maintain their families in 
decency, that they may be able to educate their children and teach them as 
they advance toward manhood to defend the principles of our system of gov- 
ernment. 

“Resolved, That we are most emphatically op 
present tariff, and we hereby express our unq 


to any reduction of the 
ified condemnation of the pro- 


visions of the Mills bill, believing as we do that its adoption as a law would 
be detrimental to the interests of the American workingmen, and we respect- 
fully call upon our representatives in Congress to vote against it.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. That seems to antagonize the Republican conven- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It will antagonize your nominees by Novem- 
ber. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood it to be a substantive 
amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will withdraw it. 
sone CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection the amendment will be with- 

wn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Without taking up the time 
of the committee to read it, I ask to have printed in the RECORD the 
address of some of the workingmen of Philadelphia to the working- 
men of the United States generally. 

Mr. KEAN. I would like to have it read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let it be printed in the REC- 


ORD. 
The address referred to is as follows: 
[Philadelphia Record, June 13.] 
FRYING OUT THE FAT—WHEREBY WORKINGMEN ARE KEPT LEAN—THAT IS WHAT 
THE LABORERS OF PHILADELPHIA HAVE AGAINST THE SYSTEM OF PROTECTION 
A RINGING ADDRESS TO AMERICAN MECHANICS—LABOR CAN NEVER BE ADE- 


QUATELY REWARDED WHILE IT IS TAXED TO SUPPORT TEUSTS AND MONOPO- 
LIES, 


The Record is in receipt of an especially noteworthy address adopted by the 
Workingmen's Tariff Reform Association of Philadelphia. It follows in fall: 
To the workingmen of the United States, greeting: 

After years of an almost continuous struggle and worry and much expendi- 
ture of time and money the contest for the emancipation of labor seems as in- 
terminable as eyer, and the toilers are no better off than they were twent: 
years ago—not even so well, With you we have become sick and tired of th: 
everlasting conflict and turmoil, and long for peace, though that can only 
be pure! by the thorough and complete disenthrallment of labor—its ab- 
solute freedom and equality to work out its own destiny. Hence we ask youto 
join us in the endeavor to ascertain the causes which underlie, create, and foster 
the wrongs to which labor is subjected. We have so far practically confined our 
efforts to apasa the effects, and because of this the removal of one wrong has 
simply e room for another to grow up. We have not gone to the root of 
the evils, and the result has been that one after another the great labor or, = 
zations have gone down, leaving behind them the seeds of discontent, 
arin and recriminations more than the hope for the future of the great mass 
of toilers. 

$ PRIME CAUSE OF LABOR TROUBLES. 

We have endeavored, through organization and otherwise, to raise wages, lit- 
tle dreaming that low were only an effect which had its producing cause 
in a system which is creating an ever-increasing army of idle men by stimulat- 
ing production while it places restrictions upon trade, thus preventing the freo 
exchange of our progucts whereby alone they can be brought into consumption, 
which is necessary to make room for more of our products in order to furnish 
us with the opportunities for work, This forces men toa sharp competition for 
“leave to toil” and makes many good men be “scabs” or starve. We have 
been taught to look upon these men—workingmen, all of them—as our enemies, 
instead of trying to find and remove the cause that makes them so; thus array- 
ing the workers in a deadly factional conflict for existence, causing hatred where 
brotherly love should exist, creating dissensions where unity should be, and we 
have thus unwittingly served to strengthen the Sapone of the people against 
whom labor should be arrayed in a united column for the common good. We 
have seen nationality a against nationality, creed against creed, and sec- 
tion againstsection, whilst under cover of all this confusion monopoly has grown 
apace and cnlarged its powers to rob labor. . 


THE SYSTEM TO BLAME, 


Do we not see that there is a system in operation here—a relic of the mon- 
archical institutions of Europe—which makes it utterly impossible that labor 
shall get any permanent rise of wages, or that such a rise could be beneficial; 
Saymon that is inexorable in its operation to make the poor poorer and the 
rich richer, and a which no strike or boycott can avail, which can only 
be reached by the ballot? 

This is the system of indirect taxation, of which the protective tariff is the 
most conspicuous and most damaging example, working as it does like the 
prowling thief in the dark, letting no man know what is taken from him, upon 
the ous plea of contributing to the support of the Government, though ita 
real purpose is to make the masses contribute to the wealth of the few and to 
exempt the rich from burdens which the poor have to bear. Its greatest mod- 
ern defender, Professor Von Stein, of Vienna, confesses that it means the taxa- 
tion of labor and the exemption of ital. It takes from the working poor 
twenty times more in proportion than from the millionaires; it insidiously robs 
labor of two-thirds of its possible savings and deprives it of four-fifths of its 
natural largely for the aggrandizement of the favored few, who are thus 
tempted and eyen encouraged to nd large amounts of these ill-gotten gains 
in efforts to maintain the system which brings them in more than compound 
interest as well as enlarged powers and privileges. 

BOUND HAND AND FOOT. 

Who dare say that with such a system in vogue there is any hope for labor? 
When aopo, professes anxiety for the protection of labor, is it not applying 
the snares of the pickpocket, who charms your senses with fiattering words to 
your face, while his nimble hands are deep in your pocket fishing for your last 
pennyt Is it not ‘self-evident that if labor were left in the free enjoyment of 
ts natural rights and the natural reward for its toil it would need no such care- 


eaven pre- 


them hand and» 
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tection to labor; and if that is the result under protection, is it not time that 
we call a halt and inquire whether there is not a way outof the dilemma, to see 
if ior freedom for labor and the promotion of trade will not work better re- 
sults? 

TAXES, TAXES, TAXES. 

Everywhere we turn we are confronted by taxes, taxes,taxes! Every mite 
we consume, every roof that covers us, everything we look at, is taxed until 
our living is made to cost us more than double its natural price, and Wo cas Ser 
without protest because it issurreptitiously taken from usin the prices of what 
we buy, and the rich, being the beneficiaries of the system, will not protest. 
Our industries are burdened with excessive taxes which are viftually a fine 
upon industriousness and a premium upon idleness, The more we labor and 
produce, the higher the proportion of our taxes; and as all these come out of 
the consumer, they thus become the instrument to force the formation of mo- 
apes agente “trusts.” Itis here, therefore, where we find the root ofmonopoly, 
and this root we must destroy before we can hope to destroy monopoly itself, 

ENRICHING MEN ALREADY RICH, 


Remember, that but little more than one-third of the revenues thus wrung 
from a docile pople are needed for governmental Met grey) and it follows, 
therefore, that the other two-thirds—nearly, if not quite, $1,000,000,000 per year— 
are made by law to flow into the pockets of the greedy monopolists who do 
nothing to earn them; and yet this is called “protection to American labor,” 
Let us call it by its right name, “the skinning of American labor for the ag- 
grandizement of capital.” 
NECESSITIES OF LIFE TAXED. 

arer particle of the materials we require for the production of commodities 
is taxed, and these taxes amount in every case to two, three, and four times the 
wages of all the labor rg orn Ae upon them. This makes an addition to the 
cost of our products, of which labor can not possibly receive a share, and must 
therefore curtail its wages, both in money value and in increased cost of es A 
The consumption of our products is thereby decreased, and what is falsely 
called overproduction is the result, followed by unsteady work and a further 
depression of Yet the men who have forced these conditions upon us 

us now to blindly trust them to make laws for our protection. 

Are we paupers that we require the care of those who thus wrong us and place 
us into an oble state of dependence, or are we freemen who, while produc- 
ing the wealth of the nation, have a duty to see to it that we get our just share 
of it? Are we working for charity from those who do nothing? Has nature 
designed that we shall be compelled forever to supplicate other men for “leave 
to toil?” The protectionist idea means this much, but true manhood rebels 

it. They want to continue to give us charity for our work; wedemand 
justice and equal rights instead. Indeed, the name of protection, like that of 
charity, is made to cover a multitude of sins. It robs us ofthe God-given right 
of equal say in the making of terms for our labor, and deludes us with preten- 
sions of friendship. If, therefore, we would save ourselves from total degra- 
dation we must rise in our might and manhood to teach the would-be protectors 
how to mind their own business, to take the shackles of protection off our limbs 
and leave us in the free Hi ot ewer of our natural rights and the untrammeled 
exercise of our powers. e must show them our readiness to protect ourselves, 
as we are no longer satisfied with that protection which enables the bosses to 
take the cream and leave us to scramble and quarrel over the skim-milk, 

LABOR’S SHARE. 

The wages of labor in the manufactures are but little more than 17 per cent. 
ofthe product. In other words, the amount that falls to labor out of the total 
value of the products is only $17 out of every $100. Now, does it not stand to 
reason that if a tariff be at all necessary an average tariff duty of 17 per cent. 
would be amply sufficient to protect American labor against foreign labor, even 
if the latter got no wages atall? Yet the average of tariff duties now is 47 per 
cent., although the difference in the wages between thisand other countries is not 
5 per cent. calculated upon the relative productiveness of labor. Why, then, is 
this extra 30 per cent. puton? We see itcan not protect labor. It does protect 
the manufacturers not merely a foreign competition, but most atape A 
against all our efforts to compel them to treat us Fasti It is this 30 per cen! 
extra that secures to them all the benefit from protection and makes it impos- 
sible for us to even wring from them a share of it, It makes them free from 
competition and fortifies them against our just demands, and it yet leavesthem 
free to draw their labor freely from the markets of the world, and the inevi- 
table and natural result is cheap labor and dear goods. 

Do not be deluded with the cry that goods are cheaper now than ever. It is 
the cheapening of production consequent upon the development of the un- 
bounded resources of our country and the immense increase of the productivity 
of labor that has made them so; and these same causes would make them 
cheaper than those of any other country were the taxes removed. We would 
thus compete with the r of the world in the markets of the world, and, freed 
from the restraints and disadvantages which protection puts upon it, labor 
would command more power to enforce just terms for its toil. 


THE TAX NEUTRALIZES THE ADVANTAGES OF WAGES. 


The taxes, under a protective tariff, always add much more to the cost of the 
products than our rages, If it did not do this the manufacturers would not 
ask for it, as it would do them no goon: hence the tax must necessarily neu- 
tralize the advantages of wages, and thus work a positive injury to labor. [fa 
workman were only a producer and not a consumer the protective tariff might 
do him some good, but it is difficult to see how the laying on of taxes which in 
their nature must come out of his earnings, and thus diminish them, can be of 
any benefit to him, and when he allows another to fix these taxes he gives u 
a pre tive for the abuse of which there is every temptation, and the priv: 
leged will invariably make him draw the short end. Hence a protective tariff 
can not be for the benefit of labor, because it implies the surrender by the 
toilers of the high privilege to take care of themselves, and those upon whom 
the privilege is conferred will always be tempted and often even forced to abuse 
the ne For evidence of this we need not go outside of the protectionist 
ranks, 

We quote the language of a protectio “ist United States Senator, as given in a 
circular marked “confidential” recent:y sent out to the manufacturers and 
others all over the country by the “Republican League of the United States.” 
He says, after stating that he refused to contribute to a protective tariff | e: 
“I replied that if the manufacturers of the United States in their associated ca- 
pon were an eleemosynary instittion I would vote to give them a pension. 

ut that I did not propose myself to contribute money to advance the interests of 
men who were getting practically the sole benefit, or, at least, the most direct] 
important benefit of the tarif laws. * * * I can get along without any of it 
fully as well as the manufacturers can; and if they think the pipet party 
is goag to maintain a high protective corps for their benefit, and that the men 
who do the work in that yas are going to keep up the expenses of a campai 
out of their own pockets, leav; ing them to reap the fruits of the tariff policy ithe. 
out any deductions for political expenses, they are greatly mistaken.” After 
stating that the Pennsylvania manufacturers, “* who are more highly rotected 
than anybody else,” are especially slow to Ba up, he adds, “If I had my way 
about it I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania under the fire and fry 
the fat out of them.” 

A RING TO ROB THE PEOPLE. 

What workingman can read such language as this, passing confidentially be- 


tween the interested parties, without drawing the conclusion that the protective- 
tariff ring is a gigantic conspiracy to rob the people? We have long known that 
their greed would not permit them to let the working ple have any share of 
the benefits of a tariff; indeed, we do know that they have used the very pow- 
ers and advantages given them by the tariff laws to reduce our wages, oppress 
us, and prostrate every effort of organization to get for labor what belongs to it; 
but it is news to us that they have been so selfish and niggardly as to neglect to 
furnish the boodle in sufficient quantity to keep the political machine which 
turns oy the good things for them well enough greased to keep it from being 


There is in this, too, the evidence that this ring, based upon ideas which 
would eanan f destroy American liberty, is about to be disrupted by the 
rank foulness within it, and when itis gone honest men will get their dues. 
It must go or workingmen must make up their minds to go down into a state 
of slavery more galling than that which went down in a sea of blood a quarter 
of a century ago. But, happily, all manufacturers are not in that category. 
There are many honorable hy cage as is evidenced by the kindly words of 
encouragement and commendation our association has received from quite a 
number of them. They recognize the fact, as we do, that between those who 
wish not to wrong or be wronged there is no antagonism or separation of 
interests, and in a cause like ours, which promises to promote the prosperity 
and happiness of the masses, all true and honest men can and will unite irre- 
spective of differences in rank or station of life. 


PRESENT DUTY OF WORKINGMEN. 


What boots it to labor if it pushes on to produce an ever-increasing amount 
of wealth only to find that an ever-increasing proportion is taken from it, not 
merely to supply Government revenues, but in greater part to enrich the few 
who enjoy the favors of the law because they have been left to dictate the mak- 
ing of these laws,and who are now asked to disgorge in order to preserve the 
political ring which has for its mission the upholding and strengthening of the 
system by which labor is robbed and degraded? Can you imagine the possibil- 
ity of making labor organizations permanent or effective so long as monopoly 
possesses the power to arbitrarily force abnormal prices for our products or for 
what we consume and starvation wages for us? he protective tariff is what 
gives it the power to restrict the output of the products of our labor and at the 
same time to promote the influx of foreign labor, thus glutting the labor market 
in a double War; hence it follows that the only way to make labor organiza- 
tion of any utility is to remove the fundamental source of these unjust powers 
and class privileges. It is plain—the fact must be obvious to even the bluntest 
mind—that as workmen our first and most important duty is to organize for a 
grand strike against the system which has so far been the impassable barrier 
against which our forces have shattered. With this removed we shall be able 
to go forward ona basis of more unselfish and ennobling principles, inspired 
by new hopes and expectations for the future of labor, and, through its emanci- 
pation from industria! and political thraildom,to a better realization of the 
aims and purposes of our great Republic. 

GO FOR THE CAUSES,” 

Let us cease the costly and interminable struggle against the effects and go 
for the causes, as with their removal the effects will fall one by one. Wehave, 
figuratively speaking, been cutting off the tops of the rank weeds that are grow- 
ing in the industrial field in the vain hope of destroying them, only to find that 
the roots remaining shoot forth new tops as if by magic. Let us now endeavor 
to pull out the roots. It is less wasting, more inspiriting with hope, and will 
bring a victory that will be more radical and lasting in its effects, In a move- 
ment like this, upon the broad principle of a universal brotherhood, we 
will obviate every cause for jealousies and petty bickerings, as we need do no 
violence to natural rights or personal interests. We can thus unite in one com- 
mon bond, inspired by the knowledge that the good of one is the of all 
to strike down nothing except that which no man dares call his friend. Wewill 
need no corps of salaried officials nor high-sounding titles, except that of sover- 
eign American citizen. We will require no leaders whom flattery and tempta- 
tion can draw away from the path of duty or who may be allured to play the 
réle of dictators. Free from partisan or sectional bias and prejudice, we will help 
those who will help us. We will be in line with the great and all-absorbing 
issue which is now pressing forward as the key to the solution of the great 
labor problem, and by the intelligent direction of our energies and forces we 
will aid to push forward the great column of our countrymen thatis now array- 
ing itself against the enemy that has so far contrived to neutralize the natural 
advancement of labor and thus become a menace to the stability of our rcpub- 
lican form of government. 


THE PHILADELPHIA MOVEMENT. 


The little movement for free raw materiats, for labor and tariff reform, which 
had its origin among the textile workers of Philadelphia a little more than two 
years ago, oeng the first practical effort on the part of workingmen to state 
their own case in their own way, uninfluenced by either political or industrial 
bosses, has already borne its fruit in securing for labor that recognition which 
had previously been uniformly denied it because workingmen, unmindfal of 
their rights and powers, tamely swallowed every dose that was prepared for 
them by the bosses. This Shen ying change is showing itself in many ways by 
the respect spaa to labor by the greatest minds of the country, who, having 
thus learned to appreciate its importance, are inspired to advocate reforms 
which look to its elevation; by the willingness and even desire on the part of 
Sonra who are not tarred with the protection stick to listen to its sug- 
gestions and demands, and by the boldnessand force with which the President 
of the United States has challenged the forces of monopoly to the conflict for 
the liberation of labor from the crushing weight of unnecessary taxation. 


A QUESTION OF BREAD. 

Shall we hold the vantage ground thus gained, and continue in that line of 
battle to an early and effective victory? Shall we continue to contribute our 
share in the great conflict, encoura, by the knowledge of the great army of 
allies that has come to join us? Or shall we renew those ineffectual and inter- 
minable struggles and strifes which call up and and keep alive the bitter per- 
sonal, political class animosities and wrangles that have brought disunion and 
waste to us without bringing us nearer to the goal of our ambition? With usit 
is a question of bread and not of partisanship, but when there comes forth an 
open confession of the avowed pu of a political party to foster and uphold 
a system of class legislation for the sole benefit of men who i thus be en- 
abled to furnish the boodle wrung from the wages of labor to ca: elections, 
it is time for workingmen to wake up and inquire what they have n doing 
all this time while men who were outwardly most profuse in their professions 
of friendship and tenderness for labor, and extremely solicitous for its protec- 
tion, were yet conspiring to form plans for the more effectual robbery and en- 
slavement of it, thus striking a damaging blow to the vast business interests of 


the country. 
FOOLISH ADHERENCE TO PARTY. 


We are not organized to advance the interests and personal aspirations of any 
man or set of men, but we are organized to advance a principle which is the 
foundation of the rights of labor, and we call those who support and advance 
that principle our friends. As workingmen we hold the interests of labor par- 
amount to every other consideration, and hence we propose to push the battle 
for freedom from burdensome taxation—the key to the labor question—t¢ n 
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party serye us, and thus make the struggle 
for our rights a short and decisive one. It is the blind and stubborn adherence 
of workingmen to th: 
that causes polit 
rights of labor, because, freed from the restraints which the watchfulness of the 
wor en would hold them in, the leaders are not only tempted but encour- 
aged to form compacts with the more wealthy and powerful, and the result is 
the making of laws which favor the rich and oppress the poor. If the working- 
men will eyer learn to pit their votes solidly against the boodle of the rich, polit- 
ical bossism will become a thing unknown and labor will its rights. Py 
these means we can close the floodgates of corruption and administrative profli- 
gacy and destroy the scheme by which many millions of dollars of the hard 
earnings of the people are drawn from them and locked up in the publie Treas- 
ury, thus depriving the business of the country of the means to thrive and ex- 
pand, destroying trade, and thus closing up the mills and factories. 

FOR FREE RAW MATERIAL, 

Will you come with us to kill the root of the evil, to strike away class legisla- 
tion, to secure equal and exact justice for all, and thus promote the elevation of 
American labor to that standard of manhood and independence to which it is 
entitled by virtue of our free institutions and the unlimited natural wealth of 
our country, or will you continue to stand self-d ed as the supplicants for 
charity and protection from the men whom you thus tempt and even force to 
give you a stone instead of bread—to protect you by making you dependent 
upon their covetousness and subjecttotheirarbitrary dictation? Will you come 
with us in the front rank of labor, encouraging and pushing on the men who 
stand manfully in the struggle for equal rights and tax reduction, or will you 

behind, either as stragglers or as the willing tool of one common enemy? 

‘e care not by whatever other name you call it, we will support that party that 
is for free raw materials and tariff reform. 

Ifa good meal is set before us we will not stop to hickle over the question of 
who isthe cook. We will no longer serve that party which will not serve us, 
We will cast our ballots, not for party, but for what we believe to be for the 

of the toiling masses, and we will accept the boon without inquiring 
whether the party that gives it is the one to our liking or not; but we would 
not be honest— we would be neglectful of our own interests—if we were to with- 
hold our suppost from any et § that stands before the country as the champion 
offree raw materials and tariff reform. = 

By order of the Workingmen’s Tariff Reform Association, No. 1, of Philadel- 


THOMAS GRANT. President. 
JOHN HARLE, Vice-President. 
F. A. HERWIG, Secretary. 

PInLADELPHIA, June 5, 1883. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a formal amend- 
ment for the purpose of making a brief statement. 

Isought recognition from the Chair on yesterday, when the portion 
of the bill relating to bags and bagging was under discussion, but I 
failed to secure an opportunity of addressing the committee and the 
debate was closed on the paragraph before I was able to secure recog- 
nition. I ask at this time to present te the House a letter from an es- 
tablishment engaged in the manufacture of burlaps, bagging, etc., in 
California, which is quite pertinent to the discussion which then took 
place. I will not detain the committee now with reading this letter 
or by further discussion upon that subject, since we have passed over 
that portion of the bill, and desire simply to place in the RECORD this 
letter from the firm of Ames & Detrick, of San Francisco, Cal., relat- 
ing to the duties on and the manufacture of jute bags. 

Mr. BIGGS. The gentleman had ample time on yesterday. 

Mr. MORROW. I sought recognition twice, but failed to secure it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I object to this kind of thing being done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California has accomplished 
all he desired by securing the insertion uf the communication in the 
RECORD without taking the time of the committee to read it. 

The communication referred to by Mr. MORROW and a letter accom- 
panying the same are as follows: 

SAN Francisco, January 26, 1883, 

Dear Sim: I send you herewith a statement expressing our views concerning 
the manufacture of n-bags, the business in w! we are engaged, 

‘The facts are that if any legislation on theterms statedin the letter can be had 
you would be astonished at the occupation it would give to boys and girls from 
sixteen years old and upwards, I think I speak within bounds when I say it 
would furnish such employment for at least three thousand in this State. 
kad 


s s e s $ e 
Yours, truly, 
J. P. AMES. 
Hon. WILLIAM W, MORROW, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


San FRANCISCO, January 26, 1888. 

Dear Stem: As there seems to be a probability of legislative action affecting 
the tariff during the present session of Con we desire to submit our views 
upon an important branch of the topic w. concerns the business of our firm. 

As you are aware, we velit yn in the manufacture and exportation of 
grain-bags from burlap impo: from India. 

About 40,000,000 bags are now required annually to supply this market as 
covers to sack the grain raised on this coast, the value of which 
$3,000,000. These bags, with the exception of about five million e 

ly from imported burlap and partly from jute woven here, are imported 
m Calcutta and Scotland. 

The present duty on grain-bags is 40 cent. ad valorem under “ Schedule J, 

for hemp, fiax,and jute goods,” act of fo trak that on burlaps 30 per cent., 
ule, 


standing the fact that large quantities of our bags go into local and interstate 
traffic upon which no drawback is payable, and that the cheap labor of India 
with which we have to contend costs less than 10 cents per day. 

After a fruitless effort to have the Treasury Department relieve us of its illegal 
exactions, which are destructive of the benefits the law was intended to confer 
pe ca rgd manufacturer, we feel obliged to ask Congress for legislation on the 
sul 
At present there is an apparent margin for protection between bags and bur- 
laps (bags prema dhe per cent. and burlaps 30 per cent.) on goods consumed in the 
United States, but in the case of exportation with pretended benefit of draw- 
back an exaction is made at the custom-house of 10 per cent, of the drawback 
duties; yet the bag importer may bring his s here and place them in bonded 
warehouse and ently export them in bond without the payment of an 
duties whatever. In this way large quantities are annually dis; of throu; 
this port underthe warehouse and transportation system tothe Hawaiian Islands, 
Mexico, and Central and South America for coffee and other products. 

As domestic manufacturers we are entirely shut out from these markets, since 
we can not compete with the cheapness of the manufacture in India and pay 
the custom-house exactions. Now in thecase of sugars theact of March 3, 1875, 
made a special exception by providing that only 1 percent, ofthe drawback on 
refined sugars should be retained by the United States on exportation. This 
legislation has greatly benefited the sugar-retining interests and cheapened the 
cost to the consumers. That of bag manufacture is not dissimilar in character 
to that of sugar. The crude material is imported, pays duty, is manufactured, 


and chea; abroad it enters 
ures, and a light daty should be levied upon it. 

We feel quite ceriain that the changes in the law would be received 

th great favor hereand give encouragement to grain-bag manufacture, as all 
the grain produced on this coast is bagged for market. 

The revenue derived from burlaps and jute is insignificant, butit stands in the 
way of what would otherwise become an important industry The effect 
of its removal would almost be magical. Factories would be erected at once 
and employment at remunerative rates be given to a great many persons with 
great be to the community generally. 

You are well aware that labor in this State is disturbed bythe presence ofthe 
Chinese population, and hence it should be the first duty of the Government to 
employ all fair and reasonable means to protect and encourage her citizen- 
laborers in the prevention of idleness, vice, and crime. 

Please do what you can in the way of obtaining legislation friendly to protec- 
tion of this industry. 

The only known interest that would be likely to op the modification, or 
be aff by it, would be that of bag importers (mostly English resident mer- 
chants), who, of course, would wish to destroy local manufacture that the entire 
bag market and the price may be left to them. 

As a general rule the removal of duties im: on articles not produced here 
serves to increase the value of the article in the country of production; but such 
would hardly be the effect on the raw material in this case, as our requirements 
are comparatively small to those of Great Britain, Germany, A Egypt, 
and other countries. 

Our ms may be summed up in briefas follows: 

First. p the present duty of 40 per cent. on grain-bags. 

Second. Reduce the duty on burlaps from 30 to 20 per cent. 

Third. Reduce the duty on jute from 20 to 10 per cent. 

Fourth, Abolish the 10 per cent. drawback retention as respects exported bags 
(and all other manufactures, for that matter) under section 3019 Revised Statutes, 

Should 7 hata think, however, that it is not possible to consummate the legislation 
desired, then we must formulate a plan by which we can obtain the en draw- 
back upon our gross manufact exports without any diminution. 

At your convenience please write us astothe prorpecs: and any suggestions as 
to how this matter may be advanced would be gladly received | Be 


Yours, truly, 
AMES & DETRICK. 

Hon. W. W. Morrow, 

Houseof Representatives, Washington, D. O, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
It is not only perfectly apparent that the tin-plate industry belongs 
naturally to this country by reason of our possession of the materials, 
and by reason, as I have already shown, of our p: ve tin industry, 
but it has actually been demonstrated by the labors of those Welshmen 
at Wellsville, Leachburgh, and Demmler, that tin-plates can be made in 

ica, because, as a matter of fact, they have already been made in 
America at the places named. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee fora moment to 
what it is that we lose by reason of not having this industry. Subse- 
quent to Mr. Fessenden’s decision, to which reference has already been 
made, there were put up in England sixty-six tin-plate manufactories. 
From that day to this we have taken two-thirds of the entire product 
of tin-plate made by England; so that in the last twenty years it is cal- 
culated that we have paid to England for tin-plate, in support of En- 
glish capital and English labor and to the detriment of American labor, 
$225,000,000. Now, that the developmentof our Western and Virginia 
tin-mines ought to lead to the development of the tin-plate industry in 
this country is not a notion that prevailsin America alone. It prevails 
also amongst educated and intelligent Englishmen. Asa part of my 
remarks I desire to submit an extract from the London Chronicle of 
January 12, and an extract from the London Industrial Review upon 
this subject. I will ask that these extracts be printed in the RECORD, 
so that my time may not be consumed in the reading. 


The extracts are as follows: 

TIN-PLATE FROM AMERICAN TIN. 

While Mr. MILLS and other tariff “reformers” lagi vege piackon 34 prevent our 
people from attempting the manufacturing of tin-plate, of which they consume 
nbout two-thirds of the world's Arasaka of this material, ae: who 
= © y tin-plates, are becoming enthusiastic over the results investigations 
of our tin deposits. 

Here is what the London Chronicle of January 12 says: 

“Hitherto the tin supply of America has been derived from abroad, butso great 
are the anticipations, based on the discoveries of ore in Dakota, that the proba- 
bilities are that at no remote period not only will the United States be able 
to obtain its entire supply from within its own borders, but that these mines 
will also be able to supply a consid quantity of the metal for export. 
The supply of bar tin required by the United States at the present day is one- 
third the entire production of the world, and at the present moment the United 
cree consumes two-thirds of the tin-plate manufactured in England, the two 

ems together amounting to over £6,000,000 sterling. As the discovery of gold 
i California in 1549 gave a new impetus to to civilization, and led to the rapid de- 
velopment of the then scarcely known western coast of America, so the finding 
of tin in Dakota will doubtless stimulate the growth of Saget} in that now 
. thinly settled region, and tend to increase the wealth of the world. 
“E s who have visited explored the Black Hills state that the 
rock of Dakota can be cheaply mined and dressed crushing and was. aie: 
the usual way, and isparticularly well adapted to wet concentration by the ne. 
esses so well known and used in Cornwall. The heavy crystals of tinare easily 
separated from the mica and spar, and yield about 65 per cent, of metallic tin. 
According to official data the Cornish ores do not average 45 pounds of block 
tin to the ton of stuff sent to the mill for reduction, though ores yielding con- 
siderably less have been profitably worked in Cornwall and elsewhere.” 

The London Industrial Review, which at last believes in American tin, says 
that it “can easily understand the misrepresentations used by present tin im- 
porters and ucers from all sources to hold shold thik marian property in check, 

revent its becoming a dangerous competitor. This staid not interfere 
with its development by American or English capital.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, KEAN. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended five minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think there is some mistake as to the gentleman’s 
time. The gentleman certainly has not yet consumed five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. If I have consumed five minutes, I certainly have 
not said very much. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is not keeping the time, but relies 
entirely upon the Speaker’s page for the time. 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest there ought to be a more mature person 
to keep the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no doubt a mistake as to the time. 
The tleman ma; 

Mr. DALZELL. What I want to call to the attention of the com- 
mittee is the connection of this subject with labor in this country, and the 
development not simply of the tin-plate industry, but the development 
of cognate industries, For that purpose I send to the Clerk’s desk (and 
this I desire to have read) a statement on the subject, giving the fig- 
ures. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The effect of placing a protective duty on tin-plate will not have the effect, as 
some people argue, of bg the sesh in pro thereto’ to Ler inerease in duty. 
ro increase in price will be really im = material, It i ae bO cueeeren that 
under our present system oi ving all our tin-p! manufactured abroad, 
that a lanes aapeuoe te incurred between our a ma Th 
with home production, would be absorbed in higher wages to 

The value at the port of export of the paean s poren during the fiscal 
inst year, paid ba 1887, was $16,883,813. rice of tin-plates for 

year, paid by the American consumers, ah gre a ing the graced us 


ny and a few other large corporations, was about 5.2 cents 
Our otal importation for last year would thus indicate a value of meals ton. 


a cost of production of the tin-plates, according to the cost-sheet we o; 
would be $i5, rig Used Great Britain, and in this country $23,267,982. This in 
cates that with home production the price to the consumer would be ei paran 


the hom 
wages paid to tish labor in the production of tin-plates imported last year 
was about $8,991,468. American wages for same amount of work would be 


$20.352,875, 

This increase in em — furnished to labor would more than remove the 
glut in the labor mar! it would create such a demand for saber as to give 
employment to every ‘die iron and steel onkori in the cou: 

It would also stimulate labor in the 
stone, and other materials, The 254,7 


Seo necene at Toloa ok cate ot 35. gas potna f sulphuric acid, li 000 
Gk ot ivane: A gp eigen and lubricants, Saat , ete. ie 

It would require sixty-eight ee antes ca of five trains Br rolls each, involving 
an outlay of over $30,000,000 and giving employment to about 24,000 
workmen in the rolling-mills alone, who lo f earn at least $12,000,000 per 
annum, 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to that there is 
another aspect of the case eg aes, attention. I refer to its relation 
to the character of Southern iron. I send to the Clerk's desk a letter 
written by Mr. Jacob Reese, addressed to the Pittsburgh Commercial 
Gazette, in which he shows the advantages to result to the South from 
the creation of the tin-plate industry. I desire to have that read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BASIC STEEL FOR TIN-PLATE. 
Mr. Jacob Reese, vb palige sregens Magers) to the Pittsburgh Commercial Ga- 
zette on the above 'subject, aft of the —— of the tin- 


er giving statistics 
plate business already familiar ¢ to the readers ofthe fron 
“The South wants the t trade. ‘The Southern 


stee]l-works ofthe North for the steel-rail trade. If Congress would only put a 


tariff on tin-plates to ee their manufacture, it would boom the South with- 


th 
House but would be willing to vote for such a policy. It would energize the 
whole South from Virginia to Texas. It would give her a new market for $30,- 
000,000 of sod yangon and at the same time the prostoru which would thus 
be elimina’ from SAI OAE pty ime and produce 92,355 tonsof 
basie phosphate worth $26.12 per ton—$2,412,051. 

“the Sou: Southern lands are growing poorer wud ee poorer every year because the 
cotton is shipped away and carries with it the elements of plant food. But if 
the basic process coul started in the South, for making tin-plate, the result- 
ing phosphate would fertilize the land soas to double the cotton crop ina ae 
years. Greatas tin-plate importation is,we are importing a great deal 
other stuff that ought to be made in this country. Our importationsfrom oad 
land alone in 1887 were: pig-metal, 404,559 tons; bars and angles, 4,273 tons; 
rails, 182,270 tons; hoop and sheets, 32, 471 tons; Agee 268,354 tons; cast 
and wrought manufactures, 2,925 tons; ‘old material gy Nr ay steel blooms 
and slabs. 215,656 tons, a total of 1,282,445 tons. To t be ‘added a large 
amount of basic steel wire rods, slabs, blooms, and billets esa from Germany, 
the whole of which amounts to over $50,000,000, all of which could be made 
the South without interfering with the trade of the North in the least. Will 
not the Northern Republicans unite with the Southern Democrats and pass 
such a tariff on tin-plate as to enable us to make itdown South? I will guar- 
anty to make the entire demand inside of two years, and in five years be ready 
to place tin-plate on the free-list, and commence to export it. 

“If we could secure this mea aye industry for the South, it would boom her 
industries from the James to t Grande; her fields would glow with heavy 
crops, while her hills and vales would glisten with phosphorescent beauty as 
the converters would pour out their molten streams of pare metal. It would 
break down sectional barriers and fuse the whole country into one common 
brotherhood, which would be a thing of beauty and a joy forever.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. Stone, of Missouri, took 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 8939) making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the Government in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, with amendments; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 901) for the re- 
lief of Sophia W. Wright. 

TARIFF. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, there have been two argu- 
ments used upon the other side in favor of putting tin-plates upon the 
free-list. The first is that tin-plate manufacturing in this country is 
not now an existingindustry. The same argument might at onetime 
have been made against a tariff in favor of any now existing industry 
in this country. The fact is that the proper purpose of a protective 
tariff is to build up those industries that naturally belong to the coun- 
try, but need protection. I think it is capable of demonstration that 
the tin-plate industry naturally belongs to this country. The second 
argument used was that we needed tin-plate on the free-list in order to 
cheapen tin-plates in this country. The fact is that to-day we are ab- 
solutely in the power of the British tin-plate manufacturers. With the 
duty removed we have no guaranty that the price of tin-plates will go 
down. On the contrary, we have the right to assume that they will go 
up. I will ask to have printed in my remarks an article taken from 
the London Iron, a London publication, dated January 13 of the pres- 
ent year. 

z [From London Iron, January 13.] 
A BRITISH TIN-PLATE SYNDICATE, 


A meeting of tin-plate makers, which was numerously attended, was held at 
the Swansea Exchange on Tuesday, January 10, under the presidency of Mr, 
James Spence, of on, for the purpose of ng whatsteps can be taken with 
Shu object of lnidreasing this paiée of Mareietes. The chairman iaid before the meet- 
ing the basis of a scheme which, he stated, would meet with the approval of 
powerful pie et who are are prepared toform a syndicate in furtherance of the 
object in view. The whole details of the proposals, which took the form of an 
nt, were fully and exhaustively discussed, and ultimately a eS ex- 
ecutive committee was appointed to carry out the decision vedat, This 
committee is to put itself in communication with the capitalists already re- 
ferred to as being ADO Na ne een and to effect an arrange- 
ment with the view of immediately putting into practical working shape the 
scheme nens haga to be adopted. 

he principal anes the scheme is the fixing ofa minimum price for 
Rp nary plates—say, B. V. grade at 15 shillings per box f. o. b. Swansea—which 
CTA be adopted as ‘the figure below which plates for the present should not be 
sold, The ramor of the intention to form a corner which was current last week 
has had the of stiffening the ce of tin-plates with makers, and it is 
thought that, when the result of Tuesday’s meeting is made known, it will have 
the effect of further im ing both prices and demand. The present moment 
is par eA by the ers as the most fayorable part of the year for the pur- 


ae combination. 
eat the December, 1886, stocks amounted to 311,000 boxes, while last De- 
cember the stock had been reduced to 207,000 boxes, with the additional fact 
that stocks of tin-plates in America are thoroughly depleted. With this reduc- 
tion in stocks, eee rae: impor ye s e AO naana EN 


ks, 
manufacturing supp, It is stated that the tin syndicate is 
pisie makers, zi ‘ble 


ce the tin- that, er any makers be unable to hold 
their tiy to obtain the sta: the members of the syn- 
dicate will take the plates on Seraticre mass tation tee oe standard. 
pease Mr. Jacob Reese, of Pitt , the well-known metallurgist, in a re- 
published „says: “Last il a tin trust was formed in which 


letter, 
t Kho stock of tin on the market, made contracts with “ay man 
ry Soe up the price of block tin from £100 on April 1, 1887, to £167 perton 
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March 1, 1888, in London, which is an advance of 67 per cent. It is not gen- 
erally known, but it is nevertheless true, that when tin goes up in price the 
oir manufacturers mix lead with the tin and use the amalgam of tin and 
lead for casting the tin-plate, because the lead is only 5 cents a pound, while the 
tin is 36 cents per`pound in London, where they buy their stock. ere is now 
great —— jof the tin-plate makers using lead, which, when coming in con- 
tact with the acids of the fruits in our canned goods, will produce a deadly poi- 
son, known as-lead-poison, which, owing to the extent of the use of canned 
fruit in the United States, might prove more disastrous to the people than the 
yellow fever or the cholera.” 

The control of the tin supply by a foreign syndicate means the extortion from 
this country of an immense amount of money over and above a fair price for 
the tin and tin-plate purchased, as the advance in price mentioned by Mr. Reese 
ar Last year our imports of tin and tin-plate amounted in value to $25,- 

With the development of a home supply of raw tin, such as no other manu- 
facturing country possesses, Giccuraaen by an adequate duty on tin and tin- 
plate, a tin-plate manufacture would spring up in this country which in a very 

ew years would place tin-plate on the market at a lower price than consumers 
can expect from foreign manufacturers so long as the manufacture of this im- 
portant product is entirely in their hands. A domestic tin industry competing 
with the foreign would stimulate the foreign manufacturers to use the best ma- 
terial in order to retain a foothold in our markets, and thus ly lessen the 
danger to the health of our people from the use of lead or inferior tin. An in- 
dustry of so great importance to the health of the people of this country, as well 
as to their pockets, surely deserves whatever encouragement, and not discour- 
agement, legislation can properly give to it. 

I am advised I have but one minute left, and I therefore address 
myself to a correction of something that was said yesterday in the 
House. During the course of the discussion my colleague from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scorr] said: 

There is a notorious character in this country named John Jarrett. He was 
at one time the head of the Amalgamated Association of Steel and Iron Workers 
of this country, and he was 38 that association driven out of that association. 
He then went into the city of Pittsburgh and started a little tin-plate manufact- 
uring establishment, or became identified with it. 


Mr. DALZELL. I wantto bap Bon the absence of Mr. Jarrett, who 
is attacked by a gentleman who a right to the floor of this House, 
which Mr. Jarrett has not, that Mr. Jarrett is not what in ordinary 
parlance we understand by the words ‘‘anotorious character.” On the 
contrary, he is a gentleman entirely honorable, the peer of more than 
one gentleman upon this floor, and it is not true that he was ever ejected 
from the Amalgamated Association. On the contrary, he voluntarily 
retired from its presidency and continued for years thereafter to be its 
adviser, and he never was connected with any tin-plate establishment 
in the city of Pittsburgh. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Theamendmentbeing withdrawn, I move to renew it. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to express to the gentlemen of the committee the 
deepand I fear lasting depression of spirits produced in me by listening to 
this debate. If what Ihave heard here and what has heen sustained by 
the votes of the majority be true, I am one of a nation of imbeciles, 
planted by Providence on an arid and valueless land. There is noth- 
ing we have proposed to stimulate in the way of industry, agricult- 
ural, mining, or mechanical, that we have not been told we could not 
do the thing proposed, and the majority of the committee have voted 
to sustain the allegation. I have lived, sir, to be three-score and four- 
teen years of age in the belief that my countrymen could do anything 
that man could do, and that my country was an epitome of the re- 
sources given by a bountiful Providence to mankind for their use. 
But no. Ibring herea studied and able report by an American scholar 
and patriot to show that jute, in its growth and manufacture, is en- 
tirely accessible to the Southern States, and two hours of our time are 
lost in order to force me to print silently in the RECORD the extracts 
I wanted to read, because the gentlemen on the other side “know” 
that we can never grow jute or manufacture it. Oh, no; we can not 
grow jute! Nor are we more fortunate mechanically. We can not 

roduce ‘‘ machinery designed for the conversion of jute into cotton 
Season: to wit, cards, roving frames, winding frames, and softeners.’’ 
We can not raise our own supply of sugar. Oh, no; sorghum will not 
grow here, Cane does not prosper. The beet is not available. Corn 
sugar is not made with profit, or if it is, it is not good. Sheep are a 
failure in this country. We had better go anywhere abroad and buy 
wool than raise a crop of bad mutton and feeble wool in our own coun- 
try. We can not produce fresh mutton here. The dog could never 
have got in this country that succulent leg of mutton which he lost 
in looking for ‘‘the*markets of the world.” [Laughter.] 

We can not make tin-plates. Why, sir, the Southern States, with 
native tin ore, and fuel, and the labor of a million of people now prac- 
tically idle, can dig the ore, mine the coal, gather the limestone, smelt 
the ore, convert it into steel, and roll and hammer it if need be into 
first-class steel plates and sheet-iron. They can do all that within the 
limits of the old Confederacy, and in doing it not only give employment 
to more than a million of idle men but invite millions of capital and 
tens and hundreds of thousands of skilled men into that region to deal 
with all the metals in which the South so abounds. In God’s name, 
gentlemen, give up the cry that is designed to convince the country that 


weare fitonly for cotton-growing. We haveother resources than cotton- 
fields, and God has blessed us with en and ability to convert all our 
native resources into needed utilities. [Prolonged applause on the Re- 


publican side. ] 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I regret very much, Mr. Chairman, that 


my time is so limited. Ihave several very interesting and instractive 
letters, written by gentlemen in charge of very large manufacturing 
establishments in the district which Ihave the honor to represent, 
which I desire to have read for the information of this House. The 
first one to which I will call the attention of the House is a protest 
against placing tin-plates upon the free-list, and a protest against the pas- 
sage of the Mills bill. It isfrom the tna Iron and Steel Company, 
located at Bridgeport, Belmont County, Ohio. This company hasa cap- 
ital of $600,000; it employs six hundred men, and it pays out annu- 
ally for labor $340,000. The writer of this letter, who represents his 
company, does not hesitate to say that if this bill should become a law 
it would be followed by prolonged idleness and bankruptcy and prob- 
ably by violence and bloodshed. The transition from protection to 
free trade is described as a fearful and dangerous pathway, which may 
or may not be passed without violence; but in case this can be avoided 
the necessary delay of a single year in passing from one condition of 
affairs to another he says will result in a loss of $100,000 to the com- 
pany. It protests against placing tin-plate upon the free-list, and 
asks for the restoration of the duty which a former Congress placed 
upon it, in order that this industry should be placed upon an equal 
footing with other metallic industries. 

I shall print also the protest of the Junction Iron Company, located 
at Mingo Junction, Jefferson County, Ohio. It has a capital of $500,- 
000; it pays out annually in wages $225,000, and its annual product is 
$1,675,000. It also protests against the passage of this bill. 

Then I have another letter from the Spaulding Iron Company, located 
at Brilliant, Jefferson County, Ohio. This company has a capital of 
$300,000. It is now employing about two hundred men, and the com- 
pany says that if it were not for this tariff tinkering, if it were not for 
the threat that hangs over business like a lowering cloud, this company 
could employ constantly five hundred men. I intend to print this pro- 
test also; but I wish to call attention here to the last words of the let- 
ter, which are these: ‘‘ Hoping that the MILLS who introduced the bill 
will be knocked out instead of all the other mills in the country.” 
[Laughter. ] 

I shall also ask to have printed a protest of laboring men against 
placing tin-plates on the free-list, a protest which is full of ment, 
and which I should be very glad to have read to the House if time per- 
mitted. And I also have a letter written by a gentleman who lives in 
the city where the late Democratic convention was held—St, Louis—a 
short letter, giving very strong reasons why tin-plates should be ade- 
quately poaa instead of being placed on the free-list. 

The following are the letters and papers referred to by Mr. JOSEPH 
D. TAYLOR: 

[Ætna Iron and Steel Company, manufacturers of iron and soft-steel sheet, plates, 
bars, and rails.] 


BRIDGEPORT, OHIO, April 4, 1883, 
DEAR SIR: 
> * = * . > 

Our stockholders, as the directory would indicate, are composed of citizens 
of both sides of the river. Our at fe capital stock is $300,000, and in addi- 
tion we have a surplus fund of about $120,000, The average amount we keep 
employed in the business is about $600,000, and we give employment to about 
six hundred men. Our annual capacity is about 20, tons, consisting of bars 
and sheets of steel and iron, also 1 T and street rails. At present prices 
the annual product will sell for about $1,000,000. The cost material and 
amount paid for labor, as well as the amount received for the finished product 
will vary somewhat according to the relative proportions of iron and steel, an 
sheetsand bars produced. Aswe have been running for the past three months— 
that is quite full—the material consumed for about 20,000 tons annual product 
would cost $500,000 in round numbers, and the labor employed in working it up 
about $340,000, not including ed officers and cler: Our fuel charge on 
the basis of the last three months would amount to about $30,000 = annum, 
the fuel being natural gas. Were we using coal as fuel, we would employ- 
ing about seventy-five to one hundred men more than above reported, and the 
fuel would be costing us somewhat more than wé per for gas. 

We do notexport. There is no place in the world, outside of our own national 
limits, where we could get cost for our product owing to the hi Beane labor 
devoted to the production of iron along the whole line from the ed product 
to the ore and coal-mine, 

Our interest in protective tariff is to have such a duty on iron and steel bars- 
sheets, plates,and other shapes, as well as on other products into which iron 
and steel enter as the principal or only part (such as tin-plate and cotton-ties), 
as will enable the manufacturer to pay the yagis that erican workmen de- 
mand and are receiving. The close competition among American manufact- 
urers keeps profits on iron down to a low point, so low in fact that for years the 
iron industry has paid but small profit to those who have their capital in it. 
Should the barriers to free trade be removed, aside from the first shrinkage in 
values and the idleness of mills that will result from the flood of imported iron 
made by lower labor, the manufacturer will not suffer, for considering the prices 
paid for labor entering into the cost of iron in this country, as com: with 
that paid in foreign countries, the American manufacturer is supplying a cheaper 
article than the foreign maker. With labor the samo, the American manufact- 
urer can hold the trade of his country. The tariff as it relates to the iron in- 
dustry is a protection to Jabor more to capital. Without it, labor must 
oherat ge reduced to European standards, or the iron-works of the country 
remain 


in a position 
admitted free—as 
the Mills bill—a severe blow will be given to the manufacture of 
hk tomers sheet ironand steel. Free tin-plate would destroy the 
manufacture of sheets for roofing, and tin would take the place of sheets for 
many purposes to which the finer grades of sheet are not applied. Instead of 
bringing tin in free of duty, it should’be made te bear a duty at least as high as 
sheet iron and steel. A very fair duty is placed on hoop-iron, but cotton-ties, 
that are practically hoops, itis absurdly proposed to bring in duty free. These 
ese items should be placed where they belong, say, with sheet and hoop iron 
and steel, 
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Removing duty on these gives to Europe all the trade we now have on cotton- 
ties and a large part of what we have on sheet-iron and steel. Labor entering 
into the product of these can not be reduced to the point of competition with the 
European makers, while other labor in American mills working on protected 
products is receiving the price rendered possible by protection. This works a 
serious injury to the manufacturer of unprotected products. Rather than the 
state of affairs to be brought about by these features of the Mills bill, it may be 
questioned if it would not be better for all concerned to take off all the tariff on 
iron and steel. If we are to be brought to free trade would not a clean, clear, 
straight cut to that goal be better than to approach it by the meandering and 
devious path its advocates are mapping out? No changes in the tariff laws 
heretofore bave borne heavily on us. Taggersiron hastosome extent knocked 
out light grades of sheets, and under the existing tariff soft-steel sheets are ad- 
mitted under a lower duty than sheet-iron, owing to the former being admitted 
under an ad valorem duty intended originally for high grades steel sheet. This 
trouble as to soft-stcel sheet we think is adjusted so as to place them on the 
same plane as iron sheets in proposed legislation. 

Your tenth question, as to what loss we would sustain if our product was 
pune on the free-list, is a hard one to answer in any definite way represented 

y dollars and cents. x 

We have intimated above that the loss to the iron manufacturer by having 
his product placed on the free-list would be from a shrinkage of values and 
from the stoppage of his works. The shrinkage would be on his plant, his raw 
material, his finished products, his aecounts—and it would be serious. How 
Jong the workmen would stand out against the pacwenery reduction, and with 
what temper they would oppose such a reduction, can only be a subject of con- 
fecture. Only the direst necessity would induce them to resume work at wages 
so much below what t:ey had been receiving, and before the time of their ac- 
quiescence would come much destruction of property—probably of life—dis- 
cord, disturbance, and misery would result. 

Supposing our loss of time to be not over one year, and that no destruction of 
property resulted from riots and violence, we would place our loss at not less 
than $100,000 if our products were placed at once on the free-list, 

Hoping the wisdom of Congress may so regulate the tariff as that the gen- 
eral interests of the country may not suffer, we are, 

Yours, truly, 


Dictated by W. II. TALLMAN, President, 


Hon, J. D, TAYLOR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


ATNA Inon AND STEEL COMPANY. 


[Junction Iron Company. Bessemer pig-iron, steel nails, steel tack plate. H. 
M. Priest, president and general manager; George A. Dean, secretary and 
superintendent.) 

Mixco Juscriox, On10, March 31, 1888. 


DEAR Sm: * * + The capital in this business, not including interest in the 
Junction Steel Company, is $500,000. The number of persons employed, men 
and boys, isabout four hundred, The valne of our annual sales varies so much, 
owing to conditions of business, we can scarcely give reliable figures on them. 
We a'so find difficulty in stating the cost of material bought ennunlly for simi- 
lar reason, We might say on our capacity to produce pig-iron, steel plate, and 
pee ne cost of materials would amount to about $1,675,000 per annum on pres- 
ent values, 

Our wages on preceding basis of capacity at current rates would reach about 
$225.00) per annum. We do notexport any goods. Our interest in a protective 
tariff is the same as that of any other manufacturer of goods from ore, iron, or 
steel. Without protection we could not employ over $500,000 cupital in this 
business, and consequently could not employ the four hundred persons whom 
we now aid in living, clothing, educating, and encourage to make homes for 
themselves in our country, so long as goods we now manufacture can be made 
£o cheaply abroad and marketed in this country so easily. 

If the goods of our manufacture wore placed on the free-list we would cer- 
tainly have to cease our operations, and our capital stock, instead of selling at 
par, being unemployed, would so rapidly shrink in value as to become an almost 
total loss to its owners. Were the writer inclined to be selfish in the matter he 
would demand free ore (not owning a mine), Again, if he were a steel manu- 
facturer alone, he might also desire free pig-iron. On the contrary, however, 
he takes a broader view, and in every sense is impressed with the belief that 
America should be for the Americans, and tariff upon articles we can make or 
produce at home should pe made prohibitory,at least until we recover from 
serious competition of the past few years. Immigration should also be regu- 
lated until our present surplus labor is all employed at liberal wages and a de- 
mand for more labor an absolute necessity. When home-made products must 
compete with foreign then wages run low. Short time and low wages soon 
make the workman dissatisfied, and ns a consequence frequent strikes, riots, and 
death, and destruction of property ensue. 

If a prohibitory tariff can not be enacted (as itcertainly can not by the present 
Tiouse), then existing tariff should no doubt be in some sense revised, aking 
a selfish view of the matter. our company being large manufacturers of soft Bes- 
semer steel, blooms, and billets, would ask the tariff on same from abroad, 
whether Bessemer or basic, should be the same as on rails at present. Iam un- 
able to understand why any honorable citizen of the United States desires free 
teade, where each man can become a manufacturer if he desires and if it is so 
profitable as some demagogues desire the voter to believe it is. 


Very truly, yours, 
I. M. PRIEST, President. 
Hon, J. D. TAYiLon, Washington, D. C. 


[The Spaulding Iron Company, manufacturers of cut and clinch nails and cut 
boat spikes of both iron and steel; also muck-iron. 


BRILLIANT, JEFFERSON Country, Onto, March 27, 1888. 


Dear Sm: Your favor Mth instant is received. Our capital stock is $300,000; 
paid in capital, $287,500. Could employ five hundred men and boys were it not 
or interference with trade caused by tariff tinkering and labor troubles through- 
as it is, we employ one hundied and fifty to two hundred and 


out our conan A 
time. Our annual sales are about 100,000 kegs nails and 4,000 


fifty about ha’ 
tons muck-iron, 

Cost of material, say, $250,000 annually; cost of labor, say, $100,000 annually, 
Have never sold abroad, except one little lot in Mexico. 

Our interest in a protective tariff isin the affirmative for the sake of the general 
good, We believe a tariff that would absolnte be prohibitive as to articles 
thatare manufactured in our own country would be a better way to reduce the 
revenues of the Government than the tariff-for-revenue-only policy of our 
friends, the Democracy. Let articles that are not produced in our country come 
in free of duty, and, eer ter. the sugar-makers of our own country a 
bounty or bonus, and all others similarly situated, 

We would be favorably affected by some such action as the foregoing, andso 
would all our friends and neighbors, and the country generally, if the action 
could be guarantied to stand for, say, twenty years without amendment. 

We think the placing of any item in the iron and steel schedule on the free- 
list means simply the annihilation of the industry in this country. 

Trusting that we have not taxed your patience too much,and that you will 
haye some notion of what our views would be if we undertook to them, 


and hoping that the Mrs who introduced the bill will be knocked out instead 
of all the other mills in the country, 
Yours, truly, 


0. H. SPAULDING, Secretary. 

Hon. J. D. TAYLOR, 

Washington, D. C. 

The following is an extract from a letter written by Mr. F. G. Nied- 
ringhaus, president of the St. Louis Stamping Company: 

It is true that our free-trade friends may be able to put forth a strong argu- 
ment in favor of free tin-plates, and looking at the question merely from one 
standpoint, their point may be well taken as long as tin-plates are not made in 
this country. But, nevertheless, if this 1 cent of duty, which is equivalent to 20 
per cent. ad valorem, is taken off, tin-plates will be adopted for a great many 
things for which sheet-iron is now used. This would, as a matter of course, 
lessen the demand for sheet-iron just to that extent, and a certain number of 
men now set apie in producing that iron from the ore and coal beds to the 
finished sheets must look for employment in other channels, or else the price 
a ae be reduced to a point where it can effectually compete with for- 
eign labor. 

f any one will take the trouble to look into the iron business more closely he 
will observe that the cost of iron is all labor from beginning to end, and that 
the profit put upon the tinished product by the manufacturer, as can be clearly 
proven, has not exceeded 10 per cent., and in some cases not 5 per cent., for 
quta a number of years. When, therefore, our free-trade friends say that it is 
the manufacturer that needs protection you may put it down as idle talk, and 
that they are passing upon a question which they have not thoroughly investi- 
gated. Give our American manufacturer labor at the same price that the Eu- 
ropean competitor gets it and he will not ask for any protection, 

The whole question at issue, therefore, hinges upon this one point, namely, 
what or how much shall we pay those who labor? If we have free trade, labor 
must work for exactly the same price it does in Europe. In other words, you 
will have pauper labor anda community without a purchasing power. Whe 
or not this would be advisable ERa E pastes is a question that we will not 
attempt to answer, but leave it to the wisdom of our national representatives. 
Steel plates and sheets are now being la y imported under the ad valorem 
duty, and at that rate they can be imported at a much lower figure than sheet- 
iron can be pronio 

This also is working very depressingly upon the American manufacturers of 
sheet-iron, and the final result will be that either this trade will have to be left 
to European manufacturers or else the wages of the operatives will have to be 
cut down in order to overcome this competition. It was our intention to have 
increased our mill capacity, but from the present outlook we think ourselves 
very lucky in not launching out any further in thatdirection. If the free trade 
faction of the Democratic party is to control the politics of the country, it is not 
oon to foresee what hardships are in store for our manufacturing commu- 
nities, 

THE TIN-PLATE PROVISION IN THE MILLS BILL. 


We prezent herewith a ta of the very able letter of the Amalgamated Asso- 
ciation of Iron and Steel Workers of the United States, addressed to Hon. WILL- 
1AM MCKINLEY, jr , and signed by William Weihe, president, and William Mar- 
tin, secretary. It RSN presents the leading facts in support of the prop- 
osition that tin-plates should be continued in the list of dutiable articles, and 
ae on, on them inereased,as has been wisely provided in Mr. RANDALL'S 
tar ls 

The Mills bill paos tin-plates on the free-list. Whatever 3 aes y of friend- 
ship and partiality to American labor the majority of the Waysand MeansCom- 
mittee may have made, this act of theirs in placing tin-plates on the free-list 
clearly indicates their real intentions of ultimate free trade. It is an act solely 
and absolutely in the interest of British capital and labor, securing to them a 
monopoly of the tin-plate manufacture needed to poppy the wants of the Amer- 
jean people. It is an act that implies the inability of American labor to produce 
t'n-plates, or that itis better to employ British labor at low wages to supply us 
ba 1 tin-plates rather than permit the same to be done by home labor at reason- 
able wages. 

It is unnecessary that we should enter here into the history of the tin-plate 
question in this country. Suffice it to say that, although strenuousattempts were 
made between 1872 and 1878 to establish the tin-plate manufacture in this coun- 
try, all failed for lack of proper encouragement by the Government. A pro- 
tective tariff was never enforced for the purpose of promoting the tin-plate 
manufacture here. 

British manufacturers, though possessing a monopoly of the tin-plate manu- 
fucture since 1720, never supplied cheap tin-plates to this country until attempts 
to manufacture tin-plates were made here. In 1875 we had four tin-plate works 
= deta in this country. Prices of British tin-plates were very high up to 
that date. 

Quoting from the Tron Age, we find the prices to have been, in 1873, for ordi- 
nary coke grades, $12 Pe box, and for charcoal grades $14.75 per box. A box 
contained 112 sheets of 14 by 20, and weighed about 112 pounds, Itwasthe high 
prices that had existed up to this time that tempted American capital to under- 
take tin-plate manufacturing, The duty at that time was 15 per cent, ad val- 
orem. In 1875 the duty was made specific, 1.1 cents per pound: but it was only 
a low revenue duty, equal to about 15 per cent. ad valorem. The British man- 
ufacturers, finding that the attempts to manufacture tin-plates in this country 
were successful, rapidly reduced prices, and, by the aid of cheap labor and alow 
tariff, in 1878 completely throttled the young American industry. Since this 
little episode took place we have had an era of low prices and an extremely 
poor quality of tin-plates. 

As workingmen we reason that, if British manufacturers were enabled to 
throttle this young industry by the aid of a low revenue tariff, the same results 
would follow in bars, sheets, structural, and all other forms of iron and steel 
manufacture, had we not a protective duty. 

The low revenue tariff on tin-plates, which also includes terne-plates, has 
furthermore been very injurious to our sheet iron and steel industry. For sev- 
eral years the imported tin and terne plates have been steadily d: lectin home 
productions of sheets of the finer grades, particularly galvanized and leaded 
sheets, in several directions. In the roofing business the quantity of home-pro- 
duced sheet-iron bas fallen off within the last six years nearly one-half. 
these results have followed from a low tariff what may heer ae to follow in 
the wake of free tin-plates? It is reasonable to presume n g less than the 
complete annihilation of the sheet iron and steel business in all the finer es. 

The arguments used bya majority of the Ways and Means Committee in favor 
of free tin-plates seem to us very illogical and impracticable. They make but 
one point, to wit, cheaper cans to promote the éxport trade in canned goods, 
This is ridiculous, as the law now provides a drawback of 90 per cent. of the 
duty to the exporter, The remaining 10 per cent. affects the price of a dozen 
8-pound cans of salmon about 1 cent. Just imagine an item ofl cent per dozen 
cans of salmon giving the exporter such an advantage in the foreign market as 
would effectually overcome all competition, 
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Importers and such large users of tin-platesas the Standard Oil Cémpany are 
naturally and consistently in favor of free tin-plates, There are te a num- 
ber of importers who are interested as owners of tin-plate works—Henry, Nash 
& Co.; Bond & Parsons; Sims & Coventry; Taylor Bros.; Phelps. Dodge & Co., 
ares others. We readily admit that to these free tin-plates would be quite an 
advantage. 

British manufacturers would also expect to realize some benefit from free tin- 
plates. For over eight years they have been constantly complaining of the low 

ice of tin-plates in the United States. It must be observed that the agitation 

for a protective tariff and home production of tin-plates has had its moral effect, 

in a large measure at least, of keeping down the price of the article in our mar- 

kets, Let free trade in tin-plates ba established, and the agitation in favor of 

protection and home production cease, it is but natural to suppose that British 

manufacturers, finding themselves absolute!y masters of the situation, will ma- 
terially advance prices to a point at least satisfactory to themselyes. __ 

It is, therefore, evident to our minds that the real beneficiaries of free tin-plates 
would be the foreign producers of the article, foreign merchants, and import- 
ers. To the American workingman and chief consumer no material benefit 
whatever would accrue. On the other hand, as wage-carners our workingmen 
would be greatly injured. y > 

In the name of the iron and steel workers, we therefore protest against the 
action of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee in placing tin-plates 
on the free-list, or against any reduction in the present duty. 

We go furiber and earnestly petition Congress to seriously meditate as to the 
advisability of placing a protective duty on tin-plates, aduty commensurate with 
the higher labor cost in this country ; thus securing employment to American 
labor in the production of tin-plates at wages in harmony with those now exist- 
ing in our iron and steel manufactories. : 


Mr. Chairman, this House will make a very grave mistake when it 
attacks these great industries along the Ohio valley and in other parts of 
the country, where thousands and thousands of men are employed, who 
live in comfortable homes and receive liberal wages. They should not 
suffer a reduction of wages and a loss of employment by this attempt 
to strike down the American tariff. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, this question of the production of 
tin is onc in which the people of the West are deeply interested. If 
there are any ‘‘infant industries’’ in the United States that need pro- 
tection and fostering, thisis oneofthem. Some four orfive years ago it 
was definitely and reliably ascertained that there was tin-producing ore 
in the Black Hillsof Dakota, and after repeated experiments capitalists 
felt justified in investing their money in thosemines. They have invested 
very nearly half a million of dollars. There isno question at all, judg- 
ing from the most reliable authority attainable, that there exists in the 
Black Hills of Dakota sufficient tin to supply the needs of the people of 
the United States. The only difficulty which has been met with in min- 
ing this tin is in reducing the ore, and it only remains to secure ma- 
chinery adapted for this purpose in order to make the enterprise a suc- 


cess. 
The people of Dakota have expended over $100,000 out of their own 
‘kets in the establishment and maintenance of a school of mines at 
Rapid City for the purpose of experimenting with and testing these and 
other ores in the Black Hills. I will read a brief extract from Pro- 
fessor Bailey, United States geologist for Montana. Speaking of the 
tin-bearing rock in the region of Harney’s Peak in the Black Hills, he 
says that it quarried from the surface; that there are veins measuring 
more than 50 feet in width which will average much better than those 
in Cornwall. He declares there is enough to supply the world, and 
says that it is impossible to imagine this great body of ore ever being 
exhausted. If these statements are correct, the discovery is one of the 
most important of the century. 

I have not time to enter into a detailed statement as to the difficulties 
which have been met with in reducing these ores. Though they con- 
stitute a different formation from any heretofore discovered, it will not 
do to say that the skill, the energy, the ingenuity of the American peo- 
ple can not overcome these difficulties, if this industry is properly pro- 
tected. The people of this country can well afford to protect and nourish 
this industry, which, if done, will make them independent in*time of 
need of other countries for their supply of tin. 

I incorporate in my remarks a statement from the commissioner of 
emigration of Dakota in reference to what has been done to develop 
these mines. It is poor economy for our people to encourage the de- 
velopment of foreign mines to the injury of our own. 

Mr. G. I will inquire of the gentleman whether, in the 
part of the country to which he refers, the ore is not now being mined 
and shipped abroad? z 

Mr. GIFFORD. Oh, yes; they are shipping ore to England to be 
tested and reduced. A large amount is being shipped. This clause 
placing tin products on the free-list should be stricken out. 


TIN. 


This metal was discovered in the hills in 1883. To whom the honor of the 

very belongs is already a matter of some ae but it is admitted that 

the first public announcement was made by Maj. A. J. Simmons, of Rapid 

City, through the Journal of that place, in a communication under date of June 

8, 1883, After sketching the geology of the Etta mica mine, where the v- 

ery was first made, with accuracy, and stating that time and exploration are 
needed to determine the value, he closes by saying: 

*“ At the present, however, the discovery must be regarded as one of the high- 
est importance, and I venture to say that the indications already point to the 
existence of an extensive district of the mineral.” 

In the same month he forwarded a box of the specimens to a San Francisco 
capitalist, who sent Professor William P. Blake, a well-known mining engineer, 
to examine the find. After this the scientific world received information 
through the American Journal of Science, in September of the same A 

The mining isa new industry in America, and its develo t has of necessity 
been slow, but not slower than the development of the silver mines of early 


. 


days on the Pacific coast and in Colorado. It requires large sums of money to 
poper open these mines and to build mills for the treatment of the ore, 

Thereare two well-known tin districts in the hills, One occupiesa belt about 

4 miles wide, lying around the northern and western flanks of Harney’s Peak. 
It extends southward tos point 6 miles south of Custer City. It will probably 
be found entirely encircling the granitic area of the hilis. The other section 
is located about 16 miles southwest of Spearfish, where a small archæan area has 
been laid bare by denudation. 
_ The tin-stone is found in granitic veins or dikes in the carly or schistose 
archwan, shown upon the map, and which vary in width from a few inches to 
hundreds of feet. In some sections the veins consist of an albitic greisen—that 
is, a rock composed of albite, feldspar, and mica, through which are disseminated 
crystals of cassitcrite. In other sections, as upon the west side of Harney’s 
Peak, the veins are composed of typical greisen—that is, quartz and mica. The 
erystals of cassiterite vary much in size, some having been found of several 
pounds weight, but generally they seem to partake of the naturo of the greisen— 
that is, if the individual crystals of feldspar or quartz and mica are large, the ac- 
companying crystals of cassiterite are large, and vice versa. That through 
which the tin is finely disseminated is usually richer than the coarsely crys- 
tallized rocks. . 

The percentage of tin-stone in the greisen varies, but there are many veins 
carrying rock yielding from 2 to 4 percent. That this is by no means a small 
percentage may be seen by the following: 

In Altenburg, ín oy [Mineral Resources of the United States, 18837 M, 
article, Tin], the yicld is from one-half to 1 per cent. In Cornwall, as shown 
by the Government statistics, the yield of block tin for the whole country is less 
than 2 per cent. In the Pal district, in Cornwall, the average of all the 
ore crushed in five years was cighty-nine hundredths of 1 percent; yet these 
mines yielded a fair profit. 

There have been many mines discovered and recorded in both the northern 
and southern sections. The latter is the more extensiye section of the two, 
which is simply saying that here a larger archmn area has laid bare by 
erosion, and had the sedimentary rocks between the two sections been removed, 
the districts would doubtless have been found continuous. In the northern, or 
Nigger Hill district, as itis called, the best known claim is the Cleveland, owned 
by the American Tin Company, who have sunk a shaft to the depth of 160 feet, 
At the 100-foot station, where a cross-cut has been driven, the vein is found to 
have a width of over 200 fect, and to carry tin throughout, bnt a zone about 39 
feet wide near each wall is somewhat richer than the remainder of the lode, 
The company own about seventy claims, a mill site, water-power, ete., and ex- 
pect to Span upon a large scale. 

This district was first worked exclusively for gold, and in it were found rich 
placer diggings. The miners were troubled by the vast amount of “iron” 
which filled the riffies of their sluice-boxes and interfered with their work. It 
was harder to separate from the gold than the “iron” of other districts, for a 
magnet would not act upon it. No one suspected the black substance to be 
tin-stone, but such it was, The miners now save it, and several tons have been 
shipped to New York and to England. Itis the opinion of the writer, who has 
thoroughly examined the district, that stream-tin mining as a business would 


pay. 

Other groups of mines in this section are controlled by the Callahan Com- 
pany, by Chapman & Hydiliff, by Miller & Co., and by others, 

The first company to operate upon the tin deposits in the southern hills was 
the Etta Company. They bought a number of claims, but did their principle 
work upon the Etta, where tin was first found. The management of the com- 
pany was left to parties who could have had noreal knowledge of the subject of 
tinmining. Without having the mine sufficiently opened to supply a 20-ton 
mill, they erected a 200-ton mill,and used machinery which did not do the work, 
for the tailings from the mill, as sampled by a competent English engineer, and 
also by the writer, yield 2 per cent. tin-stone; that is, the quantity wasted éx- 
ceeded the average of all the ores mined in England, and was three times as 
great as the quantity which has been found to pay in Saxony. They crushed 
about 400 tons of ore, which, notwithstanding the waste, yielded 2 per cent. block 
tin, which was shipped East. The management of the company has been se- 
verely criticised, and, after the expenditure of abont $350,000, they closed down 
but immediately bonded sixty or seventy additional claims in the district, and 
secured the services of a well-known English mining expert in the service of 
John Taylor's Sons, London. 

This gentleman spent several weeks in thoroughly examining and sampling 
the different claims of the company, and advised that certain work be done upon 
those bonded. The result of his examination was doubtless favorable, for all 
bonds so far that have fallen due have been paid,and during the present month 
ign 1887) the company have paid outin the purchase of these claims over 

T 


hey have secured a mountain park of several hundred acres in extent, near 
Hill City, in Pennington County, water-power, ete., and announced their in- 
tention to build their works at that point. Their pian of operation also in- 
cludes the building of a narrow-gauge railroad from Rapid City to that point, 
which railroad has already been surveyed. 

Other companies besides the Etta are preparing to work. Some Chicago cap- 
italists recently Eppan the Tin Mountain group of mines, near Custer City, 
which is said to be a veritable mountain of tin-bearing rock. Some masses of 
this sent to the l of mines at Rapid yielded 40 per cent. cassiterite. Itis 
claimed that there are many thousands of tons of orein sight that can be worked 
toa profit. Many claims are owned by prospectors and others who are not able 
to develop them. Others will be found, for so far none has been sought for ex- 
cept those which outcrop or show upon the surface, 

t will be seen from examination of the map that tin is found in three coun- 
ties—Custer, Pennington, and Lawrence. ‘The writer has personally examined 
all the districts and has made many assays of the ore. When sam in quite 
large quantities it seldom runs below 2 per cent., and often yields 4, 6. 8, and 
even 12 per cent. These assays refer to averages taken across veins, dumps, 
sample lots, etc., for of courses picked specimens can be easily had which are 
nearly pure cassiterite. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 

Da pare 3, lines 45 and 45, strike out these words, “or lead, or with a mixture 
of which these metals is a component part,” 

I offer this because the paragraph as it stands offers encouragement « 
to the importation of tin-plate adulterated with lead. Much of the 
plate now imported is so adulterated, and the importation of such plate 
should be prohibited instead of encouraged. This leaded plate is nsed 
by some unscrupulous makers of cans for packing and preserving vege- 
tables and fruits. As is well known, the acids in some of these vege- 
tables and fruits cut open the lead in these tins, and the result is that 
the contents are poisoned and become highly dangerous to health and 
life. Iclip from a Philadelphia paper of this morning an account of 
one such case, and they are of very frequent occurrence. 


A dish of canned tomatoes eaten at dinner time on Monday in the household 
of Dr, John W. Ranck, who keeps a drug store on Germantown avenue near 
Nicetown lane, poisoned all those who partook of the vegetable, and in the 
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case of Dr. Ranck himself the poison came near terminating fatally. Those 
isoned were Dr. J. W. Ranek, Albert D. Forrest, his assistant in the store; 
Frank Nestor, the office boy; Charles Ranck, aged 11, and little Mamie Ranck, 
A Forrest,who was onc of those poisoned, said that it was the opinion of Dr. 
Howell, Dr. Ranck, and himself that the tomatoes poisoned them, as every one 
that partook of them was taken down with cramps, Thesymptoms were those 
of lead poisoning, and it was supposed that the acids in the tomatoes acted on 
the | in the cans and the poisonous mixture permeated the contents. The 
r will notify the manufacturer of the cans. Mr. Forrest said that all would 

= o EE in a few days, as the only difficulty now was one of weakness and las- 

I repeat we should prohibit the importation of such adulterations, 
and not open wide our doors to them by placing them on the free-list. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Chairman, Ihave followed the discussion, 

| during the consideration of this bill by separate paragraphs, until I am 
actually weary listening to what has been stated in behalf of protection. 

|I representa district which I may say is purely agricultural. If there is 
‘a man in that district who is engaged in a protected industry and would 
be benefited by the increase of this tariff beyond the present rate, I do 
not know it. I have been waiting patiently to hear some gentleman 
on the other side tell upon what principle of justice every constituent 
in my district who is a producer and who has to come in direct com- 
petition with the labor of Europe—pauper labor, if you please—should 
continue to be taxed in this way. 

In regard to this subject of tin-plates there has recently been estab- 
lished in my district, in the city of Faribault, an infant industry, an 
establishment for the purpose of canning fruits and vegetables. I re- 
cently received a letter from the president of the company owning 

| that establishment, a letter not intended for publication, asking, as 2 

mere business inquiry, whether, in my opinion, the Mills bill would 
become a law by the Ist of July; stating that if it did, it would be 
several hundred dollars in the pockets of the company, as the passage 
of the bill, with this clause in it, would have the effect to reduce the 
price of tin-plates. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. FARQUHAR], in discussing this 
subject yesterday, undertook to demonstrate that the effect of the re- 
duction would be so infinitesimally small, in favor of the consumers 
of fruits and vegetables, as to make practically no difference. Admit- 
ting, for the purpose of argument alone, that that is true, the fact re- 
mains that the gentlemen who own this factory are constituents of 
mine, and if this bill should pass they would save several hundred 
dollars by its operation. Why should I not vote to save them that 
amount of money instead of voting to put it in the pockets of men 
living in the city of Pittsburgh or somewhere else? 

How long are we to be taxedin this way? The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Yost], in the course of his argument yesterday, said that 
Virginia had paid tribute to protected industries elsewhere for thirty 
or forty years, and now she demanded that the country should submit 
to pay tribute to her. Why, sir, we in Minnesota have paid tribute 
for more than thirty years, and if we yield to the plea of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, it simply means that Minnesota must continue to 
pay tribute, for we have none of this mineral, and no establishments 
to be benefited by its production. To gentlemen representing portions 
of the country whose people are entirely occupied in agricultural pro- 
ductions, the inquiry naturally suggests itself when this continued ef- 
fort, which is continually being made for the benefit of these men who 
own these manufacturing establishments, is to cease, and whether any- 
thing will ever be proposed by the opposition for the benefit of the pro- 
ducer; and how long are we going to continue this condition of things? 

The question which naturally arises in the minds of those who are 
consumers of the articles named in this bill, and who have to depend 
upon a foreign market for the sale and price of their products, is, how 
long are we to continue to pay taxes to feed and clothe this *‘infant,’’ 
otherwise known as the industries spoken of here so much, until it ar- 
rives at the age of manhood? Judgingfrom what we hear, we shall 
continue to pay tribute until the youngest man in this House—ay, 
the infant just born—shall have arnved at the mature age of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and then we 
shall not be through if we yield to the arguments which are constantly 
repeated. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR rose. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I can not yield; I have only five minutes. It 
is a part of the policy of the other side during this discussion to inter- 
rupt. I refrain from doing so myself, and must decline to yield. I 
wish to say in conclusion that I deny emphatically that the. placing 
of tin-plates on the free-list will have any effect upon the sheet-iron 
industry. I know it to be a fact that tin is being generally discarded 
as roofing material, and sheet-iron, especially corrugated sheet-iron, is 
superseding it. 

Mr, SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], who will now address the committee, be permitted to pro- 
ceed for fifteen minutes of the time allotted to this side of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. And in addition to the hour heretofore allowed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, but for that part of the 
hour allotted to this side. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DockEry in the chair). Is there objec- 


. 


tion to the gentleman from Illinois being permitted to proceed for 
fifteen minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. Chairman, I am much obliged to the com- 
mittee for extending this indulgence to me, and I shall endeavor to 
improve that time by making an argument solely in reference to tin- 
plates, and I shall not digress upon other subjects connected with tarift 
legislation. 

This is one of the most important items embodied in this bill. It 
is a proposition to place on the free-list tin-plates, which are consumed 
universally, and by the great body of our people. The present duty 
upon tin-plates is 1 cent a pound, aud it is proposed by gentlemen on 
the other side of the House to strike this item from the free-list as 
proposed by the pending bill, and insert a clause, when we reach the 
dutiable items of the bill in subsequent proceedings, increasing the 
duty to 2.2 cenis a pound. 

At 1 cent a pound the duty paid to the Government on this article 
last year amounted to $5,706,433, the value of the imported article 
being $16,833,813. This was the value in Europe on board ship, and 
does not include freight charges or insurance, nor does it represent the 
cost to the consumers of this country, who are obliged to pay these 
freights and also the corimissions to the middlemen, 

This duty collected, of $5,700,000, is added to the cost of this com- , 
modity to the consumers of this country. 

I know it has been denied by gentlemen upon the other side that the 
duty paid upon this article, or similar articles, is carried forward and 
placed upon the value of it and paid eventually by the consumer. 
But it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if there is any proposition 
plainer than another in connection with such legislation, it is that the 
35,700,000 paid as customs duties upon the article of tin-plates was 
charged up by the merchant to the purchaser, and by him charged up 
to his customer, and by the merchant finally to the consumer.” I am 
amazed that any gentleman should dispute a proposition so perfectly 
plain as that, 

Mr. ADAMS. That is true, because no,tin-plate is produced in this 
country, 

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague concedes that none is produced 
here. It is admitted, then, by my colleague that this addition of the 
duty to the prime cost is paid by the consumer. There is no industry 
of this kind in this country now, and it is admitted upon the other side 
that there can be no such industry. [Cries of ‘Oh, no,” on the Re- 
publican side.] Do not be in a hurry, gentlemen; it is admitted that 
there can be no such industry unless the duty is increased, as indi- 
cated by gentlemen upon the other side, to the amount of 2.2 cents per 
pound. That is the completion of the sentence that I had started to 
utter when I was interrupted by exclamations from gentlemeh on that 
side. Of course, I can not say everything at once. 

The proposition, then, is this: Tin-plate is a product coming into this 
country to the value of over $16,000,000 annually, which is not pro- 
duced here now, and can not be produced under the present duty in 
this country; but if the present duty, as is proposed on the other side 
shall be doubled and two-tenths of a cent more is added, it can be and 
will aT cor produced. That is the condition. That is what is 
claimed. 

Now the effect of doubling the duty or rather increasing it to two and 
two-tenths cents per pound would be—— 

ar BRUMM. Tocheapenthe price of tin-plate generally. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now be quiet, if you please. I do not need the 
assistance of the gentleman. [Laughter.] The effect of this proposi- 
tion would be to increase the cost to the consumer by the additional 
tax placed upon the article, none being made at this time in this coun- 
uy, and none could be made until a plant could be produced for its man- 

facture. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Which would take at least twelve months. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And which the gentleman from Tennessee says 
would take twelve months. In my own opinion it would take very 
much more time than that, but, at least for the present and until such 
plant was established, it would add to the cost of this article to the con- 
sumers of the country the increased burden of 1.2 cents a pound. In 
other words, instead of paying a tax upon the article to the amount of 
the duty now collected of $5,706,000, we would pay not only that but 
an additional tax of 1.2 cents per pound, making an aggregate of $12,- 
554,000 a year. 

Until the new plant was established in this country the Government 
would receive the additional revenue caused by adding 1.2 cents a pound 
to the duty on this article. But as soon as the home plant was com- 
pleted, and the home demand could be supplied in this country, im- 
portations of tin-plates would cease, and the Government would cease 
to collect the tax or customs duty. Our revenues would then be cut 
off to the extent of $12,554,000 a year. Tin-plates would not be sold 
much, if any, cheaper, for it is admitted that tin-plates can not be man- 
ufactured in this country at a profit with a duty of 1 cent a pound. 
‘The home manufacturer would charge the people an amount just below 
that at which the foreign product could be sold after paying the duty 
of 2.2 cents per pound and freights and other necessary charges. 


5264 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 14, 


The sum of $5,700,000 now paid as a duty upon the importation of 
tin-plates goes into the Treasury of the United States and becomes a 
part of the people’s funds to be applied to public purposes; but if you 
increase the duty, as proposed on the other side of the House, the effect 
will be ultimately to transfer the $5,700,000 from the public Treasury 
to the pockets of the manufacturers who may grow up hereafter, and 
also give them an additional bonus of 1.2 cents per pound, or over 
$6,000,000 more, making a total bonus of $12,554,000 a year. If suc- 
cessful in this it would be the inauguration of a policy that would 
take $5,700,000 out of the public Treasury, add $6,000,000 to it, and 
turn over the whole amount, $12,554,000, thus extorted from the con- 
sumers of tin-plate, to the National Tin-Plate Association, to enable it 
to manufacture the article in this country. 

This is protection pure and simple, and solely for the sake of protec- 
tion. It is a perversion of the taxing power, and has no warrant in 
the Constitution. 

It is, in other words, a proposition to make, by legislation, a busi- 
ness profitable that would not be profitable and could not be carried 
on without the tax. Ifthe Government is to enter upon such a policy, 
gentlemen may turn their attention to other industries which we could 
encourage in like manner with equal propriety.. They may insist 
hereafter that tea, now the product of Chinese cheap labor, should be 
produced in this country. e pay out annually some $16,000,000 for 
tea, just as we pay about $16,000,000 annually for tin-plates. With a 
view of protecting against Chinese cheap labor something may yet be 
proposed with a view to establish tea-culture amongst ourselves. 

There may hereafter be in California or some other part of the coun- 
try gentlemen who will proclaim that it is a great outrage to continue 
paying $16,000,000 to a a year for tea. They may contend that 
our own people should produce what we require. This could perhaps 
be accomplished by placing a duty of a dollar or $2 a pound on tea. 
Give a sufficient bonus to our own people for producing it, and it cer- 
tainly can be done if we resort to forced production. Other industries 
could be created and fostered in like manner. But such a policy is 
unwise and not in accordance with the spirit of our institutions. I 
am utterly opposed to it, and am ready to meet gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber before the people on this question. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] stated on yester- 
day that this article had been taxed at the rate of 2} cents per pound 
at one time, and that under the operation of that tax this business 
flourished and the price of tin-plate was brought down from $12 to 
$5 a box. 

T have looked over the statistics and the tariff records and I can not 
find that that article ever was taxed 2} cents a pound. It never was 
taxed at that rate. There was a clause put in the tariff act of June 30, 
1864, which for a few weeks was construed in that way by the custom- 
house officers; but Mr. Fessenden, then Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the 22d day of July, 1864, construed the clause in the bill to refer to 
another article entirely, and admitted tin-plates at 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

If the gentlemen will refer to Evans’s Imports and Duties from 1867 
to1883 they will find astatement, on page 431, oftin-plates, terne-plates, 
and taggers tin admitted into this country from 1867 to 1883, with the 
rates of duty upon them and the prices prevailing during that period, 
and they wiil find that the duty, ad valorem, never exceeded 25 per 
cent. until 1883, when it was increased by reason of the fluctuations 
in price to 29.9 per cent. ad valorem; but the price of tin-plate has 
continually declined in this country without reference to the duty. 
Under the rate of 1); cents per pound, which was established by the 
act of February 8, 1875, the price continued to decline from 5.20 
cents to 3.74 cents per pound, which was the price in 1883; and the 
price at this time is 3 cents per pound or $3 a hundred. The decline 
in price is caused entirely by the decline of prices abroad. The price 
in this country is affected solely by the freight, insurance, and duty. 
The fluctuations in Europe occur by reason of the increased competition 
and the improved facilities for production. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman will not deny that at the time the 
industry started in this country tin-plate was selling at $12 a box? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was not caused at all by the duty on the 
article. At that time there was a corresponding price abroad. The 
duty never exceeded 1,/5 cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

During the Forty-seventh Congress this subject was before the Tariff 
Commission, and Mr. Nathan A. Taylor, of Philadelphia, on behalf of 
the importers of tin-plate and the manufacturers of tin-ware of this 
country, appeared before that commission and delivered an address. 
Persons interested in that industry in the city of Philadelphia sent a 
petition to Congress at that time. In 1882, when the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was chairman of the 
Committee on Waysand Means, the gentlemen interested in the manu- 
facture of tin-ware in this country desired to be heard before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. They were refused a hearfng; at least so 
they say in their petition, which I hold in my hand. I read from that 

tition: 
ganas as the Committee on Ways and Means decided to hear no oral ar- 
gument on any matter relating to the revision of the tariff now under consid- 


eration by them, thus debarring us from zornog Sere of the serious errorsand 
misstatements which have been presented to committee and as printed in 


their report, we therefore communicated with them in the only way possible, 
nan ely, letter and ers and we think they did not receive our communi- 
cations in time to consider our suggestions. e deem it now our duty to call 
your attention to the inconsistency in the recommendation of the tariff com- 
mittee to advance the duty on tin-plates, and as you will be called upon to vote 


upon this revision, we deem it necessary that you should have all the points of 


information which we can give you,sothat you will be enabled to vote intel- 
ligently and understandingly upon this important item. 

This is the introductory to the petition and memorial of fifty-five 
firms in the city of Philadephia who represent, as they state in their 
memorial, two hundred thousand persons in this country who are en- 
gaged in the manufacture of tinware that is consumed by every family 
in the United States. The petition sets forth the facts very clearly in 
regard to this industry. I quote further: 

In every former tariff bill which has been enacted the item of tin-plate has 
occupied a specific and independent place, and not taken in conjunction with 


any other article, and we think very wisely, inasmuch as there has been noth- 
ing of the kind successfully produced in this country. 


And I call the gentleman’s attention to this: 


And we think that the present duty of 1.1 per pound, which is equivalent to 
about 33 per cent, ad valorem, should have been sufficient protection to any one 
ambitious of manufacturing in the United States, especially as Congress, in or- 
der to encou the manufacture of tin-plate in t country, abolished the 
duty on pig-tin in 1875. 

Notwithstanding the abolition of the duty on pig-tin for the purpose 
of encouraging its manufacture in this country no firm began the in- 
dustry, for the reason, I presume, that the product could not be made 
at a profit with a duty of 1 cent or 1.1 cents a pound. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] be extended. 

Ma REED. That will notinterfere with the arrangement previously 
made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see the time is passing rapidly. I will ask to 
have printed in the RECORD some extra¢ts from this petition, and the 
address of Mr. Taylor, and I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
men on the other side to the names appended to the petition, the names 
of fifty-five business houses in the city of Philadelphia, who ought to 
be represented on this floor. But it seems they are not now repre- 
sented. These firms protest against increasing the duty on this article, 
and ask Congress to reduce the tax. They would doubtless have asked 
that it be placed on the free-list, if they had supposed it possible. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Penusylvania. If the gentleman will permit 
me—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not yield for a speech. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There are men who will explain 
away the arguments used by those very gentlemen. ‘There are men 
from Philadelphia on the floor who will do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They will have plenty of time to do so hereafter. 
ĮI can not yield for that purpose now, as I have but a few minutes of 
my time left. In that time I desire to call attention to the specious 
argument ¢ffered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
on this side of the House, and also the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JosEPH D. TAYLOR] on the other. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RANDALL], in his remarks yesterday, said: 

To-day there are coming to the United States $17,000,000 in value of tin-plates, 
If those tin-plates were produced in this country twenty-four thousand people 
here could beemployed in this industry. The laborin Great Britain and Wales 
required to produce the tin-plates we consume amounts, I am advised, to $9,000,- 
000, and it is only fair to conclude if we produced those tin-platesin this country 
the laborers engaged in that work would receive from itsome ten or twelve 
millions of dollars, 

A similar statement was made by the gentleman from Ohio on the 
right, and it isa customary argument upon that side of the House, that 
we ought to have a Chinese wall built up around this country so as to 
prevent any foreign product from coming in that can possibly be made 
here. Now, what are the facts in regard to imports and exports? 

The fact is, that last year there were exported from this country 
articles which could not be consumed at home, and which found no 
home market, valued at $725,000,000. Ifthese products were produced 
by laborers earning $400 each per annum, that would show that 1,800,- 
000 persons were engaged in making products which could not be sold 
in this country and could only find a market abroad, and consequently 
that the wages to remunerate their labor came from foreigners. 

These laborers would represent, counting five persons toevery family, 
9,000,000 of our population. Hence during last year that number of 
our population were dependent for the means of support entirely upon 
the people of foreign countries. 

Mr. BRUMM. Those articles were exportedin the face of a protect- 
ive tariff, I believe. 

Mr.SPRINGER. And yetgentlemen rise here and deplore the fact 
that $16,000,000 worth of tin-platesare consumed in this country which 
are made abroad, and which they say ought to be made here. Do they 
forget that more than $700,000,000 worth of our products were taken 
and consumed and paid for by foreigners last year? Now, what are 
we ge’ in exchange for these products which wemustexport? Here 
is a pamphlet which shows what we did get, the report of the Secre- 


I hope not. 
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tary of the Treasury, giving our exports and imports for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887. 

This report shows that of the foreign products which came here in 
exchange for ours sent abroad there were $233,000,000 worth that were 
on the free-list, articles adjudged by gentlemen on the other side to be 
safe and harmless to be admitted free. Then there were articles worth 
$165,000,000 that were imported in a crude condition, materials which 
entered into the tarious products of our domestic industries. Only 
$59,542,000 worth of these crude articles were dutiable, the remaining 
$106,000,000 worth being on the free-list. 

Will gentlemen say that that importation injured our workingmen ? 
Why, these were the materials that were imported by manufacturers 
and workingmen, in order that they might have employment in mak- 
ing the different useful articles of our domestic production. Without 
these articles many of our home industries could not have existed. 

Then there is another list of ‘‘articles wholly or partially manu- 
factured for use as materials in the manufactures and mechanic arts,”’ 
amounting to $79,000,000, among which are found tin-plates. Only 
$12,000,000 worth of these partially manufactured articles are on the 
free-list. These articles require labor to make them suitable for con- 
sumption, and furnish employment to millions of our people. y 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Before you conclude? ~ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now, but when I conclude. There is also a 
list of articles of luxury, articles used only by the rich, such as wines, 
iewelry, etc., amounting to $90,000,000 in value, less than $4,000,000 
of which are on the free-list. And the manufactured articles which 
come in ready for consumption amount to $136,000,000, and only $11,- 
000,000 worth of which are on the free-list. Those articles ready for 
consumption which pay a duty are taxed at the rate of 49.73 per cent. 
ad valorem. Surely this is protection enough! f 

On these articles, amounting to $136,000,000 in value, which came 
in manufactured ready for consumption, the people of the United States 
had to pay a tax of nearly 50 per cent. ad valorem, amounting to 
$61,898,366, and the henefit of that protection, whatever it was, went 
to the protected industries. 

Mr. Chairman, there are other things that I desire to say, but I see 
the gavel raised, so I will not further trespass upon the time of the 
committee. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. My time has expired; otherwise I should be glad 
to answer any questions. I will ask to-printin the RECORD the whole 
of the petition to which I have referred, and also the address of Mr. 
Nathan A. Taylor, of Philadelphia, before the Tariff Commission of 1882. 
They are as follows: 

Petition to Congress from consumers of tin-plate, in opposition to advancing 
the duty thereon. z 
To the honorable the Members of the Senate and House of Representatives : 

Inasmuch as the Committee on Ways and Means decided to hear no oral argu- 
ment on any matter relating to the revision of the tariff now under considera- 
tion by them, thus debarring us from refuting some of the serious errors and 
misstatements which have been presented tothe commission, and as printed in 
their report, we therefore communicated with them in the only way possible, 
namely, letter and tel , and we think they did not receive our communi- 
cations in time to consider our suggestions, e deem it now our duty to call 
your attention to the inconsistency in the recommendation of the tariff com- 
mittee to advance the duty on tin-plates, and as you will be called upon to vote 
upon this revision, we deem it necessary that you should have all the points of 
information which we can give you, so that you will be enabled to vote intelli- 
gently and hansen as ig upon this important item, 

In every former tariff bill which has been enacted the item of tin-plate has 
occupied a specific and independent place, and not taken in conjunction with 
any other article, and we think very wisely, inasmuch as there has been noth- 
ing of the kind successfully produced in the country, and we think that the 

resent duty of 1.1 per pound, which is equivalent to about 33 per cent. ad va- 

orem, shouldthave been sufficient protection to any one ambitious of manu- 
facturing in the United States, especially as Con, in order to encourage the 
manufacture of tin-plate in this country, abolished the duty on pig-tin in 1875. 

We are now paying, and have been since 1875, a higher rate of duty on tin- 
plate than at any period since a tariff was instituted, in verification of which we 
submit the following schedule: 

Prior to 1842, free, 1842 imposed 2} per cent. ad valorem; 1846 increased to 15 
per cent.; 1857 reduced to 8 per cent.; 1861 increased to 10 per cent.; 1862 in- 
creased to 25 per cent., s war tax; 1872 reduced to 15 per cent.; 1875 spe- 
cific duty 1.1 cents per pound, then equal to 15 per cent., now equal to 33 per 


cent. 

‘Tin-plate is in fact a raw material, furnishing a basis for a larger or more 
widespread industry than any other articles; therefore, in behalf of the tin- 
plate workers, who number over two hundred thousand, and the many auxili- 
ary trades Med arose | upon the same,and the entire population of the United 
States, we beg to call your attention to the reasons herein contained why this 
njas and unnecessary tax should not be imposed upon fifty-five millions of 

ople. 

Per n-plates, on account of their cheapness and great adaptability, are applied 
to numberless uses, namely, in the manufacture of kitchen utensils, stove 
furniture, outfits for miners and lumbermen, roofs and gutters of houses, cans 
and boxes for preserving meats, vegetables, oils, etc., and are a necessity to the 
poorest people of our country. 

To curtail this industry would strike the severest blow to manufacturing aud 
agricultural interests of the country that it has ever received, and any advance 
in duty would open the door for the introduction of ware manufactured by for- 
eign area to the direct detriment of our 200,000 workmen, thereby closing 
our factories 

The entire population have been looking for a reduction of duty on tin-plate 
one-half cent to three-fourths cent per pound, which it should be. At the 

resent rate of duty the farmer is enabled to purchase tin cans from the nearest 

‘worker and can any surplus of fruits, vegetables, meats, game, fish, milk, 
butter, or lard, in fact any eatable that would otherwise go to waste, Of course 
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the United States can not consume all of these s, &s is evident from the fact 
that we have shipped to Europe up to December Ist of this year over twenty- 
five million cans of produce, which simply includes salmon, oysters, beef, and 
fruits, and does not take into consideration the enormous canned exports of 
petroleum, lard, lard-oil, spices, blacking, ete., where they find a ready sale at 
prices fairly remunerative to our producers, and England receives back in the 
ee of cans manufactured here the major part of all the tin-plate imported. 
We haye now the monopoly of the canned-goods trade. A good reduction jof 
duty would largely increase this trade, and as our country is rapidly growing 
we must find some outlet for the prolific productions of our soil. 

A few large canneries can take advantage of the refund of duties, but the 
smaller parties who in the aggregate produce the most, can not. Increasing 
the cog will prevent the foreigner from continuing the use of a variety of 
vegetables, fruits, etc., after we have been educating them to the use of the same 
for years, or they will seek their supplies elsewhere. 

The present rate of duty on tin-plate of 1.1 cents per pound is equivalent to 
$24.64perton. The Tariff Commission's recommendation of 2.2 cents per pound 
is equal to $49.28 per ton which is equal to 663 per cent. of the pren English 
cost, and the rate just adopted by the Committee of Ways and Means is 2 cents 


per pound, equal to $44.80 per ton, ogan to 60 per cent. upon the cost value, © 


whereas according to the intention of the tariff at the time the rate was made 


specific it should be $11.25 per ton to equal the aa valorem duty of 15 per cent., ` 


which was the daty pior to the change to 
We respectfully submit to your consideration the facts before enumerated in 
connection with the printed argument herewith, which was made before the 
Tariff Commission during their sitting in Philadelphia in behalfof the consum- 
ers of tin-plate, We earnestly beg that you will give the important question 
the consideration that it deserves. 
Yours, respectfully, 
J. M. Melloy’s Sons, J.G. Brill & Co., J. Wood & Bros., American 
Meter Company, Chester Oil Company, Warner, Rhodes & Co., 
Githens & Rexamer, Mitchell, Fletcher & Co., Reeves, Parvin 
& Co., Barber & Perkins, Selser & Bro., Ralston, Buzby & Co.. 
S. M. Levin’s Sons, Knowles & Anderson, Joseph Campbell & 
Co., J. Hall Rohrman & Son, Horace Everett, H. A. Bartlett & 
Co., Charles Burnham & Co., Joseph W. Baker, Helme & Mcll- 
henny, Washington Harris, Austin, Obdyke & Co., Isaac S. Will- 
iams & Co., Napheys, Pratt & Co., The Goodwin Gas Stove and 
Meter Co., James Spear, Geo. C. Naphey & Son, Robt. Porter & 
Sons, Geo. Booth & Co., William T. Gilbert, J. Danby, Stewart, 
Ralph & Co., Harris, Griffin & Co., John Decker & Sons, J. W. 
Weywer, Job Bartlett's Sons, Jas. Fallows & Co., Henry Troem- 
ner, D'A. H. Carre, Geo. Fries & Co., Chas. Williams & Son, 
James Dickson, John Kershaw & Son, C. B. Porter & Co., Mat- 
thew Hall, Frederick Klemm, Bowman Brothers, W. H. Smithe- 
man, V. W. Walter, Wm. Hodges & Co., E. Cuming, Edward 
McFarland, William J. Thomason, Edward McCormick, and 
many others. 


If we had sufficient time we could get the signatures to the list of the names 
of every tin-plate worker in the United States. 


Argument referred to as having been read before the United States Tariff Com- 
mission by Nathan A. Taylor, representing the consumers of tin-plates, ete. 


It may not be generally known that the present duty on tin-plate is uninten- 
tionally higher than was sought to be imposed by the tariff act of February 8, 
1875. We are in fact to-day paying a duty of fully 100 per cent. in excess of Spri 
was intended by thatact. We propose to explain this briefly, and to recommend 
to the commission a reduction in the duty on tin-plates to three-quarters of 1 
cent per pound. 

Recognizing the fact that there have been more important interests than tin- 

lates before the commission—thatour growing industries are properly deserv- 

ng of the fullest consideration, we desire to be as brief as ible and to pre- 
sent only some important facts in favor of the slight reduction asked for. We 
appear in behalf of the entire tin-plate trade of Philadelphia—a trade which is 
rapidly assuming enormous proportions, and, as we shall presently see, is identi- 
fied so largely with our growing commerce. 

We propose to call your attention to the several acts of Congress upon the 
subject and the resulting duties; to the growth of the trade; to its advantages 
and to its value asaffecting American interests, American industries, and Amer- 
ican commerce. 

We shall disregard technicalities and combine in the one phrase, “tin-plates,” 
the ‘tin and terne plates and taggers tin” of commerce. 

Let us first review the several acts of Congress and point out the inconsist- 
ency of the present tariff of 1.1 cents per pound. 

By the early acts of Congress tin-plate was admitted free of duty. By theact 
of March 2, 1861,a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem was imposed. By the act of 
July 14, 1862, the duty was temporarily increased to 25 per cent. ad valorem, I 
say “temporarily,” as the title of this tariff act reads, “An act increasing tem- 
porarily the duties on imports,” and being a war measure its repeal was thus 
neta atanearly date. It was not, however, until the passage of the act of 

une 6, 1872, that the tariff was reduced to 15 per cent.ad valorem, and by the 
same act pig-tin or block-tin was placed upon the free-list with the sole object 
of encouraging the manufacture of tin-plates in our own country. 

The expansion of the tin-plate trade had by this time brought with it a wide 
increase in the number of its brands or grades, and the multiform qualities were 
so difficult to reconcile that Congress, in the act of February 8, 1875, substituted 
the specific duty of 1.1 cents per pound in place of the ad valorem duty of 15 
per cent. The intention was excellent, as, although a specific duty taxes 
tin-plates most unequally and to the injury of the largant class of consumers, 
still we believe it removes all difficulties in the way of a just and simple ad- 
ministration of the tarif and places all importers upon the same fair 
This act did not take into consideration the large decline in price that was to 
follow and has therefore been most prejudicial in effect, as the following facts 
willshow. Its intention was merely to change the nature of the duty from ad 
valorem to specific, to neither increase nor decrease it, and the cor: ndin 
duty of 1.Lcents per pound was ascertained by taking the average of values oan 
ing at the time; a most unfortunate mistake, as the only fair way was to take 
the ave , not of the values of each kind, but of the value of the quantities of 
each kind used or imported. Now, we will be pardoned if we are ee 
bring in some figures to verify our statements, but they are the most reliable of 
witnesses. During the year 1872 (when the tariff was reduced from 25 per cent. 
ofa per oa ad valorem) the following were the average values of tin-plates in 

verpool: 

Charcoal tin, highest, 46s. per box of 1 hundredweight, less 3 per cent. 

Charcoal tin, lowest, 32s. per box of 1 hundredweight, less 3 per cent. 

Coke tin, highest, 40s. per box of 1 hundredweight, less 3 per cent. 

Coke tin, lowest, 28s, per box of 1 hundred weight, less 3 per cent. 

It was a year of extreme and violent fluctuations, and it was our first 
ence of one of those ‘* booms” that have so disastrous upon prices si 
The duty upon the above values at 15 per cent. ad valorem was the exact 
equivalent of 1.1 cents per pound. In 1875, when the tariff was changed from15 
aod cent. ad valorem to 1.1 cents per po’ specific, the following were the va- 

ues of tin-plates in Liv 3 
Charcoal tin, highest, 35s, per box of 1 hundredweight, less 3 per cent, 
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Charcoal tin, lowest, 24s. 6d. per box of 1 hundred weight, less 3 per cent. 

Coke tin, highest, 27s. per box of 1 hundredweight, less 3 per cent. 

Coke tin, lowest, 20s. per box of 1 hundredweight, less 3 per cent, 

A reduction all along the line of about 10s. per box of 112 pounds, a 1 de- 
cline having PROS over the years 1873~74, as the natural result of the in- 
flated prices of 1872. Now, the average value of all importations for the year 1575 
was about 24s. per box, or $5.64, upon which the intentional duty of 15 cent. 
ad valorem would have been M cents per hundred weight, or y three- 
quarters of a cent per pound; but it was assumed, and ’ fairly, that as val- 
ues might react, the Government was justly entitled toa little higher specific 
ap and a tariff of 1.1 cents per pound was im , and an actual increase 
in the duty equivalent to an ad valorem one of 22 per cent. was the result for that 
year alone, with a corresponding increaseinthe revenue. That was not thein- 
tention of theact of February 8, 1875. 

Since 1875 we have passed through seven years of extreme depression, and a 

decline in values has resulted with the single exception of a temporary 
improvement for a few months in 1879-80. uction over these seven years 
has steadily increased beyond the wants of consumption, and as the manufact- 
ure has been cheapened through a variety of causes, we can not look for any 
return to the high values of former years. The following short table will show 
the effect of the present tariff of 1), cents per pound: 


Average value of all im- 
portations reduced to | Equiva- 
ewts. for the year, and | lent ad 
upon which the uni- | valorem 
form specific duty of duty of— 
$1.23 has been paid. 


s. d. Per cent. 
20 9 = 4.70 26 
18 0 = 4.23 29 
15 0 = 3.52 3k 
17 0 = 400 3i 
18 6 = 4.3 28 
16 0 = 3.76 33 
16 0 = 3.76 33 


The equivalent specific duty of 15 per cent. ad valorem over these six years, 
is goad fifty-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound, and yet we are paying 
just double this amount! > 

Now, only to point out in a few words some of the advantages of tin-plate, 
let us say at the outset that its great point is its absolute cheapness, bringing 
it into universal use, It is in no sense whatever an article of luxury, and in this 
respect, perhaps, it stands alone as essential to the humblest kitchen and the 
most obscure cabin in the growing West. It is the one material for a roof by 
reason of its lightness and extreme durability. Itfurnishes our kitchens, where 
nothing can take its place for cleanliness and absolute purity from all poison- 
ous properties. Two-thirds of its importations are made upinto cans for meats, 
fruits, vegetables, and petroleum, and these indispensable adjuncts of our daily 
life are thus within the reach of the humblest purchaser, It gives employment 
to hundreds of thousands of busy hands in its varied industries tiedighout 
our country. Its importation is in the nature of raw material which is worked 
up here and which we can not supply ourselves. A reduction of the duty would 

eapen it to the consumer. An increase of duty would check its importation 
and render necessary a variety of substitutes. 

Tin-plates are net made in this country. Their manufacture has been at- 
tempted at various periods, but has never succeeded. We can notthink of com- 
peting with the cheap labor of Europe where the workman is satisfied with 20 
or 30 shillings weekly, and where his family Chg rer ped aid him in adding to his 
receipts. Wetherefore have no industry of this kind to protect. The placing of 
pig-tin on the free-list over ten years ago, and a duty on tin-plate of about 30 per 
cent. since that time, have not encouraged its manufacture here, Double the 
present duty and continue pig-tin free, and it can not be made here to compete 
with the chep labor of England, but by increasing the duty you restrict its im- 
portation, and consequently its revenues and you exert a depressing influence 
upon a foreign market, rendering it still more cult to attempt its competitive 
manufacture here. We can speak for ourselves and our friends in the trade here, 
when we say we are in favor of a protection that protects every American in- 
dustry, but with no industry of this kind in our country, even with the encour- 
agement afforded by the present tariff, we ask that the commis- 
sion recommend the reduction of the duty on tin-plates, not to one-half a cent 
per pound (where it properly belongs under the intention of the act of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1875,) but to, say, three-quarters of a cent per pound, and thus en- 
courage its larger and wider use, and a corresponding increase in revenue. 
We think tin-plates are properly the subject of some duty, as a revenue 
can be derived from this source without injuryto any one; but the present 
rate of duty is unfair, unnecessary, unintentional, and excessive. While cheap 
labor prevails in Europe—and let us hope for the sake of humanity that its 
value will ere long be recognized more in the spirit of American intelligence 
and education—nothing but a most extraordinary tax upon the importation of 
tin-plate will ever allow its home manufacture. Let us here instance a single 
comparison: We can buy a good quality of tin-plate suitable for making into 
cans at 16 shillings; a second quality at 14, and a fair quality of terne plate for 
roofing at 15, all per hundredweight, less 4 per cent. cash. This is exactly 3.1 
cents per pound, and yet we have to peria this country for an inferior quality 
of No, 30 common sheet-iron, the same thickness as tin-plate, 6 cents per pound. 
Meanwhile we see no reason, looking at the subject fairly and without preju- 
dice, why its millions of comsumers in this country should be the subjects of an 
excessive tax, while its importation conflicts in no manner whatever with any 
American industry, 

‘We have now to consider very briefly the enormous growth of the trade. 
There were imported from England into the United States: 


Boxes of all kinds. 

From 1848 to 1857. 457,079 
m 1858 to 1867. 6,726, 784 

i m 1868 to 1877.. 15, 218, 225 
For the year 1878.. 1, 931, 128 
For the year 1879.. 2, 755, 421 
For the year 1880.. 2, 959, 380 
For the year 1881..... 3,134, 402 


And the year 1882 promises to exceed 
Or 230,000 tons. 


This large increase in consumption has been caused, first, by the decline in 
values from an average price of 34 shillings par box in 1872 to an average price 
of 16 shillings per box in 1882,with a probability of a low or even lower angs 
of values being maintained over many years to come. And, seco by the 
wonderful growth and prosperity of our own country. It may be a selfish con- 
sideration to know that the manufacture in England has been unremunera- 
tive for many years, so that we as consumers are profiting thereby, as will be 


seen by the following extract from a letter of our Liverpool correspondents, re- 
ceived only this morning: 

“As for the manufacturing department of the tin-plate, we feel almost in de- 
~ about it. It looks just now as if there never could be a profitable trade. 

he demand is enormous, larger than any one could have imagined, and it is 
supplied at prices leaving nothing to the manufacturer, with numbers of mills 
waiting to start when there is a paying profit.” 

The demand for tin-plates has been unprecedentedly vigorous and healthy, 
occurring conspicuously over periods when languishing and expiring enter- 
prises were frequent in all directions, and we ask in a reduction of the duty 
only the execution of a measure that will cause a fulfiliment of our statement, 
that the consumption of tin-plates will be greatly increased and the revenue be 
ultimately benefited. 

This conclusion is the result of a business experience by our firm of over sev- 
enty years, during which time we have paid the Government duties amounting 
to many m of dollars, and we respectfully ask the concurrence of the com- 
mission with our views. The relief asked would be only about $1,500,000, and 
this amount would soon be more than made up in increased importations. 

Ps connection with the rapid increase in the importations of tin-plate at Phil- 

e 
= onable pride. Ten years hare now elapsed since our sean ey mer- 
chants started an American line of first-class steamers between Philadelphia 
and Liverpool, building them atour own wharves and encouraging them over 
along number of uniformly successful voyages. We point to-day to the only 
line of American-built steamers crossing the Atlantic, and as we see the flag of 
our country floating from their peaks and crowning these beautiful models of 
American ship-building as they glide into English waters, we are led to ho 
the day is not far distant when our commerce shal! enjoy something of its 
former prestige, and when Congress can consistently encourage it by reducing 
the duty on all goods fully 10 per cent. when imported in American vessels. 

PHILADELPHIA, October 16, 1882. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, the pending proposition is one to which 
I think it would not be easy to find a parallel. We have had tariffs 
for revenue and we have had tariffs for protection, but the proposition 
to double the duty upon the tin-plate it seems to me is not for revenue, 
because the Government does not need money, but on the contrary has 
largely more than suffices for its necessities, and neither is it for pro- 
tection, because there is no tin-plate manufactured in this country to 
be protected. The manuiacture of tin-plate in the United States is 
not even an ‘‘infant industry.” Itis nop even an embryo. It strikes 
me that it is somewhat like Pooh Bah’s genealogy; itis a ‘‘ primordial 
protoplasmic globule.’? [Laughter.] It has no existence here except 
in the minds of the American manufacturers of sheet-iron. Gentlemen 
tell us that if this duty be increased tin-plate can be manufactured 
profitably in the United States. Why has it not been done-hitherto? 
The tariff act of 1864 fixed the duty on tin-plate at 2} cents per pound, 
but, as is alleged, through a misconstruction on the part of the then 
Secretary of the Treasury, the duty collected upon tin-plate was only 
15 per cent. ad valorem, and yet, notwithstanding that fact, the duty 
being only 15 per cent. ad valorem from 1873 to 1875, several tin-plate 
manufactories sprang up in different sections of the United States. 
And just at this point I desire to correct my friend from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. DALZELL]. He said in his remarks on this subject yesterday: 

So the law remained until 1875, when a specific duty of 1,4 cents per pound 
was put upon tin-plates. Following that, atthree places in this country, certain 
Welshmen who had understood the business at home undertook the inaugura- 
tion of the tin-plate industry, at Wellsville, in the State of Ohio, at Leachburgh, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, and at Demler, also in the State of Pennsylvania, 

Ina pamphlet issued by Mr. John Jarrett at atime when he was 
secretary of the American Tin-Plate Association, I find a statement to 
the effect that tin-plate works were built at Wellsville, Ohio, and were 
put into operation early in 1873, and notin 1875, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] states. These works were put into op- 
eration when the duty collected upon tin-plate was only 15 per cent. 
ad valorem, and they passed out of existence when a specific duty of lyy 
cents per pound was put upon tin-plates. 

If the industry was profitable under the former duty, the reduction 
caused by the change was too slight to account for the suspension of 
the business. The cause must be sought elsewhere, and is to be found 
in the fact that there is no metallic tin yet discovered in this country 
in such quantity as to pay for the mining; and until it is found in 
such quantity the manufacture of tin-plate can not be successfully 
conducted in the United States, and the protectionist can not consist- 
ently ask that a duty be levied upon its importation. 

The agriculturist of the East is specially interested in free tin-plate, 
for the reason that he can not compete with the virgin soil of the great 
Northwestin the production of staple farm products, and is compelled 
to turn his attention to the cultivation of fruits and vegetables for 
canning purposes, an industry in which tin-plate is an item of large 
expense, the cheapening of which to the packer will enable him to pay 
better prices to the farmer and furnish cheaper goods to the consumer, 
without curtailing his profits. 

Let us say to the weary plowman, as he casts his seed in hope and 
fear, that what blight and mildew and canker-worm have spared the 
Government will spare also. 

Mr. REED. I would like to oceupy five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). Debate on this paragraph is 
now closed by order of the House. The gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
REED] asks unanimous consent to speak for five minutes. Is there 
objection ? 

ers RAYNER. Can we have the same courtesy extended to our 
side? 

Mr. REED. Ihave nocbjection tothat. [Cries of “Yes,” “Yes!” 
on the Republican side. ] 


iphia, there remains but one more subject to refer to, and we do it with a` 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


, 


5267 


Mr. RAYNER. I do not want to object, at any rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks permission to 
speak for five minutes, and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ray- 
NER] asks that the same courtesy be extended to his side of the House. 
If there be no objection, that arrangement will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED. 1 have asked time, Mr. Chairman, in order right now 
to call the attention of the House to the purport of the observations 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. I never regretted 
more than I do now the lack of communication between this House 
and the outside world. I wish the outside world could understand that 
the gentleman who has been selected by the majority to preside over 
our deliberations on this bill has been induced to leave the chair in 
order to state the true doctrines upon which his side proceed. 

He has stated them; and I regret that the community will not be 
sufficiently informed about them to render unnecessary and impossible 
the traversing of this country which will take place between now and 
election time by members of the other side for the purpose of denying 
them. The gentleman from Illinois states that if we add to the duty 
on tin-plate, so that this article may be produced in this country, the 
$16,000,000 which we now collect as revenue will be distributed among 
the manufacturers. 

Now, I am delighted to hear such an enunciation of the true doc- 
trine which the other side generglly is maintaining under a cover. I 
am glad to see that the gentleman from Illinois adheres to his former 
opinions expressed in this House and elsewhere. If it be true that if 
we manufacture tin-plate in this country by reason of an addition to 
the duty, the money which would otherwise go to the Government will 
go to the manufacturers, then it must follow that as to those things 
which weare now manufacturing under protective duties the Govern- 
ment is deprived of revenue, and the money goes into the pockets of 
the manufacturers. 

Some attempts have been made to deny the logical conclusion, which 
is really undeniable; and many more efforts will be made during the 
campaign. Now, if that is the fact, it must be the plain duty of the 
other side of the House to maintain the duty upon tin-plate, every dol- 
lar of which goes into the Treasury of the United States, and to take 
off or reduce below the living point such duties as protect and encour- 
age manufactures. It seems as if there were no escape from that. 

If it be true that the manufacturers will levy tribute in case we 
fix a duty which will enable tin-plate to be produced in this country, 
it must also be true that they will levy tribute under this Mills bill 
to the extent, as is claimed, of some 40 per cent. as to custom dues, 
and nobody knows what per cent. as to the actual productions of this 
country. 

That is the attitude, the real attitude, of the Democratic party. It 
is signalized by the fact that the gentleman from Illinois, the Chair- 
man chosen by the other side to preside over our deliberations, has seen 
fit to intrust the enunciation of that doctrine to no less a mouth than 
his own, and this gives it the emphasis which really belongs to it, 
which it really deserves. 

If the doctrine announced by the gentleman be true, here is a duty 
of 60 to 100 per cent on rice, which must be just so much tribute ex- 
acted from the people of this country. Why, then, is the rice duty 
continued? Why are these other duties continued? And if this meas- 
ure is for revenue only, why is it proposed to abolish a duty which 
levies revenues only? In other words, how is it possible to exist in 
such a mongrel situation as the gentlemen on the other side are now 
in? [Laughter and ys ca on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes are now to be occupied by the 
other side rari the House. Does the gentleman from Arkansas desirs to 
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be recogn: ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR I ask unanimous consent for time 
enough to put a question to the gentleman from Illinois which can be 
answered in a moment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understand it to have been 
the decision of the Committee of the Whole that five minutes should 
be occupied by each side on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the fact. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If that was not the arrange- 
ment I do not wish to make any request. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] was permitted to speak for five minutes, the request was also 
made and agreed to that five minptes should be allowed to the other 
side of the House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Task unanimous consent only to ask 
this question of the gentleman from Illinois: On what principle does 
he justify that provision of this bill which imposes a duty of one cent 
and a half and one cent and three-quarters a pound on sheet-iron, when, 
if the same manufacture be covered over with 2 or 3 per cent. of tin, it 
may come in free. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does this come out of our time? Ifso, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. _Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Ohio [Mr. Josrpu D. TAYLOR]? 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that this debate will run on for some days, and I may be 
able before it closes to comprehend what he is talking about. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will make my question plain if the 
gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not invoke any more of 
these long, double-jointed questions. [Laughter.] 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough not to interrupt me?_ 

Mr. REED. The question of the gentleman from Ohio was not ad- 
hea to the gentleman from Arkansas, but to the gentleman from 

inois. ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I thought the gentleman was 
asking a question of me. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not have asked for five minutes on this ques- 
tion, and I do not know that I care now to pursue the discussion for 
that length of time, I think, however, it may be well to meet one or 
two points made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. One is 
his statement that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole [Mr. 
SPRINGER] was induced to leave the chair and take the floor in order 
to state our position. The gentleman from Maine had not seen fit to 
inform himself on that subject before he made the statement, or he 
would have found out that the Chairman simply exercised his own vol- 
untary wish, that right which every other member of the House has to 
take part in this discussion. 

The Chairman in taking part in the discussion requested the time he 
occupied, and it was granted to him, and that was all there was about 
it. 

There is nothing seemingly that limits the statements of that kind on 
the part of the gentlemen except their need to make some statement of 
that sort. They will imagine it to be so, and they will believe what 
they imagine to be true, and forthwith state it as a fact. 

The duty upon tin-plate is a typical illustration of this question and 
dispute. We have no need of the reyenue and nobody is engaged in 
the business, Although it is a revenue tax, yet it is one that materi- 
ally restricts and encumbers trade. Gentlemen on the other side are 
seemingly very solicitous about a reduction which may affect people 
engaged in business, Here, then, is a reduction helping business and 
helping consumers, and reducing the surplus $5,000,000. And yet this 
proposed reduction is fought as persistently and as captiously by gen- 
tlemen as those which reduce duties on articles which are produced in 
this country. There is but one conclusion to be drawn. Gentlemen 
contending against this reduction and for an increase are in favor of pro- 
tection for the mere sake of protection without its being incidental to 
revenue needs; and they are opposed to reductions in the tariff, even 
where no industry is affected, and hence can contemplate no repeals 
except upon the internal revenue. 

Mr. DALZELL, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have not time to permit an 
interruption. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is argued on this side that this does affect the 
sheet iron industries, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can not yield for questions. 

It is clear if it is a protective duty they do not want to remove or re- 
duce it. Ifit isnot protective they do not want to reduceit. It comes 
of the fixed determination on their part not to reduce taxation any where 
except in the internal-revenue part of the laws. 

I think, as we proceed, it is made clearer and clearer that no tariff re- 
duction is acceptable to these gentlemen. We rememberin the Forty- 
eighth Congress a bill was proposed, and it was objected to because it 
was a horizontal reduction. In the Forty-ninth Congress one was pro- 

and it was objected to because it was a perpendicular reduction. 
Now a bill is proposed, and it is objected to squarely because it is in 
part a tariff reduction. There we come at last to the first and real po- 
sition of our friends on the other side, that they are opposed to any re- 
duction of the surplus that is to come out of the tariff at all. The 
country, then, had as well see and accept the fact that the efforts anil 
intention of the other side of the House to reduce the surplus are con- 
fined to the internal revenue, pure and simple, which now consistssolely 
of taxes on tobacco and liquor and a small tax on national banks. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iask unanimous consent to be per- 
mitted to ask a question of the other side of the House, and I under- 
stand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is willing to an- 
swer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to know whether at this time 
I can not ask a question? [Cries of “Ask it!?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will address himself to the 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iwill do so; I desire to ask a question 
and want to know whether I can doso? I have no information from 
the other side, and I desire information in faith. I understand 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] consents to answer my 

uestion if Iam permitted to ask it. Is it not a proper thing, Mr. 
irman, on my part to ask that question at this time, and to allow 
the gentleman to make an answer to it? . 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be done by unanimous consent. [Cries 
of “Regular order!’?] The Chair does not think the question of the 
gentleman from Ohio is a parliamentary inquiry. A gentleman can 
ask any question by unanimous consent, but the regular order has been 
demanded, which is in the nature of objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Weare tired of preliminaries; 
let us have the regular order. 

Mr. JOSEPH I} TAYLOR. I should like to ask the question, but 

tlemen refuse permission to me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, which cuts off 
unanimous consent, 

The question recurred on Mr. BUCHANAN’S amendment to strike 
out, in page 3, lines 45 and 46, the words ‘‘or lead, or with a mixture 
of which these metals is a component part.” 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph, by order of the House, 
has been closed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I demand a division. Let us see how many 
want adulterated tin-plate. If it is to come in let it come in pure. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 44, after the words “ taggers iron,” insert the words “ not larger in 
area than 4 feet, and not thicker than No. 26 gauge.” 

Mr. DALZELL. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] to strike out the 
paragraph. 

Mr. DALZELL. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 74. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call for tellers. 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of no quorum so we may have 


tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the point of order is withdrawn, how many 
votes are required to order tellers ? 

The CHAIRMAN. One-fifth. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [I observed yesterday when the point of no quo- 
rum was made, and tellers were appointed by the Chair, some gentle- 
men considered themselves absolved from their pairs and voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of no quo- 
rum, and now demands tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Burrows and Mr. MCMILLIN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, 
noes 82. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

49. Beeswax. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out that line. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question which I wish to have an- 
swered by gentlemen who take the position assumed by the other side 
of this House with reference to this bill; and I wish tostate itso clearly 
that it can not be misunderstood by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], who has agreed to answer it. Iwish to know upon what 

rinciple—because I suppose that you are acting upon some principle 
the preparation of a tariff bill like this, and there is a wide distinc- 
tion between a protective tariff and a revenue tariff as it is explained 
in the Democratic speeches upon this subject—now if there is any 
ciple in the whole matter, if you pretend to claim that any prin- 
ciple is involved in the preparation of the bill, of course you will be 
able to answer my question. 
_ I want to know upon what principle you defend that provision of 
the bill which imposes a duty of 14 cents per pound, and on the best 
grades 1} cents par pound, on sheet-iron imported into this country, 
while the same sheet-iron, if coated over with a thin wash of tin, amount- 
ing to only from 2 to 3 or at most 4 or 5 per cent. of tin, may be im- 
ported free of any duty whatever? I would like to know upon what 
principle you can explain this. I would like to know upon what princi- 
ple of right or justice a provision is incorporated into this bill putting 
this duty of 50 or 75 per cent. on the naked sheet-iron and no duty at 
all on the sheet coated with tin; a high rate of duty on the advanced 
product and no duty on the ‘‘ raw material?” 

Or, in other words, I want to know whether it is not the aim of this 
Ways and Means Committee to strike down, by indirection, two im- 
portant industries which they did not care to attack directly? I refer 


to sheet-iron and sheet-steel roofing and siding, and also to the manu- 
facture of sheet-iron and sheet-steel. 

I desire to know if this bill is not prepared with a view of secretly 
stabbing these two industries under the guise of professed friendship. 
Not a word is said about striking down any other industry, and yet the 
stroke is as fatal as if this were the main object. And itis this mys- 
terious discrimination in favor of free tin and against free iron that I 
want explained. 

This is not a small matter, Mr. Chairman. The entire annual prod- 
uct of the sheet-iron and sheet-steel mills of this country is 150,000 tons, 
one-half of which, or one-third of which at least, is used in roofing and 
siding; and if tin-plate is placed upon the free-list, as by this 
bill, this demand forsheet-iron and sheet-steel will cease and this market 
for the products of these industries in this country will necessarily be 
destroyed. Tin-plates will be substituted foriron and a free-trade prod- 
uct for a protected one. 

This is too plain to require demonstration, and the manufacturers 
of sheet-iron and sheet-steel roofing and siding will, by this method of 
indirection, be stricken down and the industry destroyed, as well as 
the manufacture of sheet-iron and sheet-steel. While, on the other 
hand, Mr. Chairman, there are imported into this country annually 
280,000 tons of tin-plates, almost twice as much as the entire product 
of all the sheet-iron and sheet-steel mills in this country. And all of 
this 280,000 tons of tin-plates is to be permitted to come in free of duty 
under the provisions of this bill. Itis not to pay a farthing of revenue, 
while the 150,000 tons of sheet-iron or sheet-steel, if it were imported, 
all of it would have to pay a duty of at least 14 cents per pound. 

Now, I repeat, I can not understand this gross inconsistency, nor can 
I understand why they are attempting to disturb these industries which 
are established and giving entire satisfaction; and on behalf of the peo- 
ple of this country I protest against any such injustice and unfairness. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman permit me to answer him by 
asking a question ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. In your own time. I can not yield, 
A gentleman on that side said he did not understand this. Now,I want 
him to understand the position that is held on this side. I want to 
make it plain. I want to know why it is that the poor man who uses 
a cooking stove and wants a cheap stovepipe, or wants a cheap coal-hod, 
or a cheap bread-pan, must be required to pay a duty of 14 cent per 
pound on every pound of black sheet-iron that is used in the manufact- 
ure of what he needs—— 

Se Mr. BAYNE. While the Standard Oil Company gets its tin free of 
uty. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That is it exactly. Why he must pay 
this tax while the rich corporation, the Standard Oil Company, gets its 
tin free? I want to know why any man who uses sheet-iron for any of 
the purposes for which it is required, in his kitchen, in his house, or for 
any other purpose, can not have it free as well as the man who uses tin- 
plates for similar purposes? 

This is the inconsistency which I have been wanting explained, and 
this is the question that I want answered. And while I do not admit 
that a duty on sheet-iron makes it cost more, you claim that every duty 
is a tax, and if sheet-iron is to be taxed, why not tin-plates? And if 
tin-plates are to be free, why not sheet-iron ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima question 
now he has finished? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. Are you a member of the National Iron Roofing 
Association ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I suppose I am. 

Mr. RAYNER. I see the name of Col. J. D. TAYLOR, of Cambridge, 
Ohio, as one of the executive committee of that association. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I was not at the meeting which ap- 
pointed me a member of the committee, but I see I was made a mem- 
ber. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.] The National Iron 
Roofing Association is a mere organization—— __ 

Mr. RAYNER. So far I have asked nothing further. I have asked 
whether you are a member of the association? I have not asked any 
other question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I say I am a member. 

Mr. RAYNER. Now I will ask you another question. Is not the 
National Iron Roofing Association in competition with this industry, 
and are you not here on this floor defending the protection of your own 
interests? [Applause and derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. He laughs best who laughs last. The 
National Iron Roofing Association is an association which has nothing 
to do with prices, nothing to do with sales. Itis an organization to 
prevent this House from bankrupting this industry. They called a 
meeting in the city of Cincinnati and formed some sort of an organi- 
zation looking to thisend. I was not at the meeting. 

Mr. RAYNER. Your name is there. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ihave a little stock in a company that 
was represented there, and I was appointed on some committee. I 
have never been asked to do anything in toitinany way. The 
organization is only intended to simplify the methods of doing busi- 
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ness, to regulate the standard of iron to be used, the symbols to be 
employed to designate grades and quality of iron, ete. There is no 
agreement whatever as to prices, The association has nothing to do 
with values or prices. Each manufacturer of sheet-iron or sheet-steel 
roofing sells at his own price, on his own time, and in his own way. 
I have received a letter from one of the members which explains the 
object of the organization. 

These organizations, Mr. Chairman, are not at all uncommon just 
now. They are all over thecountry. The people whose industries are 
about to be stricken down are organizinginself-defense. They are or- 
ganizing in a way that will be effective. The voters are organizing too, 
and especially laboring men, and you will hear from them in Novem- 
ber. Mark my words; you will hear from these organizations in a way 
that will not be soon forgotten. 

Mr. RAYNER (referring to a paper in his. hand). Here is your 
name, not only as a member of the association, but signed to the peti- 
tion asking Congress not to take off the duty. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I never saw that petition until after 
it was printed. 

A MEMBER. He repudiates it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I do not repudiate it. I accept the 
responsibility for whatever has been done by that association, although 
I was not present at the meeting. I was not at the meeting, and did 
not know anything about the matter until I saw my name in print in 
the circular, but it is all right. 
wo CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion to strike out this 

©: 

The motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next line. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Glue. 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a parliamentary ques- 
tion; whether it would be in order to move now to strike out lines 50 
and 51? 

Mr. RAYNER. The duty has been restored on glue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WEBER] that if the next line is read that motion will 
be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the paragraph re- 
lating to glue be passed for the present. [Cries of ‘‘ Why??’’] Ihave 
made the request. If there is any objection let it be stated. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Task that the two lines 50 and 51 be read to- 
gether and that they be considered together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that line 51 be 
read and considered with line 50? The Chair hears none. Line 51 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gelatine and all similar preparations, 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out both lines. 

4 McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 50 
and 51. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WEBER] on that motion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I thought the gentleman from New York was 
recognized on line 50. 

The CHAIRMAN, He is recognized now on the motion to strike 
out lines 50 and 51. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That had been determined upon before the lines 
were reached. I was out of my seat at the time the lines were reached. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then it may be done by unanimous consent. 
We are all agreed that these two lines shall be stricken out. 

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to me there ought to be some explana- 
tion as to why those lines should be stricken out. If there is no ex- 
planation this side will not vote with you. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. IfI am recognized for the hey I will explain. 

Mr. WEBER. I hope that the Chairman will be so much of a pro- 
tectionist as to protect me in my rights, [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to secure the gentle- 
man his rights under the rule. 

Mr. WEBER. I have no desire to discuss lines 5) and 51 if it be 
decreed that they shall go out of the bill, because I do not want to 
waste time. Am I correct in understanding that they are to be struck 
out? x 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I stated that it was the purpose of the committee 
to move to strike out those two lines, 

Mr. WEBER. Then I simply call for a vote on my motion. 

Pads aa: The question is on the motion to strike out lines 
and 51. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have inquired of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] what reason can be assigned for changing the bill in 
this regard. 

Mr. MORSE. I suppose he has a right to make the motion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What was the statement of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]? 

Mr. BURROWS. I was asking the reason for proposing to change 
the bill in this regard. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. We thought it ought to be changed. Does the 
gentleman op the change ? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have made no motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. If the gentle- 
man from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER] were present, we could probably 
obtain an explanation of the reasons which prompt the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee to move to strike out these two lines. It 
has been bruited about to a certain extent in the newspapers that in 
order to concentrate the Democratic vote upon this bill certain conces- 
sions had to be made, and that those concessions come in conflict with 
the theories of the original projectors of the bill. 

Now, whether this be one of the cases that fall within that newspa- 
per report or not I am not fully prepared to say, and therefore I re- 
gret the absence of the gentleman from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER], to 
whom common report attributes the influence which was exerted upon 
the committee to induce them to make this change. ‘The importance 
of glue and gelatine as two distinctive articles is not so great as the im- 
portance of the idea that to secure votes for the passage of this bill cer- 
tain concessions had to be made to certain districts. 

Mr. MORSE. That is all right, is it not? What is wrong about 
that? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not think it is right. A 

Mr. MORSE. Ido. , 

Mr. BAYNE. You may, and therein you and I differ. I think that 
if tariff legislation is entitled to anything it is entitled to be founded 
upon principles which shall permeate the whole of the law upon the 
subject, and I for one propose to stand for those principles which I be- 
lieve should run through a tariff bill. I propose to stand for the per- 
petuation and the conservation of the policy of protection as an entirety, 
and let it apply where it will and to whatever district it will. 

If there be any article, I care not what it is, which does not fall 
within the idea of protection, then I say strike that down, although 
your action may injure some particular district somewhere in the coun- 
try. I donot believe, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen appreciate the 
injury that is being done all over this country by this bill. If there 
were any apprehension on the part of the public that it would ever be- 
come a law the protests would come up here in much more pronounced 
form and manner than they now come. Here we have an illustration 
of the methods of the promoters of this bill. The glue interest in the 
city of Chicago is represented by a Democratic member of the House 
of Representatives, and he secures the striking out of glue from the free- 
list, leaving it where it is among the protected industries. But, gentle- 
men, you are proposing by this bill to strike down other industries all 
over this country, and in many cases there does not happen to be a 
Representative on fhe Democratic side of the House whose vote is nec- 
essary to the passage of the bill, and who might thus have the influence 
to secure the protection of those industries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize some gentleman who 
opposes the proposition to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam ready to vote upon this motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman rises to oppose the motion, I 
ask him why he opposes it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam opposed to striking out the last word, be- 
cause I want to strike them all out. I hope that explanation is satis- 
factory to the gentleman. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JosepH D., 
TAYLOR] seemed very much concerned in regard to this bill, for fear 
the Ways and Means Committee had been guilty of some inconsistency 
in recommending the placing of tin-plate upon the free-list, leaving 
sheet-iron as it stands under the present law. The gentleman wanted ~ 
to know why it was that the committee proposed to put tin-plate upon 


the free-list, leaving the duty on sheet-iron unchanged. He gaveus - 


some information, which I was glad to receive, to the effect that hecon- 
cedes that this duty is a tax upon the consumer, and therefore a bur- 
den upon the people. 

Sheet-iron has been on the protected list for a number of years. It 
was put there at the instance of the manufacturers. They came to 
Congress and got it taxed to suit themselves, In the mean time the 
industries have been established and have grown up under it with the 
pledge of the Government that they should have this protection. No 
one would declaim more loudly than the gentleman from Ohio against 
a proposition to strike this duty all out at once, leaving this industry 
without protection. It is not proposed by this bill to remove all the 
protection that existing industries now have. It is only proposed to 
reduce the duties from an average of 47 per cent. to 40 per cent., and as 
to the particular industry in which the gentleman is so much concerned 
the committee have generously allowed it to remain just where his 
friends put it. In that matter, asin many others, they have ‘‘tem- 
pered the wind to the shorn lambs.’’ [Laughter.] Tin-plate is not one 
of the infant industries of the country. Gentlemen seek in this case 
to beget a new industry. That is what they propose. They confess 
there is no such industry here at all; but they think that by doubling 
this tax they can create an industry which does not exist. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May [ ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not yield; I am answering a question now. 
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The Committee on Ways and Means, in framing this bill, has thought 
it preferable that we should not embark in the enterprise of creating 
industries by means of taxation, and they therefore propose, as we do 
not need the revenue, to put tin-plates on the free-list. If we needed 
the revenue this would be a very appropriate place to impose a duty; 
but as we are trying to get rid of revenue, and as no existing industry 
is to be affected by placing this article on the free-list, the proper thing 
to do is to strike down the tax. If I understand the theory of this bill, 
that is the reason for placing the article on the free-list. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will regard 
the pro forma amendment as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Chairman, I am in favor of the motion which 
has been made to strike out these two lines; but I wish to understand 
on what ground it is proposed to take glue from the free-list and place 
it on the dutiable listand at the same time to place manufactured lum- 
ber, manufactured lime, and other products of that character upon the 
free-list. I find by the census that in 1880 the whole number of per- 
sons employed in the manufacture of glue was 2,601; that the wages 
paid were $600,018; that the value of the product was $4,324,072; and 
that only 15 per cent. of the value of the product of glue was repre- 
sented by wages. Now, you pro to restore glue to the dutiable list 
when only 15 per cent. of the value of the product is wages, while you 
place upon the free-list manufactured lumber, in which the proportion 
of labor is 20 per cent., and manufactured lime, in which the proportion 
of labor is 28 percent. Ishould be pleased to ascertain the reason for 
this discrimination. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] says that the proposi- 
tions in this bill have been ‘‘ tempered to the shorn lamb.” Is there 
a “shorn lamb’? in Chicago, where this industry exists, or rather a 
lamb to be shorn, and must it becared for? Is it true, as has been inti- 
mated by the newspapers, that glue has been taken from the free-list 
and restored to the dutiable list because the Representative from that 
district has suid that if glue should remain upon the free-list a Demo- 
crat would probably not be returned to the House, but a Republican 
instead? And is it true that in a tariff bill duties are being adjusted 
to bribe constituencies to elect members of a particular political com- 
plexion, in order that thus the control of the Government may be se- 
cured? 


Mr. Chairman, whatever principle is to be adopted with reference to a 
tariff bill, it is important that equality should be preserved, and that 
such a measure should not be used for the purpose of oppressing a con- 
stituency that happens to have a Republican Representative on this 
floor, or for the purpose of procuring the re-election of a Democratic 
Representative. The purpose should be equal and exacé justice to the 
people of this country and the industries which we stand here to repre- 
sent. To press through a tariff bill which places the products of one 
industry on the free-list because the people who reside in the district 
or State where such industry is carried on are Republicans, and which 
places another industry in which the proportion of labor is less on the 
dutiable list to bribe the people in districts or States interested in that 
industry to elect Democrats, is to use the legislative power in a rep- 
rehensible manner. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to know whether the gentleman un- 
derstands that Mr. Edward Cooper, who was a member of the commit- 
tee on resolutions in the recent Democratic National Convention, is an 
extensive manufacturer of glue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand he is. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would ask whether that is the reason the other 
side to take this article out of the free-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And why the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WEBER] moved to strike it out; and why the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] is in favor of the motion. 

Mr. PERKINS. And why gentlemen on the other side consent that 
it be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Maine favors the principle of 
protection, the principle of imposing duties on imported articles which 
can be made here to the extent of our wants to such an extent as will 
hold our own markets for our own industries, and he is ready to vote to 

ply this principle impartially to all industries of this character, in 
pent Ga part of the country located, and whatever may be the polit- 
ical affiliation of the people immediately interested. The gentleman 
from Tennessee favors free trade and opposes protection, yet he pro- 
poses to give the industries of his political friends protection and to 
apply free trade to his opponents, 

I have no information beyond what has appeared in the newspapers 
in reference to the reasons for this discrimination between glue, coal, 
wood-screws, sugar, and rice on the one hand, and manufactured lum- 
ber, grain-bags, and line on the other hand; but I want tocall the at- 
tention of the House and the country to the fact that for the first time 
in the history of a tariff bill it is proposed to frame such a measure to 
favor industries in Democratic districts and to injure industries in Re- 
publican districts. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I have not detained the House 
or the committee with any remarks on this question of the tariff dur- 


ing the present Congress, and I do not now intend to occupy more than 
a minute or two. When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JosEPH D. 
TAYLOR] asked the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] why it 
was proposed to put tin-plate on the free-list and leave the duty on 
sheet-iron, it seems that the question was not thoroughly answered 
from a political standpoint, as it can bein a fewwords. If gentlemen 
on both sides of the House will refer to the enunciations made in the 
platforms of their respective parties, they will find that in spirit, if not 
in letter, both parties stand committed to the principle of putting on 
the free-list everything which we neither produce nor manufacture in 
this country, or in the production or manufacture of which we are not 
brought into competition with the labor of Europe. That proposition 
will be conceded by gentlemen on both sides. Now, the reason given 
by gentlemen on this side and the reason which induced me, when this 
Committee of the Whole divided, to vote in favor of placing tin-plate 
upon the free-list, was that it is not now, and has not been claimed to 
be, an industry of this country. 

It isa product not manufactured in this country in any place that is 
accessible in any sufficient amount to supply the demand. Itis an ar- 
ticle which it is admitted enters largely into the consumption of our 
people and that it is not produced here at all. Now, itis a doctrine of 
the Democratic party that articles that we neither produce nor manu- 
facture should be placed upon the free-list. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY, by unanimous consent, withdrew his pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move tostrike out the last word. As 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] has made certain in- 
quiries in regard to my connection with the National Iron Roofing As- 
sociation, and as my name has been signed toa circular distributed 
among the members of the House as a member of the tariff committee of 
that association, I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter 
which fully explains the character and object of the association. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

z CaMERIDGE, OHIO, May 31,1888. 
Dear SiR: * * * The object for which we came together e National 
Roofing Association] was not to form a trust or even to make any binding prices. 
All agreed that it would damage rather than benefit the business to force prices 
up beyond a living profit, as it would tend to turn the attention of the building 
public to other roofing material, and therefore ey man urer was left as 
free as ever to make his own prices. The object of the association primarily 
was to formulate universal rules and methods of doing the business as much for 
the benefit of the buyer as the seller. Before the association was organized 
was such diversity of ways in presenting their products among the differ- 
ent manufacturers that it was almost impossible for those wishing to purchase 
roofing to make up their minds what company to | sepa from the fact that 
they could not tell from the different price-lists and catalogues whose price was 
the lowest or whose were the best. One company, quoting prices, would 
call iron weighing 70 to 75 pounds per square No. 26, another would call iron 
weighing 75 to 80 pounds No.25. Both would quote their iron roofing without 
giving the weight, and yet a difference in weight of from5 to 10 pounds existed, 
making a difference in cost of from 20 to 40 cents per square. 
Some were allowing so much for lap, some nothing; some were including 
others were not, in their quotations, The association has brought the 
manufacturers together, and all these different methods, in a great measure, 
have been done away with by coming to satisfactory understanding what No. 
26 iron should weigh, how much to allow for laps, and how many fixtures should 
be included in quotations. Never in the history of the iron-roofing business 
has it been so satisfactory to the purchaser as now. When he places his order 
new he does it intelligently. He knows just how much ironand what quality, 
and how much he is going to get with it as fixtures. It simply reduces ittoa 
matter of price which is shown plainly on the face of the price-list. It is a fact 
that no one is complaining anywhere about the price of iron roofing. No one 
is saying that the price of itis too high. Itis a surprise to many that it can be 
produced at such.a small cost. I could write more on this subject, but have 
already said more than I ed to. [helped to organize the Iron Roofing 
Association, and have been in every meeting it ever held. 


Yours, truly, 
J. E. ANNIS, Secretary. 
Hon. J. D. TAYLOR, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the extent of my in- 
terest in the National Iron Roofing Association is this: I own some 
stock in the Cambridge Roofing Company, which is. a member of this 
national association, and while I have owned this stock seven years I 
never have received a dollar of dividends or a cent of profit from my 
investment, and hence you can see how deeply I am interested. 

One word more. Ido not wish to reply now to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] further than to say that so far as he bases his 
argument on the statement that no tin-plates have ever been made in 
this country he is mistaken. 

Tin-plates were made at several points, and would be made now if 
this industry was as well protected as pig-iron, scrap-iron, sheet-iron, 
and the other metals. Hence he is mistaken in claiming that we are 
trying to inaugurate an industry that never has had and never can 
have an existence in this country. No American industry is better 
suited to American labor than the manufacture of tin-plates, and no 
industry is more worthy of protection. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. ANDERSON, ofIowa. Mr. Chairman, the question in reference 


to the pending amendment is interesting to me for the reason that it 
has given a turn to the debate which impresses me with the correct- 
ness of the position I take and have taken in reference to the danger- 
ous character of this policy which its friends call protection, but which, ~ 
in my opinion, is simply anti-competition. Instead of being called 
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protectionists, it seems to me these gentlemen put themselves fairly 
and clearly before the country in the position of anti-competitionists, 
if I may use that term. 

- I was struck with the force of the arraignment of the Democratic 
side of this Chamber by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
when he accused the Democratic side of an attempt at bribery in being 
willing to eliminate from the free-list the articles enumerated in these 
two lines in this exceptional way, in order to get the vote of a member 
or to compass an Illinois district; for, when he was illustrating the posi- 
tion on the other side of the Chamber, he stated what seems to be 
sne a ie and unvarying rule on this side. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

He said they must take this position, that they must compass this 
district in order to save it now and in the futuré. If the gentleman’s 
position be tenable, then I submit that he and the other anti-competi- 
tionists are open to that precise charge on every article which they in- 
sist shall be on the dutiable list; and Ido not allude to the gentleman’s 
position in the charge he makes save to emphasize what I havesaid in this 
place before as to the danger any policy of legislation is fraught with 
where plunder is the cohesive element of the party and its possession 
the goad to action. 

In this connection, as applicable here as elsewhere, I wish to say to 
these gentlemen that there are more laboring men than those engaged 
in the technically protected industries of the country. ‘There are thirty 
millions of people in this country who are interested in the labor of 
agriculture, and they are put off by such a tub to the whale as a duty 
on exports. 

Granting for argument’s sake that the laborers in the protected in- 
dustries receive increased on account of the high war taxes being 
retained, those so to he benefited are very few in numbers compared 
with the great body of farmers who must pay these taxes, and who are 
not, in turn, in any way benefited thereby. 

I wish to say to gentlemen who talk so eloquently about developing 
the industries of America, that there is perhaps no trouble in develop- 
ing the tin-plate industry or any other if the parties developing it can 
make the millions of people who are not interested in the business foot 
the bills. 

If there is a single thing in the country that the laboring people en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits are concerned in, it is the domination 
and control of the great commercial establishments, which, like the 
railroads, the telegraph, the banks, and the manufactories, the creatures 
of legislation, are dictating unduly and at the expense of the other in- 
dustrial establishments of the country the laws that impose the hun- 
dreds of millions of taxes which the people pay annually into an over- 
flowing Treasury. ‘ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want to see if we can not reach some under- 
standing as to the length of time this debate shall run. I ask that by 
unanimous consent it be limited to ten minutes on a side. 

Mr. WARNER. I want a few minutes myself. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ten minutes on a side I think ought to be 
enough. ‘This is an amendment to which nobody objects, to strike out 
the lines, and it seems to me we ought to have an agreement to pass on 
to the next lines of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous 
consent that debate on this paragraph of the bill be limited to ten min- 
utes on a side. 

Mr, BURROWS. I want five orten minutes myself. I suggest fif- 
teen minutes on a side. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have suggested ten on a side. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think fifteen will be satisfactory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to limiting debate on this 
paragraph of the bill and amendments thereto to thirty minutes—fif- 
teen on a side? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER rose. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I thought there were to be alternate 


recognitions. 

The SEKUNEAEE The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Missour: 

Mr. WARNER. I shall not wrangle with the gentleman from Mary- 
land if he desires to proceed now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Maryland hereafter. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Missouri wants to reply to the 
gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened for several weeks to 
the continued denunciations of the doctrine of protection, or, as it has 
been characterized ‘legalized robbery ™ and the paying of ‘‘ tribute by 
the poor to the rich.’’? A person notinformed as to the true doctrine of 
protection, on listening to this discussion from the other side of the 
House, must inevitably have come to the conclusion that there was 
mehing good in this entire system, that it is an evil in any and every 
form, t the whole system is vicious. 

Yet, sir, as much of a hog as the manufacturer of the country has 
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been represented to be by the gentlemen on the other side, they charge 
them with taking all of the profits to themselves. Yet we find our 
friends upon the other side coming in and gracefully yielding so far as 
to throw protection around this item and that item in the bill, giving 
way joint by joint and slice by slice to this hog. Itis admitted upon 
the other side this morning that for the purpose of securing votes, with- 
out regard to any principle, they have thus yielded to this system, 
which they are pleased to call “legalized robbery.” Their action re- 
minds one very much of the old Eastern legend that has been recorded 
in verse, and is very properly entitled ‘‘ Hypocrisy exposed.’ IfI can 
quote the lines correctly I will give them for the benefit of my friends 
on the other side of the House, because it strikes me as being very per- 
tinent to this question and aptly illustrates their sincerity, 

Thus says the Prophet of the Turk, 

“Good Mussulmans abstain from pork. 


(Thus say the prophets of Democracy: ‘‘Good Democrats abstain 
from this doctrine of protection.’’?) [Laughter.] 


‘*There is a part in every swine 

No friend or follower of mine 

May taste, whate’er his inclination, 
On pain of excommunication.” 

8 Mohammed's mysterious y 
And thus he left the point at 

Had he the sinful part exp 

They might with safety eat the rest; 
But for one i they thought it hard 
From the whole hog to be debarred, 
And set their wits at work to find 


While others at that doctrine rail, 

And piously prefer the tail. 

Thus conscience freed from every clog, 
Mohammedans eat up the hog. 

[Laughter and applause, } 

Mr. RAYNER. Is that original? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. It may be applicable to some gentlemen on the 
other side; you have given such an apt illustration of it to-day; I will 
not say for any improper purpose, but you have made an apt illustra- 
tion of it in order to secure certain supports for your bill. I under- 
stand that a concession is to be made also in the glass interest; and in 
order to stick a gentleman to the bill who was thought to be a little 
indifferent they had to bring in glue. [Laughter.] And so you go 
on, gentlemen; you abandon the principle of tariff for revenue, and 
make concessions first to this and then to that member in order to win 
support for the bill. It is admitted by the committee that they had 
agreed and determined to strike these two lities out. Is it not fair to 
assume that it is done to secure votes, rather than protection to the 
articles? Upon one item we collected $95,000 revenue, and upon the 
other $65,000, 

You,gentlemen, rail at the doctrine of protection, yet to secure votes, 
**from tail to snout’? the protection hogis eaten. [Laughter.] Iam 
for striking the items out even if you do follow the example of Mo- 
hammedans and eat the whole hog. [Renewed laughter and applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my remarks I 
would like to be permitted to oceupy at least ten or twelve minutes of 
the time accorded to this side of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maryland ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to the gentleman occupying 
ten minutes, but I shall insist on the reservation of five minutes for 


myself. 

Mr. RAYNER. But you can extend the time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I donot propose to ask an extension of the time. 
The gentleman may occupy as much time as the committee is willing 
to accord to him, with the understanding that I shall ask to reserve 
five minutes for myself. I am not showing want of magnanimity to 
my friend, but I want five minutes. 

Mr, RAYNER. There is not much magnanimity in giving me ten 
minutes, but I will take it if there be no objection. 

In some remarks that I addressed to the House on last Friday, and 
this is the first opportunity I have had since the reply was made to 
those remarks to refer to them again, I tried to speak of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] as I always do, and as I stated there, with the 
greatest respect and consideration, and I made the remark in passing 
that whatever he said was entitled to the respectful consideration of 
the House. 

t I was interrupted upon our side of the House by some one who said 
‘On this side of the House,” and I replied by saying no; he was en- 


titled to the respect and consideration of both sides of the House. 
Here was the answer that came to the rather decorous position I took 
in reference to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. He winds 
up his speech by saying: 

Now, is it not 
while otis eenaatnets otc naig nee fo e 


“Is it worth while to lie everlastingly to the community.” I want 


people. Is it worth 
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to say tbat that epithet is absolutely harmless and inoffensive when 
used by a coward, but it never finds a place in the vocabulary of a gen- 
tleman who has not the courage to sustain and defend it. The trouble 
with the gentleman from Maine—— 

` A MEMBER. He is not here. 

Mr. RAYNER. Let him comein. I hope he will be here. Iin- 
vite him in, and I will wait until he does come in if you will extend 
-my time. 

Several MEMBERS. He will be here before the session is over. 

Mr. RAYNER. ‘The gentleman does not seem to realize that a man 
can try to be funny without being insolent, and that he can even suc- 
ceed in being a clown without being vulgar and offensive. Now, sir, 
as far as I am concerned and as far as this side of the House is con- 
cerned the gentleman from Maine had no right to make any such state- 
ment as that. We may be wrong in the stand we are taking against 
these monopolies and these trast combinations that are depredating 
upon the people; but if we are wrong we are honest. So far as lam 
concerned every earnest impulse of my being is enlisted against these 
deadly alliances that I feel are doing an incalculable injury to the peo- 
ple I represent. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr, REED] may be right in the stand 
he has taken that there is no monopoly in this land; but I seriously 
question the integrity of his motives. In proof of the assertion I then 
made and in proofof theassertion I now make, thatthe leaders of the Re- 
pooo party are in combination with the capitalists who are central- 

ing wealth in this country for the purpose of oppressing the people, 
I take the liberty now of placing before this House a very edifying ex- 
hibit, to which I respectfully invite your considerate attention. If 
what I read is not true, some gentleman on the other side can rise to 
contradict it. Ifitis true it should bring a burning blush to every 
man connected with it. I read from a confidential circular which has 
been made punis from Mr. Foster, the president of the Republican 
League, to the manufacturers of this country and an answer thereto. 
I read the reply of a Senator from Vermont, now in the Senate, in ref- 
erence to an assessment that Mr. Foster proposed to levy on him for 
the purpose of keeping up high duties in hove of the manufacturers of 
this country. 

I hope I shall have time to finish this article. I donot want to read 
any of it unless I can read it all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Go on with the reading. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will hasten as rapidly as possible. I think I am 
entitled to a few moments, ' 

I hope what I am about to read is not true, gentlemen; but it has 
been scattered broadcast in all parts of the country. 

EDMUNDS OR MORRILL, WHICH? 


Mr. James L, Foster, president of the Republican League of the United 
States, which is the organization formed at the national convention of the Re- 
ublican clubs a few months ago, has recently issued a remarkable and “ con- 
dential” circular. It has been sent to manufacturers all over the country, and 
is a demand for money to carry on a campaign in their interest. President 
Foster's circular begins with the statement that “The Republican League of 
the United States desires to being you face to face with the ese) fact that 
the coming Presidential election is not to be foughton the old party lines which 
have heretofore divided Democrats and Republicans, but upon the direct issue 
of free trade versus protection, The 1 e stands for protection, and is fightin, 
in your interest. It is no Fourth-of-July o; ization for dress-parade, but it 
is an every-day working force of ene ce political workers, who have in four 
months enrolled an army of over four hundred thousand men.” 

After this vigorous introduction Mr, Foster proceeds with the usual clap-trap 
about “ British free trade” and * British gold.” He lugubriously remarks that 
“the coming campaign will be fought for protection under disadvantages never 
before encountered. Ninety-nine per cent. of the Federal officials are Demo- 
crats, and will contribute financially to the hoped-for success of the free-traders. 
Never before has the Democratic free trade, or ‘ tariff-reform’ party, been in so 
fortunate a position.” Then President Foster, metaphorically throwing off his 
coat and rolling up his shirt-sleeves, gets down to real business. ‘* We will win 
this fight,” he says, “if you will do your share and help us to finish what we 
have begun. We want money, and want it at once. 

** We are overwhelmed with calls for tariff documents and for speakers and or- 
a was We propose to organize and fight against free trade in every doubt- 

ul Congressional and legislative district in the United States. To-day there is 
but 1 majority in the Senate of the United States when the lines are drawn be- 
tween Democrats and Republicans, and unless much is done the next Congress 
will pac free-trade House, Senate, and President, and then good-bye to your 
prosperity. 

That sounds very much like “stand and deliver;” but itis not the most spicy 
part of President Foster’s confidential circular. He goes on to complain * that 
the manufacturers of the United States, who are most benefited by our tariff 
laws, have been the least willing to contribute to the success of the party which 
arb them protection and which is about to engage in a life-and-death struggle 
with free trade. 


That is bad enough, but here is the part I want to direct particular 
attention to: 

Mr. Foster quotes “a Republican United States Senator from a State which 
never had a mocratic Representative in either House of Congress.” This 
must be Vermont, and the Senator quoted must be either EDMUNDS or MORRILL. 

Mr. GROUT. ‘That can not be Vermont, because Vermont has had 
a Democratic Representative here. 

Mr. RAYNER. Where is the Republican State that has never had 
a Democratic Senator? 

Mr. PERKINS. Kansas. 

Mr. RAYNER. Itis very funny. Here is a statement published 
right here under the eye of the Senator from Vermont, in a Washing- 
ton paper, and it has not been contradicted although it has been scat- 
tered broadcast. 


Mr. GROUT. It was contradicted. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Give us all of it. 

Mr. RAYNER. There has been plenty of time to show it is not 
true. If it does not refer to a Senator from Vermont then it refers to 
some other Senator from a State that never had a Democratic Senator. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the case with Kansas. 

Mr. RAYNER. Then it comes from your illustrious representative 
from Kansas. Iam glad it does not come from either Mr. MoRRILL or 
the other Senator from Vermont, and I amglad itdoes come from your 
representative. 

Mr. PERKINS. Unfortunately for the gentleman and the State 
Kansas has been represented by a Democratic member of Congress. 
It never made the mistake but once, however. 

Mr. RAYNER. Do not get soworkedup. Wait until you hear the 
statement. I have no doubt every word of it is true. Here is the 
letter in quotation marks, published in a dozen different papers: 

“I was solicited,” he says, “to contribute to a protective tariff league, and I 
replied that if the manufacturers of the United States in their associated ca 
ity were an eleemosynary institution that I would vote to give them a pension, 
but that I did not propose myself to contribute money to advance the interests 
of men who were getting practically the sole benefits, or at least%the most di- 
rectly important benefits, of the tariff laws. Iam in favor of protection, though 
not precisely the kind we are having, and I might be willing to keep even that 
rather than not to have any, but Iam sure I can get along without any of it 
fully as well as the manufacturers can, and if they think the Republican party 
is going to maintain a high protective corps for their benefit, and the men who 
do the work in that party are going to keep up the expenses of a em paign ont 
of their own pockets, leaving them to reap the fruits of the tariff policy with- 


out any deduction for political expenses, they are very greatly mistaken, Iun- 
derstand that in a general way the manufacturers of New England— 


I submit this to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ]— 
have been more liberal in their contribution than those of Pennsylvania. 


Why is that, Mr. O'NEILL? 
em the hammer fell. ] 
Cries of “Go on!” “Goon!” 

Mr. RAYNER (continuing to read): 

“In fact, I have it from the best possible source that the manufacturers of Penn- 
sylvania, who are more highly pened than anybody else, and who make 
Jarge fortunes every year when times are prosperous, practically give nothing 
towards the maintenance of the ascendency of the Republican per Of course 
I shall not violate what I consider to be a proper principle of action; but if I 
had my way about it I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania under the 
fire and fry all the fat out of them. If the Mills tariff bill comes to the Senate 
there will be some votes cast there which will open the eyes of some of these 
people who have, while gathering their millions, treated the Republican party 
as their humble servant,” 

Now, this is either true or it is not true. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Who makes that assertion ? 

Mr. RAYNER. It is published in this paper, and it has been copied 
without denial or contradiction in a dozen different papers throughout 
the country as a letter written by Mr. Foster, president of the Repub- 
lican League, and the reply of a Republican Senator to that letter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read this simply as I find it. I am not 
here for the purpose of eharging any individual upon the other side of 
the House as being in a combination of this sort, because I have too 
much respect for a great many of the gentlemen who compose the other 
side of this Hall, and too high an opinion of them, to make any such 
charge; but I do say that if this is true there is a criminal combination 
between some of the leaders of the Republican party and some one else 
to keep on protected duties and for the manufacturers to compensate 
for that by paying assessments for the purpose of carrying on the Re- 
publican campaign, and I merely say that in the fight we are making 

inst this sort of a fraudulent conspiracy —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAYNER. I ask unanimous consent that I be allowed three 
minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAYNER. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this is a serious question, 
and it requires a great deal more than the bantering of a clown or the 
pranks of a buffoon to divert public attention from it. The man who 
arises upon the floor of this House, in view of what the country knows, 
and says that there is no monopoly in this land, while he himself is the | 
howling dervish of the monopolists, may do very well to play the part 
of harlequin in a political menagerie, but he figures in a very poor light 
before the nation as the Delphic oracle of the Republican party. 

I tell you, gentlemen, that this issue is too important to be brushed 
aside by a boorish jest. You can notdestroyit. You can not bury it. 
The deeper its grave, the higher its revival and the greater its reas- 
cension. We will make you paint upon your banners, if you do not dis- 
claim the leadership of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], that 
there is no monopoly in this land, in hoe signo vincemus, and on that 
issue we will fight you from the mountains to the prairies, in every 
town and hamlet of this land, until your banner lies drooping in the 
dust, torn and tattered at your feet. [Applause on the Democratic 
side, and derisive cries and jeers on the Republican side. 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is but fair to this debate and just to the 
committee in charge of this bill to say that glue could not have been 
taken from the free-list solely in the interest of this Chicago district, 
which is said to be Democratic, because I am quite sure that the dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent, which is a Republican district, has 
as large a glue interest, if not larger than that of ary a Surely 
when you combine the glue interest in my district with the large 


“We will give you a week !’?] 
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leather-tanning industry, which is indirectly interested in glue, and 
the fish-glue and isinglass interests, the aggregate in men employed 
and money used must be larger than the interest of that Chitago dis- 
trict. I know that the parties in my district who are interested in 
glue and fish-glue have been earnestin their endeavors here to have those 
articles taken from the free-list, and, as representing them, it is but 
fair to say that I am glad, in whatever manner it may have come about, 
that the committee listened to those gentlemen, and that at least this 
one industry is to be protected by the pending amendment, which I 
hope will be adopted. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 

Mr. GOFF. Iam heartily in favor of the amendment proposed, and 
as I was so unfortunate as not to hear the lanation given by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] of the reasons that moved 
him when he moved to strike out these two lines, I will use the few mo- 
ments that have been yielded to me to ask the gentleman to favor the 
committee now with a statement of his reasons for moving thisamend- 
ment. It is certainly rather a serious position for the gentleman from 
Tennessee to take, because I have no doubt he feels that his party 
friends will have some use in the near future for the article of glue for 
the purpose of holding their platform and their voters together. [ Laugh- 
ter. } I wish to remind the gentleman from Tennessee also that when 
he makes this motion he is asking us to tear to pieces the Democratic 
platform on which Grover Cleveland has been nominated, because in 
the St. Louis convention they adopted and indorsed the Mills bill. 
It does seem to me therefore that there should be some statement given 
to the country why this great Democratic policy as enunciated at St. 
Louis is to be attacked or abandoned thus early in the campaign. I 
pause for the gentleman to give the explanation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, when I sought the attention of 
the Chair a few moments ago it was simply for the purpose of askinga 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee; but so many other mem- 
bers have asked almost the same question that I think it hardly worth 
while now to take up time in propounding it again. I know personally 
the gentleman from Tennessee, and have always believed that he acted 
from pure and conscientious motives; and when, inresponse to the ques- 
tion why he desired to take from the free-list of the Mills bill the 
words ‘‘ glue, gelatine, and all similar preparations,” he said ‘*Because 
it was right,” the thought which suggested itself to my mind, and 
which became a matter of remark on this side of the Chamber, was 
that for four months this Mills bill has been under consideration, yet 
gentlemen on the other side did not find out that ‘‘it was right” to 
strike out these words until they found it necessary to manufacture 
American glue for its adhesive qualities in causing votes to ‘‘stick’’ to 
the Mills bill. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will yet explain 
why ‘‘itis right” to protect ‘‘glue, gelatine, and all similar prepara- 
tions” and not right to protect wool, not right to protect flaxseed, not 
right to protect lumber. : 

I was amused at another thing. The gentleman from Iowa, with 
that peculiar air ascribed to one of old, which says apparently, ‘‘I am 
holier than my fellow-man,’’ took the gentleman from Maine to task, 
because, forsooth, he questioned the motives of this proposition, and 
that in the interest of the farmer. I have observed, Mr. Chairman, 
as to one item of this bill which strikes $12,000,000 from the hands of 
the farmers, the gentleman from Iowa swallows it, to say nothing of 
striking down the wool industry of the farmers. I do not understand 
that kind of argument which pleads for the farmer of the country, yet 
advocates a bill which protects everything except the industry of the 


er. 

There was another matter which struck me as very peculiar, and it 
reminded me of a little incident which I observed once on a railroad 
journey. Traveling through the State of Pennsylvania, I looked out 
and saw a mild, quiet, refined looking man to whom a rough fellow 
was applying, one after another, the most abusive epithets. ‘The gen- 
tleman who was thus abused returned to the car and resumed quietly 
and with undisturbed dignity his seat, and remained unruffled until 
we had crossed Ohio into Indiana, and then he got very angry. We 
could not understand why it took him so long to get into a passion. 
Iam reminded of that incident sometimes in this House, when I find 
gentlemen who listen to insinuations against them for three or four 
weeks before they get angry. They remind me of that gentleman who 
was disposed to make in Indiana the fight he ought to have made in 
Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. I move to amend by striking out the last two 
words. Some reference has been made to the Representative from the 
Second district of Illinois— 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on this paragraph is now closed by 
unanimous consent. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WEBER to strike out 
lior ng ana 51 of the soar thet the words ‘‘glue, gelatine, and 

similar preparations,’’ the motion was to. 

The Clerk ad as follows: — 


Glycerine, crude, brown, or yellow, of the specific gravity of 1.25 or less at a 
temperature of 60° Fahrenheit, not purified by refining or distilling. 
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Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] threw down a challenge to the gentlemen 
on the other side to stand a civil-service examination on the industries 
of this country affected by the pending bill and on the relation of these 
industries one to another. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I, for one, 
should not be willing to accept that challenge. I have, however, made 
a very slight and superficial study of the industries affected by the 
paragraph relating to crude glycerine, now under consideration, and 
on their relations to one another. I rise now to secure, if possible, 
some information from the Committee on Ways and Means, in order 
to enable me to pursue my studies a little further in the same direc- 
tion. 

In the pending paragraph we find crude or unrefined glycerine on the 
free-list. Under the provisions of the existing tariff law it is dutiable 
at2cents per pound. Crude glycerine is used altogether for the manu- 
facture of refined glycerine. Refined glycerine we find in a subsequent 
paragraph of this bill, dutiable at 3 cents per pound. 

Under the existing tariff law it is dutiable at 5 cents per pound. 
The rate of duty oncrude glycerine is reduced 2 cents per pound. The 
rate of duty on refined glycerine is also reduced 2 cents per pound. 
There is the same reduction in the two cases. A manufacturer of re- 
fined glycerine can not, perhaps, complain of the change. 

The effect of the change in the duty must be the same in both cases. 
If the reduction of the duty implies a corresponding change in the sell- 
ing price of the article, the manufacturer of refined glycerine, who uses 
crude glycerine as a material of his manufacture, can not complain 
that the duty on his product and the duty on the material which he 
uses in his industry are reduced at the same time and to the same ex- 
tent. 
But, Mr. Chairman, why regard the manufacturer of refined glycer- 
ine? Why not put refined glycerine on the free-list in the interest of 
the consumer? {If protection is robbery, why protect this particular rob- 
ber? There is only one answer: The Committee on Ways and Means 
hereadmit the principle of protection. The committee admit the princi- 
le that the duty on the finished product of an industry ought to be 
Eicher than the duty on the material out of which that finished prod- 
uct is made. Crude glycerine being the material of an American in- 
dustry, and refined glycerine being the product of that industry, the 
committee admit that the duty on the latter ought to be higher than 
the duty on the former. 

I take no exception, Mr. Chairman, to the principle or to its apples 
tion; but, surely, if the principle is a sound one, it is as sound in its 
application to other industries as it is in its application to the industry 
of converting crude into refined glycerine. Let us see how the com- 
mittee have applied it elsewhere. 

r. i , there is hardly a material thing which has been 
touched by the hands of labor which is not at one and the same time 
the product of one industry and the material of another industry. 
This is true of the two substances to which I have referred, crade and 
refined glycerine. Refined glycerine, for instance, is not only the fin- 
ished product of the business of refining crude glycerine; it is also the 
material used in several other American industries. So of crude glyc- 
erine. It is not only the material ont of which refined glycerine is 
made; it is also one of the finished products of the soap-making indus- 


If you take various sorts of animal or vegetable oils or fats and treat 
them with caustic soda you gain two finished products. The one is 
crude glycerine; the other is soap. Soapand crude glycerine are there- 
fore the two main products of the soap-making business, in which 
causticsodais the main material. Of these two main products of the soa) 
making industry, one, namely, crude glycerine, we find here on the 
free-list. A few lines further down we find the other placed on the 
free-list also. 4 

Now, if the Committee on Ways and Means apply to the soap- 
industry the same principle which they have applied to the glycerine- 
refining industry, it is evident that the duty on the finished products, 
namely, soap and crude glycerine, ought to be higher than the duty 
imposed upon caustic soda, the material out of which soap and crude 
glycerine are made. 

If, however, the committee for any reason see fit to place soap and 
crude glycerine on the free-list, the very least which the manufacturer 
of these articles can demand is that caustic soda, the principal material 
out of which soap and crude glycerine are made, should also be put on 
the free-list. A decent regard for consistency would compel the com- 
mittee to concede it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you may examine the free-list of this bill from 
end to end and you will not find caustic soda there. Look, however, 
at the dutiable list of this bill. There you find it dutiable at half a 
cent per pound. Howisthis? In the businessof refining crude gly- 
cerine one principle seems to have been adopted. In the business of 
manufacturing crude glycerine another principle has been applied. In 
the first case the duty on the finished product is higher than the duty 
on the material out of which itis made. In the other case the duty on 
the material is higher than the duty on the finished product. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Read the next line. 


~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 14, 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the words ‘‘by refining or dis- 
tilli n 

iin Chairman, it seems that I have not succeeded by what I have 
said in eliciting any valuable information from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. I will make another attempt, and for that purpose 
I have offered a formal amendment. 

I have said that the committee have applied one rule to the indus- 
try of refining glycerine, and another and an entirely different rule to 
the business of manufacturing crude glycerine. In the former they 
impose a higher rate upon the finished product and a lower rate upon 
the material out of which the finished product is made, while in the 
other case they adopt the opposite rule, and impose a higher rate upon 
the material of the industry than they impose upon the finished prod- 
uct. 


Now this is a question of practical concern to many of my constit- 
uents. They are interested in the soap and glycerine industry. In 
the soap works of Chicago there were employed last year about one 
thousand workingmen. ‘They manufacture crude glycerine as well as 
soap. ; 
If a change in the tariff duty has an effect upon the selling price of 
the dutiable article, it isa matter of some concern to them that the 
Committee on Ways and Means have placed upon the free-list the two 
main products of the industry by which these workingmen gain their 
daily bread, and has at the same time left dutiable the main material, 
caustic soda, on which the cost of that industry depends. 

Yet they find that when we come to the very next stage of the pro- 
cess by which refined glycerine is produced the committee adopts the 
se a rule, and places a higher rate of duty on the finished product, 

ned glycerine, than they place on the crude glycerine out of which 
itis made. In the one case the committee put the higher rate on the 
product and the lower rate on the material. In the other case, in 
which my constituents are directly concerned, the committee puts the 
epua product on the free-list, and imposes a duty on the mate- 


Surely, Mr. Chairman, it is not unreasonable in me to ask the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means for some explanation of this which I can 
impart to my constituents. 

Mr. Chairman, when my friend from Ohio [ Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] sug- 
gested that we ought to inform ourselves of the relations to each other 
of the American industries affected by this bill, so that we might act 
intelligently upon it, it occurred to me that I would try to trace a lit- 
tle further back the industrial processes on which the soap and glycer- 
ine industries depend, and see how they are affected by this bill. Crude 
glycerine, as I have said, is made by the application of caustic soda 
to animal and vegetable oils and fats. 

Now, what is caustic soda made from? Of late years it is made 
almost altogether from salt or salt brine. You have put salt on the 
free-list. Will that diminish the cost of making salt? Not at all. 
Gentlemen will claim that it will make table salt cheaper; they say it 
will cheapen imported salt to the extent of 1 cent per annum to each 
inhabitant of the United States. But caustic soda is not likely to be 
made from imported salt to any considerable extent. It will be made 
at or near the salt-works at or at or near the salt-works in 
the Saginaw valley, if it is made at all in this country. 

That it is likely to be made at some place in this country the com- 
mittee seem to believe, because they have retained the protection duty. 
If they did not believe this, why did they retain the duty? By putting 
salt on the free-list the committee, whatever they may expect of the 
effect on the price of salt on the seaboard, can not possibly claim that 
they have cheapened the cost of A evar salt in the United States. 
Therefore they can hardly claim that they have cheapened the cost ot 
making caustic soda, or the cost of making soap and glycerine, of which 
caustic soda is so important a material. 

If, however, we follow the industrial process one step further back 
we shall find that the Committee on Ways and Means, according to the 
reasoning of several gentlemen on the otherside, have actually increased 
the cost of making salt, and therefore the cost of making caustic soda, 
and therefore the cost of making crude glycerine. ‘They have put lum- 
ber on the free-list. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to say that lumber is one of the 
materials out of which salt is made. All that I mean is that the lum- 
ber industry is one of the agencies by which the cost of making salt is 
reduced in the Saginaw valley. To stop the Michigan lumber mills 
is to increase the cost of making salt in Michigan. 

The reason is this: Salt works in Michigan, as we have repeatedly 
heard on this floor, are placed in close connection with the lumber mills. 
They thus get their fuel, not merely for nothing, but actually for less 
than nothing. They use as fuel the refuse of the lumber mills which 
otherwise the lumber mills would have to get rid of at a considerable 


If, then, by putting lumber on the free-list you stop the Iumber- 
mills you add to the cost of producing salt. ill gentlemen on the 
other side contend that in voting to put lumber they did not vote to 
diminish the activity of the lumber mills? Certainly not all of them. 

Most of the gentlemen on the other side who spoke in favor of put- 
ting lumber on the free-list advocated it, as the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. Cox] did, in order to preserve our forests from destruction. 
It is inconceivable that putting lumber on the free-list should have 
any tendency to preserve our forests, unless it-had a tendency to stop 
the lumber mills which were consuming them. 

These gentlemen, therefore, in votiag to put lumber on the free-list 
as a means of preserving our forests, voted to diminish the supply of 
fuel to the salt works of the Saginaw valley. They therefore voted to 
increase the cost of making salt in the United States. They there- 
fore voted in favor of increasing the cost of making caustic soda in the 
United States. They also are bound by caucus decree to retain the 
duty on causticsoda. They therefore vote, according to their own rea- 
soning, in favor of increasing the cost of making soap and erude glycer- 
ine in the United States. Yetassoonas I shall have finished my remarks 
they will probably vote with alacrity, if not with understanding, in 
favor of putting soap and erude glycerine on the free-list. With equal 
alacrity and without the slightest regard for consistency, they will prob- 
ably, when we come to the dutiable list of this bill, vote to retain the 
duty on refined glycerine. In short, there is no consistency whatever 
in the pending bill. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the amount of revenue derived 
from this source is $204,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. What was the gentleman’s statement? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That this produced $204,0000f revenue. Of the 
crude glycerine used about 70 per eent. is imported. 

Mr. ADAMS. One-half, I think. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will find, I think, upon a closer 
examination that about 70 per cent. of it is imported. The balance of 
that which is consumed in this country is made as a by-product, by the 
candle factories in the main. 

Mr. BURROWS. By whom? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. By the manufacturers of candles. 

There might be some ground for the claim of the gentleman from 
Illinois, that there was a want of consistency in this provision of the 
bill, where he speaks of glycerine for soap-manufacturing purposes, 
were it not for the fact that that is not the only use to which glycerine 
is applied. And I want to remind him here, once for all, that he need 
not expect a bill which has to be made up on such anincongruons basis 
as the law under which we are now operating to be perfectly consist- 
ent in every It has necessarily to be framed to meet the ex- 
isting law, and it is impossible thatit could be otherwise. Ithas been 
shown by gentlemen on their own side of the debate to be the case, 
and the very hardships of which gentlemen have complained more than 
once during the course of this debate are inflicted by the law under 
which we are now operating. 

We are receiving very nearly a quarter of a million of dollars on 
revenue not needed; and that is a sufficient answer for the action of the 
committee, especially in view of the fact that that isa raw material in 
the manufacture of various other products. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this ques- 
tion for practical information: Will the reduction of duty on refined 
glycerine from 5 to 3 cents diminish the revenue? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The placing of this article on the free-list will . 
diminish the cost of it, and that is the only thing to which I am ad- 
dressing my remarks at the present time. When we reach that clause 
of the bill to which the gentleman's question is applicable, then I will 
address myself to that. Ifit does not reduce the revenue it gives a 
cheaper commodity to the people, and at the same time any of the re- 
ductions of the revenue which may follow legitimately from the result 
of cheapening the duties; and in view of the existing conditions of the 
Treasury, and of the manufacturing interests in this country, we be- 
lieve that the reduction proposed by the committee is right and con- 
sistent in this regard. The bill, taken as a whole, does very largely 
reduce the revenues, and that is a sufficient answer, I think. 

I now ask a vote. ° 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the pro forma amendment, and I desire to 
say that the mathematician or economist does not exist who ean make 
anything like an accurate prediction as to the true answer to the ques- 
tion, Will this bill increase or reduce the revenues? 

The elements are not given upon which such a calculation ean be 
based, because in many instances the reduction of duty is made in such 
a way as to invite immensely enhanced imports, which, with a lower 
rate of duty, will give an increased instead of a diminished revenue. 

Now, there is no opportunity to allege that the duty proposed to be 
repealed is a prohibitory or anoppressiveone. We manufacture 9,000,- 
000 pounds of crude glycerine, and import 10,245,356 pounds, showing 
that we import between one-ninth and one-tenth more than the entire 
amount manufactured in this country. 

As has been shown by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], we 
have destroyed the usefulness of the slabs and dust that accumulate 
about saw-mills in the neighborhood of salt springs, and have prob- 
ably in some instances, if this bill should become law, closed up the 
salt works by destroying the production of free fuel for its manufacture. 
So now we are confronted with this proposition, which will bear like per- 
nicious fruits. Let ussee what are the ingredients of crude glycerine, 
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They are animal fats. They are materials which, if they go to waste, 
become prejudicial to the health of the neighborhood in which they are 
itted to decay, noxious odors being exhaled, while where the manu- 
ture of glycerine is maintained they are carried away before they 
become pestilential, and are converted into, not, asthe gentleman from 
Tennessee says, the ‘‘ raw material of other manufactures,’’ but they be- 
come manufactured materials for higher manufactures. The pride of 
a great nation, of a nation that can, as the Democratic party in this 
House seem to think we can not do, convert crude materials into ad- 
vanced materials, and thence into finished products, it is the pride of 
such a nation that it knows no such thing as waste. That which is 
waste in one manufacture, or in some condition of life, rises under the 
influence of science into a material, and crude glycerine is one of these 
striking illustrations of the law that in diversified industries there is 
no waste. In its production the refuse of soap and candle factories, 
whose products are made of that which was the refuse of the household 
and the slanghter-house—not very attractive subjects—becomes a source 
of one of the purest articles—chemically purest—known to our phar- 
macopia or to chemistry. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be 
permitted to continue for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania proceeding for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Just as while we maintain by means of protective 
legislation the lumber trade in the salt regions of Michigan and else- 
where, we furnish, as I have intimated, in the refuse slabs and dust free 
fuel for making salt and refining salt, hereby destroying the glycerine 
manufacture. You propose to convert that which is the material first 
for crude glycerine and then refined glycerine into offensive and possi- 
bly fatal nuisances, as the piles of slab and dust will become in the 
neighborhood of saw-mills. You determine to make waste; to retro- 
grade in arts and productive power by reducing to waste that which 
science, capital, and energy have converted into commercial commodi- 
ties and utilized as sources of profitable employment to labor. 

Just in proportion as the majority of this committee pursues this 
retrograde course they will reduce our country from its industrial in- 
dependence and the position of the proudest nation of the world, hav- 
ing the largest capacity for production, with the grandest means of 
transportation, and the greatest power of consumption by its produc- 
ing classes. The whole policy of this bill is to travel back toward 
barbarism by reducing from the elements of manufacture the waste 
that we now convert into utility of inestimable value. Yes; the pro- 
test against striking this clause from the free-list can not be made that 
the duty on crude glycerine is an embarrassment to free foreign trade, 
for, as I have said, we imported 1,245,356 pounds more in the last fiscal 
year than we manufactured, though the duty was 2 cents per pound. 

Why should that 2 cents be taken off? Why should we say to the 
manufacturers of explosives, of an element in the preparation of chew- 
ing tobacco, of an ingredient in medicinal purposes, in anti-freezing 
compounds by which fruits and meats are transported in safety across 
our continent, for color-making, for use in the manufacture of the finest 
and firmest of our colors for textiles, all the coal-tar, colors, and anilines, 
that we will make waste of a material used profitably in all these ele- 
ments of life? Why strive to reduce our country to colonial depend- 
ence at a time when she is advancing far before the next manufactur- 
ing nation of the world ? 

Tes the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois, supposing the pro forma amendment to be 
withdrawn. 

aoe question having been put, the Chair was in doubt as to the re- 
sult, 
Mr. KELLEY. I call for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 59. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Fish-glue or isinglass, 
Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the following amendment: 
Page 3, strike out line 55. 


Mr. BAYNE. I was about to make that motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam glad I shall have the gentleman’s co-opera- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I knew, of course, this should be included with glue, 
gelatine, and similar preparations; that they both came from the same 
factory, and the only commentary I now bave to make upon the bill 
is to ask how it was that glue, gelatine, and similar preparations repre- 
sent lines 50 and 51, and that lines 52, 53, and 54 represent glycerine, 
crude, brown, and yellow. Then in line 55 we have fish-glue or isin- 
glass. The only suggestion that want of juxtaposition makes to my 
mind is that the committee evidently did not understand at the time 
they prepared this bill that glue, tine, fish-glue, and isinglass all 
came from the same factory, or would not have interpolated 


glycerine, crude, brown or yellow, ete. It affords an inference simply 
of the want of knowledge on the part of the committee when the com- 
mittee prepared this bill. That is all the commentary I have to make. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Provided your statement is correct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Those who know the gentleman will not treat this 
side of the House very severely on account of his criticism. 

I wish to state in connection with these amendments what I intended 
to state on the amendment that was offered to lines 50and 51. It was 
passing strange to me that the very gentlemen who had moved to strike 
it out or desired it stricken out, and in their speeches so announced, 
would turn with such fierceness and criticise us for proposing to strike 
itout. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], who I am happy 
to see in his seat, quoted what would be regarded as poetry if rhyme 
alone made poetry. In this connection I will be permitted to quote 
a suggestion that Junius once made to a certain individual he was 
writing against. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say to the gentleman that if Cowper is not 
much of a poet he is at least better than the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It may be the poetry was ruined by the quoting. 
Junius, on an occasion the gentleman will remember, and I quote for 
his particular edification and instruction, said: ` 

Masks, hatchets, racks, and vipers dance through your mind in all the mazes 
of metaphoric confusion, These are the gloomy companions of a dist 
imagination—the melancholy madness of poetry without its inspiration. 

I was surprised at the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] for 
the attack he made; at the same time saying this amendment ought to 
prevail and criticising this side of the House for making it. Whatare 
the facts concerning this manufacture? One grade bears a duty of 20 
per cent., another 25 per cent., and another 30 per cent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was represented to the committee after the bill 
was framed that the retention of the present rate of duty would make 
it possible to use in this manufacture a very large amount of the trim- 
mings of the skins of animals, and the cartilages and those portions that 
go into the composition of glue and gelatine, and that the manufacture 
could not be maintained without the retention of the duty. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The cartilaginous matters that the gentleman 
speaks or do not enter into gelatine at all. Gelatine is made from the 
clear hide. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam speaking of the three commodities. They 
are of a somewhat analogous nature, but the one which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] speaks of is a refined product, and 
those that I am speaking of are made from certain portions of fish 
that are used for that purpose. Now these are the facts, and yet the 
very gentleman who said that the amendment was right rises now to 
criticise this side of the House for making it. As I have already said, 
compared with the other rates of duty in the existing law, or proposed 
by this bill, this is a very moderate duty, and the committee stood 
ready in this case, as they stand ready at all times, to adopt whatever 
amendment may seem to be necessary to the enactment of a law that 
shall be just and wise in all its parts. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, during the progress of this tariff de- 
bate, I have not quoted any poetry whatever, and I should not now un- 
dertake to quote even a couplet were it not for the severe criticism made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] upon the reci- 
tation which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] gave us 
from Cowper. But, since the gentleman from Tennessee has criti- 
cised Cowper’s poetry by calling it “rhyme,” I wish to quote back at 
him an old stanza, simply substituting ‘‘ Mac” for “Jobn.” With 
that substitution it will run in this way: 

Mac his own merit sees: 
This give him pride; 
For he sees more 
Than all the world beside. 
[Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make no reply to a personal reflection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will regard 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment to strike out the line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Phosphorus. 

Soap stocks, fit only for use as such. 

Sone, bara and soft, all which are not otherwise specially enumerated or pro- 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, almost everything which I said in re- 
gard to crude glycerine a few minutes ago will apply with equal force 
to soap, which is the article now under consideration. 

Almost everything which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN ] has said in regard to fish-glne and isinglass will also apply to 
soap, as well as to glycerine. 

I wish I could place on the same page, in parallel columns, side by 
side, the remarks which fell from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] in regard to crude glycerine, and the remarks of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] in regard to fish-glue, 
isinglass, and gelatine. The arguments in the two cases are almost 
precisely similar. They apply to soap and glycerine as closely as they 
apply to fish-glue and gelatine. 
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Yet the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and his col- 
leagues on the Ways and Means Committee will put fish-glue, isinglass, 
and gelatine on the datiable list, while they put soap and glycerine on 
the free-list. 

The gentleman from Tennessee says that the substances used in the 
manufacture of fish-glue and isinglass would not be used at all unless 
this duty is retained. The same is largely true of crude glycerine. 
For years in a large soap factory in my district it ran waste into the 
Chicago River. Nowit is utilized, and the duty gives a motive to util- 
ize it. 

The gentleman says the duty on fish-glue and isinglassis a moderate 
duty. So is the duty on crude glycerine and on plain soap. He 
claims that it is consistent in the Ways and Means Committee to re- 
tain a moderate duty on an article when there issome probability that 
the manufacture of that article will be maintained and increased. 

Then they ought to have retained the moderate duty on soap and 
crude glycerine, especially as they had determined to retain the duty 
on the caustic soda of which soap and crude glycerine are made. 

It is altogether useless for the gentleman from Tennessee to endeavor 
to justify the amendment which he himself has proposed striking fish, 
glue, isinglass, and gelatine from the free-list and at the same time to 
oppose either the amendment which I proposed a little while ago with 
regard to crude glycerine or the one which { now propose in regard to 


soap. 
One thing further. In the existing law a distinction is made be- 
tween plain soaps, which may be reckoned among the necessaries of 
life, and toilet or fancy soaps, which are the luxuries of the rich and 
appertain to the toilets of the fashionable. 
In this bill all are included in one class and put on the free-list. In 
the existing law the provision reads as follows: 


Soaps, hard and soft, all which are not otherwise specially enumerated o 
provided for in this act, and castile soap 20 per cent. ad valorem. a 


Then comes another class, ‘“‘ fancy, perfumed, and all descriptions 
of toilet soaps, 15 cents per pound,” 

But in this bill the luxuries and the necessaries all go together. 
They are all placed upon the free-list while the main material which 
is used in their manufacture is still kept on the dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. AnAms)] 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. ADAMS. I moved, or intended to move, to strike out ‘‘soaps.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

‘:ne Clerk read as follows: 

Sheep-dip. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like some gentleman to tell the commit- 
tee what ‘‘sheep-dip ’’ is; and therefore I move to strike out this clause. 
I want to get precise information as to what the article is. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I can tell the gentleman what 
it 18. 

Mr. KELLEY. Do you oppose my amendment? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Iam opposed to the motion to 
strike out. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then the gentleman is in order to speak on the 
question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. It is a chemical preparation for 
the dipping or washing of sheep. The purpose of dipping them is to 
destroy parasites upon the skin, causing ‘‘scab,’’ and others which ad- 
here to the wool. This articleis one of the necessaries of a sheep ranch 
where large numbers of sheep are kept together. The most approved 

reparations are not made in this country. A considerable amount of 
itis imported, and the use ofitisincreasing. In the list of the expenses 
of one of the large sheep ranches in Texas, on which five thousand sheep 
were kept, the expense for ‘‘sheep-dip’’ for one year was $150. It is 
essential to the health of large flocks, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania can not object to putting it on the free-list. 

Mr, DORSEY. What are the ingredients? 

Mr. MORSE. Itisa patent preparation. How does my colleague 
know the ingredients? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. The ingredients of ‘‘sheep-dip’’ 
are not known tome. It is a strongly concentrated preparation, com- 
paratively cheap, a great deal cheaper than any of the old-fashioned 
dips which were made by shepherds. It is mixed with about a hun- 
dred parts of water. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] in 
his speech referred to ‘‘sheep-dip’’ as a composition ‘of tobacco, salt 
andsulphur. Thatwas the composition ofthe dips which were formerly 
used, and are still made by small flock-masters, men who keep from 
fifty to onehundred sheep. But where large numbers of sheep are kept, 
they have to be driven through a tank for the purpose of dipping them; 
and it is impossible to prepare suitable dips in the old-fashioned man- 
ner. Consequently, in the interest of the large ranches and the busi- 
ness of the production of wool, we should place sheep-dip on the free- 

i There can not be the slightest objection to doing so. ` 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, in moving to strike out this line, I 
had no special desire to see the motion agreed to, nor any hope, if such 
had been my desire, that we could do it. My object was to learn 
something about the constituents of ‘* sheep dip’’ and the mode of its 
manufacture. I have been informed that we get our ‘‘sheep dip” 


from a foreign ‘“‘trust,’’ which consists of one man, the owner of a! 


patent for its manufacture; and until American genius discovered a: 


substitute for the foreign article, that ‘‘trust’’ furnished the supply: 
of dip for our great flocks. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a foreign patent which gentlemen propose to 
recognize in an American tariff. i 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. Now I have heard—some of my friends. 
from Kentucky can probably tell me what is the fact—that a very. 
worthy gentleman residing in Louisville or Covington, Ky., the pleas- 
ure of whose acquaintance I have had for some years, but whose name 
I can not recall at this moment, had discovered a process for removing 
nicotine from fine tobacco and has greatly improved the quality of our 
cigars and smoking tobacco by extracting the nicotine, and has, in doing 
this, absolutely established an American competitor with the European 
‘trust’? in the matter of sheep dip. If this is so, of course he ought 
to be overthrown. The foreign article must, of course, be a great deal 
better for American sheep than any which may be got from Kentucky. 
If I have been misinformed in this matter, I would be glad to hear a 
contradiction of the statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When the gentleman asserts that it is true, we 
will investigate the matter. Does he claim that itis true? As I un- 
derstand, he does not claim that he knows the man, or even his name. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; I do know the gentleman. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have not heard of any such ‘‘ trust,” nor has 
any other member of the committee. 

Mr, KELLEY rose. 

Mr: McMILLIN. The gentleman will pardon me if I decline to 
yield at this moment. I suppose I would not exaggerate if I were to 
say there are thousands of preparations used for this purpose. Some 
parties make their own preparations; many of them, possibly most of 
them, doso. The gentleman on my left says that most of them do. 
The committee, while proposing to put wool on the free-list, thought 
that this, being a chemical product used extensively and necessarily 
by the owners of flocks, should also properly be placed on the free-list. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In the list prepared at the Treasury Department 
this preparation is called sheep-dip. Now it is really erysilic wash. 
It is, I understand, a patented article. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Doesnot the gentleman know there arevery many 
different kinds of sheep-dip? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I merely wish to know whether this ‘‘sheep- 
dip’’ which gentlemen propose to put on the free-list covers all the 
preparations of sheep-dip, or does it merely admit free some particular 
foreign patented preparation ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think that any commodity coming under the 
designation of ‘‘sheep-dip’’ would, under this clause, be admitted free; 
I should suppose so. There is no disposition on the part of the com- 
mittee to give an unequal advantage to any particular foreign article. 
The only object is to furnish as cheaply as possible to the owners of 
flocks whatever is necessary to their preservation. 

Mr. LODGE. In this valuable work prepared at the Treasury De- 
partment, of which I trust we shall soon all have a copy, I find sheep- 
dip described as ‘‘erysilic wash’’—nothing else. I understood the 
gentleman from Tennessee to say that the name covers a great many 
preparations. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Istated thata number of different kinds of sheep- 
dip are used. This is my information. Tobacco mingled with certain 
chemicals is extensively used for this purpose. There is no one com- 
modity exclusively used. That work is the work of the Treasury De- 
partment and—— 

Mr. LODGE, But I suppose is describes what is the dutiable arti- 
cle. It appears that the duty raised upon it amounted to last year 

1.80. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

By unanimous consent, formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the motion to strike out the last word, and 
I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. KELLEY] a question. I understood 
my colleague to say we are now manufacturing sheep-dip in this coun- 
try which answers the purpose very well, but before we got to manu- 
facturing it in this country we purchased from abroad because there 
seems to be one man who has an entire monopoly of this article if I un- 
derstood him correctly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; my authority is the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. BAYNE. He sustains that proposition, then. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Do you refer to me? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yon said the owners of small flocks, owners of few 
sheep, make their own wash. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Generally. 

Mr. KELLEY. But not so with owners of large ranges, who use 
the imported article. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, They use the imported dip. 

Mr. KELLEY. You could not tell the material, because it is pro- 
tected by a patent. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Idid not say that; someone said 
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it was protected by a patent. I have seen several chemical combina- 


tions. ‘They are not ex ive. It is a great deal more profitable to 
buy them than to make the dip for any large number of sheep. 

Mr. KELLEY. Are those articles imported? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I know of three of them which 
are imported. I have seen in use at least three. One has been men- 
tioned by one of the gentlemen on that side. There is another, but I 
can not recall the name of itat this moment; I can not give the names, 
but the names are not descriptive. They are generally used one part 
to a hundred parts of water, and they are exceedingly convenient. 

Every sheep man on this side and on that—and I know there are sheep 
men on that side as well as on this—will agree they are used on all sheep 
ranges and add greatly to the health of the flocks. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say, with your permission, now in an- 
swer to the acting chairman of the committee and to my friends in Ken- 
tucky, that a Mr. Robinson, of Kentucky, acultivated and highly-bred 
gentleman, spent nearly a long session here in endeavoring to secure 
the passage of an act that would make free alcohol for use in the arts 
that he might bring into favor his patent for improving tobacco, a by- 
product of which would be a sheep-dip superior to any known to the 
shepherds of this country. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] was mistaken in saying 
I did not know the man anc did not know hisname. My memory for 
names is singularly treacherous. This one has come back tome. His 
name isa distinguished one in Kentucky, and the family name was 
applied to him. 

He did not get the legislation he wanted, but I have had some let- 
ters from him thanking me for my efforts in his behalf. And when I 
was recently in Kentucky I grieved to learn he was not there, because 
I heard from Mr. Harry Weissinger, of the great tobacco house in Louis- 
ville, and others that by his invention he had enhanced the price of 
Kentucky tobacco many per cent. and had at the same time given to 
the flock-masters a better sheep-dip than any other, the chief element 
of which was nicotine; which his process extracted from the leaf. ` 

So I did know what I was talking about, and I did know whom I 
was talking about. Iwas talking about that which I did know and 
understand. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want now to occupy the balance of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to make a personal explanation. I was 
merely calling attention to what the fact was, and had no other dispo- 
sition than to present the fact properly. While the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania stated he heard there was a trust, as I understand it hedid 
not vouch for the existence of any such trust. I did not mean any re- 
flection on the gentleman from Pennsylvania at all. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, formal amendments 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

I wish to make one observation. If to put sheep-dip on the free-list 
benefits a trustin this country, it ought to be there in this bill, and if 
it benefits a foreign trust, a fortiori, it oughtto be there, because this bill 
seems to be in that direction for the benefit of the great monopolies 
and trusts in this country, and if it can not do it in this country it 
reaches out to those in foreign countries. 

Mr. RAYNER. There is no foreign trust in it. I wish to say to 
the gentleman I know all about it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Goldsborough Robinson is the name of the Ken- 
tucky gentleman to whom I have referred. Gentlemen from Kentucky 
must know him and his family and of his valuable discovery. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew the pro forma amendment for the pur- 
pose of calling attention to the words uttered a few momentsago by the 
gentlernan from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. He said, if I heard him correctly, and I 
am satisfied I did, that the committee having put wool upon the free- 
list, that they conceived they ought to put sheep-dip upon the free-list 
also. I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that the 
duties upon sheep-dip amounted last year toabout $800, and the duties 
upon wool reached $6,390,054.73. Therefore the American farmer gets 
$6,389,254.73 the worst of the bargain at the hands of the Committee 
on Waysand Means, [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

62, Indigo, extracts of, and carmined. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to move an amendment to line 61. 

The CHAIRMAN, But that has been over. 

Mr. PARKER. It was read, but the debate has been upon sheep- 
dip, and there has been no opportunity to amend that line. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it was open to amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The line was not more than half read when the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was on his feet and made 
the amendment with reference to line 60. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment. 

Mr. PARKER. I move to strike out line 61. 

Mr, McMILLIN. What is the amendment? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike out line 61. 
Mr. McMILLIN. But that line has been passed over. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. It has not been passed. It was not more than 
half read when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY] was 
oe feet claiming recognition upon the preceding line. I observed 
ite y. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the line was read; 
but will entertain the amendment. 

Mr. PARKER. I move to strike out line 61; ‘‘ extract of hemlock 
and other bark used for tanning.” 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the first opportunity that has been afforded 
for submitting that amendment. Putting this item upon the free-list 
is one of those singular but marked illustrations of the methods of 
those who control this bill of taking care of the poor man and the work- 
man and the farmer of this country. 

When this subject was once before pending in Congress we found 
the great tanners of this country—the Shaw Brothers of the country— 
and the great millionaires of the leather-producing interest here, ask- 
ing that the duty be taken off hemlock extract. 

Then we looked to see who the men were that would be benefited 
by repealing the duty on hemlock extract. We found them not to be 
the poor workingmen living upon the poorer farms in Maine and New 
Hampshire, New York and Pennsylvania, and in Ohio, where we meet 
the competing bark sections, but that such men would be injured by 
making this extract free, while the millionaire leather makers and 
dealers and the millionaire tanners would be benefited by the propo- 
sition to make it free; therefore the duty was kept up at 20 per cent. 
ad valorem; and what was the effect? The last year—that is, during 
1887—for that fiscal year the whole quantity of this commodity im- 
ported was valued at $51 only, and the duty derived from it $10.20. 
Why? Because the duty was practically prohibitory. 

Now, in order to show the necessity for the protection of this indus- 
try I will read first the process of making this commodity: 

Heml 
r a ete eae ener Soares 
evaporation, either in vacuo or openly,as you would boil down maple-sap to 
make maple-sugar. 

Then the further statement is made that— 

Acord of bark,weighing 2,000 pounds, worth $1 to $2 on the tree— 

Depending upon its distance from the markets— 


is peeled, dried, and hauled to the factory, where it rings © to $7. Its tannin 
is there extracted and reduced to a fluid form and to bulk of 40 gallons, 
and its weight to 400 pounds, and sells at the factory for about $12. is, ex- 
cept the bark on the tree, is the product of labor, 


Now as to the localities and the itude of that interest. The 
great tanners and lumbermen interested in the lowering of this duty 
have said to us in a memorial submitted to Congress: 

We would respectfully ask your attention to the following petition for pro- 


tection to our hemlock forests, which are rapidly being depleted by one of the 
largest interests in our country, namely, the leather interést. 
* +$ è 


L Ed * . 

We would most respectfully ask to have it put on the free-list, coming under - 

the head of protection to our hemlock forests. 
That is, the hemlock extract. 

We ask this as owners of 1,500,000 acres of land and as manufacturers of 72,- 
000 barrels of extract, which is two-thirds of all the extract manufactured in 
North America, 

We own and control 1,500,000 acres of bark-land and operate 23 tanneries, 
own 9 extract works, and employ 5,000 men part of the year, 2,000 men all the 


time, and make 72,000 barrels of extract a year, the entire product of North 
America being but 100,000 barrels. 


These forests and manufactories being in Canada, and they are used 
for the benefit of Canadian producers and workmen. 

We are told in the testimony taken before the Tariff Commission that 
they were then shipping a great deal of this bark extract from Canada, 

The question was asked: 

Q. Do they ship it also in the form of ground bark? 

A. They do tnat to some extent; but they have a system of extracting the 
vary ANAE to eppentonsa te A AES Geiss te oe toe aa milan 
tonat bark in an AARE barrel of the liquid =<) £ ss 

Another witness says: 


ere i extract works in the United States and five in New Brunswick ` 
an 5 

To show you the ee of bark used, I can remark that last year we peeled 
over 150,000 cords of hemlock bark, or enough to make a pile 4 feet — and 4 
feet wide that would reach from Boston to New York. K 750, hides 
per year in the United States, making 1,500,000 sides of hemlock sole-leather. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 


tleman be extended. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish now merely to emphasize the 
position exhibited by these facts. Hemlock bark is a commodity 
handled by small farmers in the poorer portion of the country where 
the men have hard work to get money to pay the necessary cash exe 
penses that come upon them. They are the owners of thesmall farms, 
They can have their bark peeled at the proper season, and at times of 
the year when they are not employed in putting in or harvesting their 
ore they can go into thew , haul it out, take it to the tanneries, 
and by its sale obtain money to pay their taxes and 
modities that require payment in cash. I am aware 


to for the com- 
is not an ig- 
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terest or a business that attracts either by its magnitude or brilliancy 
the attention attracted by some of those great industries of the nation. 
It may not excite the imagination or touch the fancy; but I appeal 
to you on behalf of these poor men of the newer and less productive 
farming districts of the country that lie upon the borders of the great 
forests that this protection which is now allowed to them shall not be 
taken away. If the gentlemen upon the other side of the House see fit 
to rob these poor men of the small protection which they have now in 
the interest of the great tannery and lumber owners who have invested 
their millions in Canada, they will be proving, what has been often 
alleged against them, that while clamoring against capitalists, monop- 
olies, and trusts they show themselves to be the very base servants of 
the people and the organizations they condemn. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will withdraw his amendment I 
will renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may oppose the amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will have to oppose it by advocating it. The 
other would seem to be the more logical way. 

Mr. PARKER. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Irenew the amendment. I ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to hear what I have tosay. Either this clause should 
be stricken ont or an amendment, which I should be very sorry to see 
made, should be made. I think the question will have to be tried 
when we get near the end of the free-list. If Canada is to be allowed 
to provide from her forests our extract of hemlock for use in tanning 
and other purposes, certainly sumac should also be put on the free-list. 
I do not ask that sumac be put on the free-list. Iwas one of those 
who placed it on the dutiable list, and maintained the duty when pleas 
were made that it should be put on the free-list. 

A good many years agoa distinguished gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Tucker) said: ‘‘I can not vindicate the maintenance of a duty on sumac 
logically in accordance with my opinion, but I can appeal to my 
friend, who believesin the doctrine of protection for protection’s sake, to 
give to the poor old mammies and picaninnies of the hills of Virginia 
and North Carolina the five or six hundred thousand dollars that are 
derived from their collection of sumac.’ The sumac grows, it may be 
said, as a weed upon unfenced and almost untaxed lands, and the old 
colored women and the young colored children at that time collected 
it all and brought it to cross-road stores in the sumac districts of those 
two States, from five to six hundred thousand dollars’ worth a year. 
The business has greatly increased. It is animmense source of income 
to the poor people of that region of country; but you propose to strike 
down the production of extract of hemlock in favor of Canadian land 
and forest owners. 

As the gentleman from the interior of New York [Mr. PARKER] has 
rightly told you, this industry is largely in the hands of the small far- 
mers, the owners of bits of land on which hemlock treesare found. They 
cut trees for winter fuel and the bark is sold to the neighboring store- 
keepers, who collect it for the currier, tanner, and manufacturer of 
leather. The two things,sumac and extract of hemlock,are allied in- 
dustries. You should put them together on the dutiable or the free- 
list. Make the bill equitable. Remove the charge of sectionalism 
from it by letting the poor people of the wintery regions of the far north 
have this source of income as wehave been allowing it to the mammies 
and picaninnies of Virginia and North Carolina to have sumac. Deal 
fairly with both sections of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion submitted by the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania to strike out line 61. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, except to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am not aware that any information has been 
furnished the Committee on Ways and Means upon this subject. The 
only information I have been able to secure is that furnished the Tarift 
Commission. I desire to send to the desk to have read (although it 
need not be printed in the RECORD) the I have marked touch- 
ing this industry, showing how destructive it would be to place it on 
the free-list and how it will inure to the benefit of our Canadian friends 
. across the border. ‘This paper is from L. Crawford & Co., of Philadel- 
phia. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I simply want to say, in response to the remarks 
ofthe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] about the producers 
of hemlock bark and the workers in the sumac industry, that the very 
tariff law under which we are now operating, the act of 1883, which was 
engineered through the House by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, has on the free-list both hemlock bark and sumac wood, 
dried. It would seem, therefore, that the gentleman’s disposition in re- 
gard to these articles must have changed recently. 

Now, what is the question concerning the item under discussion? 
The present duty is only 20 per cent., and notwithstanding that fact 
there was imported last year into the whole United States only $51 
worth of this article, the duty on which was $10.20. In view of this 
small amount of importation under a 20 per cent. duty, does any sane 
man believe that making this article free, as proposed by the committee, 
will destroy the industry ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion to strike out. 

Mr. PARKER, I wish to answer directly the gentleman’s question. 


He stated the amounts correctly. The importation is so small because 
the present duty is practically prohibitory, but take off that duty and 
from the regions of Canada where their factories are already built and 
have been running for years, there will come in an amount which will 
take the place of the whole supply of bark produced in the Adirondacks 
and the other regions that have been mentioned. It is because the 
present duty is prohibitory that it should be kept unchanged, and it 
is for fae reason that it isa benefit to the class of poor men I have men- 
tione 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chair declared 
that the noes seemed to have it. > 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 64. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Indigo, extracts of, and carmined, 

Iodine, resublimed. 

Licorice-juice, - 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to strike out line 64, “ licorice-juice,”’ 
stating that the purpose is to introduce it on the dutiable list at a re- 
duced rate further on. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. Is that article produced in this country? Un- 
doubtedly the amendment is a good one, but I would like to know the 
reason for it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The article is produced in this country. A part 
of what we use is produced here and a part comes from abroad. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

os croton. 5 ror 

Dit, cotenened: a 

Petroleum. 

Alumina—alum, patent alum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina, and alu- 
minous cake, and alum in crystals or ground. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out lines 69, 70, 
and 71. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let them be reported, so that we may know what 
they are. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Alumina—alum, patentalum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina, and alum- 
imous cake, and alum in crystals or ground. 3 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, from the experi- 
ence I have had here as to amending this bill in any way that does not 
suit the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, I rise with 
some reluctance to offer this amendment; but I hope these lines will 
be struck out, upon the ground that in this country we are producing 
these articles to a greàt extent, and that the manufacture of them here 
can not be continued unless the present duty is retained. The meth- 
ods of making these articles are very expensive indeed, The machin- 
ery and the pooma are costly, and our ability to compete with the 
foreign articles has been gained only after many trials. 

But now, sir, the American manufacturers have completed such ma- 
chinery and have developed such processes as they think will enable 
them to produce articles not merely equal, but superior to the foreign 
products, and they ask to have the duty remain as it is, because they 
have been at great expense in procuring machinery and bringing to per- 
fection their methods of manufacture. I make this appeal to the com- 
mittee in behalf of whatis not exactly an infant industry, but such an 
industry as we ought to take care of if we desire to encourage our manu- 
factures. We are putting on the free-list a great many articles, many 
of which the friends of protection do not seek to have removed from 
that list, but occasionally we come to some which ought to be stricken 
from it, and I hope this amendment will be agreed to, unless the ma- 
iority of the Committee on Ways and Means can give some good rea- 
son why this industry should be destroyed. 

I feel interested in this matter because in the locality from which I 
come these things are manufactured largely. Indeed, many articles in 
the drug and chemical line are manufactured in the city of Philadel- 

hia, and I have personal knowledge of the magnitude of those estab- 

ishments and of the enormous outlay that has been incurred in build- 
ing them up and perfecting the methodsof manufacture. Ido not know 
what good reason there can be for striking down the industries which 
produce these articles here at home, and I therefore appeal to the com- 
mittee to strike out these lines, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on striking out the lines indi- 
cated. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I would like, for the information 
of the committee, to state a few facts respecting the articles named in 
this paragraph. In 1887 the amount imported into this country was 
198,419 tons; in the same year the quantity made here was 194,000 
tons; so that the importation and the home manufacture are about 
equal. The rate on alum in the existing tariff is six-tenths of a cent 
per pound, and it is now proposed to putiton the free-list. ‘The same 
proposition is made in regard to sulphate of soda, on which the present 


duty is 20 per cent. ad valorem, 
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I wish to refer to the reasons which have been laid before members 
by gentlemen engaged jn this chemical manufacture. I take the lib- 
erty of reiterating these reasons, because possibly many gentlemen may 
have mislaid the circular which they doubtless received. I have no 
particular interest in my district which I wish to help in this regard, 
and none which I think will be hindered by our action on this ques- 
tion; but the reasons presented here are very plain: 


Because we are on the eve of the extension and adoption of the ammonia proc- 
ess for making soda, and it is hoped that this important chemical reagent will 
not be annihilated at the outset. 

Because we sre about erecting plants at the great coke works with a view of 
catching the sulphate of ammonia contained in the escaping gases, all of which 
is now wasted. 

Because we are now working the vast deposits of native sulphate and other 
forms of soda existing in the Western States and Territories, notably, Wyom- 
ing, Nevada, and Utah, 

Because we are working the Pyrites mines of Virginia, Massachusetts, and 
venom east gicaw ores, in place of Sicilian sulphur, formerly used in making 
sulphuric acid. 

Because we do not want to resume the humiliating position of obtaining our 
consumption of alum and alkali from foreign sources. 

Because labor is a most important item in the cost of all forms of soda and 
alum, as large masses of material have to be handled and dealt with. The av- 
erage labor paid here amounts to 39 per cent. of value of product, against an 
average of 15.6 per cent, insimilar establishments in Europe. The above labor 
includes only that paid at factories, The contingent industries, which amount 
to a very large sum, are omitted. 

Because the grinding down of wages (as we should be compelled to do) is a 
most objectionable feature, and can not commend itself to enlightened citizens 
of the United States. We aim not only to pay sufficient wages for mere exist- 
ence in providing food and clothing, but also to allow of the education and 
bringing up of the children of the operatives in a proper manner, thus making 
them better and more enlightened citizens of the Republic. ‘ 

Because the amount of duties on soda and alum since their ori 1 imposition 
is considerably less than was paid at first, owing to the fact of the foreign man- 
ufacturers being quick to perceive that by concentration of those articles the 
duties might be’considerably reduced. 

Because the glass, soap, and paper manufacturers, who are the largest con- 
suniers, are united on the propriety of the present duties, as lower rates would 
tend to prevent an increase in their manufacture in this country, and the saving 
in cost of production of glass, soap, and paper by the reduction in duty would 
come to so small a fraction as to be quite inappreciable, and would y find 
its way into the pocket of the consumer. 

Because the alum and sulphate of soda manufacture would cease entirely, as 
those articles are placed on the free-list. The reyenue from the other forms of 
soda would be greatly increased in consequence of reducing the duty one-half, 
as England is bbe deny 3 half our supply under the present duty. 

Because $10,000,000 are invested in the alum and a works and half as much 
additional in contingent and allied industries. Fifty thousand people are de- 
pendent upon them for support. The manufacturer, the laborer, the consumer, 
the mine-owner, and the carrier would see their money drained out of the 
country, and their requisites would be vastly diminished. 

Because the alum-clay deposits of Indiana, Alabama, South Carolina, and 
ha sy are now being developed, and this would cease with alum on the 

ree-list. 

Because the British manufacturers are deeply concerned over the threatening 
evils to their slum, alkali, and soda industries by reason of the rapid develop- 
ment of those industries in this country. Mr. Weldon, in a paper read in Lon- 
don in 1883, gave the soda production of the world at 710,000 tons, of which 
432,000 tons were made in England. The United States, by long odds, is the 
heaviest consumer. 

Because, in consequence of the permaneut depression in market values, owing 
tosharp and active competition, the profit on soda and alum in the old estab- 
lished factories amounts to less than 6 per cent. upon invested capital. Several 
of the new companies, although in operation two or three years, have paid no 
dividends at all. 

Because heayy chemicals are brought to the United States as ballast, the 
freight costing only the expenses of ape te oe These vessels are sent over for 
grain and petroleum cargoes; hence, sea freight affords no protection. 

Because there are many towns that were brought into existence and the peo- 
pana neighboring farmers ad ep solely by the chemical industries estab- 

ed in their midst, In view of the evil results that must follow the placing 
of alum and sulphate of soda on the free-list and the reduction in duty on sodas, 
we most earnestly request that no change or alteration be made in the existing 
duties, as it will, in reduced wages and reduced employment, seriously and 
vitally affect the interests ofthe respective communities, and without any com- 
mensurate gain to any American interest. 


Mr. Chairman, I submit that the reasons here given are sufficient to 
impress the judgment of any member of Congress who is notan expert, 
and ought to have been taken seriously into account by the Committee 
on Ways and Means before deciding to place alum on the free-list. I 
hope that before the debate on this paragraph closes some gentleman 
of the committee will give us some good and sufficient reason why from 
seven millions to ten millions of American capital should be hazarded 
upon a chemical schedule which no man can explain. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is now exhausted. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. O'NEILL, of Penn- 
sylvania, to strike out lines 69, 70, and 71, embracing ‘‘alumina, alum, 
patent alum, alumsubstitute, sulphate of alumina, and aluminous cake, 
and alum in crystals or ground,” the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 48, noes 78. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral waters. 
Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured. 
Boracic acid, borate of lime and borax. 


Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike out the line last read. Mr. 
Chairman, California and Nevada are the only States which produce 
this salt. Prior to the imposition of a duty upon it, and when our main 
supply of it came from abroad, the price had run up to something like 
35 cents a pound. Upon the imposition of a duty, stimulating the do- 
mestic industry and promoting the production of the article in our own 
country, the price declined in a short time to 6 or 7 cents a pound in 
San Francisco, It is now proposed to put the article on the free-list, 

\the inevitable consequence of which will be to raise the price of this 
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salt, which is necessary in a great many lines of manufacture and pro- 
duction. 

I do not know any particular reason that can be assigned by gentle- 
men on the other side for putting borax on the free-list. Its produc- 
tion is an industry in which a very large amount of capital is invested 
in our portion of the country, employing a large number of persons, 
It is a matter of very great importance upon the Pacific coast to stim- 
ulate, develop, and protect this industry so as to supply our own com- 
munity with the product of our own soil. Hence I have moved to 
strike out the pending lineof the bill. Itrust that some other gentle- 
man on this floor will support this amendment with appropriate ob- 
servations, so that the Committee of the Whole may see how entirely 
useless it is, so far as revenue is concerned, to place this article upon 
the free-list at the present time, and how direct a blow such a measure 
must be to a very important industry which is now developing to a 
large extent upon our coast. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I havea communication I want to 
read in continuation of the stand I propose to take in connection with 
these combinations to control these products: 

Borax.—About two months ago the producers of borax in this country formed 
a combination to regulate both supply and prices. The tariff duty—three cents 
a pound on crude and five cents a pound on refined—is virtually prohibitory 
and was imposed for the protection of the owners of borax mines, who have 
now united to prevent competition. We take the following from the Boston 
Commercial Bulletin, a well-known protectionist trade journal, which publishes 
the statement simply as news: 

The combination includes the sixteen producers of the Pacific coast, and un- 
der its influence the price of borax has been advanced; first, to 6} cents for 
refined and 5} for concentrated. After thatit was advanced to 7} cents a pound 
for refined and 63 for concentrated. Prices were again advanced to 73 for con- 
centrated and 7} for refined. They afterward were further advanced to 7 to 7} 
(sic) for concentrated and 8 to 8} for refined. They now (February 18) stand at 
72 and 8 cents for concentrated and 8} to 8} for refined. Those inte are 
confidently looking forward to a $cent market quantities, an advance to this 
point being permitted by the duty of 5 cents per pound upon boracic acid for 
the Mediterranean, The-cost of pom, be stock in ages for family trade 
is placed at 3 cents per pound, and this been selling to jobbers at 10} to 12} 
cents, as to brand, for what is termed ordinary goods, but a higher range will 
probably now be established. z 

There wasimported last year $439 worth of borax, on which a duty of 5 cents 
per pound was equal to 42} per cent. As the value of this borax was more than 
l1 cents a pound, duty excluded, there seems to be room for further advances 
in addition to the four made by the ring in two months, There is room on the 
free-list for borax. 

If this combination has not had the effect of putting up the price 
from 5} to 8 cents, gentlemen who know all about it can explain. I 
say it has, 

Mr. FELTON. There is much truth in what has been read by the 
gentleman from Maryland, that I donot deny; butifthe gentleman will 
look into the history of the production of this-article in this country 
he will know that before the tariff was put on it, which only enabled 
the article to be produced here, the lowest price it ever was sold for 
was 28 cents a pound—a striking exemplification of the doctrine as 
laid down by Mr. Hamilton, and which has proved to be universally 
true: if you protect an industry only fairly the inevitable result will 
be a competition severe enough to prevent monopoly and bring down 
prices to consumers. 

Now, borax is produced in this country under adverse circumstances. 
In the alkali plains under various disagreeable and expensive surround- 
ings, with a large amount to be paid for transportation, by reason of 
their peculiar location, I do not believe they can profitably produce 
it to-day and sell it for 6 cents a pound. They are losing money. 
Three or four of the producers (and one of them the largest) of this 
article have gone to the wall by reason of the competition being so 
severe as to make its production unremunerative; hence the combine 
for raising the price. There isno doubt as to the fact thatif these men 
could they would put the price on this product higher, because, as 
shown, the severe competition which they have and are enduring will 
not permit them to carry on their business at present prices. 

Now, put borax on the free-list and you then will see what will have 
to be paid for it without the home competition, as, Iam informed and 
believe, most of the product abroad is controlled by one man. 

I do not wish to say more or to farther supplement what has been 
said by my colleagues. 

Mr. RAYNER. Does the gentleman say boracic acid is controlled 
by one man? 

Mr. FELTON. Iam talking about what I understand. Iam talk- 
ing about borax and not about boracic acid. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that before the 
duty was imposed on this article the price ran up as high as 35 centsa 
pound. When the duty was levied there was a combination by for- 
eign producers of borax to precipitate it on the market and run the 
price down, and it was run down to 6cents. This low price produced 
the change designed. It broke up a number of American producers. 

It is an industry now struggling for existence, and I know no in- 
dustry in this broad land which appeals to Congress more strongly than 
this industry, which now suffers severe competition with the foreign 
product. I can not better conclude than by calling attention to the 
following letter from General Rosecrans: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’s OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Aprit 14, 1888. 
My DEAR SIR: I see that the committee's tariff bill proposes to put all borax 


products on the free-list. It involves no great sum of money, and I believe that 
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if the committee had been as familiar with the subject as circumstances have 
Peay ted me to be, they would have refrained from putting these products on 
ree-list, oe 

The production of borax from the desert alkali lands of California, Nevada, 
and Colorado has become quite an industry, and employs a good many people, 
scattered all overthecountry. Only in the new States and Territories, however, 
can the raw material be found. {[t seems desirable, therefore, to show as much 
aoe as possible to this industry. Itis especially incumbent upon the Demo- 
cratic party. 

But that is the least of the reasons why the business should not be meddled 
with. The history of the importation of borax into the United States, and of 
the various tariffs thereon, shows that legislation in favor of a single person or 
single house has been the constant rule since 1842, or at the latest since 1845. I 
had. occasion to thoroughly examine and verify the accuracy of this statement, 
and in 1882 I earnestly urged on the members of the House Commiitee on Ways 
and Means whose attention I could get at least to do something for our own 
home industries, instead of building up the wealthy monopoly to which I have 
alluded, and which slyly procured legislation in its favor all these past years. 
This combination had placed and kept boracic acid on the free-list, until in 
1882, when the tariff discussion revealed the game,and then only the inade- 
quate tariff of 4 cents was imposed. The last change procured was to have 
boracic acid put on the free-list. > 
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We had no relief until our borax producers began to compete with them. If 
this combination be permitted to do as it has been doing in the past since the 
tariff of 1882 it will destroy competition,and then go back to its old ways, our 
own producers will be ruined, and our consumers will then be worse off than 
under the present tariff. 

e è s s $ 


£ + 
W. S. ROSECRANS. 


Mr. MORROW. If necessary, Mr. Chairman, I will offer a formal 
amendment. The discovery of borax was first made in California in 
the year 1856. There was no production, however, of any consequence 
until the year 1865, when a few hundred tons were placed on the mar- 
ket at about 25 cents per pound in San Francisco. At that time and 
for forty years previous an importing firm in New York, representing 
a prominent English house, controlled the market of this country, re- 

ving the supply either as refined borax or boracic acid, the latter be- 
ing the essential ingredient in the borax of commerce. 

Tt was not until 1872 that the production of borax on the Pacific coast 
was of sufficient magnitude to exert any influence upon the price in 
this country. Prior to that time the article ruled from 28 to 50 cents 

pound. The production was about 1,000 tons in 1873 from the 
Btates of California and Nevada. The tariff at that time was more 
than it is now, and encouraged our people who were engaged in explor- 
ing for mines and minerals to search for borax deposits. 

Tn 1872 some important borax fields were discovered in the desert 
regions of California and Nevada from which borax was taken in con- 
siderable quantities. The result was, as I have just stated, that a large 
, amount was placed on the market in 1873. This domestic product in- 
duced the foreign importer to come to Congress for a reduction of the 
tariff, in which he was successful; and in 1874 borate of lime, crude 
borax, and boracic acid were placed on the free-list. The effect of the 
removal of the duty was to discourage the producers, and the industry 
was accordingly restricted. 

It would probably have been abandoned had it not been that in 1883 
the matter was fully considered by Congress and the protective duty 
partially restored, as we find it in the present tariff. ‘The act of 1883 
again gave encouragement to the producers, and the product has in- 
creased until some 5,000 tons of borax were placed on the market in 
1887, and the price last year in San Francisco for concentrated borax, 
a commercial grade, was less than 7 cents per pound, or a reduction of 
28 cents from 35 cents per pound when the domestic article entered the 
market in 1872. 

But it must be remembered that at the time when the tariff of 1883 
went into effect the importer holdinga monopoly of the foreign product 
imported an immense quantity of boracic acid. I believe the amount 
was 4,178,737 pounds, as I find it reported. This large importation 
was in anticipation of the action of Congress in placing borax on the 
dutiable list, and me effect has been Sao a the market has been 
carrying a large surplus ever since, or until quite recently. The do- 
mestic PAEA has been suffering from this unfortunate competition, 
designed as a means to secure his utter destruction. 

For the forty years prior to 1872, when the borax market was en- 
tirely in the hands of a foreign monopoly, the American consumers 
were never able to buy a pound of borax for less than 28 cents. The 
lessees of the Duke de Lardrell, controlling the great Tuscany product, 
were able to fix the price to suit themselves. Boracic acid is nowhere 
found in a pure state in any quantity except at the boracic springs in 
Tuscany, owned by the titled gentleman just named.’ 

It is, however, manufactured from borate of lime, found in many 
parts of the worid, but especially in Asia Minor, where there is a deposit 
covering some 13,000 acres, or 20 square miles,and of remarkable rich- 
ness. It is well known that boracic acid produced at the springs in 
DN and the borate of lime in Turkey are the result of very cheap 

T. 

Formerly this article of boracic acid was admitted free of duty under 
the mistaken notion that it was a crude or unmanufactured product, 
and refined borax was taxed 10 cents per pound. Now, while it is true 
that boracic acid is converted by a chemical process into refined borax, 
it is by no means a crude article. It is in fact the product of labor, 
and cheap labor at that. With boracic acid on the free-list the foreign 


importer will control the market more effectually than he could in an 
even competition with crude borax. There is no boracic acid produced 
in this country. 

We find the crude borax in the ground, and, as stated by my colleague 
(Mr. FELTON], its production is at a considerable disadvantage for the 
reason that it is found largely in the desert regions. Itrequires expen- 
sive transportation to get it to market, and while perhaps that is not a 
sufficient reason for a protective duty, it is still an incident in the cost 
of production. The principal reason for retaining the present tariffis 
that it is the product of our own well-paid labor, that must find other 
employment if borax is placed on the free-list. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.MORROW. The real ground upon which this tariff should be 
continued, and why boracic acid and borax should not go upon the free- 
list, is the fact that we are employing the labor of this country at an 
advanced rate. We are paying more for our labor than is paid in Italy, 
Turkey, or elsewhere, and for that reason alone we think the industry 
is entitled to a continuation of the present rate of duty. 

Incidentally there is another feature of this industry which I pre- 
sume the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, RYAN], who sits before me, 
knows something about, and that is, in one place at least, where this 
substance is found the producers employ the Indians in the borax 
fields. The employment of the Indians there has relieved the Govern- 
ment from maintaining that particular tribe or band of Indians, which 
would probably be required if the Indians had not this opportunity for 
employment. Now, if you will destroy this industry you must provide 
for the support of these Indians at the Walker River Indian reservation 
in Nevada. Therefore, as a matter of economy in this direction, it would 
be well to encourage the industry, in order that the Indians may have 
suitable employment. 

The shadow of this bill, the prospect of its becoming a law, and the 
removal of the duty on borax, have already had a disastrous effect upon 
the borax industry in the United States; in one case at least it has con- 
tributed to the suspension of a large house in San Francisco, and threat- 
ens to destroy the business altogether in this country. 

Mr. RAYNER. What were our importations last year? 

Mr. MORROW. I believe I have not the figures at hand, but they 
were not very large, because, as I have said, in 1883 over 4,000,000 
pounds of boracic acid was imported in advance of the tariff going into 
effect, in order that the importer might have the advantage of the raise 
in the market, and that has affected the American market until quite 
recently. But it is very likely that the gentleman will find in the 
schedule which he holds in his hand a report showing the amount of 
the importation of borax and boracic acid up to the present time. Itis 
probable that the importation of boracic acid will be continued in com- 

tition with domestic borax, unless Congress is prepared to place still 

igher duties upon the acid and enco the further development of 
the mineral resources of the United States in the article of borax. 

Mr, Chairman, there is another feature to which I wish to call atten- 
tion. The borax fields are located on lands designated in our land Jaws 
as ‘mineral lands,” and the people who have taken up these fields 
have done s0 in good faith, supposing that the industry had the friend- 
ship ofthe Government. They have gone on and expended their money, 
paying $2.50 an acre for the land; and the borax being a scattered prod- 
uct, they have found it necessary to take up quite a large quantity ot 
land otherwise worthless, for which they have paid the price for mineral 
land. Now, haying made these purchases, Isubmit they had the right 
to suppose that the law would not be changed so as to destroy the value 
of their lands. 

It can not be too emphatically stated that the price of borax in all the 
markets of this country has been lower under the tariff of 1883 than was 
ever known before; that the supply has been constantly increasing and 
is now equal to the demand, thus insuring moderate prices to the con- 
sumer for many years to come, unless adverse legislation should cripple 
this new and important industry. Many an industry in this country 
has been warmed into life and built up by the fostering care of the Gov- 
ernment until it has attained strength and vigor to compete successfully 
with competition from any and every quarter, and has thus been the 
means of adding largely to the wealth of the country and the happiness 
of its people. 

When these borax producers shali have better and cheaper facilities by 
means of rail and other modes of conveyance to our leading marts, and 
are compelled to give all or nearly all of the output of their fields in 
exchange for freights, hauling by teams, and expensive supplies, it may 
then do possibly to talk of placing our borax deposits on an equal foot- 
ing with those worked by insufficiently paid labor, whether in Italy, 
Turkey, or elsewhere. 

The supply of borax materials, whether of boracic acid, borate of 
soda, borate of lime or tincal, outside of the United States lie almost 
wholly in the semi-civilized nations, none being found in any country 
of Europe, except Italy; consequently, in the working of these depos- 
its, we are brought in direct competition with the laborer of those coun- 
tries, whose position is often little better than a serf. The working of 
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our deposits where the grade of the material is low, compared with those 
of Asia Minor and elsewhere, requires skilled and intelligent men and 
the application of any new developments in science, no matter how ex- 
pensive. To place our laborers by legislation in competition with the 
teeming hordes of Asia is not wise statesmanship. In my judgment 
there is not a single article upon the tariff-list to-day that so well jus- 
tifies the tariff duty as these particular articles of boracic acid, refined 
borax, and crude borax. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn, and the question will be put on the 
motion to strike out line 75 of the bill. 

The question was put; and the Chair being in doubt, a division was 
called for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 62. 

Mr. MCKENNA. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California makes the point 
of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from 
California [Mr. McKENNA] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN.] 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes52, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Copper, sulphate of, or blue vitriol. 
Jron, sulphate of, or copperas. 
Potash, crude, carbonate of, or fused and caustic potash. 
Chlorate of potash and nitrate of potash, or saltpeter crude. 
Sulphate of potash. 
Sulphate of soda, known as salt-cake, crude or refined, or niter-cake, crude or 
refined, and Glauber’s salt. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the following amendment: 
Page 4, line 84, insert “ nitrite of soda.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
After the words ‘‘ nitrite of soda’’ insert ‘‘ hyperoxide of lead.” 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I have no remarks to make further tkan this: 


. 


place, as a young industry with very large interests, it was too quick 
and rash a step to take with reference to it. 

- Mr. NUTTING. The gentleman and I think exactly alike. The 
only fear I had was that this word might be held to include soda-ash. 
There are two sorts of soda-ash. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understand the gentleman’s 
point. The question has been gone over very thoroughly, and we are 
satisfied that it does not include that article. 

Mr. NUTTING. Very well. All I desire is that it shall not include 
soda-ash or caustic soda made from soda-ash. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate, 
and Mr. MCCREARY having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a 
m from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed a billand a joint resolution of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice, Mor- 
rison Remick Waite, to be placed in the room of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 90) granting leave of absence to certain per- 
sons employed in the service of the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed House bills 
of the following titles with amendments; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; and 

A bill (H. R. 10233) making appropriations for the Department ol 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 

TARIFF. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move tostrike out lines 83and 84, 


The article is not manufactured in this country, and it is very material Mr. MeMILLIN. We have passed from those lines. 


to the dyeing industry and all that class of work. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to strike ont—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The lines were read, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment now pending. The | MCMILLIN] rose at the same time to address the Chair, and the Chair 


question is upon agreeing to the amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman states the 
article is not made in this country and offers it upon his own respon- 
sibility I have no objection to it. , 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Isimply say that if it is manufactured it must 
certainly be in very small quantities, It is a very material product. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would liketo give the sub- 
ject more careful examination. Ithas never been brought before the 
committee. Ifthe gentleman had brought it before the committee 
we would have looked into it with a great deal of interest and care, 
and under these conditions we would undoubtedly have accepted it. 
I would like to have an opportunity to look into the matter. Ithink 
the better course is to pass it for the present. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Iwill state to the gentleman from Arkansas, to 
refresh his memory, that I did call his attention to it once before. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not question the state- 
ment of the gentleman, but the incident, if it occurred, has passed out 
of my mind. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I merely mention it to refresh the gentleman’s 
recollection. À 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I want to state in this con- 
nection that none of the provisions in this chemical schedule have been 
agreed upon until after very careful conference with manufacturing 
chemists. No gentleman on this floor on either side will pretend for a 
moment to be thoroughly and practically acquainted with the details 
of this schedule. It is the most difficult of all the schedules in the 
tariff list. Ihave not myself—and I think this has been the experi- 
ence of every member of the committee—ventured to take any step 
until after careful conference with experts. Ido not like to depart 
from that rule. As long as we stand where we nowstand I feel that 
our position is safe on this list. 

Mr. NUTTING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ` Yes, sir. 

Mr. NUTTING. Isee you have just passed line 78, in which I find 
the words ‘‘caustic potash.” I want to know whether that would in- 
clude soda ash? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It would not. We refused to 
put soda ash on the free-list, although a very necessary article, very im- 
portant in many of the industries. We found soda ash in this country 

was now being largely produced. There is a large amount of capital 
invested in it. It has only been produced with any degree of profit in 
the last five or six years. The rate of duty now is small. The ad va- 
lorem equivalent is about 23 per cent. We consider that, in the first 
place, it could not now stand being put on the free-list; and, in the second 
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recognized the gentleman from Tennessee. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who rose to move to strike out these lines, was not then recog- 
nized, so the Chair will recognize him now to make the motion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I make that motion. I listened 
to what the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] said about 
getting information in regard to the schedule of drugs and chemicals. 
If I had been consulted by the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means I could have advised them where to get information upon 
that subject. The manufacture of drugs and chemicals has been car- 
ried on very largely for very many years in the locality which I rep- 
resent, and the perfection that has been attained there in the manu- 
facture of such articles is very great. I have moved to strike out 
these lines because very large amounts of money have been invested in 
those industries and the existing tariff simply enables the manufact- 
urers to carry on the industries. 

In almost every instance the articles have been reduced to the low- 
est point of cost. They are in competition with the foreign articles 
of the same kind, and there can be no one seeking the placing of these 
articles upon the free-list except the importers. Ido not know whether 
or not the Committee on Ways and Means has consulted with those 
who are interested in the American manufacture of drugs and chemi- 
cals, but I do know, and I say it because I can not be contradicted, 
that within the limits of the city in which I live these manufactures 
have been very extensive and very successful for many years past in all 
cases where there has been tariff enough to protect them against for- 
eign competition. 

In regard to the particular articles under consideration, I will say 
that those industries have been cherished there not very long, but very 
carefully, and at very great outlay. They are articles which are in 
common use, and the consumer gets them at very low prices indeed. 
Now, I contend that it is not right to put upon the free-list articles 
which we can manufacture and do manufacture in this country under 
such conditions, and I do hope that the committee will strike ont these 
lines. If any of the gentlemen of the committee desiring information 
on this general subject had let me know, I could have put them in 
communication with people who are entirely familiar with the whole 
range of these subjects, the people who have built up the manufact- 
uring establishments, who know the cost of manufacturing, the effect 
of a fair duty upon the business, and the disastrous effects which would 
result upon putting such articles on the free-list. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. O’ NEILL, of Penn- 
sylvania, and the Chair declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, noes 66, 

Mr. NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No quorum. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will designate the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
orn) and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to act 
as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 68. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think I must raise the question 
of ‘‘noquorum,.’’ I donot do this for the purpose of breaking up this 
afternoon’s session, which must at all events close in a very few min- 
utes, but my colleague [Mr. KELLEY], who has left the Hall, would, I 
think, like to be heard on that question, and Ido not wish the matter 
to be passed without his having such an opportunity. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us have the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the taking of the vote on 
this question. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Upon consultation with gentlemen 
here I have decided to withdraw the point of ‘‘no quorum.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of ‘‘no quorum ” being withdrawn, 
the amendment is rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sulphur, refined, in rolls. 
Wood-tar, 


Coal-tar, crude, 
Mr.FORAN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole recur to line 77, to which I wish to offer an amendment. A 
gentleman came to my desk and asked a question at the moment the 
Clerk was reading that line, hence my attention was momentarily di- 


verted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have declined similar requests so often that I 
do not see how I can assent in this case, though I very much dislike to 
be unable to oniga my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAN. Iwouldnotmake this request but for the fact, as I have 
said, that a gentleman came to my desk and was asking me a question 
while the Clerk read the line. I think, under the circumstances, the 
gentleman from Tennessee ought not to offer objection to my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, objection is made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Aniline oil and its homologues. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, is objection made to my request? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihavedeclined to accede to every similar request. 

Mr. FORAN. It was through no negligence on my part that I lost 
the opportunity to offer the amendment when the line was read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that. 

Mr. FORAN. Well, if there are to be no courtesies here—if there 
is to bean iron rule—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would rather suffer an injury than have any 
gentleman suppose mecapable of being discourteous. The gentleman 
can make his proposition, and if no one else objects, I shall not. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the amendment which the gentleman 
from Ohio desires to offer? 

Mr. FORAN. I move to strike out line 77, which reads: 

Iron, sulphate of, or copperas. 

Mr. Chairman, all I desire to say on this question may be said ina 
very few words. The manufacture of this product in the United States 
amounts to 22,000,000 pounds or about 11,000 tons per annum, aggre- 
gating, at $7 a ton, $77,000. Of this amount of copperas 40 per cent. 
is made in my district. There are people in my district who are com- 
pelled to make this copperas. ‘The State laws of Ohio, sections 6921 
and 6924, imperatively compel the Rolling Mill Company of Cleveland, 
Ohio, to make copperas; in other words, that company, or any other 
manufacturing establishment, is by law prevented from allowing any 
refuse matter to run into any stream, creek, or river. 


Copperas is made from sulphuric acid, When the law to which I|, 


have referred was passed, the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company de- 
signed to transport its sulphuric acid into a field somewhere, and in 
that way comply with thelaw. Thereupon, some of the employés of the 
company said, ‘If you give us this sulphuric acid, we will utilizeit;’’ 
and it was given to them. About seventy-five men are employed in 
making this copperas. The Cleveland Rolling Mill Company has no 
interest in the plant, and does not own a pound of the product. It is 
made by these sixty or seventy men. 

Now, the duty on copperas is $2 a ton. It can belanded on our sea- 
board at $5 per ton. it can be made by our people for $7 a ton at the 
works. The duty yielded only $240 last year. If you take off this 
duty you do not affect the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company, but you 
do affect these sixty or seventy workingmen employed in this industry, 
because the Cleveland Rolling Mill will be compelled to make this cop- 
peras; they must do it; and if they can not compete with the foreign 
manufacture the difference comes off the laborer, and will amount to 
50 cents a day. 

There being only $77,000 worth of this product made in this coun- 
try, it being all made by laboring men, the product being theirs, the 
margin being theirs, the profit being theirs, and as the removal of the 
duty would affect nobody and injure nobody except these working- 
men who are now making this copperas, I submit in all candor and 
sincerity that my amendment ought to be agreed to. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


The question recurred on Mr. FoRAN’s amendment. 

Mr. FORAN asked for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 53. 

Mr. FORAN. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN appointed Mr. MOMILLIN and Mr. FORAN as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 27, 
noes 60. 

Mr. FORAN. No quorum. . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Post-Office appropriation bill were ordered 
to be numbered, printed, and referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

At 5 o’clock p. m., in pursuance of previous order, the House ad- 
journed. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10506) for the relief of Jones Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10507) granting a pension to John H. Fletcher-—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 10508) for the relief of the heirs of 
R. W. Jemison, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 10509) for the relief of Temptey 
Norfleet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 10510) for the relief of George W. 
Hansard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10511) for the relief of William 
N. H. Mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10512) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lizzie Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10513) to increase the pension of 
John B. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10514) for the relief of Thomas Lan- 
nigan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10515) to increase the pension 
to William Gallagher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10516) increasing the pension of Edward William- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 10517) for the relief of A. J. 
Fordham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10518) to increase the pension of Phillip Wiggins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10519) tofix the salary ofthe 
disbursing clerk in the War Department—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10520) to pay to Sarah E. Hall $100 bounty—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Memorial of the yearly meeting of Friends 
of New York City, relative to the sale and importation of intoxicating 
pgs in Africa—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

rafie. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Alfred Jones and others, and of J. C. 
Hirsch and others, of the Twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, relative 
to the duty on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Mary J. Mills, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of William Lackie, John L. Downes, and 
23 others, citizens of Jefferson County, Missouri, forthe passage of the 
tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of E. G. W. Hall, of Caleb O. Moberly, 
administrator of Jabez Dooley; of Thomas A. Jones, of Matilda M. 
Chiles, administratrix of William Chiles; of Harriet A. Penny, of Jo- 
seph Price, of Benjamin J. Taylor, of Mary H. Key, of Susan R. Slye, 
of R. D. P. Ratliffe, of Benedict L. Higdon, of Thomas Higdon, of Dan- 
iel T. Morgan, of Berry Rennoe, of Marcellus Thompson, of George T. 
Hitchens, of Louis C. Combs, of Mary T. Davis, of Frank P. Hamiiton, 
of William F. Brawner, of H. Clagett Page, of Elizabeth 8. Bowie, of 

8. Dement, of Juliana E. Brawner, of Fannie M. Stone, and of 
Thomas Loker, of Maryland, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Francis Williams, of William Vernon, 
of Joseph C. Williams, of Matthew Underwood, and of Nathaniel Porter, 
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of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition for a pension to L. C. Coburn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Papers in the claim of Michael Knight, of Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of G. W. Betts and 200 others, of Gon- 
zales, Tex., for an amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petitions of J. Peyton White, of John H. Ward, of 
Thomas Forkner, and of Samuel A. Cunningham, of Tennessee, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petitions of John Williams, of Jane J. MeGee, 
of William H. Welber, of Thomas Williams, of Jesse L. Norman, and 
of Benjamin F. Williams, of Samuel Neil, and of Peter P. Wood, of 
Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitions of Newton Whittaker, of Martin 
G. Williams, of Tobias Tenpenny, of Susan Vandgriff, and of Martha 
E. White, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Resolutions of the Springfield and Pittsfield, 
Mass., Turnverein, regarding immigration—tothe Committee on For- 
eign 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Papers in the claim of Sarah E. Han, for 
bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of the Produce Exchange of Los 
Angeles, Cal., in favor of an international marine conference in the 
United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Of 31 citizens of Benton County, Indiana. 

By Mr. FISHER: Of 208 citizens of Bay and Otsego Counties, Mich. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of 163 citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 

By Mr. LONG: Of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of the 
District of Columbia. hes 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 15, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. * 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DOCKERY, for one week from the 17th instant, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. CUMMINGS, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HAYDEN, until June 25. 

To Mr. LODGE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAYNE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BELDEN, for two weeks from Saturday, the 16th instant, on 
account of important business. z 

To Mr. STEELE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Lona, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. VANCE, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. COGSWELL, for ten days from this date, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky, for fifteen days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr, FINLEY, indefinitely. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Calendar the bill (S. 1931) toincrease the appropriation for the pur- 
chase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other 
offices in San Francisco, Cal., and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Regular order. 

Mr. MORROW. Ihope the gentleman will permit this bill to be 
now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order cuts off all re- 
quests for unanimous consent, 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 1233) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and, 
with the bill, ordered to be printed and numbered. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendmenis of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889; which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and, with the bill, ordered to be printed and num- 
bered. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the following titles; which were read twice and 
referred as indicated, namely: 

A bill (S. 3133) providing for a bust of the late Chief-Justice Mor- 
rison Remick Waite, to be placed in the Supreme Court room of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Library; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 90) granting leaves of absence to certain per- 
sons employed in the service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution and bill 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

Joint resolution (S. 42) extending the provisions of an act enti- 
tled “An act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 3, 1887; and 

A bill (S. 1507) providing an additional associate justice for the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports on bills of a private nature. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with that call, and accompany- 
ing the motion, I ask unanimous consent that members having reports 
to make from committees be allowed to file them at the desk. 

Mr. PETERS. I think we had better have the regular order, as the 
call of committees will not take long, and saves confusion. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I submit the motion to dispense with the 
call of committees. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER, KNOXVILLE. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUK. Some days ago, in my absence, a bill was returned 
from the Senate with certain amendments which were non-concurred 
in. Ientered a motion to reconsider that non-concurrence. I now 
move to reconsider the action of the House so taken, with a view to 
coucurrence in the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that the House non-concurred 
in the Senate amendments. The gentleman from Tennessee moyes to 
reconsider that action with a view to concurring. 

The Clerk had better report the Senate amendments. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the House non-concurred in the amendments of the 
Senate. 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. HOUK. I now move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLAIMS FOR EXTRA BOUNTY. e 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
10521) providing for an extension of time for filing claims for extra 
bounty, and the payment thereof, under the act of July 28, 1866, pro- 
viding for the payment of additional bounty; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House dispense 
with the consideration of private business for to-day and resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union—— 

TheSPEAKER. But one motion can be entertained at a time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. If the House shall dispense with 
the private business for to-day, it is my purpose to ask consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is the motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to consider business on the Private Calendar 
not first in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Ilinois is first 
in order; otherwise the House could never dispense with private busi- 
mer. LANHAM. T hope the House will dispense he 

x A 0; e House will not di with the Pri- 
vate Calendar for BI 
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Mr. RYAN. Does that require a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, but a majority only. Formerly the 
rule required a two-thirds vote, but that was changed by the Forty- 
ninth Congress, 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 50. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Imakethepoint, Mr. Speaker, that no quorum 
has voted, merely for the sake of having tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. LANHAM were appointed tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 67. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The attendance is so thin this morning that I 
must insist, for the present, at least, on the point of no quorum, in order 
to test the sense of the House, which can be done readily by waiting for 
a few minutes until other members are in their seats. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will retain their places. 


REPRINT OF BILLS. 


Pending the count by tellers, 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to have reprinted bills of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (S. 905) to incorporate the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway Company; and 

A bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele- 
vator, and Railway Company. 

REFERENCE OF PRIVATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of members 
of the House to the fact that twenty-two private bills have been placed 
in the petition-box, under the rule of the House, without the name of 
any member upon them and without any indorsement indicating the 
committee to which they should go. The Clerk is of course unable to 
make any disposition of them. Gentlemen who have introduced bills 
can examine them at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. If they are not identified and referred, no action 
can be taken upon them. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing whatever can be done with them. 

Mr. BREWER. I will suggest that the titles be printed in the 
RECORD, so that gentlemen can see what the bills are. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the titles of these bills 
will be printed in the RECORD to-morrow morning, so that members 
can see what the bills are. 

They are as follows: 

A bill for the relief of Nathaniel K. Sawyer, deceased; 

A bill for the removal of charge of desertion from record of John Ryan, 
Company H, Fortieth New York Volunteers; 

A bill granting to the Montezuma Canal Company the privilege of 
constructing a reservoir on certain public lands in Arizona, and for other 


purposes; 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles N. Lapham; 

A bill to place the name of Edwin L. Drake on the pension-roll; 

A bill granting a pension to Rose Goodwill, mother of Alexander 
Goodwill, Company G, Eighteenth Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry; 

A bill granting a pension to Susan West, widow of Michael C, West, 
Company D, Eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Andrew Casey; 

A bill for the relief of T. F. Riley; 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Ford; 

A bill for the relief of Willis N. Arnold; 

A bill granting a pension to Carolina Thompson; 

A bill granting a pension to Frederick P. Hardy; 

A bill granting a pension to Martin Haas; 

A bil] granting a pension to Augustus G. Wyeth; 

A bill granting a pension to James M. Page; 

A bill granting a pension to William B. Bishop; 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey to Anson 
Rudd, of the State of Colorado, certain real estate in the county of Fre- 
mont, in said State; 

A bill granting a pension to Christian Kembeck; 

A bill ting a pension to Thomas B. Arnold; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines; and 

A bill for the relief of Napoleon B, Giddings. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, The tellers will resume their places and continue 
the count. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order that we may have time for members 
to come in I shall be content if the yeas and nays are called. 

The SPEAKER. If the yeas and nays are ordered and show no 
quorum present, and are entered on the Journal, it will break up the 
business for the day. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us go on with the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. TOWNSHEND] that by insisting upon the point of no quorum he 
rig be the business of the House. 

Mr. ELSON, I rise to ask a parliamentary question. Can we not 


by unanimous consent pass a few small local bills while this count is 
going on? 

The SPEAKER. The House can do anything by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. NELSON. Upin my district they are very anxious to build a 
railroad through a little reservation 20 miles across. They are all 
ready to go to work. In view of that fact I now ask unanimous con- 
sent to consider the bill I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill now sent to the Clerk’s desk. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ihave no objection to the read- 
ing of the bill; but consent is not given for the purpose of consideration. 

Several MEMBERS demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded, and we will pro- 
ceed with the count. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 72. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not proceed any further in demanding 
& quorum, but give notice that to-morrow morning I shall call up the 
Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considerirg bills 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Pending that I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the morning hour has 
not been dispensed with. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I now ask unanimous consent that members hay- 
ing reports to file may be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 

Mr. PETERS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present a memorial from the American 
Medical Association in connection with a resolution requesting certain 
action. I ask that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which prevents 
the Chair from entertaining requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private 
Calendar. 

Tie question having been put, the Chair was in doubt as to the re- 
sult. 

Mr. LANHAM. I call for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 63, noes 14. 

So the motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McCreary in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk will report the first bill. 

ELLEN P. MALLOY. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United ‘States of 
America in assembled, That the tary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, the sum of $700. 


With the following amendment: 


ora the word "' dollars ” insert “in full for all demands against the United 
cs.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6348) 
for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, reported as follows: 

This claim was presented to the Forty-ninth Congress, and a report was made 
in regard to it by the Committee on War Claims. As the examination by your 
committee has let them to the same results with those arrived at by the com- 
mittee of the Forty-ninth Congress, they do not think it necessary to recapitu- 
late the facts, but refer to that report,and herewith annex a copy for informa- 
tion. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and recommend that the 
bill referred to them do pass, 

[House Report No. 3037, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
. The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Con , not being 
fully and clearly advised of all the facts in the case, referred it to the Court of 
Claims for a finding of the facts under the provisions of an act entitled “An act 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in 
me oie a of claims and demands against the Government,” approved 

arch 3, e 

Said claim bas been returned by said Court of Claims with the following find- 
ings of fact, filed June 7, 1886, which findings have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims of the present Congress, to wit: 

“In the Court of Claims. Congressional Case No. 108, Mrs. E. P. Malloy vs. 
The United States. 
“FINDINGS OF FACT. FILED JUNE 7, 1886. 

“The claim in the above-entitled suit having been transmitted to this court by 
the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, on the 22d day 
of May, 1884, and the Attorney-General having appeared for the defendants, 
and the suit having been brought toa hearing on 22d day of April, 1885, the 
court, upon the proofs and evidence, and after Gilbert Moyers, esq., of 
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counsel for the claimant, and H. J. May, esq., of counsel for the defendants, finds 
the following facts: keg 


“ On the 12th November, 1864, the military authorities in Memphis, Tenn., took 
possession of the dwelling-house in that city known as No. 65 Union street, the 
separate estate and property of the claimant. ‘The house was used and occupied 
as a portion of the military headquarters in that city for upwards of seven 
months. The fair and reasonable rent of such a house for the period named was 
$100 per month, amounting in the aggregate to $700, which has never been paid 
to the claimant. see 


“ At the time the mili authorities took 
forth in the prccening finding, it contained the furniture of a private residence. 
A bureau of the quartermaster’s department in Memphis, termed the rental 
office, at the time of occupancy took a full inventory, with apparently b 
particularity and care, of every article of furniture in the house. The said in- 
ventory contained upward of sixty entries and enumerated several hundred 
items. It was duly returned by the officer of the rental office to Col. R. E. 
Cleary, deputy quartermaster-general at Memphis, and was filed in his office. 
Of the furniture so inventoried a large part was removed by the quartermaster’s 
department from the house, and articles of the value of $1,200 were never re- 
turned to the claimant, nor has she been compensated for them. 

+ Xi: 

“So much of the claim as relates to the furniture was submitted to the Quar- 
termaster-General, but was not paid. 

** By the Court. 

“ A true transcript of record. 

“Test: This 8th day of June, A. D. 1886. 

“ [SEAL] 


on ofthe said house, as set 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
" Assistant Clerk Court of Claims.” 
Your committee therefore report a bill herewith providing for the payment 
of the amount found by said court for rent of said property, amounting to $700, 
and recommend that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], which will be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Insert after the word “ dollars,” in the sixth line of the bill, the following: "in 
full for all demands against the Government of the United States.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That amendment was for the purpose of conclud- 
ing legislation regarding this case. ‘This claim arose during the war. 
After the capture of Memphis, the Government occupied a private res- 
idence there for military headquarters. An inventory of the furniture 
in the building was made—no receipt was given, but simply an in- 
ventory. It is alleged by the claimant that $1,200 worth of the farni- 
ture was removed tosome other place and never returned to the owner, 
and the amount provided for in this bill is intended as payment for 
that furniture. 

The claim for the rent of the Eero was rejected, or at least was 
not passed upon favorably by the Court of Claims. The only pay- 
ment recommended by the Committee on War Claims is for the esti- 
mated value of the furniture which was not returned. My amend- 
ment provides that the appropriation in this bill shall be in full for all 
claims of this party against the Government, so that we may not have 
another bill brought in at the next session to pay for the claim for 
rent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I remember the case correctly, the appropria- 
tion in this bill is for the rent, the remaining claim being for the fur- 
niture. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The bill does not say for what the payment is to 
be made. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The report shows that it is for the rent. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. ‘The findings in the case explain that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask to have again read that part of the report 
which embraces the finding showing what this amount covers. 

The portion of the report indicated was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see that I was wrong. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois has simply reversed 
the matter. The whole claim was made up of the elements which the 
gentleman has stated; but about $700 of the claim is for rent, and this 
is what this bill is intended to pay for. The occupation is not dis- 
puted; the use of the property is not disputed; the value to the Gov- 
ernment is not disputed; the title to the property is not disputed; and 
I hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rest of the claim being regarded as spolia- 
tion, for which the Government was not responsible. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The question of spoliation was not adjudicated. 
The balance is not spoliation. Itis not claimed that the furniture was 
not taken and used by the Government. It certainly was used by the 
Government. What use it was put to afterwards, or what became of 
it, does not appear from the report, but even that was not ordinary 
spoliation. The Government ought to pay this claim. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My amendment simply provides that this shall 
be in full for all demands of this claimant against the Government for 
any account whatever. 

The amendment was to. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there are on the Cal- 
endar two bills of the same title as that just acted on for the relief of 
Ellen P. Malloy. If there be no objection, the bill which came over 
from the Forty-ninth Congress will be laid on the table. The Chair 
hears no objection. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that members be permitted to call up cases out of their regular 
order on the Calendar. So many members are absent and the attend- 
ance here is so small that it is evident that if a bill be objected to, 
the point of ‘‘no quorum”? will defeat it, while by taking the other 
course we can dispose of a good many bills to which there is no objec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BAKER]? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think we had better take the regular order. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask unanimous consent that bills be called in their 
regular order upon the Calendar, but that when a bill is called, unless 
some member asks for its consideration, it be passed over, not losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER. _I trust that suggestion will be acceded to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM]? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I want to make a suggestion with re- 
gard to this matter, which it seems to me the House ought to regard. 
There are only two more cases on the Calendar that have come over 
from the Forty-ninth Congress; they are cases that have been con- 
sidered by the Forty-ninth Congress and by the Court of Claims and 
by the committees of this House, and what I suggest is that the House 
first dispose of those first two cases. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do I understand that the gentleman proposes to call 
up bills out of their regular order? Because I shall object to anything 
of that kind. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that order will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state the proposition again, so 
that the Committee of the Whole may understand it. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] asks unanimous consent that the bills on 
the Private Calendar be called in regular order by title, and that when 
any bill is reached, if its consideration be not asked by some member 
of the committee, it shall be passed over. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let it be understood that bills passed 
over shall retain their place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be understood as a part of the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. OATES. If the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana goes 
only to the extent of proposing that when a bill is reached-it may be 
passed over without losing its place on the Calendar, unless some mem- 
ber calls for its consideration, I have no objection; but if there are 
other conditions coupled with the proposition, I do object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to add as a modification of the prop- 
osition that when any member has called for the consideration of one 
bill, he shall not be entitled to make a similar request in regard to any 
other bill until all other members of the Committee of the Whole have 
had an opportunity to have their bills considered. 

Mr. OATES. Imust object to that proposition as unfair, because its 
effect would be to change the order of bills on the Calendar. I demand 
the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Does the gentleman from Alabama de- 
mand the regular order as against the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Bynum]? 

Mr. OATES. I think weare consuming time unnecessarily in these 
attempts to agree upon something else than the regular order of pro- 
ceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama object to the 
request of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. OATES. I do not see any necessity for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will report the 
first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COMPTON. Irise toa point of order. My recollection is that 
on the last day when we had private bills under consideration prefer- 
ence was given to bills which had the indorsement of the Court of 
Claims, and we proceeded in that order. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘There are only two of those bills now on the Cal- 
endar. I hope we shall proceed in regular order until we get through 
with those cases reported from the Court of Claims and coming over 
from the last Con 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is demanded. i 

Mr. OATES. I have no objection to the proposition that when a bill 
is reached in its reguiar order it shall not be considered unless some 
member calls for its consideration; but if amendments are to be made 
to that proposition, I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman wish to be understood as ob- 
jecting to the proposition that the right of calling for the consideration 
of a bill shall not be exercised more than once by any member until 
every other member of the Committee of the Whole has had the same 
opportunity ? 

Mr. OATES. That would not operate fairly, as it would practi- 
cally change the order of the Calendar. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana. It is a request for unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar be called in their order; and that 
when any bill is reached, if no member asks for its consideration, it 
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shall be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I give notice that I shall object to any 
member calling up more than one bill until every other member of the 
Committee of the Whole has had an opportunity to call up a bill. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9872, 
Forty-ninth Congress) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving part- 
ner of Cowan & Dickinson. 
ae McMILLIN and Mr. HOUK asked for the consideration of the 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Inasmuch as there is on the Speaker’s table aSen- 
ate bill similar in purport to this House bill, and appropriating, as I 
am informed, the same amount, I ask consent that the Senate bill be 
considered in lieu of the one of which the title has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be noobjection that will be done. The 
Chair hears no objection. The Clerk will read the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late firm 
of Cowan & Dickinson. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of the late 
firm of Cowan & Dickinson, of Knoxville, Tenn., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $96,192, being the amount 
found due him by the Court of Claims for 256 bales of cotton taken by General 
cho EN used in the construction of fortifications about Knoxville, in No- 
vember, 


The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) accompanying the House 
bill was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6316) for 
the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, report 


as follows: i 
The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, not being fully 
and clearly advised of all the facts in the ease, referred it to the Court of Claims 


for a finding of facts under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as 
the “ Bowman act.” 
Said claim has been returned by said Court of Claims with the following find- 
ings of facts, to wit: 
In the Court of Claims. Congressional case No. 357. Perez Dickinson, sur- 
viving partner of Cowan & Dickinson, ts. The United States. 


FINDING OF FACTS. FILED APRIL 5, 1856, 


This case, involving a ‘claim for supplies or stores taken or furnished to the 
military forces of the United States for their use during the late war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion,” was referred to this court 3, 1885, by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, under the provisions of 
the Bownmn act (22 Stat., 485). 

QUESTION OF LOYALTY. 

The court, on a preliminary inquiry (both parties being represented by coun- 
sel), found from the evidence that the claimant and his deceased iait were 
loyal to the Government of the United States throughout said war. 


FINDINGS OP FACTS, 


Subsequently, the case having been heard upon its merits, the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, by his nts, appearing ‘for the defense and P ie mean of the interests 
or the United States,” the court, from the evidence, finds the facts to be as fol- 
ows: 

~ 22 


The claimant and his deceased partner, James H. Cowan, resided during the 
warin Knoxville, Tenn., and carried on a large business as merchants under the 
firm name of Cowan & Dickinson. 


About the Ist of September, 1863, Knoxville was occupied by United States 
forces under the command of Maj. Gen. A. E. Burnside. 

In November following a Confederate army under the command of General 
Longstreet was on a march to attack it. ; 

A large amount of military stores had in the mean while been deposited there, 
but no sufficient fortifications had as yet been constructed. 

In this emergency General Burnside took from the warehouse of the claim- 
ants 256 bales of cotton belonging to the claimants to be used in works of de- 
fense. He delivered to James Cowan, one of the members of said firm, the fol- 
lowing receipt: 5 

“ Received, Knoxville, Tenn., November 25, 1863, of James H. Cowan, 256 bales 
of cotton, for use on fortifications, the correctness of the above estimate of num- 
ber of bales subject to the approval of Brig. Gen.S, P. Carter and Capt. 
„ provost-marshal, Second Division, Ninth Army Co: 


OFFICE OF Proyost-MAnrsHat-GENERAL OF East TENNESSEE. 
Knocrville, December 19, 1864. 

The within of Major-General Burnside, given in the name of " James 
HH. Cowan,”’ is understood to be for cotton taken in November, 1883, from the 
firm of * Cowan & Dickinson,” of this place, and is approved. 

S. P. CARTER, 
Brigadier-General and Provost-Marshal-General of East 

He also took for the same purpose from other citizens small amounts of cotton, 

making in all about 57 bales, ari 


The cotton so taken was effectively used for the defense of the city. 

After the repulse of the enemy the claimants applied to General Schofield, 
who had succeeded General Burnside in command, for the return of their cotton. 
Bat instead of returning it, it was disposed of, as appears in Finding IV, under 


the following order: 
[Special Order No. 57.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OHIO, 
= Knoxville, February 26, 1864. 
5. * * * The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to collect 
all cotton that has been used in the construction of the fortification and for other 
purposes in the vicinity of Knoxville, not absolutely necessary for the public 
service, and ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the chief quarter- 
master there, to be of for the benefit of the Government, according to 
existing ns. He will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the 


parties to whom such cotton may have belonged, the amount taken from each 
party, (noir loyalty, and give proper vouchers therefor, according to the loyalty 
of each. 
Brigadier-General Tillson will render such assistance as may be in his power 
to the chief qnartermaster, to enable him to carry out this order. 
By command of General Schofield. 
5 HENRY CUSTISS, 


Capt. J. H. DICKISON, 
Chief Quartermaster, Department of the Ohio. 
At the same time, and in pursuance of said order, a military commission was 
organized, with General John Williams president and Capt. N.G. Franklin re- 
corder, to ascertain the ownership of the cotton and the loyalty of the claim- 


ants. After hearing, the commission made the following report: 
“The milit commission on claims, to whom the claims for cotton taken for 
the use of the fortifications of Knoxville, Tenn., were refe: ully re- 


pért that they have examined the account of Cowan & Dickinson for cotton thus 
taken; that they are satisfied that the number of bales as specified (256) were 
taken from them. The average marketable weight of same was 501 pounds; 
that James H. Cowan and Perez Dickinson, composing the firm of Cowan & 
Dickinson, always have been, and are, consistent and strictly loyal citizens of 
the United States Government; that the said Cowan & Dickinson are entitled 
te payment for the cotton thus taken from them, 

“JOHN WILLIAMS. 

“N. G. FRANKLIN, 

“Oapiain and Recorder Claim Commission, 


“L, A. GRAUTZ, 
ae “ Major and A. A, A. General,” 


The cotton wastaken by General Burnside November 25, but the order of 
General Schofield to gather it up from the fortifications was not ed until F: 
ruary 26, 1564. Nearly four months elapsed from the first taking before this order 
was fully executed. The waste in the meanwhile was found to be large. Of the 
313 bales originally taken from all the eereary only 218 bales were saved. What 
became of the 95 bales of deficiency does not definitely appear. Some had been 
taken by the soldiers to fill their bunks; some used to pontoons; some lost 
by pillage, and much worn out and used up in the work. Of the 218 bales re- 
covered, 40 were used by the medical department, 158, stored by the quarter- 
master near the railroad a awaiting shipment, were accidentally set on fire 
by boys playing in its vicinity, and all, with the exception of about 20 bales,con- 
sum Twenty bales were sh ped to the chief quartermaster at Louisville. 
What became of the other 20 bales does not „nor does it ap from 
phe Arras of the citizens the cotton lost, burned, sold, or used had n origi- 
nally taken. 

The two hundred and fifty-six bales of cotton furnished by or taken from the 
claimants were never returned to them, nor any part thereof; nor have they 
ever received any compensation therefor. 

The bales would average 501 pounds each. The market value of the cotton at 
that time and place was 75 cents a pound, amounting to $96,192. 

By the court. 

A true transcript of record. 

Test: This 6th day of April, A. D. 1836. 


Official: 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
, Assistant Clerk Court of Olaims, 
The committee report back the bill and recommend its with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out the word “Coman” wherever it appears in 
the bill and insert in lieu thereof “* Cowan.” 


Mr. HOUK. Imove that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it pass. . 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Are therenot amendments to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereport which has been read is the report ac- 
companying the House bill, and the amendments proposed are to that 
bill, not to this Senate bill. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I am not sure that I caught cor- 
rectly the amount proposed to be appropriated by this bill. 

Pier eae gina . The Clerk informs the Chair that the amount is 

Mr. BUCKALEW. From the reading of this report it seems to me 
that the questions of fact are not very definitely or clearly found. It 
does not appear what became of this cotton or of particular portions of 
it. It appears that a portion was burned by some accident in which 
some boys were concerned. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was burned in a warehouse in charge 
of the Government. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. This case, so far as a portion of the cotton is 
concerned, appears to be very much like a case we had before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at a former stage of the session, in regard to cotton 
burned at Savannah—— 

Mr. HOUK. Mobile. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Or at Mobile, the cotton in that case having 
been burned by accidental fire while in the custody of the United 
States and before it could be shipped to New York, which I think was 
intended to be its destination, under the arrangements then made for 
the disposition of captured or abandoned cotton. 

Ido not wish to arrest the progress of the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar to-day, as I know there are a large number of claims 
which do not require prolonged debate, and which gentlemen are anx- 
ious to have I think that under the circumstances this case 
ought to go over until we can have an opportunity to examine more 
carefully the matters of fact reported by the Court of Claims, and un- 
til the case can be considered in a full House. 

Mr. HOUK. This case has been pending for over twenty years, 
passing one House and failing in the other. There never was a juster 
case, and I hope the gentleman will not object, but will allow it to be 


Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I propose to consider bills and 
pass upon them on their merits, and to take no notice of any action of 
former Congresses in either branch. We know in the pressure of buei- 
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ness a great many bilis pass through with imperfect consideration and 
without adequate information as to their merits. 

The point I present so far as a large portion of this cotton is con- 
cerned is, that it seems to be on the same footing exactly as the case 

ted by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], as to the 
destruction of property in Mobile. If there can be a distinction made 
between that case and this it should be presented. 

Mr. HOUK. There is a distinction, which I will present if the gen- 
tleman will allow me. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. It isin evidence that they went to this man and bor- 
rowed this cotton to make breastworks with, promising to return it; 
but they never did return it. It was receipted for, that it was taken 
a Aa purpose of constructing breastworks for the defense of Knox- 
ville. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. ‘The commanding officer, according to the report 
in this case—— 

Mr. HOUK. The commanding officer gave a receipt for the cotton 
which was taken. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Thecommanding officer, according to the report 
in this case, took this property for military purposes, and gave a re- 
ceipt to the owner that he had received it. That is the whole transac- 
tion. Itdoes not show whether the Government should account for it 
or not, or whether the claimant was a loyal person or not, or what were 
the legal rights of the owner. 

Mr. HOUK. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that there 
are many persons on this floor who will corroborate the truth of the 
testimony in this case that this man was a loyal man, as loyal as Abra- 
ham Lincoln himself. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this is 
nothing more than an ordinary case of an appropriation of property 
within the theater of war. Here were actual breastworks; the Con- 
federate forces were advancing against Knoxville, and this cotton was 
taken and used for the purpose of military defense in time of war. 
The country where the cotton was taken was both in theory and fact 
a theater of war. 

If we are to pay this claim we will pay for cotton incidentally de- 
stroyed when in possession of the United States authorities, and we 
will also pay for cotton used in actual conflict between the respective 
armies. If this bill should pass, both those propositions are involved, 
and as we are considering these bills by unanimous consent I shall in- 
sist that this bill shall go over for the present. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will allow me to make a statement 
I think he will withdraw his objection. It is not like any other case, 
and I believe the gentleman himself voted for itin the Forty-first Con- 
gress. The military authorities at Knoxville took this cotton for breast- 
works to beused in defense of that city. Iwas there myself. My com- 
mand was outside and I was inside. As the report shows, they went 
to the owner of this cotton and asked that it should be given for the 
purpose of making breastworks, promising that it would be returned; 
but it was never returned to him. In fact, they did not return it to 
him, but shipped it North, saying to him that he would get the bene- 
fit of it. They did not return it to the owner, but shipped it, and some 
ot it was destroyed. 

In the Forty-tirst Congress the bill was passed by both Houses. The 
| woaepres 9 himself, according to my recollection, voted for it on the 

oor of the Senate. The last night of the session, when the bill was 
about being signed by the President, Secretary Fish, because of the 
matters growing out of the Geneva award, suggested to the President 
in my presence that he would rather the President would not sign it, 
as it would complicate matters. Ifit had not been for that suggestion 
on the part of the Secretary it would have become a law. 

General Hurlbut came over to see me, and said there was a hitch 
about signing the bill, and I went over to the Senate with him. The 
President was familiar with the case. He knew Mr. Dickinson. He 
had staid in his house when in Knoxville. He wanted to sign the 
bill, but was persuaded not to do it because at the time, as Secretary 
Fish said, it might complicate matters in reference to English claims 
under the Geneva award. The Secretary said to the President, ‘‘I 
would rather you would not sign it.” Ifit had not been for that sug- 
gestion it would have become a law in the Forty-first Congress, 

If the gentleman will examine the record I think he wili find that 
he himself voted for it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Read General Burnside’s receipt. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the particular attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to this, as appears in the findings of the Court of Claims: 

After the repulse of the enemy— 

And I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will please give me 
his attention for a moment— 


After the repulse of the enemy, the claimants applied to General Schofield, 
who had succeeded General Burnside in command, for the return of his cot- 
ton, But instead of returning it, it was disposed of as appears in Finding VI, 
under the following order: 

“ [Special Orders, No. 57.] 
“HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OHIO, 
“ Knoxville, February 26, 1864. 
* * * The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to col- 
lect all cotton that has been used in the construction of fortification and for other 
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purposes in the vicinity of Knoxville not absolutely necessary for the public 
service, and ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the chief quarter- 
master, there to be disposed of for the benefit of the Government according to 
existing regulations. 

“He will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the parties to whom such 
cotton ar have belonged, the amount taken from each party, their loyalty, 
and give the proper vouchers therefor, according to the loyalty of each.” 

Now, that was done according to the order which I have quoted, and 
here is General Burnside’s receipt: 

Received, Knoxville, Tenn., November 25, 1863, of James H. Cowan, 256 bales 
of cotton, for use on fortifications, the correctness of the above estimate of num- 
ber of bales subject to the approval of Brig. Gen. S. P. Carter and Capt, 
, provost-marshal, Second Division, Ninth Army Corps. 

A. E. BURNSIDE, 
Major-General Commanding. 

I tell my friend from Pennsylvania that this is not a similar case to 
that which he has mentioned. ‘The cotton was taken from these par- 
ties, and they made application forits return in the manner stated and 
in accordance with the order quoted, but were told, ‘* No; we will take 
it for the benefit of the Government, but will give you receipts, so that 
each man can come up hereafter and obtain what properly belongs to 
him under the Treasury re; tions in force in regard to such matters.” 

Now, here is the finding of the Court of Claims, showing the number 
of bales of cotton belonging to the claimant in thiscase. appeal, then, 
to my friend from Pennsylvania that after this long time these parties 
have been kept waiting, after this bill has been time and again passed 
by each House of Congress, and by both Houses in the Forty-first Con- 
gress, but failed to become a law for the reason that I have already 
stated, to let it go through and let these people have that which is so 
manifestly their own. As to loyalty, why, Mr. Chairman, Abraham 
Lincoln himself was no more loyal than this man Perez Dickinson. 
When Mr. Dickinson was taken before the Confederate court, and was 
asked the question, to disclose the amount of the indebtedness of his 
firm to the wholesale merchants in New York and Eastern cities, he ab- 
solutely refused, and said: ‘‘ No, I will not give the information,” and 
suffered banishmentrather than disclose those to whom he was indebted, 
in order tosave that indebtednessfrom confiscation. I hope, therefore, 
bees on friend will not enterany objection now to the consideration of 
this bill. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. TI wish to make response to what the gentleman 
from Tennessee has just said. I have no recollection of this bill hav- 
ing been pending in the Senate during my service in that branch of 
Congress. But I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying that I 
voted for any bill on this subject. 

I beg leave also to reply to the gentleman from Tennessee upon an- 
other point. He has made reference to the Mobile case, which was de- 
bated at the present session. In that case the property was taken by 
the Government authorities and the owner demanded itsreturn. The 
owner of the property went to General Canby and requested the return 
of the property, but got a similar answer to that given to the claimant 
in this case, namely, that the property would be shipped to New York 
City and disposed of there, and the rights of owners would be adju- 
dicated by the Treasury Department, as was usualin such cases. This 
is ge a like case. 

r. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will permit me, I want to call attention to the distinction between the 
applicants in these cases. It is a well-known fact that there was 
scarcely a loyal man in the city of Mobile at that time. 

m BUCKALEW. I do not doubt the loyalty of the claimant in 
this case, 

Mr. HOUK. Whereas in East Tennessee all people were loyal. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I accept without question the finding of the 
Court of Claims upon the question of loyalty. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As appears from the record which has been read 
here, in 1863 the forces of the United States operating in the vicinity 
of Knoxville, Tenn., had a large amount of military stores collected at 
that point. As is known historically, and asis stated in full in the re- 
port accompanying this bill and in the findings of the Court of Claims, 
the Confederate forces were approaching that city and there was immi- 
nent danger of the loss of all of the stores gathered there, as well as the 
loss of the city itself and the community to the Federal forces, which 
would have necessitated a retreat to a very considerable distance to find 
another point where another stand could be made and suitable defenses 
in the way of collecting stores, ete., provided. In thatstate of affairs— 
the rapid approach of the Confederates—the Federal authorities thought 
it necessary to fortify the city of Knoxville and protect the accumulated 
stores. Materials for fortifications were not of easy access or in such 
condition as could be quickly and properly utilized to meet the im- 
pending danger, and hence it became necessary to take possession of 
this cotton. The cotton was taken, was used in the construction of the 
fortifications, and, so far as we know from the history of the transac- 
tion, it did perform the office which the Governmentintended itshould. 

The stores of the Government were saved; its Army was saved; this 
post was saved; and after twenty-odd years, lying out of not only the 
original value of the property but the interest thereon, we are called 
on now to consider and determine the question, and the only question, 
whether the Government will return, not any interest upon the funds 
of which they have been deprived, but pay only the assessed value of 
the property-itself. 
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It seems to me that the patriotism which, as is well known, charac- 
terized this man, Perez Dickinson—and let me say here that heis not 
a constituent of mine; I live a very great distance from him—I say, in 
view of that patriotism, by reason of which he was entirely willing that 
the Government should have the use of this property, which was prom- 
ised to be returned to him, but which, when the danger was over and 
he made application for it, was refused him, there can be no just ground 
for refusing to pay him for the loss. 

But instead of giving him the cotton, as demanded, the Government 
said, ‘‘ We will keep the cotton; we will convert it to a different use 
from that originally intended;’’? and the Government kept it, and it 
was converted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But for what? 

Mr. X&ILLIN. I will’read the order under which it was done, 


Although this is reiteration, it is well for the facts in this case to be 


known, and I will be pardoned for reading what has been read by my 
colleague from Tennessee. Here is the receipt: 

Received, Knoxville, Tenn., November 25, 1863, of James H. Cowan— 

He was the partner of the claimant now living— 


two hundred and fifty-six bales of cotton, for use on fortifications, the correct- 
ness of the above estimate of number of bales subject to the approval of Brig. 
Gen. S. P. Carter and Capt. , provost-marshal, Second Division, 
Ninth Army Corps. 

A. E. BURNSIDE 


Major-General, Commanding. 

Now, the finding of the court said: After the repulse of the enemy 
the claimants applied to General Schofield, who had succeeded General 
Burnside in command, for the return of their cotton; asking nothing 
for its use; asking no damage for wear and tear or for the detriment it 
might have suffered by exposure. Instead of returning it, it was dis- 
posed of, as appears in Finding IV, under the following order: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OHIO, 
Knoxville, February 26, 1864. 

+ * © The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to collect 
all cotton that has been used in the construction of fortification, and for other 
purposes, in the vicinity of Knoxville, not absolutely necessary for the public 
service, and ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the chief quarter- 
master, there to be dis of for the benefit of the Government, according to 
existing regulations. e will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the par- 
ties to whom such cotton may have belonged, the amount taken from each 

y, iheir loyal; and give the proper vouchers therefor, according to the 
oyalty of eac 

rigadier-General Tillson will render such assistance as may be in his power 
to the chief quartermaster to enable him to carry out this order. 

By command of Major-General Schofield. 

HENRY CUSTISS, 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Capt. J. H. Dicktsox, 


Chief Quartermaster, Department of the Ohio. 

Finding his loyalty unquestioned, the voucher was given to this 
party. Now, instead of returning this property to Messrs. Dickinson 
and Cowan, the Government kept it under this order, stated what it 
would do, and gave the voucher. The only question here is, whether 
under all the circumstances the Government can afford to refuse to pay 
the claim. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will you read the second voucher, 
the voucher given when the property was sold? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will read it. Do you want to ascertain as to 
the loyalty of these parties ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No; I do not care about that. You 
have read a voucher that this cotton was taken and used for breast- 
works. LIunderstand that. Now, ifany subsequent voucher wasgiven, 
I want to hear it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not remember to have seen it. 

Mr. BUTLER. There was an order by the quartermaster to give it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The receipt of the cotton by the Government is 
not denied. Its retention by the Government upon subsequent de- 
mand is not denied. Its use by the Army as a fortification is not de- 
nied. It performed a faithful service for the Government when so used. 
Thatisnotdenied. Thatthisman ever gotonedollar’s worth, one pound, 
one ounce, or one fiber again is not claimed by any living man; not by 
any one. It was taken from him by force and kept. It does seem to me 
if there can be any state of facts that would make an obligation upon the 
Government to pay a citizen, such a case is presented here. The Gov- 
ernment had more force than he had. His loyalty prevented hin from 
complaining of anything theGovernmentdid. All he asked then was 
the return of his property when the Government no longer needed it 
for fortification. The Government failed to return it. All he asks now 
is, not the interest on his money, but the original price that he coul 
have obtained for his cotton if it had not been taken or if it had been 
returned. 

Can we afford to decline to pay under the circumstances? We rep- 
resent sixty millions of as noble people as the sun shines on. If an in- 
dividual had taken this cotton for his individual use and at the end of 
twenty-odd years had refused to pay one dollar for that which had saved 
his life and his property, what would mankind say of that individual? 
Can we afford to establish a system of morals for the citizen that is too 
rigorous for the Government? I hold we can not afford to fail to pay 
the citizen who is ready to sacrifice his life, his property, his all for the 
Government after his property has been taken and has saved the Gov- 
ernment in its dire extremity. é 
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, my main purpose inrising is to say 
something of the analogy, if any, between this case and the case that 
we had some time since with reference to cotton in the city of Mobile. 
I do not remember the name of the claimantin that case, but I remem- 
ber taking partin the discussion. If I remember the substantial facts 
in that case, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, the cotton was in a city 
that was in the lines of the Confederacy. It was in a State that had 
seceded, This cotton was in a State that was not within the lines of 
the Confederacy and had not seceded. Inthe Alabama case—and I call 
this to the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW J— 
one of the points was that the owner of the cotton claimed to be a citi- 
zen of Great Britain. He had remained in the city of Mobile during 
those trying days. He took no part in the war, as the evidence shows, 
but he was speculating on the misfortunes of those among whom he 
then resided. The port was blockaded. He purchased cotton and 
stored it in a warehouse at Mobile, Ala. When General Canby took 
possession of Mobile allthe commanding officer did with reference to 
that cotton was to station guards around the warehouse for its better 
protection and preservation. While all the guards were so stationed 
this claimant claimed the cotton, producing no papers, no evidence. 
Either that night or within a short time thereafter the ammunition from 
some cause was exploded and destroyed the warehouse and the cotton. 
That was the claim presented to the Governmentin the Mobilecase. The 
difference, it seems tome, is very plain. In the present case we have 
a loyal citizen. The cotton was his property as much as if it had been 
a mule ora horse. It was taken by order of the commanding officer. 
It was used by order of that officer in building breastworks, 

That it was taken from the owner there is no question, and I submit 
to my friend from Pennsylvania that in no court would it be required 
for him to do anything further. The cotton was beyond his control. 

He was entitled to the value of the cotton when it was taken from 
him, They used this cotton in the breastworks. After the breast- 
works were abandoned the owner went to the commanding officer and 
asked for the return of his cotton, but instead of the cotton being re- 
turned an order was issued for the quartermaster to collect all of the 
cotton that had been taken from the parties and ship it to Louisville 
for the purpose of being sold, an account being kept of the owners and 
the value of the cotton. It further appears in this report that 40 bales 
of this cotton were used by the Government. For what purpose? For 
hospital p in the hospital at Knoxville, Tenn. t certainly 
could not have been returned tohim. A portion of this cotton also, 
while it was in use by the Government, had been abstracted from the 
bales by the soldiers (as is very apt to be the case under such circum- 
stances) for the purpose of making themselves better bunks than the 
“soft side’? of a white-oak board. Of course they were not to be 
blamed for that. The cotton was beyond the owner’s control. He 
could neither assent to nor dissent from that use of it. After this had 
been done, then they took the remaining part of the cotton down toa 
warehouse for the purpose of shipping it to Louisville. While it was 
there it is said that some boys started a fire in the neighborhood, and 
the warehouse took fire and the cotton was burned. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Was not the liability of the Govern. 
ment just as then as it would have been if that cotton had reached 
a warehouse in New York and been burned there? 

Mr. WARNER. I am coming to that. I have stated that there is 
no question in my mind as to the duty of the Government in the first 
instance. They got it to this warehouse, and I submit that the liabil- 
ity of the Government was just as full and complete then as though 
they had put it aboard the boatand the boat had sunk upon the river, 
or as though they had gotten it to Louisville and it had been burned 
there. It seems to me that itis plain upon the evidence that this man 
is entitled to payment for his cotton; and Iam willing to go further 
than many persons in cases of this kind, for I hold that it is the duty 
of the Government to protect the citizen who is loyal to his Govern- 
ment in his life and in his property, and when it takes the property of 
the citizen for its own uses, then whenever the Government is abun- 
dantly able to pay the citizen for that which it has taken from him, 
its duty is plain, more especially when the citizen is denied the right 
of going into court and enforcing his claim against the Government. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the payment of this claim. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it is well for us to 
keep certain general principles in view. If we do not we may make 
great mistakes in this and like cases, and as this case is a somewhat 
difficult one it is well to consider it carefully before we act. In the 
first place, let us eliminate from the case those matters which are un- 
important and which touch no principle. For instance, the receipt 
given for this cotton when it was originally taken by the commander 
of the United States forces cuts no figure. Ifthe United States were 
not liable that officer could not make them liable, and if they were 
liable he could not relieve them from their liability. Therefore, let 
us throw out of account the language of that receipt given by the com- 
manding officer. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. That would merely be evidence of the fact of 
the taking. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. As suggested by my learned friend 
on the right [Mr. BucKALEw], that would be mere evidence of the 
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fact of the taking of the cotton, but it could not fix the law. We 
come, then, to the question which first confronts us, to wit: If a gen- 
eral in command of the United States forces in the face of the enemy 
uses the property of an individual for the purpose of resisting the 
opposing army, are the United States liable therefor? No gentleman 
has argued that question. No authority has been cited to show that 
the United States would be liable in such a case, and on general prin- 
ciples I venture to assert that the United States would not be liable, 
and that to hold otherwise. would lead to the most alarming conse- 
quences. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If they had used stone or timber, or any ma- 
terial that is ordinarily used for such purposes—if the stone or timber 
had been left near there and the United States forces had used it for 
the fortifications, perhaps there might be something in your point; but 
in this case they used an article of merchandise, an article of very great 
value, and after using it for defense they took it in charge and started 
it off to market. Does not that fix the liability? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It is always confusing to mix up a 
number of questions. Let us look at the questions in this case in the 
order in which they arise. If the United States be liable for the tak- 
ing of a bale of cotton to be used in a breastwork, the United States 
should be liable for taking a stick of timber or a cord of stone for the 
sime purpose. There is no difference of principle between the cases 
cited; and no lawyer on the floor, I think, will say that there can be 
a difference of principle. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If my time is not limited, I am will- 
ing to yield to any one; for if the Government of the United States is 
liable in this case I want to vote to make payment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I want to suggest tothe gentleman that 
this bill presents no claim for liability on the part of the Government 
until the cotton was placed in the Government warehouse. All this 
preliminary argument about the liability of the Government while the 
cotton was in the fortification is not relevant, I submit to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am following regularly in the line 
of argument of those who preceded mein favor of this bill. They in- 
sisted that the United States is liable because of the use of the cotton 
for a breastwork, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But I desire to point out to youashorter 
line. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will yield for anybody’s question 
provided my time is not limited. y 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will giveyou my time. Iwish to ask this ques- 
tion: If this property had been located in the city of New York and 
forcible possession had been taken of it by the Government for simi- 
lar purposes, would the Government have been liable or not? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all, if it was not taken posses- 
sion of for the purpose of defense against the enemies of the United 
States, and I may add—for that was this case—in the face of the enemy. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, yes; if it was taken from loyal citizens. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This question stands in my judgment 
on just this principle: Suppose a fire were raging in the city of New 
York, and suppose it should be n for the p of arresting 
the fire to blow up or destroy the buildings of A, B, C, or D, would there 
be any liability on the part of the State or municipal government, in 
the absence of a statutory law creating such liability ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They had to make such payment in 1835. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The public safety is the supreme law 
of this land. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Right there let me make a suggestion to my 
friend. Suppose that his proposition is true, and that, in order to pro- 
vide for the public safety, the Government has supreme power to take, 
without compensation, the property of its citizens. But suppose, after 
the use for which the property is taken is completed, the individual 
goes to the Government and says, ‘‘ Now you are through with my 
property, and I want it back,” and suppose the Government should 
thereupon say, ‘‘ No, we will not return your property, but will sell it 
and appropriate the proceeds for other uses,’’ does there not then ac- 
crue & liability which the Government can not evade? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If the gentleman had waited a mo- 
ment I would have reached that point. I shall be very glad to discuss 
the question when I reachit. Perhaps the gentleman and myself will 
not differ upon it very much. But let me make myself understood on 
the other point. If, as gentlemen here claim, the taking of this prop- 
erty for a breastwork made the Government of the United States lia- 
ble, then the Government is liable in every case where it digs up the 
earth for the purpose of throwing up an embankment or breastwork, 
because that is an injury to your field or mine. The difference is one 
of circumstances, not of principle. Liability in the one case necessarily 
implies liability in the other. 

Mr. WARNER. Will you pardon me a question? If the Govern- 


mentshould throw upa breastwork on your field as a matter of necessity 


under the supreme law of the public safety, and then after the necessity 
Ar na breastwork had passed should still keep possession of yvur 
È. -— 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Waituntil I getthrough. Mr. Chair- 
man, gentlemen are trying to blend two ideas. As the learned gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] on my right suggested, when 
we meet them on one position they suggest another. Ifthe gentleman 
will wait a moment I will answer his question. 

Let me say that the question which arises in my mind is not whether 
the man that owned the property wasloyalornot. Iam talkingabout 
principles of law which touch every man’s property, because the safety 
of the Government is the supreme and highest law of every land, and 
whatever is necessary can be taken for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask my friend this question: 
Where is the principle, either of international or municipal law, which 
relieves the Government from the obligation to pay when, after having 
used the property of the citizen, it converts it into money and appro- 
priates it to general purposes? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is the question you asked me 
before. I was coming to that. I did not propose to sit down without 
answering that question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Government of the United States does 
convert to its own use property of a loyal citizen, and it does sell it 
and put the money in the ury, I am not here to say that it is not 
liable for that money. But that stands on a different position, as my 
friend will see. I do not argue, and my friend from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BucKALEW] does not argue, that the Government in such a case 
is not liable. We stand on that legal position as I have stated it, and 
I am very glad to have him agree with me, for he is usually right. 

If there is evidence in this case showing how much property the Goy- 
ernmentof the United States did convert to its own use, which belonged 
to this man, and the amount of money which the Government realized 
from that property, I say let us pay thatamount back; but because there 
is a general statement that they converted some of the property let us 
not pay for all that was used for breastworks. If we do so we will es- 
tablish a precedent which will rise up against us year after year to our 
great annoyance and expense. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is there nota liability on the part of the Govern- 
ment for that cotton which was destroyed by fire while it was in the 
possession of the United States Government ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If during the time this cotton was 
being used by the Government for breastworks it was ignited by a 
shell and entirely destroyed I am of opinion there was no liability on 
the part of the Government to pay for it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But after it was used for the purpose of defense 
in these breastworks and it was taken possession of by the Government 
authorities, who refused to return it to its owner, and while in posses- 
sion of the Government authorities it was destroyed by fire, is not the 
Government then liable for the payment of this property ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I want to know all the circumstances 
attending the possession of the property before I can answer that ques- 
tion. The Government is not bound to give up the possession of such 
property the moment a battle ceases. It may be necessary to have 
these breastworks to resist some other attack on the part of the enemy. 
It is for the Government to say whether its possession is necessary for 
the public defense or not. But if after itisnecessary foractual defense 
against the enemies of the Government it converts the property to its 
own use or realizes money out of it then it does become liable. 

Mr. ENLOE. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will yield now to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to ask his question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to say to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
the report shows that after this demand had been made for the return 
of this cotton it was taken ion of by the Government and re- 
moved from the breastworks and put into the Government warehouse. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me to say that must be more 
fully shown than in this case to establish legal liability on the part of 
the Government. It is just as my friend from Pennsylvania pointed 
out in the Mobile case. In that case the cotton was in the warehouse 
of the Government, and yet there was no liability. In this case the 
putting of this property into the Government warehouse may have 
created liability. But the report in this case does not show, except as 
to a part of this property, any such conversion as would create a lia- 
bility on the part of the Government to the owner. 

Mr. ENLOE. But they declined to return it to the owner of the 
cotton. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You say it was converted not for mili- 
tary purposes. I admit, if that be true, the Government is liable for 
the money realized from the sale of it. What I say is, that this report 
does not show that the whole of it was so converted. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Let me ask the gentleman from Minnesota a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Supposing after this property had been warehoused 
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by the Government it was destroyed by being struck by lightning; the 
gentleman from Minnesota would not then hold the Government was 
liable for the destruction of that property in such a case? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I say now to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the statement of the single fact that it was in warehouse 
of the Government is not sufficient for the purpose of showing that 
the Government is liable. More facts must be found in order to estab- 
lish the liability of the Government. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is it not the same when property is destroyed by 

losion of a shell while being used as breastworks ? 
. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. There would be no liability? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There would not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, there is the additional fact shown in this case 
that this cotton was in the warehouse of the Government, and while 
there was destroyed by fire caused by boys in the neighborhood, and 
does the gentleman say the Government was not liable to the owner of 
this cotton for its destruction ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If it was in its possession for other 
than military purposes against the will of the owner, no matter how 
destroyed, the Government would be liable. 

Mr. WADE. If property is taken possession of by order of the chief 
officer and that property is destroyed pending a battle and the battle 
does not occur, if that property is destroyed while the battle is going 
on, is the Government responsible for that? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all, for property taken by the 
United States authorities for the purpose of resisting a hostile force 
and which is destroyed while being so used there is no liability, I 
think. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. When this property was taken by the Gov- 
ernment and warehoused to be shipped away, and the proceeds of the 
sale of that property turned into the Treasury—is not tne Government 
liable in such a case? ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That would be satisfactory evidence 
of conversion. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is exactly the case here. They went 
as far as they could to convert it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Donotmisunderstand me. That might 
be satisfactory evidence of conversion; but I want to know the facts in 
connection with that conversion; and whether they are sufficient on 
which to base the action sought here. If this was converted 
by the Government to its own use, after it had been used for the mili- 
tary purpose designated I admit the liability. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘That is just the case here. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That isnot so shown. But if used 
for other purposes than those of war, then the Government was liable, 
provided the owner was a loyal man. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, right there I want the gentleman to 
examine the findings of the Court of Claims and the report, which show 
that after this cotton had been used for the purpose of the fortifications 
it was shipped by the Government to Louisville, Ky., was sold there 
by the Government and the proceeds applied to its own use, not for 
purposes of defense, but was turned into the Treasury. Therefore the 
Government is liable to that amount. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The report shows that to be true of 
some of this cotton, but not of all; you must show the amount so taken 
and sold. I do not mean the amount used in the fortifications, but the 
amount that was taken and actually shipped and sold—— 

Mr. HOUK. That has been established and shown by half a dozen 
authorities. There is no question as to the amount of cotton that was 


taken. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And Jet me say to the gentleman that if he 
will look at the concluding portions of the report in the findings of the 
committee, he will ascertain that they originally took 313 es, of 
which quantity 218 bales were saved, which is the amount involved in 
this bill which the Government took possession of, shipped, and sold. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not so understand it. 

Mr, WASHINGTON. That is the report. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have stated, as I believe, the legal 
principles which lie in the way of the passage of bills of this character, 
and have stated also the principle which would allow the owner to re- 
cover. Thatis my judgment at this time without having examined 
the law books upon the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. If you stand by that logic the report shows that 
the amount claimed by the bill is covered by the principle that you 
say should apply to this case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If it does show it then I will follow 
my logic to its legitimate consequences. 

Jre WASHIN GTON. Thatis all right, and that is all that is asked 
in this case. Has the gentleman read the report? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have not readallofit. Ihave read 
sufficient to show me that this bill should not pass for the amount 
claimed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I willstate the case again so plainly that nobody 
need to err if the gentleman will give me his attention. 

This cotton was seized and put into the fortifications at Knoxville. 
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Afterwards the parties to whom it belonged went and asked its re- 
turn. It was not returned, but a direct refusal to return it was made, 
and an order issued that it should be turned over to the Quartermaster- 
General and shipped to Louisville under the Treasury regulations, and 
the gentleman knows what they were, that all cotton should be turned 
over to the Treasury authorities. 

After the Government seized it and took it from the fortifications 20 
bales of it were burned. The balance, 256 bales, was saved, as the 
report shows. Now the Court of Claims have held, and so also the 
committee of the Senate and of the House, as shown in the unanimous 
report made by both bodies, that the Government was liable for the 
256 bales, 

Mr. HOUK. But not for the twenty. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Government had taken it from the fortifica- 
tions, and while in transit under the order for its shipment, and while 
stored near the depot, some boys set a lot of cotton on fire, and they 
suppose that 20 of the 256 bales so stored was consumed. Remember 
that this was after the siege had been raised and the cotton was taken 
possession of by the Government. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to correct my colleague by a citation from the 
report. I think if he will examine, it will appear that all but 20 bales 
were consumed. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I think not. 

Mr. ENLOE. The report says: 

Of the 218 bales recovered,40 were used by the medical Pepe eateejer 158 
stored by the quartermaster near the railroad depot awaiting shipment were 


accidentally set on fire by boys playing in the vicinity, and all with the excep- 
tion of about 20 bales were consumed. 


Mr. BUTLER. The report says ‘20 bales were shipped to the 
chief quartermaster at Louisville. What became of the other-20 does 
not appear,” ete. 

Now, the commission found that the receipt was for 256 bales and 
that these were the 256 bales that the Government had gotten posses- 
sion of. This commission was o; i by the commander of the 
division there, and they found the facts which are set forth in the re- 
port and which are familiar to the committee; and if the gentleman 
is to be governed by his own premises, which I do not think are cor- 
rect by any means, there can be no question as to the attitude he will 
pursue in this case, 

But, Mr. Chairman, if this character of claim is not to be paid by the 
Government, then the Government ought not to pay anybody. 

The gentleman has referred to the case of the destruction of build- 
ings in New York. Letmeillustrate his own position. Suppose they 
blew up a building there under the circumstances he asserts, and the 
doors and the sash and the windows were saved and afterwards the owner 
came and said, ‘‘let me have that part of the building back,” and was 
refused. According to the gentleman’s theory he could not recover. 
But I understand that citizens did recover from citizens for property 
destroyed in that very conflagration, I appeal therefore to my friend 
from Pennsylvania to consent to allow this bill to be passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have read a message from President 
Grant of June 1, 1872, on a similar case. 

Mr. HOUK. It does not amount to anything at all in this connec- 
tion. I know the case the gentleman refers to, the Best case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States : 


Ihave examined the bill (S. No. 105) entitled “ An act for the relief of J. Mil- 
ton Best,” and, being unable to give it my approval, return the same to the 
Senate, the House in which it originated, without my signature, 

The bill appropriates the sum of $25,000 to compensate Dr, J. Milton Best for 
the destruction of his dwelling-house and its contents by order of the com- 
manding officer of the United States ere aren at Paducah, Ky., on the 
26th day of March, 1864. It appears that this house was one of a considerable 
number destroyed for the purpose of giving open range to the guns of a United 
States fort. On the day preceding the destruction the houses had been used as 
a cover for rebel troops attacking the fort, and, Sppisheading a renewal of the 
attack, the commanding officer caused the destruction of the houses. This, 
then, is a claim for compensation on account of the ra of war, It can not 
be denied that the payment of this claim would invite the presentation of de- 
mands for very large sums of money; and such is the supposed magnitude of 
the claims that may be made against the Government for necessary and una- 
voidable destruction of Pn by the Army that I deem it proper to return 
this bill for reconsideration. 

It is a general principle of both international and municipal law that all peop: 
erty is held subject, not only to be taken by the Government for public uses, in 
which case under the Constitution of the United States the owner is enti#ed to 
just compensation, but also subject to be temporarily occupied, or even accually 
destroyed,in times of great public danger, and when the public safety demands 
it, and in this latter case, governments do not admit a legal obligation on their 
part to compensate the owner. The temporary occupation of, injuries to, and 
destruction of property caused by actual and necessary military hs paneer is 
generally considered to fall within the last-mentioned principle. Ifa govern- 
ment makes bree eigen under such circumstances, it is a matter of bounty 
rather than of strict legal right. 

If it be deemed proper to make compensation for such losses, I su, t for the 
consideration of Congress whether it would not be better, by genera! islation, 
to provide some means for the ascertainment of the da nall similar cases, 
and thus save to claimants the expense, inconvenience, and delay of attendance 
upon Congress, and, at the same time, save the Government from the danger of 
having imposed upon it fictitious or exaggerated claims supported wholly by 
ex parte proof. Ifthe claimant in this case ought to be paid, so ought all others 
similarly situated, and that there are many such can not be doubted. Besides, 
there are strong reasons for believing that the amount of damage in this case 
has been greatly overestimated. If this be true, it furnishes an illustration of 
the danger of trusting entirely to ex parte testimony in such me ANT 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will only saya single word. The 
statement there is of just the principle that underlies all this matter. 
A great many persons go wrong on this idea. In the constitution of 
the several States, or most of them, it is provided that private property 
shall not be taken for public use without just compensation; but, as I 
said in my previous remarks, unless there is such a law, private prop- 
erty may be taken for public use, and there is no liability whatever. 

Mr. HOUK., I simply want to call attention to the absolute lack of 
analogy between this case and the bill vetoed by the message read in 

position to thiscase. Why, sir, we destroyed forts, houses, and other 
places where the enemy had secreted themselves in order to resist the 

‘ederal forces, but who ever thought of paying for them? Not less 
than several dozen houses were burned in my town, but I have stood 
here, and this House, Congress after Congress, persistently refuses to 
pay for them. I believe in the very act of war the Government had a 
right to destroy that property in order to makeit possible for the United 
States forces to resist the enemy. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘There were nearer twelve dozen houses de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. HOUK. Yes. ` 

What else is there in this matter? General Grant refers to the fact 
that you have a right to take private property, but there must be just 
compensation. What is this case? Let us look at it in the light of 
reason fora moment. The Army needed this property. Suppose it 
seized it in the very actof prosecuting a battle and resisting the enemy ? 
At such time they would have a right to seize it in the line of war, 
and no claim would lie against the Government for compensation. 
But the very moment the war ended, the very moment this property 
accomplished the end in the struggle between the two armies for 
which the Government seized it, if the Government of the United 
States then converted it and diverted it from its owner, it was a con- 
version in law for which the Government of the United States is liable, 
as I believe every good lawyer on this floor will say. 

Another thing. I would like to know if these gentlemen did not 
vote the other week to pay for a college over in Virginia? If they did 
I would like to have an explanation of how they can reconcile that 
vote with their fight against this measure. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I voted against that bill. 

Mr. HOUK. There is a difference between this case and the one re- 
ferred to by General Grant—the Paducah case. The Paducah case is 
a sweet morsel the gentlemen who refuse to vote for this bill roll un- 
der their tongues. We always hear of that case, although it has no 
more application than to the case of the manin the moon. What is 
the difference? That was a stationary piece of property. An actual 
battle was goingon. The property was destroyed by our forces. Gen- 
eral Grant did exactly right in vetoing the bill. But in this case the 
property was seized and used for the purpose intended. There was no 
necessity for destroying it. The United States, after it was through 
with it, refused to give it back to the owners, and started to transport 
it to market. Part of it was lost and part of it got there. I believe 
the Government has the money in the Treasury. 

I want to say another thing. I have been as liberal on this subject, 
and have tried to discriminate as fairly as possible; but if this House 
is going to reject this claim and pay for colleges in Virginia, what are 
we coming to? I repeat, Mr. Chairman, what I have said before. I 
would rather have the note of any pauper forty years of age in the 
United States than a claim on the Government, unless it was in the 
shape of a bond, because there is always some one who must assume to 
be the watch-dog of the Treasury and resist honest claims that come up 
for payment. 

The committee then informally rose, and Mr. HOLMAN took the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 5,000 
copies of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations relating to 
the fisheries treaty, together with the views of the minority. 


The m further announced that the Senate had bills ot 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 


A bill (S. 3025) to provide for the reconstruction of the Government 
dam at Rock Island arsenal, and for the immediate construction of a 
temporary dam to furnish water-power for said arsenal; and 

A bill (S. 2922) setting apart a tract of land to be usedasa cemetery 
by the Alvarado Cemetery Association of Georgetown, Colo. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. McCREARY in the chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose, 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Irise to ask ifit is not possible to limit debate upon 
this question? If we are to make any progress at all in the consider- 
ation of private business it does seem to me absolutely necesssary we 
should fix some limits upon the discussion of this question. We have 


now had it under consideration for an hour and a half. If we gqahead 
in this way we will spend all day upon this bill and thus make no ad- 
vance in the consideration of other bills on the Calendar. I ask unan- 
imous consent that debate on this proposition be limited to thirty min- 
utes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to that. 

Mr. HOUK. Make it ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave the floor. After I have addressed the com- 
mittee I presume we will be ready to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] asks 
unanimous consent that debate on the pending bill be limited to thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. BUCKALEW and Mr. LYNCH objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lyield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. LAIDLAW]. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that thereis great mis- 
apprehension about the law, or what has been laid down as law, in 
this case. It would seem to me, sir, that no lawyer, after he had ex- 
amined the question, would say that the Government was not liable for 
this cotton, even under the circumstances of the commanding officer 
taking it for breastworks. I would not say this if I had not had oc- 
casion to examine the question with some care; but if any gentleman 
will take the pains to read a case that is reported in the first volume of 
the Court of Claims Reports, a case covering agreat many pages, where 
this whole question is discussed, I think he will come to the conclu- 
sion that if the law there laid down is good law (and the authorities 
are numerous), it is nonsense to say that the Government tan take a 
private citizen’s property for the purposes of war and not pay him for 
it, if he isa loyal man. That idea is neither ancient nor modern law, 
as the law is laid down by the conrt in this case. 

The case was this: A citizen of the United States had a contract to 
furnish flour and supplies for the Army. It became necessary to re- 
treat, and the commanding officer, thinking that if this property fell 
into the hands of theenemy it would be very useful to him, issued an 
order for its destruction. ‘The question was whether the man was en- 
titled to be reimbursed for the property so destroyed. The court go 
on to discuss the case, and they say that it makes no difference whether 
the property is taken for consumption or whetheritis taken for destruc- 
tion, if it istaken fora public benefit, or a supposed public benefit, by 
some one having authority to take it, then, under the provision of the 
Constitution that private property shall not be taken for public use 
without just compensation, the man is entitled to be paid for his prop- 
erty. k 

Why, the Government is nothing but all of us; and has it come to 
this, that all of us can take the property of one of us? Is that just? 
It is not Grotius; it is not Vattel; it is not international law; it is not 
thelaw of any civilized country in the world. What does the courtsay? 


The taking of private property for use or destruction, when the public exi- 
gency demands it, by a military officer commanding any part of the public 
forces is an exercise of the right of eminent domain. Whenever the officer is 
justified. the Government is liable. The state of facts as they appeared to the 
officer when he acted must govern the decision. 

That is the syllabus. Here are some extracts from the opinion of 
the court: 

Every civilized state recognizes its obligation to make compensation for pri- 
vate property taken under pressure of state necessity and for the public good, 
The state is the transcendental eee of all the property, real and per- 
sonal, of its citizens or subjects. This transcendental right—the eminent do- 
main of the state in all countries where rights are regulated by Jaw—is so ex- 
ercised as to work no wrong and inflict no private injury without giving to the 
party aggrieved ample redress, 

s s e = . * * 

Whenever, from necessity or policy, a state appropriates to public use the 


private property of an individual it is obliged, by a law as imperative as that in 
virtue of which it makes the appropriation, to give to the party aggrieved re- 
dress commensurate with the injury he has sustained. 


And here is a quotation from Vattel: 

Is the state bound to indemnify individuals for the damages they have 
tained in war? We may learn from Grotius that authors are divided on this 
question. The damages under consideration are to be distinguished into two 
kinds—those done by the state itself, or the sovereign, and those done by the 
enemy. Of the first kind someare done deliberately and by way of 
as when a field, a house, or a garden belonging to a private person is taken for 
the of erecting on the spot a town rampart or any other piece of for- 
see teai seats ie aaah Se Ee Oe TE 
their ng of use enemy. are to e èin- 
dividual, Kok should bear only his quota of the loss, s 

That is Vattel. 

Ihaveseen the veto message of General Grant that has been referred to 
here. There is no necessity of having any law in a veto. It is the last 
lace you expect to find law. A yeto does not have to convince any- 
y. Main strength and stupidity are just as good for a veto as com- 
mon sense. [Laughter.] General Grant does not quote a particle of 
law or authority in that veto except by way of parenthesis, and this is 
the first time I ever knew lawyers or judges to go to veto messages to 
learn what the law of the land was. [Laughter. ] 

I read now from Grotius: 

We must observe this, that the king may in two ways deprive his subjects of 
their right, either by way of punishment or by virtue of his eminent power. 
But if he do so in the last way, it must be for some public advantage, and then 


the subject ought to receive, if possible, a just satisfaction for the loss he suffers 
out of the common stock. 
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Now that is not what a judge of the Court of Claims says; it is a 
quotation from the text of Grotius; it is what you will find on every 
pageof Vattel. You will find nothing to the contrary of this statement 
in either of those authorities. 

The state has an eminent right of property over the goods of the subjects, so 
that the state, or those that represent it may make use of them, and eyen de- 
stroy and alienate them, not only on extreme necessity, but for the public ben- 
efit, to which we mustadd that the state is obliged torepair the damages suffered 
by any subject on that account out of the public stock. Neither shall the state 
be absolved from this obligation, though for the present not able to satisfy it; 
but whenever the state is in a capacity this suspended obligation shall resume 
its force. 

In this article— 

That is the article of the Constitution— 
itis declared that private property shall not be taken for public use without 
just compensation to the owner. 

Do you suppose, without looking the question up at all, that this 
provision has reference only to a time of peace? If yourdoctrine were 
good for anything the Government in the recent war need not have 
paid for a dollar’s worth of property at the North or anywhere else; it 
might simply have gone and taken possession of whatever it found 
necessary. This Constitution is for times of war as well as for times 
of peace, and I insist that the Government has no right, andno lawyer 
ought to say that it has, under the Constitution, to take the private 
property of a citizen without compensation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Whenever it will not interrupt the 
gentleman, I would like to ask him a question. I hope he will indi- 
cate his own time. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Allright; any time. 

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask you this: Suppose the 
armies of the Government, finding it necessary, for the purpose of re- 
sisting the public enemy, should dig a man’s field for the purpose of 
throwing up breastworks, then, as soon as the war was over, would the 
Government be liable for the injury it had done in that way to the 
man’s field just as if it had been done by a private person ? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Igetyour idea. You mean to ask me whether, in 
every case where the soil was disturbed during the recent great conflict 
by digging up a shovelful of dirt, the Government would be liable to 
the private owner of that soil? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Would it, or would it not? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Wait a minute. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will wait. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I never was wiser than the law. I do not make 
the law; and I do not get it out of vetoes, but I go to the recognized 
books for it. I say to the gentleman, ‘‘goand he diligent; gainsay the 
quotations I have made, if you can.’’ 

I would rather talk about the case I have before me than one which 
is not before me. Iam discussing the question of this cotton. I say 
it is the law to-day—and the gentleman would come to the same con- 
clusion if he would take the trouble to look into it—that if the Gov- 
ernment took my property, I being a loyal citizen, put it in a breastwork 
and used it for the purpose of public defense, there is no law, human 
or divine, recognized in any civilized country, which would justify the 
Government in refusing to compensate me, if able to make compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You have not answered my question 

et. You are answering one which you asked yourself. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I was answering the question which covers the 
case we were talking about. Ido not wish to have any conundrums 
about a case of this kind. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You will not answer my question. I 
thought you would not. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Itis a principle of law that a judge never answers 
conundrums. I never could get a judge to answer any of mine. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
which will come a little nearer—— 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Wait a little; not now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I thought not. 

Mr. LAIDLAW (reading): 

Whether or not a law authorizing the destruction of private property for 
pauo benefit or safety is to be esteemed a taking of it for public use, such a 

aw is nevertheless an exercise of the right of eminent domain. The right to 
take or destroy private property by an individual in self-defense, or for the pro- 
tection of life, liberty, or property, is of a widely different character. 

Then this authority goes on to show that the taking of property by 
the public is an exercise of the right of eminent domain, and does not 
fall at all within the other principle which has been referred to by the 
gentleman. 

Now, I would like to get the attention of my friend, Judge WILSON, 
to this proposition; this is a good conundrum for him to answer. 

A vessel may in time of war be taken from the owner when the interests of 
the Government demand it; or it may be destroyed to prevent iis falling into 
the hands of an enemy, and thereby increase its power of aggression or resist- 
ance; and the owner would be entitled under the Constitution to be paid a just 
compensation. 

Do you agree to that (addressing Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota)? If 
you had a vessel lying in port down here on the Potomac and the Gov- 
ernment, being afraid that the vessel might fall into the possession of 


the enemy, should order its destruction, would you be entitled to any 
compensation ? 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetimeof the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAIDLAW] has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As the gentleman seems to be in the midst of 
explaining a point, I will yield him five minutes further. 
Mr. LAIDLAW (reading): 

Upon the authority of the cases cited and others that might be adduced, as 
well as on the pee which distinguish a case of publie necessity, utility, 
or good, from the overruling necessity which regulates the law of individuals, 
we are of opinion that the rightful taking of private property for use or destruc- 
tion when the public exigency demands it, a military officer ommaning 


any part of the public force, is an exercise of the right of eminent domain, an 
that such a case is not governed by the law applicable to individuals. 


The court holds, after full argument on the part of the Government, 
after full argument on the part of the claimant, that the taking of a 
private person’s property even destroyed comes within the right of emi- 
nent domain, and that clause of the Constitution which says, ‘‘ private 
property shall not be taken for public use.’’ 

The letter and spirit of the public law, and of the constitutional provision in 
this regard, are just te apie to be made in every case when private 

roperty is rightfully taken for public use, whether it be by legislative author- 
ty or under the powers necessarily exercised by those commanding our land 
and naval forces in time of war or Jouminent public danger. 

Then it goes on and says it may—that by his commission and situa- 
tion of his case he may rightfully take it, and if he may rightfully 
take it the Government must pay for it. 

Whenever the officer is justified the liability of the public is established. 


Now, I have no personal interest in this business, except I do not like 
to oi so much of this kind of loose law knocking around. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Property is taken withont legislative authority, but by official warrant, and 
under urgent necessity and for the general good. Courts approve the conduct 
of the officer and the Executive rewards him with promotion for faithful and 
efficient performance of duty. The exigencies of war forbid that the legislative 
authority should provide for the precise circumstances under which the eminent 
right of the state may be called into action. The fundamental law provides that 
private property shall not be taken for public use without just compensation., Is 
this provision of the Constitution answered when compensation is made for 
property taken under legislative authority and denied when taken by milita 
officers aig rightfully under the proper functions of their office? We thin 
not. The obligation to make compensation is co-extensive with the right of the 
state to take private property for public use, and whenever it is taken by com- 
petent authority the Ak pag AE of the state can not be evaded. 

Iam not reading that to convince you, but to show what a judge 
that was who got it off. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCKALEW. What judge. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. There seems to be a lot of them. The judge who 
delivered the opinion, I do not know him myself personally; Judge 
Wilmot. Watts & Dunnell—those are the attorneys. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There were two of these cases, and 
one of them was reversed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Do you know whether this is the one which was reversed by the Su- 
preme Court? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. You will know which one. This was never re- 
versed so far as I know. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question in the 
House. It has been up many times before. At the commencement 
of my Congressional service a similar case came up from Virginia. It 
was a meritorious case in many respects. It was in behalf of an edu- 
cational institution which appealed strongly to the feelings of the people 
of this country, who desired to preserve one of the oldest of the collegi- 
ate institutions established in the United States, that of William and 
Mary College, in Virginia. The bill was introduced'in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, I think, for the purpose of appropriating some $65,000 to 
pay for the use of the college buildings, which had been destroyed while 
in the oceupation of the United States. 

That bill, Mr. Chairman, was debated during two sessions of Con- 
gress, and the strongest arguments for and against it were made. It 
was one of the most thoroughly discnssed cases in this House since I 
have been a member. I wish gentlemen would look up the debate in 
that case. It concluded January 10, 1879, when the question was taken 
in the House on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and the yeas and nays were ordered. The yeas were 87, nays 
127, and those not voting 75, nearly all of whom, I see, were paired one 
way or the other on the question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. ‘That was for the use of a building and its de- 
struction during that use. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the bill: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secre f the be, and is hereb: 
orie sak directed to pay to rae lines of Wian and ay, Vinia, 
the sum of $65,000, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to reimburse said college for the destruction of its building and other 
popor destroyed without authority by disorderly soldiers of the United 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But that was an act of devastation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was a case of the destruction of private prop- 
erty growing out of its occupation by Federal troops, and that was the 
question discussed, and if gentlemen will examine the debate in the 
House they will see. 
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Mr. ROWELL. But was there not a discussion growing out of some- 
thing else than the legal attitude of the Government to the parties? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question discussed was as to the legal liabili- 
ties of the Government. 

Mr. ROWELL. But there were other questions discussed as bear- 
ing upon the claim. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The debate is given here, and gentlemen can see 
for themselves the questions presented. 

Mr. ROWELL. Butwas not the question there that this was claimed 
to be a propagating college for Confederate ideas ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not think so. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think the question presented was that this was a 
rebel institution and was used for propagating such ideas. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That could not possibly be, because this in- 
stitution was established during the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the question presented here refers to the posi- 
tion occupied by that institution during the late war. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Was not the claim to which reference is made 
there one for rent and damage—use and occupation of the property ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill says what it was: 


To reimburse said college for the destruction of its building and other prop- 
erty destroyed. =. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. That was for the occupation of the building. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For damage growing out of occupation during a 
large portion of the war. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If it will not interrupt the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, I would be glad to ask him a question for information. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Have you any authority or decision of any court 
holding that the Government is not in all cases liable where it appro- 
priates to its own uses the personal property of the citizen, whether 
such seizure be in time of war or in time of peace? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that when I come to it. Iam re- 
ferring now to the college of William and Mary, and do not desire to 
be diverted from the line of argument I wish to pursue. That ques- 
tion was discussed in its broadest aspect to determine the liability of 
the Government for property taken, damaged, or destroyed during the 
war, in the midst of hostilities, and the liabilities of the Government 
were decided in the negative by the vote upon the bill, and many lead- 
ing members of Congress participated in the discussion. If gentlemen 
will look at the yeas and nays upon that vote as recorded here, they 
will see amongst the names of the Representatives voting against it the 
great majority both upon that side of the House and upon this, or a 
large minority on this side of the House, at least, I may say. 


That is not exactly the case presented here and covered by this bill, ! 


but the principle involved is the same. So also with the case of Best, 
vetoed by President Grant. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAIDLAW] seems to think that a President of the United States knows 
nothing about law or anything else, and that lawyers and judges do 
not go to Presidents to find out anything about the law or facts in any 
given case. I think in writing this veto message President Grant was 
in all probability, in fact we may consider it as absolutely certain, ad- 
vised by his Attorney-General, and that this veto message was the act 
of his Administration, representing the policy which Grant’s Adminis- 
tration pursued or intended to pursue with regard to such cases. 

Now, the general principle as laid down by President Grant is a cor- 
rect one, and to that I want to call the attention of gentlemen on both 
sides of this House. It was admitted at that time not to be a settled 
question, and I undertake to say that the policy laid down by the 
President then has been the policy that has governed in regard to such 
cases from that time until the beginning of this Congress, The Presi- 
dent says: 

It is a general principle of both international and municipal law that all 
property is held subject not only to be taken by the Government for public 
uses, in which case, under the Constitution of the United States, the owner is 
entitled to just compensation, but also subject to be temporarily occupied or 
even actually destroyed in times of great public danger and when the public 


moig demands it, and in this latter case governments do not admit a legal ob- 
ligation on their part to compensate the owner. 


Mr. COBB. How did this destruction occur ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ina fight. 

Mr. SPRINGER. By order of a military officer, it being the de- 
struction of certain houses within the range of the guns of the United 
States troops at Paducah, and they were destroyed to give a complete 
range to the Federal artillery. It was the destruction, in the face of 
the enemy, of property to carry on the operations of war. 

A ae hoarse A occupati mad junpe ay and cog ea of, property Seri 
ual and necessary m o 
within the last-mentioned banania: E A ee EEE tee 

The principle being that the Government is not liable to pay. And 
he further says: 

If a Government makes compensation under such circumstances, itis a mat- 
ter of bounty rather than of a strict legal right. 

Now I do not need or wish to discuss the question as to what opin- 
ion gentlemen may now entertain, but I place President Grant and his 


Attorney-General and Cabinet against their opinions, and undertake to 
say that the opinion which I have quoted of President Grant was rec- 
ognized as the law at that time, and has been regarded as good law by 
the Government from that time to this. 

But there is another feature to which I wish to call attention. Presi- 
dent Grant stated in this veto message as follows: 

If it be deemed proper to make compensation for such losses, I suggest for the 
consideration of Congress whether it would not be better, by general legisla- 
tion, to provide some mean for the ascertainment of the damage in all similar 
cases, and thus save to claimants the expense, inconvenience, and delay of at- 
tendance upon Congress, and, at the same time, save the Government from the 
danger of having imposed upon it fictitious or exaggerated claims supported 
wholly by ex parle proof. 

If you are to pay for such cases as this, why not establish a general 
principle and have some way by which all persons under like circum- 
stances can present their claims against the United States and have 
justice done to them? 

This special legislation, this selecting out favored individuals who 
may have friends in Congress to further their claims, this occupying the 
time of three hundred and twenty-five Representatives in the adjudi- 
cation of private claims, is not worthy of the Congress of the United 
States, and ought not to occupy the time of the Representatives of the 
people. If the Government is liable, it is liable to all. Let us pro- 
vide for atl. Let us make a general law that will bring within its pro- 
visions all the persons who are similarly situated; and in that general 
law lay down the principles upon which the liability of the Govern- 
ment shall be ascertained. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman aHow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Do I understand the facts stated in the report 
of the committee in this case are admitted to be true? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I read from the Senate report, beginning with 
the statement of the facts: 


It seems to be clearly established that when Knoxville was threatened this 
property ofa loyal citizen, in full sympathy, was taken, not by capture, but by 
agreement between the parties and a receipt given. 


Are those facts admitted ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was what was found and reported in the 
case. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Do you mean to say the cases you refer to are 
parallel to this? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I mean to say that this property was taken in the 
very midst of war; that this property was used for the purpose of mak- 
ing breastworks to prevent the enemy from approaching the city of 
Knoxville. If there ever was property taken in the midst of war for 
military purposes, this property was taken under those circumstances. 

Mr. MACDONALD. If the Government had bought munitions of 
war in the city of New York and given a receipt for the same, would 
there be any difference? à 

Mr. SPRINGER. The principle running through every adjudicated 
case shows the difference. 

Mr. MACDONALD. That is not an answer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill state to the gentleman there is a difference. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Wherein? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is this: The Government of the United States 
is not liable for property taken in the midst of war. 

Mr. MACDONALD. They were not fighting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Here is what General Grant said was the law and 
it is the law—— 

Mr, MACDONALD. I admit it; but what he said is not applicable 
to this case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is applicable to this case. 

The temporary occupation of, injury to,and destruction of property caused 
by the actually necessary military operations of the war is such as not to create 
a legal obligation on the part of the Government. 

That is the law laid down by President Grant, and that is the case 
here. It was property taken while the war was in progress; while the 
enemy was approaching, while the armies were marshaled against 
each other. There can be no stronger case of actual hostilities than 
this. Itis just as strong as the case at Paducah, where houses were 
leveled for the purpose of allowing a range of the guns of the forces. 
It is just as strong a case as the case of the William and Mary Coll 
where property was occupied for months by the Government and in- 
jured in the occupation. 

A MEMBER. That bill was passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; it was voted down by a very large major- 
ity. 

This is as strong a case as has been before Congress. I undertake to 
say that of all the cases of this kind where there has been full investi- 
gation and discussion, none has been passed since the Best veto from 
President Grant. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Do you know what the report of the 
committee was on that veto? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not sure as to what it was. The committee 
may have differed from President Grant on the subject. But the bill 
was not passed over the veto, was it? 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. No. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then Congress acquiesced in the veto by refusing 
to pass the bill over the veto of the President. 

Mr. ROWELL. That veto was given without full knowledge of the 
facts as they were afterwards developed in the case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. General Grant stated enough facts to satisfy me 
as to what the law was, and to satisfy Congress at that time. So far 
as I know Mr. Best has never been paid the amount of his claim. 

Mr. HOUK. This Government does not pay anybody. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I am justified in my statement that no 
money has been paid in a similar case after full and careful considera- 
tion. Some bill may have slipped through without being noticed. 

One fact further. If this case had come within the provisions of the 
captured and abandoned property act, as some gentlemen claim, then 
the claimant had a forum, a place erected by the Government of the 
United States, where he could have gone and set up his claim. In 
that case, if he had proved his case, and that he was a loyal citizen, he 
could have recovered in the Courtof Claims the value of the property. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the Government just as liable for the prop- 
erty taken from a loyal citizen and used as it would be if the property 
was sold and the money covered into the Treasury? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The liability of the Government was fixed and 
limited by the act known as the captured and abandoned property act. 
‘Whenever a case comes within the provisions of that act all the courts 
of the United States have adjudicated that the Government is liable. 
If the case does not come within the provisions of thatact the Govern- 
ment is not liable. 

Mr. BUTLER. General Grant recommended a commission. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; he recommended that Congress should 

a general law. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Bowman act does that, Is not this in compli- 
ance with the Bowman act? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Bowmanactsimply provided for a settlement 
of the claims transmitted to the Court of Claims for the ascertainment 
of the facts, and it especially provided that there was to be no assumed 
liability on the part of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HOUK. What part of the act provided that? Tell me the 
page or the section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you will give me the act I will show it to you. 

Mr. HOUK. Iam not waiting on you now. Butif you make an 
assertion you ought to be able to support it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER] has the Bowman act in his hand, and I will ask him to read the 
provision presently. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is well understood that the Government ad- 
mitted no liability by the reference of these cases to the Court of Claims 
for the ascertainment of the facts. The court had no authority to en- 
ter judgment, and it does not express any opinion as to whether this 
claim should be paid or not. It simply reports the facts to Con- 


gress, 

Mr. WARNER. I have not the Bowman act in my hand, but I 
have the report upon the veto message of General Grant. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Who submitted that report? 

Mr. WARNER. No less a person than Senator Howe, probably one 
of the best lawyers in the United States Senate. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. He took issue with the President, did he not? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One more point, Mr. Chairman, and: then I am 
through. If this property came within the provisions of the captured 
and abandoned property act, a forum was provided where the claimant 
could have obtained judgment against the Government for the value 
of the property; but it did not come within the provisions of that act. 
The facts reported by the Courtof Claims do not show that the proceeds 
of this property were ever covered into the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. LYNCH. Was the property either captured or abandoned ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not, within the provisions of that act. It 
was simply taken in the midst of war. This report does not disclose 
where the property went, or what was done with it, or whether the pro- 
ceeds of it went into the Treasury of the United States, does it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes; itshows what was done with the property. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not show that the proceeds were ever cov- 
ered into the Treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Then unless it can be shown that it was paid into 
the Treasury there is no pretense, even, of a right of recovery against 
the United States. If the property was simply stolen or gotten out of 
the way by some mysterious jugglery and the Government did not 
come into the possession of it and the proceeds were not covered into 
the Treasury, and if the fact does not appear that the proceeds were 
covered into the Treasury, then I say there is no pretense, even, of a 
right of recovery against the United States. This is a bill for nearly 
$100,000. That is a large sum of money, and if the Treasury had re- 
eeived it the books of the Treasury would show that fact, and the claim- 
ant could point to the books and show that the money was in the Treas- 
ury. Ifhe could do that he would have some claim, but if he can not 
do that he has none, 


This is not a question of further adjudication; it is the appropriation 
of an amount of money for this claim to be paid out of the eas on 
the assumption that the Government got the proceeds of that property, 
although there is no proof whatever that the Government ever got a 
cent of it. 

Mr. LYNCH. Part ofthe property was destroyed by fire. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we would not be liable. Under the capt- 
ured and abandoned property act we are liable for nothing except the 
proceeds that have come into the Treasury of the United States. If 
gentlemen will show that any of the proceeds of this pro went 
into the , then they will have some claim upon the Govern- 
ment, but without it they have none. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment which 
I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ‘ninety-six thousand one hundred and 
ninety-two dollars” and inserting “sixty-six thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-three dollars and fifty cents.” 

Mr. LANHAM. I believe we have under consideration by agree- 
ment the Senate bill, which proposes to appropriate in payment of this 
claim the sum of $96,192. It seems to be conceded by gentlemen who 
have expressed their legal views on this subject that the Government 
is liable for so much of this property as was converted toits use after 
the necessity for its use for military purposes had ceased. By adopting 
the amendment which I have offered, this bill will conform to a bill 
which was reported in the Forty-ninth Congress by a majority of the 
Committee on War Claims. I find in their report this statement: 

Now, allowing to the claimants their portion of the amount saved, to wit, one 
hundred and seventy-eight bales at the price fixed by the court, makes the sum 
which your committee think should be allowed the claimants. 

It seems that upon investigation the Committee on War Claims in 
the Forty-ninth Congress believed that the Government was liable for 
one hundred and seventy-eight bales of cotton, which, at the rate found 


by the Court of Claims, would make the sum of $66,883.50, the sum 


named in the amendment I have just sent to the desk. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire again to seek unanimous consent that 
debate be closed on this bill. 1f an agreement can not be reached by 
unanimous consent, I shall move that the committee rise in order that 
debate may be limited in the House, 
~ Mr. WARNER. I would like a few minutes to reply to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in regard to the case of Dr. Best, 
from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman please indicate how much time 
he desires. 

Mr. WARNER. Say ten minutes, at the outside. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
this bill and the pending amendment be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Let there be ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam willing to accept that proposition, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Before that question is decided I wish 
to make astatement. I do not desire any time for myself; I have no 
wish to discuss the question further. In my opinion the proper course 
with reference to this bill (because the principles which underlie it are 
asim tas any that will come before this House) would be to refer 
it to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to report it at 
an early day. In that way we should be able to settle definitely the 
law on this question which will reach a thousand other cases coming 
before this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Itis not necessary to make that proposition now. 
That can comein as a separate motion at a suitable time. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I understand that the gentleman’s am_.dment 
rests on a calculation which takes for its basis 218 bales of cotton in- 
stead of 178. 

Mr. LANHAM. No, sir; 178 bales, which, estimating 501 pounds 
tothe bale, would make $66,883.50. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That was the amount named in the majority 
report in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I merely wish to say that I am in favor of pay- 
ing one or two items embraced in this claim, but I desire that the bill 
go over until we can ascertain exactly what should properly be paid. 
I do not object to the proposition to limit further debate to ten min- 
utes on a side, but I shall not consent that this bill be passed to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that debate 
on this bill and the pending amendment be closed in twenty minutes, 
ten minutes to be allowed on each side? The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER] to control the time. 

Mr. WARNER. Possibly we are both on the same side, although 
an imaginary line divides us. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is not material to me how the time is occupied; 
but I want the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] to have five 
minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that some general law should be 
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passed to meetall these cases, When I came into the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress I was innocent enough to believe it possible to accomplish that 
parya I spent many a day and many a week in the framing of a 

ill looking to that end, and in the preparation of a very elaborate re- 
port showing the injuries done to claimants from lack of such a meas- 
ure. I was able once to get that bill before the House for considera- 
tion, but it was talked to death so effectually that it was never resur- 


rected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not think that bill ever contemplated the con- 
sideration of war claims. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, sir; as finally amended it included the consid- 
eration of war 

Sir, I wish to say, in reference to the veto by General Grant of the 
Dr. Best claim, of Paducah, Ky., that while my admiration for General 
Grant and my respect for his judgment are equal to those of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois or any other man on this floor, I hold in my hand 
the able report of Senator Howe opposed to the veto, but in the lim- 
ited time allowed me will not undertake to read the report made by 
Senator Howe on behalf of the Committee on Claims of the Forty-sec- 
ond Congress on the veto of General Grant. This report was made by 
Judge Howe, then a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, giving the 
law which governs in such cases. I challenge any gentleman on the 
floor to refute it. Hecites all the leading writers on the law of nations 
and he cites also the Supreme Court of the United States as carrying 
out the principles he lays down. 

Judge Howe says the committee has not found any such general 
principles affirmed as have been contended for either in international 
or municipal law. Let me read from the report: 


A general principle of both international and municipal law, that all property 
is‘held subject not only to be taken by the Government for public uses, in which 
case, under the Constitution of the United States, the owner is entitled to just 
compensation, but also subject to be temporarily occupied or even actually de- 
stroyed, in times of great personal danger and when the public safety demands 
it; and in this latter case governments do not admit a legal obligation on their 
part to compensate the owner. 

* s 


s * * e < 

Among the text-writers, Vattel discusses the very question, “Is the state 
bound to indemnify individuals for the damage they have sustained in war?” 
“Such damages,” he says, “are of two kinds; those done by the state itself, or 
the sovereign, and those done by the enemy. Of the first kind some are done 
deliberately and by way of precaution, as when a field, a house, a garden be- 
longing to a private person is taken for the purpose of erecting on the spot a 
town rampart or any other piece of fortification, or when his standing corn or 
his store-houses are destroyed to ere their beingof usetotheenemy. Such 
caneurs are to be made good to the individual, who should bear only his quota 
of the loss." 

The same author speaks of damages caused by inevitable necessity, and he 
instances ‘the destruction caused by the artillery in retaking a town from an 
enemy. These are merely accidents. They are misfortunes which chance dcals 
out to the proprietors on whom they happen to fall,” 

* * * * 


* * * 


The state has an eminent right of property over the goods of the subjects,so 
that the state, or those that represent it, may make use of them, and even de- 
stroy and alienate them, not only in extreme necessity, but for the public ben- 
efit, to which we must add that the state is obliged to repair the damages suffered 
by any subject on that account out of the publie stock. 


This report cites a case of damage during the Revolutionary war which 
was paid for. In 1784 a resolution was adopted, from which the fol- 
lowing is an extract: 


That it be referred to the several States, at their own expense, to grant such 
relief to their citizens who may have been injured as aforesaid as they may 
think requisite; and if itshall hereafter appear reasonable that the United States 
should make any allowance to any i State which may be burdened 
much beyond others, that the allowance ought to be determined by Congress. 

In accordance with that resolution, when, in 1818, Mary Brower and others 
petitioned for compensation to be made to them for pro; burned and de- 
stroyed on Long Island by the American army on the advance of the British 
forces in August, 1776, the Committee on-Revolutionary Claims of the House 
denied the prayer, not upon the ground that compensation should not be made, 
but upon the express ground that the sufferers ought to have appealed to the 
State of New York for such compensation. And notwithsta the resolu- 
tion of 1784 Congress did pass an act for the relief of an academy in Wilming- 
ton, of which the following is a copy z 

“That, as an indemnification to the corporation of trustees of the public gram- 
mar school and academy of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware, for the use 
and occu n of the said school, and the done to the same by the 
troops of the United States during the late war, there be ted to the said 
corporation of trustees a reasonable compensation, payable out of any unap- 
propriated money in the Treasury of the United States, which compensation 
shall De metortuined iy the acsctnting ONIES of Uke fees . 


Here is another case, on the Potomac: r 


An appropriation was made to William H. Washington to compensate him 
for a house situate near the west end of the Potomae bridge, and which 
was “destroyed by order of an officer of the United States.” The facts of the 
case, briefly stated, were that a corporal was placed in charge of the house, con- 
taining a quantity of public stores, with directions from his superior officer to 
blow up the house in case of an attack by theenemy. Hearing guns fired on 
the opposite side of the river, he apprehended an attack, and SOET blew 
mp the stores, The committee reported that, being of opinion “the officer to 
whose care the public stores were committed thought it prudent and proper to 
destroy the house and stores to prevent the latter from coming into the pos- 
session of the baron d, the petitioner should be paid the value of his honse.” He 
was paid accordingly. 


I will append, if there be no objection, the entire report to these re- 
marks, and I ask for its careful consideration. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. The full report of Judge Howe is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the message of the President 
of the United States, of June 1, 1872, returning to the Senate without his ap- 


proval “An act for the relief of J. Milton Best,” having considered the same, 
ask leave to submit the following report: 

The objections of the President are not based upon the ground that the act is 
uncosstitutional or that it was inconsiderately . Neither of those objec- 
tions could be well urged against it. The constitutional authority of Congress 
to provide for the payment of a private claim can not well be denied by any one. 
That the act in question was upon due and upon careful deliberation will 
not be denied by any one familiar with its history. 

The bill was first reported to the Senate from the Committee on Çlaims on 
the 15th of March, 1870. It was debated on the 26th of April, the 12th and Mth 
days of December, 1870, and on the the 4th and 5th days of January, 1871. On 
the last-mentioned day it passed the Senate, upon a call of the yeas and nays, 
by a vote of 25 to 15. It failed hol grey the House of Representatives during that 
Congress, It was again reported to the Senate during the pa Congress, 
and on the 8th of April, 1872, it was again briefly debated, and passed by a vote 
of27to12. In the House of Representatives it was considered on the 8th of May 
following, when, after a brief debate, it passed the House without a division. 

Some statesmen and some jurists have maintained that the proper use of the 
veto power was limited to the cases of unconstitutional and rash legislation. 
But the text of the Constitution as well as the usage of the Governmentsanctions 
a broader use of the power. - 

There can benodoubt thatthe President may inter; his veto to the passage 
of any bill, however constitutional it may be, and howeyer maturely it may 
have nsidered by the legislature; and there can be no doubt that when 
he does interpose his veto it can only be overcome by the concurrence of two- 
thirds of each House of Congress. Thus,in our governmental system, the nega- 
tive of the President countervails the vote of one-sixth of each House of Con- 

With the assent of the President a majority of each House can enact a 
A -Against his dissent two-thirds are required to enact a law. 

Since, therefore, the Executive veto peralyees so large a portion of the a- 
ture, it would seem that it ought not to be interposed but upon substan and 
well-considered grounds. And it would seem quite evident that if the Execu- 
tive assumes the task, with the help of seven POENAE reconsidering the 
Se, of all the laws which Congress matures, with the aid ofall of its com- 
mittees and all its members, while he may sometimes correct mistakes, he may 
also sometimes make mistakes. 3 

The principal objection urged against the act is that it provides for a claim 
arising on accountof theravagesof war. The messagestates the circumstances 
under which the claim arose, as follows : 

“The bill appropriates the sum of $25,000 to compensate Dr. J. Milton Best 
for the destruction of his dwelling-house and its contents, by order of the com- 
manding officer of the United States military forces at ucah, Ky., on the 
26th day of March, 1864. 

“It appears that this honse was one of a considerable number destroyed for 
the purpose of giving open range to the guns of a United States fort. On the 
day preceding the destruction, the houses had been used as a cover for rebel 
troops attacking the fort; and, apprehending a renewal of the attack, the com- 
manding officer caused the destruction of the houses.” 

This destruction the President calls the “ravages of war.” That in some 
sense it was the ravages of warcan not well bedenied. Thatin the samesense, 
the forage and subsistence consumed, the powder burned, the balls fired the 


shells exploded, the guns burst, were the ravages of war, can not be denied. 
oe Aap! xorg never yet denied its obligation to make compensation 
‘or all such ra 


vages. 

In the opinion of the committee the house taken from the claimant was taken 
for the use of the Government. It was torn down and not occupied because 
the destruction of the house was deemed more advantageous to the Govern- 
ment than the occupation of it would be. At the same time its destruction was 
more injurious to the claimant than its occupation could have been. And since 
the Government made that disposition of the house which was most beneficial 
to the Government and most detrimental to the owner, it is difficult to see why 
the claimant should not be compensated for its destruction as much as for its 
occupation. The message asserts, as “a oneal principle of both international 
and municipal law, that all property is held subject not only to be taken by the 
Government for public uses, in which case, under the Constitution of the United 
States, the owner is entitled to just compensation, but also subject to be tem- 
porarily occupied, or even actually destroyed, in times of great personal dan- 
ger and when the public safety demandsit; andin this latter case governments 
do not admit a legal obligation on their part to compensate the owner,” 

The committee has not found any such general principle affirmed either in 
international or municipal law, but has found the very reverse of that to be 
affirmed by all law, international and municipal. 

Among the-text writers, Vattel discusses the very question, “ Is the state 
bound to indemnify individuals for the damage they have sustained in war?” 
“Such ” he says, “ are of two kinds: those done by the state itself, 
or the sovereign, and those done by the enemy. Ofthe first kind some are done 
deliberately and by way of precaution, as when a field, a house, a garden, be- 
longing to a private person, is taken for the purpose of erecting on the spot a 
town rampart or any other piece of fortification, or when his standing corn or 
his store-houses are destroyed to erora their beingof use tothe enemy. Such 
pry are to be made good to individual, who should bear only his quota 
of the loss, 

The same author speaks of damages caused by inevitable necessity, and he 
instances “the destruction caused by the artillery in retaking a town from an 
enemy. These are merely accidents, They are misfortunes which chance deals 
out to the proprietors on whom they happen to fall.” 

The distinction between the two kinds of damages is clear; one is the result 
of accident, the other is the result of design. The sovereign, clothed with the 
right to make war, the right to march troopsand fire which 
are the accidental result of such lawful acts do not constitutea ground of claim. 
But whatever property the Government takes from its own obedient subjects 
for the more efficient prosecution of the war should be compensated for, no 
matter whether it be forage fed to the ca’ horses, powder burned, timber 
used on fortifications, houses removed to make way for such fortifications, or 
houses destroyed to make them more secure. 

Grotius asserts the same doctrine. He says: 

“The king may in two ways deprive his subjects of their right—either by way 
of punishment or by virtue of his e: ent power; but if he do so in the last 
way, it must be for some public advantage,and then the eulios ought to re- 
ceive, it possible, a just satisfaction for the loss he suffers out of the common 


he says: 

“The state et an eminent right of property over the goods of the subjects, 
so that the state or those that represent it may make use of them, and even de- 
stroy and alienate them, not only in extreme necessity, but for the public bene- 
fit, to which we must add that the state is obliged to repair the damages suffered 
by any subject on that account out of the publie stock.” 

Mr. William Whiting has discussed the subject of war-claims with direct ref- 
erence to the liabilities of the United States growing out of the late war. He 
= wer penang pna = araa as raie ne ¢ loyal S te 

“Ifthe private property of loyal citizens, nts of lo; tates, is ap- 
propriated by our military forces for the purpose of supplying our armies and 
to aid in prosecuting hostilities against a public enemy, the Government is 
bound to give a reasonable compensation therefor to the owner.” 
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in he says: s. r 
a: n individuals are called upon to give up what is their own for the ad- 
van of the community, justice requires that they should be fairly compen- 
sated for it. Otherwise public burdens would be shared unequally.” 


Again he says: 

Sart use does not require that the topey taken shall be actually used. 
It may be disused, removed, or E y and destruction of private aha cal 
may be the best public use it can be put to. Suppose a bridge owned rs pri- 
vate corporation to be so | as to endanger our forts upon the banks of a 
river. To demolish that bridge for military purposes would be to appropriate 
it to public use,” 

Dr. Best's house was so located as to endanger Fort Anderson. For that rea- 
son it was demolished by militaryauthority That demolition Mr. Whiting de- 
clares to have been a public use. Ifso, the Constitution imperatively requires 
that the public shall make compensation for it. Judicial authority is not less 
explicit that of the text-writers, 

n Grant vs. the United States (1 N. & H. Reports) the court says: 

“It may safely be assumed as the settled and fundamental law of Christian 
and civilized states that governments are bound to make just indemnity to the 
citizen or subject whenever private property is taken for the public good, con- 
venience, or safety,” 

In that case the United States was held to pay for the property destroyed in 
Arizona, merely to prevent it from falling into the hands of the enemy. 

In the case of Mitchell vs. Harmony, reported in 13 Howard, page 115, Chief- 
Justice Taney, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

“There are, without doubt, occasions in which private propany may occasion- 
ally betaken possession of or destroyed to erent it from falling into the hands 
of the public enemy; and also where a military officer charged with a paron 
lar duty may impress private property into the public service or take it for pub- 
lic use. Unquestionably, in such cases, the Government is bound to make full 
compensation to the owner,” 

If, as the above authorities declare, the state must pay for the property ofa 
citizen destroyed to prevent it from falling into the hands of an enemy, à fortiori 
should the State pay for property destroyed to prevent a garrison from falling 
into the hands of an enemy. 

Justice Randolph, in the case of The American Print Works vs. Lawrence, 1 
Zabriskie, 248, says that in— 

“Cases where the state, by virtue of its right of eminent domain, reserves the 
property of a citizen and appropriates it to the use of the public; or in prose- 
cuting some great tate work, such as a canal or railroad, even in its sover- 
cign capacity, or ugh the power delegated to an EEEE oompany, 
finds it necessary not merely to take the soil and property of the citizen, butto 
destroy his mill-seat, divert his water-course, or commit other irreparable dam- 
age to private rights in order to effect the great object in view, in such case not 
only must private rights yield to the interest and wishes of the state, but it is 
a positive evil suffered by an individual for the supposed gain of the whole 
community, at the will of that community, and upon every principle of justice 
the public should make compensation,” 

The uniform action of Congress has been in strict accord with the principles 
adjudicated by the Courts and declared by the commentators. Congress has 

the pnan le in a great variety of cases, and so far as can be discov- 
ered never denied it. The war of the Revolution wasfought before we had 
any constitutional prohibition against taking private Drake noe for public use 
without compensation, The troops for that war were furnished by the several 
States. Congress did not assume the bei Zara of making compensation for 
property taken by the military authority; but it clearly recognized the princi- 
ple that compensation should be made, Accordingly, in 1784, a resolution was 
adopted from which the following is an extract: 

S Phat it be referred to the several States. at their own expense, to grant such 
relief to their citizens, who may have been injured as aforesaid, as they may 
think requisite, andif it shall hereafter appear reasonable that the United States 
should make soy allowance to any particular State, which may be burdened 
much beyond others, that the allowance ought to be determined by Congress,” 

Jn accordance with that resolution, when, in 1818, Mary Brower and others 
petitioned for compensation to be made to them for property burned and de- 
stroyed on Long Island by the American Army on the advance of the British 
forces in August, 1776, the Committee on Revolutionary Claims of the House de- 
nied the prayer, not upon the ASS that compensation should not be made, 
but upon the express ground that the sufferers ought to have appealed to the 
State of New York for such compensation. And notwithstanding the resolu- 
tion of 1784 Congress did pass an act for the relief of an academy in Wilming- 
ton, of which the following is a copy: 

“That, as an indemnification to the corporation of trustees of the public gram- 
mar school and academy of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware, for the use 
and occupation of the said school, and the damages done to the same by the 
troopsof the United States during the late war, there be granted to the said cor- 
poration of trustees a reasonable compensation, payable out of any unappro- 

riated money in the Treasury of the United States, which compensation shall 
a ascertained by the accounting officers of the Treasury,” 

The relief granted by that resolution was recommended by Alexander Ham- 
ilton, then Secretary ofthe Treasury. 

Su nent to the war with Great Britain of 1812, a large number of claims for 
similar injuries were compensated by Congress. Reference is made to a few, 

An appropriation was made to William H. Washington to compensate him 
for a house situate near the west end of the Potomac bridge, and which was 
“ destroyed by order of an officer of the United States.” ‘The facts of the case, 
briefly stated, were that a corporal was placed in charge of the house, contain- 
ing a quantity of public stores, with directions from his superior officer to blow 
up the house in case of an attack by the enemy. Hearing guns fired on the 
opposite side of the river, he apprehended an attack, and accordingiy blew up 
the stores. The committee reported that, being of opinion “the officer to whose 
care the public stores were committed thought it prudent and proper to de- 
stroy the house and stores, to prevent the latter from coming into the posses- 
sion of the enemy, the petitioner should be paid the value of his house.” He 
was paid accordingly. r 

Jacob Shinnick was the owner of a rope-walk in Baltimore. Itwas destroyed 
by General Smith, commanding at that post, He states the circumstances at- 
tending its destruction as follows: 

“That cue ySigber and two others were so close to the works that, had they re- 
mained, and an attack been made by the enemy, they would have afforded such 
a cover as would have enabled him to have approached close to the works un- 
discovered. Itbecame necessary to destroy them. Nor did I give the discre- 
tionary power to General Forman until the attack of the enemy nc een cer- 
tain. Their destruction was postponed as long as ——- permitted, nor were 
= destroyed until it became absolutely and indispensably necessary,” 

The committee reported “that the destruction of the rope-walks was deemed 
by the commanding officer prudent and necessary in the defense of the city of 
Baltimore, then threatened to be invaded by a merciless and vindictive enemy. 
They are therefore of opinion that the public good, in his opinion, requiring 
their destruction, the owners of the property should be compensated to the 
amount of its value,” 

ae ere applied in the case of Mr. Shinnick is precisely the principle em- 
ployed in the case of Mr. Best. An attack was believed to be imminent in Bal- 
timore, as an attack was believed to be imminent in Paducah. Ifan attack had 


been made in Baltimore the rope-walk would have supplied a cover to the 
sceny, If an attack had been made in Paducah, Best's house would have fur- 
nished a cover to the enemy. In order to deprive the enemy of that shelter, 
both the rope-walk and the house were destroyed. It is impossible to say that 
a house is not as much within the protection of the Constitution as a rope-walk. 
It is impossible to say that Paducah is not as much within the protection of the 
Constitution as Baltimore. It is im ‘ible to say that Dr, Best is not as much 
within the protection of the Constitution as Mr. Shinnick. Congress has re- 
penton recognized the same principle in acting upon claims growing out of 

e war, 

In 1867 an act was to pay J. O. Armes for a house destroyed in Fairfax 
County, Virginia. That house was destroyed, as the committee reported, by 
military orders, and to prevent its being used by the enemy asa cover for at- 
ak , and also as a point for observation. That act was approved by President 

ohnson, 

In 1871 Congress passed an act making compensation to the Kentucky Uni- 
versity for buildings destroyed. The buildings were taken by military author- 
ity. They were destroyed accident; but if the Government is required to 
make compensation for buildings taken and then destroyed by accident, it is 
difficult to see why it should not pay for buildings taken and then destroyed by 
design, That act was approved by President Grant. 

In 1870 Congress passed an act to pay Otis N. Cutler $60,000 for cotton taken 
by military authority to pack the machinery of the steamer Tigris, to enable 
her the more securely to run the rebel batteries at Aasa p The boat and 
the cotton were sunk on the trip. That cotton was taken by military authority, 
It was destroyed by the rebels. But if the Government must pay for property 
taken by its Army and then destroyed by the enemy, it would seem it ought to 
pay for property taken by its Army and then destroyed by itself. That act was 
approved by President Grant. The papers in the case show that he examined 
its merits while acting as Secretary of War, and that although he refused to pay 
the claim for want of authority, he prononnced it ‘‘ meritorious,” and referred 
the claim to Congress. 

One other legislative precedent is worthy of notice. The case of Mitchell vs. 
Harmony has already been referred to. In that case the Pope of the plain- 
tiff was taken by military authority. As a consequence of the taking, the goods 
fell into the hands ofthe enemy. The courts held that the taking was unnec- 
essary, and therefore required the officer in command to make compensation 
for the loss of the goons. But Congress beld that inasmuch as the officer acted 
in good faith, and for what he believed to be the interests of the Govern- 
ment, the Government ought to protect him against the ee toment of his 
mistake, Congress, therefore, assumed the defense of the officer before the Su- 
preme ponte ma: when judgment was finally rendered against him assumed 

© payment o! 

To the foregoing precedents a great many might be added, Nota single case 
has been found in which Con has denied the liability assumed inthe prece- 
dents cited, Nota single authority has been found controverting the principle 
asserted by Grotius, by Vattel, by Whiting, by the Court of Claims, and by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

If the doctrine of the message be examined in the light of examples drawn 
from other countries, the contrast is still more violent, During the war of the 
Revolution most of the colonists who adhered to the Crown,and were there- 
fore known as loyalists, were made to suffer heavily because of their loyalty. 
The insargent authorities drove them from their homes and confiscated i their 
estates. The war terminated in the triumph of the insurgents, At once the 
despoiled loyalists appealed to Parliament for indemnification for their losses, 
A commission was Repos to inquire into the extent of such losses, The 
“claimants were required to state in proper form every species of loss which 
they baa suffered, and for which they thought they had a right to receive com- 
pensation. 

None of the injuries complained of were inflicted by the Government of Great 
Britain. They were inflicted by the action of its enemies. In principle their 
claims were precisely the same as the claims of our loyal citizens would be if 
they were to demand compensation of this Government for injuries sustained, 
not through its action, but through the action of its late enemies, Neverthe- 
legs, for such claims Parliament undertook to make compensation, and after a 
long and careful examination of the claims, appropriated a sum for their settle- 
ment amounting, in the aggregate,to more than $16,000,000, 

In September, 1871, immediately upon the close of the Franco-German war, 
France, although defeated and subjected to the payment of a fine of 3,000,000,000 
francs to her conquerors, did not ask to avoid the obligation of making com- 
pensation to her despoiled subjects, Accordingly the national assembly pro- 
vided not only for the payment of all private damages inflicted by the French 
authorities, but also for the repayment of all exactions made upon French sub- 
jects in the name of taxes by the German authorities. The same decree appro- 
priated 100,000,000 franes. to be placed at once in the hands of the ministers of 
the interior and of finance, to apportioned between the most necessitous 
victims of the war, and appropriated a further sum of 6,000,000 francs to be 
distributed by the same ministers “among those who suffered the mostin the 
operations attending the attack made by the French army to gain entrance into 
Paris.” A translation of the whole decree is appended to this report. 

The President urges, in support ofextreme caution, ‘thatthe payment of this 
claim would invite the presentation of demands for very large sums of money, 
and such is the supposed magnitude of the claims that may be made against the 
Government for necessary and unavoidable destruction of property by the 
Army that [ deem it proper to return this bill for consideration,” 

To this it may be replied that the act passed for the relief of Dr. Best does not 

rovide for the payment of properly unavoidably destroyed, On the contrary, 

t clearly discriminates against and disclaims liability for such payment. ‘The 
injury done to Best's house by firing upon it while in possession of the pasay 
was deemed to be unavoidable. Torsuch injury the Committee on Claims held 
the Government was not obliged to make compensation. What the committee 
‘deemed to be the amount of such damages it deducted from the claim, and only 
reported for payment that which was supposed to be equal to the value of the 
property which was deliberately destroyed by the military authorities to pro- 
mote the security of the garrison. 

It may be replied, secondly, that if the principle involved in the bill be just, 
and be,as has been seen, in accordance with the commands of all law and of all 

recedent, the Government can not be excused from making payment to Dr, 

t because of the weight of the burdens such payments would impose upon 
the Treasury. If it took the last dollar of the Republic to pay such claims, not 
one of her citizens would be reduced thereby to more abject want than Dr. 
Best was by the destruction of his house and its contents. The testimony in 
the case shows that when his house was destroyed he was stripped of every- 
thing in the shape of property except the site on which it stood, 

Hugo Grotius wrote his treatise upon the “ Rights of War” amidst the unpar- 
alleled barbarities which attended the thirty-years’ war. It is doubtful if war 
between civilized nations ever before or ever since has been so cruel as that. 
In the single ‘‘ Duchy of Wurtemberg, history asserts that eight towns, forty-five 
villages, and thirty-six thousand houses had been laid in ashes, and seventy 
thousand hearth-fires completely extinguished; seven churches and four hun- 
dred and forty-four houses been burned at Richsted. Many towns that had 
escaped destruction were almost depopulated; three hundred houses stood 
empty at Nordheim; more than two hundred had been pulled down at Gottin- 
gen, merely to serve as fuel, The wealthy city of Augsburg, which contained 
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eighty thousand inhabitants before the war, had only eighteen thousand left 
whenitclosed. * * * In 1635 there were not hands enough left at Schweidnitz 
to bury the dead, and the town of Ohlau had lost its last citizen. 
ests sprang up during the contest and covered entire districts which had been 
in full cultivation before the war, and wolves and other beasts of prey took pos- 
session of the deserted haunts of men,” 

Yot standing in the midst of such widespread, unsparing devastation, Grotius 
did not hesitate to affirm, in the language already quoted, the obligation of the 
state to repairall damages suffered by any subject by the destruction of his prop- 
erty for its use, and he added this most significant injunction: “Neither shall 
the state be absolved from this obligation though for the present not able to sat- 
isfy it. But whenever the state is in a capacity, this suspended obligation shall 
resumsa its force.” 

In the light of such stern teachings, he who regards law or loves justice will 
be reluctant to see a loyal citizen reduced by the deliberate act of his Govern- 
ment to absolute destitution and then turned eta from the full tills of the 
Treasury which carry from year to year unused millions, a single year’s inter- 
est on which would compensate for every injury coming within the principle 
of Dr. Best’s claim. There is no warrantfor believing that the principle recog- 
nized by the returned bill would involve the Treasury in large disbursements. 
It has already been seen that the bill establishes no new precedent. Congress 
has already paid several claims resting = harap d the same principle. It 
has voted to pay every such claim which has n presented. 

From the foundations of the Government it can not be discovered that Con- 
gress has ever refused to pay asimilarclaim. If,assome profess toapprehend, 
similar claims for millions await payment, the question cleus, Where are they? 
During the eleven years which have transpired since the late war commenced, 
the whole amount of claims of every kind, recommended for ent by the 
Senate Committee on Claims, excluding those reported from the claims com- 
mission, will fall considerably below a million. An examination made upon 
this point in January, 1871, disclosed the fact that but $555,051.55 had at that date 
been paid since the close of the war. Thatsum included $109,000 paid to one firm 
for property sold, the proceeds of which had been placed in the Treasury, and 
it included $60,000 appropriated to another individual for legal-tender notes 
which had been destroyed. So at that date it appeared, and was stated on the 
floor of the Senate, thatthe Treasury had not been made poorer by the action 
of the Committee on Claims to an amount exceeding $100,000. iy ‘ 

When we consider the magnitude and the duration of the war through which 
we have passed; when we consider the munificent appropriations made by 
France to her subjects, no one of whom could have suffered more from depriva- 
tion of property than Dr. Best has suffered; when we consider that Great 
Britain appropriated to the few loyalists who adhered to her cause during the 
Revolution more than $16,000,000, the meager appropriations hitherto made by 
Congress scem quite inconsiderable, and suggest an apprehension to the can- 
Se eae the Government may have done less than justice instead of more 
than justice. 

In conclusion, upon this point, the committee res fully submit that no 
claim ever was or eyer can be preferred against the Government resting upon 
more impregnable grounds. All just claims against the Government must be 
urged upon one or more of three grounds—either that the claimant bas benefited 
the Government, or that he has been damaged by the Government, or that he 
has n poum money by the Government, But a promise is of slight 
validity if it be unsupported by a consideration, either of benefit to the prom- 
isor or of loss to the promisee. Where such consideration does exist, a promise 
adds nothing to the obligation to pay. In the case of Dr. Best, his claim is sup- 
ported both by the consideration of loss to him and of benefit to the Govern- 
ment. He was injured by being Spina of all he possessed. The Govern- 
ment was benefited by the additional security affored to a weak and imperiled 
garrison. No promise could add validity to sucha claim. 

The message suggests a doubt as to the reasonableness of the appropriation 
made to Doctor Best. It furnishes no evidence upon that point. In estimating 
the value of the house destroyed, the committee were guided originally by the 
testimony of those who built the house. Since the reference of the veto mes- 
sage, the claimant has submitted to the committee plans of the building, veri- 
fied. by the affidavit of John V. Gould, city engineer of the city of Paducah. 
The plans disclose a building 52 feet in width by 40 feet in depth and three 
stories in height, besides the attic; that the first story was 8 feet high, the second 
story 15 feet, and the third 13 feet ; that it was built upon stone foundations laid in 
hydraulic cement, 4 feet deep and 2 feet thick; that it had twenty-six paneled 
doura, six of which were of large size; that it had twenty-six windows of the 
largest size, besides side-lights to the doorways; that it had twenty-six pairs of 
window-shutters, twelve fire-places with mantels and grates, eight hearths 
which were formed and laid of iron slabs, each slab being 4 feet wide by 7 feet 
long: that it had four flights of stairs; that its roof was covered with copper 
and sheet-iron, p 

It seems to have been a large and substantial brick house, elegantly finished. 
Six witnesses testify that the house, with its contents, was worth over $27,000. 
The character of the witnesses is attested by the collector of the port. Yet, if 
the building was worth but half the sum at which the witnesses estimate its 
value, the appropriation of $25,000 now will scarcely make the claimant whole. 

The committee, therefore, report back the bill, and recommend its passage, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


(Official journal of the French Republic, Versailles, September 11, 1871.] 


The National Assembly has adopted. The president of the French Republic pro- 
mulgates the law, the tenor of which is as follows: 


Considering that, during the late war, the portion of the territory invaded by 
the enemy bore exactions and suffered devastations without number; that the 
sense of patriotism which animates the heart of the French ple enjoins upon 
the government the duty of indemnifying those who have, in the common con- 
flict, undergone these exceptional privations. The national assembly, without 
intending to depart from rinciples laid down in the law of July 10, 1791, 
and the decree of August 10, 1553, decree : 

ARTICLE 1. An indemnification will be allowed to all those who have borne, 
during the invasion, the contributions of war, requisitions either in money or 
in kind, fines, and material damages. 

ART. 2. These contributions, requisitions, fines, and damages will be verified 
and estimated by the cantonal commissions who act for the time being under 
the direction of the minister of the interior. A departmental commission will 
revise the labor of the cantonal commissions and fix the definite sum total of 
the losses proven, This commission will be composed of the préfet, president, 
four counsellors-general designated by the council-general, and of four repre- 
sentatives of the ministers of the interior and finances. 

Arr. 3. When the extent of the losses shall have been thus verified, a law will 
fix the sum the state of the public treasury will permit to be appropriated for 
their indemnification, and determine the distribution of the same. 


#0 w For 


A sum of one hundred millions will be immediately placed at the disposition’ 


of the minister of the interior and of the minister of finances, and apportioned 
between the departments pro rata, according to the losses Seapectivats hA 
to be distributed by the prifet, assisted by a commission appointed by the coun- 
œl-general and taken from its number, between the most necessitous victims of 
the war and the communes the mostinvolved in debt. This first allowance will 
bes part of the sum total assigned to each department to be distributed among 
ail the claimants, 


XIX——332 


ART. 4. A sum of 6,000,000 francs is placed lly at the disposition of the min- 
isters of the finances and of the interior, to be, without further legislative cnact- 
ment, distributed among those who suffered the most in the operations attend- 
ing the attack made by the French army to gain re-entrance into Paris. 

ART. 5, Independently of the preceding provisions, the contributions in money, 
eoteres under the title of taxes by the German authorities, will be settled as 

‘follows: 

Sec. 1. The communes that have paid any sums under the title of taxes will 
be reimbursed their advances by the treasury. 

Sec. 2. The tax-payers who will prove payment of any sum under the same 
title, either into the hands of the Germans, or to the French municipal authori- 
ties, will be permitted to apply the whole sum on account of their contributions 
for 1870 and 1871. They will be required to produce their vouchers within the 
period of a month, 

Sxc. 3. The settlement specified above will comprise: 

1. The whole sum of the French direct tax. 

2, The double of that tax, as showing the indirect taxes levied by the Prus- 
sians. All that which in the payments will exceed the direct tax doubled will 
be considered as simple contribution of war, and governed by the principles laid 
down in the preceding articles. 


E A eae in public sessions, at Versailles, July 3, August 8, and September 

President: 
JULES GREVY. 

Secretaries: 
PAUL BETHMONT., 
VISCOMTE DE MEAUX, 
PAUL DE REMUSAT. 
BARON DE BARANTE, 
MARQUIS DE CASTELLANA, 
N. JOHNSTON. 

President of the Republic: 
A. THIERS. 

Minister of the Republic: 


F. LAMBRECHT. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to say 
anything about this case, and I suppose it will be needless for me to 
say to this House that I am not a lawyer. But it does seem to me that 
every time a lawyer here undertakes to oppose a claim he covers it up 
with a mass of rubbish, and this case is now as effectually covered with 
rubbish as any one could possibly demand for the purpose of obscuring 
it. If gentlemen here can oppose a case by bringing in something about 
opening the flood-gates and establishing a precedent, then they have 
done something which they think will be gratifying to their constitu- 
ents, and which will delay Congress in the consideration of measures 
of this kind; and whatever injustice it may: do to individual claimants 
will, at all events, have the merit of saving the public Treasury and 
the Government from paying its just debts. 

There is no precedent, sir, established by such a case as this. It has 
not been argued by any person that there is a precedent established by 
it, should it become a Jaw, which argument would have the effect of 
convincing anybody. But there are precedents in favor of its pay- 
ment. You have paid hundreds of cases exactly like it. 

It is a case pure and simple of stores and supplies. You have passed 
them here by hundreds and paid for rails and trees and brush and rock 
that were taken and put into breastworks. This cotton was taken and 
applied to the construction of breastworks, The claim as set forth by 
the Court of Claims is for stores and supplies—engineer’s supplies to 
build breastworks. The claimant was willing to take his cotton back 
after the necessity for its use in the fortifications had ceased, as a full 
reimbursement, and asked the Government to give it to him, claiming 
nothing for its use, but the Government, as in the case of the rails and 
timbers towhich Ihave referred, and used for building fortifications in 
places held by it, refused to-return the cotton, but took charge of it 
preparatory to shipping it away. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that when we use the word ‘‘cot- 
ton” here in this House in reference to any pending claim, there are 
some gentlemen who become just as much excited as a bull does when 
a red flag is shaken in his face. This claim does not differ in any par- 
ticular from claims for rails and timber used in fortifications. It is for 
stores and supplies and nothingelse. The Court of Claims took cogni- 
zance and jurisdiction of the case as a case of stores and supplies and 
have so adjudicated it, and we have paid hundreds of just such cases, 
and it is not a precedent, but it is following a precedent that has already 
been followed in many other cases by the Government. 

Personally I care nothing whatever about it; I have no interest in 
it, but when gentlemen talk about the time of the House being taken 
up in the consideration of private claims they are the very men them- 
selves who have occupied time by fighting the payment of just claims, 

They are the men who are preventing any general law being passed 
here, so that anybody who has a claim could file his claim before the 
court and have attention given to it and promptaction uponit. I hope 
then that this rubbish will all be taken off, that we will quit talking 
about captured and abandoned property, which has nothing to do with 
this case, and take the case upas it is, for stores and supplies clear and 
plain, and go on with something else instead of tying up the claims of 
hundreds of other people who are justly and equitably entitled to relief. 

That is all there is in the case. Now, let the members of this House 
and of this committee look at the case in its proper light. 

Talk about ‘‘Jobbies*’ in claims cases; why, sir, I am told that there 
has been a lobby here opposing this case, and it looks like it was going 
to be effectual—the object being to blackmail the claimant by hinder- 
ing the passage of this bill until a contract is made paying the lobby- 
ists a large sum of money after the allowance of the claim. 
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Mr. LANHAM. Now let us have a vote. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Has the time allowed for debate on this bill ex- 
ired? = 
r The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time allowed in favor of the bill has ex- 
pired, but there remain ten minutes in opposition to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not intend to say anything further upon 
the question, but after the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
which, I presume, were intended to apply to me, itis proper that I 
should say a few words in addition to what I have y said. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I fired into the bush, and if the genile- 
man happened to get hit, itis all right. It is not my fault. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Exactly — 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to him, which I think may lead to an explanation which will be 
of service in considering this case? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave before mea case determined in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, decided in 13 Wallace, involving a question 
of the liability of the United States in cases such as this; a case where 
the two armies were approaching each other, being divided by a river, 
and the authorities of the United States took possession of some vessels 
and used them for the transportation of the troops. ‘The Supreme Court 
held that the Government was liable for the vessels. If the gentleman 
will allow me to have this read, I would like to have an explanation of 
the difference between that case and the one now pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Well, I am very sorry the gentleman did not get 
his case in during the general debate—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, let me get it in now. I would like to have 
an explanation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What case is that? 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The case of Russell vs. The United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What page? 

Mr. BURROWS. Page 629. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will take some other op- 
portunity of presenting that case. 

Mr. BURROWS, It is only six or eight lines. 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ If it is satisfactory to the gentleman it is satis- 
factory tome. If it convinces him how he should vote that isall that 
is necessary. , He has read it. I do not care to read it. 

Mr. BURROWS, If it is squarely against your position would you 
not like to know it? i 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam satisfied on this question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that I may have one 
minute to read this decision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Goon. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The court in that case say: 


The taking of private property by the Government when the emergency of 


the publie service, in time of war or impending public danger, is too urgent to 
admit of delay, is everywhere in genes asj astiti 
n 
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the perty mperative and imm an e dan, eretofore de- 
scribed is fok 


as 
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to reimburse the owner to the full value of the service. Private rights under 
such extreme and imperious circumstances must give way for the time to the 
public good, but the Government must make full restitution for the sacrifice. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. That is sense. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the case? 

Mr. BURROWS. Russell vs. The United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Who gave the opinion? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Justice Clifford. 

Mr. WARNER. Chief-Justice Taney decided the same thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now the gentleman is through, I hope I will be 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I simply wanted that decision explained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain by citing another decision, which 
is just as good as that, and which I have already cited, the decision of 
President Grant, acting for the Republican party and for the adminis- 
tration at that time, in which he said under similar circumstances the 
Government was not liable. 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not know an appeal lay from the Supreme 
Court to President Grant. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That decision has been followed by Congress ever 
since. It has been fortified by a long series of decisions in this House 
upon similar cases. 

Mr. WARNER. Is this a party question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ It is nota party question. 

Mi. WARNER. Is it a legal question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a legal question, sir. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want gentlemen on the other side to under- 
stand this case asitis. If they oe to vote for this bill I want 
them to put themselves on record for it, so that when the campaign 
o they will not go before the people of the United States, lift up 
kx ond hands ia boy. pi and say, ‘‘See wha rebel claims ,these 

rigadier-general re ocrats are passing through Congress.” 

Mr. WARNER. We will do that for you. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis very proper for the gentlemen on the other 
side to fix up cases on which to make party capital, f 


Mr. LYMAN. This is notarebelclaim. This claimant was a loyal 


man. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen on the other side of the House have 
used such claims for party purposes ever since the war closed. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. 

Mr. WARNER. Just one moment, 

Mr, SPRINGER. Ican not yield all my time. The gentleman is 
80 -natured it would take adamant to resist him. But I must pro- 
ceed, Ican not yield. I want to say to gentlemen on the other side 
that there has never been a case voted upon by Congress, nor has any- 
body on this side ever proposed to pay a man a claim where the record 
showed he was disloyal during the war. So that all the talk on the 
other side of the House about rebel war claims goes for nothing. No 
man on this side of the House ever proposed to pay one of them. The 
contention has always been in regard to claims that arose in the midst 
of the war. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman does this asa matter of fact for polit- 
ical purposes, does he? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I do not. "But the gentlemen on the 
other side hope we will pay this claim and similar claims so that for 
political purposes they can make capital out of our action before their 
constituents. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is not fair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Have you ever favored the passage of any of 
these war claims? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have favored all those that come within the 
terms of the Jaw, where the Government liability was clear, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would like to have you mention one single 
claim the passage of which you have favored. 

Mr. WADE. We will have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will give you the yeas and nays. There is no 
doubt but that this man was found to be loyal. There is no dispute 
about that. That is not the question at issue, and never has been. 
The question here is as to whether the Government got the benefit of 
this property. Is this a claim for property during the time of its usa 
for breastworks? Itisnot. Noclaim is made for the use of the prop- 
erty during that time. It is for taking the property and converting it 
to the use of the Government. Where is the evidence that if was so 
converted? There was no evidence reported to show that a dollar of 
the proceeds of this property ever went into the Treasury of the United 
States. The case does not come within the provisions of the act relat- 
ing to captured and abandoned property. The Government has not 
received the proceeds. It is not shown how the Government is re- 
sponsible. Under the principle which has been recognized on both 
sides of this House from the very close of the war to the present time 
this measure is eutirely inadmissible. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate has expired. The 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to further amend by adding at the end of 
the bill what I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing is in order but an amendment to the 
amendment. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
HOLMAN] will be read, after which the Chair will pass upon it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, however, That before said money shall be paid it shall be proven to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the T: that the proceeds of the said 
cotton, to theamount above named, were cov: into the Treasury or accounted 
for by the proper officer; but the sum paid said Perez Dickinson shall not ex- 
ceed the sum so paid into the Treasury or accounted for. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is not an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it is an amendment to come in at the end 
of the bill. 

The question was taken on theamendment offered by Mr. LANHAM, 
and it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. LYMAN. Is debate in order on that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. LYMAN. I simply desire to say thatit is not claimed that this 
money went into the Treasury. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, and the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 57. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No quorum. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that there 
is not a quorum present, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. HOUK. Thereis. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER, I suggest that we fix a day when there is a full 
House to vote upon this bill. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the bill be passed 
over, not losingits place on the Calendar. 

Mr. WARNER. I suggest, if I can have the approval of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Houx] and of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], that this bill be reported to the House, and then the 
same question can be raised there. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. Let it stay in the committee. If you get it 
into the House it will have no status, while it has a status in the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this bill be passed over, not to 
lose its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. HOUK. I do not desire to obstruct other business, but after a 
man has struggled for twenty and odd years to collect a debt I certainly 
think he ought to have some sort of a fair chance to get his bill through. 
Let us report this bill to the House and order the previous question on 
it, and then it will havea status in the House and can be voted on when 
there is a full House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]? 

Mr. HOUK. You can have a yea-and-nay vote on the bill in the 
House when the time comes. A 

The CHAIRMAN. On the pending question there are ayes 23, noes 
57. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are tellers demanded? 

Mr. LANHAM: I do not believe there is a quorum in the House. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. If no quorum has voted, the Chair ought to 
appoint tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr RICHARD- 
son] demands tellers. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Texas—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be understood 
as demanding tellers. Isimply say I understand that when the point 
of ‘‘no quorum ’”’ is made, the appointment of tellers follows as a mat- 
ter of course. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. When the friends of this bill, which is at the 
head of the Calendar, refuse to have it passed without prejudice, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar, I make no further concession. 

Mr. HOUK. Ihave not seen where the gentleman has made any 
concession to-day. Mr. Chairman, I rise toask unanimous consent that 
this bill be voted on two weeks from to-day, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, and that the previous question be considered as or- 
dered. (or 

Mr. LANE and Mr. BUCKALEW objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Penusylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW ] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houk]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That proposition has been suggested. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] ask unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be passed over, not losing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and if was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, the next bill on the Calendar is 
very similar to the one which has just been under consideration, and 
in view of the opposition which seems to exist here to this class of 
claims, in view of the fact that there is no quorum in the House, and 
also in view of the fact that we have now occupied about three hours 
in consideration of the case before us, I ask unanimous consent that it 
may be in order from now on until the time fixed foradjournment to- 
day to call up bills out of the regular order by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRUMM. I object. 


JOHN DE BREE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1798, 

Forty-ninth Congress) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar- 
-garet T. Higgins. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no one calls for the consideration of this bill, 
it will be passed over. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J.CAMPBELL. I know something about this case, 
being very well acquainted with the family interested. Itisa just 
claim; but the gentleman who has the matter immediately in charge 
appears to be absent, and therefore I will not insist on its consideration 
at this time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I renew the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRUMM. I shall object. 


HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 1028) for the relief of Hiram 
Johnson and others. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. This bill will meet with discussion and opposition. 


Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not object to its considera- 
tion—— f 

Mr. ROWELL. Itis an ‘‘old chestnut,” and will be fought. A 
quorum will be required to passit. In the Forty-eighth Congress I 
insisted upon a quorum in order to defeat it, and Iam ready to do so 
a 


n. 
our. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not object to allowing it 
to be considered to-day, and a time set for a vote. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will fight it by all the parliamentary means within 
my knowledge. 

Several MEMBERS. Then let it go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the consideration of the bill is not insisted 
upon, it will be passed over. 
WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private Calendar, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 27) vesting the Court of Claims of the United States 
with jurisdiction to determine the rights of William E. Woodbridge to 
certain letters patent fora metallic sabot, and to render judgment in 
his favor for the use of the same by the Government during the war of 
1861. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SrocKDALE], who reported this bill, is not here. I suggest, therefore, 
that the bill be passed over. z 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done, in the absence of any call for 
the consideration of the bfl. 


HEIRS OF JOHN H. NEWMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr, CATCH- 
INGS) was the bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Newman, d 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it appears of record that at its December term, 1874, the Court of 
Claims in the case of John H. Newman vs. The United No. 3162, rendered 
a judgment in favor of the said Newman for the proceeds of 50 bales of cotton, 
valued at $177.55 per bale, when under the proof the court adjudged that the 
cosy pepe eee eran eee proceeds bBo bales: Lelveyeor punt TS S 

eit enacted, elc., t the Seeretary e Treasury bean is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of John H. Newman, de- 
ceased, late of the county of Warren,in the State of Mississippi, the sum of 
$32,679.20 balance due on account of captured cotton, as shown by the said judg- 
ment; and that said amount be paid out of the proceeds of captured and aban- 
doned property now in the Treasury. 


The report (by Mr. StockDALE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 834) for 
the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, deceased, report back the same 
with recommendation that the bill do pass, and submit the following report : 

Your committee haye before them the record in this ease from the files of the 
Court of Claims. The claimant there, John H. Newman, now dead, gave his 
ponar of attorney to B. D. Whitney “to sue for, demand, collect, and receipt 

Q! 


r the of 20 bales of cotton taken from him by authorities of the * 


United States, and the proceeds of which have been t over to the 

ury De ent.” Under this power Whitney brought suit by his attorneys 
under the act of March 12, 1863, entitled “An act to provide for the collection of 
abandoned pro: y, and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary dis- 
tricts of the U: States,” but by some oversight in the petition filed heasked 
for only 50 bales instead of 250 bales, and dated the taking July, 1864, instead of 
June, 1863. The ownership of the property, the taking and selling of the same, 
and the placing of the proceeds in the Treasury, as well as the loyalty of the 
claimant, were fully established to the satisfaction of the Court of Claims and of 
your committee; Commissioner Eben Eveleth made the following report, 
which we take from a certified copy of *‘ Consolidated copy of the reports of 
Commissioner Eveleth, filed May 24, 1875,” page 11: 

“John H, Newman vs. The United States, No. $162, 

“This action was brought to recover the proceeds of 50 bales of cotton*al- 
leged to have been taken from the plantation of the claimant in Warren County, 
in the State of Mississippi, some time in the month of July, 1864, and sold by the 
officers of the Treasury Department, 

" The proof shows that the plaintiff’s plantation was situated in the county 
above mentioned, near Bovina, and 12 or 14 miles from the city of Vicksburg. 

“That in June, 1863, the claimant had on his plantation about 100 bales of cot- 
ton in bales, and about 45 bales in lintand seed cotton. He had also transported 
from his plantation 100 bales of cotton for safety to the plantation of one Kidd, 
on the eastern bank of the Big Black River. The 100 bales of cotton on his 
plantation and the lot on the Kidd plantation were taken by Captaln Schenck. 
an ‘officer of the Quartermaster’s Department on duty at the headquarters of 
General Osterhaus, then located atthe railroad bridge at the Big Black River, in 
said county, and near the claimant’s plantation. Said cotton was hauled to said 


uarters, 

n The evidence shows that afterwardssome of this cotton was put on the cnrs 
and ‘started towards Vicksburg;’ some of it was hauled in wagons toward 
Vicksburg, and some of it was taken to the fortifications near the headquar- 
ters of General Osterhaus, 

“The cotton in lint and seed was taken to a neighboring gin by an agent of 
the Treasury, where it was ginned and baled. From tnence it was transported 
to Vicksburg by the Treasury agent. A 

“I find from the evidence that 245 bales of the’claimant’s cotton wentinto the 
Vicksburg cotton, and that he shod be charged one-fourth for ginning and 
baling the 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the dlaimant. 

“ But inasmuch as he has claimed only 50 bales in his petition, he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 bales, And therefore the claimant is en- 
titled to judgment for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per 
bale, payable out of the first fund—50 bales of cotton at $177.55} per bale, $$,- 
877.50, 


“On May 24, 1875, the court made the following order: ‘And it is further or- 
dered that the engrossed and consolidated copy of the reports of the commis- 
nona as amended by this order filed herewith, stand as the findings of fact of 


e 

This made the finding of Commissioner Eveleth the finding of the court, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States has held in the “intermingled cotton 
eases” (92 United States Reports, page 651), where the Court of Claims had 
adopted the finding of the commissioner, ‘* the judgments as rendered are 
the result of the deliberation of the court and not that of the 
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alone.” All the proof required by the Supreme Court of the United States (page 
282, 92 Reports) of the claimant that the Sropesty came into the hands ofa 

ury agent; that it was sold; that the proceeds of the sale were paid into the 
Treasury of the United States; that he was the owner of the propert: 
titled to the thereof,” has been made to the sa‘ on oft 
of Claims and of your committee. The money which claimant asks is not the 
property of the United States, but a trust fund held for him. The United States 
occupies a strictly fiduciary relation to claimant, and never intended to divest 
him of his property: but by taking it constituted itself claimant's trustee (13 
Waleos; page 128), and from this trust fund the bill provides that he shall be 


There is, in the sesement of this committee, neither law, reason, justice, nor 
pay in withholding this money claimed from its rightful owner, and we there- 
Í re urge the passage of the bill herewith reported, with an amendment as fol- 

ows: 

In line 8, strike out the words “said judgment,” and insert in lieu thereof, 
“the opinion of the court in rendering said judgment,” 


Mr. CROUSE, I wish to inquire, Mr. Chairman, whether there is 
a minority report in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is not. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “said judgment” and insert *‘the opinion of the court in 
rendering the said judgment.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend by adding to the bill the pro- 
viso which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Provided, That a greater amount of money shall not be paid in satisfaction of 
this claim than the amount received and paid into the Treasury as proceeds of 
the sale of the cotton alleged to have been taken. 

Mr. OATES. I suggest that the word ‘‘net’’ should be inserted in 
the gentleman’s amendment before the word ‘‘ proceeds.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. I modify my amendment in that way. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I wish to call the attention of the committee in 
the first place to the fact that this bill does not seek the payment from 
the Treasury of the United Statés of any fund belonging to the Govern- 
ment. It is simply an effort to restore to the claimant his own money, 
which was turned into the Treasury as proceeds of his cotton which was 
taken by the Government during the war and sold. It appears from 
the report in this case that Mr. John H. Newman, whose heirs are here 
as claimants, had taken from him 250 bales ofcotton. Proof was made to 
the satisfaction of the Court of Claims that the cotton was taken, was 
sold by the Government, and that its proceeds found their way into 
the Treasury. The judgment of the Court of Claims, as well as there- 

rt of the committee, is clear upon the point that the decedent, whose 

eirs appeared before the committee, was loyal to the Government 
throughout the war. Upon the facts as I have just stated them I think 
all gentlemen will agree. 

After the termination of the war Mr. Newman employed a Mr. 
Whitney, then an attorney representing such cases in Washington, to 
institute suit against the Government to recover the proceeds of this 
property. The power of attorney given to Mr. Whitney expressly au- 
thôrized him to institute suit for 250 bales of cotton, but by careless- 
ness on his part, absolutely inexcusable, and which has resulted in the 
greatest detriment to the claimant, suit was brought to recover the 
proceeds of only 50 bales, instead of 250 bales. When the case came 
on for hearing before the Court of Claims the court found as a matter 
of fact that the Government had seized and appropriated 250 bales of 
cotton, but held that inasmuch as the claimant had only sued for the 
proceeds of 50 bales, he was only entitled to recover the value of that 
number. In order that this pomt may be made perfectly clear I will 
read a few lines from the finding of the Court of Claims. The com- 
missioner to whom the matter had been referred said: 

I find from the evidence that 245 bales of the claimant's cotton went into the 
Vicksburg cotton, and that he should be charged one-fourth for ginning and 
baling the 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the claimant. 

But inasmuch as he has claimed only 50 bales in his petition, he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 bales. And therefore the claimant is entitled 
to judgment for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per bale, 
payable out of the first fand—50 bales of cotton, at $177.55} per bale, $8,877.50. 

When the claimant found that his attorney had negligently frittered 
away his rights before the court he moved that the proceedings be 
amended so as to make a claim for 250 bales instead of for 50 bales; 
put the court decided that came toolate. Gentlemen will recollect by 
the captured and abandoned property act it was provided these claims 
should be brought within two years. The court held that two years 
had already expired and the motion to amend the proceedings must be 
treated as an original suit brought after the time had expired, and re- 
fused to allow him to amend the proceedings, so that the claimant was 
barred by the statute of limitations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is this for? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. For the 200 bales which his attorney should 
have sued for; that is, for 250 bales in all, instead of for only 50 bales. 

Mr. HERMANN. He asks for the payment for 250 bales on the 
same ground that payment was made for 50 bales? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Precisely. The attorney was directed to bring 
suit for 250 bales, but brought it only for 50 bales, When it came up 
for trial the Court of Claims decided 250 bales were taken, but as suit 

was brought for 50 bales instead of for 250, allowance could be made 
only for 50 bales, and this bill is introduced for the purpose of paying 
for the remaining 200 bales. 


and en- 
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When the Court of Claims found this was the case, as I have already 
stated, the claimant made a motion to amend, but as it came after the 
expiration of the limitation provided by the Jaw, he was barred. It 
is extraordinary, after paying for 50 bales, the Government should 
now refuse to pay for the remaining 200 bales, when its own Court of 
Claims has decided he was entitled to be paid for 250 bales. 

Mr. LANHAM. I would like toask the gentleman from Mississippi 
whether the price for this cotton is considered to be a fair one? 

Mr. CATCHINGS, It is $177.55 per bale, as that was the price the 
cotton sold for. Thatis what the Government got for it. You under- 
stand the claimant was obliged to show what became of the cotton, and 
in order to do that he was obliged to follow the cotton until its pro- 
ceeds were placed in the Treasury; the price fixed is the price the Gov- 
ernment received for the cotton. 

Mr. HERMANN. ‘This was the price the Court of Claims decided 
mo cotton brought in the market and which the Government received 

or it? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I should like to inquire why this matter 
has been pending without settlement for so long a period of time? It 
has been fourteen years since the decision of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. As I have already stated, this matter has been 
pending for several Congresses. When the Court of Claims first decided 
he was paid for 50 bales only, because of the negligence of his attorney 
in bringing suit for 50 bales, and not for 250 as he ought to have done; 
and when the claimant moved to amend the proceedings the court held 
he was too late,and it was treated as an original claim which was barred 
by the statute of limitations. Mr. D. B. Whitney, a practicing attor- 
ney in this city, was employed to institute proceedings before the Court 
of Claims, but by a sort of carelessness which was unexplainable, he 
brought suit only for 50 bales instead of for 250 bales. Now the Gov- 
ernment has paid for 50 bales, and this claim is made for the payment 
of the remaining 200 bales. 

Mr. HERMANN. And upon precisely the same grounds? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir, and upon precisely the same ground 
decided by the Court of Claims as to the fifty. I say it isa just and 
equitable claim, and I hope we will have a vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr.CROUSE. Mr. Chairman, Linquired a few moments ago whether 
there was a minority reportin this case, and wasinformed by the Chair- 
man that there was not. I wish to say when the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. SrocKDALE] reported this case, I have a distinct recol- 
lection that my colleague [Mr. THOMAS] reserved the right to submit 
a minority report if on investigation he should become satisfied it was 
not a just claim. Neither of these two gentlemen is here, and there- 
fore I can not say to what extent my colleague has prosecuted his in- 
vestigation. I do know he was not clear in his mind how it could be 
possible for this claimant to claim for 250 bales of cotton after he had 
prosecuted his claim for 50 bales before the Court of Claims without 
having discovered the mistake until the final hearing. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. ‘That was not his mistake; it was the mistake of 
his attorney, as I have already shown. 

Mr, CROUSE. It would seem if there was a mistake that the mis- 
take should have been discovered during the course of the trial and not 
on the final hearing, and then discovered for the first time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was not the mistake; the mistake was as 
to the number of bales for which claim was made. The counsel and 
court agreed in the belief the claim was for 250 bales, and proof was 
made as to the fact the Government did owe for 250 bales, but on the 
final hearing by the court it appeared that claim had beer made for 
only 50 bales, and the court therefore, as I have already stated, gave 
judgment only for 50 bales. 

Mr. CROUSE. Was there not some lack of testimony or proof that 
the additional amount of cotton belonged to this party at all? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; if the gentleman will permit me I will 
read an extract from the findings of the commissioner, which findings 
were afterwards adopted as the judgment of the Court of Claims: 


I find from the evidence that 245 bales of the claimant’s cotton went into the 
Vicksburgh cotton, and that he should be charged one-fourth for ginning and 
baling the 45 bales, or 11 bales, leaving 234 bales to the credit of the clnimant. 

But inasmuch as he has claimed only 50 bales in his petition he can be al- 
lowed out of the fund only for 50 bales. And, therefore, the claimant is en- 
titled to N rappa for the value of 50 bales of cotton, at the average rate per 
bale, payable out of the first fund—50 bales of cotton, at 3177.587 per bale, 


|, 877.99, G 

That was the only trouble; the attorney who prepared the case was 
under the impression, as well as the claimant himself, that the suit was 
brought for the 250 bales. I understand that at that time there was 
a great rush of claims of this character, and no doubt, owing to the 
multitude of such cases in his business the attorney supposed that the 
petition covered the whole amount of the cotton, whereas in fact it 
covered but the 50 bales. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Was any effort made to amend the petition? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; I will state to the gentleman that 
when it was discovered that the petition of the claimant embraced but 
50 bales of the cotton, application was at once made to have it so 
amended as to entitle the claimant to recover the whole amount of the 
proceeds of the 250 bales. But the act under which the court was per- 
mitted to take jurisdiction of the case at all provided that unless such 
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claims were presented within two years after the passage of the act 
they were barred. 

This had expired in July or August, 1868, when this error was dis- 
covered, so that at the time the judgment of the court was rendered 
the statute of limitation applied; and when the claimant asked per- 
mission to amend the petition he was met with the response that the 
court had not jurisdiction excepting of the 50 bales for which payment 
was demanded within the time fixed by the law, but that as to the 
200 bales the petition must be treated as if the suit was instituted only 
at the time the amended petition was presented. So, Mr. Chairman, 
we have just this case presented here, and I suppose it is a case with- 
out a parallel in the history of claims. The court decided that the 
petitioner had a valid claim for 250 bales of cotton upon the testimony 
presented, but that 50 bales only having been covered by the claim 
presented before the statute of limitation applied he could only re- 
ceive payment for that amount. 

That is the substance of the case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And the claimant, by his own negligence, or 
the negligence of his attorney, was barred from receiving the remainder. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. He was barred by the statute of limitations; 
but I do not think it was because of any laches on the part of the at- 
torney or the claimant himself. Of course we understand, while in 
point of fact the claimant is bound by the laches of his attorney, yet 
in dealing equitably with the claimant we must take into considera- 
tion other causes which do not make him responsible for such neglect 
on the part of the attorney. I will state further that the claimant in 
this case resided in Mississippi, and very possibly he did not see the 
petition; but of that fact I have no personal knowledge, although in 
all probability if he had seen it he may not have understood its pur- 
port, it being strictly a legal document. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Idonotsuppose you mean to say that the claim- 
ant never saw the petition. Is it not necessary that he should sign it 
on oath? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Possibly so. I confess my ignorance of how 
these claims were presented or what process was pursued; but I do 
know from the testimony taken, because I have examined ib all care- 
fully, from beginning to end, that itshows beyond doubt that both the 
lawyer and the client were able to establish the fact that the Government 
had received the whole of the proceeds of the cotton, and had turned 
tnto the Treasury the proceeds of the 250 bales. 

Mr, CROUSE. Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, has looked up all the 
facts of the case and has them in his possession, but he is absent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. They are embodied in the report of the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. CROUSE. But I know the objection raised to the consideration 
of the bill in committee was based on the fact that it seemed very 
strange that the parties in interest, as well as the attorney himself, 
should have overlooked, in writing a document of that character, so 
important an item as this omission, and should not have discovered it 
until after the statute of limitations had barred the case in court. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iadmit that it does on its face look so; but if 
my friend had had an opportunity of looking at the testimony he would 
find it to be justas I have stated, that during all the taking of that tes- 
timony it was to establish the fact that the Government had taken the 
250 bales of cotton, and I think he would not object now to the pas- 


of the bill. 
ate CROUSE. Doyouclaim that there is standing upon the books 
of the Treasury now this amount in the name of the claimant? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir, I think so. Iclaim it to be a fact also 
that the Government received the 250 bales of cotton, and the proceeds 
of the sale of that amount. Fifty bales of this have been decreed by 
the judgment of the court to be the property of the claimant—— 

Mr. CROUSE. But does the remainder stand to his credit? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is my understanding. I confess I have 
never looked at the books of the Treasury and I am not acquainted 
with their method of keeping accounts, but I believe that the proceeds 
of such property stand to the credit of the party from whom it is taken 
until the question of ownership is decided. 

Mr. CROUSE. Iunderstand that the act known as the captured and 
abandoned property act required the officer of the Treasury to make a 
sale of the property and to place the sums realized in the Treasury tothe 
credit of the claimant. Now if that has been the procedure followed 
out in this case, then it will be a matter that can be easily established 
to the satisfaction of the committee that this additional amount stands 
in the name of the claimant on the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say in answer to the gentleman that I do 
not know, of coutse, how the books of the Treasury stand upon this 
question. There have been cases within my knowledge where cotton 
was sold belonging to one man and credited to another. So that the 
books of the Treasury are not really a criterion of what is due to any 
person. Butin this case that question has been settled by the judg- 
ment of the court. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will you permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You say the Court of Claims hasallowed a judg- 
a. 50 bales of this cotton, and by mistake the 200 were not con- 
side: 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Have we not the powerin the House to remit this 
case back to the Court of Claims and allow them to pass upon the 200 
bales that were embodied in the petition on which they rendered judg- 
ment? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We have that power, but here is the trouble 
about it: Efforts have been made repeatedly within my knowledge— 
and my experience is quite limited in Congress, this being only my sec- 
ond term—to have bills passed giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction 
over similar claims. They have been invariably voted down. Up to 
this time it has not been the temper or disposition of Congress to extend 
the jurisdiction of that court eveninspecialcases. The policy has been 
to require them to come here and get their claims through Congress. 
I have seen several bills voted down which had that objectin view. I 
do not think it would be of any value to make the effort, because Ido 
not think it would succeed. 

Mr. HERMANN. Myfriend understands this claim amounts to 250 
bales; that the gross number of the bales in controversy is 250, and 
that the Court of Claims actually found for the claimant upon 50 bales. 

Mr. CROUSE. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. But that all the facts, all the testimony, all the 
memoranda which are before the committee show conclusively 250 bales 
to be the amount. 

Mr. CROUSE. That testimony was produced in court. ` Iam not 
informed on that question. The report, I believe, so states, 

Mr, HERMANN. Then permit me to ask my good friend from 
Ohio this further question: I understand the amount now claimed was 
found to be a proper and just amount when the claim was adjudicated 
by the court. 

Mr. CROUSE. Iso understand. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I ask my friend if it would not be doing 
gross injustice to relegate the case now to the Court of Claims, since 
the matter is at this time before Congress, especially as the facts are 
not denied? 

Mr. CROUSE, I only rose because I thought this claim should not 
be passed in the absence of the member of the committee who reserved 
the right to make a minority report, or to state his reasons why he op- 
poser the passage of the bill when it should come up. As he is not 

ere, I rose. Iam not in possession of the facts he may have gathered 
for that purpose. Many of the questions that have been put to me I 
am not clear about in my mind. I did not charge my mind with the 
details. But I have a distinct recollection that the gentleman reserved 
that right, and intended to look up the facts and submit them to the 
House when the bill came up for action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 

tleman from Texas. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. CROUSE, Mr. Chairman, is it in order to submit an amend- 
ment to that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment will be in 


order. 

Mr. CROUSE. I offer an amendment to the effect that a greater 
amount shall not be paid than appears to the credit of this claimant on 
the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope my friend will not insist upon that. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 
writing and send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was reduced to writing and read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 
en Ny om ro ai dad 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will be 
voted down, because if adopted the effect of it might be absolutely to 
defeat the whole object of the bill. I do not know that anything ap- 
pears to the credit of this man on the books of the Treasury. I know 
it is very frequently the case that cotton taken by the Government 
during the war appears on the books credited to some person who was 
not the owner. I knowalso that in many cases cotton was taken and 
sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury when the property was 
not credited to anybody at all. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. As I understand this bill, it proposes 
to afford the same remedy as to the 200 bales specified that have been 
given already as to the 50 bales? i 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And this amendment was not attached 
to the former bill? - z 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison the amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, all I wish to say is that this 
money does not appear to the credit of anybody in the Treasury, and 
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the saral of that amendment, if adopted, would be to defeat the object 
of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. It is quite clear thatit would be unnecessary to take 
proof in any case to show that a claimant was entitled to recover, if 
that fact were shown on the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ifthe committee will adopt my amendment, I 
think the rights of all persons interested in this fund will be protected. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think so, 

Mr. CULBERSON. A great number of people are interested in this 
fund, and all I desire is that no one shall get more than his share. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted, for the reason that if this isa just claim such a 
provision in the bill would simply bar its payment. There are thou- 


sands of just claims of this character where there is nothing to the 


credit of the claimant in the Treasury. For my own part I have not 
had time to inquire into the merits of the bill, but from the action of 
the court I have every reason to believe that this is a just claim and 
that it ought to be paid. 

Mr. BUTLER. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has anybody on this floor the right to offer an 
amendment of that sort except the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL- 
MAN]? [Laughter.] 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that isa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask that both amend- 
ments be read, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] and the amendment to that amendment. 

The amendments were read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope that will be voted down. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, betore the vote is taken on report- 
ing this bill to the House, I desire the Clerk to read a portion of the 
views of the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary on the claim 
of Samuel Noble, which is here for consideration. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The policy of the Government with respect to claims of this character was 
fixed more than twenty years ago. In 1863 Co have 


rss we stated, made 
jaws for the collection of abandoned and captu property within the insur- 
rectionary districts, and for covering the proceeds, n sale, into the United 

tes Treasury. At thesame time provision was e to secure to the owners 
of such property their rights. Under these laws a person claiming to have been 
the owner of abandoned orcaptured nae pin Bikes authorized to prefer hisclaim 
to the proceeds thereof,in the Court , abany time within two years 
after the suppressing of the rebellion. 

We are not aware that there has been any change in this legislation since it 
‘was made in 1863. The general law upon the subject remainsas it was enacted 
twenty years ago. Whether or not Congress has by special act authorized a 
particular owner of captured or abandoned pro to assert his claim to the 
‘proceeds covered into the baie eur: Sys the Court of Claims or elsewhere, at a 
a later than two years after the rebellion was suppressed, we are not in- 
formed, 


respect to claims of this character should be dis- 
n the judgment of the minority of the committee this settled poliey 
r the Government should not be distur by either special or general legista- 
on. = 

We know of no reason why the two years’ limitation in the act of March 3, 
1863, should be modified or repealed. 

To authorize, by a special act of Congress, Mr. Noble to sue for the proceeds 
of his cotton eighteen years after he knew of its seizure and sale by the Govern- 
ment would be, for obvious reasons, unwise. After he knew of its seizure and 
Bale he had the right under the general law of March 3, 1863, to sueand make 
oe his claim to the proceeds of his property. This right existed for two years 

m and after August, 1866. For some unexplained reason he did not avail 
himiself of his legal ri; within the time limited bylaw. Now they are barred, 
and this bar he would have Congress remove. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report in this case contains the following 
statement in regard to the claim now pending: 


The money which claimant asks is not the property of the United States, but 
a trust fund held for him. The United States occupies strictly a fiduciary rela- 
tion to the claimant, and never intended to divest him of his property: but by 
taking it constituted itself elaimant’strustee. (13 Wallace, 138.) m this trust 
fund the bill provides that he shall be paid. 


I take the statement as true. I have not examined the details of 
the bill, but the point I want to make is this: There is in the Treas- 
ury at this time a sum amounting to eight or ten million dollars which 
is known as the proceeds of captured and abandoned property. That 
money has been covered into the Treasury and is a part of the general 
fund, but it is the proceeds of captured and abandoned property, and 
it is held generally that the Government holds this fund in trust for 
the benefit of the owners of that property. Now, if that be true, I 
hold that the Government can discharge that trust in one way only, 
that is, by providing a tribunal into which all these claimants may go 
and have their rights ascertained, all beingon an equal footing, so that 
the Government can receive them all together, and, after the time has 
expired for filing claims under this act, and all claims filed have been 
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considered and adjudicated, then, if it should appear that claims have 
been proven greater in amount than the trust fund can respond to it 
will be the duty of the Government to reduce the claims all pro rata, 
so as to make the trust fund sufficient to discharge them all. If that 
is pot the proper way to adjudicate a matter of that kind, I wish some 
gentleman would tell me why it is proper to take A, B, and C, and 
pass special laws allowing them to come in and prove their claims, 
while you deny to all other claimants the privilege of even a hearing. 

Mr. HOOKER. The actin reference to these claims required that 
suit should be brought in two years. In this case, by mistake, suit 
was brought and judgment obtained for 50 bales of cotton, instead of 
250. Now the position of the gentleman from Illinois can not possi- 
bly be correct, because if the claimants elaim more than the aggre- 
gate fund in the Treasury, and there is to be a pro rata distribution, 
those who have hitherto recovered ought to refund their money, so that 
an equitable dividend may be made amongst all the claimants. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the contrary, the very precedent which the 
gentleman cites sustains my position and overthrows his. The Gov- 
ernmentin the first instance did just what I have suggested should be 
done now, if we are going to meet claims of this description. It pro- 
vided a general law with a statute of limitations; it fixeda time within 
which all parties should come in and prove their claims. The time 
allowed in which to bring suit was two years. Under that law a vast 
number of parties went into courtand proved their claims. That hav- 
ing been done, no persons after the expiration of the prescribed time 
had a right under the law to set up a claim to any part of the fund. 
Everybody who had not brought suit within the time bed was 
barred from setting up any claim. 
ernment to pay out the amount of the judgments that had been ob- 
tained against the fund in pursuance of the act of Congress. 

Years passed on. Congresses passed on; and after twenty-five years 
have rolled around Mr. Newman comes in and says, ‘‘ During the two 
years in which I was allowed to sue Iought to have sued for 250 bales 
of cotton; but by mistake of my attorney I sued for only 50 bales. 
Now I want Congress to reopen this whole business, and allow me to 
sue for the remainder of my claim.” 

Why, sir, there are thousands of persons in the country who have 
not had any part of their claims paid. In this case 50 bales have been 
paid for. There are thousands of persons who, up to this time, have 
never received anything, and the Government has never offered them 
a forum in which to prove their claims at all. 

Now, I contend that the rule which the Government established in 
the first instance is the correct one—allow either all or none of these 
claims. If the Government owes all this money to private persons, 
let it invite all to come in; if the Government owes nothing, let it de- 
clare that the statute of limitations shall stand, and no one hereafter 
shall come in. In other words, Iam opposed to this special legisla- 
tion which allows a favored few to come in and prove their cases, while 
all others are denied the same privilege. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. UATCH- 
INGS] moves that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, I object; let a vote be taken. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CATCHINGs, it was 
agreed to. 

Fos the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL NOBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. OATES) 
was the bill (H. R. 53) for the relief of Samuel Noble. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, this bill was reported early in the ses- 
sion from the Committee on the Judiciary. Subsequently the Senate 
passed a bill based upon the same facts—Senate bill No. 2202. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be now considered in lien of 
the House bill, for the reason that if the House bill should pass and 
go to the Senate, there would simply result a committee of conference. 
As the Senate has already a bill in substance the same as this, 
except as tothe method of settlement, I ask that the Senate bill be 
now substituted for the House bill and considered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to hear the Senate bill read. My 
understanding is, that the House bill refers this claim to the Court of 
Claims, while the Senate bill makes an absolute appropriation. 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the substitution at any rate. In the 
absence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], who made the mi- 
nority report in this case, I feel it my duty to enter the objection which 
he would make if here. 

Mr. OATES. I do not think he would object, if present, to this re- 


uest. 
2 The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
Senate bill in lieu of the House bill? 
eee O Yes, sir; I object to the substitution of the Sen- 
ate bi 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the House bill. 


JUNE 15, 


It was therefore theduty of theGov- ' 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That Samuel Noble, PERGE of Rome, Ga., but now s citi- 
zen of Anniston, in the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding the decision 
heretofore made and the law of the statute by lapse of time, prosecute hisclaim 
to the net proceeds of sale of 802 bales of cotton, alleged to have been captured 
by the United States military authorities at Savanna, Ga., in December, 1864, 
before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of an act of Congress entitled 
“ An act to provide for the collection of abandoned or captured property and the 
prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 12, 1863, and this act. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and insert the following: 

“That Samuel Noble, a citizen of the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding 
the bar of the statute of limitation, or other legal impediment hitherto existing, 
prosecute his claim to the net proceeds of thesale of 802 bales of cotton, alleged 
to have been captured by the United States military authorities at Savannah, 
Ga., in December, 1864, before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of this 
act and ‘An act to provide for the collection of abandoned. or captured property 
and the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts: of the United 
States,’ approved March 12, 1863.” 

Mr. OATES. I ask that the ainendment proposed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary be im the first place adopted. ‘The dissent of one 
member of the committee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], was 
not to this amendment but to the bill in toto. Task that the amend- 
ment be now considered and adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We have not heard the report on this bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman call for the reading of the 
report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido. I sent to the document-room for’ the 
report and could not obtain a copy. I have done the same thing in 
regard to a number of these cases to-day and have not been able to 
obtain a single report. 

Mr. OATES. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey shall be in full pos- 
session of the facts of this case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask that the report be read. ; 

Mr. OATES. The reading of jhe report, I believe, is in the nature 
of debate; and the gentleman can not take me off the floor for the pur- 
pose of having it read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is not the position of the case. 

Mr. OATES. I desire that the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee be first adopted so as to perfect the bill; then the bill can be 
acted on as amended. ‘There was no dissent at all in the committee 
as to this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And the Committee of the Whole has the right 
to Þe advised of the merits of the bill before it is called upon to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated he entertained the question 
on the amendments; thereupon the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN ] rose and asked that the report of the committee be read. 
The gentleman from Alabama yielded the floor when he asked for a 
vote on the amendments, and the gentleman from New Jersey had the 
right to ask for the reading of the report. y 


Mr. OATES. There is no objection tothe report being read. There 


is also a minority report made by Mr. SENEY. I ask thatit be read 
also. Ido not object to the reading of the report, and to the House 
being put into the possession of all the facts in the case, but there is no 
objection I am sure to our voting first on these merely formal amend- 


ments. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not know how to vote, for or against the 
amendments, without knowing something about the case. I ask the 
report be read in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.53) for 
the relief of Samuel Noble, have had the same under consideration, and respect- 


fully report: 

They Hees examined carefully the report made by said committee to the 
House during first session of the Forty-ninth Congress and adopt the same, 
with buta few verbal changes. The committee recommend that the bill be 
amended so as to express its object in fewer words. They recommend that all 
pred oe enacting clause be ken ont and the following be inserted in lieu 

ereof: 

“That Samnel Noble, a citizen of the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding 
the bar of the statute of limitation or other legal im iment hitherto existing, 
Layee heed claim to the net proceeds of the sale of 802 bales of cotton, alleged 

have been captured by the United States military authorities at Savannah, 
Ga., in December, 1864, before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of this 
act and ‘An act to provide for the collection of abandoned or captured property 
and the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the United 
States,’ approved March 12, 1863.” A 

The in this case, which have been “judicially ascertained" or shown by 
the evidence submitted, are substantially as follows: 

1. The claimant at and prior to the 6th day of January, 1565, was a citizen of 
Rome, in the State of Georgia, and on the said day he entered into a contract 
with the United States to deliver to the authorized agents of the United States, 
on or before the Ist day of January, 1885, 250,000 bales of cotton, and he was au- 
thorized by the said contract to make deliveries under jtat Fernandina, Pensa- 
cola, Port Royal, Mobile, Huntsville, Ala.; Jackson, Miss.; Savannah, Bruns- 

; Chattanooga, Tenn., and New Orleans, The said contract was made by 
HLA. Risley, a‘ sopena spona agent of the rE Department, author- 
ized so parag ucts ne Confederate States,” and was made under the 
suthority of the eighth section of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, 
(18 Stats. at Large, 375), 


At the time the said contract was si 


ed by the said Treasury agent and the 
claimant, President Lincoln indo: 


thereon the following executive order, 


to wit: 
: “EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 6, 1865. 
“ An authorized t of the Treasnry Department having, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, contracted for the cotton above mentioned, and 


the party having agreed to sell and deliver the same to such agent, itis ordered 
that the cotton, moving in compliance with and for the fulfillment of said con- 
tract, and being transported to said agent, or under his direction, shall be free 
from seizure and detention by any officer of the Government, and command- 
ant of military departments, districts, posts and detachments, naval stations, 
flotillas, gun-boats, and fleets will observe this order, and give the said Nobie, 
his , transports, and means of transportation, free and unobstructed: 
sage for the purpose of getting said cotton or any part of it through the lines, 
other than blockade lines, and safe conduct within our lines, while the same is 
moving in compliance with regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
for fulfiliment of said contract with the agent of the Government. 
“ABRAHAM LINCOLN.” 


The regulations of the Treasury Department, which were intended to make 
such order for safe conduct as that above quoted effective, issued September 24, 
1864, provided, in the fifth‘section, as follows: 

“Generals commanding military districts and officers commanding fleets, 
flotillas, and gunboats will give safe conduct to persons and products, and all 

rsons hindering or preventing such safe conduct to persons or property shall 
deemed guilty of a military offense and punished aceordingly.” 

2. That the military authorities of the United States, re g to respect or 
obey the said Executive order, seized or burned all the cotton which the claim- 
ant owned previous to the date of said contract, or subsquent to said 
date, for the purpose of delivering the same to the agent of the United States 
under the said contract, but no claim for com ion for any cotton burned 
by ni military authorities in violation of said executive order is made by the 
claimant. 

3. The United Statesseized and took from the claimant, at Savannah, Ga., sub- 
ng emer its capture by the United States on the 24th of December, 1264, 802 
bales of cotton. The cotton so seized included that which the claimant pur- 
chased and owned previous to the date of said contract, as well as a part of that 
which was purchased subsequent to that date. 

4, Theclaimant did not institute his suit in the Court of Claims, under the 
abandoned and captured property act, within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion, as required by said act; but he did, on the 15th day of June, 
1870, institate his suit in that court fora violation of said contract made with 
the Treasury agent. Theclaimant in thatsuit abandoned all claim for damages 
resulting from the destruction of his cotton by the United States troops, as well 
as for damages resulting from a loss of profit, occasioned by the breach of said 
contract by the United States; but the claimant sought in that suit to recover 
the value of so much of his cotton as the United States had seized and sold in 
violation of the terms of said contract, and proeeeds paidinto the United States 


ary. 

5. The Court of Claims, upon the hearing of the said cause, dismissed the 
claimant's petition upon the ground that the contract between the claimant and 
the Treasury agent was void, because that agent did not make the contract as 
prescribed in the T regulations, which n adopted to carry into 
effect the eighth section of the act of July 2, 1864. The findings of fact and the 
opinion of the court are reported in L Court of Claims Reports, 608 to G24. 

The Court of Claims, in Ts opinion, advised the claimant that his remedy was 
not upon the contract made with Risley, but was to be found in the provisions 
of the third section of the abandoned and captured property act. The language 
of the court which stated this conclusion was as follows: 

“The claimant seems to have mistaken both his rights and his remedy. As 
stated, his contract was, by its own terms, liable to be terminated by the capture 
of the property before it was én transiit, to Risley, and in point of fact it was so 
terminated. ‘eo was then without recourse against the Government except in 
such manner as the Government should by Jaw authorize. Such recourse was 
provided in the act of March 12,1863, which authorized him within two years 
after the suppression of the rebellion to-prefer his Claim in this court for the pro- 
eeeds of his property, He failed toavail himself of that right, and we are there- 
fore without jurisdiction to afford him relief.” 

It is to be borne in mind that the claimant by his bill seeks nothing from the 
United States e t the restoration to him of the net proceeds of the sale of the 
cotton, which the United States has paid into its Treasury. The United States 
has never asserted the right to retain the proceeds-of cottoa which belonged to 
a loyal citizen, even. where such p: came into the possession of the United 
States in the execution of the provisions of the abandoned and captured prop- 
erty act. The claimant was thoroughly loyal to the United States during the 
entire period of the rebellion. Heleft hishome in the State of Geo toavoid 
conscription into the Confederate service. He came within the Union lines at 
Nashville, Tenn., about the last of December, 1863. He there took and sub- 
scribed the oath of amnesty p bed in the proclamation of President Lincoln 
of the Sth of December, 1883. He remained within the Union lines until Rome, 
in the State of Georgia, which was his home and place of residence, was cap- 
tured by the United States troops under command of Gen Sherman in July, 
184. He kept and faithfully observed that oath, and voluntarily gave no aid op 
comfort to the late rebellion. It is clear, therefore, for these reasons, and ind 
pendent of any obligations growing out of the contract made by the Treasury 
agent with the claimant, that the proceeds of the claimant's cotton paid into the 
Treasury belong to him and not to the United States, 

The proceeds of the cotton of loyal citizens, the Supreme Court declared, con- 
stitute a trust fund, which the United States holds as trustee for the benefit of 
any Joyal citizen who may show hisright to such proceeds, andthe Government, 
holding the proceeds of the owner’s property for his benefit, having been fully 
reimbursed for all expenses incurred in the character of trustee, loses not! 
by a judgment which simply awards to the owner what is his own. (Uni 
States vs. Anderson, 9 Wall.,58; United States vs. Padelford, 9 ibid.,531; United 
States vs, Hein, 13 did, , 128.) 

The facts of this case justify Congress in providing for the restoration to the 
claimant of the proceeds of the cotton which he owned, and which were paid 
into the Treasury. The Court of Claims, upon the facts found by it, would have 
awarded him such aooe bad he invoked its jurisdiction and instituted his 
suit under the provisions of the act of March 12, 1863, instead of ng suit 
upon his contract with Risley. The Government should never be unjust to its 
citizens, and it ought not be willing to keep from any of them that which it 
ought not in equity and good conscience to retain. The condition upon which 
the United States promised to return to its citizens the proceeds of cotton capt- 
ured by the military forces was that the person claiming such proceeds should 
“prove to the satisfaction of the Court of Claims that he never gave aid or 
comfort to the late rebellion.” This proof the claimant did not make in the 
Court of Claims, egy a he averred the fact in his petition. He didnot make 
that proof because the Supreme Court had decided that after the issuance by 
President Johnson of the proclamation of amnesty, dated December 25, 1868, 
such proof wasno longer necessary. (Armstrong ts. The United States, 13 Wall., 
154; Pargoud vs. Same, 13 ibid., 156.) 

Congress has not although twenty-two years have elapsed, deemed it wise 
to dispense with requirement in respect to those persons who claimed the 


gad of cotton which had been captured previous to the 30th day of June, 
. That requirement should no lon; be invoked inany case. This claim: 
willing that ht to recover the proceeds of his 
and sold by the United States shall be made to depend 
upon his ability to prove the fact that he did not voluntarily give aid or comfort 
to the late rebellion. The Court of Claims has already found that the military 
ı authorities of the United States seized at Savannah, in the winter of 1864 and 
ted in quantity 802 bales, of 
were sea-islan jand cotton; and that the 
whole quantity seized "was by the United States mingled with other captured 
cotton, and the mass transported to New York and there sold, and the net pro- 
ceeds thereof paid into the Treasury.” 

This case has been pending before the different Houses of Congress for about 
twelve years, but no action has been had thereon which has produced rat 
benefit to the claimant. The delay and inaction seem to be of unusual hard- 
ship and the claim entirely meritorious, not only by reason of the personal 
loyalty of the claimant, but by reason of the fact that he entered upon the ful- 
fillment of a contract with the United States, which he had a right to assume 
was valid and binding ppo the United States, because the ident had 
given him an order for safe conduct out of thə Union lines and into the lines 
of the Confederate authorities for the perros of fulfilling the terms of that 
contract on his part. The claimant had a right to assume this order for 
safe conduct would protect him and the property which he was to deliver 
under the said contract from seizure and practical confiscation by those au- 
thorities to whom his order far safe conduct was directed. 

The gay, qacan to be considered is whether the claimant was guilty of 
laches by failure to bring his suit in the Court of Claims under the abandoned 
and captured property act. It ig very clear that until the decision in Lane's 

` ease (8 Wall., 185) the claimant had the right to assume that this remedy was 
upon his contract and not under the abandoned and captured property act. 
The Court of Claims had so decided both in Lane's case (2 Court of Claims, 184) 
and in Burnside’s case (3 Court of Claims, 367). It was the settled law of that 
court, until the decision of the perce Court in Lane’s case, that a claimant 
having such a contract as that which the claimant made with Risley could 
maintain in the Court of Claims an action upon such contract, and that his 
rights under it were ex contractu and not statutory. The claimant under that 
decision had six years in which to institute his suit in the Court of Claims, be- 
cause that was the limitation prescribed in the tenth section of the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1863, now section 1063 of the Revised Statutes, 

The ant’s cause of action accrued when the United States in March, 1865, 
seized the cotton which the claimant supposed was protected by President Lin- 
coln's order for safe conduct to him, and the property which he sought to ap- 
det to the purposes of the contract made with him by the Treasury agent. 

he claimant was not uired to assume or to act upon the assumption that the 
decision of the Court of Claims, which recognized the validity of such contracts 
would be reversed in the Supreme Court, The decision of the Supreme Court 
in Lane's case was not made until the 29th day of November, 1867. The right 
of the claimant to proceed under the statutory remedy provided by the third 
section of the act of March 12, 1863, expired on the 20th of A t, 1868. (United 
States vs. Anderson, 9 Wall., 58; Haycraft vs. United States, 22 Wall., 81.) The 
claimant could not then change his remedy, because the statutory right as well 
as the remedy for its enforcement bad been lost by the expiration of the “two 
years after the suppression of the rebellion,” within which time the statutory 

it was required te be asserted by the institution of a suit in the Court of 
Claims, It wes not laches in any known legal sense for the claimant to abide 
by the decision of the Court of Claims in to his rights under his contract. 

He was not sequined J order to escape the accusation of negligence, to insti- 
tute his suit in the Court of ms previous to the decision of the Supreme 
Court m Lane's case, and when decision was made the claimant had lost 
his statutory remedy just as completely as he lost his remedy ex contractu by the 
decision of the Court of Claims. The claimant ought not to be denied relief, 
therefore, on the ground of laches. He accepted the decisions of the court ap- 

inted to determine his rights as conclusive, and when they were reversed 
the claimant was without any remedy except such as Con should provide. 

We therefore recommend the eee of the bill with the amendment re- 
ported, remoying or suspending the statute of limitations, and allowing the pe- 
titioner, Samuel Noble, to prosecute his claim before the Court of Claims. 


Mr. OATES. I would like to have the report of the minority of 
the committee read. Mr. SENEY, who made the minority report, re- 
quested me, when he was going away, not to call this bill up out of its 
order, As it comes up now in its regular order, I will be glad to have 
the minority report also read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the 
petition of Samuel Noble, submit the following views: 

It appears that Samuel Noble in 1565, and for ten years prior thereto, was a 
citizen of Rome, in the State of Georgia, and was loyal to the Government of 
the United States. 

It further appears that in December, 1864, he came to Washington with letters 
of introduction and commendation to President Lincoln. After an interview 
with the President, H. A. Risley, special agent of the Treasury Department, 
was directed by the President to enter into a contract with him (Noble), as au- 
thorized by the eighth section of the act of Congress, approved July 2, 1864, reg- 
ulating commercial intercourse between loyal and insurrectionary States and 
to provide for the collection of captured and abandoned property, etc. (13 Stat- 
utes, 375); that in pursuance of such directions, Risley, acting for and on be- 
half of the United States, on the 6th day of January, 1865, entered into a con- 
tract with Noble, wherein Mr. Noble undertook and agreed to deliver to Risley, 
as agent of the United States, on or before January 1, 1866, 250,000 bales of cot- 
ton, which was to be delivered at Fernandina, Pensacola, Port Royal, Mobile, 
Huntsville, Jackson, Savannah, Brunswick, Chattanooga, and New Orleans, and 
which was to be forwarded to the city of New York and there sold, and out of 
the proceeds of sale, after paying all expenses, costs, charges, and Government 
dues, one-fourth thereof was to be retained by Risley for the United States, and 
the remaining three-fourths to be paid to Noble. 

That on the 6th day of January, 1865, President Lincoln, at the request of Ris- 
ley, issued and indo upon the contract the following order for the safe con- 
duct and protection of Noble, in the execution of the contract, namely; 


N “ExECUTIVE MANSION, January 6, 1865. 

“An authorized nt of the Treasury Department having, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, contracted for the cotton above mentioned, and 
the party having agreed to sell and deliver the same to such agent, it is ordered 
that the cotton moving in compliance with and for the fulfillment of said con- 
tract, and being transported to said agent or under his direction, shall be free from 
seizure and detention by any officer of the Government; and commandants of 
military departments, districts, posts, and detachments, naval stations, flotillas, 
gunboats, and fleets will observe this order and give the said Noble, his agents, 
transports, and means of transportation, free and unobstructed passage for the 
purpose of getting said cotton, or any part of it, through the lines, other than 


ant, however, is entire} 
cotton which was sei 


blockade lines, and safe conduct within our lines, while the same is moving in 
compliance with regulations of the Secretary, and for the fulfillment of said con- 
tract with the agent of the Government. 

“ABRAHAM LINCOLN.” 


Mr. Noble, at the time he made the contract, owned 256 bales of upland cot- 
ton and 162 bales of sea-islan:! cotton, which was stored in warehouses in the 
city of Savannah, Ga., and after making the contract he purchased 265 bales of 
sea-island cotton and 119 bales of upland cotton, which was also stored in Sa- 


vannah. 
That all of the cotton so purchased and owned by Noble, amounting to 802 
a being 427 bales of sea-island and 375 bales of upland cotton, was seized by 
e 


nited States civil and military officers subsequent to the capture of Sa- 
vannah in December, 1864; and that after such seizure the said cotton was 
shipped to Simeon Draper, United States cotton agent in the city of New York, 
by whom it was received and sold; and the net proceeds thereof bave been 

aid into the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the fund derived 

m the sales of abandoned or captured property under the provisions of the 
act of March 12, 1863. 

We understand the proceeds of this cotton to be as follows: For the 418 bales 
on hand at the time the contract was made, $82,434.76, and for the 365 bales pur- 
chased after the contract was made, $62,488.09. So that the total proceeds of the 
cotton received at the Treasury are $144,922.85. 

We are not informed as to the precise time this cotton was seized by the United 
States forces, nor the precise time it was sold and the proceeds covered into the 
United States Treasury. 

From the best information we have itis safe to state that both the seizures 
and sale were made in 1865. Then, in 1865, Noble was in condition to demand 
relief. The act of March 12, 1863 (12 Statutes, 820), authorized him to commence 
a suit in the Court of Claims to recover the proceeds of the cotton. This suit, 
by the terms of the act, he was obliged to bring within two years after the sup- 
pression of the rebellion. Incontemplation of law the rebellion was mia oye 
August 20, 1866, so that Noble's right to sue in the Court of Claims expired by 
limitation in August, 1868, < 

Why he did not seek the proceeds of his property in the Court of Claims we 
are not informed. Thisneglect is not explained. 

In less then two years after his right to sue for the proceeds of the cotton in 
the Court of Claims was barred by law he piesa kay a suit ingthat court against 
the United States to recover $309,795.67 damages for an all breach of the con- 
tract. This suit was brought June 15, 1870, and the breach assigned was the 
forcible and unlawful seizure of the cotton, and other wrongs done, which pre- 
vented his performance of the contract. 

This suit the Court of Claims, in 1875, dismissed, holding the contract void, 
because it did not conform to the regulations prescribed the Treasury De- 
partment to carry into effect the eighth section of the act of July 2, 1864. The 
case is reported in Court of Claims Reports, volume 11, page 608, 

Thus it will be seen that Noble neglected to sue for the proceeds of his cotton 
under the captured and abandoned property act, and was defeated in his suit 
upon his contract when he sought to recover ges in a sum more than 
donble the proceeds of his property. 

The matter now before the committee arises upon the petition of Noble ask- 
ing Congress for relief. He asks for the introduction and passage of a bill au- 
thorizing him to bring a suit a st the United States in the Court of Claims to 
recover proceeds ($144,922.15) of the cotton now in the Treasury. 

The policy of the Government with agreed to claims of this racter was 
fixed more than twenty years ago. In 1863, eine. eres we have stated, made 
laws for the collection of abandoned and capt property within the insur- 
Neigeiagad districts, and for covering the proceeds, upon sale, into the United 

es j 

At the same time provision was made to secure to the owners of such prop- 

erty their rights. 

nder these laws a person claiming to have been the owner of abandoned or 
captured property was authorized to prefer his claims to the proceeds thereof, 
& the (gonzi of Claims, at any time within two years after the suppression of 

e re on, 

We are not aware that there has been any change in this legislation since it 
was made in 1863, The general law upon the subject remainsas it was enacted 
twenty years ago. Whether or not Congress has by special act authorized a 
particular owner of captured or abandoned property to assert his claim to the 
proceeds covered into the Treasury, in the Court of Claims or elsewhere, at a 
ag later than two years after the rebellion was suppressed, we are not in- 

formed, 

In the absence of such information it is to be presumed that Congress has ad- 


hered to the policy adopted in 1863, With this policy we are content. The pub- 
lic interests demanded no change. If itis to be changed, the change should be 
made by a general law, 


Special legislation with respect to claims of this character should be discour- 
aged. In the judgment of the minority of the committee this settled policy of 
vind Government should not be disturbed by either special or general legisla 
tion, 

We know of no reason why the two years’ limitation in the act of March 3, 
1868, should be modified or repealed. 

To authorize, by a special act of Congress, Mr. Noble to sue for the proceeds 
of his cotton eighteen years after he knew of its seizure and sale by the Gov- 
ernment would for obvious reasons, unwise. After he knew of its scizure 
and sale he had the right under the general law of March 3, 1863, to sue and 
make good his claim to the proceeds of his property. This right existed for 
two years from and after August, 1866. For some unexplained reason he did 
not avail himself of his legal rights within the time limited by law. Now they 
are , and this bar he would have Co: remove, 

For aught that appears, Noble thought that a suit under the abandoned or 
captaron pro) y act to recover the proceeds of his cotton would not sufficiently 

burse him for the loss he had sustained. That he sought more than the 
proceeds of his cotton is apparent from the fact that shortly after his right to 
sue for the proceeds was barred he brought suit upon his contract. 

In this suit he, in effect, sued for the 418 bales of cotton he had on hand when 
he made the contract for the 365 bales he subsequently purchased, and for the 
219,198 bales that he neither delivered, purchased, nor owned. The damages 
claimed in this suit were $309,795.67, more than double the sum for which the 
cotton was sold. 

If Noble elected between his claim upon his contract for damages, amounting 
to $309,795.67 and his claim under the act referred to for the proceeds of the cot- 
ton, amounting to $144,922.85, we think he ought to be concluded by his election 
and make no further complaint. 

GEORGE E. SENEY. 


Before the Clerk had concluded the reading of the foregoing report, 

Mr. BUCHANAN said: If the gentleman from Alabama does not de- 
sire the remainder of that report to be read in his time I will proceed 
to make a few observations on the bill myself. 

Mr. OATES. Let the minority report be printed in its entirety in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course, and I will move that be done. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I knew nothing about the mat- 
ter until a few moments ago, when this bill came up, 

Mr. OATES. Let the informal amendments be voted on before the 

ntleman enters into the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iunderstand they are not merely formal amend- 
ments but go to substantial matters. I think the committee should 
understand these matters before they are voted upon. 

Let me read that amendment: 


That Samuel Noble, a citizen of the State of Alabama, may, notwithstanding 
the bar of the statute of limitation, or other legal impediment hitherto existing. 

rosecute his claim to the net proceeds of the sale of 802 bales of cotton, alle; 

have been captured by the United States military authorities at Savannah, 
Ga., in December, 1864, before the Court of Claims, under the provisions of this 
act and “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned or captured prop- 
erty and the prevention of frauds in the insurrectionary districts of the United 
States,” approved March 12, 1863. 

The committee have recommended that all after the enacting clause 
bestricken out and what I have read be inserted instead of the original 
bill; and I call attention to the words ‘‘ may, notwithstanding the bar 
of the statute of limitation, or other legal impediment hitherto ex- 
isting, prosecute his claim.’’ 

This is a substantial amendment, and I do not know that I have any 
objection to the billif it can be amended as I shall provide, in this form, 
which is the amendment I propose to offer: 

But no judgment shall pass in favor of said Samuel Noble until his loyalty 
during the late war shall have been established to the satisfaction of the said 
court, and he shall have further proved that during said war he did not in any 
way afford aid and comfort to the late rebellion. 

Now, I do not understand the reason which influenced this commit- 
tee to recommend the change which this bill effects in existing law. 
They may not have intended to provide against the presentation of any 
further proof of loyalty, but it certainly has that effect. It may not 
be questioned that the claimant is loyal. 

Indeed, as I understand it, the minority of the committee in the 
views submitted by them make no question as to his loyalty; but there 
is no reason to absolve him from proof of loyalty, if necessary, which 
must be furnished by any other claimant at the bar of the Court of 
Claims. This claim may be a perfectly proper one, and one which 
should be passed upon by the Committee of the Whole, but I presume 
that the Committee of the Whole should be informed of the substantial 
features of the amendment proposed by the committee. 

I have therefore moved to amend the amendment by adding the 
words which I have just quoted, and which I now send to the desk. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, it is my fortune to have charge of this 
bill, as it was referred to me, and as I have charge of it I propose to 
do justice to this claimant, although his political record is just the 
reverse of my own. 

The point made, in the first place, by the gentleman from New Jersey 
on the pro; amendment did not occur to any member of the com- 
mittee, although the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] was as much 
opposed to the bill as any man could be or as is at all necessary; be- 
cause in the papers and the decision already published, made by the 
Court of Claims, the proof of his loyalty is overwhelming beyond all 
question as a matter of record. 

It seems to me that it ought to have been sufficiently satisfactory to 
the gentleman from New Jersey when he read in this report, both in 
the report of the committee and in the views of the minority, that this 
claimant had a paper from President Lincoln guarantying him a safe 
conduct Aaroni the linesof the Union Army. He had a paper also in 
writing from the Treasury agent, Risley, for the purpose of going back 
into the South and buying cotton and bringing it through the lines. 
So abundantly do the papers in this case and the record in the case de- 
cided establish this fact that the bill I asked unanimous consent to 
consider here to-day was passed by the Senate but a few days ago with- 
out referring the case to the Court of Claims at all, but directing the 
Treasury officials to pay the amount of the claim. 

Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen do not seem to understand the atti- 
tude in which this captured and abandoned property fund stands. The 
Supreme Court of the United States in several decisions has held that 
the Government of the United States did not claim a dollar of it. 
There are now about $6,000,000 of that fund in the Treasury, which 
the Government says it does not own, and why? When gentlemen 
look back to the law providing for the seizure of captured and aban- 
doned property, and the sale of that property captured by the United 
States forces during the war, they will see that the purpose was to 
rie it and preserve the proceeds for the loyal citizens of the United 

tates. 

Now as this property was captured, or found abandoned, and sold 
after paying the expenses the net proceeds were paid into the Treasury. 
From time to time there has been some special legislation paying 
parties out of this fund. But allow me to go back and call attention to 
the nature of the act itself. It provided that proof might be made of 
the ownership of the property sold, and the proceeds of which could 
be traced into the Treasury, and the loyalty of the party from whom 
taken; and thereupon the United States would restore such fund to 
such party or parties. The two years limit was not in effect a statute 
of limitations 


It was a part of the law, and it began to run from the 20th of August, 
1866, the date at which the President of the United States published 
his proclamation declaring the war to have closed. Hence the 20th of 
August, 1868, was the date of the expiration of the two years. Now, 
there were a few actions brought under the act within that time. 

Parties as soon as they ascertained the existence of this statute began 
to prosecute their claims. Some case was brought in which the ques- 
tion of loyalty was raised, and when it reached the Supreme Court that 
court held that the President’s proclamation of amnesty and pardon 
had eliminated from the act that requirement, so that to-day whether 
a man was loyal or disloyal is of no consequence, and does not now in 
the least affect his status before any of the courts of this country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have you that decision? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes. And the Congress, after this decision was 
made, attached to an appropriation bill a proviso that no one should 
plead the President’s proclamation so as to prevent the effect of it; 
but the Supreme Court in another case declared that to be unconstitu- 
tional and void, because the President had the power under the Con- 
stitution to publish his proclamations of amnesty, and they were ef- 
fective. 

Now I will call the attention of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] to the true condition of such claims. Those who 
were disloyal can go before the courts as well as the men who were 
loyal; and the question of loyalty now cuts no figure at all in 
to the status of a claimant or plaintiff before any of the courts of the 
United States. But the law expired by its own limitation, and as 
the Court of Claims, like all other courts of the United States, can only 
proceed by virtute of statute, there is simply no law which allows any 
man, be he loyal or disloyal, to prosecute his claim. - 

The reason that this fund still remains in the hands of the Govern- 
ment as a trustee—for the Government never took it otherwise than in 
trust—is that whenever we bring forward a general bill allowing claim- 
ants to go before the court and make proof of their claims, claimants 
who own the money, as the Supreme Court has held time and again, we 
are met with the objection and are required to put into the enactment 
that the claimant must prove his loyalty. This requirement has been 
legally dispensed with by legal authority, an dunder the existing law 
nothing of the kind can be required. But in order that the door may 
be opened to any man to come in and prosecute it has generally been 
required by the other side of this House that he shall prove his loy- 
alty. The question of loyalty cuts no particular figure in this case be- 
cause, as I have before remarked, this claimant has overwhelmingly 
proved that fact. The whole record bristles with that proof. 

In the opinion of the Judiciary Committee the form in which it is 
proposed to put the bill by amendment is simply an expression of the 
real purpose in better and more concise language. That is the sole ob- 
ject. It would not give any trouble whatever to this claimant to 
prove his loyalty, and therefore it would not be very material in this 
case. It would not be imposing any burden upon him whatever. But 
in the opinion of the committee the amendment proposed does not dis- 
pense with that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, if 
he will permit. 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. j 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If his loyalty isso unquestioned, why notaccept 
my amendment to the amendment of the committee ? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not think your amendment is in quite as good 
form as I would like to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman will reduce it to a better form 
of English I will accept the revised copy. I only want thesubstance. 

Mr. OATES. I have said all I care to say about theamendment. I 
wish to submit a few other remarks about the merits of the claim. 

Now, sir, although during that bloody conflict Mr. Noble was notin 
accord with myself (it is shown that he was a Union man), although 
I am not in accord in politics with him to-day, yet I would not do him 
injustice for thatreason. According to the evidence and under the rule 
of practice that has been adhered to by Congress and the courts he is 
clearly entitled to the money for the 802 bales of cotton, and I hope 
the committee will favorably report the bill. 

Let me recapitulate briefly. Mr. Noble was a citizen of Rome, in 
the State of Georgia. He remained there quietly until an enforcement 
of the conscript act caused him to flee, to pass through the lines and 
come to Washington. Here he made it known that he owned cotton 


and could purchase a large amount of cotton. It seems the policy of- 


the Union favored the introduction of as much cotton within the Union 
lines from the then Southern Confederacy as possible. Consequently a 
Treasury agent entered into a written contract with him. Upon that 
contract President Lincoln gave him a paper securing to him safe con- 
duct through the Union lines for the cotton he might obtain. Eight 
hundred and two bales of that cotton were taken by the Union forces at 
Savannah in 1865. 

The cotton was sold and the proceeds covered into the Treasury. 
Noble came before the Court of Claims soon after the war and insti- 
tuted a suit for breach of contract and to recover damages. The Court 
of Claims decided against him on the ground that the contract made 
with Risley, the Treasury agent, ratified by Mr. Lincoln, was illegal 
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because it was notin accord with the eighth section of the captured and 
abandoned property act. Therefore he lost his case before the Court 
of Claims. 

When that decision was rendered the time mentioned in this law for 
the prosecution of such claims under the captured and abandoned prop- 
erty act had expired. Thedecision was made longafter the 20th of Au- 
gust, 1868. 

‘This man hasnever had a forum in which he could prosecute his claim, 
and therefore the objection made in the views of the minority is not at 
all well taken, nor is the objection made by the gentleman from Tli- 
nois, that claims to a greater amount may be proven against this cap- 
tured and abandoned property fund than there is money to pay. The 
law requires, and the court requires, thata claimant shall prove he had 
the property, and that it was captured. He musi trace it; show that 
it was sold, and trace the proceeds into the Treasury. When he does 
that the money is there to pay the claim. The factthat there may be 
claims set up improperly is no argument atall, because every claimant 
must prove the loss of the property and sale of the property and tracethe 
proceeds to the Treasury. Otherwise he can not obtain the proceeds. 
The fact that there are others who set up such claims is no argument, 
because they evidently will fail. There can not be a greater number 
of claims proven against that fund than the fund itself amounts to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman yield the floor to me after 
awhile? 

Mr. OATES. I will yield the floor to you now. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iask unanimous consent to offer as a substitute 
for the pending bill the one which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. For the pending bill and all other bills 
touching this individual fund? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


claims for such pro: 
bel Bee ed uae Teasers, pert vont A inar ae P eg va SAAE 
before the t A prooi on , under 
the provisions of the fifth section of the act of May 18, 1872, the proof so taken, 
whether upon the part of the Government or the claimant, where it is made to 
appear by affidavit that the witnesses are orcan not be found, shall be 
used in evidence in the said Court of Claims as though taken in pursuance of 
Secretary of the 


any claimant or part; ed asa on 

the part of the Government, and when refusing so to testify, or willfully testify- 

ing eS poan, pen be entitled to relief; and the testimony of such witness 
be 


may A 

Sec. 3. Thatif it appear to the court, inany that testimony has been 
duly taken by either party prior to the passage of this act, or that testimeny 
taken in any other case under the rules of the court is pertinent to the issues in- 
volved, the same, so far as relevant, may be used in other cases pending in said 


t 
SEO. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby re- 
pealed, 


Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question oforder. I 
understand that unanimous consent has been asked, but has not yet 
been granted, to offer the bill which has just been read as a substitute 
for the pending bill 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. McCULLOGH.. I must object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I offeran amendment to the pending bill, 
which I send to theClerk’sdesk. Iwould like, however, to have made 
a statement before the gentleman objected. i 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided. greater amoun! n satisfacti 
this claim ‘nee the amount cise ee ee of t the 
sale of the cotton alleged to have been taken. 

Mr. OATES. That amendment is acceptable. 

[ Mr. CULBERSON withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

ae McCULLOGH. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the bill 
which he proposes to offer as a substitute has been passed upon by any 
committee ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir; it has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I believe, with but two dissenting voices. It 
was reported from the Judiciary Committee in the last unani- 
mously, and I think it would have passed the House in that Congress 
if it had not been for my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who 
was very much in favor of the bill, but yet happened to secure an ad- 
journment pending its consideration. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I withdraw my objection. f 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentlem: 
antisera withdraws his objection to the substitute I have 


TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw 
his point of order? 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
asks unanimous consent to offer as a substitute for the pending bill the 
bill which has been read. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield back the floor to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now ison the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Isimply wish to say to the gentleman from 
Texas and to other gentlemen on that side that my reason for object- 
ing was that it seemed to me we were proposing to enter into general 
legislation upon the basis of a special bill, but when I was satisfied by 
my friend from New Jersey and other gentlemen that the proposed 
substitute had been considered by a committee, my objection ceased. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to read a paragraph from the syllabus of the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the ease of the 
United States rs. Klein, 13 Wallace, 128: 

The actof March 12, 1863 (12 Statutes at Large, 820), to provide for the collection 
of abandoned and captured property in insurrectionary districts within the 
United States, does not confiseate or in any case absolutely divest the property 
of the original owner, even though disloyal. the seizure the Government 
constituted itself a trustee for those who were entitled or whom it should there- 
after recognize as entitled. : 

This is the same ease in which the Supreme Court held that the 
proviso to the appropriation act of July 12, 1870, denying to suitors 
the benefit of the President’s proclamation of pardon, was unconstitu- 
tional and void. 

I hope that the gentleman from New Jersey is sufficiently satisfied 
by this time as to the loyalty of this claimant, and will not insist on 
hisamendment. The fact of the claimant’s loyalty has been proved, 
as the Court of Claims has already held. IF can furnish the decision 
to the gentlemanif hewantstoexaminecit. The committee was unan- 
imous—there was no dissent at all—upon the question of the claim- 
ant’s loyalty. The substitute was adopted in committee because it 
was thought it would improve the verbiage of the bill. 

This is a just bill, and there being no doubt about the question of 
loyalty, it is not necessary to require the claimant to make proof again 
of that fact. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I understand that the effectof this bill 
is to allow a suit to be brought, although it has been barred by statute 
for twenty years. ° 


Mr. OATES. But the suit was brought when the claimant sup- 


posed that he had the right to recover damages for the violation of his 
contract. When that suit was decided, the bar, as youmay call if, had 
become complete, and there has not been since any law allowing him 
to go before the court. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Have there been any other reports on 
this case? 

Mr. OATES. Many. This claim has been before Congressa number 


of years. 

Res JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Has it ever before been reported favor- 
ably? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; always favorably. I have never known of 
an adverse report being made. z 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I intended to inquire whether there 
had been any adverse report. i 

Mr. OATES. There have been minority reports; there has been 
some dissent, but I believe in every case the majority of the committee 
have reported favorably. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to occupy about ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole to the dissenting opinion in the case of The United States 
vs. Klein, to which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has 
already referred. 

A MEMBER. Who were the dissenting judges ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Justice Miller delivered a dissenting opin- 
ion, in which Mr. Justice Bradley concurred. The opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in this case was to the effect stated by the gentleman 
from Alabama. The court also held that the proviso in the appropria- 
tion act of July 12, 1870, was in conflict with the views e ssed in 
the syllabus and therefore unconstitutional and void. ‘This proviso 
was in effect— 

That no pardon or amnesty granted by the President shall be admissible in 
grys on the part of an s the TS ALSTER x oe 
ciiniags te ade AE e BIST ENE ts tte te ato SATIA ENE es T 

This proviso being declared unconstitutional and void, the effect of 
the decision was that a claimant might plead the tion of am- 
nesty or pardon as an answer to the charge of disloyalty against him. 
In other words, the court decided that this property was held in trust 
for the original owner, although he might be di and all that was 


necessary in order to entitle him to claim the property was to show that 
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he had ayailed himself of the provisions of the President’s proclama- 
tion of amnesty or pardon. From this decision Mr. Justice Miller and 
Mr. Justice Bradley dissented. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman does not claim that 
the dissent of a portion of the court prevents the decision from being 
the law of the land? , 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course not. But, so far as our action is con- 
cerned, the decision itself is only persuasive; and in that view we are 
entitled to consider the opinions of the minority of the court as well as 
. the majority. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But is there not a question still beyond that? 
Is there not here a man out of court who expects to get into court by 
an act of Congress, and have we not a right to prescribe the conditions 
upon which he shall get into court? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course. This man has now no right to sue 
the Government, and is asking the passage of a bill which will give 
him that right. The application appeals simply to our equitable dis- 
cretion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But there is the question as to the right of the 
Government to withhold the money. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will come to that ina moment. Mr. Justice 
Miller, delivering a dissenting opinion, in which Mr. Justice Bradley 
concurred, said: 

Ican not agree to the opinion of the court just delivered in an important 
matter; and | regret this the more because I agree to the proposition that 
the proviso to the act of July 12, 187C,is unconstitutional, so far as it attempts 
to prescribe to the jndiciary the effect to be given to an act of pardon or am- 
nesty by the President. This power of m is confided to the President by 
the Constitution, and whatever may be its extent or its limits, the legislative 
branch of the Government can not impair its force or effect in a judicial pro- 
ceeding in a constitutional court. But I have not been able to bring my mind 
to concur in the proposition under the act concerning captured and aban- 
doned property, there remains in the former owner, who had given aid and 
comfort to the rebellion, any interest whatever in the property or its proceeds 
when it had been sold and paid into the Treasury or had been converted to tlic 
use of the public under that act. 

I must construe this act, as all others should be construed, by seeking the in- 
tention of its framers, and the intention to restore the proceeds of such property 
to the loyal citizen, and to transfer it absolutely to the Government in the case 
of those who had von active apon to the rebellion, is to me too apparent to 
be disregarded. In the one case the Government is converted into a trusteefor 
the former owner, in the other it appropriates it to its own use as the property 
ofa publicenemey, captured in war. t be inferred from anything found in 
the statute that Congress intended that this property should ever be restored 
to the disloyal? I am unable to discern any such intent. But if it did, why 
was notsome provision made by which the title of the Government couldatsome 
time be made perfect, or that of the owner established? Some judicial proceed- 
ing for confiscation would seem to be n: if there remains in the disloyal 
owner any right or interest whatever. But there is no such provision, and un- 
less the act intended to forfeit absolutely the right of the disloyal owner, the 
proceeds remain in a condition where the owner can not maintain a suit for its 
recovery, and the United States can obtain no perfect title to it. 

It is stated that this statute has recently received: the attentive con- 
sideration of the court in the reported cases which are referred to, but 
I will not read them. 

It appears in the argument of Justice Miller and Justice Bradley 
they give strong reasons why the opinion of the majority of the court 
should not be regarded as binding on this body, where we are exercis- 
ing mere equity jurisdiction. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there is but one aspect 
of this case, to which I ask attention. Iam glad the general bill has 
been substituted for the special bill. ; 

Mr. OATES. It has not been done. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I thought the objection had been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. OATES. But it was renewed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN, No, it has not been withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will address my remarks to the sub- 
ject as it now stands before the House. I am opposed to these special 
bills, and I desire to answer some of the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES], that no injury ean happen to the Govern- 
ment by the passage of this and other special bills referred to. 

The status of this case is this: There is in the Treasury of the United 
States between six and ten millions of dollars, the proceeds of the sale 
of property under the act of Congress in reference to captured and 
abandoned property. That money should be paid over to those entitled 
toit. Istand there; I have no question about that. It is not only 
the meaning, but the spirit of the law. Nor do I quibble about the 
removal of the bar of the statute of limitations. I hold we shonld 
remove the bar. 

My opinion is this, and lawyers will, I think, agree with me, thatif 
we.take up separate bills for the recovery of this money we will have 
more dollars claimed than there are in the Treasury. Every person 
knows when a suit is brought by A B in the Court of Claims to estab- 
lish his claim for $1,000 or $1,000,000 there is practically no adversary 
party except the Government of the United States, and there is no one 
to look after itsinterests. For the ten millions in the Treasury twenty 
millions of claims are made. A B, say, has established his claim in the 
court and received a decision in his favor, then © D.comes in and estab- 
lishes aclaim to the same property. The judgmentin the case of AB 
is not an estoppel, and C D can goon and prove the property is his and 
claim judgment. 

Mr. OATES. If my friend will permit me I would suggest that he 


5807 


runs into this difficulty which, perhaps, he has not thought about, or 
as.a good lawyer, which he is, he would have paid attention to it. He 
talks about other parties coming in and establishing theirclaims. He 
knows no one can establish such except under the statute, and we are 
not going to permit anything of that kind in special bills, and I do 
not believe there is any danger like that which the gentleman has sug- 
gested. Each man will only receive that to which he establishes his 
title. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. My friend from Alabama says there 
can be no danger. I differ from him in this, No judgment rendered 
in favor of one claimant of property in a suit to which another elaim- 
ant of the same property is not a party can bind the latter; and as the 
claim of the latter claimant is as likely to be valid as that of the former, 
the only way in which justice can be done as between them is to com- 
pel them to interplead. Then the judgment would be binding on both 
and each would be permitted to show the strength of his own claim and 
the weakness of his adversary’s. We ought to aim to do justice be- 
pa the parties as well as to protect the Government against unjust 
claims. 

We have no right here on an ex parte hearing or without a hearing to 
give A B aright to institute a suit in the Court of Claims for certain 
property held in trust, and to refuse C D a right to establish if he can 
a right in him to the same property. Absolute justice can not bedone 
in this way. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman speaks of the credit upon the 
books of the Treasury touching the amount of money received for the 
property sold. 

Now, when Mr. Noble goes before the Treasury, he will get the 
money or his portion of the money credited to the proceeds of the cot- 
ton seized in Savannah. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iwillanswerthatinamoment. This 
morning on the bill offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] this amendment was proposed— 


Provided, That no money shall be paid further than is credited to him on the 
books of the Treasury— 


and was yoted down, for it was stated that there was no money credited 
. 


to anybody on the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ithink thegentleman is entirely mistaken about 
the amendment. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio was that no money should be paid to that claimant in excess of 
the amount of the money accredited on the books of the Treasury. 
Now thereis noamonntof money accredited on the books of the Treasury 
to that account; and the amendment which was adopted was that no 
more money should be paid to the claimant than the books showed to 
have been the actual proceeds of the cotton seized. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, but the difficulty is that while 
you may trace the bales of cotton, there is behind that the substantial 
question as to whether that cotton was the property of A B orof CD. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The proof would establish that fact. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, in a suit brought by A B' the 
fact might be established to the satisfaction of the court that heis the 
owner; whereas in a subsequent suit brought by C D it might with 
equal clearness be established that he (C D) is the owner. 

AsIstated, if this question is to be litigated before the Court of Claims, 
that litigation, if it is to be satisfactory at all as determining the 
ownership of this cotton and settling the question, must have both of 
the claimants before the court so that the judgment may be binding on 
both. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a very easy way out of this matter, a 
way in which such questions can be settled with absolute justice to all 
parties. The proper way is to pass a general bill, similar to that of the 
gentleman from Texas, so that the bar of the statute of limitation be 
removed for a definite time—say one year. In that time let everybody 
making a claim under the captured and abandoned property act come 
in, have his claim filed, and have all of the claimants before the court 
so that the court may decide as between them and determine to whom 
that fund belongs, and so that eachand all may be bound by the judg- 
ment; then every dollar will go to the man who is entitled to it, and 
inasmuch as all of the claimantsor parties to that litigation are present 
in court the judgment will be final and an estoppel upon all claimants. 

Mr. OATES. But my friend is putting a case arising under com- 
mon law in a court of equity, where there are several claimants and 
butone general fund. Butin this case I think there is a general fund 
which arises from various sources—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand very well. Here is a 
trust fund, a matter over which a court of equity has jurisdiction, and 
it is unquestionably competent for Congress to require all claimants to 
come in or be barred, and to provide that all shail be barred by the 
judgment of the court. Taking them one by one, you can never do 
justice, and it is a maxim of equity not to try to do justice by halves. 
By bringing them all in we shall have a final settlement of the ques- 
tion, and all the difficulties in the way as they now exist are at an end. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is that not the case where there are two parties 

iming the same fund? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. There are always two or more parties 
claiming the same fund where there are claims made for $10,000 which 
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amount to $20,000. Where such a state of things exists there must be 
more than one claimant. Now, in this case the amount of the claims 
far exceeds the fund, and unless all of the parties are brought in when 
judgment is rendered, you have not a final settlement. 

Mr. COBB. But the statement is made that this money is not in 
the Treasury in solido. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But it is in solido. 

Mr. COBB. ‘That the books of the Treasury show distinctly to what 

icular class so many dollars of this money belongs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesoia. Yes. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is mistaken in that, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iam glad to have the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Alabama, because I know that while he and I 
may differ as to the facts, we will not differ as to the law of the case. 
I understand that money is in the Treasury now pertaining to a given 
lot of bales of cotton. If this money was placed in the Treasury for 
A B that would be easy; but that is not the case. The owners of the 
property are not shown by the Treasury books ; that is a fact to be es- 
tablished by the judgment of the court which will finally settle the 
ownership, and when they are brought in in that manner and inter- 
plead you can do absolute justice to all, which otherwise could not be 
done. 

I do not want to insist on the bar of the statute of limitations. It 
is beneath the dignity of a great Government to say that when we have 
money in the Treasury which belongs to a man we will keep it there 
because for some reason he did not institute his claim within a given 
time. Let the judgment in all such cases be an equitable judgment, 
and an estoppel of all such claims in the future. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR rose. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me to move that the 
committee now rise? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not wish to be discourteous to 
the gentleman from Ohio, and if the gentleman from Texas, who wishes 
to move that the committee rise, will give me time I will answer with 

leasure. 
: Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before that is done I wish to ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. Permit me to ask a parliamentary question. If the 
Honse reaches the consideration of the Private Calendar again, this bill 
will be first in order, will it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be the unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that by unanimous consent several bills were passed over, not to 
lose their places on the Calendar. Consequently this bill will not nec- 
essarily be the first bill that comes up. ' 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this will be unfinished business. [Cries 
of “No! ‘No!??] 

Mr. LANHAM. I withdraw my motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. OATES. I move that the bill be reported favorably to the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are amendments pending. 

Mr. OATES. I will accept the amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let them be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will put the amendments to the committee, 
if it is desired. The question is first upon the amendment proposed 
by the committee. A 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, my amendmentis to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ipropose to amend the amendment recommended 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is then on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I call for a division. 

The amendment was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee as amended. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
this amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. How long do you desire to be heard? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I do not know how long. 

Mr. OATES. ‘Then we will not have time to get the bill through. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. McCREARY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, had directed him to report favorably the bill (H. R. 6348) for 


the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, and the bill (H. R. 834) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of John Newman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
first bill. 

HANNAH J. JONES, EXECUTRIX. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief of Hannah J. Jones, executrix. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a bill which has come over 
from a preceding session. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask unanimous consent that that bill go over, 
I do so for this reason: since the committee reported I have discovered 
from the rebel archives that Mr. Jones was one of the first subscribers 
to the Confederate loan. 

Mr. OATES. ‘That was an unpardonable sin. 

Mr. HOOKER. I doubt very much the accuracy of the information, 
by reason of letters I have recently received from Alabama since this 
case was under discussion, and which T will be prepared to submit to 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The bill will be passed over for the present. 

The Clerk will report the title of the next bill. 

MRS. ELLEN P. MALLOY. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, with amendments, 

The amendments were agreed to,and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there is objection, House bill 
9647, of the same title, will be laid upon the table. That is thé bill 
which came over from the Forty-ninth Congress and was put on the 
Calendar. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill. 

HEIRS OF JOHN H. NEWMAN, DECEASED. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, deceased, 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Iask for adivision. This is just such a case as we 
have had under discussion. > 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 7. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill be read 
the third time and ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division. 

The House accordingly divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 9. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask that the House order the printing 
of certain findings of the Court of Claims in cases which have been re- 
ported by that court to this House, sent to the Committee on War 
Claims, and reported back. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DEATH OF EMPEROR FREDERICK. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a dispatch from Minister Pendle- 
ton to Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, Secretary of State, announced the 
death at 11.15 this morning of the Emperor of Germany. I now send 
to the Clerk’s desk a resolution which I ask may be considered im- 
mediately. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, That we 
have heard with profound sorrow of the death of the Emperor Frederick, of 
Germany and he was distinguished asa soldier, having been made a field-marshal 
for his conspicuous services in the Austro-Prussian and the Franco-Prussian 
wars, and he was the friendand advocate of a conservative and liberal policy in 
Germany, and we express our respectful sympathy to the German nation in the 
loss of their great and renowned ruler. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. MACDONALD was recognized. ` : 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, according to its pre- 
vious order, took a recess until 8 p. m. 


1888. : 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5309 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro 
tempore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 15, 1888. 
Sır: Hon. Benton MCMILLIN is designated to preside at the session of the 
House this evening as Speaker pro tempore. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jons B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar 
under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole under 
the special order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that bills on the Private 
Calendar be called in their regular order, and that where the consider- 
ation of a bill is not asked by some member present the bill be 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar; that the call begin at the 
point in the Calendar where it was suspended at the last evening ses- 
sion for pension business, and that members present have permission 
to call up bills that have been passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN MAGHER, 


The first pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. BAKER, of New York) was the bill (H. R. 888) grant- 
ing a pension to John Magher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pen laws, the name of John Magher, late of Company F, 
Tenth Regular Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill nies R. 888) t- 
ing a pension to John Magher, have considered the same, and submit the fol- 
lowing report: 
> The claimant served asa private in Company K, Tenth United States Infantry, 
from September 12, 1855, to September 12. 1860. e claims pension for rheuma- 
tism, scurvy, and diseases of lungs and kidneys, resulting from the exposures 
and hardships of his military service. 

His testimony filed in his pension claim satisfactorily establishes the con- 
tinued existence of his disabilities from the time he took up his residence in the 
State of New York, about 1865, and he showed, by his own affidavit, that he was 
unable to furnish the testimony of his officers or surgeons to prove his disabili- 
ties, and that for the first four years after his discharge he lived within a few 
miles of Fort Garland, Colo., with no near neighbors or others whose testimony 
can now be secured to show his physical condition for that period. His claim 
was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground of no record and no satis- 
factory evidence of the alleged disabilities in service, or for six years after date 
of discharge. 

An examination ofthe records of the War Department and of executive docu- 
ments relating to the regiment in which soldier served from 1855 to 1860 shows 
that he participated in the severities and geen eg of the Spirit Lake expedi- 
tion against the marauding Indians in 1856, and of the ex ition against the 
Mormons in Utah Territory in 1857-58. Concerning the first of these expedi- 
tions, on which claimant contracted the seeds of his disabilities, Capt.B. E, Bee, 
of the Tenth United States Infantry, makes the following statements: 


{Extracts from Ex. Doc., page 350 of a > part 1, Thirty-fifth Congress, first 
session. 


“The season was unpropitious for military operations; the snow lay in heavy 
masses on the track which I was following (a long and circuitous route down 
the valley of the Minnesota), but these masses were thawing and could not bear 
the weightofthemen. * * * Itnecessitated wading through deep drifts, cut- 
ting through them with the spade and shovel, extricating mules and sleighs 
from sloughs, or dragging the latter up steep hills or over bare spaces of prairie; 
the men were wet from morning to night, and sleeping on the snow. Such were 
the obstacles encountered while still on the beaten track.” 

Again he states of a later part of the expedition: 

“I was in a country destitute of provisions; behind me, and aimag, Bens 
from the few supplies E had, was the Des Moines River, rapidly rising. ese 
conditions, joined to the fact that my men were jaded and foot-sore from a 
march of 140 miles, the difficulties of which I have but feebly portrayed; that I 
had no saddles for my mules, and that only thirteen of them could be ridden, 
all these induced me to return, mortified and disa Weert to my camp.” 

‘There has been filed with the committee the a vit of a comrade of claim- 
ant, William Keelay, who testifies that the claimant was sound and rugged at 
enlistment; that he was subjected to unusual and severe exposures in the win- 
ters of 1855, 1856, 1857, and 1858, in the blizzard weather of the then Territory of 
Minnesota; that claimant complained of rheumatic pains and debility and be- 
came thin and haggard, and deponent nursed him. Deponent did not go on 
the Utah expedition and did not see claimant again in service. 

The records of the hospitals at Forts Ridgely and Snelling show claim- 
ant treated for typhoid fever, catarrh, and malarial fever in 1855 and 1856. 

The Oneida examining board in November, 1882, find the claimant disabled 
by disease of heart, from rheumatism, and attribute his disability to “scurvy 
and lack of popek food, and the exposure while in service,” 

Disease of lungs since 1869 is shown also by medical evidence. 

The claimant is represented to your committee as a man of integrity and 
tru 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDMUND ASHWORTH. 


Mr. PETERS. On page 62 of the Calendar there is a bill which has 
been passed over, H. R. 231, grantinga pension to Edmund Ashworth, 
and I now desire to call it up for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Edmund Ashworth, late a private in 
Company E, Eighth United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, be, and 
the same is, increased to $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred bill (H. R. 231) to increase 
the pension of Edmund Ashworth, having considered the same, report as fol- 


lows: 

The said Ashworth is now receiving a pension of $16 per month for gunshot 
wound in the right ankle, received at the battle of Cherubusco on the 20th day 
of August, 1817. The last medical examination reports as follows: 

“We find gunshot wound about 2 inches above the ankle-joint of the right 
leg, shattering to some extent the tibia and fibula, and producing partial an- 
chylosis of the joint. The cicatrix of entrance is depressed and partly ad- 
herent. The point of exit is adherent. They are painful on pressure. The 
jas (sarie ot inches larger and the right limb is 1 inch smaller around calf 
of leg t eft. 

“ We find varicose veins (small) on the outer surface from ankle-joint up to 
knee. He is unable to perform any manual labor.” 

The evidence discloses that this pensioner is seventy-five years of age, and is 
now and has been for some time unable to perform any manual labor of any 
kind, which condition is largely due to the wound ved, although it may, 
to some extent, be attributable to his extreme age. 

The evidence further shows that he has no means of support, and that he has 
no family or relatives upon whom to depend; that he is a man of good habits 
and character, highly esteemed by his neighbors, who contribute a sufficient 
amount, in addition to the pension received, to support him in hisold age. The 
member from the Congressionh!] district in which the applicant resides, Hon. 
S. R. PETERS, is persoumiy acquainted with the pensioner, and corroborates the 
evidence as to condition, character, age, and dependency. 

A strict construction of the pension laws would not authorize the payment 
ofa pegs we greater than the one now received by the applicant, but in view of 
all the circumstances, your committee believe that for the few remaining days, 
which at most can not be many, alloted to the life of this old Mexican soldier. 
he should receive an increased rate of pension, and we therefore recommend 
that the bill pass, with the following amendment: 

Strike out the word "thirty ” and insert “twenty-five.” 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
SUSAN L. WATSON. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. SHERMAN) was the bill (H. R. 7883) granting a 
pension to Susan L. Watson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Watson, widow of 
Adolphus E. Watson, late pay director, United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7883) grant- 
ing a pension to Susan L. Watson, have had the same under consideration, and 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Susan L. Watson is the widow of Adolphus L. Watson, late pay director 
United States Navy. The official record of the Navy Department shows the 
following services of the deceased officer: 

Adolphus L. Watson was appointed acting purser August 31, 1836, and ordered 
on the Dolphin September 5, 1839; ordered to the Marion June 16, 1842; de- 
tached, ordered to the Raritan October 26, 1843; detached from the Cumberland 
January 2, 1847; to the naval asylum October 8, 1847; ordered to the St, Mary’s 
August 30, 1850; detached December 9, 1852; ordered to the Philadelphia navy- 
yard January 1, 1854; ordered to the Lancaster April 7, 1859; detached March 
1S, 1862; ordered to the Western flotilla, as inspector in charge of provisio 
September 19, 1862; December 10, 1864, detached and awaiting orders; appoini 
navy agent at Philadelphia December 26, 1864; detached ah 1, 1868; appointed 
inspector of provisions and clothing June 28, 1869; detached October 1, 1870; com- 
missioned pay director March 3, 1871. 

From the report of the Navy Department, it further appears that Watson was 
placed upon the retired-list November 15, 1862, in conformity with the act of De- 
cember 21,1861, having attained the age of sixty-two years. This retirement 
would seem to have relieved him of active sea duty oniy, asit is shown by the 
records of the Navy Department that he was employed on shore after that time 
ari petri responsible positions of a civil character under that Department until 

is death. 

He died July 10,1876, of typhoid pneumonia. The claim of the widow has 
been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the fatal disease origi- 
nated after retirement. . 

In the opinion of the attending physician, the death cause was due to maoe 
ure to climatic influence in line of duty while on the retired-list and on duty 
heretofore stated. 

A recent report from the Navy Department shows that the officer was under 
waiting orders at time of his death. 

While the status of the officer may, under the provision of the general pen- 
sion law, estop the Pension Bureau from a favorable consideration of the wid- 
ow’s claim, yet his long and faithful services before as well as after his retire- 
ment should receive recognition at the hands of Congress by placing his aged 
and dependent widow rapon the pension-roll. 

Your committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask 
that itdo pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS SHANNON. $ 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. SHERMAN) was the bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Shannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Shannon, late a private in 
Company B, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry. - 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R.5913, have ex- 
amined the same and the evidence relating thereto, and return the bill withthe 
recommendation that it do pass. 

They adopt as their report the following report made by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions at the second session of the Forty-sixth Con , âs follows: 

“An examination of the papers on file in the Pension Office in the case shows 
that the petitioner was a private in Company B, Tenth United States Infantry, 
and that he was discharged upon certificate of disability September 12, 1872. 
The said certificate recites : 

** Loss of right hand and lower part of forearm on the 4th of July, 1872; while 
“on pass” he had his hand lacerated by the explosion of a can of gunpowder in 
the hands of acitizen. It =f eee that he saw the explosion about to take place, 
and was in the act of knocking the can from the hands of the man who held it, 
when itexploded. The injury he then received necessitated amputation. He 
isin my opinion a case for pension. Disability full,’ z 

“The petitioner filed application for pension October 30, 1872, alleging ‘disa- 
bility from wound in right forearm, received while firing a salute at Rio Grande 
City, Tex., July 4, 1872, in attempting to save the life of a citizen who heldacan 
vd pa in his hands that was about to explode, and knocking thesame from 

is han 

“The Pension Office rejected the claim February 17, 1873, on the grounds, ‘Re- 
ject; not in line of duty.’ 

“The petitioner, who has filed several aflidavits, all of the same general char- 
acter, seems thoroughly imbued with the idea that he should receive a pension. 
He sets forth prominently the fact he is entirely disabled from earning a living. 

“The Adjutant-General reports: * Discharged September 12, 1872;’ roll for 
July and August, 1872, covering date of alleged disability, says: ‘A private, pres- 
ent sick in hospital. Nature of disability not stated.’ 

“Testimony of First Lieut. Charles L. Davis, United States Infantry (certifi- 
cate of disability): 

“* The injury received by Private Shannon, on the 4th of July last, was caused 
by his endeavors to knock from the hands of a citizen in Rio Grande City a can 
ye powder that was about to explode. Private Shannon was ‘‘ on pass” at the 

ime. 

“Your committee, in reviewing this case, readily understand that it does not 
come under the provisions of the pension laws, as the injury was not sustained 
in the line of duty, and yet it seems that this man should have relief. He was 
a soldier, in service, and engaged in patriotic work on the nation’s anni- 
versary, and he performed an act of mercy, receiving an irreparable injury in 
the loss of his right hand. Under the circumstances of the case,we conclude to 
grant his prayer, and to recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. 124) granting 
a pension to Thomas Shannon.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK W. TRAVIS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. Rice) was the bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Travis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick W. Travis, formerly ot 
Company D, First ment United States Infantry, in the war with the Florida 
Indians, and pay him a pension from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 2531) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick W. Travis, having considered the same, beg leave to 
make the following report: 

The claimant was a private soldier in Company D, First United States In- 
fantry, from the 10th day of November, 1840, until the 10th day of November, 
1845, when honorably discharged. In his declaration before the Pension Bu- 
reau, filed November 7, 1879, he claims that while on an expedition against hos- 
tile Indians in the Florida war, on the 6th or 7th day of July, 1841, in boats, there 
came upa terrible storm, and the boat in which he was was struck by lightning, 
and Lieutenant Lancaster, who had charge of the boat, was killed, and claimant 
shocked and stunned and rendered nearly blind; that thereafter he was affected 
by a disease of the eyes, from which he has not recovered to this day, and he 


claims ion therefor. 

His A was rejected by the Pension Bureau in April, 1882, on the ground 
of no record of the alleged disability, and no satisfactory evidence of its incur- 
rence in service and line of duty. 

A examination of the testimony in the claim and before your com- 
mittee satisfies us that the claimant’s disease of eyes was incurred as he all 5 
and that his rights should not be ee ing by the fact that the records of the 
hospitals in which he is shown to have been treated while in service have been 
lost, and are not on file for reference thereto, 

The Adjutant-General, United States Army, states: 
from the records of this office that Second Lieut, J. R. H. Lancas- 
ter, Infantry, was killed by lightning July 5, 1841, while on duty with an 
exploring and scouting y on Christol River, Florida. It further ap- 
pears that three of the enlisted men of the party * were knocked overboard’ by 
the stroke of lightning which killed Lieutenant Lancaster. Their names, how- 
ever, are not shown by the records.” : A 

The record further shows that claimant was with his company in East Florida 
at the date mentioned. There are no records on fileof the hospital at Fort 
Snelling, Minn., for the summer of 1844, when claimant was treated there for 
disease of eyes. 

Alfred B. Robinson, of Minnetonka, Minn., who served in the same company 
and regiment with claimant, testifies that the soldier, Travis, was disabled by 
the stroke of lightning which killed Lieutenant Lancaster, and that his eyes 
were injured and remained so during the remainder of his service, and he was 
treated therefor in hospital at Fort Snelling. Minn., toward the end of his service, 

Thomas Odell, anothercomrade, testifies that he knows thatthe soldier, Travis, 
was treated at Fort Snelling for disease of Fos te and was disabled by said dis- 
ease for quite a ea of time, and attributed the existence of the same to his 
service in the Florida war. This witness also states that the officers and sur- 
geons who were there are dead, so far as he has been able to learn. 

R. P. Russell, a sutler’s clerk at Fort painaa sa ilr regan in 1842 and subsequently, 
testifies that claimant was under treatment oe hospital there by Dr. 
‘Turner for some disease or injury of the eyes, which, it is said, had been in- 

in the Florida war. 

The claimant states that he can not at this day find other witnesses who knew 
of his disability in service; that Dr. Turner, who treated him there, is dead, as 
he learns; and that, living in the backwoods, he did not know of his right to 
claim pension for disease until recent years. The claimant is unable to write, 
and in an almost blind and pitiable condition. 


There is the testimony of a number of witnesses, among whom is the Hon. 
William R. Marshall, ex-governor of Minnesota, showing that the claimant has 
been affected by disease of the eyes since his discharge from service late in the 
fall of 1845. Governor Marshall himself testifies to n parsoner acquaintance 
bore claimant since 1549, and to the existence of an affection of the eyes during 

period. 

The board of examining surgeons at St. Paul, Minn.. in June, 1850, reported, 
after an examination, that tho vision of the claimant's right eye was gone— 
amaurosis; vision of left eye failing from same disease. 

In view of thetestimony as above collated, your committee are of the opinion 
that the requirement for medical and officer's testimony of the existence in 
service of disease of eyes shouid be waived, and that the claim should be al- 
lowed: and they therefore report back the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. PORTER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. LArroon) was the bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of 
William H. Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to place the name of William H., Porter, of Madisonville, in 
the State of Kentucky, upon the pension-roll, to date from the 29th day of Jan- 
uary, 1887, for services rend n the war with Mexico, in the company com- 
manded by Captain Leftwich, in Third ment of Tennessee Volunteers, as 
shown by parol testimony on file with said William H. Porter's a Spee for 
See eres issued by the Commissioner of Pensions on the 18th of January, 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions have had under consideration House bill $423, 
and find the following to be the facts: 

The said W. H. Porter was a free man of color, and served as a drummer boy 
in the Third Tennessee Regiment in the Mexican war, commanded by Col. E. 
F. Cheatham. His service dated from the Sth day of October, 1847, and ex- 
tended to the — day of July, 1848. The officers of his company and regiment 
testify to his service as a drummer boy, and pay him high tribute for his profi- 
ciency in the discharge of his duty. . 

Owing to the fact that he was a colored man, his name was not placed and is 
not borne on the rolls of the Army, and hence his claim for pension can not be 
considered by the Pension Department under existing Jaw. The proof shows 
that he is now sixty-four years old. The Department has considered his appli- 
cation for military land-warrant and has had issued to him such warrant. 

The committee add, as a part of their report, the sworn statement of Col. B. 
F. Cheatham, who commanded the regiment, which they think covers the facts 
of the case. The committee report the bill to the House with the expression 
of opinion that it should pass, 

STATE OF TENNESSEE, County of Davidson, ss: 

Personally appeared before me this llth day of April, 1835, Benjamin F, Cheat- 
ham, city postmaster of Nashville, Tenn., and late a colonel of the Third Regi- 
ment of Tennessee Infantry Volunteers in the Mexican war, who, being duly 
sworn, eae and says: - 

That he knows W. H. Porter, now residing in Madisonville, Hopkins County, 
Ky., to be the identical Paon who served with the company commanded by 
Captain Leftwitch in said Tennessee Volunteers, in Mexico, as heretofore stated 

this affiant in the application of said Porter for a land-warrant; which fact 
is further certified by the Hon. W. B. Bate, governor of the State of Tennessee, 
who was a lieutenant in said regiment, and also by W. L. Horn, a private in 
same ent, in Company H. 

Anda t states as his belief that if tho rolls of said company do not show 
the service rendered by said W.H. Porter it is probably owing to clerical neg- 
lect or error in misnaming the said W. H. Porter, a colored boy, well known to 
officers and privates, who certain, pated in all the hardships and dan- 
gers of the command, subject to military orders the same as other members of 
the organization. And aftiant further declares that he has no personal interest 
in the claim of W. H. Porter for a Jand-warrant. Mr. Porter is a colored man 
(free born), and was a musician of his company and acted as such. 

B. F. CHEATHAM, 
Late Colonel Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteers. 
Sworn to and subsribed before me. 
Witness my hand and seal of office at Nashville this 13th day of St 1886. 
R. 0. SHELLY, 


Deputy Clerk County Court, 


Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill in lines 
6 and 7 by striking out the words ‘‘ to date from the 29th day of Jan- 
uary, 1887,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘ subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAFFOON. Lalso move to amend by striking out the word 
**narol,’’ in line 10. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN F. G. MITTAG. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. HEMPHILL) was the bill (H. R. 6434) granting a 
pension to J. F. G. Mittag. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John F. G. Mittag, of Lancaster 
County, South Carolina, late a soldier in the war with the Seminole Indians, 


The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6434) grant- 
ing a pension to John F.G. Mittag, would report: 

The records show that the claimant enlisted as a private in Capt. Samuel R. 
Gibson’s Company, South Carclina Volunteers, at Savannah, Ga., February 26, 
1836, and was mustered into the service by Capt. J. Page, Fourth ‘United States 
Infantry, He was discharged at Jacksonville, Fla., May 6,1836. The claimant 
is now about eighty-five years of age, and without means of support, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend the bill by adding at the end 
of line 7 the words ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the passage of this act.” 

Mr. STRUBLE. At what rate, if any, does the bill fix the pension? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It does not fix the rate. It puts him upon the 
roll subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and 
some gentlemen more familiar with the subject than Iam have said 
that they do not know what pension he would get, or whether he would 
getany. Therefore I offer this amendment to make the bill more defi- 
nite. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would state to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] that if the claimant shows a disability as 
required by law he would be entitled to a pension. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JACOB KINTZ, ALIAS JOHN WALTERS. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up Senate bill 1086, 
granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Walters. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol! the name of Jacob Kintz, alias 
John Walters, late of erred G, Second Battery, United States Infantry, after- 
ward of the Twenty-first nited States Infantry, and later, under new enlist- 
ment, assigned to Company I, Twenty-first United States Infantry. 

Passed Senate February 16, 1888. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1086) granting 
a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Walters, have carefully cxamiued the pa- 
in the claim, and report: 


It ap; from the record of this case that the claimant enlisted on the 5th of 
December, 1855, for three years in Com y G, Twenty-first United States In- 
fantry. He is charged with desertion July 15, 1887, sixteen months before the 
ration of his term of service. 

e enlisted in Company H, Twenty-first United States Infantry, on the 21st 
of Au 1370, and was discharged for disability on the 21st of July, 1872. We 
next find im in San Francisco, Cal., being treated for the disease which pro- 
cured his discharge. Subsequently he enlisted again, as stated, in Compan. 
Twenty-first United States Infantry, January 21, 1873; discharged 
on the 17th of November, 1873. 

The Pension Bureau rejected the claim of the petitioner on two grounds, 
first, that he was a deserter from prior service, and, second, that the injury did 
not occur in the line of duty, 7 

‘The first ground alleged for the rejection, when taken in connection with the 
facts disclosed in the papers, presents an anomalous case. He appears as a de- 
serter on the 15th of July, 1867, under an enlistment made on the 5th of Decem- 
ber, 1865, and yet we find Rim enlisting in been T A H, of the same regiment, 
in August, 1870, and subsequently in Company J, of the same regiment, in Jan- 
uary, 1873. His identity seems to have been fully known both to his comrades 
and his officers of the regiment, as it appears he was transferred from Company 
I to Company G, for the purpose of serving out the sixteen months due to the 
Government under the terms of the enlistment made December 5, 1865. No 
punishment was inflicted upon him by reason of his desertion. The authorities 
of the War Department condoned the offense, if any existed, by transferring him 
from Company I to Company G, for the purpose of requiring him to serve the 
original enlistment. He was injured in May, 1873. 

Under these circumstances, is it just or right that the desertion, which oc- 
curred in 1867, should deprive him of his rights under the pension law, when 
the Government had aces oa his services upon two subsequent enlistments in 
the same regiment of which he was a member at the date of desertion? Had 
he been wounded in battle during the period of that subsequent service, would 
it be proper to exclude him from the benefits of the pension law? Inneither of 
these cases was he treated by the authorities of the War Department, when his 
services were needed, as a deserter, but under both enlistments he was granted, 
for disability, an honorable discharge. i 

Itseems to the committee that itis now too late to deny to him the rights 
which the law guaranties to every soldier injured while in the line of duty, 
upon the technical grounds assigned by the Pension Bureau. 

Was he injured in the line of duty ? 

The evidence in this branch of the case is undisputed and overwhelming. 
His application for a pension avers that “by injuries received at the Lava Beds 
in fornia in May, 1873, he suffered from inguinal hernia of the right side.” 

This is set forth in his discharge as the cause of his disability, and itis further 
affirmed in the same paper that it occurred in the line of duty at the time and 
place set out in his application. 

This allegation is further sustained by the evidence of his comrades, which 
has been filed. In fact, there is no conflicting testimony. 

The applicant is totally disabled, byaig on the charity of his neighbors, and 
his right to a pension is supported and indorsed by a large petition from citi- 
zens of the community in which he lives. 

In the opinion of the committee this is a meritorious claim, and one which 
should receive favorable action by Congress, “a 

The bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


_ . There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


` CORDELIA EMERY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
ccosideration by Mr. STRUBLE) was the bill (S. 1343) granting a pen- 
sion to Cordelia Emery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be i! enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sajo to the proyisions and 
ery, wi 


I, 


y 
for disability 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cordelia ow of Nahum 
Emery, late of Hampden, Me., a soldier in the war of 


e eee 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 1343, grant- 
ing a pension to Cordelia Emery, have examined the same, and return the bill 
to the House, recommending its passage. and adopting as its report the state- 
ment of fact of the Senate committee, as follows: 

“The claimant is the widow of Nahum Emery, late of Hampden, Me., a soldier 
of the war of 1812, 

“The pension is rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the hus- 
band of the claimant was a teamster and nota soldier. 

“There are two comrades, Simeon Mayo and Andrew Parr, aged respectively 
eighty-four and eighty-eight years, both of Hampden, Me., who testify that— 

They were both present and participated in the Hampden battle in the war 
of 1812; that we served in the company under command of Captain Newcomb, 
and that we are in receipt of a pension under the act of March 9, 1878; and we , 
further state that we were well acquainted with Nahum Emery, who yolun- 
teered and did serve in the company of Massachusetts militia commanded by 
Capt. John Emery: that he was detailed by the commander to haul guns from 
the United States frigate Adams to a position on “the hill;” that he was present 
in the engagement, taken prisoner by the British, detained several days, and 
then released on parole,’ 

“It appears that Private Emery acted only temporarily in the capacity of 
teamster, and then by command of his superior officer. 

“The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


POLLY H. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. LIND) 
was the bill (S. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Polly H. Smith, widow of the 
yet Jone H. Smith, late lieutenant Company L, Second Regiment United States 

rtillery. * 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 43) granting a 
pension to Polly H. Smith, have examined the same, and return it to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass.” The facts in the case are shown by 
the statement in the report of the Senate committee, which your committee 
adopt, as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 53, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 43) granting a 
pension to Polly H. Smith, have examined the same, and report as follows: 

The claimant is widow of Jolin H. Smith, brevet captain Company L, Second 
Regiment United States Artillery, now deceased. The service record of hus- 
band is as follows: 

He enlisted as a private in Battery L, Second Regiment Artillery, at Newport, 
Ky., January 27, 1834; was di by reason of expiring of term of service 
January 27,1859; re-enlisted in same corps February 22, 1859; was discharged 
from second enlistment August 14, 1863, by reason of a jintment as second 
lieutenant in same corps of artillery. Was promoted to first lieutenant June 13, 
18644. He served in Army of Potomac, in Army of Cumberland, in Maryland and 
District of Columbia, in New York and Florida, until 1865, afterwards in Cali- 
fornia, ir. Washington, Arizona, and Alaska, in active service until December, 
1870, sixteen years. 

The history of the disability and death of the soldier isasfollows: He was de- 
tailed in 1868 to act as assistant quartermaster and acting com: of sub- 
sistence in Washington. His duties as such were very laborious, and he was 
alniost constantly in the saddle, After several months’ service as such, at the 
close of a long day’s ride he discovered tha the was injured; this was the be- 
ginning of fistulainano. He underwent three operations of the knife for re- 
lief. The last wound was seven months in healing, and before healing the 
fistula ap in another place, leaving him in a worse condition than at x 
with health utterly broken. December 9, 1870, he applied to be relieved from 
active duty, and a retiring board of the Army, convened for that purpose at San 
Francisco, did retire him after fully hearing evidence, ‘as incapacitated forfur- 
ther duty by reason of d contracted in the line of his duty.” He died very 
suddenly at Portland, Oregon, September 8, 1835, reported as of “ heart disease,” 
while engaged in lifting a trunk. The evidence shows him to have been at the 
time of his enlistment and up to 1868 a man of excellent health, robust constitu- 
tion; never before sick a day in his life. After 1870 never well; always suffer- 
ing. The heart disease is characterized as sympathetic, the result of other 
ailmentsand injuries, He died fifteen years after his retirement, but there is no 
evidence that he ever recovered his health. His ill health and disability were 
incurred in the line of service. The marriage took place at Fort Ridgely, March 
5, reel is testified to by the adjutant-general of post and sutler, who were eyc- 
witnesses. - 

5 is recommended that the bill be reported back with recommendation that 
it do pass. - 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
RUTH CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. STRUBLE) 
was the bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark. 
The bill-was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruth Ciark, surviving widow of 
Pardon Clark, who was a soldier of the war of 1812, and that she be granted a 
pension of $12 a month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BARRY) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is the widow of Pardon Clark, who served as a musician in Ca 
tain Dunham’s company of New York Militia, war of 1512, from June 29 to July 
9,1812, She isnow aged about seventy-seven years. She is in need of aid for 
support. Her husband died July 26, 1871. The claimant filed a claim for pen- 
sion in the Pension Office, April 17, 1878, which was ramet upon the ground 
that the soldier served less than fourteen days, and that no pension could be 
granted under act of March 9, 1878. 

‘The reports from the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department, 
in whose custody the rolls of the war of 1812 are, show that the original rolls of 
Captain Dunham’s company, New York Militia, have been lost, and that the 
imperfect copies of them now on file in that office are entirely silent touching 
the matter of the allowance of travel pay. These copies are silent, also, as to 
where that company was mustered into the service, or where it was discharged. 
A thorough search has been made by the Third Auditor's Office, 


and by the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 15, 


Pension Bureau, in order to determine these matters, but without result. There 
is on file in this case an affidavit of the soldier himself, in which he states that: 

“The company in which he marched was organized in Batavia, Genesee 
County, New York, and mustered into the service of the United States at Ba- 
tavia, Genesee County, State of New York, and the place where he was dis- 
charged from service is Lewiston, N. Y., and the distance from Lewiston to Ba- 
tavia, where the company was organized, is 60 miles or over.” 

It is satisfactorily shown that the distance m Lewiston to Batavia, N. Y., 
is more than 60 miles, If it shall be excepted as a fact that Captain Dunham’s 
com y was mustered at Batavia and discharged at Lewiston, the soldier was 
clearly entitled to travel pay for at least three days, allowing, as is the practice 
now and was then, 20 miles per day, thus making his term of service fourteen 
days, and entitling the claimant to pension under act of March 9, 1878. 

‘our committee believe that in view of the silence of the records of the Goy- 
ernment, also of the statement made by the soldier himself, under oath, as to 
the place of enlistment and of discharge, that said statement should be accepted 
as of great weight, and that the bill should pass, and a recommendation to that 
effect is therefore made. 

It is proper to state that in passing upon the soldier's claim for bounty-land 
warrant, the Bureau of Pensions allowed him three days for travel, thus mak- 
ing his term of service fourteen days. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HIRAM CHILSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. BUT- 
LER) was the bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
= lemeaea gh try of the pension laws, the name of Hiram Chilson, a soldier of 
the war o: w 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is ninety-two years of age and in needy circumstances, He de- 
clares under oath that on the invasion of Plattsburgh by the British in the war 
of 1812, he volunteered with others into a company organized to mect the in- 
vaders; that he participated in the said battle, and was knocked down during 
the engagement by the force of a passing shell which exploded near him, and 
that he remained in service twenty days, until discharged. 

Hie is unable at this late day to recall the names of the captain and colonel 
under whom he served, and the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department, 
owing to insufficient data, fails to find his name upon the incomplete rolls on 


file in that office. 
Mandana Case, a sister of the claimant, who is reported as of undoubted 
rother participated as a 


veracity, testifies that she well remembers that her 

soldier in the engagement at Plattsburgh; that she was at home and saw him 
return; that he hung up his gun and knapsack and remarked, “Thank God, 
the British are whipped!” 

There is otherevidence before your committee which shows that the claimant 
has always been reputed to be a veteran of that war, and a petition from the 
prominent men of his community shows him to be a man of probity, and greatly 
esteemed, even though a subject for charity. 

Your committee are satisfied from all the testimony before them that the bill 
should pass, and return it to the House with the recommendation that such 
action be taken, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELISHA WILKINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. STRU- 
BLE) was the bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension-roll Elisha Wilkins, of Crawfordsville, lowa, 
Jatea private soldier in the company of Capt. Jacob Peak, and in the regiment 
of Col. Josleph Byrd, in the war with the Seminole Indians in Florida, in 1836, 
and pay him a pension, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws. 


The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 


The claimant was enlisted as a private in Capt. Joseph Byrd's (su 
Capt. Jacob Peak’s) company, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted 
teers, Creek war, June 25, 1836, and was discharged July 12, 1837, 

The claimant is now seventy-two years of age, and is unable to perform man- 
uallabor. His famity consists of himself and an aged wife, Evidence has been 
filed which any establishes the fact that he is wholly unable to perform man- 
ual labor, and that he is wholly without any means of support. This evidence 
consists of the affidavits of the claimant, William H, Moore, and Martha 8, 
Moore, of Crawfordsville, Iowa, and those of J, D. Kimball and William Lemon, 
of Winfield, Iowa, 

The committee report the bill favorably, and recommend the passage of the 
same, with the following amendments: Strike out the word “ Josleph,’’ where 
it occurs in the sixth line of said bill, and substitute therefor the word “ Joseph ;”’ 
also, strike out the word “Seminole,” where it occurs in the seventh line of 
said bill, and substitute therefor the word ** Creek.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee in thé closing 
ph of the report were read and agreed to. 
Mr. STRUBLE. I move further to amend the bill by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘ pension-roll,’’ in line 4, the words ‘‘ the name of.” 


uently 
olun- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. a 


SAMUEL F, C. GARRISON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. MOR- 
RILL) was the bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C, Gar- 
riso; 


m. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place the 
name of Samuel F. O. Garrison, late chaplain Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
now a resident of El Dorado, Kans., on the pension-roll, subject to the 

and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 


This soldier enlisted in Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteers August 12, 1 
On June 10, 1864, he Tes cheer to chaplain, in which capacity he served un 
discharged 2; . In 1879he filed an application for pension, alleging 

derangement, resulting from malarial fever, con- 
ed in the service. The und of rejection is based on prior unsoundness, 

The mental surgeon, Dr. J. W. Mo: , testifies that in March, 1865, he 
treated claimant for malarial fever and brain complication, resulting in partial 
paralysis of left side and insanity. 

Captain Ridlen and two comrades testify to same illness, describing it as brain 
fever. Two physicians and several neighbors testify to the continuance of the 


„August 
general debility and mental 
tract 


disability since discharge. The only question as to the merit of case seems 
to hang upon the point of whether the t was of unsound mind at enlist- 
men 


Your committee feel that a service of three years in the Army during the war 
ought to place beyond cavil the question of soundness at enlistment, but waiv- 
ing that consideration, the evidence of unsoundness is utterly unsatisfactory; 
at the most it only shows that soldier was a nervous, excitable person, called 
by his neighbors peculiar and cranky. The examiner of the western division, 
in his prosas against the action of the board of reyiew in rejecting this case, 
very well says: 

“The review of this case, as stated in slip of Mr. Langston, is not based upon 
the facts and merits of the case as shown by the mony. For argument’s 
sake we will admit that soldier was, prior to enlistment, as hundreds of other 
ministers of the gospel are sector ubbed “cranky,” “peculiar,” “off,” ete., 
but do such admissions or allegations of non-professionals in medical science 
make this case non-admissible when we have a record that can not be contro- 
verted by any such allegation ofa lay nature? The Government accepted this 
man as sound mentally as well as physically. He performed the duties of a 
soldier for twenty months, obeying and carrying out military orders without 
question as to hissanity; was not in hospital nor under medical treatment dur- 
ing these twenty months; was sane evidently, and must have stood wellamong 
his officers as a soldier, for upon their recommendation he was d edasa 
se: t and was promoted to chaplain of the regiment, and made a full asso- 
ciate of by all the officers, embracing the line and field. 

* The disability for which this pension is claimed made its appearance two 
yenrs and seven months after enl 
line of his military duty.” 

Your committee fail to discover upon what principle of justice or good sense 
this ery ae! Paisan in the Pension Office, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage oft 5 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HIRAM BATEMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Mor- 
RILL) was the bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hiram Bateman, 
late a private in Company I, Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and to pay 
ag s pension at the rate of $36 a month, in lieu of the pension now received 
by him. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3836) granting an increase of pension to Hiram Bateman, ully report: 

The claimant in this case states in his petition; which is under prs & the prin- 
cipal facts upon which this increase is asked. ‘Heavas pensioned in 1879 asa 

rivate of Company I, Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers, He enlisted in 
May, 1861, in the first three years’ regiment from that State, and was discharged 
in 1862, a physical wreck from the results of disease and injuries incurred inthe 
service, and has praana grown worse until the present time, when he needs, 
a large portion of the time, to have the attendance ofanother person. Heisalso 
totaliy blind in one eye, and the other is seriously affected; often so lame and 
helpless as to require assistance in dressing himself. He is now seventy-six 
years of age, with a wife who looks to him for apps which he is and has been 
for many years unable to furnish by reason of his disabilities incurred in the 
service of his country. 

‘There has been filed in asking increase several affidavits of physicians and 
others as to the physical condilion of the claimant. His right to pension from 
disability in the service has been fixed by the Pension Office, but that office can 
not, under its rulings, now increase the amount pa to a sum adequate to the 
disability asit at present exists, and has rejected the same, 

In the evidence filed, Dr, John W. Hopkins swears that— 

“ He is attending physician of claimant; that he is broken down and feeble 
in health, requiring much care; is now nearly seventy-six, and aside from 
chronie diarrhea and hydrocele with which he suffers, has lost the sight of one 
eye and may at any time lose that of the other, The last two years he has had 
much trouble with his arms and shoulders, to have close personal attention, 
and has frequent spells of sickness, and in affiant's opinion, justly entitled to 
special rating, as well as much in need of it; has seen him daily for several years, 
and he has not done a day’s work since he has known him, and is fully as much 
disabled as if he had lost a leg or arm, and well otherwise.” 

Dr. Frederick D. Smith lives near claimant; has known him over fourteen 
years, and found him afflicted with the above-named disabilities. He says: 

“ His disabilities are of such an extent as to wholly incapacitate him for man- 
be labor. He is as much disabled as he would be with one leg off, if well other- 

s2.” 

Dr. D. W. Bliss, now a prominent physician of Washington, D. C., formerly of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., swears that— 

~ He was surgeon of claimant's regiment, assisted at its organization, and 
examined claimant when he enlisted, and had him under his personal obser- 
vation until May, 1862, when affiant left the field as medical director of the 
Third Division of the Tiird Corps, Army of the Potomac; that during the 
winter of 186162, he secured the detail of claimant as principal nurse in the 
field hospitals because of peculiar fitness and reliability for that service, which 
required physical labor equal to any service in the field; that he had known 
Bateman for ten years before enlistment, and he was in good health and phys- 
ically sound; that after his discharge he had chronic diarrhea and hydrocele, 
and general debility from exposure and over-labor, and in fact, presented the 
appearance of being a cps wreck; and this continued in 187879, when he 
last aire him, in Washington, D. C., where said Bateman came for treat- 
ment.” 

Dr. W. B. Morrison, late surgeon of claimant's regiment, in addition to his 
former evidence (given in support of the original claim), swears as to disability, 
its incurrence and continuance, and present degree of same, in the most posi- 
tive manner; absolutely correcting previous misconception of the facts in the 
case by the Pension Office as to cause of disabilities. 

Reuben Randall and Albert Babcock, of Lamont, Mich., comrades of claim- 
ant, and near neighbors prior to and since the war, swear to his priorsoundness, 


ent, and is due to overwork while in the 


1888. 
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precise disabilities as incurred in the service, and their existence and continuance 


since and to present time, as entitling him to total disability rate from x 
and present condition as feeble, old man, totally blind in one eye, and depend- 
ent, unable to perform manual labor. 

John A, Maxfield, C, A. Mickam, Nicholas and M. A. Phillips, and C. E. Gregg, 
all of Lamont, Mich., and near neighbors, swear from paana knowledge as 
such, that claimant has been totally disabled by disabilities for which pensioned 
ever sinced ; to his prior soundness, and pay by occupation a farmer 
and lumberman, robust and sound in body, and in addition that he has diar- 
rhea, rheumatism in arms and shoulders, requiring aid to even dress, total blind- 
ness in one eye, and requiring much care and attendance from his extreme 
lameness and debility. 

Peter Weatherwax, deputy sheriff of Ottawa County, and Elihu Walling, 
merchant at Lamont, Mich., corroborate above fully, and say claimant is in 
such condition that he has, for the past two years or more, been so lame in his 
arm and shoulder he had to have care and be helped to dress and undress; and 
about seventy-six years old; witnesses testify from personal knowledge as in- 
timate acquaintances and near neighbors prior to the war and ever since. 

Orren G. Maxfield, of Cooperville, Ottawa County, Michigan, swears he has 
known claimant ‘‘ever since can remember; ” he was sound and robust prior 
to enlistment; corroborates all former neighbors and comrades have testified to 
as to continuance of disability since the war, and present condition of helpless- 
ness and need of relief and care; lives about 3 miles from claimant; has seen 
him as often as every few days since discharge. 

`~ John Blake, of Allegan, Mich., swears he lives less than 3 miles from claimant, 
where each have been since prior to the war; known his physical condition 
intimately since 1860; in 1861 was in full health; came home in July, 1862, sick 
and broken down from disease (diarrhea) and injury (hydrocele); been unable 
to labor ever since; says he isnow nearly blind; and adds that justice demands 
more from Government. 

L. P. Eddy, a well-known attorney of Grand Rapids, Mich., swears has well 
known claimant since 1870, and fully confirms all the evidence of his condition 
since that date, and of helplessness and infirmities now from personal knowl- 


ge. 

A. H. Fowle, of same place, corroborates same. 

Letters filed in claimant’s behalf are from General Byron R. Pierce, late 
colonel of claimant's pe amg brigadier and brevet major-general United 
States Volunteers, one of the board of managers of the Soldiers’ Home, Grand 
Rapids, Mich. ; corroborates all alleged by claimant, and says, “I personally 
know this to be a deserving case.” 

D. W. McConnell, late colonel of claimant's regiment, of same city, says 
claimant was a sound, robust man when he enlisted, and he left the service 
completely shattered in health and has not been well since; is dependent on 
others, no propery. and now partly blind and in need of deserved increase. 

George E. Judd, late captain Company A, Third Michigan Infantry, of same 
place, corroborates all, and says: 

“Claimant was a strong man when he enlisted; * * * to-day old and un- 
able to provide for himself. * * + Isincerely feel is entitled to a good pen- 
sion; is suffering from effects of disability incurred in service of his country.” 

Hon. M. H. Forp, member of Congress from Fifth district, Michigan, says, in 
addressing a letter to committee: 

“T have my attention called to the case of a worthy veteran of the late 
war, and a resident of this district, Hiram Bateman, of Lamont, Ottawa County, 
Michigan, late pritate Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers. * * From 
what I can learn from reliable sources, Mr. Bateman is deserving of favorable 
consideration at your hands, and I can fully indorse the recommendations of 
General Pierce and Colonel McConnel, under whom he served, and Captain 
Judd, of his ment,” 

Hon. John W. Stone, late member of ara. poe from same district, urged an in- 
crease, as “ disabilities have continued and greatly in par 

Peter Doran, a prominent citizen of Grand Rapids, fully indorses statement 
of General Pierce, 

Thomas D. Gilbert, president City National Bank, Grand Rapids, Mich., has 
well known claimant over thirty years; u increase for this “aged and help- 
less" soldier, as “is certain that few more just claims are presented for the con- 
sideration of Congress.” 

Roger W. Butterfield, a well-known potas or the same Bc strongly in- 
dorses claimant, from personal knowledge of condition for years past. 

Dr. George K. Johnson, also of same city, is earnest in indorsement. 

George Gray late colonel Sixth Michigan Cavalry, formerly of Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich., now general solicitor Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and pres- 
ident of New York City Roud, says, in detailed statement: “It is a shame, and 
it shocks the sense of justice the miserable pittance of $4 per month is all 
his country allows him for having in her service wholly sacrificed his health 
and strength, leaving him to d out the few remaining years of his life in 
suffering, pain, and poverty,” and urges that he be given pension equal toand 
for loss of a leg, which would have been far less degree of disability. 

Petitions filed for claimant are as follows: First, one from Randall Post, G. 
A. R., Coopersville, Mich., by 33 members, knowing claimant personally and 
well; ask increase as based on facts shown. Second, from S. Brennan, late 
captain claimant's Sompany. with comrades of same company, I, Third Michi- 
gan Infantry. Third, petition of county officers of Ottawa County and others 
urging increase, signed by Charles E. Soule, judge of probate; William F. Kelly, 
register of deeds; D. C. Watson, collector of customs; W.S. Walkley, M. D,; 
George A. Farr, attorney; Frank Slater, Stephen L. Lowing, late captain Com- 
ae A (claimant's), Third Michigan Infantry ; George D. Turner, clerk of court; 

. P. Lillie, circuit courtcommissioner; George W. McBride, attorney; Walter 
G. Van Slyck, attorney; Hon. H. C. Akely, Arthur Lowell, and ©. S. Storrs, 
and others, asking same, from personal knowledge of the merits of the case. 

Reu Randall, claimant’s comrade and now neighbor (since the claim was 
rejected in the Pension Office), testifies more strongly that in addition to the 
disabilities named claimant suffers deafness, almost or quite total, of one ear, 
and head trouble, by dizziness, caused by being overcome with the heat in 
June, 1861, from being overmarched around Washington on the arrival of the 
regiment from home, when he with others (affiant as one) fell out, overcome, 
so that ambulances had to return and pick up the victims, That he has been 
afflicted ever since, and that from being neighbors and well kadia claimant 
he knows he has never recovered from same, and in consequence it is never 
safe for him to be out alone in the sun, or he is liable to be overcome by it and 
fall down as in a faint. 

Your committee, in view of all the above facts, as shown by such unques- 
tioned evidence, consider this case a worthy one and entitled to the increase 
claimed, and are of the opinion the petition should be granted, and therefore 
report back the bill with favorable recommendation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MINOR CHILDREN OF LEVI M. HUNTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. PER- 
KINS) was the bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor chil- 
dren of Levi M. Hunter, deceased. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, the names of the minor chil- 
dren of Levi M. Hunter, deceased, late of Company A, One hundred and twen- 
tieth Indiana Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations ofthe pension 
laws, to begin from the date of the marriage of the soldier’s widow. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


It appears that the-soldier, Levi M. Hunter, was pensioned for rheumatism, 
and at the time of his death was in receipt of the highest rate under the law for 
his disability. His widow, then Cai ne Hunter, applied for pension as his 
widow, and the a cps was rejected on the ground that the soldier died of 
typhoid fever, a of local origin and not connected with the military 
service. The widow then made application to Congress, and a special act plac- 
ing her upon the pension-roll as the widow of Levi M. Hunter was passed and 
approved July 5, 1884. In submitting a favorable report recommending the 
penge. of the bil, Mr. Matson, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions of 
the House, said: 


‘This case was sent to Congress under the joint resolution directing the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to recommend such cases for the action of Congress as in 
as opinion seemed to be meritorious but not within the operation of the gen- 
e aws. 

“ The claimant in this case is the widow of Levi M. Hunter, who died on the 


4th day of Jan: , 1882, leaving a widow and two children. He n for 
a lengthy period, Jast prior to h 


death, einen the largest pension known to 
the law, and had n during that time confined to his bed and unable to help 


himself on account of rheumatism contracted in the service and in the line of 
duty. While so confined he was attacked with typhoid fever and died of it. 
The evidence shows that the rheumatism for which he was pensioned would 
have soon prudsced his death, but, as he did not die of that, his widow could 
not be pensioned. 

“The Commissioner of Pensions also states in his letter that the widow isa 
deserving person, having, during all the period of the soldier's disability, 
labored to support the family. 

* In view of the foregoing facts, this committee, without hesitation, recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill.” 

On the 4th day of May, 1835, the widow was united in marriage to Robert 
Montgomery, at which date her pension ceased under the law. Application 
was then made to place the minor children of Levi M. Hunter on the pension- 
roll, and the same was rejected on the ground that the soldier died of typhoid 
fever, a disease of local origin, and not connected with the military service. 

If the widow’s case was such a one as should have been submitted to Con- 
gress for favorable action, the same reason, in the opinion of the committee, 
should hold good in the minors’ case. 

Your committee believe this is a meritorious case, and therefore submit a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill, with the following 
amendment: 

Amend by striking out all after “laws,” in line 7. 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out at the end 
of the bill the words ‘‘to begin from the date of the marriage of the 
soldier’s widow,” was a to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM WINANS, 


Mr. BACON. Task the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4788) grant- 
ing a pension to William Winans. This isa bill which was passed 
over during my absence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that according to the 
special rule which has been adopted the gentleman has the right to 
call up a bill which has been passed over. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is riet l au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Winans, late corporal 
of Company B, First ent of New York Cavalry, at the rate of $W per 
month, and such pension shall be in lieu of the $16 per month heretofore allowed 
him and which he is now receiving. > 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred a bill (IT. R. 4788) 
to increase the pension of William Winans, late private Company B, First New 
York Cavalry, have considered the same, and report the bill favorably. 

It is shown in this case that the pensioner is receiving a pension of $16 per 
month for a gunshot wound of left shoulder and injury to right index finger, 
and the testimony of Drs. Florence Donohue and D. W. Biiss, filed in the case, 
powe es he is wholly disabled for manual labor by reason of the wounds 

for R 

It also ap that the claimant was employed in one of the Departments as 
a clerk, and was forced to resign his position by reason of inability to perform 
=~ Suee of his office, such as handling books, by reason of his wound of 

oulder. 

For some reason, inexplicable to the committee, an increase has been denied 
to him by the Pension Office. 

His personal appearance is that of a man greatly enfeebled, Dr. D. W. Bliss, 
who bas had charge of him during the last eight years, explains his condition 
by the presence in the wound of pieces of the sabot of a shell made of mixed 
metal (some of which he has extracted), which produce a septic condition, in- 
ducing recurring abscesses. 

There is no doubt that the present rating at the Pension Office is sufficient if 
the mere usual disability resulting from the wound in the shoulder and the in- 
i to right index finger are alone considered, but that there is greater disa- 

ility is abundantly proved, first, by the removal of pieces of the poisonous 
metal; and, second, by the septic condition evidenced by the frequent abscesses 
to which the claimant is subject. 

Dr. Bliss's letter to the committee is annexed to this report.. Besides this, 
Dr. Dougherty’s and other surgeons’ affidavits are on file in the Pension Office. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. 


WASHINGTON, D, O., March 19, 1888. 

DEAR Str: Referring‘to our recent conversation relative to the case of William 
Winans, who is asking a special act of Co: aen his pension, I have 
to state that I have had professional care of said Winans for some eight years 
past, and during that time he has been an invalid from a disability readily 
traceable to the shell wound in his left shoulder and its sequel; also from 
chronie constipation, quite frequent attacks of myalgia, and general malaise. 
The latter disabilities I believe to be ly due to re and the diet to 
which he was confined while a prisoner of war at Belle Isle, Virginia. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


orn rarer 

n e 
evi a general septic condition, en- 
the presence of fragments of the sabotof the shell, 
mixed metal,and are deeply imbedded in the soft 
are icious un- 


care, he has suffered 


During the past eight years, while he 
abscesses in the and furancule or 


with recurri 
boils 


ded in the tissues Brisson seventeen years. 
This man is to perform any manual labor, 
Very res: y 


D. W. BLISS, M. D. 

Hon. J. LOGAN CHIPMAN. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (S. 1547) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Dougherty. This is a bill which was passed over during 
my absence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to Place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann ews at the rate 
of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Procock) was read, as follows: 


The facts in the case are substantially set forth in Mrs. Dougherty's petition; 
which is as follows: ji 


To the Senate and House of ves 

of the United States in Congress assembled: 

“ As a petitioner for your ‘favorable consideration of my claim for pension, I 

do most respectfully that Iam a resident of Washington, D.C. I 

in 1863 from Mount Holly, N. J., when, shortly oe 
thereto enlisted 


conscious when foun, eau became ilies from the es received. 

“My son (the eldest), bricht boy, was killed by mach: ee tna United States 
m at Washington, where he was at the time employed, as the records 
of; the Navy ilearen spr will show. 

‘At the close of the war, on the third day of the grand review of the Army, in 
the year 1865, my oldest surviving pers tao of six years, was stolen by an officer of 
the eta and has not been heard o; 

“My husband, who served in the organ arectuation aforesaid, left his home in 1865 


2i has not been heard from since. e deserted me, as I believe, on account 
of my t 

` “TI have been accustomed to a comfortable home, and might have continued 
well and happy but for the war and its consequences. č thereto I was in 


perfect health, h both mentally and physically. 
“That, in view of the facts as aforesaid, she earnestly begs your consideration 
and prays that she may be placed i ete the pension-rolls of the United States, 


subject to the provisions and limitat 
“MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 


“The ance eres respectfully represent that they are acquainted with Mary 
Ann Dougherty, believe the facts stated in the aforesaid Genlion tobe tras and 
join her therein and ask consideration of same from one ag honorable body. 
“DA PORTER, “Admiral. 
“Me GI GEORGE U. MORRIS. 
“8S. NICHO: OLSON, 
U. 8. Navy. 


"W.A. ee 
or of Bt. John's Parish. 
“EC. WEAVER, 


“GEORGE W. RO 
“Cor, Army nid Navy Journal. 
“GEO. BANCROFT.” 

The claimant received a pension as the widow of said Daniel Dougherty, and 
continued to draw the same until it was discovered that the soldier was alive, 
when her name was dropped from the rolis, This pension was not obtained 
through fraud on her part. 

There is no question of her abandonment by the soldier. Her injuries, as 
well as the afflictions under which she has , have com ly shattered 
her nervous eae and for or ean ears she has been an ‘object of c parren in the city 
of Washi: of the highest character havc interceded in her behalf 
with your committee Akse testified to her good character, 

Believing that the relief asked for by this poor unfortunate woman should be 
nea, your committee report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 

t do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SARAH J. TOMPKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Mor- 
RILL) was the bill (S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension-laws, the name of Sarah J. Tonpa widow of 


C. C. Tompkins, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Kansas Cavalry. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Maga of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 
“Sarah adar grated the widow of Christopher C. Tomp! 3 
second lieut Company G, Seventh Regiment KansasCavalry. The soldier 
died April 1884, and at the date of death was drawing a pension at the rate 


of 
= Tie claimant made application for continuance of pension, which claim was 
rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions July 27, 1887, on the ground ‘that 


the soldier's death was caused from old age and indiscretion in diet and exer- 


and was therefore, in an: SERRAT KEET 

“Dr. C. W. h, of Sedan, , swears that— 

“t He has personally known C. C. Tompkins, deceased, since the fall of 1875, 
and was most of the time up to the ot hada which Go. 
curred on the lith day of |, 18h. Was his ph; when he lost the use 
of the muscles of the of faceand the sight of right eye,which occurred 
in July, 1850. At this e he was taken with acute catarrh, affecting the right 


and was the result 


my 
present at his phic 

ing in his Se two-days later from sonera P 
vat alr 
to me, 


trouble he was afflicted with,’ 
“ Dr. W. F. Sheek testifies that— 

“* The only time he treated the soldier was in his last illness,as Ihave already 
stated in a former MAAR which statement was made without consulting any 
other physician, and since I have consulted with Drs. McHugh and Graham, 
who had treated him previously,and from their statements to me, I am con- 
vinced that his death was the result of disease of the — bones and their 


een 


isabilities 
he service were t 
there is no reason to doubt that had the soldier not phage ny those diseases in 
the service he might now have been alive and in the enjoymentof good health, 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


D. P. HOUGLAND. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. FUN- 
STON) was the bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to D, P. Hougland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, hast .. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and d to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions: and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of D, P. Hougland, late of Company 
C, Second Battalion Missouri State Militia, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


i bed galt the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill recommended. ~ 


[Senate Report No. 692, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
ba ves dlachataed Sterol 31,100. Wiamertion was aA A patvenein ONARI 
and was $ service was as a private mpany O, 
Oo n ery he made application fora pension, allegi ee s 
n January e ai = on, in declar- 
ation “that about the month oF piloat 862, near Shawn ooe a Kans., bis 
horse and rolled over him, een En his right leg in three places, and 
oe producing hernia of right groin.” His was rejected June 17, 1885, on 
und that “the claimant was unable to establish the =< in line of an 
alleged injury.” ‘The Adjutant-General, United States Army, 
eons 1562, sent home to rate, and September, 1862, sent to nsas pe 
acting assistant surgeon, with ken jeg. The adjutant-general of Missouri, 
in his report to the Commissioner of Pensions, states “ that the records of his 
office show that the claimant is reported as having broken leg in 
muster of October, 1562; les broken, and sent to Kansas by hospital surgeon ; 
broke since enlistment.” 
The claimant makes affidavit as follows, as 3 
from H: o., to Kansas City and Quin- 
of Shawnee his horse = and 


is dead; that he was never treated by any regimental surgeon, and that hernia 
never existed Fro! to injury.” 
ie, A. J.B: swears that— 

n or about the Toth di day of ator near Shawnee, Kans., daimant 


was a disabled in the line of duty by his 


orse falling on him, breaking his leg, 
ch a manner as to cause 


; knows the facts from 


in pany. 
Olliver H. Grigg was an pen tothe accident, and so states under oath; 
and, further, that he procured assistance, and had m carried to the house 
nearest the scene of the aoci accident, and inter Ditha day paa ton ranored to the 


nearest post (Olathe) and a surgeon summoned to 
Dr. Dou, Bell swears that he was called to visit claimant about April 1, 
1872, at w papas the middle of 


resent he suffers from both con nnously 
. Briggs subsequently states, in response to an office letter, that the 


time to the 
Capt. A. 


1888. 
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nt, and was 
* and believes he was hurt in the 


claimant was a healthy, 
Knew him before the 
y acquainted 


sas City on business connected 
reported to me that he h: 


these facts from personal knowledge.” 
F TETO postmaster at Olathe, Kans., in response to office letter dated 
ay 1882, 


says: 
“Ido not know of such accidents hap: ing in the Army pareretis, but 
know claimant to be a truthful and rel © man in every particular, and will 
inclose a certificate of a physician, stating what condition he is in now and has 
been for many years. My opinion is that it is a just claim.” 
Dr. James Bell swears that he has been acquainted with claimant over twelve 
ps (1870 to 1882,) and has been his family physician over ten years, and has 
n 
hern 


months afterwards. Know 


mently called professionally to reduce for him stran; g EEN 
ia. He stated to affiant first time he saw him that he had, while in the 


frequently from its becoming strangulated so that he is not able to perform 
more than one-fourth the amount of labor an able-bodied man should. 

Dr. H. S. Hastings says “he has known claimant since 1874; once assisted in 
ig ry hernia on him.” 3 

David Wallace, a comrade, swears to incurrence of disability in “the service 
and line of C Ais 

William H. er, comrade, corroborates the above, as does also Milton 
Redenburgh, a co: e. 

Oscar Farmer swears so the incurrence of the disability in the manner alleged 
by claimant, “by having seen claimant some time in the night of the day the 
accident happened, and g with him a part of next day, and having the doc- 
tor notify oo Briggs that claimant could not return for aag 

Benjamin V at Olathe, Kans., in his report of the 
case, rates him “for the fracture of leg at three-eighths total, or $6, and for 


Luther Rees, special examiner, says: 
* ¢ è “From all the testimony and from the record Iam of the opinion that 
the claim for broken leg is meritorious, and therefore recommend its admission. 
‘The question of line of duty is fairly determined in claimant's favor by the rec- 
ord and the testimony of Colonel Newgut, Captain Briggs, and Comrade Finter, 
». ee andi lly incline to the betief that hernia was contracted in 
the service, as he alleges, but that fact is not established by the testimony, and 
Iam fo to recommend the rejection of that claim.” 
The claimant is a man of the very highest character, and his reputation for 
truth and honesty is above question. His fellow-citizens of JohnsonCounty speak 
of him in highest terms of praise. From a careful examination and review of 
the case your committee feel confident the disabilities all were contracted 
in the service and line of duty, and that its continuance is wn by the medical 
testimony piee, Sey the period since his discharge, and they therefore re- 
port the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


~ GEORGE W. DE MOTTE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2103) 


granting a pension to George W. De Motte. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and irected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof George W. De Motte, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifty-third Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2108) 


granting a pension to George W. De Motte, submit the following report: 
The rt of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty-ninth Congress 


is herewith adopted, 
tion of this case, find that the claimant en- 


The committee, in their investi 
listed in eea f K, Fifty-third ment Illinois Volunteers, March 21, 1864, 
m 


and that he was July 22, 1865; that he made application for pensio: 
Au 3, 1877, alleging “disease of lungs chronic diarrhea, from measles, 
at p Butler, lino 


, in April, 1864.” 

The claim was ed by the Commissioner of Pensions on the ground of 
there being no record of chronic diarrhea or disease of lungs in service, and no 
medical or other sa ‘ory evidence in service or at discharge. The papers 
in the case, however, exhibit statements and affidavits which collectively tend 
to weaken the conclusion by the Commissioner. 

S i Youug and F. M, Young testify to claimant’s soundness prior to enlist- 
ment. 

“The claimant testifles— 

“That he can not find ay of his commissioned officers; that the regimental 
kanpeon was reported killed in one of Sherman’s marches; that he has had no 
= ly physician treat him since discharged; they all told him they could do 

no < 

“J. W. Bollinger testifies— 

“ ‘That he has known claimant since 1965; has lived near him, and labored 
with him nearly all the time that the claimant was able to labor. He has been 
disabled by lung disease and chronic diarrhea more than one-fourth of the time. 
Has been totally disabled during n doit 

ve fully. 


“ O, W. Bollinger corroborates the 
“J.K. Tyler testifies— 
“*That he has known claimant intimately since 1878; that the claimant has 


been in his employ. He hassuffered continually from lung disease and of the 
bowels during that time; has been unable to perform manual labor during that 
period, frequently confined to house and bed for days at a time.’ 


“Tn nse to call for additional testimony claimant says— 

‘He was traveling all the time, trying to regain his health ; that he was treated 
for his diseases at Camp Butler, Illinois, April and May, 1861, but not by any reg- 
imental surgeon; that be has been unableto furnish testimony of his commis- 
sioned officers, for the reason that he did not report to them, for fear of be' 
sent from his command for treatment: that his physicians assured him 
only time and a change of climate could benefit , and for this reason he 
never employed a physician,’ 

“Dr. H n, examining surgeon, in hisreport of examination made January 
28, 1880, says Beets Pony permanent. Finds upon careful physical ex- 
amination no abno: condition of the lungs, but for second disability, chronic 
diarrhea, some little emaciation, tongue healthy, abdomen soled 
mends a rating of three-eighths total, equal to $3 per month. 
amining surgeons, under date of June 7, 1882, increases rating to one-half total, 
equal to $4 per month, and the board, under date of September 9, 1885, 
rating at three-fourths total. The medical examinations show clearly the ex- 
istence of the disability at the present time, and the continuance since 
is also clearly established, as well as his prior soundness. There is no sugges- 
tion of fraud, nor anything to justify the suggestion if it were made.” 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to a pension, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH B. TINGLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1267) 
granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place the 
name of Joseph B. Tingley, late a private in Company K, One hun and 
sixty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to all the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1267) 
granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth ily the facts in 
this case. Your committee adopt that report and recommend the passage of 


the bill. 
[Senate Report No. 850, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1267) granting 
a pension to J. B. Tingley, have the same, and report: 

Claimant was enrolled October 16, 1862, in Com y K, One hundred and 
sixty-ninth Pennsylyania Volunteer Drafted Militia, at Pittsburgh, for nine 
months, and was mustered out with the company July 26, 1863. 

On March 26, 1883, claimant filed his application for pension on account of 
sunstroke and results incurred near Hagerstown, Md., July 15,1863. Claim was 
rejected May 20,1885, on the ground of no record, no medical or other evidence 
showing the existence of sunstroke in the service, or that his disease of eyes re- 
suited from sunstroke. 

The testimony in the claim is as follows: In his affidavit, filed April 7, 1884, 
claimant states his regiment left Gloucester Point, Va., in the early part of 
July, 1353, and joined General Meade’sarmy about July 15, 1863, having marched 
10 miles t! morning; his command was put on with General Meade'ssoldiers 
an to Hagerstown, Md.,and when near the last-named place he was 
overcome by a sunstroke,and was compelled to drop out of line; that he was 
unconscious for a long time,and was cared for by a comrade by the name of 
Weeks; that everything before his eyes turned first green, then dark; that he 
was treated by no na a atthe time; that his sight began to fail him soon 
after his return home the war till 1876, when everything looked unnatural, 
and in 1882 he became so blind that he was totally disabled for work, and has 
been in the same condition tothe presenttime; that the physicians who treated 
him soon after his return from the service are now all dead. 

In affidavit filed January 30, 1885, claimant states that he is unable to furnish 
any evidence as to the origin of his disability, other than that already filed, for 
the reason that the sunstroke was received on July 15, 1863, while on a forced 
march near Hagerstown, Md., and neither the surgeon nor assistant surgeon 
of the regiment was present at the time, and his term of service expired the 
next day, although he was not mustered out until July 26, 1863. 

In affidavit filed November 22, 1887, claimant states that the sunstroke affects 
tbe nerves of his dag to such an extent that he can not see to work; that he is 
entirely blind in h 


that said 
ing from an affection of the eyes, which began soon after his discharge from 


service. 

Jacob Lubold, a comrade, testifies that claimant fell out of ranks at Hagers- 
town, Md., July 15, 1863. 

Mrs. E. Tingley testifies that she is claimant's wife; that her said hus- 
band has been suffering from affection of eyes, in consequence of a sunstroke 
incurred at rstown, Md., July 15, 1863, from the date of his d: from 
the service to the present time, and has been able to do but little work on ac- 
count of said disability. 

E. W. McCormick, of Cochranton, Pa., in an affidavit filed April 7, 1884, testi- 
fes that he was intimately acquainted with claimant from the date of his dis- 
charge from the service to 1877, and that during all that time his eyesight was 


arenes ticrartee worse. ; 
In davit filed January 30, 1885, Dr. Alexander Thompson, of Meadville, Pa., 
testifies that he has been a practicing pnysician and oculist during the past 
thirty rots that in his memorandum under date of July 13, 1877, he finds the 
following reference to claimant: J. B. Tingley, farmer, aged forty years; re 
failing for a long time. They are not sore, but claimant complains of floating 
specks before his eyes. Everything a ogee has to exclude the light. 

In affidavit filed wy 7, 1834, John Hayward, of Vallonia, Kans., testifies that 
claimant’s sight has n growing constantly worse since 1879, and that he has 
been almost totally blind during the year, 
` In affidavit filed April 7, 1884, Dr. Joseph Moore, of Oberlin, Kans., testifies 
that he has been acquainted with claimant since July, 1890; that he has exam- 
ined claimant's eyes and finds him almost blind, and that his sight is growing 
gradually worse from year to year. 

In affidavit filed April 7, 1854, Dr. John B. Pilkington, of Portland, Oregon, 
testifies that he examined claimant's eyes August 39, 1883, and found cataract 
growing upon both of them, causing total blindness for all practical purposes 
and rendering claimant unable to go alone; that he operated upon claimant's 
left eye, removing the opaque lens, thereby rendering claimant partial relief; 
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that claimant is unable to distinguish one person from another, nor can he 
earn his living by handiwork. An ophthalmoscopic examination of the retina 
of the eye shows such a disturbance of the nervous structure as to make it ap- 
pear probable that jindness was superinduced by the sunstroke; that 
claimant is still blind from cataract in his right eye, and that in all probability 
he will never see sufficiently well to enable him to do business in support of 
himself and family. 

In afidavit filed November 22, 1887, Richard L. Tinker, Frank R. Gump, 
Samuel West, Joseph W. Warren. J. P. Bayha, Dr. J. L. Elliott, Dr. Robert 
Damsell, S. W. Coom, Charles W. Springer, William Gates, Henry Cook, T. C, 
Hacker, W. E. Jackson, and other citizens, of Webster County, Nebraska, tes- 
tify that claimant is unable to support himself and family by reason of the loss 
of sight of right sre and defective sight of left eye. 

All the affiants in this claim are reported to be persons of good standing in 
their community, and their testimony is entitled to credit. 

Medical examination made in the claim shows claimant entitled to second- 
grade rating for disability on account of loss of sight. 

The evidence in the claim shows that claimant did receive a sunstroke in the 
service and in the line of his military duty a few days prior to his Berar ae 
and that his sight, which was good prior to that time, continually fai ed 
him, till now he is almcst totally blind. 

It is reasonably well established by competent testimony that claimant’s loss 
of fo was superinduced by a sunstroke, as claimed by him, and that he is en- 
titled to a pension. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objecticn, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH W. EUBANK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1018) 
ting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1018) 
granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank, submit the following report: 

The Committee on Pensions in the Senate set forth fully the facts in this case 
in their report, which is hereto attached. 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
On March 15, 1886, Joseph W. Eubank made application for pension, alleging 
in his declaration that while serving with Company K, id Regiment Ar- 


n 
kansas Volunteers, in the line of duty, at Clarksville, in the State of Arkansas, 
on or about December 15, 1863, he was wounded in the right leg below the knee, 
fracturing and breaking the large bone, in a battle with guerrilla forces of the 
rebellion; that he was treated by the regimental surgeon at Clarksville, Ark., 
at a private house. Under date of September 29, 1886, the Adjutant-General 
United States Army reports to the Commissioner of Pensions “that the name 
x peepi w. Eubank is not borne on the rolls of Company K, Second Arkansas 
nfantry. 

William Cheerman, private in Company K, Second Arkansas Infantry, in af- 
fidavit filed among the papers in the case, swears that Joseph W. Eubank vol- 
unteered as a captain in Company K, Second Arkansas Infantry, and was dis- 
charged at Clarksville, Ark., on or about June 1, 1864, by reason of wound in 
right leg below the knee; that he was disabled while in the service and line of 
duty in action with the enemy—he was shot in the right leg below the knee; 
that affiant was present at the time he was wounded. 

Dr. John S. Horner, now of Cassville, Mo., who was second lieutenant of 
Company K, Second Infantry, in an affidavit under date of March 30, 1886, 
swears that he is acquainted with Joseph W. Eubank, and knows him to be 
the identical Joseph W. Eubank of Company K, Second Arkansas Infantry, 
who was discharged at Clarksville, Ark., by reason of wound in right leg be- 
low the knee: that he incurred his disability in December, 1863, about 8 miles 
from Clarksville, Ark.; the news came that he was wounded and some others 
killed; and that he saw him, Joseph W. Eubank, leave Clarksville the day be- 
fore in command of a company, and when we heard of it at Clarksville, he (the 
affiant), in command ofa part of a company, went out with spring wagon and 
brought the said Joseph W. Eubank to Clarksville, and found him badly 
wounded at the place above mentioned; that he helped put Eubank in the 
wagon, and saw his wound then and then again the nextday. Eubank was 
aoa he time as captain of Company K, and was discharged some time in 

une, 1864. 

Under date of July 7, 1886, the board ofexamining surgeons at Emporia, Kans., 
examined Eubank, found the wound as above set forth, and rated him for total 
disability for wound in right leg. 

In a petition accompanying the bill the claimant states that he was appointed 
a recruiting officer by Colonel Waugh of the Second Arkansas Infantry; that 
he acted as such and was piaced in command of Company K, Second Arkansas 
Infantry ; that on December 15, 1863, at the fight near Red Lick was wounded 
as set forth in his application; and that in consequence he was discharged by 
the hospital! surgeon. 

Your committee have no doubt, from the testimony of comrades, eye-wit- 
ness, one of them, that Eubank incurred his disability in the service and line of 
duty; that he was wounded asset forth, and disc from the service before 
he had an opportunity of being regularly and formally mustered into the Army 
of the Uni States. They recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 

Strike out all after line 5 and insert ‘ of Captain Joseph W. Eubank, of Com- 

ny K,Second Arkansas Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate al- 
owed captains.” È 
Thus amended, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
THEODORE GARDNER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1737) for 
the relief of Theodore Gardner. 
On motion ot Mr. MORRILL, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 
SHELTON FLANINGAM. | 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1266) 
nting a pension to Shelton Flaningam. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Shelton Flaningam, late a private 
in Company D, of the First Regiment of Nebraska Cavalry. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, the reading of the report was dispensed 
with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1266) 
granting a pension to Shelton Flaningam, submit the following report : 

The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate, hereto annexed, seta 
forth clearly the facts in the case and establishes, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, a very meritoriouscase. They therefore recommend the passage of the 


itl. 
[Senate Report No. 666, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

Claimant enlisted in Hct ne D, First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry (subse- 
quently cavalry), June 15, 1861, and was discharged August 26, 1864; re-enlisted 
in Company H, Forty-first Missouri Volunteer Infantry, Se tember 11, 1864, 
and was discharged July 11, 1885. Surgeon-General’s report shows him admit- 
ted to general hospital, Jefferson Barracks, near St. Louis, Mo., October 20, 1862, 
with injury to back. His application is for pension on account of chronic diar- 
rhea, contracted from exposure incident to the service in Missouriand Arkan- 
sas from 1861 to 1864. 

Claimant states that he can not furnish the testimony of the surgeon or assist- 
ant surgeon of his regiment who first treated him for chronic diarrhea in the 
service, for the reason that they are both dead; that he was treated for said dis- 
ability at Government hospital at Jefferson , near Louis, Mo.; was 
also treated at Western Medical Institute. St. Louis, Mo., for chronic diarrhea 
during several months in 1872; that since his d from the service in Au- 
gust, 1864, he has resided at different places in Missouri, Indiana, and Nebraska, 
and his occupation has been that of a farm laborer; that sy perp e past two 
gh he has been disqualitied for manual labor fully one-half of the time; that 

nding, after the battle of 
Shiloh, in 1862; that his regiment was badly exposed to wet weather for more 
than two weeks; that he drove a mule team during the winter of 1862-63, and 
was wp Boos pores to all kinds of weather, and was without proper shelter; 
that he suff severely from the cold, and was uently compelled to wear 
wet clothing; that he received treatment while in the service from Asst. Surg. 
N. B. Larsh, now a resident of Nebraska City, Nebr.; that he has suffered from 
no acute disease since the date of his discharge from the service; that he has 
been able to do no heavy work at any time, and that his disability is greater 
in the summer season; that he is now suffering with disease of liver and kid- 
neys, resulting from chronic diarrhea, and that he has periodic attacks of diar- 
rhea at different seasons of the year; that he is not now accessible to any evi- 
dence further than that already furnished by him. 

William Ott, a comrade, testifies that claimant contracted chronic diarrhea in 
Southwestern Tennessee from the use of bad water in the fall of 1862; that the 
whole ment suffered greatly from the same disease. 

Dr. N. B. Larsh, late assistant surgeon First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, 
testifies that he treated claimant while in the service in 1963 and 1864 for chro 
diarrhea, and that claimant is suffering from the same disability. 

Special Examiner H. J. Brown, of the Bureau of Pensions, states that Dr. 
Larsh is president of the board of examining surgeons at Nebraska City, Nebr., 
and isa fi physician and surgeon; that the said doctor states that he 
treated claimant soon after his discharge from the service; that claimant was 
all broken down, and still suffers from chronic diarrhea. 

David Beasley, of Nebraska City, Nebr., testifies that claimant was a sound 
and healthy maa for five years prior toand at the date of his enlistment into 
the service of the United States; that from the fall of 1864 to 1850 affiant heard 
from claimant by letters, and in that way learned that he was suffering from 
chronic diarrhea; that since 1380 he has personal knowledge of claimant’s 
disability on account of chronic diarrhea. 

The board of United States examining surgeons at Nebraska City, Nebr., state 
that they have personal knowledge that claimant has suffered from chronic 
diarrhea for many years. 

The facts in the case warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1744) 
nting a pension to William M. Davis. $ 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Davis, late of Gom- 
pany F, Seventh Regiment lowa Volunteers. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, the reading of the report was dispensed 
with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 1744) 
granting a pension to William M. Davis, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended. 

[Senate Report No, 647, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant, William M. Davis, enlisted December 25, 1861, as a private in 
Company F, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and was honorably 
tiaraa toan the military service of the United States at Louisville, Ky., 
July 12, Š 

On March 31, 1880, he made application for pension, allegingin his declaration 
“that at Kingston, Ga., in May, 1864, he received a rupture of left side, caused 
by excessive marching.” On January 11, 1887, the claim was rejected by the 
Commissioner of Pensions upon the grounds “that there is no record at the 
War Department of the alleged rupture of leftside and of claimant's inability, 
all sources of information eing exha by special investigation, to furnish 
competent testimony showing its incurrence in service and line of duty.” The 
War Department reports him sick at Kingston, Ga., in ung 1864. 

As to incurrence of disability in the service, Capt. Peter Henigan swears that 
at Kingston, Ga., May 15, 1864, the claimant incurred a rupture of the left side 
caused by excessive ng; that he went with him to the surgeon, who said 
that aye fase but rest would do him any good; that he did not want to leave 
the eompar; and afterward got better. 

Comrade Joseph B. Carman swears that about May 20, 1864, claimant became 


e first contracted chronic diarrhea at Pittsburgh 


worn down by excessive marching, and complained of something being wrong 


1888. 
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with his left side, and was sent to hospital; that when he returned to his com- 
pany he claimed to be ruptured in his left side; was never on gay afterwards, 

Comrade Samuel Kitterman swears that some time in May, 1864, near At- 
Janta, Ga., claimant became played out by excessive marching, and was left in 
hospital aa Kingston, Ga., and when he returned to the company he claimed to 

ruptured, Ś 

The claimant swears he is unable to furnish the affidavit of a surgeon for the 
reason that all the surgeon did for him was to excuse him from service on ac- 
count of rupture. 

Dr. Charles McQuaid, Le Roy, Kans., states that he has been the family phys- 
ician of claimant for eleven years, but never treated him for rupture; that it 
hurt him so much for the last four or five years soe to 1883) that he has been 
unable to farm; don't pretend to do any kind of hard work. The rupture is of 
the left side, 

Dr. Wiseman, examining surgeon at Burlington, Kans., under date of Sep- 
tember 1, 1881, reports disability permanent, and rates him at six-eighths total 
for rupture. The board of Emporia, Kans., under date of February 7, 1883, re- 
por disability probably permanent, and make no rating. The board at Iola, 

ns., December 2, 1885, rates him at one-fourth for rupture. 

Special Examiner E. T. Whitcomb is of opinion claim “has but little if any 
merit,” but recommends further examination. Charles D. Sloan, special exam- 
iner, says, “It is a question whether incurrence is due to service,” and recom- 
mends further examination. James Stiles, special examiner, ‘ doubts the merits 
of the claim.” M, Dorian, special examiner, says, “there seems to be some 
merit in the claim, but the testimony is conflicting,” and recommends further 
examination. 

Andrew Geddes, special examiner, says: 

“Tt is difficult to decide asto merits ofthis case, Iftestimony of Captain Heni- 
gan is to be taken it goes farto prove the merit ofthe claim. * * * Do not 
see how claim can be justly rejected, and do not feel warranted in submitting 
for admission. * * * The claim may have merit.” 

Charles D. Sloan, special examiner, “ thinks the claim may haye merit.” J. 
W. Brown, na pace examiner, says the case ia without merit, and recommends 
rejection, and accordingly the claim was rejected, as before stated. 

rom an examination of the case your committee are of opinion that the 
claimant has established, first, the incurrence of the disability in the service and 
line of duty; second, its continuance in varying degree since discharge, as 
shown by the several examinations made by the examining su ns of the 
Department, and its existence at the present time. He is mentioned by his 
captain and comrades, with one exception, as a good soldier. That he is now 
unable to farm, and, indeed, perform any kind of hard work. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


J. ROCK WILLIAMSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1687) to 
restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pensiono eatier to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J, Rock Williamson, late a private 
in Company G, One hundred and fifth Hlinois Volunteer Infantry, 


On motion of Mr. PERKINS, the reading of the report was dis 
with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. ‘ 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1687) to 
restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll, submit the following report: 

The re of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth fully the 
facts in this case, and is herewith attached and made a part of this report. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The claimant was enrolled in Company G, One hundred and fifth Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, August 12, 1852, and was discharged June 7, 1855. The records 
of the War Department show that he received a wound of shoulder in action at 
Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 1465. 

Claimant was pensioned at the rate of $ per month from June 8, 1865, on ac- 
count of gunshot wound of left shoulder and resulting weakness of arm. His 
name was dropped from the pension-roll June 13, 1887, disability having ceased. 

The testimony in the case is as follows: In his application for pension claim- 
ant states that while in the line of duty at the battle of Bentonville, N. C., he was 
struck by a musket ball from the enemy in the left shoulder, causing paralysis 
of the same and permanent disability. In his application for increase of pen- 
sion, filed September 16, 1882, claimant alleges paralysis of muscles of left arm. 
In his application filed May 8, 1884, claimantstates that the disability for which 
he is already pensioned has increased; that he has atrophy of the muscles of his 
arms, legs, and chest, increased weakness of his left arm, and general debility 
from the shrinking of the muscular ine and nervous debility; that he is 
easily fatigued and has lassitude of body. In a subsequent affidavit claimant 
states that he contracted rheumatism in July, 1864, and incurred a gunshot wound 
in the shoulder at the battle of Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 1865, resulting in 
disease of heart, from which he has suffered to the present time, and that he is 
consequently unfit formanual labor to any considerable extent; that he applied 
for a pension on account of disabilities other than that for which he was pen- 
sioned; that instead of allowing his pension for disabilities as claimed, his name 
was dropped from the roll. 

Lieut. Col. Everell F. Dutton, of One hundred and fifth Regiment Minois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, testifies from personal knowledge that claimant received a gun- 
shot wound in left shoulder at the battle of Averasboro, N. ©., March 16, 1865, 
causing paralysis, which continued during the remainder of claimant’s term 
of service and afterward. s 

Charles A. Straun, a comrade, testifies that claimant received a gunshot wound 
of his shoulder March 16, 1885, and that he contracted rheumatism in 1864; that 
he complained of disease of heart soon after he was wounded, and that his testi- 
mony is from personal knowledge. 

Comrade Samuel H. Williamson testifies that claimant received a gunshot 
wound while in the line of duty at Averasboro, N. C., March 16, 1865, and 
shortly thereafter was relieved from duty in consequence of disease of heart; 
. that he had previously contracted rheumatism during the Atlanta campaign in 
July, 1864, and that he was suffering from rheumatism, disease of heart, and 
gunshot wound, causing weakness of arm, at the date of his discharge from the 
service, and has continued to so suffer to the present time. 

William Brandon, a reputable citizen of Humboldt, Nebr., testifies that he has 
been acquainted with the claimant sinco 1860; that he was a stout and able- 
bodied man prior to and at the date of his enlistment into the service; that after 
claimant’s return home from the war he found him suffering from gunshot 
wound of left shoulder and rheumatism, in consequence of which he has been 
EOT, incapacitated for manual labor garing the past six years. 

y Robinson and Loyal M. Dupray, citizens of good repute of Richardson 


County, Nebraska, testify that during the past five years claimant has been sub- 
ject to spells of dizziness, disqualifying him from manual labor. 


Charles A. Smith, of Richardson County, Nebraska, testifies that claimant has ; 


been partially disabled for manual labor since 1883 by reason of gunshot wound 
received in the service. x 

James Marshall, of Richardson County, Nebraska, testifies that claimant has 
been greatly disqualified for manual labor during the past four years, in conse- 
quence of gunshot wound received in service. 

William Brandon and Henry C. Robertson, of Richardson County, Nebraska, 
testify that owing to a gunshot wound received in the service, blind staggers, 
ME inting fits, claimant has been one-half disqualified for manual labor since 
Frederick A. Warner, of Richardson County, Nebraska, testifies that claim- 
ant is unfit for manual labor by reason of gunshot wound, fainting spells,and 
blind staggers, A ‘ 

Drs. A. L. Williamson, P. W. Hayes, and J. A. Waggoner, of Humboldt, Nebr., 
whose professional standing and credibility are strongly vouched for, testify 
that they have personally examined claimant and find him suffering from mus- 
cular atrophy of left shoulder and arm, causing weakness and inability for the 
performance of much manual labor, Drs. Williamson and Hayes further testify 
that they have treated claimant for several years past for atrophy of the biceps 
muscle of arm and deltoid muscle of shoulder and the pectoralis major muscle, 
due to loss of nerve force from gunshot wound of left shoulder, also for partial 
loss of sensibility of arm and numbness of hand, frequent hemorrhages from 
the bowels, chronic rheumatism, irregular, intermittent pulse from disease of 
heart, nervous prostration, and frequent syncopes and dyspepsia, partly due 
to exposure. Have no interest in the claim, 

It is clearly shown by the testimony of claimant's neighbors, who have had 
good opportunity of observing his physical condition from day to day, and by 
three eminent physicians who have recently made a personal examination of 
him, that this claimant has been and is now largely disqualified for manual la- 
bor in consequence of a gunshot wound of his left shoulder, and resulting weak- 
ness of arm, disabilities for which he was originally pensioned, and on account 
of which he now seeks restoration. 

The board of United States examining surgeons at Lincoln, Nebr., rate claim- 
ant for disease of heart and Pea but do not report a ratable disability on ac- 
count of gunshot wound of left shoulder. The action of the Bureau of Pensions 
in dropping claimant's name from the roll is based upon the report of the Lin- 
coin board, as contained in the certificate of examination made March 16, 1887. 

The strong and positive nature of the evidence in the elaim, from men high 
in professional standing as physicians and surgeons and from those in daily con- 
tact with claimant, in the opinion of your committee warrants a decision the 
reverse of that reached by the Bureau of Pensions, and the committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. i 


JOEL B. MORTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 432) for 
the relief of Joel B. Morton. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and uired to place the name of Joel B. Morton, of Valentine, Cherry 
County, Nebraska, father of Calvin Morton, on the pension-roll, on account of 
the services of hissaid son, Calvin Morton, in Company B, Sixteenth New York 
Volunteers, during the late war. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the reading of the report was dis~ 
pensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 432) for 
the relief of Joel B. Morton, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth fully the facts in 
this case, and your committee adopt it with the recommendation that the bill 
pass. 


[Senate Report No. 403, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 


Joel B. Morton, the claimant in this case, is seventy-six years ofage, 2 pauper, 
dependent upon the charity of others. 

ilis son, Calvin Morton, upon whose account pension is claimed, enlisted in 
Company B, Sixteenth Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, at Albany, 
May 15, 1861, for two years, and was discharged December 10, 1862. Re-enlisted 
in Company M, United States Cavalry, February 12, 1864, and was discharged 
by re-enlistment a sergeant. Re-enlisted as above in same organization and 
was discharged February 12, 1867. There is no record of his subsequent enlist- 
ment in United States Army by name of Calvin Morton. 

It is alleged that the said Calvin Morton, claimant's son, was killed in the 
battie of Little Big Horn, commonly known as the “‘ Custer massacre,” June 25, 
1876, but his name does not appear as an enlisted man upon the records of cas- 
ualtics of said battle. If an enlisted man, must have been enrolled under an 
assumed name, as there is no record of his enlistment. Said soldier was last 
heard from, by his futher, two weeks prior to the massacre above referred to, 
and it is believed that he joined the Custer command at or about the time of the 
engagement with the Sioux Indians on the Little Big Horn River, Montana 
Territory, June 25, 1876, but, owing to the massacre of the entire party, no record 
of his enlistment was preserved. 

The only proof of the death of claimant's son, Calvin Morton, is the afidavit 
of Anderson G. Shaw, a general merchant of Valentine. Nebr., whose 
character is certified to by the clerk of the district court. Shaw testifies that he 
was present on the field of battle after the Custer massacre when the killed 
were buried by men under General Terry’s command. Many of those buried 
were recognized by men of the burial party as old acquaintances and friends. 
Their remarks convinced him that they were intimately acquainted with the 
dead soldiers before the massacre. One man, approachinga corpse, said, * Here 
is Morton,” to which another comrade answered, as he came up, “Yes, that is 
him.” Description is the same in all particulars asthatin enlistmentcertificate 
of 1862 and same as that given by the father of Morton in his afidavit, namely, 
a tall man with black hair and eyes, 

Claimant states that it is hard to get testimony from the soldiers who were 
present at the time; that he had no acquaintance with them, and that he knows 
of no way to reach or find them after more than ten years have elapsed. 

From the fact that Calvin Morton was heard from in Dakota, not far from the 
scene of the Custer massacre, a short time before it occurred; that he had been 
before this many years in the regular Army, and that it is quite usual for such 
persons on the frontier to join such expeditions for temporary active services; 
that he was identified after death on the battle-field, and that he has never been 
heard from since, there is no doubt that he was a victim of the massacre; and 
as the father is very aged, absolutely a pauper,and the son had given many 
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ofhis life to the service of his country, your committee believe the claim 
A be meritorious, and accordingly recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. ’ 


ELIZABETH DETTIS. 


Mr. LYMAN. Iask, by unanimous consent, to take up for consider- 
ation the bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis. Thisis 
a bill in which Senator SAWYER is interested. He is a great friend of 
pensions in the Senate, upon whom we all rely. Iaskasafavorto him 
the bill be considered. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sccretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Dettis, widow of Jacob 
Dettis, late a private in Company E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 275) 
granting a pension to th Dettis, submit the following report: 

The facts upon which the above bill is based are fully set forth in the Senate 
report, which is hereto annexed and made a paos hereof, and believing that the 
principle upon which said action is founded been heretofore recognized by 
this committee and indorsed by the House, and that this claim is a meritorious 
one, the committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


[Senate Report No, 985, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Dettis, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Jacob Dettis, late a private in Company E, 
Twenty-seventh Wisconsin Volunteers. Her husband made application in 1866, 
and was pensioned at the rate of $3 a month for chronic diarrhea, an allowance 
which, judging from his prolonged and disabling illness, was much too low. 
He died March 31, 1883. and his widow applied for pension the following May. 
Her claim was rejected, and, “feeling aggrieved by the decision of the Com- 
missioner,” she appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, who sustained the 
former decision. k 

“The adverse ruling in both instances was based upon the testimony of the 
doctor who attended him, whose evidence gaye pneumonia and bronchitis as 
the cause of death, but distinctly declared that they were referable to his orig- 
inal disability. The medical referee gave a different coastruction to the testi- 
mony of the attending physician, and, with fatal effect to the widow’s claim, 
placed in the way the usual pathological obstruction. 

The committee believe that the widow's claim is well substantiated by the tes- 
timony of the attending physician, which is given with full, candid, and ex- 
py a teat to the original disease, its wasting effects, and final result. It 

as follows: > 

“Dr, 0. B. Cody, Sheboygan Falls, Wis.: 

“Tam a practicing physician and surgeon, residing at Sheboygan Falls, Wis., 
eyer since the spring of 1873. Iam fifty-five years old, and have continuously 
practiced my profession during the last seventeen years. I knew Jacob Dettis, 
late of Sheboygan Falls; attended him during his last illness; prescribed for 
him occasionally from the year 1573. The disease for which 1 treated him was 
chronic diarrhea, and after two or three years chronic bronchitis was added, 
and as the latter disease increased the former became alittle less severe, although 
it was persistent and incurable,and kept him constantly ina state of general de- 
bility. On the 25th day of March, 1883, I was called to him and found him suffering 
from con; ion of the lungs. and I continued toattend him until he died, March 
31, 1833. While I called this illness acute pneumonia or congestion of the lungs, 
it was then and still is my belief that it was a direct result of the chronic bron- 
chitis from which he had suffered, and that affection a direct result of chronic 
diarrhea, which he contracted in the United States service, and had continn- 
ously until his death. The character of the Jung congestion, partaking much 
of the nature of a dropsical effusion, favored this idea, 

“Tt was, and is, my belief that his chronic diarrhea had affected his kidneys, 
and that chronic bronchial catarrh came on through disturbance of circulation 
and deficient elimination ; and pulmonary congestion, which caused his death, 
was the last-act in the pathological processes, beginning with chronic diarrhea. 
During all the period of my acquaintance with him he was a debilitated, feeble 
man, with frequent attacks of diarrhea and other derangements of digestion 
with all their usual attendants and morbid conditions. He was thus rendered 
unsound in every part, which made it impossible for him to recover from any 
acute disease.” 

It is possible that this very full and explicit description of the case escaped the 
notice of the medical referee and the Secretary of the Interior. Atallevents, it 
is very clear to the committee that death was due to the soldier's service, and 
that the widow should be pensioned. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to Be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET LAHEY. 


Mr. GREENMAN. Iask, by unanimous consent, to take up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey. 
There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ree iano the name of Margaret Lahey, 
widow of James Lahey, late private of Company A, Forty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteers, subject to provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the reading of the report was 
dispensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey, submit the following report: 

That the beneficiary under this bill is the widow of James ey, who was a 
private in Company A, Forty- ent New York Volunteers. e sol- 
dier was mustered into the service December 25, 1863, and discharged July 8, 
1865. On the 6th of May, 1864, he was wounded in the battle of the Wilderness, 
by a ball fired by the enemy, in the calf of the leg. 

The soldier was granted a pension which was paid pee his death, which oc- 
curred February 15,1885. His pension was increased from $4 per month to $8, 
which he was receiving at time of his death. 

as examining surgeon, in his report February, 1868, describes his condition 
as follows: 

* Ball entered on the lateral side of left leg, passing through the leg, injuring 


the bones; the muscles of the leg are contracted, the leg is shortened and lame; 
is unable to walk without the use of a cane; the leg is atrophied and painful.” 

The examining surgeon, in his report of 1868, says the ball exploded in the 
muscles of leg, a large cicatrix remaining. The board of surgeons, in their re~ 
port for 1872, say: 

“There was considerable loss of soft parts by gangrene, which has caused a 
contraction of the muscles, and prevents his getting his foot to the floor. The 
entrance of wound is now d ng.” a 

In 1873 the examining board state: ‘ 

“There is now at present, or there often is, ulceration of the tissue. 
is greatly weaken bi bas D 

The su uent reports of examining boards are to the same effect. 

Dr. W.N. is a graduate of the Albany Medical College, and a physician 
of sixteen years’ experience, states that he attended tho soldier for three yeara 
prior to his death: 

“The wound would sometimes partially heal; when it did he would have 
great pain, but while it remained dischn g he was,easicr. Symptoms of 
paralysis of the injured limb appeared and slowly , terminating in 
total paralysis and death on February 15,1885. 1 believe that the cause of the 
paralysis was the wound, by irritating the peripheral nerves primariiy, and 
secondarily by communication with the nerve centers.” . 

Dr. Bell, a regular physician of over twenty years’ practice, states— 

“That he attended James Lahey in January and February, 1865, and at the 
time of said James Lahey’s death, That the immediate cause was hemiplegia, 
and that the remote cause was, in my opinion, continued irritation from an old 
wound or injury below the left knee, which irritation induced a reflex action, 
producing progressive paralysis.” 

The case was rejected at the Pension OMce solely on the ground that— 

‘The fact of paralysis is not accepted as a result of the gunshot wound for 
peis Lene pensioned. Said death cause not otherwise shown to be due to 

© service. 

The committee are inclined to accept the medical opinion of the physicians, 
who were personally acquainted with deceased soldier and knew his situation, 
and had, from personal knowledge, better opportunities to judge of the case 
and form a reliable opinion. They therefore report favorably upon the bill, 
and recommend that the bill pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


J. H. CORN. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, the com- 
mittee proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8930) for the 
relief of I. H. Corn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of I. H.Corn, late a member of Com- 
pany A, Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers,and pay him a pension from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out “I” and insert “J.” 
Amend title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of J, H. Corn.” 


On motion of Mr, TOWNSHEND, the reading of the report was dis- 
pensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8930) for the relief of I. H. Corn, have carefully examined the same, and make 
the following repost ? 

Amend the bill by striking out “I” in the name of the claimant and insert 
in lieu thereof “ J,“ making the name read “J. H. Corn.” 

This is one of that class of claims that have been rejected by the Pension De- 
pariment, because it is claimed that the disability was incurred prior to enlist- 
ment in the Army. 

The record shows that J, H. Corn enlisted asa private in Company A, Fortieth 
Nilinois Volunteers, on August 16, 1861, and was discha for disability Janu- 
ary 24, 1562, the certificate of discharge stating that the disability, left inguinal 
hernia, existed prior to the said Corn’s enlistment. 

This is controverted in positive language by the claimant, by the physician 
who examined him soon after he claimed to haye been ruptured, and by a 
great many comrades and neighbors who were familiar with his physical cən- 

on., 

The record of prior disability is only corroborated by the lieutenant-colonel, 
W. W. Hall, and one George G. Green, a comrade. 

As to Colonel Hall's statement, he says that he may be mistaken in the mat- 
ter, and that it might have been some other soldier he heard state that his 
Pa weaned was incurred prior to enlistment, His last statement in full is as 

ows: 

“I have been sworn in this matter prior to this time. My statement was taken 
by Special Examiner Shouse, a one-armed man, and I have just heard that state- 
ment read over, and I donot know wherein I can change it. It may of been 
that the conversation I relate in my deposition, —- p between claimant 
and the regimental surgeon in my hearing while still in the Army, was not be- 
tween claimant, ànd tal surgeon, and may have been between claimant 
and Dr, Cady. I will say this, that if the conversation took place at Paducah, 
Ky., with claimant why it must have been with the regimental surgeon; but 

if the conversation referred to took placeat Smithland, Ky., why it may have 
been between claimant and Cady. 

“Q. The conversation you refer to, wherein you say claimant told the doctor 
that he was injured peor to hisenlistment, was that statement made by claimant 
in your presence, while still in the Army, to any one? 

“A. Yes, sir; I thought I heard claimantmake thatstatement, and I believed 
it when I made my sworn statement, but I can not remember when the state- 
ment was made, or where the conversation took place, whether at Paducah 
Ky., or Smithland, Ky. I was very confidentof this matter; it is so impressed 
on my mind of hearing the conversation between claimant and the surgeon, but 
when I talk with the claimant and he informs me that he was mustered out at 
a date prior to the time I thought he was, such a thing might have been, was 
possible; that the conversation I thought took place between claimant and regi- 
mental surgeon may have taken place between the regimental surgeon and 
some other soldier. It seems to me I was just as positive as I could be of any- 
thing that took place so long azo, but I do not wish to be understood as saying 
that I could not be mistaken, for I may be at fault in the matter, and the con- 
versation may have taken place between the surgeon and some one else. 

“Q. (Asked by claimant.) Was it not your understanding, has it not been your 
ereo bea was mustered out on the march from Smithland, Ky., to 

emp! nn, 

“A. The impression on my mind is that claimant was with us on the march 
from Smithland, Ky. À 
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“Q: Did I not perform my duty as a soldier up to the time Dr. McLean told 
you what was the matter with me? 

“A. Ithink you did. 

Dr. John Molen, second lieutenant of Company A, Fortieth Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteers, and now a practicing prenes at Pullman, Ill., makes the 
following statement in a deposition before Special Examiner J. H. Stibbson, 


July 28, 1896: 
Sr remember this claimant, Corn, well; wasraised within 3 miles of him, and 
knew him well from boyhood. I was with him uently before and 
knew that be wasan active, lively boy, always running, jumping, and tearing 
about after the fashion of young country boys. I donot remember that I ever 
saw him nude before orthat I had an opportunity to know by personal 
observation that he was sound, but, as I remember, he was apparently sound 
and well in every way when he joined the company. Sometime after our en- 
listment, I should say in er my ta 1861, we were at Paducah, Ky., and while 
there were set to work building fortifications."’ 

“One day while bd pee Paka mounting a siege-gun in Fort Anderson the gun 

an 


in some way oF fell, and as I remember one man was killed and sev- 
eral injured. Within thirty or forty minutes after this accident claimant came 
to me, representing he was one of the men who had been hurt by the gun 


in the fort, and wanted me to examine him, Ihad studied medicine and taken 
a course of lectures prior to my enlistment, and claimant knowing I had some 
knowledge of medicine came to me in preference to going to the surgeon. I 
examined him and found that he was ruptured and ad d him to go to the 
surgeon, Soon after, either on the same day or within a day or two after, I 
went with him to a drug store in Paducah and bought a truss, which I fit- 


ted to him. 
“TI did not learn from him at that time that he had been ruptured prior to 
that, or that he had ever had symptoms that indicated that he fad been rupt- 
ured prior toenlistment, I believed then, and have always believed since, that 
his rupar was caused by the injury referred to, and I have never heard until 
now that it was claimed by any one that his rupture existed prior to his serv- 
ice. His manner and vf ad at the time of ar examination of him indi- 
cated that it was some new to him, and that he only knew and compre- 
hended the character of h 
he had fallen or away 
the fall 


a special examiner, Ratcliffe 
“I have known John H, Corn, claimant, for thirty-five years. Wewereraised 

boys together, and I wasin 

to his enlistment in the 


not remember to have seen him in a nude condition before service. I might 
have done so. I never knew of his being ruptured before service, nor never 
heard anything of the kind before service. I wasa member of the same com- 
pany regiment to which claimant belonged and a mess-mate of his up to 
the date of his discharge, except the time he was in the hospital.” 

“I think, some time in the latter part of 1861 or the first part of 1862, while we 
were at Paducah, Ky.. that we were handling timbers at that point about the 
river, under orders. I think they were used for the aed Sen laying a pon- 
ton page Claimant was one of the parties that was dling the timbers, 
and was in some way strained or hurt while handling these timbers, He com- 

lained of being hurt in his side, but I do not remember which side, but apas 
Eis hand where he was hurt on his side. He did not say anything about being 
ruptured at that time. Since I have thought the matter over I think that the 
timbers were being handled for the purpose of mounting some cannon, and 
think that claimant was hurt at that time, but think he was hurt at ee pees 
and remember that at both places he was complaining. Ido not think the 
knew that he was ruptured; if he did, he did notsay anything aboutit. * * $ 
He was not on duty any more after we got to Smithland, Ky., and I think it 
was on account of his disabilities. 

“I was in bathing with claimant and other members of the company at Jef- 
ferson Barracks sev times, and also at Bird's Point, before we went to Pa- 
ducah, and was also in bathing with him at Paducah a short time after Yegor 
there, and saw him in a nude condition, and also saw him in a nude condition 
in our own quarters and haye saw his testicles atdifferent times and did not see 
any symptoms of rupture; saw no enlargement or protrusion of or swelling. 
Tam satisfied that if there had been anything of that kind the matter with him 
in that way I would have seen itand known of it. The first I knew of his 
rupture, as I have before stated, was at Smithland, Ky. We were always scuf- 
fling and the claimant was a great hand to scuffle, but when he came to Smith- 
land he told us that he was notable to scuffle with us any more on account of 
hisinjuries. 1 know that claimant was wearing a truss at Smithland, Ky. The 
way we found out that he was g a truss we jum on him fora tussel 
and hetold us that he could not stand it. We had him stripped off and saw 
that he had a truss on, and I had never saw him wearing a truss before. 

The fact that he was a sound, able-bodied man prior to his enlistment is also 
testified by the following persons, who are giyen a good reputation for truth 
and veracity by the pension examiner: Dr. J. H, Wilkin, family physician, who 
says he knows claimant was a sound man at the time of enlistment; Eli Smith, 
John W. Phillips, W. J. Darnell, R. M. Harreslon, Dr. William Graham, Dr. W. 
G. Brown, Dr. W.T. Cremuns, and others, who state that claimant was not rupt- 
ured prior to his enlistment. As to the record made by the certificate of dis- 
charge, Mr. M. A. Gilmet, supervising inspector in the Pension Office, says: 

“The vii of every soldier and many special examiners is that the cer- 
tifieates of disability are, in many cases, unreliable; therefore a claim should 
not be rejected upon the record.” 

The simple fact in this case is that Jolin H. Corn has been unable to perform 
much manual labor ever since he received the hurt at Paducah,and has been 
compelled to wear a truss since that time. The evidence in the case is, in the 
opinon of the committee, sufficient to warrant the granting of a pension to this 
man, and your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 

LOUISE F. D. HOIT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
waş asked by Mr. GALLINGER) was the bill (H. R. 9587) granting a 
pension to Louise F. D, Hoit. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise F. D. Hoit, widow of Joseph 
8. Hoit, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER), which was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, is as follows: 
Joseph S. Hoit was a private in Company E, Seventh Regiment New Hamp- 


shire Volunteers. He enlisted November 7, 1361, and was discharged Decem- 
ber 27, 1864, thus having served over three years. 

The plain facts in the case that during his long term of service soldier had 
hospital service for remi fever and malarial d for a severe injury to 
the back by being crushed to the ground by a barrel of flour falling on him, and 
for a gunshot wound of the right elbow. Notwithstanding these disabilities he 
continued in the service, doing duty whenever he was abie, thus proving him- 
selfa true soldier. He was pensioned, but never after leaving the service was 
he able to perform labor, his health being completely shattered, He died in 
June, 1873, and his widow, the present claimant, applied for pension, but her 
claim was rejected on the ground that the fatal disease was facial erysipelas, 
which could not medically be connected with his pensionable disabilities. 

It is shown that during the years that soldier was an invalid he had trouble 
with his head, and almost every conceivable kind of suffering from malarial 
poisoning. The physician who treated him in his fatal sickness isdead and left 
no record of the case. Dr. G. P, Conn, a distinguished physician of large medi- 
cal experience in the Army, was called in consultation the day of soldier's 
death, and he gives an affidavit to the effect that death was due to diseases con- 
tracted in the Army, which completely undermined the system, poisoning the 
blood and inducing the erysipelas, which is a disease due to vitiated blood. 

The case was specially examined by Charles Fairbanks, a man of large ex- 
perience and excellent reputation. In additionto Dr. Conn’s statement, quoted 
above, he examined a large numberof laymen, and they all expressed the opin- 
ion that soldier's death was unquestionably due to his military service. The 
conelnsions of the special examiner are given in these words: 

“Tt is my opinion that the injury to back and malarial poisoning were the re- 
mote cause of death, Therefore I respectfully return the papers in the case and 
recommend admission.” 

Notwithstanding this the case was rejected, and the rejection was confirmed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Your committee can not help feel thata 

eat hardship has been done to the widow of an exceptionally meritorious sol- 

jer. She is in very feeble health and in circumstances of utter poverty. For 
many years she hus been waiting and hoping for the pension that she believed 
to be her due, and now appeals to Congress for relief. 

Impressed with the feeling that few cases so meritorious as this have been 
parod upon, your committee report the bill back favorgbly and recommend 

ts passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM N. ROBB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky) was the bill 
(H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, ete., That the pension now paid to William N. Robb, 2 soldier 
in war between the United States and Mexico, be, and is hereby, increased to 
the rate of $25 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Briss), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 

The claimant is now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $8 per month, 
granted under the Mexican act of January 29,1887. He served from June 9, 
1846, to May 29, 1847, in the war with Mexico, a period of nearly one year, and was 
discharged because of physical disability. He now applies to Congress to haye 
his pension increased to $25 per month, 

From the certificates of his family ae it be ear that Mr. Robb is now, 
and for cight months has been, confined to his bed and house by rheumatism, 
inguinal hernia, and an affection of the bladder, and has no one to render him 
assistance except his aged wife, who is herself in frail health. Both the claim- 
ant and his wife are in their seventieth year and are without property or other 
resources beyond the small pension now paid them by the Government—$ per 
month—which sum is utterly inadequate for their support. 

It is claimed that the present disability of the husband is the result of an in- 
jury received by him while in Mexico, and which necessitated his discharge 
trom the military service. - 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN FOX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1919) granting a pension 
to John Fox, reported adversely from the Committee on Invaled Pen- 
sions. 

The bill was read, as follows: f 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and direMed to place on the jon-roll, subj to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of John Fox, late a member of 
Company H, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to make a brief statement in explanation 
of this bill, which will obviate the reading of the report of the commit- 
tee and show why the adverse recommendation should not be con- 
curred in. 

The reason this bill was reported adversely by the committee was 
because of the fact that the case was pending in the office at the time 
the application was made for relief to Congress. I hold in my hand 
a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, General Black, dated 
March last, showing that this claim was rejected in the office after the 
report was made by the committee to the House. I know it to be a 
meritorious case; and I move that it be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEWIS TELYEA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. MACDONALD) was the bill (H. R. 7491) grant- 
ing a pension to Lewis Telyea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 


rected to place upon the pension-roll the name of Lewis Telyca, late of Com- 
pany B, irty-ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry in the war 
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of the rebellion, and now residing at Appleton, in the State of Minnesota, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 


The facts in this case show that this soldier has not been allowed a pension 
because of a difference of opinion among the physicians who have passed upon 
his case either as medical examiners or witnesses. 

Your committee are of opinion that the soldier should have the benefit of the 
doubt created by this conflict or difference in the opinion of these physicians, 
es ly where the preponderance is in his favor. 

he testimony is overwhelming, and it is conceded that he isnow and has been 
laboring under total disability and is a helpless invalid. 

It appears from the record in this case that this soldier enlisted and served in 
Company B of the Thirty-ninth Wisconsin Volunteers, when his age was fifty- 
two years and when he was not liable to military duty, He served with his 
company until the regiment was mustered out. tx 

He proves, and it is uncontradicted, that his present disability is the result of 
chronic diarrhea contracted in line of duty from hardships and exposure while 
serving at Memphis, Tenn.. in orabout the month of July, 1864; that said chronic 
diarrhea continued until 1878, when it suddenly stopped, and constipation and 
pains of the head and neuralgia commenced to trouble him, and have continued 
to do so to the AT time, 

The failure of claimant to secure a pension is, in our opinion, due to the fact 

he was first sent for examination to a local special medical examiner, who 
hastily reported that he was not entitled to a pension, because (he said) the 
soldier had nodiarrheant all, This report of this medical examiner shows that 
he did not comprehend the case or give it much attention, for, as we have stated, 
the soldier based his claim, in part, upon this fact, and that the chronic diarrhea 
had suddenly stop) in 1878. 

Drs. R.S. n, B. F. La Rue, Lewis R. Fernald, and D. H. Little each testit 
in substance, that this soldier is “suffering from headache, asthenia, and torp: 
condition of the liver and bowels and nervous prostration, and is totally inca- 

tated for manual labor ” and “ hardly able to walk,” and thatthey “ believe 
his present disability is the direct result of the chronic diarrhea contracted 


in the Army.” 
John Clayton testifies that he has known soldier for thirty years and knew 
him when he was di from said military service, and knows that he was 


then suffering with shroate diarrhea, which diarrhea continued in a severe form 
from that time until 1875, since which time it bas , and he has suffered 
with h , neuralgia, etc., as already stated. Other witnesses testify that 
he is esr, ca total disability. 

In August he underwent another official medical examination, and that 
medical examination bourd reported that “from the existing condition and his- 
tory of this claimant it is, in our judgment, probable that the disability was in- 
curred in the service, as he claims, and that it has not been prolonged or aggra- 
vated by vicious habits.” 

Thissoldier is now about seventy-five years of. , and is now supported by the 
charity of his neighbors. His disability is not the result of vicious habits. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LUCY A. NOEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. ConGER) was the bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Lucy A. Noel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucy A. Noel, an 
imbecile daughter of George W. Noel, who was killed while serving as a mem- 
ber of Com y H, Thirty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension of $18 pee month from and after the passage of this act. 

Amend the title so asto read: “A bill granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel.” 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 


Lucy A. Noel is an imbecile daughter of George W. Noel, who was killed in 
battle at Corinth, Miss., July 7, 1863, while serving as a member of Company H, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, She is now about thirty years of 
age; Ta been in a hopeless condition all her life; is penniless, and her friends 
are poor and unable to care for her. No person is 
cause of her father’s death, 

Your committee, therefore, conclude that the Government, for whose preser- 
vation her natural protector his life, should now, in her extremity, 
grant the relief sought by this bill, and recommend its passage with the follow- 

ng amendments: 
nsertin line 7, after the word “her,” the words “ the N ly constituted guar- 
dian,” and amend title of bill by striking out the word “ Mrs,” 


The amendments recommended by the committee Were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported te the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JACOB F. JOSEPH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. ANDER- 
son, of Illinois) was the bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob 
F. Joseph. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enaeled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob F, Joseph, of Camp Point, 
Adams County, Illinois, late captain of Company G, Seventy-eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. LANE), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 2064, 
submit the following report: 

From the great mass of evidence in this case the following summary is taken : 

Capt. Jacob F. Joseph enlisted September 1, 1862, in Company G, Seventy- 
eighth Regiment Hlincis Volunteers, to serve for three years or during the war, 
rae SoBe 26th day of April, 1863, he was honorably discharged on account of 

ility. 

The following report in this case is taken from the record files of the Adju- 


tant-General’s 
“FRANKLIN, TENN., April 15, 1863. 


“Capt. Jacob F. Joseph, Company G, Seventy-eighth Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
Tep eant having applied for a certificate on which to base the resigna- 


now drawing a pension be- 


tion of his command, I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this 
officer and find that he is suffering from diaphragmatic rheumatism, and in 
consequence of which disease he is incapacitated for the service. The disease 
was induced exposure in camp, said officer pace, a ah ee Captain 
Joseph has not n able for duty for the last five wee 
“Z. B. WILLIAMS, 
“Surgeon in Charge.” 


From the angen? of Captain Joseph himself, and that of one neighbor, it 
seems that the soldier had an attack of a aipanigrne Ah rheumatism come five 
or six years before enlistment, but that it did not last long, only two or three 
weeks, and that he fully recovered and was perfectly sound from then until 
Ser enlistment. This previous attack was the cause of the rejection of the 
claim, 

Special Examiner Logan says, in reviewing this case: "The captain bears a 
good reputation for truth and veracity, and has been a great sufferer from rheu- 
matism, affecting head, breast, and bowels, for many years last past, and is now 
in a very helpless, feeble, condition, and has the sympathy of the entire commu- 
nity in a marked degree.” 

The evidence shows clearly that the soldier recovered from his rheumatic at- 
tack in 1857 and was sound and free from any rheumatic trouble from that time 
until he enlisted, some five years later, during which period he did various 
kinds of manual labor. 

As his disability was brought on from exposure in the line of duty the com- 
mittee think he should receive a pension, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WOODFORD M. HOUCHIN. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. HUNTER) was 
the bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Woodford M. Houchin, late cap- 
tain of Company È, Eleventh Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. ~ 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 


It appears from the records of the War Department that claimant was en- 
rolled at Rochester, Butler County, Kentucky, on the 18th day of September, 
1861,and mustered into the Uni tes service as captain of Com y E, 
Eleventh Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at Calhoun, Mekern 
County, Kentucky, on the 9th day of December, 1861, to serve three years. He 
wason the Ist day of February, 1864, promoted to the rank of major, and was 
honorably mustered out of service on the 17th day of December, 1864. 

He filed an application for pension on the 22d day of December, 1876, and al- 
leged in his declaration disability from an ulcer or sore on his left leg, which ex- 
isted, in a small way, prior to his enlistment, but was aggravated and enlarged 
by exposure in the service. The claim was ted by the Pension Office March 
29, 1877, on the ground that the alleged disability existed prior to enlistment. 

ubsequently, September 27, 1879, he filed another declaration, alleging dis- 
ability from an affection of his right eye, caused by an attack of measles con- 
tracted in September, 1861, and also for ulce varicose veins on his left leg, 
for which affection he claimed pension in his former declaration. His claim 
was again rejected July 13, 1881, on same grounds for which he was rejected in 
the first instance. = 

Dr. J. F. Kimbley, of Owensborough, Ky., who was surgeon of claimant's 
regiment, furnished an affidavit in the case, dated March 24, 1879, which is as 

follows : 

“That he examined claimant as musteriug surgeon of the regiment, and con- 
sidered him sound, and the small scar on his leg gave affiant no concern, nor 
did it claimant for nine or ten months; but after hard marching the leg became 
swollen and the sore inflamed, and gave him trouble to the end of his service. 
That he would have accepted claimant if he had been a conscript, and affiant 
believes that long marching and constant service rendered the leg incurable,” 

This same officer furnished another affidavit in the case, which was filed on 
the 3d day of September, 1879, and is as follows: 

“That he is certain the sore on claimant's leg was of short standing before 
his enlisting in the service and of no consequence whatever, and that his present 
disability of leg was caused by long and continuous marching.” 

z E sanea 24, 1579, Surgeon mbley made another statement under oath, as 
Olows: 

“That at Calhoun, Ky., in November and December, 1861, claimant was con- 
fined at the house of Judge Little with measles contracted in the service; that 
in afiant’'s opinion said measles caused the loss of sight of right eye. 

“That he knew the sight of claimant’s right eye was when he entered 
the service, and that after the attack of measles his eye grew gradu ily blind, 
and is now most entirely gone; that it was after the attack of measles that his 
eye beecame diseased,” 

8. P. Love, of Greenville, Muhlenberg County, Ky who was lieutenatt-col- 
onel of claimant's regiment, furnished an affidavit in the ease, which was filed 
on the 2ith day of March, 1879, in which he states: 

“That claimant some time in 1962 complained of a sore on his left leg between 
the knee and ankle joints, which rendered him at times unable for duty, andin 
consequence of said sores or ulcers he was sent to hospital at Louisville, Ky., 
in December, 1862, where he remained until February, 1863. That the sores 
continued until he was discharged.” 

This same officer furnished another aMidavit in the case, which was filed Oc 
tober 24, 1879, and is as follows: 

“That soon after claimant joined the regiment he was atiacked with measles 
and taken tothe house of Douglas Little; that after he became convalescent 
he joined the command and did duty with it almost continuously until he was 
mustered out; that frequently after said attack of measles he complained of and 
suffered, as aMiant believes, from the eects of said disease, especially its effects 
upon the eyes, and that it was the cause of the loss of sight in one of them.” 

Noah Moore, who was a lieutenant of claimant’s company and regiment, de- 
poses the same as above, andadds "that he believes claimant's eyes were sound 
at date of muster into the service.” 

Claimant was examined by a board of United States examining surgeons of 
the Pension Office, in this city, on the 25th day of September, 187), who made 
the following official report in the case: 

“We find ala varicose ulcer, the lower margin of the ulcer, 2 inches above 
the internal malleolus of the left leg, 2 inches long, ranging diagonally across 
the leg towards the margin of the tibia, averaging three-fourths of an inch wide, 
deep and angry, discharging a sanious fluid. The superficial veins of the foot 
and some of the deep ones of the leg are varicosed. Has had to wear an elastic 
stocking, but does not wear one now. * * è The whole of the ankle is now 
discolored, not much swollen, but he complains of constant pain. Says that he 
had measles in 1862, which was followed by almost total loss of sight of right 
ae }, claims that he can prove this; if so, be is entitled to one-fourth rating for 


. 


1888. 


The Commissioner of Pensions addressed a letter of inquiry to the Surgeon- 
hotera United States Army, in regard to this case, and receiyed the following 
reply: 
“War DEPARTMENT, ScRGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
‘RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, 


“ Washington, D. C., February 7, 1880. 
“ [Transcript from records, ] 

“Tt appears from the records filed in this office that Capt. W. M. Houchin, 
Company E, One hundred and eleventh Kentucky eE entered No. 14 
(orca general hospital, Louisville, Ky., with ulcerated ankle, November 25, 

$€2, and returned to duty December 24, 1852. 
“ By order of the Surgeon-General. 
“J. J. WOODWARD, 
," Surgeon United States Army.” 

While your committee are of the opinion expressed by the Pension Office that 
claimant received the disabilities prior to his muster into the United States 
service, they believe that said disabilties were contracted after enrollment apd 
prior to muster, and therefore make this favorable report, and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JULIA BRYAN. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. SHIVELY) was 
the bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Jeffersonville hospital. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Julia Bryan, late 
nurse in Jefferson general hospital, at Jeffersonville, Ind., and pay her a pen- 
sion of $25 per month as services as nurse in the late war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 


Miss Julia Bryan was commissioned as an Army nurse by the superintendent 
of women nurses at Washington City in April, 1864, and was assigned to duty 
at Jefferson general hospital April 14, 1864, and was honorably discharged 
May 20, 1865. H.W. Bissell and W.W. Wickham testify that they have known 
the applicant, respectively, fifty and forty years; that she is a person of good 
moral character, and is in every way worthy to receive the benefits of the pen- 
sion laws; that she volunteered her service without hope of reward; and that 
she is without adequate means of support, having to depend on her own labor 
for subsistence. 

C. W. Crary and B. G. Crary testify that they have known the applicant since 
the year 1434, and know that she is ay. dependent on her own labor for 
support; that all she has is a little home, wholly the avail of her own prudence 
and saving economy. She is between sixty-three and sixty-five years old, and 
is a seamstress, which is her only means of support. A la number of the 
business men and neighbors of the applicant certify to the foregoing fact, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

The committee believe this to be a meritorious case,and therefore submit a 
favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendment: 

In line 6 strike out “ twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELEANOR 8. LAWSON. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. ARNOLD) was 


the bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor S. Lawson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of EleanorS. Lawson, widow of Elias 
Lawson, late an acting ensign in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 
shee per adopt the following Senate report, and recommend the passage of 


the bill. 
{Senate Report No. 164, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


Elias Lawson, the husband of claimant, an acting ensign in the United States 
Navy, served on board the United States espana: za. In March, 
1865, while in command of a boat's crew, removing obstructions from the Cape 
Fear River, North Carolina, he was severely injured. He received a pension 
in January, "io, for his disability, which pension was increased to $15 a month 
in April, 1884. 


There is ample proof that he was a sound man at the time of his enlistment,’ 


the fact that he died 
in the line of duty on 


and the evidence on file seems to establish conclusivel, 
— a os eee of disease contracted in the service an 
uly 7, 5 
our committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT H. STURGESS, 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. LANE) was the 
bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the paon laws, the name of Robert H. Sturgess, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the Eighth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension according to his rank as a lieutenant-colonel. 

The report (by Mr. LANE), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 767, 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same and find that near to 


close of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill granting a pen- 
sion to said Robert H. Sturgess was passed by the Senate, and again at the first 


$ 


5321 


session of the Fiftieth Congress. The report of the Senate is very full in this 
case, and your committee adopts said report, which is as follows : 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 767) granting 
a pension to Robert H. Sturgess, have examined the same and report: 
‘A bill granting a pension to Robert H. St 


. Sturgess was passed by the Senate near 
the close of the second session of the age nmn Congress. 
“The report, which covers the moet of the case, is as follows, andis re aN 
“ ‘The bill proposes to give Robert H. Sturgess, late lieutenant-colonel Eighth 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, a pension according to his rank as lieutenant-col- 


onel, 
“John M. Phipps, ot Evansville, Ind., makes affidavit that he was surgeon of 
the Eighth Ilinois Infantry, and that while acting in that capacity he treated 
Colonel Stu on or about June 6, 1861, for an inflammation of the lungs, 
He was sent home while still sick. After Colonel Sturgess returned to the com- 
mand affiant treated him for obstinate constipation at various times. 

*** Dr. Phipps certifies that he has examined ant, and finds that he has 
an inguinal hernia of the left side and also rheumatism. 

“* Dr. Alva C. Bishop, of Butte City, Mont., late captain of Company H, Eighth 
Illinois Infantry, makes affidavit that he belonged to said company and regi- 
ment from its organization in April, 1861, until it was mustered out in 1866; that 
he was well acquainted with Lieutenant-Colonel peg, ee that immediately 
after being mustered in the regiment was ordered to Cairo, Ill, where it was 
compelled to camp in the mud several days and nights without shelter of an: 
kind, causing much sickness among officers and men; that early in June, 

Stu then first lieutenant of Com y was taken violently ill of Jung 
fever and was sent home to Vandalia, IIl., in of Private Lewis; that al- 
thongh he returned in a few weeks, he was feeble nearly all that . A few 
days after the battle of Shiloh, where he commanded the ent the two days, 


he was taken very ill again, but would not leave the ment, He was pre- 
seribed for by Asst. Surg. J. M. Phipps. During the siege at Vicksburg, in tees, 
his health was much impaired; in Tact, during the whole campaign, but being 


the only field officer, he would not leave the ment, and remained constantly 
on duty. nt was personally acquainted with him before the war and never 
knew him to be sick, and believes that all his present disabilities are traceable 
to exposure during his service in the Army. 

‘** Before entering the Army Colonel Sturgess had the reputation of being one 
of the best men physically in his county, but, as a result of his exposure in the 
service, he has failed rapidly in the last few years. He isa builder by trade, but 
is now suffering from hernia and rheumatism, and is unable to do any work 
that requires stooping or extra exertion, and suffers from the least e re. 

*** When the war broke out and the Government called for troops ant got 
out the first call for volunteers in Southern Illinois. He served as first lieuten- 
ant, captain, major, and lieutenant-colonel, and was always with his men. 
Neither the com ment ever marched a mile or fired a shot but he 
was with them, e never shirked a duty and never received any bounty ot 
anything except his regular pay. Crippled up as he is, he has to work hard, 
every day that he can get work, to support his large family. 

“* In June, 1861, while lying in pg exter he had a very severe attack of 
lung fever, so severe that he was sent home, He returned to duty before being 
entirely well and has suffered from the effects ever since. He commanded his 
regiment as a captain the two days at Shiloh, and commanded it all through the 
Vicksburg campaign as lieutenant-colonel—all easy thatlong ee be- 
ing the only field officer with the regiment—durin; è summer, fall, and win- 
ter being compelled to be on duty all the time. Finally he becameso worn out 
crest Nao sent in his resignation, which was approved by Generals Logan and 

(g erson, 

“*After his return to the Army after his sickness he was a constant sufferer 
from constipation and has been ever since, This caused his hernia, After re- 
turning home he suffered (from rheumatism, and has eyer since, been unable 
to use his left arm without great pain. 

“ í The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass,’ 
are committee therefore, in view of the facts of said case, report that said 

o pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THERESA HERBST. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. BAKER, of New 
York) was the bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Her 
widow of John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred 
fortieth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theresa Herbst, widow of John 
Herbst, late a private in Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers. ‘ 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of John Herbst or Harpst, who 
served in Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, and died of disease contracted in the service September 25, 1868. Her 
claim for pension has been rejected on the ground that the soldier while a pris- 
oner of war joined the Confederate army. 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier enlisted August 26, 
1862, He was wounded in head at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa., for whi 
wound he was treated in hospital until September 5, 1863. At Peters h, Va., 
while in action, on August 22, 1864, he was captured, and taken to Salisbury 
N.C., where he was found in the Confederate service at the capture of that 
place by General Stoneman’s forces in the spring of 1865, exact date not shown. 
According to the record he made his identity known voluntarily, pleading that 
he joined those forces to prevent Starvation, He was placed under arrest, but 
tC grant without trial July 6, 1865, and finally honorably discharged October 11, 


The evidence before your committee clearly shows that at date of d 
the soidier wasa great sufferer from rheumatism and dropsy; thathe continued 
in this condition, gradually growing worse, and finally died of disease of heart, 
the result of army service. 

The only point at issue is the soldier's enlistment in the Confederate service. 
The statutes exclude from the poino such persons or their heirs who have 
voluntarily aided or abetted the Confederates during the war of the rebellion, 
unless subsequent to the service in the Confederate army or navy such person 
served in the Army of the United States, and in the latter service contracted a 


disability. 
It can hardly be nst this soldier that disloyalty to the flag 


charged agai: 
prompted him to take the step which thus far has kept his widow out of pen- 
sion to which she would seem to be so justly entitled otherwise, for his patriot- 
ism is so fully established by the testimony of his officers and comrades as to 
remove all doubts on that point. The command to which he belonged was en- 
gaged in some of the fiercest battles of the war, among which it is only neces- 
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sary to name Fredericksburgh, Chancellorsville, Gettysburgh, and Mine Run. 
Could any one doubt his patriotism and bravery when taken off the field with 
a bullet-shot in head, as he was from the bloody field of Gei h? 

Some other cause must therefore be assigned for the action en by him. 
For the s of this report it does not seem necessary to enter into the ac- 
know! pitiable condition of those who by the misfortunes of war became 
the pi rs of Lhe opposing forces, and by reason of this condition should not 
be held to a strict accountability for their acts. 

Evidently this view of the case was taken by the ces authorities. “Star- 
vation” was the excuse, and upon that plea the soldier was restored to his full 

ts, and after several months’ faithful service was ted that which is the 
of the true soldier of every country—an honorable discharge. 

As Congress, as heretofore stated, has already made provision for those who, 
after a voluntary service in the Confederate army, less of the length 
thereof, have become disabled in subsequent service in the Army of the Union, 
whether long or short, your committee are clearly of opinion that two years’ 
faithful service and participation in the greatest battle of the century before cap- 
ture shuuld entitle a soldier of the United States or his heirs; who, while under 
duress and with almost certain death before him, seeks temporary relief by join- 
ing the enemy, to at least equal consideration. 

he widow is poor, but highly respectable. A number of the soldier's officers 
and comrades, as well as the mayor of Rochester, N. Y., where she resides, and 
other reputable citizens, join in her petition for relief. 

Your committee believe that the relief asked for should be granted, and there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SAMSON M. DAVID. 


The next business on the Calendar (called up by Mr. MACDONALD) 
was the bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David. 
The bill is as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samson M. David, late a private of 
Company E, Thirty-first Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, is as follows: 


‘The beneficiary named in the bill served as a member of Companies A and E, 
Thirty-first Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. Heapplied for pension Sep- 
tember 5, 1885, on account of an injury to eyes incurred about November, 1861. 
The claim was rejected PNGP on the Y ener that the pension laws make 
no proyisions for members of the militia force who did not file and complete 
their claims prior to July 4, 1874. 

Claimant is shown to have been enrolled in Company E of the aforesaid regi- 
ment on July 20, 1864, was discharged August 28, 1864, again enrolled in Company 
A of the same command about October 9, 1864, and finally relieved from duty 
December 31, 1864. The alleged injury was incurred while in the latter seryice, 
he teing one of a detail of 150 men of the regiment ordered into the field by 
Brigadier-General Craig against the Confederate forces under General Price, 
who had invaded the State of Missouri. 

At or near Carrollton, Mo., while ordered to discharge their guns, prepara- 
tory to cleaning the same, the command hayingreccived orders to march ns 
the enemy, the tube of Vs gun bursted, a piece of the same striking 
him in the right eye. This is shown by the testimony of anumber of comrades 
who were present atthe time. In consequence of this injury the eye became 
diseased, and from sympathy the other eye is likewise seriously affected. There 
is an abundance of Laeger 4) professional and lay, fully establishing the con- 
nection of the present disability with the service in the militia while co-oper- 
ating with the forces of the United States. Medical examination of January 

mer od ha total loss of sight of right cye, and almost entire loss of sight of 

e e. 

The eal laws make provisions for wounds or injuries received by mili- 
tiamen while en, in battle with Confederates or Indians under the restric- 
tions heretofore referred to, and Con always has favorably considered the 
claims of who were thus disabled but from any cause failed to complete 
their claim within the prescribed limitation. 

The claimant in this case, although not in actual battle at the time of the in- 
currence of the disability, was preparing to go into fight with the enemy then 
in close proximity,and under a liberal construction of statute must be held 
to have Been in pensionable service. 

For this reason the committee ask that Congress extend the relief which this 
unfortunate man stands so much in need of, and therefore return the bill with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN F. HOWARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
CHEADLE, ) was the bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin 
F. Howard. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to paies the name of Ben, n F. Howard, a helpless 
cripple from the age of six y and a son of Eli Howard, late a member ot 
Company D of the Ninty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the rules of rating governing all pension cases. 

The report (by Mr. Matson), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows: 

The claimant is the son of Eli Howard, late a member of Beer eA D, Ninety- 
ninth Indiana Volunteers, As appears from the papers, the said soldier died on 
July 1, 1882, and at that time was receiving a pension of $18 per month. The 
mother being dead, Mary E. Howard, the only surviving under sixteen 

ears old, was placed on the pension-ro]l and was paid a pension until May 28, 

. When she Teame sixteen and her name was stricken from the roll. The 


applicant herein, the son of said deceased soldier, was over sixteen years of f’ 


He now asks to be 

on the pension-ro]! as the dependent invalid son of Eli Howard, deceased. 
Fhe evidence is to the effect, and it is not disputed, that the death of the soldier 
was caused by disabilities incurred in the Army and in line of duty. 

The evidence before the committee shows that since the applicant arrived at 
the age of six years he has been a perpina cripple from goff a sled, injur- 
in; knee, since which time he bas n perfectly helpless, Since the death 
of his parents he has been sw rted by begging: and by the ae aaa; 
and has oceasionally been at the poor-house. e is represented neigh- 
bors and those who have always known him as being unable to do any 
work, and will always be a cripple to the day of his death. He is unmarried, 


received no pension as one of soldier's heirs. 
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sober, and honest, and was entirely dependent on his father for a up to 
the time of his death. Since that time he has made his living by selling fruits 
and nuts, begging, and living off the county and township and the charities of 


the people. 

The committee believe that this is a case for Congressional action, and there- 
fore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill, with 
the following amendment: Strike out all after the word `“ pension-roll,” in line 
7, and insert “at the rate of $8 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM E. WHEELER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. CLEMENTS) was the bill (H. R. 2046) forthe 
rejief of William E. Wheeler. ž 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William E. 
Wheeler, late of Company G, First United States Sharpshooters, at $3 per 

onth, in lieu of the pension now received by him, 


The report (by Mr. Tompson, of California) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Wheeler is now in receipt of pension at the rate of $2 Bool month for gunshot 
wound of rightarm. In addition to this disability he claims that he is disabled 
by reason of the sequences of mumps. The latter claim has been rejected be- 
cause in the opinion of the Pension Bureau the evidence is insufficient to show 
that present disease is a result of mumps, 

Three comrades testify that in the latter part of May, 1862, Wheeler became 
suddenly blind from the effects of mumps, and was taken to the hospital. His 
testicles were in a high state of inflammation, and continued so for about three 
weeks, when he returned to the company and performed duty until captured. 

Medical examination shows atrophy of testicles and varicocele of left, which, * 
in the opinion of the examining surgeons, is due to mumps. 

_The absence of a medical history {rom discharge to present time is the prin- 
cipal cause of the adverse action of the Pension Bureau, When the fact of claim- 
ant’'s frequent changes of residence since his discharge and the privacy usually 
observed in this class of disabilities is considered, it is not strange that such a 
lack of evidence exists asto preclude favorable action under ther governing 
the Pension Bureau in the adjudication of claims. 

The present disability is a professionally conceded sequence of mumps, and 
the existence of the latter in service baring been satisfactorily shown, your 
committee are of opinion that the relief asked for should be granted, and there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass; amended, 
however, by striking out all after the word "sharpshooters,” in line 6, and in- 
sert therein instead the words “at eight dollars per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now received by him.” 


The amendment was agreed to; and the biil as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 
uiry. 

$ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to know whether gentlemen 
who are present to-night and have not been recognized will be recog- 
nized at the opening of the session next Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not state. Itwill depend on the 
order of the committee. This is a proceeding by unanimous consent. 


MILTON MERWIN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked for by Mr. DE Laxo) was the bill (H. R. 9649) 
continuing the pension of Milton Merwin, a minor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to continue on the pension-roll, from and after August 
23, 1887, during life the name of Milton Merwin, the child of Morris M. Merwin 
late a private Company E, Nineteenth New York Volunteers, at the rate ot 
pension paid said child at said date, the child having been since birth subject 
to an incurable, disabling, and hereditary disease. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 9649) 
continuing the pension of Milton Merwin, a minor, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The benefi: named in the bill is the son of Morris M. Merwin, who served 
as private in ngage He Nineteenth pen a peanae York Volunteers, and died 
Fe 8, 1872, of rheumatism. His widow remarried August 18, 1575; from 
from which date his two minor children, Albert M. and Milton, were pensioned, 
atx continued to draw pension until the younger, Milton, became sixteen years 
of age, August 23, 1887, since which date no one ‘thas been drawing pension on 
account of the aforesaid soldier, 

Milton Merwin is shown by the testimony of prominent and reliable physi- 
cians of the town in which he resides to be utterly incapable of obtaining sub- 

nee by manual labor. He is of unusually small size, with insufficient mus- 
cular development to perform manual labor, and is besides a sufferer from paral- 
sehen neyo and subject to severe spells of siekness upon the slizhtest exertion ; 
ving no means of support he must become a charge upon the town. In the 
opinion of the physicians this unfortunate condition is due to the disability of 
the father contracted in the seryice of the United States. 

Congress has on former occasions of this kind responded liberally to the re- 
quest of this class of dependents, and therefore your committee report favorably 
on the bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by changing the title of 
the same so as to read: “Granting a pension to Milton Merwin; ” also -= 
ing out all between the words *‘ to,” in line 4, and “name,” in line 6, and insert 
therein instead the words “place on the pension-rolls the;” also by strikin 
out all after the word “Volunteers,” in line 8, and insert therein instead the wo 
“at the rate of $18 per month.” 


The amendment to the title of the bill was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


; 
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WILLIAM 8. SIMS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. LANE) was the bill (H. R. 2077) to place 
on the pension-roll the name of William S, Sims, with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


Pagel, line 2, after ‘‘ pension-roll,"’ insert “subject tothe provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension Jaws.” 

Page 1, line 2, after the word “of,” where it first ocours, insert “Salima A. 
Sims, widow of.” 

Page 1, line 3, strike out all after “volunteers ” to the end of the bill, 

Amend the title to conform. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in; and the bill as amended 
was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILI. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
taken the chair, Mr. Dockery reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having bad under consideration the Private Calendar 
under special order, had directed him to report to the House sundry 
bills with various recommendations, 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to be 
en , and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; 

A bill (r R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L, Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Fredric W. Travis; 

A bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. O. Garrison; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 


nans; ; 

A bill (H.R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 

A bill (H. R. pnt granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hait; 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. bi granting a pension to Louis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

A bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford H. Houchin; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Teresa Herbst; and 

A bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendments, were considered, the amendments adopted, 
and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Asworth; 

A bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan; 

A bill (H, R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; and 

A bill (H. R. 9649) continuing the pension of Milton Merwin. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 
Senate bills of the following titles were severally read a third time, 


and argo 
A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 
ters; 
: . 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 
. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; 
. 1547) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 
. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 
. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Howland; 
. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motts; 
. 1267) granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley; 
. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 
. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flannigan; 
. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 
. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll; 
(8. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 
. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Deitis; 
. 1919) granting a pension to John Fox; 
5 Ten granting a pension to Eleanor 8. Lawson; 
A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess. 


THEODORE GARDNER. 


The bill (S. 1737) granting a pension to Theodore Gardner was, on 
motion of Mr. MORRILL, indefinitely postponed. . 


WILLIAM S. SIMS. 


A bill (H. R. 2027) to place on the pension-roll the name of William 
8. Sims was reported from the Committee of the Whole House with the 
recommendation that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

On motionof Mr. MORRILL, the Senate amendments were concurred 


in. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN C. WAGONER. 


Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 
2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. , 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of John C. Wagoner, former chief 
packer in Custer's expedition against the Indians, and to pay him a pension 
from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2530) grant- 
ing a pension to John O. Wagoner, have considered the same, and report as fol- 

ows: 

The records of the Quartermaster-General of the Army show that this claim- 
ant was employed under Captain H. J. Nowlan, Seventh United States Cavalry, 
acting assistant quartermaster expedition ia the field, as chief packer in ¢ 
UC ane yah ied at $109 per month, from March 1 to September 23, 1876, when d; 


reed, 

He was with the command at the battle of Little Big Horn, June 25 and 26, 
1576, and the evidence shows that in that engagement with the ns he re- 
ceived a gunshot wound of the forehead. He can get no relief before the Pen- 
sion Bureau under the general pension laws, because he was borne, not as en- 
listed man, but as an employé of the > jorge tp P Department, with the 
expedition, although it appas that his duties were important and necessary 
ones, and he was subjected to all the perils and casualties of the soldiers on that 
eventful undertaking. 

Maj. M. A. Reno and eleven other officers of the Seventh Cavalry certify under 
date of September 4, 1876, that the claimant was wounded at the battle of Little 
bite Praga and also that he was regarded as an energetic, trustworthy, and ca- 
pable man. 

Assistant Surgeon H. R. Porter, who accompanied the Custer expedition - 
against the hostile Sioux, certifies under date of October 22, 1885, that Wagoner 
was wounded in the forehead on either the 25th or 26th day of June, 1876, while 
on duty, and surrounded by Indians during the fight at the Little Big Horn 
under Major Reno; that the ball struck him on the forehead above the nose, and 
that it was ysis dyad at the time deponent dressed the wound that the wound 
would prove fatal, as the ball passed through the skull and into the brain, 

Testimony of reliable physicians show that the wound disables claimant, af- 
fecting his head and eyes and causing nervous irritability, headaches, and an 
intolerance to the heat of the sun, at times incapacitating him for manual labor. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant having been wounded 
while engaged in an action with hostile savages, and being without remedy un- 
der the general law, his name should be placed on the ponsion-roll at a rate 
Aone. Yori agin Cocgieen, SDA Dtr Sl, John l 

Ti ents: Forty-eight A r » JO C. Fensche; chapter 
ost William J. Lee; chapter 206, Decatur amlin.) -é 

Your committee therefore return the bill to the House and recommend its pas- 
sage, amended, however, by adding thereto the following words: “At the rate 
of a private soldier,” A 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TITUS WILDER. 


Mr. DE LANO. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2064) 
granting a pension to Titus Wilder. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Titus Wilder, who served in the 
United States Navy as armorer during the war with Mexico in 1846 and 1847, at 
the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2064) granting 
a pension to Titus Wilder, bave considered the same and report as follows: 

‘he records cf the Navy Depariment show that this man was enlisted in the 
Navy February 7, 1845, and served on board the North Carolina, the Saratoga, 
and the Lawrence until September 14, 1846, when he was discharged. Heisa 
pensioner at the rate of $8 per month under the act of January 29, 1887, usually 
termed the Mexican sion act, by the terms of which no greater rate of pen- 
sion can be granted by the bureau. 

Mr. Wilder is now in hissixty-ninth year, and since 1877 has been totally blind. 
He is without means of subsistence beyond his small pension and the assistance 
given him by his wife, who goes out upon the strects selling articles for family 


use. 

In the declaration of Mr. Wilder filed before the Pension Bureau, he declares 
that he incurred hisdisease of the eyes during his naval service in 1846; that in 
March of that year, while serving on board the brig Lawrence, in the line of 
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duty, he was forging socket boat-hooks, when one of them fell from the tongs 
into a bucket of water, and the hot steam flying upwards struck him in the left, 
eye, destroying the optic nerve, and affected the right eye until 1877, when he 
- became helplessly blind. 
The log-books and other records of the Lawrence are not on file at the Navy 
Department, not haying been preserved, and claimant is thus unfortunately de- 
prived of his best and most reliable evidence of his Ai His comrades and 
officers on the Lawrence he swears he is now unable to find, and the Depart- 
ment is unable to assist him. The only officer found was R. L. Laws, and he 
states that at this late date he can not remember any of theincidentsof the voy- 
age relating to the sailors. 

t is, however, shown by reliable testimony that when the sailor reached his 
home in 1848 his left eye was affected; he was unable to distinguish objects 
clearly with it, and he then told the story that he now tells as to the manner of 
the incurrence of the disability. His eyes have continuously since service 
grown worse, and about 1877 he became blind. 

These witnesses have been neighbors to him during the past forty years, and 
are represented to your committee as worthy of full credence and belief. 

The board of surgeons at Syracuse, N. Y., in May, 1883, found Mr. Wilder 
Lago ra and recommended a rating of $72 a month, as fixed by law for such 
a ility. 

Your committee are of the opinion that it is a fair legal presumption that the 
blindness was incurred during the man’s naval service, and therefore return 
the bill to the House, recommending its passage. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DE LANO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then, under the previous order (at 10.30 p. m.), ad- 
journed. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: ~ 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 10522) for the relief of Mrs. Almena 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Maria C. McPherson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H, R. 10525) to increase the pension 
of Edward Jardine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 10526) for the relief of J. S. Ellis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Alabama River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. Á 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 10528) granting a pension to Eli 
Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10529) granting a pension to William Bick- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 10530) for the relief of Frederick 
Krause—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10531) for the relief of John M. 
Congdon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10532) granting a pension to Ernest Pope—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 10533) for the relief of Matthew E. 
Mashburn—to the Committee on War Claims, 


By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10534) granting an iucrease of | 


pension to Henry Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10535) to provide for the issue 
of the commission of Philip C. Johnson—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10536) to authorize the 
Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across 
the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10537) for the relief of Harri- 
son Tryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 10538) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10539) for the relief of the 
estate of William McCoy—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. . 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDEPSON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Iowa, for the extension of time of payment of the debt of 
the Union Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of Lewis Tucker, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of Jesse Smitherman, of Bibb County, Ala- 
bama, to have his claim referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Lemuel J. Standifer, of Etowah 


County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of James H. Cain and of William W. 
Jones, of Amelia County, Virginia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of citizens of the third district of New 
Jersey, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Sarah J. Barnett, for reference of 
her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of J. A. Woodburn and 7 others, for an 
international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Matthew E. Mashburn, for payment of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Michael B. E. Kline, of Rocking- 
ham County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Communication containing tarift 
facts, especially in reference to drugs and chemicals—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of George W. Shearer, of Montgomery 
County, Kansas, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence in support of bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary Baker, 
widow of William E. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Avery Ohlney and 25 others, citizens 
of Milan, Erie County, Ohio, fora pension to Avery Ohlney—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of 156 citizens of Bloomington, Ill., for 
repeal of limitation of arrears-of-pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition against reduction of tariff duties on crock- 

ware—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Letter from John L. Many, of New York, 
submitting additional facts concerning rice tariff—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of A. Eckeberger, of James Mathews, 
of A. W. Devaney, administrator of Alfred Devaney, of heirs of Ben- 
jamin Snodgrass, of Houston L. Bell, of Lucy Landers, and of Mrs. L. 
J. Kennedy, of Aiabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BURNETT: Of 163 citizens of Norfolk County, Massachu- 
setts. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Of 208 citizens of Tippecanoe County, Indiana, 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of 129 citizensof Macon and Piatt Counties, Illi- 
nois, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 16, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION ON CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, having laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-Horse 
Board of an appropriation for establishing lights and other aids to 
navigation on the Connecticut River, said: This communication will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to inquire whether this communication 
should not be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, as this 
subject in regard to the Connecticut River should be treated of in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, if at all. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chairis advised that the lights for which these 
estimates are made have not yet been authorized by law. ‘Therefore 
the Chair supposed the communication should properly go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANDALL. The communication relates, as I understand, to 
the Connecticut River. 

The SPEAKER, It does. 
` Mr. RANDALL. And that subject (lighting of rivers) is treated in 
the sundry civil bill. 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, if there be no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no disposition to take the paper out of its 
proper course; but I would like to ask this question: If the estimate 
is in the possession of another committee, will that give jurisdiction of 
the subject to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that if the com- 
munication should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations by 
order of the House, that committee would have jurisdiction. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Ithinkso, too. But suppose this estimate should 
go to the Committee on Commerce, would the Appropriations Commit- 
tee still have jurisdiction ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, as these lights are not au- 
thorized by law. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the Chair is right; but I wanted to have 
that proposition stated. ~ 

The communication was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF WILLIAM W. ANDERSON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
in the case of William W. Anderson against the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DAM AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3025) to pro- 
vide for the reconstruction of the dam at the Rock Island arsenal and 
for the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water- 
power for said arsenal; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the subject-matter to 
which this bill relates has been under consideration in the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has, and has been acted on in that committee. 
Their recommendations will be presented in due time to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will refer the bill to that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee thought that they had jurisdiction 
of this subject under the general submission to them of the estimates 
in relation to the arsenal at Rock Island. 

The SPEAKER. Without examining that question, the Chair will 
refer the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ALVARADO CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, GEORGETOWN, COLO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2922) setting 
apart a tract of land to be used as a cemetery by the Alvarado Ceme- 
tery Association of Georgetown, Colo., which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Yost, for ten days, on account of business. 

To Mr. JoHNSTON, of Indiana, for ten days. 

To Mr. LA FOLLETTE, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. OSBORNE, for ten days, to attend the Chicago convention. 

To Mr. BREWER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BUNNELL, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Morrirt, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, for one week. 

To Mr. ARNOLD, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WEBER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O’FERRALL, for four days, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. LYMAN, until the 25th instant. 

To Mr, GALLINGER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Concer, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Homes, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr, BUTLER, for ten days, to attend the Republican convention 
at Chicago. 

To Mr. WADE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brown, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. StRUBLE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask leave of absence for ten days for my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

MARY E. HOPKINS. 


Mr. LANHAM. The bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hop- 
kins was referred to the Committee on Claims. As the question has 
been heretofore considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs, the 
bill should have been referred to that committee. I ask that the refer- 
ence may be changed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that under our new rule this bill belongs 
properly to the Committee on Claims. Under that rule all private 
claims, other than war claims or claims to lands, must go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. LANHAM. The bill has already been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Under the present rules of the House no private 
claim, other than pension claims, can be referred, unless by unanimous 
consent, to any other committee than the Committee on Claims, the 
Committee on War Claims, or the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
This bill seems to be a claim against the Government for $5,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I notice that several bills which are really pri- 
vate claims have been referred through the petition-box to various com- 
Speg other than the claims committees. Ishall object to all such 
references, 
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The SPEAKER. The reference, the Chair thinks, is not an errone- 
ous one. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ithink, if the Chair will permit me, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs already has jurisdiction of the subject by the former 
action of the House—— 

Mr. FORAN. ‘They have already reported a bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. And, as I am informed, have already reported a 
bill on the subject. 

Mr. FORAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Claims and the Committee on Naval Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be now passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the report read first. 

Mr. FORAN. I can make a brief statement that will perhaps sat- 
isfy the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think a bill of that kind ought to be considered 
by a committee of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 


á SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 


¿Other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. BURROWS, and Mr. WILKINS reserved points 
of order upon the bill. = 
Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that I will call this bill up for con- 
sideration at the first practicable moment, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO, 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dischargo 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
consideration of the bill (S. 1931) to increase the appropriation for the 
purchase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other 
offices at San Francisco, Cal., and put it upon its e. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. RANDALL, Reserving the right to object, I wish to make an 
inquiry in regard to this bill; whether the hill—it speaks only of a site, 
and not for the construction of any building—proposes to appropriate 
$650,000 to be expended in the city of San Francisco for the purchase 
of a site for this building? 

Mr. MORROW. I desire to say in response to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that an appropriation was made last year of $350,000, and 
a commission was appointed to select asuitable site. They have, after 
a year’s service, ascertained that they can geta site for $850,000, which 
would be an increase of the appropriation of $500,000. The committee, 
however, thought, after a careful investigation of the matter, that the 
site could be purchased for $650,000, and they propose to increase the 
appropriation by the sum provided in this bill, which is less than the 
amount the commission ascertained it would cost, but the committee 
believed it possible, as I have said, to procure a site for that sum. 

Mr. RANDALL. In other words, then, it is proposed to buy what 
is worth $850,000 for $650,000 ? 

Mr. MORROW. No, not exactly that; but several offers have been 
made of property, and the committee believe the commissioners can 
procure a site that will be suitable for the sum fixed, although of course 
not the best site. 

Saas get Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a bill that ought not to be passed, I think, 
by unanimous consent, It is too important a bill. There ought to be 
careful consideration. ' 

Mr. McCREARY. Where is this building to be located? 

Mr. MORROW. In the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. McCREARY. And it is proposed to use this sum in the pur- 
chase of a site? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir; and it is a less sum than has been appro- 
priated to a similar purpose in any of the large cities. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much is the building expected to cost? 

Mr. MORROW. I hope there will be a suitable building erected, 
but I am not able to state what the amount will be yet. 

Mr. LYNCH. I demand the regular order. 

M MORROW. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that de- 
mand. $ 

Mr. CRAIN. Ifthe gentlemen insist upon the regular order, I give 
notice that they will have it for the rest of the day. 

Mr. LYNCH. TI insist upon the demand. i 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- “ 
ports, 
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WORLD'S EXPOSITION, 1892. 

Mr, BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for the bill H. R. 8868, a bill (H. R. 10541) to provide for 
a permanent exposition of the three Americas at the national capital 
in honor of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 8868 was laid on the table. 

CONTRACT SURGEONS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Mili irs, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 5023, a bill (H. R. 10542) for the relief 
of contract surgeons in the Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 5023 was ordered to be laid on the table. . 


INTERNATIONAL GEODETIC ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. COTHRAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 181) accepting the invita- 
tion of the Imperial German Government to the Government of the 
United States to become a party to the International Geodetic Associa- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KING. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 320) givinga military record to James King; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL KELLY. 


Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9485) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Michael Kelly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 5 


HAMPTON AND OLD POINT RAILWAY AND ILLUMINATING COMPANY. 
Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported as a 

substitute for the bill H. R. 5038, a bill (H. R. 10543) granting the right 

of way and other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railway and 

Illuminating Company of Virginia; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 

Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The bill H. R. 5038 was laid on the table. 


PIPESTONE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. LIND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10544) 
for the disposition of agricultural lands embraced within the limits of 
the Pipestone Indian reservation in Minnesota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. à 


ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of way through the Indian 
. Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB. I would like the privilege of presenting the views of 
the minority on that matter. 

ARMS, ETC., FOR DISTRICT MILITIA. 

Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on the Militia, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to issue arms and equipments for the militia of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

FREDERICK RONICKE. - 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederick Ronicke 
on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ROSALIE ALEX. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2144) granting a pension to Rosalie Alex; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF JOHN SCHAFER. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2710) granting a pension to the widow of 
John Schafer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
~ on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. -~ > 


GEORGE C. ELLISON. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2682) to provide for the reimbursement 
of costs and expenses in certain judicial proceedings, and for the relief 
of George C. Ellison; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. è 

. MARY E. REED. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9802) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Mary E. Reed to the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and,with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ENGLISH. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7872) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas English; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY YP. BOTTOM. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with ay amendment the bill (H. R. 8291) for the relief of Henry 
P. Bottom; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED ALCORN. 


Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9874) for the relief of Alfred Alcorn; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYÉS, 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9518) provid- 
ing for leaves of absence for officers and employés in the customs service 
of the Government who receive per diem compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask what is the reg- 
ular order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is thè hour for the considera- 
tion of bills reported from committees, unless a motion is made to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of thé Union to consider 
revenue bills or appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do I understand if we pursue the regular or- 
der the hour will be the hour alloted to the Military Committee? 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee on Claims had a matter under con- 
sideration when the hour expired, and has another hour, or at least 
sufficient time to complete the consideration of the matter, before the 
Committee on Military Affairs will be called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understood the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs had reserved its hour. 

The SPEAKER. It had; but another committee is now occupying 
the floor of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the Committee on Claims do not proceed 
any further, could we call up that bill? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will state that I understand the Conamittee 
on Claims has up the bill to reimburse the State of Florida for expendi- 
tures in the Indian war and has consumed one hour. If the matter 
could be passed over without the committee losing its place and losing 
the chance of consideration of the bill, I have no objection to yielding 
to the tleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Flor- 
ida that unless there is unanimous consent, the hour which now be- 
longs to the Committee on Claims will be lost if it is not occupied this 


morning. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I would ask unanimous consent that the 
matter under consideration be passed over this morning so that the 
Committee on Military Affairs which has been passed herctofore may 
now be called. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY ]? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman does not desire to 
proceed this morning. If he does not, I move that we go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
having objected, Iam not in a position to follow my desire. 

The SPEAKER. The motion which the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] proposes to make is in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know itis; but I would like to have the mat- 
ter arranged satisfactorily. 
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Mr. DOUGHERTY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. a 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Ifthe motion be made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of taking up this appropriation bill, will not this Florida bill 
retain its place on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It will remain just exactly as it now is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that so far as the 
Committee on Military Affairs are concerned we have no objection to 
business p: ing in regular order. I am requested by a number of 
gentlemen to press the Army bill, but it is apparent to all that there is 
no quorum here, and if there is any intention to make factious oppo- 
sition to the bill, I certainly will not bring it before the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. Waituntilyou encounter that condition of things.” 


Mr. WILKINS. Will the gentleman agree to yield to two or three 
gentlemen who desire to ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of bills? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam perfectly willing to do so. 

The SPEAKER. If that is done, the Chair will be obliged to rec- 

ize gentlemen in the order in which they claim their rights. 

Mr. WILKINS. If the gentleman from Illinois should yield to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] and myself, for example, would 
not that be in order? 

Mr. GROUT. Other gentlemen might object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be obliged to recognize gentlemen 
in the order in which they claimed recognition. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement, and I 
ask the attention of the other side of the House. We have an under- 
standing that the business from now on, extending, perhaps, through 
most of next week, be arranged so as not to put the other side of the 
House at a disadvantage because of the absence of many of their mem- 
bers, and therefore I urge that there be no opposition made to the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills in due order, even though there may 
not be at all times a quorum present in the House. The desire of gen- 
tlemen on the other side was that, so far as possible, tariff legislation 
might be st. ded for a few days, and the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] looks in that direction,and with 
the same view, immediately after the disposition of the Army bill I 
shall insist on proceeding with the sundry civil bill. I hope the House 
will recognize the existing condition of things, and will proceed in the 
way indicated. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to say that ‘‘we have arranged ” for legisla- 
tion to proceed 

Mr. FARQUHAR. A general understanding; that is all. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I accept that amendment, that there is a gen- 
eral understanding that business shall with reference to the 
fact that there are absentees on the Republican side of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me qualify my statement in that particular 
by saying that I was requested by gentlemen on both sides to hasten 
the preparation of the sundry civil bill for the reason stated. That is, 

haps, as far as ought to go. Of course I have no authority to speak 
or the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. CRAIN. In that connection, I have to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
there seems to be also some character of arrangement with reference to 
the business that shall be proposed by gentlemen upon this side of the 
House who are not absent and who do not contemplate being absent. 
For six weeks the managers on the Democratic side of this House have 
permitted tariff speeches to occupy the time, and whenever any of us 
have asked unanimous consent for the consideration of measures of im- 
portance to our districts we have been met with objections, and the 
regular order has been called upon us, and I, for one, give notice that, 
so faras I am concerned, I shall antagonize this character of legislation 
until members generally have an opportunity to bring up for consid- 
eration bills and measures in which their districts are interested. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the large number of mem- 
bers on this side of the House who desired to be absent next week, the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means having charge of the 
tariff bill very kindly and courteously consented to postpone the 
consideration of that bill until after the close of the convention. It 
was supposed that the House would be ready in the mean time to con- 
sider any other business that might be presented, and I can assure gen- 
tlemen that on this side of the House there will be no factions opposi- 
tion to the consideration of any measure that may be brought up, and 
I trust that both sides of the House will appreciate the situation and 
proceed with the public business as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether a motion 
would be in order to allow members to ask unanimous consent to call 
i some of their short bills for consideration during the next half 

our. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order only by unanimous con- 
sent, and the Chair thinks that if the House should make such an order 
there ought to be some rule prescribed by which recognition shall be 
governed. Otherwise a few gentlemen would get in their measures 


while others would not, because it is impossible for the Chair to recog- 
nize all gentlemen, however much he may desire to do so. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I suggest that we now take half an hour for the 
consideration of short bills, and that the Speaker alternate his recogni- 
tions between the two sides of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is what the Chair always endeavors to do. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I suggest that we take half an hour fer that 
purpose. I think that will be satisfactory to every gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam perfectly willing to consent that half an 
hour shall be occupied in that way. 

Mr. SPINOLA. For the consideration of bills to which there can be 
no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me very important that we 
should go on with the Army bill. I think that after to-day we may 
perhaps be able to agree upon some plan by which these other bills can 
be considered, but we can hardly make that agreement now, and I hope 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] will insist on proceed- 
ing with his bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Why can not we make the agreement now ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know why private business should have 
any special advantage in the absence of a quorum when there is public 
business waiting. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I shall insist on the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether all points 
of order have been reserved upon this bill. If not, I desire to reserve 
them now. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not recollect, but will inquire of 
the Clerk and inform the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. \ 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inquire whether itis necessary that points 
of order shall be reserved on an appropriation bill. I make that in- 
quiry because during the last Congress the question was raised by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], and it was decided 
otherwise at that time. 

The SPEAKER. The Presiding Officer of the House is not called 
upon of course to decide that question; that is to say, it is no part of 
his duty to decide it; but the Chair can give an opinion to be taken for 
what it is worth. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We would be glad to have the opinion of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it is not necessary to reserve 
points of order upon appropriation bills prior to their reference to the 
Committee of the Whole, because under the rule of the House, which 
is very plain, such points of order, when made, must be made in the 
Committee of the ole, not in the House. The Chair thinks the 
proper time to make such point upon any provision in an appropriation . 
bill is when that provision is ed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL, I concur in the opinion of the Chair. 


ORDEE OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the Hall during the 
whole of this discussion; and I would like to inquire whether the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Claims have respect- . 
ively waived their right to the morning hour. $ 

The SPEAKER. They have not. The Committee on Claims did 
not insist on having the morning hour, and thereupon the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Another parliamentary inquiry: On the next 
legislative day will the Committee on Claims be still entitled to the 
morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I now give notice that that committee must 
pretty soon take the morning hour or have a quorum to dispense with 
it. They are holding other committees back. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion of Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole) said: 
The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I call for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 72, noes 4. 

Mr. CRAIN. No quorum. 

ca were ordered; and Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. CRAIN were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is apparent there is no quorum present; it 
is an idle ceremony for us to go through with a count. If the gentle- 
man from Texas intends to persist in his demand for a quorum it is use- 
less for us to attempt to go on with business, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has already been demanded. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 2. 

Mr. CRAIN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. : 

Mr. WILKINS. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who have not voted will please come 
forward and vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is evident that there is no quorum in the 
House. If the gentlemen persist in the demand for a quorumit is use- 
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Meni ustostay hereand occupy time. I therefore move that the House 
jjourn. 

Mr. WILKINS. Assuming that there is an element of fairness on 
this side of the House which will allow members to have considera- 
tion for their private bills, I will withdraw my point of no quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point of no quorum withdrawn? 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask whether there can be a conditional 
withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has put the question so as to ascertain 
whether the withdrawal is absolute or not. 

Mr. WILKINS. I thoughtI made myself understood. I withdraw 
the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought perhaps the gentleman coupled 
with the withdrawal some condition. On this question the ayes are 97, 
the noes 2, The motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 


bills is agreed to. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the first reading of the bill be 

i with. 

Mr. BURROWS. Unless the gentleman pro to make some gen- 
eral explanation in regard to the bill, I prefer that it be read for infor- 
mation before its consideration under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My only object was to save time. I do not 
propose to make any general explanation, although I am ready to an- 
swer any questions which gentlemen may desire to putin regard to the 


bill. 
Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the report read before deciding 


whether the first reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. TowNsHEND. from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to penne ere bill H. R. 10234: 

The Committee on M Affairs submits the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, with the fol 
lowing explanations: 

The estimates on which the recommendations in the bill are based are to be 
found on pages 105 to 115 of the Book of Estimates for 1889, and aggregate in all 
$25.364,334.08, of which amount the committee recommend the sum of $24, 289,700. 

The amount appropriated by this bill is $1,074,634.08 less than the aggregate 
estimates submitted. 

n i be appropriations for the same purpose for the four preceding years were as 
follows: 

ISSA SS... cecrerees 

1885-86 
1886-87. 

1887-88. nsns secon ene 

For the pay and general expenses of the Army this bill appropriates the sum 
of 312,078, 0, being an increase over the amount in the law for the current fiscal 

ear of $14,081.31. 

T "The cause of the increase in this bill for the Pay Department arises substan- 
tially from the natural increase sessing tose ee officers both on the active and 
retired list for length of service, and by the increase in numberof officers upon 
the retired-list or who will be placed thereon during the peent fiscal year; and 
also by an increase of the number of enlisted men on the retired-list, to which 
also may beadded the increased sum necessary to be provided for the payment 
of enlisted men to be discharged during the year, for travel, retained pay, etc. 

The chan, in the items in detail are as follows: 

For pay of officers for length of service, the amount of the present law is in- 
creased by $2,230, which is made necessary by the increase in length of service 
of officers. For pay proper of the enlisted men of all grades, a reduction of 
$150,508 has been made below the feeropmencue for the current year. 

In pursuance of the act of March 1, 1887, the committee have appropriated 
$150,000 for the hospital corps. = 

For pay of the general staff the amountis increased $5,590 for increased length 
of service. 

For pay of retired officers, the item is increased $1,686.25, made necessary by 
increase in the number of officers. 

For pay of retired enlisted men the item isincreased 

For pay of contract su ms, etc., the committee believe that $100,000 is suf- 
ficient for this branch of the service and have reduced the item to that amount. 

The item for paymasters’ clerks has been reduced $5,800 on account of the de- 
creased number of such clerks, resulting from the operation of the present law. 

The item of $1,500 for securing information from gbroad is fully explained by 
the following extract from the letter of the Secretary of War: 

“I can not too strongly urge that the detail of officers to obtain information 
abroad should be so far recognized in the Army appropriation bill that the ac- 


789 for a similar reason. 


‘rials which had been previously purchased 


counts may be by the accounting officers. In thatview I would su 

that under the head, in the appropriation bill, * Miscellaneous’ insert an item, 
‘For the necessary expenses attendant on the collection and classification of 
nia i win gone from abroad $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the 
same Il be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of 
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty.’ -~ 

“It is to be observed that this will not increase the expenses of the Govern- 
ment so far as the officers are concerned, for they will receive i See allow- 
ances on this duty as on other duty at home or elsewhere. e $1,500 is 
o 4A ets and the expenses of preserving and arranging the information when 
obtaine 

The item for commutation of quarters to commissioned officers, ete., is in- 
creased $8,000, upon the basis of the disbursements of the last fiscal year. 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troop the amount is 
increased $15,000 for the reasons set forth in the Book of Estimates, page 298. 
The slight changes made in the phraseology of the item the committee believe 
are for the better interests of the service, 

In the Quartermaster’s Department no change hasbeen made, except the 
amount for incidental expenses has been increased $1,500 for the reasons set 
forth in a letter from the Secre! of War, in which he says: 

* As to the riding-master: In the incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, insert ‘and of a riding-master, for the more thorough instruction of 
officers and cadets, asum not exceeding $1,500.' _Ican best commend this ap- 
edi agence by inclosing a copy of the i yee of the board sent to Boston to ex- 
amine and report on Bussigny’s method of riding and training horses. The 
officers composing this board were selected by reason of their large and varied 
experience. Ido not believe there are better horsemen in any army than Cap- 
tains Lawton and Anderson; and Captain Brincklé is among the first of our 
light-battery commanders. In „Iam inclined to think that when detailed 
for duty neither they nor the Lieutenant-General expected to find anything 
new or instructive for them. But they do not hesitate to acknowledge that 
rapt is mouon to be learned from this teacher which will be of great value to 
the service.’ 

The amount appropriated last yenr forarmy transportation has been reduced 


An increase of $2,900 in the item for construction of quarters for hospital stew- 
ards, etc., is made upon the recommendation of the Surgeon-General. 

For the medical and hospital department, the committee are of the opinion 
that $200,000, the amount appropriated, is sufficient. 

The sums heretofore appropriated for the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot 
Springs, Ark., have been omitted, because that institution is properly a part of 
the medical and hospital department, and can be provided for out of the appro- 
priation mentioned. 

The increase in the items for the engineer depot at Willet’s Point, N. Y., is 
made for the following reasons, set forth in the Book of Estimates: 

“The failure of the appropriation for to: o service for two rs past has 
thrown all such expenses on the depot as far as it could do; and as the mate- 

and put in store afe pews f ex- 
tinuso iE the school and instruction are maintained the expense should be 
provided for. 

“This laboratory was unfortunately burned in November last, and should be 
rebuilt as soon as possible. The origin of the fire could not be ascertained 
though it emise € occurred ina room that had been locked up for several 
hours previous to the discovery of the fire, and the most probable theory is that 
some of the chemicals stored in the room ignited spontaneously, The founda- 
tions and basement story, which were of granite, were very little injured, and 
it is estimated that $5,500 will restore the building to as good condition as eyer,” 

For current expenses of the ordnance service, the amount appropriated last 
year has been reduced $10,000. 

The amount appropriated for the manufacture of metallic ammunition for 
small arms has been in $50,000, for the following reasons set forth in the 
Book of Estimates: 

“The quantity of rifle ammunition on hand is very limited, the reserve su 
ply at our arsenals being only 1,453,044 cartridges on July 1, 1887. A pate 
should be kept on hand forthe hostile uses of the Army. Rifle and carbine am- 
munition costs to manufacture $18.50 per thousand, and revolver $10 per thou- 
sand. Existing orders from the War Department authorize the expenditure for 
target-practice of cartridges or reloading materials to the amount of $7.50 per 
man per annum, and about $1.93 per man per annum for gallery practice, and 
basing the strength of the Army (enlisted men and commissioned officers) at 
20,000 men, it will require $188,600 for this expenditure alone, Soldiers should 
be made marksmen, but this can not be done without a liberal supply of 
ammunition for bani ee phere ag The amount asked for is reasonable, Tr the 
soldier is to be provided with cartridges sufticient for his proper instruction, 
To enable the Ordnance Department to carry out these orders, the reserve sup- 
ply has been well-nigh exhausted. Unless the pd ha rl asked foris granted 
the supply for target-practice will have to be uced, greatly to the detriment 
of the coaeongeg Ss of the Army.” 

The items “ For purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores to fill uisi- 
tions of troops,” and * For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments,” haye 
ench been increased $25,000. 

The sum of $5,000 has been provided “ for overhauling, cleaning, and presery- 
ing new ordnance stores, ” 

Phe sum of $5,000 is appropriated for targets for artillery practice, on’the fol- 
lowing facts submitted in the Book of Estimates: 

“At our forts we are obliged to make floating targets and anchor them in the 
roadsteads for artillery practice firing, which is necessary for the instruction of 
the troops. The Secretary of War decided (Circular No. 1, A.G. O., 1885) that 
these targets and the material and labor for their construction shall be furnished 
by the Ordnance Department, but the appropriations now made by Congress 
will not enable the Department to supply them.” 

The item appropriating $100,000 for the purchase of pneumatic dynamite 
gans, ete., is inserted in the bill upon the recommendation of the Secretary ot 

Var and for reasons set forth in his letter, a copy of which is hereto appended. 

The item appropriating $100,000 for examining, ogi and experimenting 
with certain guns, shells, batteries, etc., is inse: in the bill in order to enable 
theSecretary of War to makesuch tests, ctc., of newinventionsas he may deem 
proper. 


Items. 


Officers of the line............:c0ssecvessereeeee 
Additional pay for aides-de-camp, ete. 
Officers for le of service............ 
Ear of the enlisted men......sss s.s.. 


Goneral-service clerks, etc...... 
Officers in the Adjutant-General’s Depart: 
Officers in the Inspector-General’s Department.. 


Corps of Engincers...........ssssesereenesees eecesanwee 0 vas oessso scosso boone escenhsesee SNARE 


Estimated for | Law of 1888, | Bill for 1889. 
$2, 863,000.00 | $2, 868,000.00] — $2, 868, 000 |. 
~* 10, 953. 00 8, 000. 00 8,000 |". 
840, 700. 00 812,770. 00 815,000 
4,521, 860.00 4,287,508.00| 4,137,000 
388, 056. 00 381, 360. 00 381, 360 
EIA PEN R 150, 000 
161, 900. 90 161, 900. 00 161, 900 
68, 500. 00 65,500.03 66, 
29, 500. 00 29, 500. 00 29, 
SARE 313,080. 00 313, 240. 00 313, 


Officers in Ordnance Department. 

Officers in Quartermaster’s Department .. 
Officers in Subsistence Department... 
Officers in Medical Department..... 
Officers in Pay Department...... nice 
Officers in Judge-Advocate-General’s Department.. 
Ofticers on the retired-list, 
Enlisted men on the retired-list 
Contract surgeons, etc...... 
Paymasters’ clerks, ete .......0...-see+ 
Courts-martial, ete.......... POTAE 
Officer in charge of building, ete ......... 
Securing information from abroad .. 
Commutation of quarters, ete .... 
Allowances for travel, etc.. 
Mileage to officers, etc.... 
Subsistence of the Army 
Quartermaster's Department.. 
Incidental expenses........ 
Horses for cavalry, ete. 
Army transportation 
‘Transportation on land-gra’ 
Barracks and quarters 
Construction, ete., of hospitals .. 
Shelter and shooting galleries, ete ... 
Army and Navy Hospital........ a 
Quarters for hospital stewards, ... 
Clothing, aap, etc., equipage.. 
Medicai and Hospital Department... 
Supplies for Army and Navy Hospital ........... 
Medical Museum. ......sesssesee 
Medical Lib: nab 
Maintenance of Army and Navy Hospital, 
Incidental expenses of engineer depo’.............. = 
Purchase of materials, etc., at engineer depot....... ZS 
Purchase and repair of instruments at engineer depot. 
Fire-proof building at en: COROb eis acca a Cn a ae 
To replace laboratory btilding at engineer depot. 

Library, ete., at engineer depot.................0000cce 
Ord aance Servile........se.ccseeers 
Repairing stores, etc............08 
Manufacture of ammunition, etc.. 
Purchase of ordnance stores.......... 
Infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments .......... 
Manufacture, etc., at National Armory .........0...ssseese 
Purchase of pneumatic dynamite guns, ete ............... 
For examining, testing, etc., dynamite guns, shells, gun-carriages, etc. 
Overhauling, cte., of ordnance stores .... 
For firing morning and evening guns. 
‘Targets for artillery practice 
Recruiting service ... 
Signal Service ........., n 
Contingent expenses Commissary-Gene: 
Contingent expenses Adjutant-General ......... 
Contingent expenses of the Army ........ RAREN 


wees sesereessee tee. 


Ae eeeen cen ane tessesoss ten ee 


Total..... eussesttacepbdeniogsns SS ane, At chee a ae ES oe ee ae Pee Sa) athe 25, 364, 324.08 
. Increase ......... IR i: iam Ae AA Oe eR OD I EE 2 SO tes | OO seal | a EEL ER 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, May 17, 1888. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th 
ultimo, inclosing a proposition of the Pneumatic 
New York, for the sale tothe Government of several of their guns, and request- 
ing my views as to the guns of this company and the advisability of making an 
appropriation for their purchase. 

In reply I have the honor to say that this dynamite gun has been develo: 
to a point of efficiency which entitles it to recognition as a formidable addition 
to harbor defense. In this connection I desire to call your attention to my an- 
nual report of December 5, 1887, page 31, in which I speak of this gun and its 
developmentand of the success which has attended the tests to which it has 
been subjected, and recommend the purchase of one gun of 15-inch caliber in 
order to determine the full extent of its fitness for coast defense. 

Since then I have examined with much care the reports and opinions of ofi- 
cers and the evidence bearing upon the question whether the gun is still to be 
considered merely as an experiment and in the experimental stage or may be 
jean! as having an established character on which legislation may be safely 

ased, 

It is well known that it has been for a long time under the charge of Captain 
Zalinski, of the artillery; and a board of officers of the Navy ot high standing, 
especially in the ordnance branch of that service, after very careful test exper 
ments under their direction, and witnessed by them, are of opinion that the gun 
is perfectly reliable in its action, that its accuracy of is remarkable, and that 
itis an important weapon for harbor defense. These are the main questionsto 
be decided in determining the efficiency of any gun. It is true, iis power of 
penetration is not great but if its shell isexploded after entering the water near 
the hull of a ship the most destructive effect must result. The Secretary of the 
Navy. in his last annual report, reviews the result of the experiments witnessed 
by the above-mentioned board of officers detailed by him, and concludes with 
the assertion that the success of the gun for coast defense is established. 

Attention is also called to the remarks of the Lieutenant-General of the Army 
on this subject in his last report, and also to the zoportoť the chief ordnance of- 
ficer of iire Army, General Benét, which accompanies this letter. 

I am therefore forced, on that evidence, to the conclusion that the gun is no 
ome to be considered as an experiment, but has well-established qualities 
and characteristics, upon which it will be safe for Congress to take action ; and 
I accordingly recommend an appropriation which would enable us to purchase 
and install a number of these guns, with the Cy peaioreas! fo em eae plants, not ex- 
ceeding ten of different calibers. Iconsider it very desirable that these guns, 
when obtained, should be placed at different points on our coasts, say Boston, 
New York, San Francisco, the Lakes, and at some point on the Southern coast. 
1 have no means of knowing whether the price named for them in the propo- 
sal of the company is reasonable. I can make no suggestion, however, in re- 
lation thereto, as there appear to be no data to estimate upon except the price 
named in its proposition, which seems to me tobe very large. Unless the com- 
mittee has the means of ascertaining more accurately than I can, I would rec- 
ommend an appropriation ofsuch an amount as the committee may deem reason- 
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ite Gun Company, of 


Law of 1888. | Bill for 1889.| Increase. 


1,221, 712. 76 
77, 398. 20 ; 
100, 920. 00 102, 875. 94 
80, 127. 62 83, 800. 00 
10, 701. 36 10,000. 00 
1, 000. 00 500.00 
E E ITEE 
168, 170, 43 150, 000. 00 
1, 082, 573.71 850, 000. 00 
130, 000. 00 85, 000. 00 
2,057,505. 00 1,745, 000, 00 
2, 678, 000.00 2, 678, 000. 00 
675, 000. 00 675, 000. 00 
130; 000. 00 130, 000.00 
3, 000, 000. 00 2, 800, 000. 00 
Coat ets acne 50, 000. 00 
675, 000. 00 620, 000. 00 
125, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 
10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
yk 7, 500.00 
25, 9, 600. 00 
1,150, 1, 150, 000. 00 
220; 000. 200; 000. 00 


MAROON oiri aa E E 
5, 000. 5, 000. 00 5, 
10, 000. 10,000. 00 10, 
13, 180. 10, 000. 00 | .ccecseseeaee 
5,000. 3, 000. 00 5, 
1,500. 1, 600. 00 T 
2,500. 2,000. 00 2 
8, 000. 
6, 500. NOAE 6, 
1, 000. 500. 00 
100, 000. 009. 00 80, 
20, 000. OD OD: EEN E 
200, 000. 000. 00 150,000 
150, 000. 000. C0 100, 000 
150, 000. 000. 00 100, 000 
500, 000. 000. 00 400, 000 
40,000 
100, 000 
3 20, 5, 000 
a 30, 
. 5, 
, 113, 
5, 
1, 
2, 


able, in view of the other requirements of the Department for ordnance, with 
which the Secre of War may procure as many as he can for such suim, 

It is not intended by this recommendation to supplant the previous recom- 
mendations of the Department, which call attention to the great needs of the 
country in the matter of coast and harbor defense, and the necessity of having 
guns of modern pattern and construction of great power and range. The pneu- 
matic dynamite gun does not and can not take the place of such heavy ordnance, 
but will be a most a7 ag a and necessary auxiliary thereto. 


Very respectfully, 
K WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary ef War. 


Hon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now renew the request that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to occupy the 
attention of the House with any general discussion of this hill. I will 
simply say that the bill has been carefully prepared, every line and 
every word having been gone oyer time and again, and it is the unani- 
mous report of the Committee on Military Affairs. It contains sub- 
stantially the appropriations of last year with Some additions which 
have been strongly urged by the War Department. It containsnothing, 
in addition to the appropriations of last year, that has not received the 
sanction and strong recommendation of the Department. I will now 
answer any inquiry which any gentleman may desire to put. If no 
gentleman wishes to ask any question, I ask that we proceed with the 
consideration of the bill under the five-minnte rule. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I wish to inquire whether this bill provides for 
breech-loading ordnance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir. 

Mr. ROMEIS. ‘The report of the Secretary of War, made to Con- 
gress last fall, shows that at the Military Academy there are not proper 
guns with which to drill the cadets; that in case of war the guns with 
which they practice would be entirely obsolete. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Upon an official visit to West Point last week 
I looked into this matter. The officer in charge of that particular 


branch, a very able officer, suggested to me a need for some additional 
appropriation to obtain appliances and machinery which would facili- 
tate instruction to cadets in his department; but when I asked him to 
indicate the character of appliances for which he desired an appropria- 
tion, he said he would probably make soon a further investigation, and 
that the matter might very properly be deferred until next session, 
That provision does not apply tv this bill, but belongs to the Military 
Academy bill. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I merely ask for information on this subject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have now some breech-loading guns 
which are used for instruction at the West Point Academy. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Ithought it strange that Congress would fail to sup- 
ply some improved breech-loading guns for the instruction of the cadets 
at the West Point Academy. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have such improved breech-loading guns 
there now for the instruction of the cadets. When I was there I was 
informed by the officer incharge that they needed more machinery and 
other appliances, which of course will be provided for in the Military 
Academy appropriation bill, and does not belong, as I have already 
stated, to this bill. 

Mr. LAIRD. Let mesay, Mr. Chairman, that not by act of Congress 
but by savings out of appropriations, by economy exercised by the Ord- 
nance Department, the construction of fifty 850-pound breech-loading 


guns was before this time authorized, twenty-five of which were con- 


structed at the Cold Spring foundry, opposite West Point, and twenty- 
five more are being constructed at the Watervliet arsenal. ‘These are 
improved breech-loading guns, having steel carriages and all other ap- 
pliances of the most improved character. 

A portion of this improved artillery has been placed at the West 
Point Military Academy for the use of the cadets, ahd the balance has 
been appropriated to the use of the Army, enabling some of these guns 
to be sent to the artillery school at Fort Riley, Kans. 

This bill carries an appropriation for harness and other equipments 
for these new batteries, and that isthe only portion of the appropriation 
which concerns these new batteries. 

I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs if 
he has any information as to the number of staff officers outside of the 
general staff. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no information in the possession of 
the committee except what is found in the Army Register. The ques- 
tion was not brought before the committee specially. 

Mr. PETERS. I see here ‘‘ Pay of Staff Officers, Ordnance Depart- 
ment: For pay of the officers in the Ordnance Department, as now au- 
thorized and provided by law.” 

The inquiry I wish to make is whether the statute law of the coun- 
try fixes the number of staff officers in each department, or whether 
that is left to the discretion of the commanding officer. - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the Army Regulations fix the num- 
ber of staff officers. We have simply followed former appropriations 
in that part of the bill. In this bill it is the same that it has been for 
years., On examination of the Army Regulations the gentleman will 
find the number of staff officers, which is fixed by law. 

Mr. PETERS. Iam led to make the inquiry for this reason: There 
is a growing sentiment among the people, especially those at all con- 
* versant with our military organization, that the number of staff officers 
is in excess of the needs of the service, that a number of positions of that 
kind are filled by parties whoare simply on dress parade, and who have 
no duties to perform. If the criticism madeon this branch of the serv- 
ice is at all justified by the fact, then some inquiry should be made 
into it and the remedy applied. Ihave not had time to examine into 
it myself to see whether appointments on the staff in the various de- 
partments are confined to those strictly provided by law, or whether 
the commanding officer of each department has the right to appoint 
half a dozen or more, if he sees fit, of these staff officers simply for the 
purpose of giving that position to some officers and taking them from 
active duties in the field. Itis to this criticism which has been made 
I desire to call the attention of this Committee of the Whole, and es- 
pecially of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave before me the Revised Statutes, and if 
the gentleman desires he can have read the provision of Jaw on this 
subject. It is there provided what shall be the number of staff offi- 


cers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do not the estimates of appropriations refer to the 
Jaw under which the appropriation is estimated for ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That isso. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does not the appropriation therefore have to be in 
accordance with the law ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Certainly. I havethe estimates before me, but 
there seems to be some mistake of reference. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is not a matter of favoritism in reference to 
the appointment of staff officers, but here what we have to provide for 
is iya appro sala necessary to carry out the provision of law on this 
subjec 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Thereisno question that the statute fixes 
the number and pay of the staff of the Army. It did when I was a 
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member of the House formerly and served on the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ee 

Mr. BLOUNT. The estimates which are sent from the Treasury 
Department designate the statutes under which the appropriations are 
asked 


Mr. LAIRD. I desire to say but a word with reference to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Kansas, lest an erroneous impression ` 
should get out in regard to the attitude of the Military Committee on 
this subject. It must be obvious to the gentleman from Kansas that 
it is not in the power of any general officer of the Army to appoint any 
staff officers in the sense that his language mightimply. He may as- 
sign or detail a staff officer to duty, but of course the power of appoint- 
ment is not vested in him, nor can it be exercised by him. If there 
be any legitimate criticism against the Congress on account of an over- 
supply of gentlemen, who area monument to a long peace, connected 
with the staff of the Army, it does not lie with the Military Committee, 
because that committee have submitted to the House one or two meas- 
ures looking to the reorganization of the Army, involving an overhaul- 
ing of the general staff department as well as the line, and the recon- 
struction of the entire system, putting it upon a peace basis; so that it 
can pass easily and without friction from an economical peace basis 
into an expansion which would be necessary to meet the exigencies of 
war. But Congress has so far failed to give an opportunity to consider 
any such measures, 

So far as the Military Committee is concerned, I apprehend that it 
can see no criticisable qualities in this bill as far as the officers are con- 
corned, line or staff. Of course we must follow the law, and that is 
all of it. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask this question of the gentleman from 
Nebraska. It seems to be pretty well settled that the law provides a 
number of staff officers, their pay, ete. Has any information come to 
the committee that any general officer has evadtd the law by detailing 
an additional staff officer, not provided for by the law, and’placing him 
upon his staff, taking him from field duty, for instance, and detailing 
him upon a staff in some city, or something of that kind, as an addi- 
tional aide-de-camp, or placing him in some such situation or position 
upon his staff? My own impression is that the criticism has been 
made very particularly as to the attempt or alleged attempt that has 
been made to add to the staff officers of a general in order to furnish 
some officer, who really ought to be with his company in the field, a 
position at headquarters or in the city of Washington. I think that 
is perhaps the criticism that is made. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is the gist of it. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, that is the gist of the criticism that has been 
made. 

Mr. LAIRD. My answer is this, Mr. Chairman. I have no specific 
knowledge of that kind, as having come to the committee; and what- 
ever might be the individual opinions of members of the committee ds 
to that principle and that abuse, if it exists, of course it does not con- 
cern this measure. That is a matter of administration and belongs to 
the military not to the legislative branch of the establishment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 now ask that the bill be read by sections 
for debate and amendment. 

3 The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first paragraph of the 
il). 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pay Department: For the pay of the officers in the Pay Department, as now 
authorized and provided by law, $116,500; for additional pay to such oflicers for 
alas of service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $33,500; in all, 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of calling attention to the difference between the amount 
of money provided as an expenditure for the Pay Department and the 
amount of money appropriatod for the Ordnance Department. The en- 
tire amount expended in the Ordnance Departmentis $174,460. Now, 
there probably is some little excuse for this large appropriation in con- 
nection with the Ordnance Department, because that department is 
continually carrying on experiments, and they are in the main carried 
on, I am informed, by staff officers. But here is the Pay Department 
of the Army which costs $150,000, or within about $24,000 of the whole 
amount appropriated for the Ordnance Department. 

I am satisfied that there are too many paymasters in the Army now. 
I am convinced that this force is much larger than it ought to be. 

Mr, FORD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman think that paying the Army once 
in sixty days is too often? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir. 

Mr. FORD. That is all they do now. 

Mr. PETERS. I know, but—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How many paymasters are engaged in 
that duty? 

Mr. FORD. I can not tell you, sir; but the law provides for about 
thirty-eight. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ihave not looked at the reports this 
year, but I have been familiar with this subject in the past, andI take 
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the responsibility of saying that you will not find one in five of the pay- 
masters engaged in the actual duty of paying the troops. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not know how many are actually engaged 
in paying the troops, but we have a statute requiring that until the 
number is reduced to twenty-nine—I think there are forty-one now— 
but until the number is reduced to twenty-nine as the minimum that 
there shall be no other appointments. The object is to reach this mini- 
mum limit of twenty-nine. But there are more than that number in 
the service—forty-one, I believe, nowin all. The estimates were made 
for the payment of that number, and there was nothing for the com- 
mittee to do but to recommend the appropriation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was concerned in the passage of the 
act to which the gentleman refers, and it was the investigation I then 
made which led me to make the observation I have made to-day. I 
was satisfied then, and I think the Paymaster-General was, that there 
was from one-fourth to one-third more officers in the Pay Department 
than the emergencies of the service required. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say this, however, to my friend, that 
upon inquiry I find as the Army is being more generally distributed, 
as they are establishing posts at distant points, there is a greater need 
for a larger number of paymasters than when the Army was more con- 
solidated. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is true. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And so it is believed by the Department that 
when the number shall be reduced to twenty-nine we will only then 
have a sufficient number to perform these duties to pay the troops once 
in two months. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There are upon the rolls of the Army 
something over twenty-one thousand men. If they were all together, 
of course one paymaster could pay them all, with a suitable force of 
competent clerks. But because they are distributed at a number of 
pem all over the country it evidently requires a larger number. The 

aw as itis now will ultimately reduce the number to twenty, or nearly 
that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Twenty-nine. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am not proposing to attack the law. 
I thinkit will have to continue justasitis. But there area great many 
supernumerary officers in the Pay Department, without doubt. 

r. TOWNSHEND. Weare reaching the minimum number as rap- 
idly as time will permit. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope the Military Committee will not entertain 
any idea of stopping that minimum at any point above twenty-nine, 
because while it is true that our military posts are being extended, yet 
our Army departments are not being extended. » I can not see why one 
paymaster, with a corps of clerks sufficient to prosecute the business 
of his office, can not pay the troops in one department a great deal easier 
now than he could ten or twelve years ago with the means of com- 
munication then at hand. 

Mr. FORD. However that may be, the officers of the department 
claim now that from a lack of force of paymasters they are unable to 
pay the troops oftener than once in two months. 

Mr. PETERS. How many departments have we, commanded by a 
ae, eS or a brigadier-general? 

Mr. FORD. I can not tell you the number. 

Mr. PETERS. There are certainly not twenty-nine. 

Mr. FORD. No; I think not. 

Mr. PETERS. The point I am making is simply this—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Military Committee have no authority to 
change existing law, and therefore they did not attempt to interfere 
with the law as it now exists. The question as to whether the limit 
should be changed will arise when a bill to that effect comes before the 
House. Thatis nota question we ought todebate now. Weare simply 
appropriating money in pursuance of law already made. I would call 
the attention of my friend to the fact that whatever criticism he has 
to make on the law should be made when a bill on that subject is be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. PETERS, I have not been criticising the Military Committee 
atall, That was not my intention. Iam satisfied from this bill the 
Military Committee have done their duty fully. I simply call atten- 
tion to these matters so that in the future in legislation we may, if 
possible, curtail the force in this Department at every point and at 
every opportunity that presents itself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘The gentleman ought to be aware that such action 
must be had by a separate bill and not in an appropriation bill; and 
therefore what hé says is not at all pertinent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend [Mr. PETERS] that I 
believe there is really an argument on both sides of the question. 
There are good reasons why the number of paymasters should not be 
fixed at too small a limit. But when the matter comes up that mat- 
ter can be discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. "If there is no objection, the pro forma amend- 
mont will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will continue the 
reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Judge-Advocate-General’s Department: For the pay of the officers in the 
Judgc-Advocate-General’s Department, as now authorized and provided by law, 


$25,000; for additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $7,000; in all, $32,000, 


RETIRED OFFICERS, 


For pay of officers on the retired-list, and for officers who may be placed 
thereon dirog the current year, $920,000; for additional pay to such officers 
EA service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $275,000; in all, 


RETIRED ENLISTED MEN. 
For pay of the enlisted men of the Army on the retired-list, $60,000. 
MISCELLANEOUS. 
For pay of contract-surgeons, hospital-matrons, and veterinary surgeons, in 
all, $100,000. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, in line 104 it is suggested by 
the Secretary of War that after the word “‘ pay” the words ‘‘and trav- 
eling expenses’’ shall be inserted. That was not submitted to the 
committee. I received the communication yesterday too late to bring 
it before the committee. I think the suggestion is very proper. It 
does not change the amount at all. The War Department is paying 
the traveling expenses in another way, but prefer to have an explicit 
statement in the bill, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 
106, by striking ont ‘‘ forty-one” and inserting ‘‘forty-two.’’? That is 
to correct a typographical error and provide for the number now fixed 
by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETERS. Lines 104and 105 provide forthe pay of contract sur- 
geons, hospital matrons, and veterinary surgeons; in all $100,000. The 
pay of the Medical Departmentof the Army as now authorized and pro- 
vided by law is $426,700. Then there is a provision for additional pay, 
and the a, te amount is $536,700. The disbursement of that sum 
of money would indicate a very large Medical Department in connec- 
tion with our Army. The inquiry I wish to make is, why is it neces- 
sary, with this large Medical Department in connection with our Army, 
to employ in addition a large number of contract surgeons and pay to 
them nearly $100,000? It seems tome the Medical Department itself, 
when taken in connection with the other Departments—the Subsistence 
Department, the Ordnance Department, the Pay Department, ete.—is 
very much larger and the amount appropriated for its maintenance is 
very much larger than any of the other Departments; yet it is the 
only Department for which an additional sum is appropriated. Here 
is an appropriation of nearly $100,000 for contract surgeons. These 
contract surgeons, as I understand, are surgeons outside of the Medical 
Department of the Army, with whom contracts are made. I donot un- 
derstand why it is necessary to employ contract surgeons when we have 
such a large Medical Department connected with the Army itself. 

Mr. LAIRD. The aggregate strength of the Army—cavyalry, artil- 
lery, and infantry—is correctly stated at less than 20,000. That isthe 
active force. The allowance by law to a regiment is one surgeon and 
one assistant surgeon. A battery has an assistant surgeon; a regiment 
of cavalry has two surgeons. Now, the Army is divided into posts, 
scattered over the country from the Atlantic to the Pacific. As I re- 
member now, there are, I think, six in the State of Nebraska, five in the 
Territory of New Mexico, and four or five in the State of Kansas. Each 
of these posts, whether it be of a regiment, a company, two companies, 
a battalion, a battery, or a squadron of cavalry, must have medical at- 
tendance. Ifa regiment is assigned, it has its medical officers. If a 
regiment be divided into battalions and assigned, the regular medical 
corps .of the regiment can supply only the home post and one other. 
Consequently, there must be drawn from some source the medical sup- 
ply for these detachments, and it must come either from the existing 
medical force of the Army, or it must be obtained by the employment 
of what are called assistant or contract surgeons. ‘That, I suppose, is 
the explanation of this matter. : 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there are not 
enough surgeonsand assistant surgeons in the Army, so that whenever 
a detachment of a regiment is sent out one of these officers can be de- 
tailed to accompany it? 

Mr. LAIRD. You can not supply more than two detachments from 
the medical officers that are allowed to a regiment by law. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I understand the gentleman to say that the 
medical department of each regiment consists of a surgeon and an as- 
sistant surgeon, and that all of these are employed at the places where 
the regiments are located, so that whenever a detachment of the regi- 
ment is sent upon ascouting expedition it is necessary to employ acon- 
tract surgeon to accompany that detachment. 

Mr. LAIRD. Notexactly that, my friend. You shonld understand 
me to say this: The legal supply of medical officers to a regiment of 
infantry is so much, to a regiment of cavalry so much, to a battery so 
much. As the gentleman knows, a regiment of infantry or cavalry is 
susceptible of division; there are five-company posts, four-company 
posts, three-company posts, two-company posts, and so on. And in 
some instances regiments, especially cavalry regiments, are sent upon 
expeditions and hold summer camps at some distance from the rendez- 
vous or established po of the regiment. In such cases they must, in 
common prudence, accompanied by medical officers, and of course 


if a regiment be divided into half a dozen battalions or detachments at 
as many different posts, they must be accompanied by medical officers. 
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Now, the regular legai supply of these officers to a regiment is not suf- 
ficient to meet that demand, and consequently the Surgeon-General is 
compelled to employ contract surgeons. The same condition of things 
existed during the war, and if you read the report of the Surgeon-Ger- 
eral you will discover that the needs of the Army are such that he is 
compelled to ask Congress to increase the medical force to meet the 
requirements of the service; arising from the wide distribution of the 
Army at différent posts along the frontier. 

Mr. BLOUNT. These contractsurgeons are employed all the time? 

Mr. LAIRD. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. I am very glad to have this explanation, in order 
that I may be able myself to explain the matter to others. I have 
frequently heard it stated, and undoubtedly it is generally believed, 
that at posts on the frontier contract surgeons are employed to perferm 
the duties of men who properly belong to the War Department as medi- 
cal staff officers and who should perform those duties themselves. I 
am very glad therefore to have the matter explained, so that I may 
explain it and meet in the proper manner the criticisms which I have 


heard made. 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the Chair will regard 


`~ the formal amendment as withdrawn. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like tosay aword in reply 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. This committee have 
not now a bill before the House for general legislation in regard to the 
Army. This is merely a bill to provide for paying the Army in accord- 
ance with existing law. It is true the committee might have reduced 
the appropriation for contract surgeons if they had thought fit, but we 
had the Surgeon-General before us and questioned him closely upon 
this point, and he satisfied us that the employment of these contract 
surgeons was necessary. 

I would add that there is a decrease of about $3,000 as compared 
with the appropriation of last year. I hope the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS] will not catechise the committee here by putting 
questions as to matters of detail which, if this were a general bill, 
would be pertinent; but as this is merely a bill making appropriations 
in accordance with existing law, it really seems to me his remarks are 
not altogether applicable. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to state to my friend from South Carolina 
(Mr. TILLMAN] in all good nature that I have not been able to get this 
information, perhaps because of lack of time; and as these very ques- 
tions have been put to me by men who have arraigned Republican ad- 
ministrations for employing contract surgeons and giving them “ fat 
jobs’’ as was stated, I want to be able, when such an arraignment is 
made again, to give the proper explanation. I therefore took this op- 
portunity to seek to obtain the information. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentlemansaid ‘‘ Republican administrations;”’ 
perhaps he meant the “‘ Democratic administration.” 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; I meant that in past campaigns Democratic 
speakers have arraigned Republican administrations in relation to this 
very question of contract surgeons; the matter has been thrown into 
my face. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You see that the only duty of our committee was 
to provide appropriations in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand that; and I wish to disclaim again any 
intention to criticise the committee. I am simply secking information 
in order to guard myself against such attacks in the future, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of not exceeding forty-one paymasters' clerks, at $1,400 each, pay- 
masters’ messengers, and traveling expenses of paymasters’ clerks, in all, 
$80,000: Provided, That the maximum sum to be allowed paymasters’ clerks 
when traveling on duty shall be 4 cents per mile, and, in addition thereto, 
when transportation can not be furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department, 


the cost of same actually paid by them, exclusive of sleeping or parlor car fare 
and transfers, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order that the limitation in regard to trav- 
eling expenses may apply to contract surgeons as well as to paymast- 
ers’ clerks, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words ‘‘ paymasters’ clerks,” in line 110, insert “and contract sur- 
geons.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

For the necessary expenses attendant on the collection and classification of 
military information from abroad, $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the 
same shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of 
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty. 

Mr. RANDALL. Reserving a point of order on the paragraph just 
read, I wish to make an inquiry. This provision as printed seems to 
be general in its character; but it appears by the report of the com- 
mittee that this sum of $1,500 is to be used in the employment of a 
clerk at that salary. The provision in the form in which it is printed 
in the bill comes directly in conflict with the existing law as embraced 
in section 4 of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
act of August 5, 1882—a provision of law which has resulted in great 
benefit to the Government, and has prevented the use of appropriations 
in bulk for the employment of additional clerks in the Departments. 

If this bill made specifically on its face an appropriation for a clerk 
at $1,500, the provision mightnotbe objectionable and in contravention 


oflaw. Butin the form in which it now stands, it is directly in the face 
of the provision to which I haye referred, and which, if the gentleman 
desires, I will have read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think that after the gentleman hears an ex- 
planation he will not insist on his objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be necessary to make this appropriation. 
I do not object to this service, but to the manner in which the appro- 
priation is made, being in contravention of law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. After the gentleman hears an explanation, I 
think he will not ask for even a modification of the clause. While I 
admit that perhaps the provision is liable to the criticism which he 
has made, I will state that the purpose in framing the language in this 
shape was to avoid the danger of trouble in the Comptroller’s Office in 
passing the accounts. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I want to create such ‘‘trouble in the 
Comptroiler’s Office,” for I believe the Comptroller is an efficient officer 
and prevents the payment of money out of the Treasury except in obe- 
dience to the exact requirements of law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The very thing I wanted to do was to avoid 
the danger of trouble there by particularizing items. 

Mr. RANDALL. This does not particularize. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It doesstate specifically the purpose of the ap- 
propriation, acd if my friend will allow me to explain—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like the gentleman to hear the law read, 
that he may determine for himself whether this clause of the bill is in 
accordance with the law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That no civil officer, clerk, draughtsman, copyist, messenger, assistant 
messenger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employé shall after the Ist 
day of October next be employed in any of the Executive Departments, or 
subordinate bureaus or offices thereof at the seat of government, except only at 
such rates and in such numbers, ong ys as may be specifically Bpprovel. 
ated for Congress for such clerical and other personal services for each fiscal 
year; and no civil officer, clerk, draughtsman, copyist, messenger, assistant 
messenger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employé shall hereafter be 
employed at the seat of government in any Executive Department or subordi- 
nate bureau or office thereof or be paid from any appropriation made for con- 
tingent expenses, or for any specific or general purpose, unless such employ- 
ment is authorized and payment therefor specifically provided in the law grant- 
ing the appropriation, and then only for services actually rendered in connec- 
tion with and for the porpose of the appropriation from which payment is 
made, and at the rate of compensation usual and proper for such services, and 
after the Ist day of October next section 172 of the Revised Statutes, and all other 
laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and all laws 
and parts of laws authorizing the employment of officers, clerks, draughtsmen, 
copyists, messengers, assistant messengers, mechanics, watchmen, laborers, or 
other employés at a different rate of pay or in excess of the numbers authorized 
by appropriations made oy Congress, be, and they are hereby, repealed; and 
thereafter all details of civil officers, clerks, or other subordinate employés from 

laces outside of the District of Columbia for duty within the District of Colum- 

ia, except temporary details for duty connected with their respective offices, 
be, and are hereby, prohibited; and thereafter all moneys accruing from lapsed 
Pete or from unused appropriations for salaries, shall be covered into the 
reasury. 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois assisted in making 
that law when he was a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
if I recollect aright, and now I wish him to conform to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the gentleman's suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Put in one clerk at $1,500 to do this work. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania shall be adopted. Let us pass over the paragraph 
for a moment, so the gentleman may prepare his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it will be 
passed over for the present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When the gentleman has prepared his amend- 
ment we can come back again to this pa P 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out the words ‘‘for the neces- 
sary expenses attendant on the collection and classification of military 
information from abroad” and insert *‘ for the pay of aclerk attendant 
on the collection and classification of military information from abroad:’’ 
so it will read: “For the pay of a clerk attendant on the collection 
and classification of military information from abroad, $1,500.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will be satisfactory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Regular supplies: For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of stoves and heating apparatus, and repair and maintenance 
of the same, for heating barracks and quarters; ofranges and stoves for cook- 
ing; of fuel and lights for enlisted men, guards, hospitals, store-houses, and 
oflicers, and for sales to officers; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, and 
oxen of the Quartermaster’s Department at the several posts and stations and 
with the armies in the field, including its care and protection; for the horses of 
the several regiments of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies 
of infantry and scouts as may be mounted, and for the authorized number of 
officers’ horses, including bedding for the animals; of straw for soldiers’ bed- 
ding; and of stationery, including blank-books for the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, certificates for diacharead soldiers, blank forms for the Pay and Quarter- 
master’s Departments, and for printing division and department orders and re- 
ports, $2,678,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended 
on printing unless the same shall be done by contract, after due notice and com- 
pe tion, exceptin such case as the emergency will not admit of the giving notice 
or competition. 


Mr. LAIRD. I move the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of that paragraph. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That after advertisement all supplies for the use of the va- 
rious departments and posts of the Army shall be pure where the same 
can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation being consid- 
e 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Where does that amendment come in? 

Mr. LAIRD. It comes in after the paragraph in line 219. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, as well as I am able to under- 
stand the purpose of the gentleman from Nebraska, I am in sympathy 
with him, but I can not say this will not derange and seriously inter- 
fere with the operations of the Army, and for that reason, without the 
opportunity to submit the matter to the War Department, I am com- 
pelled to raise the question of order againstit that it is a change of ex- 
isting law, and therefore not in order. 

I am in sympathy with the purpose of the gentleman from Nebraska 
that the supplies for the Army shall be purchased where it can be done 
the cheapest, but, as a matter of caution, I am compelled to make the 
point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. By the failure of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to provide for it in this bill the habit in the purchase of quartermas- 
ter’s supplies has been to purchase them and concentrate them at 
certain stations—at Jeffersonville, Ind., for instance—for distribution 
to the frontier. The purpose of my amendment is to make it the 
duty of the purchasing officer to purchase the supplies for Nebraska 
at Omaha, if they can be purchased cheapest there, quality and cost of 
transportation considered, and to purchase the supplies at Fort Riley 
or Fort Leavenworth, if they can be purchased at a cheaper cost, in- 
stead of being purchased elsewhere and sent to those places from Jef- 
fersonville, Ind. 

I do not see how this can interfere with the order of proceeding in 
the purchase of supplies for the Army. It seems to me it provides a 
necessary safeguard which ought to be thrown around economical pur- 
chase of these Army supplies. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Secretary of War has the power, and it 
is his duty, to purchase supplies where he can purchase ens cheapest, 
and when quality and cost of transportation are taken into considera- 
tion it is hissolemn duty to do so. If the Secretary does not follow the 
line of economy it would be proper to enforce it by the law, but know- 
ing the Secretary of War as well as I do, I think we can safely leave 
the discretion with him. Ifthe amendment had been suggested be- 
fore, so wé might have obtained the opinion of the War Department 
on it, I might have reached a different conclusion, but for the present 
I must insist on the regular order. I have no doubt the Secretary will 
follow out the course su; in the amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. The fact is that the Secretary of War has not done it, 
and that is something of light for the guidance of our judgment as to 
his future actions. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair this amendment 
does not change easing law. The law requires the Department to 
make contracts with the lowest bidder. 

Mr. LAIRD. I understand that, Mr. Chairman; but under the in- 
terpretation which that law has received, position, with reference to 
the point of the assemblage of the supplies, has controlled the locus of 
their purchase. 

Mr. McSHANE. It has been the custom heretofore in the purchase 
of such supplies to concentrate them at two points, namely, in Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., and in Philadelphia, Pa. These were the two general 
depots of supplies for the Army, and from these two points the sup- 
plies were distributed throughout the country to the various posts and 
stations. Now, it was not part of the duty of the Secretary of War, 
where the supplies had been concentrated at these two points—or rather 
I should say he was not enabled to purchase where he could purchase 
cheapest, for the reason that it was necessary to concentrate the sup- 
plies at the points named, and proximity to those points was often an 
element in determining the purchase. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. 
Having left out that provision, requiring the concentration of these 
supplies at the two points, does it not now leave it discretionary with 
the Secretary of War to purchase supplies at Omaha, or any other place 
where they may be needed, provided in his judgment the offers made 
are such as to warrant the acceptance of the bids? 

Mr. McSHANE. I will state to the gentleman that the amendment 
proposed by my colleague from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] is intended to 
take the place of provisions in former bills. It provides that the pur- 
chase of these supplies shall be made where they can be bought cheapest; 
but one of the most important elements of cheapness may be the cost 
of transportation. I do not see how therecan be any objection to such 
an amendment as that, and from the fact that the distributing point in 
former bills has been stricken from this bill. So thatitis simply right 
and proper that a provision should be put in this bill compelling the 
Department to purchase where they can purchase cheapest on the con- 
ditions named. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McSHANE. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Secretary of War, as the law now stands, 
has full power to do what is required in that respect. 


Mr. MCSHANE. Probably so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If then he has the power now conferred upon 
him by existing law, what is the occasion for the amendment ? 

Mr. McSHANE. If he has the power now under existing law, as 
the gentleman claims, what objection can there be to the amendment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Because the power, under the existing law, 
gives this officer certain discretion; and before such a provision as this 
is enacted into law certainly the judgment of the Department should 
be taken upon it. 

Mr. McSHANE. The Government does not pay much attention to 
transportation charges on supplies for the Army, as I am well aware. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I think my friend is mistaken in that. 
The officer in charge is a yery carefal man. 

Mr. McSHANE. The amounts expended each year for transporta- 
tion are excessive. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the committee has made a very care- 
ful inquiry in reference to that branch of the service and was satisfied 
that economy has been practiced. 

Mr. RANDALL. The present official, General Holabird, in charge 
of the Army transportation, has been continuously cutting down the 
expenditure and decreasing the expenses for Army transportation, until 
now it is reduced greatly over what it was in former years. 

Mr. RYAN. Because formerly it was very excessive; in fact I think 
it is yet. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations and my friend 
here on my left, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY], Mr. 
RYAN, and General Holabird, have co-operated in the effort to reduce 
these expenditures. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The decrease in this manner on account of 
Army transportation is $50,000, and the officerin charge of that branch 
of the Department is a most efficient and economic officer, and he even 

forward and suggests reductions which we perhaps would never 
have been able to discover if it had not been for his care in this respect. 
I think we can safely intrust it to him, and if there is any abuse of the 
law as it now exists I will cheerfully join with the gentleman in secur- 
ing a change. 

Mr. LAIRD. I understand the decision of the Chair to be that this 
is not amenable to the point of order suggested by the chairman of the 
committee. It is possible that it is obnoxious to the objection that it 
is cumulative, that it is already a part of the duty of this officer to do 
as is here suggested. But itcan neither be accepted in the spirit of of- 
fensive legislation nor as a charge of a want of diligence on the part or 
this officer in merely contributing our suggestion to the manner of trans- 
acting the public business on the partof the Quartermaster-General. 

I trust the amendment will be adopted, because it can embarrass or 
harass no one. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order insisted upon? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘Would it not be possible that we would cut out 
the lowest responsible bidder, if the transportation was taken into con- 
sideration? 

Mr. McSHANE. But no bid is received now without filing a cer- 
tified check. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The objection I have to this is that we have 
not consulted the Department, and it ought to be considered there be- - 
fore action is taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand the effect, Iknow the gentleman’s 
motive is all right—but the effect of the amendment will be to change 
the present method of the delivery of supplies purchased by contract. 
The question of the transportation from the point where the contractor 
delivers the supplies to the point where the quartermaster may want 
them is to be considered in awarding the contracts. 

Mr. LAIRD. Yes. sir. Under the former rule of practice, and or 
course we have seen the effect of the old system, the habit has been 
to make the purchase of supplies near the point of assembling. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is desirable. 

Mr. LAIRD. In some ts, yes; near the point of assembling. 
Admitting that to be desirable, is it in the least desirable, excluding 
the transportation, if the same quality can be got for the same cost it 
should be obtained there? That is an advantage to the Government 
in dollars and cents. Is it not equally to the advantage of the Gov- 
ernment in other respects ? 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI understand the effect of your amendment, it 
would compel the Quartermaster-General to take into consideration the 
transportation between points the contractor in the East would deliver 
and the contractor in the West would deliver. 

Mr. LAIRD. That would be a wholesome arrangement, would it 
not? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not see any objectioa to that arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point of or- 
der? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If my friend will allow me, I will ask that the 
amendment be passed over for the present and will think about it, and 
then we can return to it hereafter. 

The amendment was temporarily passed over. 
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The Clerk read as Roars: 
Incidental 


tion of clerks and other f interpre to the om- 
partment, compensation of forage and a 
masters ed mere by the act of July 5, 1838; for the apprehension, sec 
and delivering of deserters, and the expenses ‘incident to their pursuit; and for 
the eines Bee pee xpenditures ired for the several regiments of cavalry, the 
batteries of light artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts as may 
be mounted, aoe for the trains, to wit: Hire of veterinary surgeons: and of a 
riding and train ing master for the more thorough instruction of officers and 
cadets, a sum not exceeding $1,500; purchase of medicine for horses and mules, 
icket- sarge blacksmiths’ Sa and materials, horseshoes and blacksmiths’ 
service, and for the shoeing of horses and mules, and such 
additional phan A ures as are necessary and authorized by rad = yenis move- 
mentand operations of the Army, and not expressly ere Yer ty other de- 
partment, $525,500: Provided, That $225,000 of the appro tion for meee 
expenses, or somuch thereof as shall be arames A shall set aside forthe 
ment of enlisted men on extra duty at constant abor of not less than ten ae 


in the Quartermaster’s De ent, but no such payment shall be made at any 
ter rate per day than is fixed by law for the class of persons e.r ployed at 
> the work done therein, 


For purchase of horses for the cayalry and artillery, and for the Indian scouts, 
and for ‘Such Infantry as may be mounted,and the expenses incident thereto, 
, That the Samba of horses purchased under this appropria- 
tion, added to the number on hand. shall not at any time exceed the number of 
enlisted men and Indian scouts in the mounted service; and thatno part of this 
oP hesien ropriation shall be paid out for horses not urchased by contract, after com- 
tien duly invited by the Quartermaster’s Department, and an cepa by 
ah department, all under the direction and authority of the Secretary of War. 

Army transportation: For transportation of the Army, including aA of 
the when moving either by land or water; of the necessary agents and 
employés; of clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and other apaan p s 
stores from Army geom or places of purchase or deliy ery to the several 
and Army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the field; of 
equipments and of subsistence stores from the places of purchase and from t the 
Pp of delivery under contract to such places as the circumstances of the 
service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small- 
arms from oo ney honoree ma oes to Serpe erkeeny ee frontier 
posts, and A epots; fre’ ws ach mpi Ji Sra and ferriages; the p! 
and hire of arama and ‘animals and harness, and the purchase and re- 

ir of hades sy carts, and drays,and of ships and other sea-going vessels and 

requ for the transportation of supplies and for garrison purposes; for 

dra: aos cartage at the several pae hire of teamsters and other employés; 

e z par ots of a men driving teams, roire means of transporta- 

tion, aan employed as train-masters, and in opening roads and building wharves; 
transportation of the funds of the Army, the expenses of sailing public trans- 

on the various rivers,the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacifc ; 
rocuring water at such posts as from theirsituation require it to be brought 
front a distance; and for the 3 ie of sewage and drainage, and for clearing 
roads, and for RORE obstruction from roads, harbors, and rivers to the extent 
which may be required for the actual operation of troops in the field; for the 
payment of Army transportation lawfully duc such land-grant railroads as have 
not received aidin Government bonds (to be adjusted in accordance with the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided under such land-grant acts), but 

in no case shall more than 50 per cent. of the full amount of the service be paid: 
Provided, That such compensation shall be computed upon the basis of the 
tariff or lower special rates for like transportation performed for the public at 
large, and shall be accepted as in full for all demands for such service; in all, 
$2,800,000: Provided, That hereafter no part of this mals ropriation shall be ex- 
mayors in the purchase for the Army of drau; wre Bayes until the number on 
shall be reduced to five thousand, and hall only be expended 

for the purchases of a number sufficient to keep oe ae peed = up to five thousand: 

And Surther, That no expenditure authorized by this act from the ap- 
propriations made herein for the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army, in- 
cluding the tra: tation of troops and their supplies, and the expenses inci- 
dent thereto, l be made except by the Quartermaster-General, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, unless an emergency exists that demands 
immediate action; and in such case the expenditure necessary to meet the emer- 
gency cy may be made upon the order in writing of the General commanding 

Army, or spon the order in writing of a division or department commander 
in whose jurisdiction the Onone arises; but every such order from a divis- 
jon or department commander sh: l certify that an emergency existsrequiring 
immediate expenditure, stating the emergency necessary to be met. 

Barracks and ganea For barracks and quarters for troops, store-houses, 
for the bovine 2 hep of military stores, for offices, and for the hire of buildings 
and of grounds for summer cantonments and for tempo’ buildings atfrontier 
stations, for the construction of temporary scapes vd and, Epon and for re- 

ring public buildings at established ded, That no nes ape 
tures exceeding shall be made upon’ any Puildine e or military post s OF 
grounds about the same, eens the approval of the Secretary of War for the 
same, upon detailed estimates by the Guastermasters ent; and the 
erection, construction, and raai e of all buildings and other public structuresin 
the Quartermaster's t 1, as far as may be practicable, be made by 
contract, after due legal advertisement: And provided further, That no more 
than §1,300,000 of the sums appropriated by ores actshall be paid out for the sery- 
ices of civilian employés in the Quartermaster’s Department, including those 
heretofore paid out of the funds appropriated for regular supplies, incidental 
bear eg barracks and quarters, Army trans; men pom os „clothing, and camp and 
a equipage; and that no s aniors paid therefrom shall receive as salary 
wag aeaii 150 per month, unless the same shall be specially fixed by law; and 
art ee any of the bara so appropriated shall be paid for commutation of 

fue and for quarters to officers or enlisted men. 

co shelter, shooting-galleries, ranges, repairs, and expenses incident thereto, 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

‘The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After line 364 insert ‘‘for the ead buildings and wharf for the military 
post at Highwood, near Chicago, $300,000. 

Mr. RANDALL, Is there any law authorizing this? If not Imake 
the point of order. 


Mr. ROWELL. Before the point of order is made—— 

Mr. RANDALL. _I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RANDALL] there is a law authorizing the establishment of a post 
at or near. ‘0, but the appropriation has not been made to carry 
that law into effect. There isa law authorizing it. The law passed 
Congress at the last session. I believe the amendment ought to be 
adopted. The construction of the post has been authorized. 

Mr. ROWELL. There is no question it ought to be constructed. In 
are I desire to have the letter of General Sheridan read by the 

erk, 

Mr. RANDALL. Why did not the committee recommend the ap- 
propriation ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was not estimated for, and so did not come 
before the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED ST. 
Washington, D. C., February 17 17, 1888. 
Sm: I have the honor to sa your consideration of the matter of the proposed 


military post near Chicago, I 
haying been purchased by individuals in that 


The ground for that pur 
city, been presented to the United States, and its acceptance authorized by Con- 


gress, it, last fall, the action of the Secre! «passed into the possessi f 
the Gateumeat, upon aae poenseotee tes or ritene Sai re est stationed there this 
winter in temporary quarters, 

No appropriation has yet been made for the construction of the post, and as 
the season when building operations should be commenced is rapidly approach- 
ing, I would recommend that the matter be presented for Gonatonan action 
and a request for an appropriation this year of $300,000 be made. 

Babe pene thc far not be guka ier: probably, io complete the post Baten 
em u of Cava an x com of inian 
but Peete be mirria aet baprofitably expended auring the coming fiscal 

year. 
vi fully bedi t, 
ery respectfully, your o ient servan P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General. 

To the SECRETARY or War. 

Mr. RANDALL. This amendment would be more appropriate on 
the sundry civil bill, where military posts are provided for. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that this amendment would be more appropriate there; but knowing 
the necessity for the work, and inasmuch as the amendment is now of- 
fered, I am willing it should be agreed to. 

Mr. ROWELL. This post is a very material part of the plant of the 
General of the Army for the disposition of the troops. ‘Chere is im- 
mediute need of a wharf, so that the supplies can be landed from the 
lake. I think there ought to be no objection to the amendment being 
adopted. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I stated to my friend I believed the money 
ought to be appropriated, and I have no objection to the amendment 
going into the bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
is right that the amendment belongs more properly to the sundry civil 
bill; but I am willing it should go in here. 

Mr. ROWELL. I think it ought to go in right now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend has offered his amendment with 
reference to the wrong line. It should be inserted at the end of line 


Mr. ROWELL. I do not care; let it go in at the end of line 362. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Construction and repairs of hospitals: For construction and repairs of hospi- 
Cans including the extra-duty pay of enlisted men employed on the same, $100,- 


Na construction of quarters for hospital-stewards, including the extra-duty 
pay of enlisted men employed on the same, $12,500: Provided, That the posts at 
which such quarters shall be constructed shall be designated by the Secretary 
of War, and the quarters shall be built by contract, after legal advertisement, 
whenever the same is practicable; but the cost of construction of quarters at 
any one post shall in no case exceed $300, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment, 
to change the word ‘‘eicht,’’ in line 376, to the word ‘‘twelve.”? It 
will be observed that this paragraph provides for the construction of 
quarters for hospital-stewards, that is, a small drug store with an office 
and probably living-rooms for the hospital-stewards. It provides that 
those quarters shall be built only when designated by the Secretary of 
War; that is at the posts which he shall select as being suitable or re- 
quiring such quarters. Iam informed by the Quartermaster-General 
that where temporary posts have been established a small sum is suf- 
ficient for this purpose—four or five hundred dollars; but that at posts 
in or near large cities, which are intended to be permanent posts, where 
the buildings are already of a permanent character, it will cost from 
ten to eleven or twelve hundred dollars. Therefore I offer this amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 378 strike out “ eight” and insert “twelve.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The amendment being in that form, I shall be 
compelled to raise the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I will withdraw that amendment and 
offer the one which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the line 377 insert “except that when a post is situated ata city 
of more than 50,000 inhabitants, the cost of construction of said quarters may be 
not to exceed $I, 200,” 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


CROUSE]. 

Mr. CROUSE. Mr. Chairman, the average costof buildings for this 
purpose can undoubtedly be kept within the figure named in the bill, 
and probably such buildings could be provided in many instances for 
a less sum than $800; but the committee will remember that in some 
places—such a place as Columbus, Ohio, for instance, where there are 
permanent barracks—it would hardly do to erect anything but a per- 
manent building, and for such a building $800 would not be sufficient. 
The amendment offered by my colleague from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
is so worded as not to ‘‘let the bars down” promiscuously and allow 
extravagance in these matters, but in cities of the size mentioned in 
the amendment it will permit buildings to be erected that will be not 
only useful for this immediate purpose, but will also be in accordance 
with the other buildings of the place. I think the amendment ought 
to prevail. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of War of pneumatic dynamite guns of 
different calibers, and the necessary plants, ammunition, and carr s for the 
same, for armaments and military use, $400,000, or so much thereof as he may 
deem proper. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make the point of order against that 
paragraph. From time immemorial, or at least as far back as I remem- 
ber, appropriations for this character of armament have been embraced 
in the fortification bill. I make the point of order against this para- 
graph, and I object especially tothe words ‘‘and the necessary plants.” 
It will not be contended that there is any law providing for a plant in 
this connection, and I ean not view this provision in any other light 
than as an attempt to edge in the beginning of a plant for the manu- 
facture of these guns by the Government. I need not go now into the 
merits of such an undertaking. I make the point of order against the 
paragraph, and more particularly against the words ‘‘and the neces- 
sary plants,’’ on the ground that there is no law authorizing a necessary 
plant for any such purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no question, in my judgment, but 
that it is in order on this bill to appropriate for the purchase of arms, 
small or large; but under the construction which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania puts upon the provision in the bill, namely, that it con- 
templates establishing a plant to manufacture these guns, it is possible 
that his point of order may be good, and to obviate that objection I 
will agree to strike out the word ‘‘plants.’’ It was not contemplated 
at all to provide for the establishment of such a plant as the gentleman 
has in mind. The only purpose was to provide the machinery neces- 
sary for handling and firing the guns. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then why not say so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am willing to strike out ‘‘ plants’? and in- 
sert instead ‘‘ machinery to fire and handle the same.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. That will obviate the objection I have made to the 
Janguage in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment as pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “ plants,” in line 457, and insert “‘ machinery to fire and handle the 
same,” 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear the paragraph as it will read with the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the paragraph as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is meant by ‘‘armaments’’ in this para- 

ph? 
ge TOWNSHEND. It means something of the same nature. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It means the appliances for handling the guns. 

The amendment of Mr. TOWNSHEND was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For overhauling, cleaning, and preserving new ordnance stores on hand at 
the arsenals, $5,000. 


Mr. FORD. I move to amend by inserting after the line last read 
the clause which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For firing the morning and evening gun at military posts, prescribed by Gen- 
eral Order No. 70, Headquarters of the Army, dated July 23, 1867, $30,600. 


Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, in July, 1867, there was issued a gen- 
eral order providing for the firing of guns at our military posts upon 
the raising of the flag at sunrise and upon taking it down at sunset. 
Since that time no appropriation has been required to continue the 
observance of this custom because at the close of the war a large sup- 
ply of powder was lefton hand. But in March last the supply became 
exhausted, and since that time no gun has been fired as a salute to the 
flag at the different posts and reservations, with the exception of Fort 
Monroe, Fort Leavenworth, and the Military Academy at West Point. 

It may be said by way of objection, Mr. Chairman, that this is alto- 
getber a ‘“‘ matter of sentiment.” Suppose that be granted; the appro- 
priation of $150,000 which Congress has recently made to enable a 
committee of Congress to take part in the celebration of the settlement 
of the Northwestern Territory is also a ‘‘ matter of sentiment.” The 
joint resolution which has been passed by the Senate appropriating 
$25,000 for the reunion of Federal and Confederate troops upon the 


battle-field of Gettysburgh during the coming month—a resolution 
which has been favorably reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs of this House—is also a ‘‘matter of sentiment,” The statues 
of different military heroes which adorn the beautiful parks about this 
city, and the money for the erection of which has been appropriated by 
Congress, have been erected as a ‘‘matter of sentiment.” The Wash- 
ington Monument, asa gentleman suggests to me, was erected as a *‘ mat- 
terofsentiment.’? Theannual celebration of the 4th of July isa ‘‘mat- 
terof sentiment.” Why, sir, if we are to draw the line upon ‘‘ matters 
of sentiment,” the flag itself isa ‘‘ matter of sentiment.” > 

Weappropriate money tosalute the arrival,on board of a man-of-war, 
of a commodore or an admiral or the President of the United States; 
and when a war ship of our country enters a foreign port, the first 
thing done is to fire a salute to the foreign flag. 

I think, sir, when the chairman and members of the Committee on 
Military Affairs come to consider this matter, they will have no ob- 
jection to inserting in this bill thisappropriation, which, by the way, 
is the exact amount estimated by the War Department. 

Every American citizen looks upon our flag as the symbol of the 
power of this, the grandest nation in history; the youngest, and yet 
the strongest; the infant, and yet the giant; the greatest in agriculture, 
in manufactures, in inventions, in educational facilities, in intelligent 
citizenship, in self-government; standing in the foremost rank in science 
and art—theemblem ofall this is the Stars and Stripes. Shall we salute 
a commodore, au admiral, a President, and still fail to do reverence to 
the flag under which they serve, and whose folds protect us all? Shall 
our broadsides roar in foreign ports, in compliment to the flag of Kings 
and Queens, and yet remain silent when we unfurl our own? [If so, 
for what reason? Why, simply because we can not afford it. I say 
such action would be too humiliating to contemplate, ‘ 

If this House refuses to make this appropriation, it will be such a 
disgrace and shame upon our national pride as we ought not to im- 
pose. I entreat gentlemen not to be guilty of such parsimonious con- 
scientiousness as to fail to pass this amendment, and thus continue this 
patriotic custom which has obtained ever since this nation was born. 

Let the cannon boom at sunrise and sunset, when the flag first floats 
on the morning air, and when it is lowered at the close of day, to show 
that we honor and reverence this beautiful emblem of our greatness. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will be 
unanimously adopted. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD], in 
stating the reasons for the amendment, has substantially covered the 
whole ground, though he might have added, when referring to ‘‘mat- 
ters of sentiment,’’ that the flag above the Speaker’s chair is a ‘‘ matter 
of sentiment.” Sir, the flag and seal of any nation are the symbols of 
its sovereignty. The flagin particular isan object of idolatry to every 
man who has a country. Irishmen, I believe, are the only people who 
claim to have no country. 

A MEMBER. But they have a flag. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, they have a flag, and one which they worship. 
But all nations adore the flag of their country. I trust no one here 
will be so parsimonious as to begrudge honoring the Stars and Stripes at 
every fort in the land, every dain the year. It willincrease both the 
love and veneration of the people for their nationalemblem. Moreover 
amorning gun has utility as well as sentiment, because it wakes lazy 
people up; both the sunrise and sundown guns serve as a sort of time- 
piece for the poor. 

What American, sir, will object to saluting by the morning and 
evening gun the sovereiguty of his country, that the sound of the can- 
non may echo and re-echo, reverberating through the land to let the 
people know that their nation has power to protect them, amd power to 
punish them when they go wrong? [Applause.] 

Besides, sir, do not let us insult the immortal words of Webster, when 
he describes Great Britain, which always salutes her post flags at sun- 
rise and sunset with cannon, as— 

A power which has dotted over the surface of the whole globe with her pos- 
sessions and military whose morning drum-beat, following the sun and 
keeping company with the hours, circles the earth with one continuous and un- 
broken strain of the martial airs of England. 

The echo of her morning and evening comes nearer encircling 
the earth than her drum-beat, and surely if the little mother country 
can thus honor her flag on every continent in the world, we her giant 
offspring, ought to be able to do the same thing for the Star Spangled 
banner on a single continent. [Applause. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to makeaspeech; it isnot necessary. 

Mr. BRUMM. Go on; you are doing well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, this is altogether offhand. 

Mr. BRUMM. All the better. 

Mr. LAIRD. Goon. Itis good for you.” 

Mr. TILLMAN, It is very kind on the part of gentlemen to ask me 
to “go on;”’ but I might not do so well if I should attempt to go 
further. As you have applauded me, and ae rewarded me, j 
think perhaps this is a good place to stop. [Laughter ahd applause. 

The CHAIRMAN . The REN is an PAn to the PE E RER 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say that the committee—— 

Mr. OATES. Iask that the amendment be again reported. I was 
unable to hear it. 
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The Clerk again read the amendment, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, there has been no such item 
as this in any appropriation bill since the war, because at the close of 
the war there was an abundance of ammunition left over for this pur- 
pose. The committee did not insert a provision of this kind in the 
bill, for the reason that we thought it more important to appropriate 
money for target practice. We have largely increased the amount of 
appropriation for such practice, the supply of powder coming over from 
the, war having been exhausted. I am, however, in harmony with the 
views of gentlemen who have expressed themselves in favor of the 
amendment. I haveno wish to oppose it, but hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. OATES. Is this amendment subject to a point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not at this stage of the proceedings. The 
amendment has been under discussion about ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I was not aware what aroused the patriotism of my 
friend from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]; and when I heard his re- 
mark about the power of the Army to punish people when they do 
wrong, I wanted to know what was the question under discussion. I 
could not conceive what it was that made my friend from South Caro- 
lina so broadly national and poetic that he thought the Army was kept 
to punish people for doing wrong. There was a time when he did not 
think so. In my opinion he should not think so now. That duty 
seems to belong to another department. 

Mr. FORD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] sug- 
gests to me to insert at the end of my amendment the words “or so 
much thereof as may be n .”? TL have no objection to that ad- 
dition; and I modify the amendment accordingly. 

The question recurred on Mr. ForD’s amendment as modified. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 9. 

Mr. OATES. I would raise the point of no quorum, but I know a 
quorum is not present, and under the peculiar circumstances I will 
not do it, although I am opposed to the amendment, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move the following amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages; for the 
alteration of on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for 
projectiles, powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi- 
ments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughts- 
men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, 
and for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving gronna ana absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 
per diem while so employed, $500,000. 

For the erection of the necessary structures, and for the puchase or manu- 
facture of machinery, tools, and fixtures, to enlarge the present plant at the 


Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., including the erection of two sets of of- 
ficers’ quarters at a cost of not exceeding $10,000 each, $126,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iraise the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. That there is no law authorizing such appropri- 
ations, and—— 

Mr. TRACEY rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will withdraw or suspend the point of order if 
the gentleman from New York wishes to be heard on the subject of the 
amendment proper. 

Mr. TRACEY. I understand from the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that he will insist upon his point of order. My own opinion is, Mr. 
Chairman, that no point of order will lie properly against this amend- 
ment. Before replying to the point of order I should like to hear the 
gentleman state what his point of order is. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt points of order lie against this 
proposition, because it is not in the nature of an amendment to this 
Army appropriation bill. But I am quite willing, if the gentleman 
from New York wishes to be heard on the proposition to reserve the 
points of order, otherwise I will insist on the points of order. I only 
wish to be as courteous to the gentleman from New York as I possibly 
can be. 

Mr. TRACEY. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man from New York will proceed. < 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, it is very generally conceded that a 
wise course to pursue with respect to the public defense is to no longer 
delay in making preparations to prevent disastrous results in the event 
of a conflict between our Government and a foreign foe. 

Opinions widely differ as to the extent to which the Government 
should carry expenditures for this purpose. But, Mr. Chairman, so 
important has the subject of coast defense been deemed by our men of 
prominence, that many extremely conservative in their views on ques-" 
tions of appropriations for public purposes, have most earnestly advo- 
cated the spending of very large sums in this direction, as a precaution- 
ary measure. 

During the past fifteen years the subject of coast defense and the 
manufacture of guns in connection therewith has been discussed and 
examined by boards composed of members of the Senate, members of 
the House, and expert officers of the Army and Navy, and during the 
last five years the most exhaustive inquiries and complete reports have 
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been made. The time of Congress has been much occupied by discus- 
sions of bills and reports of conference committees, but nothing has 
been accomplished further than the establishment of a gun factory for 
the Navy. In consequence of the reports made by several of the boards 
already alluded to, the War Department became so well satisfied that 
whenever the making of guns on an extensive scale commenced, Wat- 
ervliet arsenal would be designated fur the factory, that preparations 
were made for utilizing such suitable machinery as was dy in 
possession of the Government by consolidating it at Watervliet. 

This was done under the general law (section 1164, page 209, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, second edition, 1878) which prescribes 
the duties of the Chief of Ordnance, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, in regard to the procurement of the necessary supplies of 
ordnance and ordnance stores for the Army, and also for the inspection 
and proof of the same, etc. 

Under this general law there have been collected at Watervliet arse- 
nal available machines and tools for the manufacture of guns, and a 
number of guns, namely, one 10-inch breech-loading steel rifle, one 8- 
inch breech-loading steel rifle, and twenty-five 3.2-inch breech-loading 
steel rifles are now in course of manufacture at that arsenal. 

The appropriation asked for the improvement and enlargement of 
this gun-plant is therefore in continuance of work already begun under 
due authority of law. 

The Statutes at Large (seventh paragraph, page 388, United States 
Statutes at Large, volume 18, part 3) provide a permanent appropriation 
from proceeds of sales of obsolete and unserviceable material (limited 
therein to $75,000 per annum), under which the authority of the War 
Department to procure or manufacture guns, projectiles, ete., is made 
continuous. 

The appropriation of an additional amount for the same general pur- 
poses is a continuation of work already duly authorized by law, and 
now being prosecuted, as far as the permanent appropriation is avail- 
able, by the War Department. i 

The proof and test of ordnance material and guns is authorized by 
the general law (section 1164) already quoted, and the test of all type 
guns is made obligatory by the act of July 5, 1884, section 2, page 159, 
United States Statutes at Large, volume 23. 

Provision for the trial and test of ordnance (guns, ete. ) has been made, 
for many years past, in the Army appropriation bill similar to that shown 
for the years 1885 and 1886. (See first ph under ‘‘ Ordnance 
poorly mal pages 112 and 361, volume 23, United States Statutes at 

rge. 

The cost attending the manufacture of the guns now in course of con- 
struction at Watervliet arsenal is defrayed from the permanent appro- 
priation already mentioned (page 338, volume 18, part 3, United States 
Statutes at Large) provided for that purpose. 

It is possible that gentlemen who have not given careful attention to 
this subject may be disposed to listen to suggestions that action be de- 
layed until a more extensive scheme can be prepared. I doubt the 
good faith of any one claiming to have an interest in this subject if I 
find him antagonizing this measure. Postponing action now means the 
same disheartening results as have for some years past followed the 
discussions and failures to agree. . Letus waitnolonger. ‘The passage 
of this amendment will not interfere with other propositions which may 
be under consideration, but will enable the Department to continue 
god ore which without this temporary relief-must be almost sus- 
pended, 2 

I ask for the reading of the letters which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, June 14, 1888. 

Sim: I have the honor toinvite your attention to the inclosed letter of the 14th 
instant from the Chief of Ordnance, stating that during the t two sessions 
there has been no appropriation for the armament of fortifications, and sub- 
mitting an amendment to the Army bill, now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which, if approved, will relieve the Ordnance Department from its 
present embarrassment. 

This matter is of great importance to the efficiency of the Department and 
of vital interest to the national defense and the public service, and I earnestly 
recommend favorable action by Congress, 

Very respectfully, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1888. 
st two 


it meet your approval and 
would paltove th 


The proposed amendment is submitted herewith, and calls for an item of 
$500,000 for the general purposes of procuring guns, powder, projectiles, car- 
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riages, fuzes, ete., their test, ete., being generally similar in terms and amount 
to section 5 of House bill 8465, reported by the Military Committee at the pres- 
ent session, and in addition is embodied an item of $126,000 for completing the 
existing gun plant at the Watervliet Arsenal. 

The p Soat e for these appropriations is set forth more at length in memo- 
randa herewith, and they would enable the Department to complete and test 
the guns, etc., now under manufacture, and to proceed with the manufacture 
of guns, etc.,in limited quantity for issue. In connection with this proposi- 
tion, I desire to call attention to the provision already embodied in the Army 
bill for the procurement of pneumatic dynamite guns, for which purpose $400,000 
is to be Lg Py rsa top view of which it would seem proper to herpons Fp the 
same bill the items for guns, ete., contained in proposed amendment, w may 
not become available any other way. Should these items be embraced in 
the Army bill they could be omitted from House bill 8465, so faras they are em- 
bodied in that bill, should it ultimately be passed by Congress. 

As further bearing on this subject, I quote the following paragraph from the 
letter of the Secretary of War of May 17, 1888, to the chairman of the House 
Committee on Military par mas ype to the proposition of the Pneumatic 

te opa Company for the sale to the Government of several of their 

uns, namely : 

- “It is not intended by this recommendation to supplant the previous recom- 
mendations of the Department, which call attention to the great needs of the 
country in the matter of coast and harbor defense, and the necessity of having 
guns of modern pattern and construction of great power and range. The pneu- 
matic dynamite gun does not and can not take the place of such heavy ord- 
nance, but will be a most important and n auxiliary thereto.” 

If no special cys peg aped for guns, ete., should be passed at this session of 
Congress, it would be in consonance with the above views of the Secret of 
War that a small appropriation for guns, ete., as herein proposed, be em ied 
in the T AN Buia las an ap Koea for dynamite guns. 

ery y, your obedient servant, A ¥ REN, 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance. 

Hon, SECRETARY or WAR. - 

Mr. TRACEY. After the gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated 
his points of order fully against this proposition, I will take the oppor- 
tunity to refer to authorities which may be necessary to reply to him. 

Mr. RANDALL. This amendment has relation to the fortifications 
of the Seep Set the enlargement of buildings connected therewith. 
Under Rule the amendment belongs to the fortification bill and 
not to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman withdraw his point of order for 
a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. The appropriations for the buildings might pos- 
sibly go to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

In reply to the words which have fallen from the gentleman I will say 
we heard of this necessity more than a year ago, when the fortification 
bill failed by the Senate insisting on large appropriations not properly 
guarded. The House stood steadily against them, and the wisdom of 
that position has been made manifest by the manufacture in Pennsyl- 
vania and our ability to furnish such steel as will be adapted to this 
purpose without giving any bonus, as the Senate proposition in effect 
provided in that connection. 

I now insist upon my points of order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to say that what I suggested properly 
belongs to the public business. The Committee on Military Affairs 
have already reported a bill embodying these items, but it is appre- 
hended they will not be reached in time to become law at this session. 

Mr. RANDALL. That recognizes the point of order that there is 
no law authorizing it, and the Committee on Military Affairs recognized 
it by introducing an independent proposition, which is now on the Cal- 


endar, 

Mr. SPINOLA. And therefore, Mr. Chairman, we were of opinion 
that in order to accomplish what was by the bill referred to, 
and to carry out the suggestion which has already taken a strong hold 
upon the public mind in this country, that it was better to take the 
preliminary steps toward carrying on this much-needed work by ap- 
pending it to this bill. 

r. RANDALL, It is a matter that belongs to the fortifications 
exclusively. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is true if insisted upon as a point of order; 
but by consent of the House, if no point of order is made against it by 
ay friend from Pennsylvania, of course this could go through upon 

is bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know whether it will go through or not, 
because it will be subject to the decision of the majority. 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘The question in regard to fortifying our seaboard 
cities is one of the utmost importance, as my friend knows. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better have the points of order 
settled first, and then I will meet the gentleman on the argument if 


necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow the gentleman from New York to proceed for a few minntes, 
withholding the point of order. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I have no objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman to proceed with that understanding, if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. SPINOLA. In the present unprotected condition of the harbor 
of New York, with that great city and its surroundings, representing 
a moneyed value of thousands of millions of dollars in realty alone, 
irrespective of the immense sums which may be included in the per- 
sonal property of the citizens there and in the immediate vicinity—all 
that vast aggregation of wealth is completely at the mercy of any for- 
eign power whose naval equipment is superior to our own, and there 
sre very few that are not, 


Now, something should be done by Congress beyond mere delays. 
Some active course ought to be pursued, some prompt steps taken, or 
something done that will inspire confidence in the minds of our people 
in the way of giving protection to that vast amount of property; and 
not only to that city alone, but to the other dozen or more cities along 
the seaboard, which are in an equally defenseless condition. Un- 
doubtedly such a condition of affairs as we all know to exist calls for 
prompt action; and although we are’ entitled to this consideration at 
the hands of Congress, there has been nothing done, but, on the con- 
trary, Congress has been dilly-dallying for several years upon the 
question, and not a step towards any real action has been taken. 

Now, if this appropriation can be allowed to go in this bill, it is one 
step at least towards satisfying this great public demand, and one 
which the people of that part of our country are looking for with anx- 
iety. The attention of Co: was called to this a year or two 
by Hon. Samuel J. Tilden in a letter addressed to this House, in 
which he pointed out the great danger which existed at that time of the 
destruction of the city, in the event of a conflict with some foreign power, 
by the failure which seemed apparent on the part of Congress to incor- 
porate in the appropriation bills a provision for the public defenses, 
and showed that an enemy approaching New York with war-ships, 
equipped with rifled cannon and armament capable of sending their 
shot and shell from 8 to 10 miles, could safely pass Sandy Hook in its 
present defenseless condition and place the city of New York com- 
pletely at their mercy and demand a ransom of hundreds of millions 
from the city, which would have to be paid before they would let go 
their iron grip. 

This weak and feeble condition of affairs has continued to such an 
extent that our representatives at foreign courts are almost powerless. 
They dare not speak out boldly and determinedly in dealing with 
questions which arise, in which our national honor is involved, for they 
know our defenseless condition, and they creep along, cringing, almost 
becoming sneaks, instead of standing up boldly and with that courage 
which should characterize Americans, and which has been exhibited 
in our past history when our country’s defenses were more carefully 
looked after. 

I ask my friend in all sincerity, in all candor, toallow us to take this 
first step toward affording protection to the vast amount of property 
that is aggregated in New York. It is buta small amount we ask, not 
a great sum; and I appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in the 
name of New York, where he has so many friends and where we look 
to him with such admiration and love him so well, that he allow the 
amendment to be added to the biH. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, this is a step backward. The de- 
yelopments of the last few years (and particularly of the last year), 
since the failure of the fortifications bills, have demonstrated beyond 
controversy the fact that the fortification bill as proposed, if it had be- 
come a law, with the vast amount of money it incorporated for this 
purpose, would not have accomplished any good, and that the money 
would have been largely wasted. 

Every country on earth that pretends to be a formidable power has 
adopted a different mode of securing heavy armament from that then 
proposed. We have been for twenty years waiting on the Ordnance 
Department of the Army and ot the Navy to make us some guns that 
we dare fire off. What is wanted, in my judgment, to inspire confi- 
dence in our people, is, instead ot continuing in that old rut, to invite 
individual capital and corporate capital, acting in conjunction with the 
Government, to make provision for the supply of armament such as 
we need upon terms that will be fair, and not subject the United States 
to an enormous expense without giving us what we really want. 

Why should we not go into the market and buy a 12-inch, a 16- 
inch, or a 20-inch gun, and say distinctly what power we expect from 
that weapon; what shall be the velocity of its shot; the power of exe- 
cution; the weight of the projectile; its range, and fix all the require- 
ments that we should insist upon for that particular weapon? I am 
warranted in saying this: That under these conditions, if this prelimi- 
nary action is taken, and the Government goes into the market to 
purchase this character of guns, that they can be bought without run- 
ning to the expense and risk of having a great number of them before 
we secure one of the character we need. What we want is to be able 
to go as individuals go into the stores and purchase what is necessary. 
We do not go as individuals and subject ourselves to a large expense 
for the purchase of what we do not need. The very same principle 
ought to prevail in conducting the operations of the Government. Let 
the Government say to these manufacturers (and I think Iam ina 
position to say that the manufacturers of the country feel themselves 
capable of performing the work), we want 12, 14, 16, or 20 inch guns 
of such power and range, and are willing to pay for them, and I guar- 
anty to you that they will perform just such work as we want, and 
equal in quality to similar work anywhere else in the world. That 
is the way an individual would buy, and that is the way the Govern- 
ment ought to buy. 

I have no thought for a moment that the mere entering upon this 
matter at Watervliet is going to make safe the harbor of New York 
with no enemy in sight. If an enemy was in sight the harbor would 
It must be defended with modern con- 


not be defended in that way. 
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trivances of defense, made according to the advance in science, and not 
by establishing plants. As the gentleman from New York who of- 
fered Sng amendment said, this is nothing more nor less than a gun 

I have here the bill that this very. committee reported. 

Mr. TRACEY. Isaid,they were making guns there. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think in your remarks you spoke of the appro- 
priation as establishing a gun factory. It has always been accepted, 
and never controverted before in the history of this House for the last 
five years, that such action as proposed did not require a law. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Itappears from the very lucid statement made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY ] that under authority 
of law now at the Watervliet arsenal certain guns are being manu- 
factured. I submit, therefore, to the dispassionate judgment of the 
chairman (the fact being so) that this is simply a proposition to con- 
tinue an expenditure for a publie work already in progress. Now, if 
the gentleman from New York has correctly recited the facts in eon- 
nection with the manufacture of guis and the condition of things at 
that arsenal, then I submit first to the Chairman that the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is not 
well taken; and I appeal to the Chairman that he will not permit, in 
making up his judgment, either the argument of friend or foe to this 

ition, in favor of fortifications on the one hand or against fortifi- 
cations on the other, to confuse his mind. It is not a question of forti- 
fications which is involved in the proposed amendment. No language 
or word of that amendment authorizes such an argument to be made. 

For one I am prepared now to say that I shall probably agree with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that an ed system of fortifica- 
tions will be a mistake whenever entered upon by the United States. 
But, sir, I am not prepared to agree with that gentleman that it is a 
mistake upon the part of the Government to test the question of ord- 
nance, its character and its power. Permit me to say from my obser- 
vation of the condition of the country its great weakness is its inability 
to make guns. . 

If you had. the power to-day to cause to spring into existence per- 
manent fortifications at every port in the United States you could not 
man them vor arm them. To-day you are hardly able to put a ship 
afloat for the wantof proper ordnance. To-day, I repeat, you can not 
man even your existing fortifications with modern ordnance. To-day, 
in my judgment, the logic and wisdom of the hour is to prepare the 
Government in its capacity, in its reserve power to manufacture ord- 
nance ready for your fortifications whenever they become necessary, 
ready for your ships of war when they are needed. 

Now, sir, when this pending proposition is distinguished upon the 
question of fortifications, and regarded solely and purely as their ex- 
periments in the manufacture of large guns, clearly the continuance of 
their experiments, I submit that that being authorized by law and the 
a already secured, the amendment of the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. TRACEY] is germane and is in order; germane to the pur- 
pose of the bill, germane to every object contemplated by it, and in 
pursuance of existing authority. 

This being the case, I may be permitted before I conclude to notice 
one observation of my friend. Every gentleman who is familiar with 
the efforts being made by all the civilized nations of the world in im- 

ving the power of guns, in other words, in improving aggressive 
with a view of thereby securing peace, knows that such experi- 
ments when made should be made by the Government. Iam willing, 
and have always been willing, to test the resources of the Government 
when it becomes necessary that you shall man your fortifications. When 
there is such a demand I am willing to travel in the road designated by 
the gentleman. 
Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 


tion? 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you not know perfectly well the Government 
is not of making 14, 16, or 20 inch guns? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If you will include in that question steel 

s of the greatest power required by modern progress and skill, and 
if you will include any individual with the Government, I will answ 
in the affirmative. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman does not quite answer my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Ido fully. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can say to the gentleman that the Government 
can not to-day make a 14, 16, or 20 inch gun. I say here to-day the 
manufacturers of this country are ready to contract with the Govern- 
ment for all three calibers. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I can not call to mind but one existing gun 


foundry or establishment in the United States, and I think that islim- | pro 


ited toiron guns. That is the establishment in the city of Boston of 
W. P. Hunt & Co. In regard to modern steel guns there is no indi- 
vidual capable of their manufacture. But I say to my friend if I go 
out and advertise to the world, if I advertise a contract as an induce- 
ment, I know e h of American genius, I know enough of Ameri- 
ean enterprise, I know enough of the disposition of American manu- 
facturers to know they will venture to undertake anything, even the 
building of a cannon. 


Mr. RANDALL. My statement is not an idle one. It is well con- 
sidered, and made upon information, that American manufacturers 
are ready to supply the guns I name. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Again, sir, it is because of that fact, because 
I recognize the weakness of the National Government and the weak- 
ness of individuals todo this thing, that I say we who are clothed with 
the legislative power should aid every effort at doing it in the name of 
the Government, and by the authority of the Government, and should 
say that whatever risk there may attend it shall be the risk of the Gov- 
ernment. . 

Mr. RANDALL. If the Government can buy guns such as I have 
described, why enter upon an expenditure of millions for the creation 
of a gun foundry? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman knows as well as I do that 
when a contractor fails (and that is the fate of most Government con- 
tractors) he comes to Congress, appealing to our honesty and our mercy 
and gets a ready hearing, and is almost certain to obtain relief. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman knows that I have never voted for 


any such thing. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I am speaking of what Congress does, and 
the gentleman knows the fact very well. So that ultimately the Gov- 
ernment, in one way or another, has got to take the risk of this experi- 
ment; and inasmuch as it has got an established arsenal; inasmuch as 
it has commenced the work, and inasmuch as some of these guns are 
incomplete, I hold not only that this amendment isin order, but that 
it is the duty of the Government to continue this work. 

Mr. SAYERS. Suppose the Government should contract with a 
manufacturer that he, the manufacturer, should take the risk of mak- 
ing a gun ofsuch and such a capacity, does the gentleman think that 
in case of failure Congress would then relieve the man from his contract? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Certainly. We have been doing it all the 
time. 

Mr. PETERS. Do not we make contracts for ironclads, and require 
a certain rate of speed before we take them off the contractor’s hands? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And if we require the contractor to assume the 
risk, will he not take that element into consideration in fixing his 

rice ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman, I wish to say a word in regard to 
the point of order. Although it is not expressed in so many words, it 
is very manifest that the appropriation contemplated by this amend- 
ment, except as to the plant, and, in fact, including proposed enlarged 
buildings, has reference to the matter of fortified defense, and not to 
the current movements of our Army. It has reference to seacoast de- 
fense, a matter which under the rules belongs to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. To the extent, however, that it involves any expendi- 
ture for the enlargement of existing structures, the subject belongs, if 
not to the Committee on Appropriations, to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. As I have remarked, although it is not ex- 
pressly stated that the proposed ordnance is for fortification purposes, 
that appears to be sufficiently clear, so much so that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TRACEY ] will not call it in question. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as the question of the necessity for this expend- 
iture has been referred to here both by the gentlemen from New York 
Ate TRACEY and Mr. SPINOLA) and the gentleman from Tennessee 

Mr. WHITTHORNE], I desire to say a word about that. Surely my 
friend from New York [Mr. SPINOLA ] misapprehends the greatness of 
our country and its standing among the nations. I think he uninten- 
tionally does his Government injustice. 

The United States, instead of being an inferior power among the na- 
tions or not being prepared to assert itself on all occasions, has passed 
far beyond the stage when a nation has occasion to vaunt its power or 
display its strength. Speeches of this kind would have answered very 
well half a century ago, when we were comparatively a feeble peo- 
ple. Some of these speeches would have answered thirty years ago, 
when our country had not displayed to the present generation the mar- 
tial spirit of its people or its vast resources. 

But, now, sir, the case is entirely different. What occasion havewe 
beyond the matter of sentiment and excessive precaution? and to that 
extent Iam willing tomake reasonable appropriationsofmoney. What 
occasion have we, Iask, to even stop to discuss this matter of national 
defense? What nation is in a condition, or can be, to excite even the 
slightest apprehension of danger on the part of the American ple? 
What nation? Isit Great Britain? Strangely enough we noticed not 
long ago that that country was thrown into a state of alarm because of 
the alleged unprotected condition of her own coasts. : 

Is it Great Britain that could for a moment excite uneasiness on the 
part of this country? Providence opening to the human race at the 
moment this great continent, placed us in a position on the 

lobe where none of the considerations which have influenced the pol- 
icies of other nations in regard to the matter of defense can have any 
application to us whatever. Our remoteness from ambitious powers, 
our policy of peaceful industry and progress, and our vast resources are 
our defense against all comers. z 

Besides that, Providence has happily given us securities for the keep- 
ing of the peace toward us by other countries, such securities as no ' 
nation has ever held since organized governmepts began. Great Britain! 
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Why, Providence has placed at our mercy, by way of guaranty of the 
continuance of peaceful relations with us, her vast possessions extend- 
ing from the Gulf of St. Lawrence to the Pacifie Ocean, has placed al- 
most in our hands her island possessions on our coasts, and all her poz- 
sessions contiguous to this continent. 

Mr. Chairman, I saw with amazement not long since remarks made 
- by some gentleman at the other end of the Capitol, in regard to the de- 
fenseless condition of Chicago—remarks which in the minds of unthink- 
ing persons might for a moment createa sentiment of alarm. The pos- 
sibility was suggested of English ships of war, ironclads, entering the 
Great Lakes by the Welland Canal and passing on unobstructed to 
Chicago,.and bombarding that magnificent city. It requires only a mo- 
ments reflection to see the absurdity of such a thing occurring even 
in case of war between this country and Eng 

Did any government ever purposely deliver up its ships into the 
hands of its enemy? How long would the Welland Canal last if it be- 
came necessary for us to destroy it? In the event of a war with Eng- 
land the Welland Canal itself would disappear, and a million of men 
thrown upon Canada on the sounding of the very first tocsin of war 
would end the dominion of Great Britain on the American continent. 
Not only that, her commerce would be driven from the ocean. As to 
Spain, Providence has happily placed one of her most important out- 
lying possessions at our door. The very moment an unfriendly shot 
was fired Cuba would become a part of our domain. 

What does the history of the past teach us? The war of 1812 came 
on with reasonable opportunity for preparation, yet our fathers with 
a courage which belonged to that period postponed preparation until 
the hour of action came, and then what grand results wereseen! And 
do we, their descendants, in a time of profound peace, palter here 
about a question of national defense, when the experience of the last 
twenty-five years shows that the nations recognize the greatness of our 
Republic and the high sense of justice of its ple, so that the law 
uttered by the United States is the eor tose of the national in- 
tercourse of the world, and is so accepted by the nations ? 

Can a citizen of the United States contemplate the events of the last 
twenty years and then talk about our being in any possible peril from 
a foreign nation in any possible contingency, independent of the guar- 
anties of peace to which I have already referred? A nation which 
at the close of an exhausting war was in a position to say to France, 
backed by England and Italy, that the presence of a foreign power in 
Mexico was a menace to its Government and must not continue—a na- 
tion which would say this with such a positive right to command at- 
tention that three of the foremost of European powers at once abandoned 
their designs on our continent, leaving their unfortunate victim, Max- 
Manini to his fate, stands up absolutely the arbiter of peace to the 
wor 

Mr. Chairman, I came to this Capitol at the opening of the late war 
in 1861, when President Lincoln summoned the two Houses of Con- 
gress to meet in special session. Sales were then occurring on every 
hand of the accumulated military rubbish of former years, worthless 
arms, ordnance, ete., which were sold as worthless, condemned war 
material, when an actual occasion for the use of arms arose—sold to 
be reconstructed, perhaps, being worthless for the purposes of war. 
Such was the natural result of a policy of accumulating military sup- 
plies in a time of profound peace. Notwithstanding the old maxim, 
our Government has never prepared for actual war until war came, 
and never will. 

At the time referred to thousands of men were pouring hourly into 
this capital. Contracts were being made every day for the supply of 
arms. Capitalists were offering to furnish with the utmost expedition 
ten or twenty times the quantity of arms required by the needs of the 
Government. In a short time—shorter than would have been neces- 
sary if we had made the grandest preparation—the arms required for 
equipping one of the grandest armies that ever marched under a ban- 
ner were well supplied. 

What about your forts? You had been spending millions of dollars 

for forts for years and years, through successive generations, before the 
late war came. Yet when war came earth-works thrown up on the 
spur of the occasion were found to be the best military instrumentality 
for meeting the purposes for which forts had been designed. Millions 
of dollars had been expended upon the seaboard; hundreds of thou- 
gands had been spent to protect the Mississippi Valley against an in- 
vading enemy from the Gulf of Mexico; forts had been constructed and 
maintained for generations, yet they were found absolutely worthless 
when the peril came. 
' In the old structures which had been designed for national defense 
and security you had nothing effective when, in 1861, unhappily, the 
two sections of this country came together in the clash of arms. Yet 
how speedily all the appliances necessary for national defense and ag- 
gression sprang into life! Why, sir, are we the descendants of the 
men who in 1812 improvised in a few months from the forests a navy 
strong enough to drive Great Britain from the Great Lakes? Are we 
here discussing seriously the importance and necessity of great and 
costly provision for the public defense when the safety of the nation 
was never so absolutely assured? 

Again, sir, there is no nation which could possibly strike a blow at 


America that is not to a greater or less extent a commercial power, 
and such is the commercial dependence of all commercial powers upon 
the American people, and so absolutely secure our position, that war 
could only be fatal to them. ` 

Mr. TILLMAN. Irise to a question of order. I submit that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is addressing himself to the 
merits of the question, and not to the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentlemanssys my remarkistrue. Why does 
he not adhere to the rules? x 

Mr.. HOLMAN. Iam only doing what has been done already on 
both sides, 


These remarks, Mr. Chairman, were designed as an answer to my 


friend from New York; but without further pursuing that line of argu- 
ment, I will address myself to the practical view of this question of coast 
defense. In regard to our dynamitesystem, I concede that out of abun- 
dant caution—not because I dream there is apything to apprehend—it 
seems to be proper to appropriate, as we are doing year after year, a 
large sum of money for experiments in connection with dynamite as a 
means of harbor defense. There is a possibility that at the Golden 
Gate such means of defense may be needed, instead of forts on the 
one side or the other, which might be swept away by the great guns 
that ience may invent. 

The hopes of all mankind are against any such possibility, but there 
is still a possibility that this nation will find it necessary to prepare for 
national defense, and that justifies us to resort to every reasonable 
means to make our shores absolutely sure against any possible peril 
that may arise. So I always have favored, and do still, appropriations 
of reasonable sums for experiments in dynamite, which manifestly must 
become the great defensive power for coasts so extended as ours against 
invasion from any quarter. 

I have said this much for the reason, Mr. Chairman, I can not sit in 
my seat patiently and hear this greatness of our country questioned, a 
greatness which has been achieved through the noble arts of peaceful 
labor; and I am not willing that the possibilities of the future should 
lead us into the old methods of oppressing mankind. With the pend- 
ing bill, appropriating $24,000,000, a sum equal to the entire expenses 
of the Government fifty years ago, for the support of the Army alone, 
it seems to me such a scheme of grand expenditure of public money as 
this amendment points to, out of mere sentiment, is, I think, altogether 
indefensible. Among the people there is no apprehension, and they do 
not ask you to take their hard earnings to build up costly structures 
and war material valueless when war shall come, They know this Gov- 
ernment has reached that commanding position among the nations when 
war is one of the most improbable events which can occur to us. 

Let me inquire of my friend from New York whether a government 
coming out of a great struggle which said to so powerful a nation as 
Great Britain, you have violated the law of nations and we demand 
the penalty for that violation, and that nation quietly submits to arbi- 
trators to be appointed like notaries public to take evidence, and they 
made up an account of $15,000,000, which was paid into our Treasury; 
does my friend think that such a nation should be anxious about emer- 
gencies and the defense of its shores? Is it not fair to presume the 
American people will be equal to any emergency in the future as they 
have been in the past? I think so, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order has not yet been disposed of, 
and the Chair will confine gentlemen in their remarks to its discus- 
sion. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I intended simply speaking to the 
point of order before the Chair made his suggestion in reference to con- 
fining discussion to that point; but I may say in passing, before reach- 
ing that subject, that if the argument of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN ] is correct, we must follow to its legitimate conclusions 
the letter, referred to by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPI- 
NOLA], of Governor Tilden, a man who in accumulated experiences 
and knowledge of public affairs compared favorably with any public 
man during this century in this country or any other—I say that the 
deductions and conclusions of that letter show the necessity to be as 
great then as at any other time, and the necessity is no less great now 
thanit wasthen. That letter of Mr. Tilden, if there be no objection, 
I will insert in my remarks without taking up time by havingit read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

Letter of Mr. Tilden to Hon. John G. Carlisle on our seacoast defenses. 
GRAYSTONE, Yonkers, N. Y., December 1, 1885. 

DEAR MR. CARLISLE: As public opinion points to you as the Speaker of the 
next House of Representatives, I desire to submit a suggestion as to one of the 
public objects for which an appropriation ought to be prompt and liberal. 

In considering the state and management of the public revenues the subject 
involves the questions whether we shall extinguish the surplus by reducing the 
revenue, or whether we shall apply the surplus to payments on the public debt, 
or whether we shall seize the occasion to provide for our seacoast defenses, 
which have been too long neglected. Iam of the opinion that the latter isa 
paramount necessity which ought to precede the reduction of the revenue, and 
aoe also to p e an excessive rapidity in the payment of the public debt. 


he property exposed to destruction in the twelve seaports— Portland, Ports- 
mouth, Boston, Newport, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, Sa- 
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vannah, New Orl Galveston, and San Francisco—can not be less in value 
than five thousand ons of dollars. Tothismust be added a vast amountof 
property dependent for its use on these seaports. Nor does this statement afford 
a true measure of the damage which might be caused to the property and busi- 


ness of the country by a failure to protect these seaports from hostile naval at- 


They are the centers not only of foreign commerce, but of most of the inter- 
nal trade and exchanges of domestic productions. To this state of things the 
machinery of transportation of the whole country has become adapted. 

The interruption of the currents of traffic by the occupation of one or more 
of our principal seaports by a foreign enemy,or the destruction of them by 
bombardment, or the holding over them the menace of destruction for the pur- 

of exacting contribution or ransom would inflict upon the property and 
Peinas of the country an injury which can neither be foreseen nor measured. 

The elaborate and costly fortifications which were constructed with the great- 
est engineering skill are now practically useless. They are not capable of re- 
sisting the attacks of modern artillery. : 

A still greater defect exists in our coasts defense. The range of the best mod- 
ern artillery has become so extended that our present fortifications designed to 
protect the x of New York, where two-thirds of the import tradeand more 
than one-half of the export trade of the whole United States is carried on, are 
too near tothe great populations of New York City, Jersey City, and Brooklyn 
to be of any value as a protection, 

To provide effectual defenses would be the work of years. Itwould take much 
time to construct permanent fortifications. A small provision of the best modern 
guns would take several years. Neitherof these works can be extemporized in 
presence ofemergent danger. A million of soldiers, with the best equipments, 
on the heights surrounding the harbor of New York in our present state of prep- 
aration, or rather in our total want of preparation, would be powerless to resist 
a small squadron of war steamers. 

This state of things is discreditable to our foresight and to our prudence. 

‘The best guaranty against aggression, the best assurance that our diplomacy 
will be successful and pacific, and that our rights and honor will be respected 
by other nations, is in their knowledge that we are in a situation to vindicate 
our reputation and interests, While we may afford to be deficient in the means 
of offense, we can not afford to be defenseless. The notoriety of the fact that 
we have neglected the ordinary precautions of defense invites want of consid- 
mein in our diplomacy, injustice, arrogance, and insult at the hands of foreign 
nations. 

It is now more than sixty years since we announced to the world that we 
should resist any attempts, from whatever quarter they might come, to make 
any new colonizations on any part of the American continent—that while we 
should respect the status quo we should protect the people of the different na- 
tions inhabiting this continent from every attempt to PE sa them to the domin- 
ion of any Euro power, or to interfere with their undisturbed exercise of 
the rights of self-government, 

This announcement was formally made by President Monroe, after consulta- 
tion with Mr. Madison and Mr. Jefferson. It was formulated by John Quincy 
A Our Government has firmly adhered to the Monroe doctrine, and even 
so late as 1865 it warned Napolean III out of Mexico. It is impossible to fore- 
see in the recent scramble of the European powers for uisition of colonies 
how soon an occasion may arise for our putting in practice the Monroe doctrine. 
It is clear that there ought to be some relation between our assertion of that 
doctrine and our preparation to maintain it. 

It is-not intended to recommend any attempt to rival the great European 
powers in the creation of a powerful navy. The changes which have rapidly 
occurred by the diminution of the relative resisting power of the defensive 
armor of ironclads, and by the increased efficiency of modern artillery—which 
on the whole has gained in the competition—su, t that we should not at the 
present enter largely into the creation of armored vessels. 

In the questions that beset this subject until they shall have reached a solu- 
tion, we can content ourselves with adding but sparingly to our Navy. But 
what we do add should be the very best that experience and science can indi- 
cate. This prudential view is reinforced by the consideration that the annual 
charge of maintaining a war vessel bears an important proportion to the orig- 
inal cost of construction. 

In constructing permanent fortifications, and in providing an ample supply 
of the best modern artillery, the annual cost of maintenance is inoonsidernbie 
Nearly the whole expenditure is in the original outlay for construction, 

If we do not make the expenditure necessary to provide for our seacoast de- 
fenses when we have a surplus, and have no need to levy new taxes, we cer- 
MRT will not make those expenditures when we have no longer a surplus in 


je Treasury. 
To leave our vast interests defenseless in order to reduce the cost of whisky 
to its consumers would be a solecism. 

The present time is pana favorable for providing for this great national 
necessity too long neglected. Not only does the surplus in the Treasury supply 
ample means to enable us to meet this great public want without laying new 
burdens upon the people, but the work can now be done at a much lower cost 
than has ever before been poanie: The defensive works would consist almost 
entirely ofsteelandiron, These materials can now be had at an unprecedentedly 
low price. A vast supply of machinery and of labor called into existence by a 

t vicissitude in the steel and iron industries offers itself to our service. We 

uld have the satisfaction of knowing that while we were availing ourselves 

of the supplies which would ordinarily nable, we were setting in mo- 

tion important industriesand giving employment to labor ina period of depres- 

sion, With encouragement by the guaranty of work, or perhaps by the Gov. 

ernment itself furnishing the plant,the inventive genius of our people would 

be applied to the creation of new means and improved m: ey and estab- 

lishments would spring into existence capable of supplying all the national 

wants, and a us completely independent of all other countries in re- 
spect to the means of national defense. 

I endeavored to impress these ideas upon Mr. RANDALL the last time I had 
the pleasure of seeing him. 

ith my highest regards to Mrs. Carlisle and yourself, I remain, 


Very truly yours, 
S. J. TILDEN, 

Hon. JOHN G, CARLISLE. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, when we emerged from the war of 
1812 it was when wooden ships and small armaments were used by 
all the nations of the world. Now we have armed vessels which were 
unknown to our ancestors. 

I will now address myself to the point of order invoked by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. It would seem from the 

roviso, in connection with what has been read by my friend from New 
ork [Mr. TRACEY], that this is an establishment at Watervliet arse- 
nal for the manufacture of guns and gun carriages and other means of 


defense not applicable to fortifications alone, but every means of de- 
fense known to be used along our extensive line of seacoast on the 
Atlantic and Pacific. I say now, addressing myself to the point of 


order, that this establishment is there now and has been located there 
for some time, and in my judgment it ought to be maintained and sus- 
tained by ample appropriations from the Government so that it may 
be in the most efficient condition to manufacture these vessels, for the 
purpose of constructing these iron-clad vessels. We need them and 
must have them. We can not do without them. 

And it has been said, by the bye, that broken-down, effete Italy, a 
mere dot upon the world’s map, owns one armored vessel that to-morrow 
could enter the port of New York by way of the Sandy Hook channel 
and destroy the entire city, nor could the whole American Navy stop 
it. That was said in the Senate of the United States within six months 

t, and there has never yet been a contradiction of the statement. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to refer in this connection to the rule 
upon this subject by which the Chairman, in determining the question 
of order, must be governed. It is to be found in our code of rules, 
whereby authority is conferred upon the committee of the House to 
consider certain classes of legislation in the following words: 

All in larg legislation relating to the military establishment and the public 
defense, including the od a es for its support and for that of the Mili- 
tary Academy, shall be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

This is to be found on page 244 of the Rules of the House. 

Now, in reference to the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that this is new legislation and not authorized by any 
existing law or former legislation. I say that point of order can not be 
sustained, because it is not new legislation; for this amendment pro- 
poses simply to carry out and to carry on a law which is already in ex- 
istence, and make appropriations in continuance of a work already in 
progress. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then why did your committee introduce a sepa- 
rate bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. Because we did not know that we could getit upon 
this bill. If we can getit upon this, of course there is no necessity for 
the other. Why did your Committee on Appropriations consider this 
matter? 

Mr. RANDALL. We are considering it. 

Mr. HOOKER. But do you not consider that it is a part of the duty 
of the Military Committee, under a proper construction of the rules, 
and that that committee has also jurisdiction of the subject? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understood you did. I think the Committee on 
Military Affairs, under the rule which I have quoted, has jurisdiction, 
and having exercised that jurisdiction that the amendment is proper 
and in the line of its authority. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to quote a ruling which has been here- 
tofore made upon this subject, and directly in the line of this amend- 
ment—a ruling which was made when the naval appropriation bill was 
under consideration in the Forty-ninth Congress, during the last ses- 
sion of that Congress. I was not here at the time, but the question 
was raised on a point of order made against a proposition providing 
an appropriation of some four millions of dollars for the construction 
of war-ships, at which time my honored friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY ] was presiding as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 
This question arose as to whether that appropriation was in order as 
coming within the rule of an expenditure to carry out existing legis- 
lation. The Chairman of the committee in ruling upon the subject, 
when the point of order was made by the distinguished gentieman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] with his usual ability, just as he has sustained 
the point of order to-day made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], used the following language: 

The general rule has been stated by the gentleman from Indiana, 

That is, Mr. HOLMAN, who made the point of order; and I quote now 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 26, 1887: 


It is laid down in subsection 3 of Rule XXI, and provides that— 
“3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be 
i ores, - an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
zed by law. 
But to that general rule there is an express exception, as follows: 
“Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress.” 


This is a work already in progress. 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole then proceeds, after 
this extract from the rule, and after quoting from the proviso, show- 
ing that in this instance, although the proposed appropriation was 
enormous in its character, it fell within the exception: 

That is to say, if the work be a publie work, or if the object is a public object, 


and it is already in progress, then there need not be any previous legislation 
authorizing it, 


No one can say this work is not already in progress. 


The Chair believes that the construction of a Navy isa public object or a pub- 
lic work, and the language of the bill which we have been considering, and the 
appropriation made at the last session show that the construction of the Navy 
is in progress. It may be said, also, that the proposed amendment providing 
money for the construction of vessels does not change existing law, and is not 
prohibited by law. 

It is very agreeable to the psen occupant of the chair to be able to refer to 
a precedent bearing upon the point of order now raised. In the Forty-sixth 
Congress (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair) it was decided that appropriations for 
public works and objects ” already in progress could be included in general 
appropriation bills or could be inserted as amendments; and that the word 
objecta” meant something in addition to the word “works,” and must be 
held to include the public Departments of the Government, and the civil, mili- 
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tary, and naval establishments recognized by law and supported by the Govern- 
ment. The Government has undertaken to maintain, and is annually main- 
taining, a naval establishment, and under the rule appropriations may be made 
for it in a general appropriation biil, and such has always been the practice un- 
til last session, when appropriations for the construction of ships for the Navy 
Before the last session 
appropriation bill, under the rule 


and armaments for them were made in a separate bill. 
such appropriations were made in the nav: 
exactly as it now is. 

There is no law prescribing the number of ships that shall constitute the Navy, 
or the number of guns they shall carry, Those matters depend entirely on the 
amount of money appropriated for those purposes, just as the number of clerks 
and other employés in the Departments depends upon the appropriations made. 

And by parity of reasoning this may be applied to fortifications and 
the manufacture of guns. 

The present ker of the House, as has been stated, has already ruled on 
this point of order, and the Chair believes the ruling was correct, and feels it 
his duty to decide this question in accordance with that ruling. This decision 
allows an important amendment to be offered, but it gives to the Committee of 
the Whole the right to pass upon this interesting question, and un opportunity 
to say whether it is in favor of increasing the Navy or not. 

I think that so faras this amendment refers to the exception to the 
rule it clearly falls within that exception, and that this work being 
already in existence, in progress, and previous Jaws having been passed 
in regard to the manufacture of guns for defenses, and for the equip- 
ment of the Navy, that this proposition is clearly in order as being 
in the line of that previous legislation upon the subject, and is in 
continuation of public works already begun. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a bill providing for the military establish- 
ment of the United States, and not for fortifications. That branch of 
the public service is covered by a separate bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to ask unanimous consent to be permitted 
to occupy one minute in making an explanation of a remark of mine 
which appears to have been entirely misunderstood by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. He has certainly misunderstood me. 
When I spoke of our representatives abroad being fore:d to act as 
“ sneaks,” I did not mean that the American people were sneaks, I 
referred only to our representatives abroad. I spoke only of the posi- 
tion which was forced upon them by our defenseless condition in deal- 
ing with foreign governments. I know the courage and the pride of our 

ple. I know what we can do, and what we have done as a nation. 
know the bravery and endurance of all our people in the late strug- 
gle, and if the Great Ruler of the universe should send back the great 
men who commanded the two armies in that struggle, the survivors of 
that contest, with their old captains to lead them, could whip the world. 
I did not say that we were deficient in anything as far as courage and 
endurance were concerned, for we are the most enlightened and pro- 
gressive people on earth, and if it ever comes to war we can meet any 
power whether in the field or on water, especially if we have a little 
time to get ready, and it is the partof wisdom to get ready in advance. 

But I am only looking now to the protection of our seacoast cities, 
which are in great peril at this time in case of trouble with any foreign 
power. I agree with my friend from Pennsylvania that the Govern- 
ment may advertise for 12, 16, or 20 inch guns—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Those are the only guns that would defend New 
York to-day. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We want some other guns besides those, 

Mr. RANDALL. Private manufacturers are now ready to contract 
for such guns. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We will make contracts in due time. But let us 
havea chance to continue the work now in progress at the Watervliet 
armory, in order that the people may feel a little security in regard to 
the seacoast cities. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, it is perhaps scarcely fair to the House 
to attempt to discuss the merits of this question when we stand face 
to face— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair desires to remind the gentleman that 
the point of order is under consideration. : 

Mr. LAIRD. I will try to come to the point of order. 

A MEMBER. Just as the rest did. 

Mr. LAIRD. Just exactly. 

It is perhaps scarcely fair to attempt to discuss the merits of this 
controversy in the face of an objection which, if insisted upon, is sum- 
mary. But nevertheless there is something due to the truth of his- 
tory, to the course of legislation, and our responsibility to the country 
for the attitude in which the country confessedly stands to-day. 

It is in the memory of many of the gentlemen listening to me that 
when, in the last session of the Forty-ninth Congress, the Senate sent 
here a bill, the consideration of which by the Senate had secured an 
appropriation of several million dollars looking to the defense of the 
undefended coast of the country, looking to the erection of plants for 
the manufacture and assemblage of ordnance which, by the confession 
of all the men intelligent on the subject, does not exist to such an ex- 
tent as even to promise a defense of the country in case defense were 
needed, that upon the reference of that measure a question arose be- 
tween the Military Committee and the Committee on Appropriations, 
and upon a decision of that controversy the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] contending therefor, and the Military Commit- 
tee of the House, as then composed, contending against such construc- 
tionof the rule. This bill, appropriating millions for the construction 


of plant and ordnance, and the assemblage of the same, never came 
from the Committee on Appropriations, but died unconsidered with 
the Forty-ninth Congress. 

So much in to the responsibility for the position in which the 
country confessedly finds itself. Proceeding, it can not be successfully 
gainsaid that outside of the arms purchased by appropriations made by 
Congress through the Committee on Naval Affairs there does not exist 
within the limits of the Republic a gun, a carriage, or a charge of pow- 
der to fire a gun if we had the gun and the iage in any sense ade- 
quate to the defense of our coast. There does not exist a fort having 
the appliances sanctioned by modern scientific warfare which could pro- 
tect itself, even, from the onset of the navies of the world anywhere 
along the entire undefended limits of the country, to say nothing of 
its constituting a defense to the port or city where it is placed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pardon the Chair the re- 
quest that he endeavor to confine himself to the point of order under 
discussion. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I must plead a bad precedent in de- 
fense of a good cause. The other gentlemen have discussed the merits _ 
of this matter, and I beg leave to speak in defense of the Military Com- 
mittee, upon which it has been my pleasure to sit as a member during 
my terms in Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may do that upon a subsequent 
passage. The Chair prefers to hear gentlemen upon the point of order. 

Mr. LAIRD. Ifthe Chair is disposed to pass from its passive po- 
sition, which I suppose is the attitude of the Chair, and become an act- 
ive competitor in this debate, I suppose I might as well decline to 
proceed further, because I do not care to split hairs about a question 
oforder. But I did wish to discuss some suggestions presented by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and my amiable and distin- 
guished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], which I think it 
sensible to discuss, even though we thereby violate some threadbare 
rule of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will bring in a bill providing for 14, 16, and 
20 inch guns, and fortunately, as I state, we will have people ready to 
supply them upon fixed prices and with required efficiency. 

Mr. LAIRD. LIhope you will. You certainly will have my support 
for any such measure. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the gentleman from Nebraska 
proceeding. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, one word. There is not to-day in the 
United States for land defense, outside of the recently manufactured 
3-inch steel field-pieces, a single piece of modern ordnance; there is not 
a single gun-carriage adequate for the mounting and management, nor 
a single emplacement for a gun or battery. Nor is there even powder 
enough on hand to fire such a gun, if we had it, belonging to the public, 
So stands the case confessed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN], who, recently of the Committee on Appropriations, parades 
what that committee has not done as a virtue, and points with a per- 
versity of pride to the defenseless condition of the country, and says 
that we are defended by the ignorance of inventors, who have not yet 
evolved a scheme of wholesale destruction. 

That until they do invent some cheap element of devastation it is 
our duty to wait and let the lazy millions rot, trusting the defense of 
national honor and municipal and private property to the world’s 
memory of the puissance of American arms, when American arms were 
scientifically equal to any on earth, while to-day they are, as invention 
rates time, a hundred years behind the balance of the warlike world. 
And that this is so is chargeable not to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, which now seek to remedy the neglect of a committee, one of 
whose advocates pleads its non-action as cause for congratulation be- 
cause it has cost nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] makes the pointof order that the amendment should be reported 
to the House in the fortification bill, which, by the rules of the House, 
is intrusted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not know debate was closed. 
Is the Chair making a decision? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to decide the point of or- 
der, but if the gentleman desiresit the Chair will withhold the decision. 

Mr. TRACEY. Do I understand the Chair has made the decision? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not. The Chair has stated the 
point of order that was made. 

Mr. TRACEY. Ionly wish tosay, Mr. Chairman, that a good many 
gentlemen who have spoken in opposition to the point of order and in 
defense of the amendment have perhaps not paid quite so much atten- 
tion to the subject as I have. Therefore I wish to call the particular 
attention of the Chair to the ruling of Mr. MCCREARY in the last Con- 
gress, and also to the fact that this measure makes no provision for for- 
tifications, has nothing whatever to do with fortifications in the proper 
sense of the word. It is confined entirely to the creation of modern 
arms, A great many of these arms are used by the Army; the great 
bulk of the small guns that are being made are so used. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, according to the rules of the House, cer- 
tainly has a right to treat in its appropriation bill questions of public 
defense, and this clearly is within their province as such a question. 
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I would like to call the attention of the Chair to the fact which I 

stated in my remarks awhile ago, that the appropriation bills of 1885 

. and 1886 carried just such appropriations as this. Gentlemen have 
wandered away from the subject in the discussion of the question; but 
the Chairman of the committee is more conversant with the rules than 
Iam, and if he gives attention to them and to the precedents hereto- 
fore made, I feel confident that the point of order can not stand. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania[ Mr. RANDALL] makes the point of order that the proposed amend- 
ment, if reported at all, should be reported in the bill known as the 
fortifications bill, which, by Rule XI, clause3, iscommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and also that the clause in the second para- 
graph of this amendment providing for the erection of ‘‘necessary 
structures” comes within the provisions of clause3, of Rule XXI, as not 
being a work already authorized by Jaw. The Chair is of opinion that 
the second clause of this proposition, namely, that which provides for 
the erection of the necessary structures to enlarge the plant at Water- 
vliet arsenal is not an object heretofore authorized by law. ‘‘ Addi- 
tional structure’? would cover any kind of a public building which the 
Department might deem necessary for this purpose. Hence this is not 
a work previously authorized by Jaw, and that part of the amendment 
is eet a to clause 3, of Rule XXI, and the point of order is sus- 
tain 

As to the other point, there might, perhaps, be some doubt as to what 
bill this should be reported in. The attention of the Chair has been 
called by the gentleman from New York[Mr. TRACEY] and others to 
clause 11 of Rule XI, which provides that all legislation in reference 
to the military establishment and the public defense, including appro- 
priation for its support, shall be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The attention of the Chair has also been called to the decis- 
ion of the gentleman who occupied the chair when the naval appropri- 
ation bill was under consideration at the last session of Congress. At 
that time the Chairman of the committee held that a proposition for 
the purchase of guns for the use of the Navy was an object previously 
provided for by law and that the appropriation was a continuation of 
such work. The presentoccupant of the chair, had he presided at that 
time, would doubtless have made asimilar decision; but if itwere now 
proposed to appropriate a sum of money for the armament of ships it 
certainly would not be contended that that was in order upon this bill, 
although it might be held to be necessary for the public defense. 
The words ‘‘ the public defense,” in clause 11 of Rule XI, refer to such 

`~ public defense as is committed to the Army of the United States, and 
as clause 3 of this rule has committed the subject of fortifications to 
the Appropriations Committee, all provisions for public defense to be 
made by fortifications should go to that committee, just as all provis- 
ions for the public defense relating to the Navy should go to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The Secretary of War has transmitted to the committee certain let- 
ters, among them one from the Chief of Ordnance, to the effect that this 
appropriation is desired for the armament of fortifications. The Chair 
will take cognizance of the fact that the proper officials of the Govern- 
ment who have communicated this matter to Congress have stated that 
the appropriation is for the purpose of providing armament for fortifi- 
cations, and such being its object, it should be reported in the fortifi- 
cations bill as provided in clause 3, of Rule I. 

For these reasons the Chair sustains the point of order as to both 
propositions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For targets for artillery practice, $5,000. 

RECRUITING SERVICE. 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rendezvous to 
depot, $100,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Atthe suggestion of the Secretary of War and 
by direction of the Committee on Military Affairs, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 472 insert, after the word “hundred,” the words “and thirteen.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee now rise. 

’ Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I understood the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to agree awhile ago that the amendment 
offered by myself should be considered before the committee rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; I withdraw my point of order in order 
that the committee may vote upon the question. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Pago 10, after line 219, insert : 

“ Provided further, Thatafter advertisement, all the supplies for the use of the 
various departments and posts of the Army shall be pu where the same 
can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation considered.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam satisfied that this is not intended to be 
in any sense a reflection upon the administration of the War Depart- 
ment; and, while I shall not vote for it, because I have not had any 
intimation of the views of the Department, I am perfectly willing that 
the House shall vote upon the question. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, before the bill is disposed of, I wish to 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] a question, so 
that his answer may go into the RECORD. I see by a query submitted 
to me on this side that it is claimed that the Quartermaster-General 
asks $60,000 with which to purchase headstones for Union soldiers. Is 
that provided for in any other bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis provided for in the sundry civil bill. I think 
the appropriation last year was $15,000, though I speak only from 
memory. The estimate, I think, is $60,000, and the appropriation in 
the sundry civil bill this year is$85,000. The committee were of opin- 
ion that $60,000 was not sufficient, so they increased it $25,000 over 
the estimate, in order that the friends af deceased soldiers may be able 
to get stones promptly upon application. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is good. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee now rise and report 
this bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp haying taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes, had directed him to report the same back to thé House with 
sundry amendments. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and the bill was read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. If members object to the motion, let them vote it 
down. I promised to make the motion. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 34, noes 32; and ac- 
cordingly (at 3 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 10545) for the relief of Joseph 
I. B. Kirk—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 10546) authorizing the muster-in 
and discharge of Abraham Engle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Mrs. L. A. Carter, heir of M. 
Roth, of Greenwood, La., for relief—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Produce Exchange of New Orleans, asking 
restoration of river and harbor appropriations struck out by Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the New Orleans Stock Exchange, for the same— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the New Orleans Produce Exchange, for the pas- 
sage of the bill incorporating the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Petition of J. H. Gerdes, J. H. Daniels, and 
others, for amendment tothe interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of E. R. Boardman, John 
‘Trumbull, and 29 other citizens of Stark County, Ilinois, for the enact- 
ment of the schedule of duties agreed upon by the wool-growers and 
woolen manufacturers at their meeting in Washington on January 14, 
1885—to the Committee on Ways and means. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition in case of Mrs. Mary C. Haile—to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of E. S. Smith and others, for a soldiers’ 
home in Indiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 174 citizens of San Diego and Monterey 
Counties, California, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
po Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from 
the Commissioner of Labor of appropriations required for the service 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, by the Department of Labor; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Charles W. Richmond, of Lake 
County, Florida, praying to be reimbursed for losses sustained by his 
father, Charles Richmond, whose machine shops were seized and im- 
pressed into the service of the United States to do work for the Union 
forces, whereby he lost a considerable amount of materials on hand, to- 
gether with things partly made, together with tools and machinery, 
also the rent of the shop, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Omaha, 
Nebr., officially signed, remonstrating against the passage of the meas- 
ure known as the Wilson bill, providing for the imposition of customs 
duties on property seeking entrance into the United States, even if orig- 
inating in this country, crossing Canadian territory and returning into 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the village trustees of Pierce, Nebr., 
officially signed, praying for the passage of the so-called Outhwaite 
bill for the extension of the time of payment by the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company of its bonded indebtedness to the Government; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on the President’s Message 
transmitting the report of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I present the petition of R. A. Salis- 
bury, T. J. Bell, and a number of citizens of Howard County, Arkan- 
sas, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce law. 
As a bill has been reported on the subject, I move that the petition lie 
on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens of Georgia, praying for 
the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law requiring drug- 
gists to take out a liquor-dealer’s license, and that the tax on alcohol 
be reduced; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
Yerred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon. 

A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

A bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 

A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

= bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandeyender; 
ani 

A bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for a 
change of reference of the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John 
Fletcher. It is a bill for the relief of a citizen on account of losses by 
Indian depredations. It ought to have gone to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, but it was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Claims will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Afiairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John 
Fletcher, to report it without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill which has just been re- 
ported had been previously reported on Thursday from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, which at that time had not jurisdiction, the bill hav- 
ing been referred to the Committee on Claims. The action of the Sen- 
ate this morning renders it necessary to have unanimous consent to 
amend the Journal of the 14th by striking out the clause professing to 
show the report of the bill from the Committee on Indian Affairs, which 
will be doneif there be no objection. The bill reported by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 3168) regulating admissions to 
the Institution of the Association for Works of Mercy in certain cases, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3169) to amend .an act en- 
titled “An act for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J.;” 


which was real twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3170) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Charlotte Crumbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3171) grantinga pension to Andrew 
Hopper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3172) granting arrears of pension to 
William H. C. Bowen, Catherine A. Bowen, and Millard F. Bowen, heirs 
of Isaac Bowen, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) introduced abill (S. 3173) to utilize United 
States naval and marine hospitals for the relief of disabled volunteer 
soldiers and sailors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3174) granting a pension to Richard R. 
Jacobs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caro- 
line Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3176) for the relief 
of William Bushby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3177) to 
provide for a building for the use of the post-office, the office of the 
superintendent of the Hot Springs reservation, a room for a free read- 
ing-room and library, and other civil offices in the city of Hot Springs, 
Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3178) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of Capt. William L. Bradford, which was read twice by its. 
title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 3179) for the relief of the heirs of 
William T. Metcalfe; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3180) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Metcalfe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. š 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3181) to remove the political disa- 
bilities of Julian Myers; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying petition, referred to the Committeeon the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 93) 
providing for printing the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of Ethnology; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 94) providing for print- 
ing additionat copies of the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Di- 
rectors of the United States Geological Survey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 95) providing for print- 
ing matter furnished by the Bureau of Ethnology relating to researches 
and discoveries connected with the study of the North American In- 
dians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

STATE DEFENSE. 

Mr. DOLPH. On the 14th instant a message was received from the 
President of the United States transmitting a report of the Secretary of 
State relative to the subject of State defense in 1861, and it was read, 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. I move that it be re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the several memorials, statements, interviews, bills, and reso- 
lutions on international arbitration, presented to the Senate or to the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Relations during the present session, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C. Garrison; 

A bill tr R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth; 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, 

3 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

A bill (H. R. aus} granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 

A bill (H, R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pensioa to John C. Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pensicn to Frederick W. Travis; 
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A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 
A bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 
A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
nans; 

1 (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 
ill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

(H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 
ill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy; 
A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 
(E. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 

M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow ot 
John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regi- 
meut New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter; 

A bill (H: R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Jeffersonville hospital; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; 

A bill i: R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 

A bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit; 

A bill (H. R. 9649) continuing the pension of Milton Merwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb; 
= The message also announced that the House had passed the following 

ills: 

A bill (S. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; 

A bill (s. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor 8. Lawson; 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; 

A bill et 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 

A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 
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A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flaningam; 

A bill (S. 1267) granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley; 

A bill (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 

A bill (S. 1547) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 

A bill (S. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1919) granting a pension to John Fox; 

A bill (S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 

A bill (S. 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; 

A bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motte; 

A bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Hougland; and 

A bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of William 
8. Sims; and 

A bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1507) providing an additional associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of Selina 
A. Sims, widow of William S. Sims: 

A bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River, at or near Knoxville, Tenn.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act entitled 
“t An act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

A. B TYAN. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the order of morning business is closed, and the 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to move to take up a bill for present considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar, un- 
der Rule VIII, will be first stated. : 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the 
approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the Ana- 
costia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am in receipt of a personal communication from 
the State Department calling my attention to the urgency of the pas- 
sage of a bill reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, being 
the bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan. I move to take up 
the bill for present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the apy 4 of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay 
to A. B. Tyan the sum of $3,618.80, being the sum found due to the said A. B, 
Tyan from the United States when the Secretary of State, in obedience to an 
act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief of Victor Bean Voucher, 

March 29, 1886” (private No. 20), audited the expenditures of Victor Bean Vou- 
cher, late consul of the United States at Jerusalem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. My attention is called to a fact which I observed in 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, that there is a mistake in the 
name of the consul. Instead of being ‘‘Bean Voucher’’ it should be 
‘‘Beanvoucher,’’ one word. I move that the amendment be made in 
that particular. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed change in the name 
will be taken as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be,read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 63, introduced by my colleague [ Mr. 
PAYNE] some time ago and reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 63) ma an appro- 
priation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment, and the Bureau of Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, 
and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum and 
the Commission of -Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Cen- 
tennial, to be held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 
19, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 3 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Appropriations reported an 
amendment, to strike outthe whole of the original joint resolution and 
insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment striking out the preamble will be agreed to, and the Chief Clerk 
will read the amendment. > 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which was to strike out all of 
the joint resolution and to insert: 


Whereas the States which comprise the Northwest Territory and the adja- 
cent States will hold at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1838, 
a Centennial Exposition commemorative of the organization of the Northwest 
Territory, under the ordinance of 1787, in which exposition all the States and 
Territories of the United States and the General Government have been invited 
to participate, the object being in said exposition to present a panorama of tho 
nation’s resources and present state of A ab Siem evelopment, by an exhi- 
bition of the products of agriculture, of the various industries and fine arts; also 
the results of advancement made in the sciences; the whole illustrating the op- 
porun er to and the possibilities which wait upon the citizens of this 

ublic; an 

Wheress the citizens of the State of Ohio and the several States adjacent thereto 
have made suitable and adequate preparation and arrangements for holding 
said mel eager and are desirou8—and it being fit and proper—that the several 
Executive Departments of the Government, the Department of Agriculture, the 
Government Printing Office, the Smithsonian Institution, including the National 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, should participate in said ex- 
position : Therefore, 

Be it , ete., That the head of each of the several Executive Departments 
of the Government, the Commissioner of Agriculture, the Government Print- 
ing Office, and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum 
and Commission of Fish and ries, under the direction of the President of 
the United States, be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to prepare 
and make suitable exhibits at the said Ohio centennial, to be held at Columbus, 
beginning on the 4th of September, and closing October 19, 1888. 

That to enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, the 
Government Printing Office, the Department of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian 
Institution, including the National Museum and Commission of Fish and Fish- 
eries, to participate in said exposition, to be held as aforesaid, 
appropriated, out of any money in 
$40,000, apportioned as follows: 

For the War Department, $3,000. 

For the Navy Department, $1,000. 

For the Treasury Department, $4,000. 

For the Interior De ent, $10,000. 

For the Department of Agriculture, $7,000. 

For the Government Printing Office, $3,000. 

_ For the Post-Office Department, $2,000. 

a= pies Institution, including the Commission of Fishand Fish- 
eries, $10,000. 

That the President may, if in his judgment it shall be deemed necessary and 
expedient in order to secure the best results with economy, transfer a 

rt of the fund hereby apportioned to one Department or bureau to another 

epartment or bureau. The term bureau wherever used herein shall be con- 


The title of the joint resolution will 


there is hereb: 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


strued to include the Agricultural Department and the Smithsonian Institution, 
That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to detail an 
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officer of the Pay Department of the Army or Navy to disburse the fund appro- 
priated by this act. 

The payments on account of expenses incurred in carrying out and into effect 
the pro ionShereof shall be made on itemized vouchers approved by the rep- 
resentative of the Department incurring the liability, and a person to be desig- 
nated by the President to make final audit of said accounts, 

That the head of each of said Executive Departments and of the Government 
Printing Office, the Department of Lon ew genie and Smithsonian Institution, 
shall, from among the officers or employés thereof, appoint a suitable person 
to act as representative of such Department or bureau, and said representative 
shall, under the direction and control of the head of the De ment or bureau, 
ag? thee the preparation and conduct of the exhibits herein provided for. 

‘That no officer or employé appointed as aforesaid shall be paid extra or addi- 
tional compensation by reason of services rendered in virtue of such employ- 
ment; but nothing herein shall be so construed as to prevent the payment of 
the just and reasonable expenses of any oflicer, or employé, appointed or em- 
piores under and by virtue of the proyisions of this act. 

That all articles imported from the Republic of Mexico or the Dominion of 
Canada for the eek ages of being exhibited at said exposition shall be admitted 
free of duty, subject, however, to such conditions and regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may impose and prescribe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the committee, including the change of structure from a joint 
resolution to a bill, striking out the preamble to the joint resolution 
and the insertion of a new preamble and new bill, will be taken as one 
question and regarded as agreed to. ‘The Chair hears none, and the 
amendment is agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not rise to object to this ap- 
propriation, but to call attention to the fact that during this session of 
the Senate we have been making srr ane for expositions in va- 
rious parts of the world, one at Melbourne, one at Paris, and several 
in this country, and this practice is increasing year by year. I sup- 

the appropriations made this year will amount to very nearly a 
million of dollars, and I think we ought to call a halt in the matter. 

I donot know especially what advantage an exposition at Columbus, 
Ohio, will be to the people of this country, yet I suppose it will be very 
gratifying to the people of Ohio. It is a luxury merely for the grati- 
fication of the people of the locality. 

I do not object to this appropriation, because it is following in the 
line that has been pursued heretofore; but I rise to emphasize the fact 
that we are wasting, in my opinion, the public money in these exhibi- 
tions all over the country and outside of the country. Some good may 
possibly be derived from them, but my impression is that they are a 
very expensive luxury to the people of this country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I differ with my friend from Delaware in regard 
to the value of these expositions. The amount he states is larger than 
has been appropriated this year; the total is less than half a million 
dollars; but the amount is not material. I believe that the amount 
expended by the United States in aiding expositions is well spent, be- 
cause all it does in this case is to exhibit its own productions, its own 
handiwork, the machinery of Government. It pays none of the local 
expenses at all. It simply exhibits what it chooses of its own produc- 
tions for different States and bears no part of the local expense. 

But whether it did or not, I believe that the expositions, including 
county fairs, State fairs, and international expositions, have been the 
most beneficial agencies of civilization in modern times. 

The expositions at Paris and London—that at Paris I attended—and 
the exposition at Philadelphia, I believe, have contributed more to give 
variety to the productions of the world than any other events in modern 
times. 

Even if we should spend $1,000,000 a year in exhibiting the growth 
and progress of our country here and in foreign countries it would be 
money better expended than any other that I know of in our civil list. 
That is the view I take of it. The Senator from Delaware and I differ 
about this matter. - Š 

I have always felt that the best appropriation that could be made 
was to exhibit to foreign countries and to our own people the enormous 
progress in all kinds of productions made by the people of the United 
States. The most prosperous counties in the State of Ohio and the 
most enterprising people in the State of Ohio, and probably of every 
State, are those who take the greatest pains to show the extent and na- 
ture of their productions. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill (S. 3182) making an 
appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, and the Bureau of Agriculture, the Government Printing 
Office, and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Mu- 
seum and the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the 
Ohio Centennial, to be held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to 
October 19, 1888.” 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Senate bill 1051, being the first bill 
in order on the Calendar under Rule VIII, will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad in the District of Columbia was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, approved February 18, 
1875, and amended March 24, 1876, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as 
to authorize said company to lay tracks and run cars thereon from the inter- 
section of its tracks on M street south with Seventh street east; along Seventh 
street to G street south; along G street to Third street east; along Third street 
to E street south; along E street to Canal street; along Canal street to B street 
south; along B street south to Third street west; along Third street to Mis- 
souri avenue; along Missouri avenue to Sixth street west; along Sixth street 
to B street; north along B street to a point near the Center Market to be named 
by the commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided, That the said 
company shall complete the above-mentioned tracks and run cars thereon 
within one year from the approval of this act, and from the intersection of its 
tracks on M street south with Second street west; along Second street to its 
tracks on Canal street: Provided, That said company shall complete the last- 
mentioned tracks and run cars thereon within two years from the approval of 
this act. The company is also authorized to extend its tracks and run cars 
thereon from its track at Seventh and G streets southeast herein mentioned, 
along G street to Seventeenth street east; along Seventeenth street to E street 
south; along E street to and beyond the entrance to the Congressional Ceme- 
tery at a point to be named by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
after the said streets shall have been improved. 

Sec. 2. That the said company may be permitted to place or cause to be placed 
upon the Anacostia bridge an additional track, and the rails of both tracks shall 
be of such form as will offer the least obstruction to ordi traffic, and subject 
to approval by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. The said com- 
pany shall also construct at least a single track, with necessary switches and 
turn-outs, along Harrison street, in Anacostia, to the entrance to the grounds of 
the German Orphan Asylum, and run cars thereon within six months after lay- 
ing the track mentioned on said bridge. 

Sec. 3. That the said company is also authorized to extend its tracks and run 
cars thereon from its present terminus on Nichols avenue, near Anacostia, by 
the way of Nichols avenue to the entrance to the grounds of the Government 
Hospital for the Insane, and- along said avenue and the Livingstone road to the 
District line. 

Sec. 4. That should any part of the track extension herein authorized coin- 
cide with portions of any other duly incorporated street railway in the District 
of Columbia, but one set of tracks shall be used when, on account of the width 
of the street, or for ether sufficient reason, it shall be deemed necessary by the 
commissioners of the District; and the relative conditions of use and of char- 
tered rights may be adjusted upon terms to be mutually agreed upon between 
the companies, or, in case of disagreement, by the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, on petition filed therein by either party, and on such notice to the 
other party as the court may order. A £ 

Sec. 5. That in the construction of tracks herein specified the pattern of rail 
used shall be approved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and 
in any extensive repairs to the tracks now owned by the company requiring 
new rails the pattern of rails shall likewise be approved by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 6. That the company shall place cars of the best construction on said rail- 
way, with all modern improvements necessary to the convenience and comfort 
of passengers, and shall run cars thereon as often p the public convenienco 
may require, in accordance with a time-table or ule adopted by the com- 
pany, a copy of which shall be filed with the commissioners of the rict of 
Columbia, and be approved by them, 

Sec. 7. That the said Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company shall 
on or before the 15th day of January of each year, make a report to Congress ot 
the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of stock held by each, 
together with a detailed statement of the receipts and expenditures from what- 
ever source and on whatever account, for the preceding year ending December 
the 31st, which report shall be verified by affidavit of the president and secre- 
tary of said company; añd said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, 
in lieu of taxes upon personal property, including cars, tracks, and motive 
power for the next ensuing year, 2 per cent. for the first ten years after comple- 
tion, and thereafter 4 per cent. of its gross earnings upon traftic for the preced- 
ing year as shown by said verified statement, which amount shall be payable to 
the collector of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are now due 
and payable, and subject to the same penalties on arrears; and the franchise and 

roperty of said company, both real and personal, to a sufficient amount, may 
Be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided by law for the sale 
of other Fe id for taxes; and said per cent. of its gross earnings shall be in 
lieu of all other assessments of oe taxes upon its property used solely and 
exclusively in the operation an peanegeness of said railway. Its real estate 
shall be taxed as other real estate in the District of Columbia, and the tracks 
shall not be taxed as real estate: Provided, That whenever the net receipts of 
said company from its business upon said road shall, for pn ears, exceed 10 
per cent. of the actual cost of such road, then the company shall, under the di- 
rection of the said commissioners, reduce the rate of passenger fare to an amount 
as near as the same can be approximated, so that the net receipts of said com- 
pany from its business upon such road shall not exceed 10 per cent. of the actual 
cost for the construction, equipment, and maintenance thereof. 

Src. 9. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 


Mr. HARRIS. In section 1, line 11, I move to strike out the word 
‘Third’? where it occursin that line, and to insert the word ‘‘ Fourth;’’ 
so as to read: 5 

Along Seventh street to G street south; along G street to Fourth street east; 
along Fourth street to E street south. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. VEST. I have nota copy of the bill before me, but in listening 
to its reading I understand that the rails which are to be put down by 
this company are subject to the approval of the commissioners of the 
District. But there is no provision that they shall be upon the sur- 
face, even with thesurface of thestreets. Inmy judgmentthere should 
be no charter given to any railroad company which has not such a pro- 
vision in it. It may be that the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia will never consent to let any rails be laid here of the T pattern 
which project above the surface of the street, and which are an abso- 
lute nuisance. 

I am told by men engaged in the construction of vehicles, the hiring 
of vehicles, and the repairing of them here, that at a very reasonal) 
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estimate $100,000 damage is done yearly in this city to carriages and 
other vehicles by the unexampled system of railroad rails now used by 
the railroads on thestreets of Washington. Every Senator knows what 
@ nuisance they are. 

Would it not be well for the Senate to put a provision in every one 
of these charters that no rails laid down by any company shall be above 
the surface of the street? IfI hada copy of the bill here I could sug- 

an amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what they claim in reference to all these 
roads when you talk with them about it. Thereisa kind of rail which 
has been used and tested in London and introduced in the city of New 
York and other large cities; I do not know the name of it, but that is 
the rail of all others which is necessarily on the surface, even with the 
surface of the street. If I knew the nameof that, and if we could put 
it in the bill and not leave it to the discretion of the commissioners, to 
be operated upon by the common assurance of all railroads that they 
would so lay their tracks, it would accomplish what we all desire; 
otherwise it will not be accomplished. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly my purpose. I have my reason to dis- 
trust—— 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senatorif he knows the name of that rail? 

Mr. VEST. I know of no technical name for it. I know there is 
not a city in the United States where the rails that are used now in the 
city of Washington would be tolerated fora moment. I live in a new 
town in the West, and no ordinance can be passed through the city 
council of Kansas City to permit any such nuisance as we have to-day 
in the city of Washington. The carriages that go along these streets, 
some of the narrow streets, as, for instance, from Fifteenth street up to 
Pennsylvaniaavenne, near the Treasury building, are ruined, absolutely 
ruined, and I use the word with its full meaning. Nogentleman drives 
down that street in his vehicle if he can avoid it. There are three 
tracks laid there. ‘They have rails there that project one inch and a 
quarter above the surface of the street, and, as a matter of course, when 
a vehicle undertakes to pass the tracks, going across them, even if it 
goes directly across, it is jarred and shaken and injured. 

I see no objection to putting a plain provision in this charter and 
every other charter that no rail shall be put down by any corporation 
in this city that projects above the surface of the street. Recent inven- 
tions have made the best rails so that they are embedded in the streets 
and offer no obstacle, no hinderance to any vehicle that passes along. 

I have not the bill before me, and therefore I do not know exactly 
where the amendment onght to come in. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish the Senator had. I will send him my copy. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri and to the Senate that the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia and, I think Ican say with 
absolute certainty, every member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia are quite in sympathy with the views expressed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. I quite agree with him that many of the roads 
which have been long existing here are tolerably serious obstructions 
to carriages and ordinary road vehicles. s 

At the last Congress a select committee, compdsed of a subcommittee 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, were charged with the 
duty of investigating the whole question of street railroads in the 
District of Columbia. They instituted a careful investigation of the 
subject with a view to requiring every railroad in the District to con- 
form to what might be determined to be the safest, the best, and the 
most convenient system of street traffic, but failed to report a bill be- 
cause of the fact that the electric motor was found to be in an active 
state of development, though not sufficiently developed for the com- 
mittee to adopt it as a certainty and recommend its adoption by all 
the railroad companies here. Therefore we agreed to give a reasona- 
ble time in order that we might determine whether the electric motor, 
which we think probably the coming power for street traffic, an op- 
portunity for fuller development. At no distant day, however, I can 
assure the Senator from Missouri that if the counsels of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia shall prevail, every street railroad in the 
city of Washington will have to conform to what may be determined 
to be the safest, the most convenient, and the best method of street 
traffic, giving the least inconvenience and presenting the minimum of 
obstacle to other travel upon the streets. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not donbt what the Senator says in reference to 
the desire and purpose of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and of the commissioners of the District, but I know also how easy it is for 
a railroad corporation to go along as itis going on. I mean they give 
the assurance to the public and to the committee that they will keep 
their tracks on a level with the surrounding surface of the streets; but 
nevertheless they either forget it or omit to know where the difficulties 
are. There is a kind of rail which, if they were compelled by law to 
put down, the Committee on the District of Columbia and the commis- 
sioners would be relieved of any trouble or importunity whatever; and 
if the Senator will put into his billareguirement that thatshall be used, 
he will be certain to accomplish what I am afraid he will not, notwith- 
standing tho honest effort on the part of the committee to accomplish, 
otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not know the name of the rail referred to by 
the Senator from Massachusetts; but the practical suggestion that Iin- 


tended to make to the Senator from Missouri and to the Senator from 
Massachusetts and to the Senate was that the interests of the public, 
so far as that question is concerned, are absolutely secure in the fixed 
resolve of the commissioners to approve no rail that is going to prove 
an obstacle to other traffic. The Senator from Missouri need have no 
fear in reference to that matter, and I shall not antagonize an amend- 
ment going to the extent he suggests. 

Mr. VEST. I make no question on the Senator’s statement, for I 
know the personnel of the District Committee; but I offer the following 
amendment to section 5: 


Provided, That all rails laid upon the streets of the city of Washington by said 
evecare shall be on a level with the surface of the streets and shall not project 
ve the same. 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator to modify that by saying 
“under the authority of this act.” This isan amendment, and I do 
not want to put in anything that will compel them to take up rails al- 
ready laid. 

Mr. VEST. I would be very glad to goto that extent if I could, 
but I accept the suggestion. I wiil hail with joy the day when all 
the rails in the city shall be on a level with the street surface. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me to assure the Senator that at no distant 
day he will have an opportunity of voting on a bill requiring every 
railroad in the District to conform to that policy. 

Mr. VEST. I hope to be here to record my vote in favor of it. The 
destruction of property in this city from year to year now is very great. 

Toe TEEN PENE pro tempore. The amendment will be stated as 
mi 3 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 5: 

Provided, That all rails laid upon the streets of the city of Washington by said 
company under the authority of this act shall be on a level with the surface of 
the streets, and shall not project above the same, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 


-third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The following bills, from the House of Representatives, were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy. 

The following bills, from the House of Representatives, were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C, Garrison; 

A bill (H. R. A to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth; 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Frederick W. Travis; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R. piel granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
nans; 

A bill fe R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bili (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7491} granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow of 
John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julian Bryan, late nurse 
at Jeffersonville Hospital; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; 

A bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 

A bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit; 

A bill (H. R. 9649) continuing the pension of Milton Merwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. : 

Mr. BROWN. I present an amendment to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. I ask that it be read for information 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; and also that a copy 
of it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, line 11, after the word ‘‘ collectors,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

And including onecollector for the internal-revenue district of Georgia and 
Florida, at $5,000, and two assistant collectors, at $3,000 each, 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the duplicate copy 
referred to the Committee on Finance, if there be no objection. 

SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Calendar No. 1466, Senate bill 2266. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall get to it if itis on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS- If itis on the Calendar regularly, I think we shall 
reach it in a short time. 

Mr. DAWES. I should agree to that if I were not afraid of a threat- 
ened motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will withhold that threat and 
the motion, too. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall vote down the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. If you will agree to do that, very well. I ask, how- 
ever, for the consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2266) to accept and ratify an agree- 
ment made with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians, for the surrender 
and relinguishment to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall 
reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town-site, 
and for the grant of a right of way through said reservation to the Utah 
and Northern Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, in section 11, after the words ‘‘Secretary of the Interior,” 
at the end of line 16, to insert: 

Except that at and near its station at Pocatello, in Idaho Territory, said rail- 
way company is granted forits use for station grounds, depot buildings, shops, 
tracks, side-tracks, turn-outs, yards, and for water purposes, not to exceed 
150 acres, as shown by maps and plats of the definite location thereof; and 
said company shall pay for said 150 acres, in addition to the $8 per acre pro- 
vided in said agreement, a further sum equal to the ave appraisal of cach 
acre of town lots in the proposed town site of Pocatello outside of said 150 acres 
provided for ingection 4 of this act, said $8 per acre to be paid within one year 
from the passage of this act, and said additional sum immediately upon the 
comp!etion of the appraisement nfo 

The amendment w: to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the seventeenth section, which 
is altogether unnecessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to strike out section 17, as fol- 
lows: 

Src. 17, That this act shall be in force from its passage, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WINNEBAGO RESERVATION IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a 

rtion of the Winnebago reservation in Nebraska, to report it favora- 
bly without amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill just reported by the Senator from Massachusetts from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimons consent that the bill just reported be now considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to allow the bill 
to go over to to-morrow. I wish to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Has the Senator his amendment ready to offer 
now? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not expect the bill to come up this morn- 
ing, and there has not been time enough to prepare an amendment since 
the bill was reported. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill was recommended by the Indian Office; 
it the House committee unanimously, and passed the House. 
It is demanded by the Indians themselves. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave no earthly objection to the bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can only proceed by unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave no earthly objection to this bill, but there 
are provisions in reference to another matter, something of the same 
nature, that I should like to add to this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that there will 
come up 2 bill to which the amendment to which he alludes is more 
germane, and if he will await his opportunity he will have a chance 
to move his amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. After that statement from the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs Iwill yield and avail myself of some other 
opportunity for offering the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I will only say for myself that the Senator will have 
an opportunity on another bill, ` 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIMS OF NEVADA. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next order of business on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2918) to reimburse 
the State of Nevada for moneys expended on obligations incurred by 
said State and the Territory of Nevada, and afterwards assumed and 
paid by said State in the suppression of the War of the Rebellion, and 
for guarding the overland mail and emigrant route. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator reporting that bill [Mr. STEWART] 
is not here, and there is a minority report. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX, or without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without prejudice, as the Senator from Nevada 


is absent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


NEWTON 8. MURPHEY. 


The bill (S. 157) for the relief of Newton S. Murphey was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment in line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ tostrike out ‘‘two’’ and 
insert *‘one;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, efe,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Newton S. Murphey, of Milwaukee, Wis., the sum of $1,000, in full compensation 
for professional services rendered by him in trying three cases in the elgeuit 
court of the United States for the eastern district of Wisconsin, for the collectors 
ofinternal revenue in the collection districts of Wisconsin, upon the employ- 
ment of an internal-revenue agent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT ACCOUNTS. 


The bill (S. 2403) to adjust the accounts of the Department of Agri- 
culture was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
substance of this bill was incorporated in the agricultural appropriation 
bill as an amendment. In the absence of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations the bill will be passed over, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over informally. 


WILLIAM M. KEIGHTLEY. 


The bill (S. 111) for the relief of William M. Keightley was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with amendments: In line 5, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘four’? and insert ‘‘one;’’ after the word “thousand,” to 
strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;”’ in line 6, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘ninety ’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars” to strike out ‘‘and thirty-three cents that;’’ in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘being,”’ to strike out ‘‘the amount of commissions earned and 
disallowed and of,” and insert ‘‘amonnt of;’’ and in line 8, after 
tt clerk-hire,” to strike out ‘‘and rent;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to allow to William M. ei eae A Pee S Eea vad at Durango,Colo., 
the sum of $1,350, being amount of clerk-hire paid by him from January 4, 1881, 
to March 31, 1882, during which period said office was in the fourth class; and 
a sum sufficient to pay said amount is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

. MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT PARKVILLE, MO. 


The bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missonri River and to establish it as a post-route was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The firstamendment was, in section 2, line 5, before the word ‘‘ court,” 
to strike out ‘‘ district” and insert ‘‘ circuit; so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

That said bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation of said river be- 


yond what may be necessary to carry into effect the rights and privileges herein 
granted; and in case of any litigation arisin; iran iane such 


` 


tigation may be 
tried and determined by any circuit court of the United States hiss jurisdic- 
tion embraces cither terminus of said bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, in section 3, line 7, before the word ‘hun- 
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dred,” tostrike out ‘‘two”’ and insert “three,” and after “hundred” 
to insert ‘‘and fifty” so as to read: 
Nor shall the span of said bridge be less than 350 feet in length, and the 


iers 
thereof shall be Hel with the current of the river. The main span shall be 
over the channel of the river and not less than 250 fect in length. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, insection3, line 14, before the word “‘hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘one”’ and insert “two,” and after the word 
“ hundred” to strike out “and twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

In case the said company shall elect to construct said bridge as a draw-bridge, 
the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw over the main 
channel with spans not less than 200 feet in length in the clear on each side of 
the pivot piers, and the next adjoining spans to the draw shall not be less than 
100 feet, and the said span shall not be Jess than 30 feet above low-water mark, 
and not less than 10 feetabbve extreme high-water mark, measuring from the bot- 
tom chord ofsaid bridge; and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the 
current of the river where said bridge may be erected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, insection 6, line 13, before the word ‘‘said,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ therefrom,” and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ pro- 
ceed,” to insert ‘‘them;’’ so as to read: 

Which said drawings and other information aforesaid shall be examined by 
him, and if he shall Bo fare the same, he shall so notify the said railway com- 
pany of such approval, and said company may then proceed to the erection of 
said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 21, after the word “'‘au- 
thorized,” to insert ‘* and all expense attending any such changes shall 
be paid by the company; ” so as to read: 

The said railway company may, at any time, make any alterations deemed 
advisable to be made in said bridge, but must first submit such csi oor es alter- 
atidns to the Secretary of War, and his approval shall be first had before they 
shall be authorized; and all expense attending any such changes shall be paid 
by the company. 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 7, after the words ‘‘ bridge 
as,” to strike ont ‘*‘Congress’’ and insert ‘‘the Secretary of War,” and 
in line 11, after the words ‘‘judgment of,” to strike out ‘‘ Congress”? 
and insert ‘the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That the said bridge herein authorized to be constructed shall be so 
kept and managed at all times as to afford proper means and ways for the pns- 
sage of vessels under it both by day and night. There shall be displayed on said 
bridge from sunset to sunrise such lights and signals as may be directed by the 
Secretary of War. And such changes may be made from time to time in the 
structure of said bridge as the Secretary of War may direct at the expense of 
said railway, in order the more effectually to preserve the free navigation of said 
river; or the said structure shall be altogether removed, if, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of War, the public good may require such remoyal, and without 
expense or e to the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to ineert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 8. That this act shall be null and void unless actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of thisact being approved, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out section [9] 10. It is entirely 
unnecessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out sectfon 10, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 10. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
Bage. 

The amendment was to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NOXUBEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River, at or near Gainesville, 
in the State of Alabama, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ obstruction ’’ 
at the end of line 14, to strike out ‘‘tonches’’ and insert ‘‘ may be;”’ 
so as to read: ` 

That the court of county commissioners of Sumter County, Alabama, be, and 
are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, if, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of War the same be a public necessity, a wagon and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Noxubee River, at a point at or near Gainesville, Ala.; thatsaid bridge 
shall not interfere with the free navigation of said river beyond what is neces- 
sary in order to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted; and 
in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to 
the navigation of said river, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of 
the United States in and for any district in which any of said bridge obstruc- 
tion may be. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 1, to add: 

And if tolls shall be charged for the passage of wagons or other vehicles, or of 
animals and foot-passengers, the rates thereof may be fixed by the Secretary of 
War, on appeal to him for that purpose, and no higher charges shall be made 
than shall be established by him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to add: 

And all expenses attending such changes shall be paid by the company con- 
structing said bridge; or, if the Secretary of War shall require any change in 
said bridge or the entire removal of the same after its completion, the same shall 
be at the cost of the company, and if such changes or removal shall not be made 
when required, the aeey of War may make such changes or removal, and 
cause proceedings to be instituted in the name of the United States in zay cir- 
cuit court of the United States in whose jurisdiction any part of said bridge is 
located to recover from the company or ns ownin d bridge the amount 
which may be expended by the United States in such alterations or removal. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. i 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the yr Hay Sahm of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8565) “making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1859, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 56. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 8, 9, 25, 29, 34, 35, 36, 37, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 61, 63, 65, 66, 67, 69, 
70, 72, 73, 75,76, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, $8, 89, 90, 91, and 92, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 48, and agree to the same withan amendment, as follows: Strike 
outin line 13 ofthe amendment the words “survey or resurvey,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “allotments ;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Insert 
after the word “California,” the words ‘‘in suit, Byrne vs. Alds and another;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 52, and agreeto the same with an amendment, as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: “ This sum to be in full satisfac- 
tion of all claims against the Government growing out of such service; and 
the Senate spree to the same. ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out, 
in line 4 of said amendment, the words “one thousand eight hundred,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof "one thousand five hundred; ” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate: 
numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the word “ previously” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “to be; ™” and the Senate agree to the same. 

H. L, DAWES, 


P. B. PLUMB, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
S. W. PEEL, 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
A Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


PUBLIC PARK AT ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


The bill (S. 2946) granting the use of certain lands to the city o 
St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN FINN. 

The bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The preambie recites that in October, 1863, John Finn and William 
P. Milliken were partners in trade, engaged in the purchase of horses 
and mules for the Government, under the firm name of John Finn and 
Company, and during the latter part of the year 1866 Milliken with- 
drew from the firm and conveyed and relinquished to Finn all of his 
interest therein by way of settlement and adjustment of the partner- 
ship affairs and accounts of such firm, in order to dissolve the same, 
whereby Finn became, and is now, the sole owner of the claim for the 
horses and mules herein mentioned; that Finn, on or about the 10th 
of October, 1863, furnished to the Government twenty-four horses and 
seventy-eight mules, which were inspected and accepted by a regularly 
appointed deputy inspector of the Army, according to the regulations, 
practice, or custom of the Quartermaster’s Department at St. Louis, 
Mo., at that time, and for which he has not received any pay; that 
Finn has prosecuted his claim before the Quartermaster-General, who 
dismissed the same for want of jurisdiction, and he thereafter appealed 
to Congress for relief, and his claim was, by the Committee on War 
Claims of the House of Representatives, referred to the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowmanact, where, upon 
hearing, the claim was dismissed for a want of jurisdiction; and he 
then procured and adduced newly-discovered evidence and applied for 
a rehearing before the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, 
which rehearing was granted and the claim transmitted to the Court 
of Claims under section 1063 of the Revised Statutes, and the court 
heard the case and found the facts for the claimant, but by conclusions of 
law again dismissed the petition for want of jurisdiction. Finn then 


appealed from the judgment of the Court of Claims to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where the judgment of the court below was 
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affirmed; and that it has been demonstrated at great expense and delay 
that neither the executive department nor the courts have jurisdiction 
to hear and determine the claim. 

The bill therefore proposes that the claim of John Finn, of St. Lonis, 
Mo., for the valueof twenty-four horses and seventy-eight mules, with 
interest, be referred to the Court of Claims with jurisdiction to hear, 
determine, and allow the same; and, if it shall appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the court that the horses and mules were duly inspected and ac- 
cepted as suitable for the service for which they were intended by an 
officer of the United States under the regulations, practice, or custom 
in force in, and observed by the Quartermaster’s Department at St. 
Louis, Mo., in the purchase of horses and mules for the Government 
at the time the claim originated, the court shall render judgment for 
the agreed price of the horses and mules, with legal interest from the 
date the said claim first accrued. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 18, after the word ‘‘contrary,’”’ to strike out: 

And also without regard to the restrictions as to the assignment and transfer 
of any claim upon the United States or part, share, or interest therein, as con- 
tained in section 3477 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That said court shall hear and determine said claim, notwithstand- 
ing the bar of any statute of limitation to the contrary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see the committee recommend another amend- 
ment in lines 15 and 16. In the report of the committee it is said: 

The committee is also of the opinion that the delay of the claimant in prose- 
euting his case, until after the same was barred by the statute of limitations, 
ought to preclude him from a recoyery of interest against the Government. 
They therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking out of the fif- 
teenth and sixteenth lines the following words: “with legal interest from the 
date the said claim first accrued.” 

That amendment is an amendment offered by the committee. I 
wish the Senate to disagree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). Theamend- 
ment will be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know what the general rule of the Senate has 
been in regard to allowing interest upon all claims. ‘The rule has been 
almost universal, I believe, against the allowance of interest. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], who represents the Committee on 
Claims, can say what that rule is. This case, I think, ought to be an 
exception; but the committee did not feel justified in reporting it as an 
exception, but made that recommendation. The Senator who reported 
the bill [Mr. SPOONER] is not here, and I would not want to take any 
advantage of his absence. Ido not know how the committee stood 
upon the question, and if it could be done fairly and justly I would 
like to have the amendment disagreed to. The Senator from Arkansas 
can state what the report is. 

Mr. JONES, of age This report was made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. In the absence of thatSenator I think 
it better to allow the bill to pass as it came from the committee, If 
there is a committee of conference the Senator from Missouri can pre- 
sent such reasons as satisfy him that an exception ought to be made 
and the amendment of the committee not adopted. It can be easily 
taken care of by that means. I prefer that thatcourse should be taken, 
ane hope that the Senator from Missouri will agree to let that course 

en. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course I can not let the bill go 
over under the circumstances. If the Senate adheres to the action of 
the committee, very well. I would rather have the bill passed in that 
way than not passed at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator from Missouri asking that interest may 
be allowed on a claim? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I say this seems to bean exceptional case. Iad- 
mit the rule all the time is against interest. 

Mr. FRYE. I have seen thousands of cases which were claimed to 
be exceptional, and yet the rule was adhered to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senate act. 

Mr. PASCO. I will say thatthe committee on this matter was unan- 
imous that the amendments ought to be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 15, after the word ‘‘ mules,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘with legal interest from the date the said claim 
first accrued.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


SURETIES OF WILLIAM J. STOKES. 


The bill (S. 2948) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, 
sr., Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to release William B. Stokes, M. M. 
Brien, sr., Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins, sureties on the 
bond of William J. Stokes, as pension agent at Nashville, Tenn., their 
heirs, executors, and administrators from all liability to the United 
States upon the bond. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


The bill (S. 1553) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported an amend- 
ment, in line 4, after the word ‘* purchase,” to insert ‘‘acquire by con- 
demnation or otherwise procure; ™ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
cure a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building for post-office 
and other Government purposes, at Oakland, in the State of California. The 
plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made 
and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building 
complete, the sum of $250,000: Provided, The site shall leave the building unex- 
posed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 
40 feet, including streets and alleys: and no money appropriated for foie par 
pose shall be available until a valid title to the site for said building s! be 
vested in the United States, nor until the State of California shall have ceded to 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
istration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN FLETCHER. 


The bill (S. 2265) for the relief of acting assistant surgeons of the 
Army was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with Order of Business 1363? 

Mr. HARRIS. Order of Business 1363 is next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order of Business 1363, Senate bill 
1331, will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1331) for the relief of John Fletcher. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs], who reported the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be informally passed over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A House bill, which is an exact copy 
of the Senate bill, has been reported to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be pursued if there 
be no objection. 


ACTING ASSISTANT SURGEONS OF THE ARMY. 


The bill (S. 2265) for the relief of acting assisting surgeons of the 
Army was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that bill. Let it go to the other Cal- 
endar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go tothe Calendar under 
Rule IX. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR ALMA, WIS. 


The bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for rail- 
way purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the 
city of Alma, Wis., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the words ‘‘less 
than,” to strike ont ‘‘one hundred and sixty” and insert ‘‘two hun- 
dred;” and in line 6, after the words ‘‘draw and,” to strike out— 

The next adjoining spans of said bridge on either side of said draw-span shall 
give a clear width of water way of not less than 247 feet, and each of the other 
spans ofsaid bridge shall give a clear width of water way of not less than 146 feet : 

rovided, That the span of said bridge over the west channel of said river shall 
givea clear width of water way of not less than 217 feet, and all spans of said 
bridge shall not be less than 26 feet above low-water mark and not less than 12 
et above extreme high-water mark, measured to the bottom chord of the 

ge; 


third time, and $ ; : eye ree said draw openings shall have one or more fixed channel- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The preamble will be agreed to if S each haying not less at 350 feet clear channel-way, and every part of 


there be no objection. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The preamble should be disagreed to, according 
to the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection the preamble 
will be stricken out. The report does not mention the preamble. If 
there be no objection, however, the preamble will be stricken out. 
The Chair hears none, and it is stricken out. 


the superstructure of said Ley Satori give a clear head-room of not less t 10 
feet above high-water mark: vided, That all spans shall be so located as to 
afford the test possible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw open- 
ing shall, if practicable, be located next or near shore: Provided, also, That if 
the physical characteristics of the locality so require, and the interests of navi- 

tion be not injured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans or the number of 
p piga openings may be reduced: Provided, also, That for every two adjacent 
openings of 200 feet each, one draw opening of 300 feet may be substituted if the 
interests of navigation be not injured thereby: 
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So as fto make the section read: 


Sec. 2, That said bridge shall be built with a draw, so asnot to impede the 
navigation of said river; said draw shall be a pivot-draw, over the channel of 
said river usually navigated, near the Wisconsin shore, and giving a clear width 
of water way of not less than 200 feet on each side of the central or pivot pier 
of the draw, and in addition to said draw openings shall have one or more 
fixed channel-spans, each having not less than 350 feet clear chanuel-way, and 
every part of the superstructure of said bridge shall give a clear head-room of 
not less than 10 feet above high-water mark: Prorided, That all spans shall be 
so located as to afford the greatest possible accommodation to the river traftic, 
anda draw opening shall, if practicable, be located next or near shore: Pro- 
vided, also, That if the physical characteristics of the locality so require, and 
the interests of navigation be notinjured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans 
or the number of draw openings may be reduced: Provided, also, That for every 
two adjacent openings of 200 teet each, one draw opening of 300 feet may be 
substituted if the interests of navigation be not injured thereby. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 35, after the words ‘‘as 
the,” to strike out ‘Secretary of War” and insert “Light-House 


Board;’’ so as to read: 
Provided, That said draw shall always be opened promptly upon ressonable 


signal, and said corporation shali maintain at its own expense, from sunset 
to sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board 
shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, in section 3, line 29, after the word ‘‘thereof,”” 
to insert ‘or to remove the same entirely;’’ so as to read: 


And ded, also, That if said bridge when constructed shall, in the opinion 
of the etary of War, be a substantial obstruction to the navigation of said 
river, the Secretary shall require said corporation to change the construction 
thereof, or to remove the same entirely, so as to avoid any serious and substan- 
tial obstruction to the navigation of said river, at the expense of the owners of 


said bridge. 
SEACOAST DEFENSES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bour of 2 0’clock having arrived 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 62) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihope that will be informally laid aside for a little 
while until we dispose of a few more bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to the bill being laid aside if we 
are to proceed with the Calendar. I do not know what opposition will 
be made to the fortification bill, but I hardly feel like pressing it to a 
vote in the condition the Senate is to-day. It may be informally laid 
aside, to be called up at pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it retain its place as unfinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest that it be postponed until Monday next. 
We are not going to have a full Senate before thattime. If agreeable 
to the Senator from Oregon, I ask that it be regarded as the unfinished 
business on Monday next. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose that itis quite possible that some Senator 
may be ready to address the Senate upon the bill before that time. I 
would prefer that it be informally laid aside. 

Mr. RRIS. Let it be laid aside, then, from day to day infor- 
mally until the contingency happens which the Senator suggests. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the unfin- 
ished business will be informally laid aside. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR ALMA, WIS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for rail- 
way purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the 
city of Alma, Wis. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was 
to insert as a new section: 

Sxc. 9. That this act shall be null and void, if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year, and completed within 
three years, from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT GUNTERSVILLE, ALA. 
The bill (S. 2911) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that be indefinitely postponed. A House bill 
for the same 7 oid so has already been passed and become a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely postponed 
if there be no objection. ‘The Chair hears none. » 


PUBLIC-LAND ENTRIES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider th 
bill (S. 2875) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain 
settlers on public lands, and to provide for the ment of certain 
fees, purchase-money, and commissions, paid on void entries of public 
lands,” approved June 16, 1880. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in section 2, line 1, after the word ‘‘homestead,’’ to in- 
sert. “' pre-emption; ’’ in line 20, after the word ‘‘entry,”’ to insert ‘‘ was 


made in good faith and without fraud, and;’’ in line 22, after the word 
“ without,” to strike out ‘‘ knowledge of;”’ and in line 25, after the 
word ‘‘entry,’’ to insert: 


Upon thesurrender of the duplicate receipt and the execution by him ofa proper 
relinquishment of all claims to said lands. í RER 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the second section of the act approved June 16, 1880, 
entitled “An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to pro- 
vide for the repayment of certain fees, I papaa won and commissions paid 
Sn vo entries of public larfds,” be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as 

ows: 

“Sec, 2. In all cases where homestead, pre-emption, or timber-culture, or des- 
ert-land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shal! here- 
after be canceled for conflict, or whero, from any cause, the entry has been er- 
roneously allowed and can not be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause to be repaid tothe person who made such entry, orto his heirs or assigns, 
the fees and commissions, amount of purchase-money, and excess paid upon the 
same, upon the surrender of the duplicate receiptand the execution of a proper 
relinquishment of all claims to said land, whenever such entry shall have been 
duly canceled by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and in all cases 
where parties have paid double minimum price for land which has afterwards 
been found not to be within the limits of a railroad land grant, the excess of 
$1.25 per acre shall in like manner be repaid to the purchaser thereof or to the 
heirs or assigns: Provided, That in all cases of pre-emption or commuted home- 
stead entries, in which from any cause the patent can not be issued, and in 
which it shall be satisfactorily shown that the entry was made in good faith 
and without fraud, and was paid for with the money of a third party acting 
in good faith and without fraud, and that he has not been reimbursed therefor, 
the money shall be refunded to such third party on the cancellation of the en- 
try, upon the surrender of the duplicate receipt and the execution by him of a 
proper relinguishment of all claims tosaid lands." 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY S. FRENCH. 


The bill (S. 82) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. 
French was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ok in line 14, after the word ‘“‘ parties,’’ to strike out the following 
words: 


Also to review the decision of the Southern Claims Commission for the valuo 
of 100 bales of cotton used for hospital purposes at the battle of Jonesborough, 
Ga., and render judgment thereon; and the said court shall further consider 
any evidence that may have been taken under the direction of the South- 
ern Claims Commission in regard to such claims, with authority on the part of 
pe gees a or the claimants to take additional testimony under the rules 
o cou! 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the L representatives of Henry S. French, deceased, 
late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 23) bales of cotton, taken at 
Jonesborough, Ga., in September, 1864, by General William G, Le Duc, by order 
of General Sherman, and turned over to the Treasury agent, and by him sold 
and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States; and for this pur- 
pose jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and determine and 
Laser gh bem goo in conformity with the rights of the respective parties: Pro- 
vided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause from said court to the Supreme 
Court as in other cases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
DISTRIBUTION OF ‘FISH AND FISHERIES,” 


The next business on the Calendar was the House concurrent resolu- 
tion for the correction of an error made in the distribution of a docu- 
ment known as ‘‘ Fish and Fisheries,” and the Senate proceeded toits 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, April 27, 1888. 


Whereas it appears by the report made to the House of Representatives from 
the Committee on Printing, February 16, 1888, that there are in the hands of the 
Public Printer 507 sets of the document known as “Fish and Fisheries,” held 
by him for sale; and 

Whereas it also appears by said report that in prorating these books about the 
Ist of February, 1886, a mistake was made by prorating 6.000 copies instead of 
5,000 copies, the actual number printed for the House, This mistake credited 
each member with 3 more sets of this book than they were entitled to receive, 
making the folding-room about 1,000 sets short of the number credited. Asthe 
mistake was not discovered for nearly eighteen months after, and very many 
members had in the mean time drawn the number thus placed -to their credit, 
it was too late to fully correct the error. it was discovered, however, 3 sets 
were deducted from the accounts of members who had that number still remain- 
ing to their credit, and where only 1 or 2 sets were to the credit of members the 
account was canceled. On account of this error there are 437 sets of this book 
still to the credit of members and ex-members which can not be furnished until 
some provision is made to supply the folding-room with that quantity of them: 

Resolved by the ITouse of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Public 
Printer be directed to withhold from sale and turn over to the bapratls “age of 
the House of Representatives 437 copies of the document known as ** and 

eries,’’ the same to be used in making good to the senpecuee members. of 
Congress entitled thereto under the joint resolution passed July 21, 1882, the de- 
ficiency occurring to them by reason of the mistake made in the prorating and 
distribution of such documents under said resolution, 


The resolution was concurred in, 


The preamble was agreed to, 


1888. 
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BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 
bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1576) for the relief of the heirs of 
Joseph Anderson, reported adversely and postponed indefinitely; re- 
considered and placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

‘The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1480) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to apply the unexpended balance 
of the appropriation made by the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of 
the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota In- 
dians of Minnesota, subsequent to June 1, 1861, and prior to the mas- 
sacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1885, now remaining in the Treasury, to the payment 
of interest on the sums found due by said Secretary under said act. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


The bill (S. 2823) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the words 
‘ffor the,” to insert ‘‘Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway 
Company;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be lawful for the Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Com- 
pany, a corporation my Sore ge under the laws of the State of Arkansas, to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge, and approaches thereto, over the Arkansas River, 
ata point on said river at or near the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, and to lay on and over said bridge a railroad track or tracks for the 
more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads are or hereafter 
be constructed to the said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite 
said point, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was,insection 1, line 19, after the word ‘‘ war,” 
to strike out ‘‘as to railway trains; and as to wagons, vehicles, animals, 
and foot-passengers, such rates as may be provided by the laws of Ar- 
kansas; ” so as to read: 


Said bridge shall be constructed to assage of railway trains, 
and, at the option of the builders and owners thereof, may be used for the pas- 
sage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals of all kinds, 
and for foot-passengers for reasonable rates of toll as may be approved, 
from time to time, by the Secretary of War. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 7: 

And if any litigation shall arise in regard to said bridge, the same shall be 
had in the circuit court of the United States in whose jurisdiction the bridge or 
any part thercof is located. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishonuld like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] who I see reported the bill with this amendment, whether 
it is intended by the amendment to give the circuit court of the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction of any suit or controversy that may arise 
in regard to the bridge, as it might respect a suit for damages by a 
traveler, or by a freighter on account of the insufliciency of the bridge 
which led to the destruction of his property, or whether that phrase 
is only intended to cover questions of litigation regarding the bridge 
being an obstruction to navigation? 

Mr. VEST. The latter construction was the intention of the com- 
mittee, although I suppose the language might include the former. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I venture to suggest the doubt whether it would 
be wise to compel every private m who might have any litigation 
with the company, into which the bridge should be drawn as an ele- 
ment, to suc in the circuit court of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. It was not the intention of the committee to oust the 
jurisdiction of the State courts. I have no objection to achange in the 
verbiage. The idea of the committce was to give jurisdiction to the 
United States court as to any litigation which arose ont of the insuffi- 
cient construction of the bridge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So far as anything arising under this proposed act 
is concerned, the laws of the United States would give the circuit court 
jurisdiction without the amendment, because the question would arise 
under a law of the United States, and itis perfectly right that it should 
be in the circuit court, so far as any great and main question is con- 
cerned regarding the existence of the bridge, etc.; but to have language 
which would raise a question as to a private person having a contro- 
versy of any kind, as a contract for building it, for instance, which 
would compel him to sue in the United States circuit court rather 
cd in a State court, Ishould think would be going too far. It would 
strike me so. 


The next 


rovide for the 


Mr. VEST. I have no objection to limiting the clause, for it might 
be susceptible to that construction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the river between two States? 

Mr. VEST. The bridge is all in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. One abutment of the bridge may possibly 
At one point in the town, crossing directly 


be in the Indian country. 


over the Arkansas River, it would go into the Indian country. The 
bridge can be built so that both ends may be in the State of Arkansas, 
or it may be builtso that one abutment may be in the Indian country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see that that would really make any dif- 
ference after all, so far as anything arising under this act, the authority 
to build, and how it was built, is concerned, I suggest that the amend- 
mentis unn , because any litigation growing out of the construc- 
tion of the bridge would clearly arise under this act of Congress and in 
conformity with it. So far as respects private interests of contractors 
and people engaged in traflic across the bridge, in whatever form, I do 
not see that the circnit court of the United States ought to be given 
exclusive jurisdiction; for I repeat, all questions that arise under this 
or any other law of Congress, or that arise under cur general jurisdic 
tion laws about citizenship, must go to the circuit court of the United 
States. What I am afraid of is, that this language would compel mere 
private persons having controversies with the company to go into the 
circuit court. 

Mr. VEST. Asuit might be instituted in the State court against this 
corporation by a citizen of Arkansas which would arise out of questions 
coming from this act. Then, of course, if the statute of the United 
States became involved the case could be removed, and would be re- 
moved to the United States court; but as to the original jurisdiction, it 
might be commenced in theState court. That fact afterwards appear- 
ing would amount to a change of venue. It would have to go then to 
the United States tribunal. 

The idea of the committee was to put in the general provision which 
we have in all these bills, that as to any question growing out of the 
insufficient construction of the bridge, its impeding navigation, etc., 
the United States circuit court within whose jurisdiction it was should 
take charge of the matter. It might be that the language isa little too 
broad, but that was the idea the committee had. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iamvery much afraidofit. Iwish the language 
could be put in some way so as not to compel mere ordinary litigations 
between private parties regarding the bridge to be brought into the 
circuit court of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Senator from Vermont make a suggestion, and 
I have no doubt we can arrange that matter. I agree with him about 
it. IconfessI did not think of that aspect of it when I drew the 
amendment. Ihave stated what my idea was about it. I have no 
objection to changing the phraseology. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont sug- 
gest an amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would suggest to have it read ‘‘under the pro- 
visions of this act,” and that will cover all the questions of obstruc- 
tion. It might be better to save the phrase, because if it should strike 
two se te jurisdictions, like Arkansas and the Indian Territory, the 
question as to whether the case should be brought in the judicial tri- 
bunal on one side of the river or the other might present a difficulty. 
So I would suggest, after the word ‘‘arise,’’? to insert the words 
“under the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that amendment. 

ty EDMUNDS. That will save the question of Territorial diffi- 
culty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4of section 7 as proposed to be amended, 
after the word ‘‘arise,’’ insert the words ‘‘under the provisions of this 
act;’? soas to read: 

if any li t a n the isi 
DARA hog h litiga ion shall arise under the provisions of this act in regard to 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest another amendment at the foot 
of page 4 at the end of section 5, being the same one that in some 
former bills we agreed to in regard to changes in the plan of the con- 
struction of the bridge. This bill follows the old form, that the change 
‘*shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War,” but we 
have recently thought it necessary and safe to insert the additional 
provision that no such change shall be made until it is approved by 
the Secretary of War, as some of the companies have gone on in some 
instances that I have known ofand proceeded to make their change in 
a different way, trusting to luck to get the approval of the Secretary - 
of Warafterwards, and when he said he doubted, and so on, they would 
say “We are very sorry; we thought you would approve; but the 
bridge is doné, and we can not do anything about it now.” So I think 
it ought to be limited to the changes in plan of construction heretofore 
carried into execution until they are approved, so that they must 
stop it. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. - I have no objection to the amend- 
ment suggested. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to add after the word ‘‘ War,” at the end 
of section 5, the words: 

And no such change shall be made until such approval has been obtaincd. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN FLETCHER. 

Mr. DAWES. In my absence the bill (S. 1331) for the relief of John 
Fletcher was passed over. I move to take up that bill now. It will 
take but a moment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that, instead of the Senate bill, House bill 
128, reported this morning, which is identical with it, may be taken 


u 
Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the House 
bill will be reported and considered in lieu of the Senate bill. 

The bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to John Fletcher, of Franklin, Ind., $3,450, for loss of cat- 
tle, while in the employment of the United States, in the year 1870, 
by the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no report, the clerks inform 
the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a report made to the House of Representa- 
tives upon the House bill which has been made to the Senate on two 
separate occasions unanimously, and the same report has been adopted. 
There was no report made with this bill at this session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any Indian fund out of which the claim 
is payable? 

Mr. DAWES. No, there is no Indian fand out of which the money 
‘can be paid. These Indians are supported out of the Treasury now, so 
that if ft should be confined to the Indian fund nothing would come or 
it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no fund applicable to that purpose? 

Mr. DAWES. No, there is no fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator state briefly what were the cir- 
cumstances? 

Mr. DAWES. This man was employed under contract with the Gov- 
ernment to supply cattle for the Indians at the Cheyenne and Arapaho 
agency. In taking them to the agency, after they were got upon the 
reservation, but before they reached the agency, a raid was made by 
some Indians, who could not be controlled, upon the cattle he had 
there, and this amount of cattle was captured by them. 

This matter was before the Senate at two separate sessions, and the 
bill passed the Senate unanimously. It has been reported unanimously 
twice this session by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and has passed 
the House of Representatives also. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Indians ate the cattle? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Indians consumed the cattle, but this man lost 
them. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise to object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I should like to have the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs explain how it is that this claim for Indian depredations is sin- 
gled out of the hundreds of claims that are pending in the Senate, 
numbers of which have been referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. DAWES. A great many bills for what may be called Indian 
depredutions have been referred, session after session, to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and a good many more to the Committee on 
Claims, The Committee on Claims at this session found themselves 
so overwhelmed with the matter that they could not cope with it, and 
they instracted a subcommittee, after conference with the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to submit to the Senate a resolution for a special 
committee to take care of the subject. That resolution was reported 
to the Senate by the Senator’s colleague, and remains pending in the 
Senate. 

This claim was considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs to be 
somewhat different from the others in the fact that this was a man in 
the employ of the Government taking these cattle under contract with 
the Government to these very Indians, and he had got the cattle upon 
the reservation, and on their way to the agency, when they were raided 
upon by these Indians and captured. It is somewhat different from 
the general question of Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the Indians appropriate them to the same 
purpose that they would have been appropriated to if they had been 
delivered ? j 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, they appropriated them to the same purpose, 
but the loss was taken out of this poor fellow who had the cattle driv- 
ing them there. The cattle were not accounted for, and he could not 
get pay for cattle he did not deliver to the agency. 

Mr. DOLPH. Under the same principle, whenever there is a raid 
made by Indians from a reservation into the surrounding country and 
horses are stolen or cattle taken and eaten, they are appropriated to the 
same purpose for which the beef that is bought by the Government to 
feed them is appropriated. 

Mr. DAWES, ‘There is no doubt about that, but itis taking private 


property to feed the Indians when the Government is under treaty ob- 
ligations to feed them itself. The Government made a contract with 
this man tbat if he would deliver tothe agency these cattle it would 
pay him for them. On his way to the agency and after he got within 
the jurisdiction of the agent himself, the Indians destroyed his cattle 
before they were accounted for. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not see that this is a stronger case than the 
4,500 cases which are now pending for payment by the Government for 
Indian depredations. 

Mr. DAWES. This case has one advantage, if no other, over those. 
It has been reported favorably by this committee in two previous Con- 
gresses, and passed the Senate unanimously, as it has now passed the 
House of Representatives unanimously; and it has been to some extent 
adjudicated upon as a fair and proper claim against the Government 
(whether the other claims were or not), because the Government ought 
to have taken care of these cattle after it had got them upon the reser- 
vation. 

Mr. DOLPH. I simply desire to say that I think it is a burning 
shame that claimants have been for the last twenty-five or thirty years 
waiting for the Government to take action upon their claims for Indian 
depredations. I think the Government is under a legal obligation to 
pay for all depredations committed before 1860. There has been a pro- 
vision of law all the while, before 1860 and since, for the presentation 
of all such claims to the Secretary of the Interior, for the auditing of 
the claims by him, and for a report by the Secretary toCongress. The 
reports of the Secretary of the Interior are before Congress. Congress 
has all the information that has been obtained by the Secretary of the 
Interior, together with the findings of facts in the cases; and then nu- 
merous bills, bills of a general character and bills for private relief, 
have been introduced into both branches of Congress and referred to the 
respective committees. 

I admit that the present claim has this advantage, that the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs has taken it up, and reported it favorably; but 
upon its merits it has no advantage over the four thousand five hun- 
dred claims now pending and waiting to be paid; and I hope the com- 
mittee and Congress will find time to act upon those claims. 

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator that it is'a shame that these 
outstanding claims are left to be knocking at the door of Congress and 
get no hearing. Many of them are just claims which ought to be 

id. 

Some of them in the nature of the case are exaggerated and swollen, 
and some of them are groundless. Thereis a vast number of them, 
involving a very large charge upon the Treasury. 

From time to time the Committee on Appropriations, pressed with 
these claims to be put upon their bills, have devised ways to eliminate 
those that ought to be paid out of the others, and as yet they have failed. 
The proposition which came from the Committee on Claims, and had 
the co-operation of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to constitute a 
committee here whose sole business it should be to sift out these claims 
and report such as ought to be paid, should be adopted by the Senate. 
Upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his 
report, just such a committee was created in the House of Representa- 
tives at the beginning of this session, but they have somehow or other 
been appalled, and like all other committees have gone to work pick- 
ing out here and there those claims which haye had the greatest press- 
ure behind them, but no general disposition of the claims has been 
made. 

I do not think the Committee on Indian Affairs is very much to blame. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs is a pretty industrious committee with 
other matters. These are claims, and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
ought not to be burdened with them this much. That committee will 
bear me out in saying that if they undertook to pass upon these claims 
they could not do anything else. 

I have not a word to say in contravention of what the Senator from 
Oregon has said. Nobody upon any of these committees who has seen 
the character of these claims and the appalling amount which has been 
rolling up from year to year, and the condition and need of many of 
the claimants, will hesitate a moment in saying that it is a shame 
they are left undisposed of. 

This claim has certain elements which I have tried to point out, in 
addition to the fact that it has had the indorsement of two or three 
committees and of the Senate on two or three occasions. 

Mr. DOLPH. It seems that we are all in favor of paying these 
claims. As far as I know, everybody agrees that they should be paid. 
We are constantly passing bills for private relief and passing bills of a 
general character for the adjudication of claims against the Govern- 
ment. It seems very strange that these just claims, which have been 
for over a quarter of a century awaiting the action of Congress for their 
payment, and which have been adjudicated over and over again by the 
Secretary of the Interior, can not be paid. I can not say, I will not 
undertake to say, where the blame lies, but it seems to me that there 
ought to be some action taken, either by the passage of a general bill, 
or a committee should be appointed to take up these cases one by one 
and pass upon them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this case is distinguishable from the great 
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mass of the Indian depredation claims, as stated by the chairman of the 
committee, and so I can vote for it without committing myself to the 
great mass of claims, some of which, presumably, are good ones and 
just ones, and some of which are bad ones, and others of which are 
greatly exaggerated. But I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to the possible value, not on this bill, but on two 
others that I see he has reported and are on the Calendar, concerning 
the Shoshones, if they are the Indians concerned—Order of Business 
1465—— 

Mr. DAWES. This case relates to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, I understood you te say Shoshones. Then 
my remarks would not apply. I was going to suggest that if it was a 
taking by the Shoshones, it might be well in paying them for their 
property, as it is pro apparently by these bills to pay for some of 
their land, they should be taught the propriety of peace and good be-7 
havior by taking the amount of the depredation out of the price of their 
land. 

Mr. DAWES, 
were the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. BatI misunderstood the Senator in respect of the 
name of the tribe. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
& third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 1331) for the relief of 
John Fletcher will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2551) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, so as to make Inauguration 
Day a holiday within said District; and 

An act (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw 
Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. Inquiries have been made of me this morning as to the 
time when I proposed to call up the river and harbor bill. I shall ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill 
on Monday next, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


WILLIAM T. CRUMP. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Alabama to yield 
to me just one moment, that I may call the attention of the Senate to 
the condition of the bill (S. 353) for the relief of William T. Crump. 
I find that it is on the Calendar favorably reported from the Commit- 
tee on Claims by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. He 
presented with the bill at the time it was reported a written report 
which was subsequently withdrawn with the understanding that the 
views of the minority were to be submitted and printed at the same 
time. Incase of my absence, I desire that no action may be taken on 
that bill until those reports are presented. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Whenever the views of the minority 
are filed they can be printed with the report of the majority. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; but my purpose is to give no- 
tice to the Senate that the written reports, favorable and unfavorable, 
es bill will be presented before there is any action taken on the 

ill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope that the Senator from Alabama will withhold 
his motion and allow the next two bills on the Calendar, two House 
bills Which are very unimportant bills, reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, Order of Business 1383 and 1384, to be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will give way to those two bills. 


GENERAL G. CLUSERET. 


The bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
an amendment, in lines 8, 9, and 10, to strike out ‘‘rendered to the 
Department of State in ing out a circular instruction of that De- 
partment of May 23, 1880,” and to insert “‘and expenses in procuring 
information and specimens of benefit to the United States and;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, au- 


thorized and empowered to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not o! 
wise appropriated, upon vouchers duly approved by the of State, the 


I agree, if it should happen that the depredators 


sum of $500, to be immediately available, to pay to General G, Cluseret for serv- 
ices and expenses in procuring information and specimens of benefit to the 
United States and relative to statistical information in the Turkish dominions. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P. HAGEMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore a certain 
Mexican bond belonging to John P. Hageman, of Kingston, Ulster 
County, New York, for the sum of $50, and numbered 298, due 
July 4, 1885, and signed by Josie M. Carvijal, as governor of Tanauli- 
pas and San Luis Potosi, now in the custody of the Department of 
State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will he read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
May 23, 1888: 


The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman, having had the same under considera- 
tion, respectfully report : 

The committee adopt the report made by Mr, Ilirr, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House at the present session of Congress, which is as fol- 
lows: 

“The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 4691, 


beg leave to report: 

“That John P, Hageman, of Kingston, Ulster County, New York, in 1865, did 
certain advertising in his newspaper, the Rondout Courier, for the Mexican 
Government, amounting to $50, which was not paid except by the delivery to 
him, by the duly autho: agent of the Mexican Government, of a bond for 
$50, on which nothing was or has been paid. In 1870 Mr. submitted 
to the United States and Mexican Claims Commission his claim for this amount, 
$50, and filed this bond, with the papers, before the commission. Owing to the 
fact that he failed to produce proof of his citizenship or of the authority of the 
parties who made and executed the obligation, the claim was dismissed by the 
umpire February 3,1874. The Government of the United States has nothing 
whatever to do with the cop been of this bond, which is one of a series known 
as the Corlies-Carbajal bonds, issued by the Mexican Government in 1865. Our 
State Department has received information, and caused it to be made public 
through the newspapers, that the Mexican Government has recently provided 
for their redemption, In reply to Mr. Hageman’s inquiry, the Secretary of 
State said, December 17, 1886: 

t Your bond is apparently one of these genuine bonds. But before you can 
take any steps looking tothe redemption of that bond, as provided by the Mexi- 
can Government, you will have to procure an act of Congress authorizing this 
Pe pring to return to you the bondin question. It being a part of the rec- 
ord of that Claims Commission, can not be removed therefrom except upon 
such permission,’ 

“In reply to an inquiry from this committee, the Secretary says: 

** In view of the precedents set by Congress in acts authorizing the surrender 
to their owners of original papers which have formed a part of the files of the 
said Claims Commission, I sce no reason to object to this bill.’ 

**The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill,” 


“DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, D. C., December 17, 1886. 


“Sm: Lhave received ro letter of the 15th instant, touching a Gorlies-Car- 
bajal bond issued by the Government of Mexico in 1865, 

`“ This bond, as you are aware, was transmitted to the Department with your 
letter of March 7, 1870, and with that communication was brought before the late 
American-Mexican Claims Commission organized pursuant to the convention 
of July 4, 1868, between the United States and Mexico, The claim was docketed 
No. 452, and was dismissed by the umpire, February 3, 1874, on the ground that 
you did not attempt to prove your citizenship, the authority of the parties who — 
made and executed the obligation which you filed, or any other fact in con- 
nection with the transaction. 

“This Government has ee waakeris to do with the’redemption of these 
bonds, as you intimate, but the Mexican Government has lately provided for 
their redemption. 

“ With a dispatch, No. 728, of December 26, 1883, Mr. P. H. Morgan, at the time 
United States minister at the City of Mexico, forwarded hither a Presidential 
order upon the crt ey which is as follows: y 

*“ ‘The President directed that the general treasury shall instruct the Mexi- 
ean consul at New York to inform the holders of the Carbajal bonds that, from 
the Ist day of January, 1884, the said bonds will be received as cash money in 
payment of 5 per cent. of import duties, payable at the Vera Cruz maritime cus- 
tom-house, and in payment of 10 per cent, of such duties payable at the custom- 
houses of Tampico, Matamoros, Monterey, Laredo, Mier, and Camargo: Pro- 
vided, however, That in view of the fact that the genuine bonds put into circula- 
tion by Messrs. Corlies & Co. may be confounded with the Fraudulent emis- 
sion of Woodhouse, they must be previously presented to the general treasury, 
in order that, being certified as ponies, they may be ved by said cus- 
tom-houses without further requisites. The interest that may have accrued on 
said bonds shall be paid at par, and if any bondholders should desire to receive 
the capital also, although the same may not be due, the bonds will be taken at 
a discount of 7 per cent. per annum from the date of the acceptance until Sep- 
tember 30, 1885, which is the time when said bonds became due.’ 

“The Department caused this order to be made public through the news 
but has taken no further action in the premises, except to make inquiry & the 
Mexican Government, at the instance of several bondholders, as to the genuine- 
ness of their bonds. Your bond is apparently one of these genuine bonds. But 
before you can take any steps looking to the redemption of that bond, as pro- 
vided by the Mexican Government, you will have to procure an act of Co: 
authorizing this Department to return to you the bond in question. It being a 
part of the record of claims commission, can not be removed therefrom 
except upon such perm: is 

“Tam, sir, your obedient servant, 
“T, F. BAYARD, 


“J, P. HA , Esq. 
Cay Gy aatan Ulster County, New York.” 
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“ DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 19, 1887. 

“Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 15th 
instant, transmitting from the subcommittee of the Committee on vases Af- 
fairs, to whom it been referred, a bill introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives Sonar? Aaa 1887, designated H. R. 10545, and entitled ‘A bill for qhe 
relief of John P. Hageman.’ 

*“ The bill provides for the restoration to Mr. Hageman of a Mexican bond for 
$50 filed by him as a claim against the Government of Mexico with the United 
States and Mexican Claims Commission, which was organized under the con- 
yention ot July 4, 1868, between the two Governments. h 

“In reply, I have tostate that the bond in question is preserved among the 
papers of that commission in this Department, and for your further information 
concerning the case I will cause to be sent herewith a copy of the letter from 
Mr. Hageman tothe Secretary of State, dated March 7, 1870, presenting his claim 
and a copy of the opinion of the commissioners dismissing the same. 

“ In view of the precedents set by Congress in acts authorizing the surrender to 
their owners of original papers which have formed a part of the files of the said 
claims commission, I see no reason to object to passage of this bill. 

“Ihave the honor to be, your ient servant, 


“Hon. R. R. Hrrr, 
“ House of Representatices. 


“uT, F. BAYARD. 


“Keston, N. Y., March 7, 1870. 


“Sm: Agreeably toa published notice emanating from you in to claims 
against the Mexican Government, I inclose you Mexican bond, which I obtained 


from a duly-authorized agent in noe rear ‘or advertising bonds for sale in the 
Rondout Courier, a new published in the village of Rondout, in the town 
of Kingston and county of 


er. Lalso inclose you affidavit. 
“J. P. HAGEMAN, 
“ Late Publisher Rondout Courier. 
*“Tion. Secretary Fisx.” 
“STATE or New YORK, Ulster County: 


“E: Magomeni betig duly sworn, says that in the year 1865 he advertised to 
the amount of $50 in the Rondout Courier, a paper panteg and published in the 
village of Rondout and county aforesaid, for the Mexican Government, agros 
ably to the directions of an authorized agent, and that no part thereof has been 


paid or satisfied. 
“J. P. HAGEMAN. 
“Sworn to before me this 7th day of March, 1870. 


“HO 


ARD CHIPP, 
“ Notary Public in and for Ulsler County, New York.” 


“Copy of an nRT in the record of the opinions of the Commissioners of the 
United States Mexican Claims Commission, organized under the conven- 
tion between the two Governments, concluded July 4, 1858, Volume II, page 


587. 
“=J. P. Hageman ts, Mexico. No, 452. American docket, 
‘Mr, Commissioner Wadsworth delivered the opinion of the commissioners, 


as follows: 
‘Claimant does not attempt to prove his citizenship, the authorities of the 


parties who made and executed the obligation which he files, or any other fact. 
ismissed.’™ 


“ ‘The claim is therefore d! 


And recommended the passage of the bill. 


‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. MORGAN. Irenew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened and (at 3 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m) tha Donats adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 19, 1883, af 

o’ m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 18, 1888. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Andrew F. Shafer, of Michigan, to be surveyor of customs for the 


port of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan, being a new office cre- 
ated by act of Congress approved June 4, 1888. j 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Thomas 8. Maxey, of Texas, to be United States district judge for 
the western district of Texas, in place of Ezekiel B. Turner, deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut, Henry De H. Waite, to be first lieutenant, June 4, 
1888, vice Watts, appointed regimental adjutant. 
` Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. F. Beers Taylor, to be captain, June 15, 1888, vice Daw- 
son, retired from active service, 
Second Lieut. John H. Gardner, to be first lieutenant, June 15, 1888, 
vice Taylor, promoted. 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. Joseph A. Sladen, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, June 15, 1888, vice Quentin, retired from active service. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 18, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. NELSON, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. McCormick, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. LArroon, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr, TURNER, of Georgia, for ten days. 

To Mr. WARNER, for ten days, on account of important business, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of Selina 
A. Sims, widow of William 8. Sims; and 
A bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge at or 
near Knoxville, Tenn. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROWNSVILLE, TEX. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building 
at Brownsville, Tex., and that the bill be now put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to accept the donation of a site, and cause to be erected 
thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, for the 
use and accommodation of the United States courts, custom-house, post-oflice, 
and for other Government offices and uses at Brownsville, in the State of Texas. 
The building, when cea eng nS upon plans and specifications to be previously 
made and approved b © Secretary of the , Shall not exceed in cost 
the sum of $50,000; and no plan for said building shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 
for said building; and the site donated shall leave the building une: ed to 
danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: 
Provi That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the 
said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Texas shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time 
the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except 
the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil 
process therein. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Reserving the right to object, I would like to hear 
the report read. 

The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 

Brownsville is the headquarters of the customs district of Brazos Santiago, in 


Texas, through which there were imported and exported during the ten years 
ending June 30, 1885, goods, wares, and merchandise amounting in value to 


$23,586,960. 

The circuit and district courts of the United States meet at Brownsville on the 
first Monday in January and July. 

The net revenue of the post-office for the fiscal year 1887 was $1,421.29, and for 
the first and second quarters of the year 1888 it amounted to $810. 

The Government is now Lixpry, gt annual rent of $1,700 for the custom-house 
and for a building for the use of the Federal courts. 

The bill provides for the erection of a public building for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States courts, custom-house, and post-oflice. Browns- 


ville has a population of upwards of 6,000 people, and the troops at Fort Brown 
receive their mails through the fice at Brownsville. 
The o 1 bill provided for the appropriation of $60,000 for the purchase of 


a site and the erection of the building, but the city council of Brownsville hay- 
ing passed an ordinance donating a site to the Government, the committee 
have prepared a substitute for the original bill, which authorizes the Secretary 
of the to accept the donation of a site for the building, and which pro- 
vides for an appropriation of only $50,000 for the cost of the building. 

The committee recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand, $50,000 is the whole sum pro- 
posed to be expended for this building ? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. If I heard the report correctly, the net receipts of 
the post-office at Brownsville for the year 1887 were $1,000. 
- Mr. CRAIN. Ido not remember the exact figures. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read again that portion of the re- 


port: . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The net revenue of the post-office for the fiscal year 1887 was $1,421.29, and for 
tho first and second quarters of the year 1888 it amounted to $810. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any special necessity for this buiiding? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. The Federal courts meet at Brownsville, 
and there is a custom-house there. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pest; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1888. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. RANDALL. After there has been a recognition on the other 
side (there having been one on this side), I desire to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 


Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public build- 
ing at Wichita, Kans., and that the House now proceed to consider the 
same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the additional sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated 
for the completion of a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the 
accommodation of the t-office, United States courts, and other Government 
offices, at the city of Wichita, State of Kansas, to be expended by tho Secretary 
of the Treasury. mutters to the requirements of an act for that purpose approved 
March 3,1885. The limit of cost prescribed in said act is hereby extended as 
aforesaid, and no plan shall be approved which will involve an expenditure for 
site oo building complete, including approaches, greater than the limit herein 

ed. 

The amendment proposed by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was read, as follows: 

In line 3, strike out ‘tone hundred” and insert ‘fifty; so as to read, “that 
the additional sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated,” etc. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report of the committee had better be 
read. 
The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 

Under the bill that was d in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress 
the rk wy Die reg for a public building at Wichita, Kans., was increased to 

00,000, Under this bill the ground was obtained and the foundation of the 
building put in, but the growth of the city and country tributary to it has 
been so remarkable that the inadequacy of the proposed building to meet the 
necessities of the Government business became apparent. 

The marvelous increase in the growth of the city is shown by the following 
official figures: 
POPULATION OF WICHITA. 


‘This is the last official knowledge of the population, buta reasonable estimate 
places present population at 40,000. Two thousand six hundred buildings were 
erected in this city from June 1, 1886, to June 1, 1887. ‘ 

‘The real-estate transactions for the first five months of 1887 were $34,893,565, 
being the largest in any city in the United States during that period excepting 


only New York and Kansas City, Mo. 
The business in the United States courts held in this city and inthe post- 
office has increased very greatly. The aggregate receipts of the post-office now 


“The United States courts held in this city Laye criminal jurisdiction over of- 
fenses committed in the Indian Territory. 

These are some of the reasons that have led to the conclusion that a larger 
building than was originally contemplated is demanded. 

The committee is informed that the foundation of the building can be enlarged 
in such a way as to utilize the foundation now in. 

The Supervising Architect, the United States attorney, and United States mar- 
shal of the State recommend an increased appropriation ; and your commit- 
tee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 

Strike out " 100,000” and insert *' $50,000." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, unless we can have some explanation. 
What was the limit fixed by law for the cost of this building ? 

Mr. PETERS. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems to me that sum issuflicient and ought not 
to be exceeded. Just now we appropriated only $50,000 for a public 
building at Brownsville, which is to be used for the custom-house, post- 
office, and United States courts. 

Mr. PETERS. Before the gentleman objects I trust he will allow 
astatement. ‘The public business has increased very largely at Wichita. 
It has now a population of 40,000, and is in a district which has half a 
million people. There are United States courts held there; there are 
land offices, and there is a post-office, the net receipts of which during 
this fiscal year haveamounted to over $50,000. The Supervising Archi- 
tect bas joined with the United States marshal and the United States 
district attorney in recommending the additional appropriation pro 
in this bill. The foundation of the building has been constructed; but 
all work has been suspended since these recommendations, because it 
has been ascertained that if the building be erected according to the 
plan originally contemplated it will be insufficient to meet the wants 
of the Government. The building was commenced when the popula- 
tion of the city was only about 18,000, The population has since 
doubled; and, as I said, the net receipts of the post-office alone during 
the present fiscal year have been over $50,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I see the site has been purchased; I wish toinquire 
of the gentleman from Kansas what was the cost of the site. 

Mr. PETERS, I would state that the cost of thesite to the Govern- 
ment was just $1,400. The city made up the rest of it, amounting to 
$9,000. The Government could to-day sell its square of ground for 
$100,000 in cash; and yet it cost, as I have said, only $1,400. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the fact that the site has been already 
attained, leaving something over $98,000-—— 

Mr. PETERS. Seventy-three thousand dollars is all that remains. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought you said the site cost $1,400. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, but the foundation is in. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Well, at all events the amount available for the 
building is something over $98,000; and I suggest to my friend that the 
principal objection to this class of billsis the very large sums involved. 

This building need not be any larger for public purposes, for post- 
office, court-house, etc., than in a town containing but one-half or 
one-fourth of the population; and one of.smaller size would require 
the same accommodation as far as the post-office is concerned. There 
is no difference practically in that respect between a city of fifteen or 
twenty thousand inhabitants and one of from forty to seventy-five 
thousand, for they only want post-office accommodations and neces- 
sary offices for marshal, sheriff, and clerks. Therefore I think the 
simple fact that a town has a large population ought not be used here 
for the purpose of securing extravagant appropriations. It does in- 
justice to all other communities, and the whole system is broken down 
in consequence of excessive appropriations for particular localities. 

I do not desire to object in this instance, but still I think the present 
appropriation of $100,000, leaving $98,600 for the construction, ought 
to be ample. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to say that the increase in the receipts from 
the post-office business at this point has been so Jarge as to indicate 
clearly that the first story of the building, fis at present designed, will 
be entirely inadequate, ‘and not at all sufficient to meet the wants of a 
post-office building. It is absolutely necessary that there should be 
this extension. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestionis on agreeing to the amendment of 
the committee to strike out ‘‘$100,000’’ in the bill and insert 
“ $50, 000.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the call of States for to- 
day. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi desires to ask the appointment of a conference committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know whether the gentleman’s motion 
is privileged or not. 

The SPEAKER. It is not privileged; butif the gentleman yields, 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mississippi to submit the 
request. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur 
in the amendment of the Senate to the bill for the retirement of Gen- 
eral Pleasonton, and agree to the request of the Senate to appoint a 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes. 

Mr. OATES. What is the amendment of the Senate? 
it be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. There is but a single amendment, which is to re- 
tire him as major instead of colonel. The House passed a bill to retire 
him with the grade of colonel. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks to have the 
amendment read. 

Mr. OATES. I withdraw that as the gentleman from Mississippi 
has stated the character of the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire if this is a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has already stated that it is not a privi- 
leged motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I shall be obliged in obedience to a request of a 
member on this side of the House, who is absent, to interpose an ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HOOKER. It has been already referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs—— 

Mr. BURROWS, I shall have to object, at the request of a gentle- 
man from this side. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well, then, I give notice that I shall object to 
everything offered on that side or on this, I do not care from whom it 
comes, until this question is determined. This is simply a request to 
appoint a committee of conference. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps the gentleman did not understand my 
statement. I did not object for myself, but at the request of an ab- 
sent member from this side. 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall object to everything by unanimous consent 
until this is determined. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with thecall 
of States and Territories, and that gentlemen having bills to present 


I ask that 
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may be. permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk for reference 
under the direction of the Chair. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


The following bills and yesolutions were introduced by being filed 
at the Clerk’s desk: 


GRANTS OF SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 10547) to amend sections 2275 
and 2276 of the Revised Statutes relating to the grants of school lands 
to the States and Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. A 

ARMY UNIFORMS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 182) to 
rint 3,000 sets of plates illustrating the uniform of the Army of the 
nited States from the organization of the Government to the present 
time; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 
FRANCES E. SMITH. 
Mr. BURROWS introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 

- Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contingent 
fund of the House to Francis E. Smith the sum of $102 Pie services rendered dur- 
ing the construction of the elevator in the south wing of the Capitol, for the 
months of July, August, and September, 1887. 

EDWIN WILKINSON, 
Mr. WISE, introduced a bill (H. R. 10548) to rerate the pension of 
Edwin Wilkinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY RESERVATION, WEST POINT, N. Y. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 10549) for the enlarge- 
ment of the military reservation at West Point, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, RED WING, MINN. 


Mr. MACDONALD introduced a bill (H. R. 10550) for the erection 
of a public building at Red Wing, Minn.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING, FARIBAULT, MINN. 


Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 10551) for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Faribault, Minn.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SEVEN WILSON. 

Mr. MACDONALD also introduced a bill (H. R. 10552) granting a 
pension to Seven Wilson; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 10553) to impose certain 
duties upon the Department of Labor; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


EVENING SESSIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that one even- 
ing in each week should be set apart for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar to which there is no objection; that the other evenings of each week— 
other than Friday evening—be set apart for the consideration of bills reported 
from the various committees, to which there is no objection, one evening being 
specifically set apart for each committee, which shall, through its chairman, 
apply to the Committee on Rules for such opportunity to consider bills which 
have been reported to the House by said“committee; and that from and after 
Monday, June 25, the House shall meet at 10 o’clock a, m., the daily sittings to 
be devoted to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue, 


REFUNDING OF COTTON TAX. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to refund the internal- 
revenue tax collected on cotton under the acts of Congress approved 
` March 7, 1864, and July 13, 1866, and other acts amendatory thereof; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE BAYOU PIERRE, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for the removal of the raft and other obstractions in Bayou 
Pierre, a tributary of the Red River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

BAYOU TECHE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of Bayou Teche, in the parishes of 


St. Martin and St. Landry in said State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


CASTOR, D’ARBONNE, AND CORNIE BAYOUS, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, memorializing Congress to make appro- 
priations for the improvementof Bayous Castor, D’ Arbonne, and Cornie, 
in said State; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CAMDEN, ARK. 


Mr. McRAE irtroduced a bill (H. R. 10554) for the erection of a 
public building at Camden, Ark.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN SOUTHWESTERN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R. 10555) to authorize an entry of 
certain lands in Southwestern Louisiana under the homestead laws, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I believe to-day is suspension day for 
committees. If during the morning it is the desire of any of the com- 
mittees to have the privilege that the rule grants them, I am willing 
they should exercise it. I do not know whether any of the commit- 
tees are now ready to make motions for nsion, and if not, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to consider general appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs has a prop- 
osition thatit is ready to submit now and ask the suspension of the rules 
upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon what subject? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Making an appropriation of $25,000 for the 
reunion at Gettysburgh. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not object to that; but I give notice that 
after that I shall ask consent to go into Committee of the Whole on 
appropriation bills, 

The SPEAKER, 
list. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called. 

Mr. COBB. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 


ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF THE BATTLE OF GETTYSBURGH. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (A. Res. = appropriating $25,000 for the celebration of the 
twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh. 

Resolved, ete., That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, A wg ec 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise eet, prone for the celebra- 
tion of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh, on the lst 
2d, and 3d days of July, 1888, by the survivors of the Army of the Potomac and 
the Army of Northern Virginia; said sum to be expended, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, for the erection of temporary barracks, kitchens, and 
mess quarters, for the flooring of tents and for straw for the same, for the build- 
ing of stands and their decoration, for a band of music, and for the necessary 
incidental expenses for the eee mentioned: Provided, That a part of said 
sum, not to exceed $5,000, may used to guaranty contractors against loss in 
order to secure subsistence at a moderate rate: And provided further, That no 

art of said sum shall be used to procure or pay for spirituous or intoxicating 
iquors, 


The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; I demand a second. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. A second being demanded, the Chair appoints as 
tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, noes 11. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Michigan having raised the 
point of no quorum, and there being within my knowledge eighty-two 

irs, involving the non-voting of 164 members, I must ask that the 

ouse proceed with the sundry civil bill, on which bill I do not be- 
lieve the point of no quorum will be made. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois can withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel warranted in with- 
drawing the resolution. If a resolution of this character can not pass 
the House, in my judgment we had better suspend business. I feel 
that if a resolution of this character can not be voted upon without 
the question of no quorum being made against it, the House had better 
adjourn and wait until the other side of the House are ready to vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
practically gives notice the resolution shall not pass. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. ‘There is no occasion for the observation 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. I raised the ques- 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs is first on tho 
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tion in this case upon my individual responsibility, because I believe 
this expenditure ought not to be made out of the national Treasury. 
It has come to pass that whenever a centennial of some important or 
unimportant historical event comes about in some section there is a 
proposition to have a celebration and Congress is at once asked for an 
appropriation. If there is to be an exposition abroad at Australia or 
somewhere else—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Debate is not in order. 

TheSPEAKER, There having been no second, the gentleman makes 
the point that debate is not in order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am simply responding to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. This is not a local matter. This 
is a national celebration. It is a national affair and every American 
ought to be in favor of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana may proceed with his statement. 

The SPEAKER. How much time shall be given ? 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. RANDALL. Five minutes on each side. 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was proceeding to say that in the case 
of every event of a historical character a centennial or semi-centennial 
celebration is proposed, and there is always an attempt to have an ap- 
propriation made by Congress to pay the expenses. : 

When a locality proposes to do this a call is at once made upon the 
people of all the States to pay the expenses out of the national Treas- 
ury. We have expositions in France, England, and in the islands. 
Some ambitious merchant desires to send his wares to one of these ex- 
positions for his own private benefit. He asks that his advertising be 
paid by the national Treasury and wedoit. When there isa centen- 
nial at Yorktown, and of an event certainly hallowed in the memory 
of every American citizen, we take money out of the Treasury to pay 
the expenses of one of the most disgraceful orgies that has ever occurred 
in the history of a nation. E 
api TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman permit me to remind 

im—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam not opposed to the celebration be- 
cause Confederate and Union soldiers meet. Iam as glad to see the 
meeting as any gentleman on the other side. Thewarisover. A long 
time ago I said in this House I would, if I could, have that bloody ex- 
perience of the nation taken up, like Uncle Toby’s oath, to Heaven’s 
chancery, let the recording angel drop upon it the tear of pity and blot 
it out forever. I put my opposition to this resolution solely upon the 
ground that it is undemocratic and unconstitutional. There is no war- 
rant for it in the Constitution. If the gentlemen on the other side will 
find a warrant to make this expenditure I will find a warrant to run a 
circus or menagerie at the expense of the people of the United States. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can find precedents. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; for anything. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can find precedents for just such action. 

Mr.OATES. Iwanttosay tomy friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
that I am most heartily in accord with him in this matter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I congratulate my distinguished friend 
from Alabama. This is the first time I have known him to be right 
during the session, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, The imputation cast upon the proposed cele- 
bration at Gettysburgh in characterizing itas in the nature of a junket- 
ing party and likening it to that at Yorktown, where there was some 
misconduct, is, in my judgment, entirely unwarranted. I take the 
floor now simply for the p of calling attention to the express and 
explicit language of the resolution, which excludes the use of spirituous 
or intoxicating liquors or the purchase of anything of that nature with 
the money here proposed to be appropriated. It is to be used under 
the direction of the Secretary of War for the erection of temporary 
barracks, kitchen and mess quarters, for the flooring of tents and straw 
for the same, for the building of stands and their decoration, etc., for 
the accommodation of those who participated in the battle that may 
attend the celebration. 

I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague on the Military 
Committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, this being the second time that this 
resolution has met with opposition from the other side of the House, 
opposition coming from gentlemen who claim to be the special guard- 
ians of the surviving soldiers of the war of the rebellion, I deem it but 
right and just that I should call attention to that fact. Now, sir, what 
is the purpose of this proposed meeting upon that great battle-field? 
I will read you a statement of the purpose of it. It is that ‘‘ both 
armies may on that occasion recall, in friendship and fraternity, the sen- 
timents of good-will, loyalty, and patriotism which now happily unite 
us all in sincere devotion to our beloved country.” That is the object, 
sir, of the reassembling of the brave men who met there twenty-five 
years ago to contend with each other in deadly strife, and I am utterly 
amazed that a gentleman upon the other side should characterize it as 
a circus. The gallant men who are to meet on that great battle-field 
will not, in my judgment, accept that characterization—— 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If my friend will allow me, I did not 
characterize it as a circus. 

Mr. SPINOLA. They will not accept that as a good reason for the 
opposition which has appeared here against this resolution on the part 
of the gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

Now, sir, in to the constitutionality of this appropriation, 
the Government is to-day spending almost a million dollars, if not 
more than that, for the printing of the records of the rebellion in order 
that its history may go down to our children and our children’s chil- 
dren, showing exactly what took place during the four years.that we 
were contending with each other, and one great object of this meeting 
is that the survivors of both armies may mark out the positions which 
the armies on both sides occupied during those three terrible days. On 
the Union side that has been done to a considerable extent, but there 
has been little or nothing done to mark definitely the positions occu- 
pied by the forces upon the other side, where their batteries were planted, 
where their brigades and divisions and corps, which did such gallant 
service on their side in that contest, were stationed. Erroneous as 
their attitude may have been in our judgment, nevertheless, sir, they 
proved that as Americans they were brave men, worthy of our steel. 
Now, the men from the Southern country who are expected to’ attend 
this reunion have not the means to pay the expenses of the journey 
and to take care of themselves during the celebration, and we of the 
North, the survivors of those who served in the Army of the Potomac, 
are not to-day in a condition to furnish the necessary means. For that 
reason, sir, this appeal has been made to the Congress of the United 
States in the name of the Union veterans who fought at the battle of 
Gettysburgh, asking that this reunion may be recognized by Congress 
to the extent of this pitiful appropriation of $25,000, which is a 
mere—— + 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much time have I left, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman occupied all his time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution 
may now that we have had these explanations on both sides. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes; let it pass. Let the boys drink once more 
out of the same old canteen. 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is in order to ask unanimous consent, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Not when the regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would ask the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] whether he is not willing to let a vote be taken on 
the resolution without further debate and without raising the ques- 
tion ofa quorum. If he is willing to do that, I am willing to leave 
the matter to the decision of the House. If two-thirds of the House 
do not think the joint resolution ought to pass, it will, of course, be 
lost. I hope the gentleman will agree that we may have a yea-and- 
nay vote or a standing vote upon the final passage of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ENLOE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The regular order is the completion of the count 
by tellers, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, however, before the count is 
resumed to correct an erroneous reference. Senate bill 2549, for the 
relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements, has been erroneously referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions; it should go to the Committee on 
Pensions, and in the absence of objection, it will be so referred. 


GETTYSBURGH CELEBRATION. 


The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places. 
The House proceeded to divide. During the count by tellers, the 


following proceedings took place: z 
Mr. SPINOLA. There is an amendment to this resolution which 
ought to have been read. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
made a motion to suspend the rules, and adopt a certain proposition 
which has been read. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But there wasa mistake in reading the resolution. 
TheClerk did not read asa part of the resolution the amendment offered 
the other day; that was overlooked. 

The SPEAKER. But the Clerk has read the resolution which the 
gentleman from Illinois sent up and on which he made his motion to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (after examining the resolution). Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to announce a correction of the manner in which this resolution 
was read. It was intended to read— 


That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same ishereby, appropriated, etc., for the 
twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh on the Ist, 2d, and 3d days 
of July, 1888, by the survivors of the Army of the Potomac and their guests, 


The last clause wasread ‘‘by the survivors of the Army of the Poto- 
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mac and the Army of Northern Virginia.” The amendment, which 
should have been read as part of the resolution, strikes out the words 
ií the Army of Northern Virginia” and substitutes ‘‘their guests.’’ 

The SPEAKER. Except by unanimous consent, the only way in 
which the gentleman can make the correction is to withdraw his mo- 
tion and renew it in the amended form. Is there objection? 

Mr. OATES. I do not understand what is the proposition. ` 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The resolution as read included the words 
t‘ by the survivors of the Army of the Potomac and the Army of North- 
ern Virginia.’? It is now proposed to correct the resolution by strik- 
ing out ‘the Army of Northern Virginia”’ and inserting ‘‘their guests.” 

Mr. OATES. I can not see what difference that makes. LIobjectto 
the change. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND (after the count by tellers had proceeded for 
some time). Mr. Speaker, as it is evident that the count by tellers 
must disclose the fact that there is no quorum present to-day, and as 
there is a determination manifested on the other side to defeat this 
resolution, I therefore will leave the responsibility where it belongs 
and withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that when 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND ] charges that the oppo- 
sition to the resolution is entirely on this side, he says what is not true 


in fact. i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ileave that question to be determined by the 
members of this House and the record of the proceedings to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Debateis notin order. The gentleman has with- 
drawn his motion, and that ends the matter. 

[Mr. TOWNSHEND continued, during the rapping of the Speaker’s 
gavel, to address to Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, remarks which were’in- 
audible at the Reporters’ desk. ] 

The SPEAKER, Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] is 
not in order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to makea motion which is in order, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consider- 
ation of general ap’ riation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. hope the gentleman will yield a moment to 
allow me to offer a resolution to be printed in the RECORD. 

QUARANTINE SERVICE. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, presented the following; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD: 

Resolved, That the American Medical Association urges upon the House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the United States the necessity and impor- 
tance of the immediate passage of Senate bill No. “to perfect the quaran- 
tine service of the United States,’’ which bill has passed the ©, and is now 
pending in the House of Representatives, in order to make provision for pro- 
tection against the introduction of contagious diseases before the approaching 
summer, 

FRANCES H. L. PRESCOTT. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will correct an 
erroneous reference. The bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to Frances 
H. L. Prescott was erroneously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Itshould have gone to the Committee on Pensions. If there 
be no objection, the change of reference will be made. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. RANDALL that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, the motion 
was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr, MCMILLIN in the chair), and proceeded 
to the consideration of the first general appropriation bill in order, being 
the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
peda Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and: for 
other pu . ; 

A Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
this bill be dispensed with. 

>- TheCHAIRMAN. If there be noobjection, that order will be made. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not consider it incumbent 
upon me to occupy any time in general debate on this bill. The report 
has been carefully prepared, and as we proceed to consider the bill 
paragraph by paragraph members who will take the trouble to refer to 
the report will be able to see in general the reasons which actuated the 
committee in reporting the several paragraphs with their respective 
amounts. 1 

If any gentleman desires now to enter upon general debate on this 
bill I would like to know it. Otherwise I will ask unanimous consent 
that we proceed to consider the bill nnder the five-minute rule by para- 
graphs. [A pause.] Asno gentleman indicates any desire to speak, 
I ask unanimous consent that all general debate on the bill be consid- 
ered as closed. 

TheCHAIRMAN. _ If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read as follows: 


Pango: Provided, That the plan of construction of said works shall be approved 
by the Secretary of the Sener An 

to be thus contributed by the United States shall not exceed the sum hereby ap- 
propriated, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask why it is that the city of Bangor is 
to pay one-half the expenses of the abutments and piers mentioned in 
this paragraph. I make this inquiry because my colleague [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE] who represents that district is now absent. 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to state that the reason the bill stipulates 
Bangor shall pay her share of the expense is because very largely the 
benefits accrue to the citizens of that city. This appropriation is in 
exact accord with the former act for like objects. It meets the wishes 
of the gentleman [Mr, BOUTELLE] to whom the gentleman refers, who 
represents the Bangor district and who is now absent. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is satisfactory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For marine hospital at Chicago, Ill.: For approaches complete, $10,000. 

Mr. LAWLER. I have an amendment for repairs of the post-office 
and custom-house building at the city of Chicago, which I send up and 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 22 insert ‘for repairs of post-office and custom-house building at 
the city of Chicago, $50,000, 


Mr. LAWLER. In introducing this amendment I wish to say we 
came here three years ago and asked $150,000 for repairs of this post- 
office and custom-house building, but we were only allowed, in the bill 
at that time, or in the House, $50,000. A year ago we were allowed 
$40,000. I notice there has been no special appropriation made in this 
bill in favor of this building in the city of Chicago. I claim there 
ought to be four or fife hundred dollars appropriated for that purpose. 
That amount is required to put the building in proper condition for the 
service of Government. I wish to say the ceilings of some portions of 
the building occupied by the employés of the Government have not 
been cleaned for three or four years. 

The Committee on Appropriations should have put into this bill an 
appropriation for $150,000. The Secretary of the Treasury, under the 
direction of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and who is em- 
ployed in making the repairs in that post-officeand custom-house build- 
ing, makes a recommendation in favor of $112,000. I do not expect 
the recommendation of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De- 
partment, who is satisfied this appropriation ought to be made and whose 
recommendation has been indorsed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
will carry this House. Ido not ask it. Ido ask this Committee of the 
Whole and this Congress to give to the city of Chicago that amount of 
money which I have provided in my amendment for the necessary re- 
pairs to this post-office and custom-house building. I have therefore 
offered for that purpose this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations has not seen fit 
to recommend any distinct and separate appropriation in this connec- 
tion. There is an appropriation of nearly $200,000 for general repairs 
for public buildings such as the one the gentleman’s amendment refers 
to, 

Now, as to this particular building, I desire to say I do not know 
when the repairs for that building will cease to need appropriations. 
In 1881 Congress appropriated for that building $40,000 in repairs sepa- 
rate and distinct from the general appropriation. In 1887 Congress ap- 
propriated for extraordinary repairs $50,000, and in 1888, the current 
year, for various objects in the way of repairs, $84,000—in all $174,000— 
for the repairs of that building during the three years to which I have 
made reference. 

The committee therefore consider it time when separate and dis- 
tinct appropriations should cease to be made and that building shonld 
have hereafter the sum required for repairs out of the general fund. 
The committee was quite safe in recommending that, and the House is 
quite safe in adopting the recommendation of the committee. 

I really think the Committee on Appropriations in connection with 
public buildings has given about everything to everybody who has 
asked it. : 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask whether the Committee on Appropriations 
has not given 4 separate appropriation for the New Orleans building, for 
alterations and repairs, in this bill, and if so is not that a like case to 
the one of the building requiring repairs in the city of Chicago? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘There has never been any separate appropriation 
for that building. It provides for an additional story, and for the 
further object of bringing in those offices which are now at an expense 
to the Government in buildings rented from private parties at large 
amounts. a> 

Mr. FORNEY. Over $6,000 annually. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Over $6,000, as my colleague advises me. It is 
really a matter of economy to do that. 

Mr. LAWLER. I donot find any objection against any city getting 
in this appropriation bill what it needs in the way of repair for its pub- 
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lic buildings. I am willing they should get everything they possibly 
can from this committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is gratuitous. 

Mr. LAWLER. Ido not understand the action of this committee 
in reference to this matter. Ido not propose, for one, to put up with 
it. Gentlemen who have made personal examination of this building 
and the need for its repair are satisfied that provision should be made 
for that purpose, The recommendation from the Treasury Department 
is in favor of $112,000 being appropriated to make those repairs. If 
the city of Chicago is compelled to depend merely upon a portion of 
the general fund of $200,000 for all the public buildings in the United 
States, it will not get more then $25,000 or $30,000. Itis a small mat- 
ter for the third city in the United States, so far as the collection of 
taxes is concerned to carry on the Government. I hope, therefore, 
my amendment providing $50,000 for the repair of the post-office and 
custom-house building at Chicago will be adopted. 

With what has been appropriated within the last three years, includ- 
ing $50,000 asked here, we will only have what was recommended to 
have been appropriated for this purpose three years ago. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not here to fight any one particular feature 
of this bill, nor am I here to take up the time of the committee in dis- 
cussing this particular point, which I have been trying to urge upon the 
attention of the House; but gentlemen certainly will understand that 
I shall insist that justice must be done to the city of Chicago in respect 
to a sufficient appropriation to carry on this work. I know it is abso- 
lutely essential. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania and to other gen- 
tlemen here that those who have been West within the last few years 
and have gone into this building have time and again told me it was 
a disgrace, a public disgrace, in the condition it is in. 

I do not understand how this appropriation, haying been recom- 
mended by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, who has looked 
into the matter, should have been so cut down by the committee from 
$112,000 to the ridiculously small sum which this bill is expected to 
give to that city. It does not begin to allow the necessary work to be 
done on the building. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, here isa new building, which, I 
think, cost in the neighborhood of $4,000,000, if my recollection serves 
me aright, and if I am incorrect I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
will correct me, and yet, notwithstanding that cost, year after year 
they have been here asking large appropriations for repairs. 

Ido not know how the $175,000 has heretofore been expended in 
connection with the repairs of the building. Ican not tell use it 
does not come within the range of my power to find out; but I appre- 
hend from a casual or superficial observation of some of the expendi- 
tures of the Government in this connection, that a good part of it has 
doubtless gone for clerk-hire. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
that is true. 

Bat LAWLER. No, sir; it is not. There is only one clerk em- 
ployed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will examine into the matter. 

I hope the committee will maintain the action of the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LAWLER, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 48. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAWLER. I move a further amendment, to insert after the 
words of the bill which have been read the words: 

For repairs of post-office and custom-house building at Chicago, I1., $25,000. 

I would merely ask, without taking up the time of the committee, 
that they will allow this small sum to be inserted here. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no such warrant from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow this amendment to go into the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, In the amount given for general repairs of public 
buildings the committee feel satisfied that enough has been appropri- 
ated for repairs on all of these buildings, including this one; and, there- 
fore, I hope the committee will be sustained in its reeommendatlon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But this isa very slight addition for a very 
important work. 

Mr. LAWLER. It is like putting a patch on your coat. It does 
not approach the repairs that are necessary, ` 

Mr. RANDALL. Weare always asked for these appropriations for 
that building, and I fear it will never be in a condition where they can 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman knows the amount that has 
been recommended by the Supervising Architect? 

Mr. RANDALL, The committee have carefully considered the rec- 
ommendations and estimates, 

Mr. LAWLER. And I want ta say, in answer to the suggestion of 
the chairman of the committee, that this general fand, notwithstanding 
the fact that there are a great number of these public buildings de- 
pendent upon it, and although the Secretary of the Treasury has for- 
warded an estimate to Congress asking an appropriation of $750,000, 
this Appropriations Committee have done just as they did two years 
ago and a year ago, cut down the total amount from $750,000 to $200,- 
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000, and still the chairman says that out of this general fund, which 
has been so reduced in this manner, Chicago will get her proportion, 
Now Chicago may get her proportion of the $200,000, but I tell you 
that it is not enough. I know the condition of that building and its 
wants. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said that only $200,000 was in this bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. I understand that; but the Supervising Architect 
and the Secretary of the Treasury find upon looking over the whole 
ground that $750,000 is necessary and they recommend that sum, and 
also recommend that $112,000 shall be appropriated for the repairs of 
the building at Chicago. Now, what has this Committee on Appro- 
priationsdone? Here is an investigation made by the competent offi- 
cers of the Government in charge of this subject. That investigation 
is entirely disregarded by the committee; and right in the face of it 
they appropriate this insignificant sum. In this connection, too, al- 
low me to say that it required nearly $40,000 tostrengthen that build- 
ing with iron-work, and it was necessary to preserve the stone-work 
by painting the outside face of the building. It was also necessary to 
take up every floor in that building from top to bottom and relay it. 
That is where these appropriations have gone, to which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has referred, and I say with this niggardly policy 
of appropriating from year to year these insignificant sums will make it 
necessary always to be coming hereand asking appropriations instead of 
doing the work properly at once. Where is economy in Such action? 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to state that I made a mistake when I 
said this building cost $4,000,000. Ifind on examination that it cost 
$6,000,000. 

Mr. LAWLER. I do not think that cuts any figure. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman presents an additional argu- 
ment for this appropriation. If the building cost $6,000,000, and is 
used as I understand this building is used from the ground to the top 


floor, every room in it being occupied, and is in a condition of un- - 


wholesomeness and unsafety that warrants proper attention*on the 
part of the Government, certainly there should be no objection in ap- 
propriating the small sums necessary to keep it in repair. All that is 
needed to show the condition of the building as far as this demand for 
repairs is concerned is, I am informed, to merely inspect it. It shows 
for itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwas there and saw it, within a few years, with 
my own eyes, and I think we have given enough money to repair it. 
The truth is, I do not think that justice has been done to the Govern- 
ment by the contractor in this case. Still, I believe that enough has 
been provided in the general fund to make the necessary repairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no doubt that the Government was 
wronged in the original construction of this building, and that an out- 
rage was perpetrated upon it in the way in which it was constructed. 
But the work has been done, and cost $6,000,000. The Supervising 
Architect says it will be necessary to appropriate $112,000 to put it in a 
safe and wholesome and proper condition. Now it does seem to me 
that when the gentleman from the Chicago district asks no larger sum 
than $25,000 in addition to what is appropriated under the general 
fund it should be yielded. I know, from my own observation within 
the last few months, that the building is needing repairs badly, both 
in regard to its sanitary condition and safety. 

The building is crowded with the Federal courts. Itis crowded with 
the post-office. It is crowded with the revenue offices. There are 
various other Government offices in that building. It is absolutely 
crowded from top to bottom. ‘The walls are cracking. The roofleaks. 
There are other repairs that are greatly needed. 

Mr. RANDALL. We gave $84,000 for that purpose last year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You did not give near what the officers of the 
Government demanded. 

Mr. RANDALL. In regard to the Supervising Architect, I beg mem- 
bers to take his statements with some degree of forbearance. If they 
knew the perplexity of the Supervising Architect, by reason of the zeal 
of members all wanting the particular buildings within their own dis- 
tricts cared for in some way or other, they would use some moderation 
in voting large sums upon the Supervising Architect’s recommendation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend should bear in mind Chicago is the 
great distributing point of the Northwest. The Chicago office is not 
alone the State office. It is the distributing post-office, the principal 
post-office of the whole Northwest. And only a small sum is asked in 
this case. 

Mr. RANDALL. Nothing is being denied to Chicago. Chicago is 
merely remitted to the general fund, just as other cities are. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not see how we are going to get $112,000 
out of the $200,000 of the general fund. I hope the House will grant 
this appropriation. 

Mr. LAWLER. The building is not fit to work in; that is why the 
money is necessary. The money is needed to put the building in a fit 
condition to work in. ‘ 

Mr. RANDALL, Twenty-five thousand dollars will not do it. 

Mr. LAWLER. Twenty-five thousand dollars will help us. 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. LAWLER. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 47. = 

Mr. LAWLER. No quorum?" 
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Mr. RANDALL. I do not say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
LAWLER] that the effect of his point is to stop the further considera- 
tion of this bill, yet I want him to distinctly understand while thatis 
the effect on the one hand, on the other hand I do not mean to be co- 
erced in this way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask that tellers be ordered. 

Mr. LAWLER. I have raised the point of no quorum. It is my 
duty to fight for my rights here, and I shall do so when the city I rep- 
resent needs me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. LAWLER. I will withdraw my point of no quorum and call 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LAWLER. ] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 49, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAWLER. Knowing as I do the necessity for this money, I 
am compelled to insist on getting something in this bill, if possible, no 
matter how small the amount may be. I ask the committee to with- 
draw its objection and allow the sum of $20,000 to go in this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no authority from the committee to make 
any compromise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

After line 22 insert : 
“ For repairs of post-office and custom-house building, Chicago, IN., $20,000." 

Mr. LAWLER. I do not like to assume the position of begging for 
a building in regard to which the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations makes the frightful admission that it cost $6,000,000. It 
is true.. That only shows the more the necessity that the appropria- 
tion onght to be granted by this House. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania knows himself and from others who have visited the building 
what its condition is. I do not want to take up the time of the House 
in showing what has been done with the last three niggardly appro- 
priations made for that building. The building is not fit to carry on 
business in. The'few appropriations made have put the building 
partly in a substantial condition. I have stated, and I repeat, there 
are rooms occupied to-day by employés of the United States Govern- 
ment there that have not been cleaned or painted in four years. It is 
ashame. I say here asa member of this House, in behalf of a city that 
I in part represent, I do not believe the opinion of the committee or 
the report of the committee ought to be followed in this case. The 
chairman of the committee dwells strongly on the $200,000 that has 
been appropriated in bulk for eight large cities. That appropriation 
could go to one large city alone instead of being distributed among 
eight large cities. The amount I now ask, $20,000, is small. I hope 
the House will grant it. 


Mr. RICE. I wish to say that I am familiar with the condition of | part 


the building in Chicago. Ihave frequently been init. It is unfit for 
occupation. It is dangerous. It ought not to be left in its present 
condition. It needs the appropriation recommended by the Treasury 
Department. It is indecent, unsafe, and inhuman to leave the build- 
ing as itis. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. My only statement is that this matter is pro- 
vided for in the general fund. If we go outside for one building we 
may be obliged to go outside for all. 

‘The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iask fora division. 

The House divided; and thereupon there were—ayes 41, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 

For court-house and post-office at Huntsville, Ála.: For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, $50,000. 

Mr. NEAL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3, after line 25, insert: 
“ For court-house and post-office at Chattanooga, Tenn.: For completion of 
building under present limit, $50,000.” 


Mr. NEAL. Inconnection with thisamendment I desire to have read 
the letter from the Supervising Architect which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, April 12, 1888. 
Srm: In response to your communication of the llth instant, I havethe honor 
to state that the limit placed by on on the proposed Federal building at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., is $200,000, of which amount $150,000 has been appropriated, 
and the balance, $50,000, is included in the regular estimate for the fiscal year 
1889. 


In view of this it will be necessary that the appropriation asked be made in 
order to permit the entering into contracts during the ensuing fiscal year for 
the erection of the building. 

In this connection I hayeto inclose copy of Annual Report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for 1887, and to invite your attention tothe marked paragraphs on 
pages XLVIII and XLIX. 

Respectfully, yours, WILL, A. FRERET, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hen. J. R. NEAL, 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
House of Representatives, 
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Mr. NEAL. I desire also to have read the paragraph which I have 
marked in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After a careful consideration of the method that has been pursued in the past 
in appropriatin; apes Sire the construction of public buildings, I am convinced 
that a great saving of e and money would be secured if the full amount of 
the limit of cost should be approp: in one sum, so that the work of con- 
struction might be uninterruptedly pursued, and thus avoid a suspension of 
work by reason of the exhaustion of a partial appropriation. If this method 
should be adopted the inconvenient delay experien: by the Department upto 
this time in building public buildings would be avoided, and the large sums r2- 

uired for the rental of private buildings on account of this delay be saved to 
the Government, 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I think that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury presents the common-sense business view of this matter. The ex- 
penditure in the amendment proposed by me is already provided for 
bylaw. TheSupervising Architect practically admits in his letter that 
he will not be able to expend the extra $50,000 during the next fiscal 
year, but he states that it is included in his estimate and is necessary 
for the purpose of making contracts for the completion of the building. 
I know that we are in very great need of this building at Chattanooga, 
and I know of no reason why it should not be completed within the 
next fiscal year; but if it should not be, still this appropriation is nec- 
essary to enable the Supervising Architect to make contracts so that he 
can go on and complete the building within reasonable time without 
detriment to the general fund which has been provided by law as the 
limit for this building. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. On the 31st of December, 1887, there was $149,- 
685 of the appropriation for this building unexpended, to which should 
be added $75,000, if I remember aright, appropriated in the bill which 
extended the limit $75,000. 

Mr. NEAL. That is correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. Making,on the 31st of December, $224,685 on 
hand to be expended during the coming fiscal year in the construction 
of this building, a sum which the Supervising Architect advised the 
committee was all that he could expend during that period. There- 
fore this $50,000 additional was not appropriated in this bill. If the 
Architect could expend that amoant more during the fiscal year, well 
and good, or if he could with advantage to the Government make a con- 
tract up to the limit requiring an additional $50,000, I would not ob- 
ject to incorporating the appropriation in that part of this bill where 
like cases are provided for. Ifthe Architect feels that he can with econ- 
omy make contracts covering this amount, even though he may not be 
able to expend the money during the fiscal year we are appropriating 
for, I would be willing to allow it to go into the bill in connection with 
other cases that are treated in that way. Therefore if the gentleman 
[Mr. NEAL] will consent to incorporating Chattanooga in the general 
clause, which provides that the Treasury Department may make con- 
tracts up to the limit authorized by law, I shall not object. 

Mr. NEAL. I have no objection to that. Ihave not had time to 
read e bill through since it was printed, and had not noticed that 
of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the gentleman’s object will be accomplished 
in the way I have suggested. We have had to take the same course 
with reference to the building at Jacksonville, Fla. 

Mr. FORNEY. If the gentleman will examine page 7 of the bill, 
he will find that general provision. 

Mr. RANDALL. When wereach that, Ishall not object tothe amend- 
ment being inserted. 

Mr. NEAL. Then I withdraw my amendment for the present. 

Mr. WILKINS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. NEAL] to lines 16, 17, 18, and 19, on e 7, where he 
can have his amendment inserted when that part of the bill is reached. 

Mr. NEAL. That will be satisfactory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Louisville, Ky.: For continuation of build- 
ing, $60,000. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come in 
after line 8. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 8, page 4, insert: 

“ For custom-house at Port Townsend, Wash.: For construction of building, 
in excess of present limit, $120,000." 

Mr. RANDALL. I must make the point of order on that amend- 
mént. The committee can not extend limits. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I ask the gentleman to withhold his point of 
order for a moment, to give me an opportunity to make a brief state- 
ment. The entire situation, briefly summed up, is this: Originally, 
$82,000 were appropriated for the construction of this building, but it 
was ascertained early in this session of Congress that that amount 
would be wholly inadequate for the purpose of constructing such a 
building as the public business requires at that point. Consequently, 
the Supervising Architect requires an additional appropriation of 
$38,000 for the purpose of constructing the building in accordance 
with the present plan. 

Mr. RANDALL. And they got it too. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state the exact situation. That amount 
of money was i maser in the legislative appropriation bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. In the urgent deficiency bill. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I should have said ‘‘the urgent deficiency bill.” 
But to such an extent is the Supervising Architect impressed with the 
importance of an additional appropriation for the construction of such a 
building as is necessary for the rapidly increasing business at that point 
that he has entirely suspended work upon the building from that time 
to the present. He is thoroughly convinced that the completion of the 
building in accordance with the present plan would be anything but 
in line of public economy. In order toshow the attitude of the Super- 
vising Architect in this matter I ask that the letter which I send to the 
desk may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, June15, 1888. 

Str: Referring to our conversation of this morning, I have the honor to state 
that Con has npyrcneeres $120,000 for the construction of the custom-house 
at Port Townsend, Wash., and limited cost to the amount of appropriation. 

By reference to resolutions passed by the Board of Trade of Port Townsend 
I find that the limit placed will be insufficient to secure the needed accommoda- 
tions for the transaction of the Federal business, for the reasons: 

First. That this port stands first in the number of American steam-vessels en- 
gaged in foreign trade. 

Second. That it stands second in the tonnage of American steam-vessels en- 
gaged in foreign trade, New York being first. 

Third. That the collections of this district have increased from $79,000 for the 
fiseal year of 1886 to about $250,000 for the fiscal year of 1887, as approximately 
estimated by the collector of customs. 

Fourth, That the number of iparos in this district is double the number 
employed at the time the original bill passed in 1884. 


Itis apparent, therefore, from a full consideration of the subject, that the limit 


of the cost of the building should be extended from $120,000 to $240,000, 


Respectfully, yours, 
WILL. A. FRERET, Supervising Architect, 

Hon, C. 5. VOORHEES, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this case 
is an exceptional one. The Supervising Architect, in addition to what 
he has stated in the communication just read, has assured me that it 
would be very unwise to continue to work on that building under the 
present limit. Hence it seems to me a case is presented here for the 
exercise of some discretion on the part of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations as to whether the point of order should be pressed. 

Mr. RANDALL. If what the gentleman states as to the public ne- 
cessity in this matter is correct—and I do not undertake to controvert 
his statement—the proper tribunal from which to seek relief is the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, not the Committee on 
Appropriations; and the sundry civil bill is not the proper place in 
which to remedy the difficulty. The original appropriation for this 
purpose was $82,000. In the urgent deficiency bill passed at this ses- 
sion the limit of the original appropriation was exceeded and an ap- 
propriation of $38,000 was made, aggregating, as the Supervising Ar- 
chitect states, $120,000. Now there comes in a proposition to extend 
the limit still farther. I must insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of order that this amendment changes existing law and is out of 
order. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Los Angeles, Cal.: For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, $100,000. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move to amend the paragraph just read by in- 
serting, after the word ‘‘hundred,’’ in the last line, the words ‘‘and 
fifty;’’ so as to make the appropriation $150,000. I offer the amend- 
ment for this reason—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. VANDEVER. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars can be 
advantageously expended within the coming fiscal year in the comple- 
tion of this building. The original amount fixed in the last Congress 
was $150,000, which, as the Secretary of the Treasury and the Super- 
vising Architect have reported, is insufficient for the erection of a build- 
ing which will be adequate for the public wants at that point. They 
have therefore recommended an increase of $100,000. This amend- 
ment simply asks that the limit be extended $50,000. If this be agreed 
to, contracts can then be made for the entire completion of the work. 
I wish to state further—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Those who originally introduced this subject to 
the consideration of Co: should have been better informed, per- 
‘haps, than they were when they fixed too small a limit. But the rem- 
edy is not with the Committee on Appropriations, nor in this bill. I 
insist on the point of order that the amendment is in violation of ex- 
isting law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of order that this amendment proposes to extend the limit of ap- 


pna already fixed by law, and is therefore a change of existing 
aw. Does the gentleman from California desire to be heard on the 


point of order? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iwas only going to present the question whether 
the circumstances in the case of Los Angeles, the second city in im- 
portance in California, do not justify the making of an exception in 
this case. There is nota public building in that entire Sixth Con- 
gressional district, and it strikes me as very poor economy to confine 
the limit to the original appropriation, inasmuch as since that appro- 
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priation was made a United States court has been established for that 
southern district. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis not a question of economy; it is a question 
whether the Committee on Appropriations can recommend a change of 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order well taken, 
and sustains it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I wish to be heard a moment on that 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 
Does the gentleman wish to address himself to the point of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Ido. Ido not see why a point of order 
should be held good as against this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that both the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who made the point of order, and the gentleman 
from California, who offered theamendment, have admitted thatthe 
amendment would extend the limit now fixed by law. That being so, 
the Chair was of opinion that the amendment proposed a change of ex- 
isting law in violation of the rule of the House, and was not in order 
upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. May I be heard in opposition to that 
ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly, if he 
insists upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman had better take his five 
minutes upon some other matter, because this point of order has been 
decided. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I can not understand how this amend- 
ment is a change of existing law. The law is already in force for the 
construction of this building and it is in course of erection. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will come over here, I will show 
him the law and he will see the effect of it. I do not want to consume 
time by having it read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I think there is too much of what is 
called *‘ economy ” in connection with these public buildings. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not a question of economy, but a question 
of law. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I know that in the district which I have 
the honor to represent a public building has been authorized; and the 
Department has put in that building glass of second quality, on the 
ground that a sufficient appropriation had not been made to authorize 
the use of first-class glass. This sort of ‘‘economy’’ has become a mat- 
ter of public complaint. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. VANDEVER. In to the point of order, I will state that 
the original limit was $150,000; and $50,000 now proposed to be ap- 
propriated would be within the limits of the original appropriation. 
So I think the point of order is not good. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to state and the gentleman from California to admit that the 
amount carried in this bill, added to what the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia proposed to insert, would be an extension of the limit of expense 
heretofore fixed by law. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair was in error—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The lawis plain. The limit is $150,000. Fifty 
thousand dollars was appropriated last year, and in this bill we appro- 
priate $100,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. In viewof the statement just made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL], the Chair thinks the point - 
of order well taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

it-office n lis, Minn.: For heati x , $31,- 
ooh, AnA foe one bree ra fr in all, Pts a8 PPRS, POMS, JE 

Mr. RICE. 1 move to amend by striking out *‘31 ” and inserting 
‘*37,’’ so as to make the appropriation in the second line of this para- 
graph $37,000. The estimate of the Treasury Department for this 
item is $55,000, which would, perhaps, include $5,000 for furniture; 
but $12,000 under the general appropriation added to this will not 
make up $55,000, which amount is absolutely necessary to put the 
post-oflice building at Minneapolis in a condition to be occupied. 

The building is nearly completed, and all that is now needed is an 
appropriation of this amount. I do not understand the point of order 
is insisted upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that the Supervising Architect and 
the subcommittee went over this estimate carefully, and we gave what 
we considered sufficient. The gentleman himself is a member of the 
committee, and I am not aware he made any proposition in the com- 
mittee in this connection. 

Mr. RICE. In view of the statement just made I will withdraw my 
amendment. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By wipes anae oon a reget a aim N. Y.: For heating apparatus, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I offer the following amendment: 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 5, line 23, after the word “ twenty,” insert “five.” 

Same page, line 24, strike out the words “six” and “five hundred” and in- 
sert “nine” in lieu of the word “six; ” after the word “dollars,” same line, in- 
sert the words "for approaches, $11,000." 

Same e, lines H and 25, strike out the words “ twenty-six thousand five 
hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words “forty-five thousand,” 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. That amendment, Mr. Chairman, is in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury Department. This building is now in course of comple- 
tion, and the amendment provides for appropriating the amount recom- 
mended for the construction of the elevator and for the approaches to 
the building. These recommendations aggregate $45,000. The com- 
mittee in its estimate have reduced the item for heating apparatus from 
$25,000 to $20,000, and for elevator from $9,000 to $6,500, and have 
stricken out the item of $11,000 for approaches. 

As this report of the committee shows, the last story of the building 
is being put on, and it is expected before the snow flies this building 
will be completed and ready for occupation. It is to be hoped that 
will be the case. 

Now, as a business proposition I desire to appeal to the House to act 
on the recommendation of the Supervising Architect in this respect. 
I desire to say in reference to the Supervising Architect that his man- 
agement of these public buildings is admirable. I propose by my 
amendment to have appropriated in this bill the money necessary to 
complete the building so that it may be made useful for the public 
service. I have admired the able, business-like manner adopted and 

ursued by the Supervising Architect in reference to all these public 
buildings. We have twenty-one or twenty-three in course of comple- 
tion; this at Rochester is one of them. This building aggregates an 
expenditure of over $550,000. 

These items as provided for in my amendment are necessary, and I 
submit, as a business proposition, the recommendation of the Super- 
vising Architect, whose judgment is reliable, should be carried out. 
He stated to me this morning what he asked for should be appropri- 
ated. The heating apparatus, the elevator, and the approaches to the 
building are required just as soon as the building is completed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know what the Supervising Architect 
stated to the gentleman this morning, but I do know what he stated 
to the subcommittee. And I know the subcommittee and the general 
Committee on Appropriations have given great care to the examination 
of these estimates for public buildings, and we appropriated in that 
direction what we believed to be n 2 

This building is not yet higher built than its third story. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. They are | ages on that story now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Next comes the roof. Isay, with deliberation, 
the Supervising Architect came before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and said he did not need this appropriation for approaches. It 
is not for me to reconcile the two statements. I hope, therefore, the 
gentleman’s amendment will be disagreed to. 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. I was assured by the Supervising Archi- 
tect this morning in person that these items will be necessary, and he 
has uniformly in all his reports and communications urged them upon 
Congress. The Secretary of the Treasury has also urged upon Congress 
the appropriation of these amounts so as tomake them available for the 
prosecution of the work. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish tosay an additional word. The Supervis- 
ing Architect was asked by the subcommittee, and he said—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I know all about that, 

Mr. RANDALL. The subcommittee showed him whatit had done. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let me ask my friend, did the Super- 
vising Architect advise the committee to reduce the amount for heat- 
ing apparatus and elevator? 

Mr. RANDALL. He did. He recommended that. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is contrary to his letter to me, which 
I have here, asking for appropriations for heating apparatus, $25,000, 
and for elevator, $9,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. We know what heating ap cost. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Everybody knows it. We ought to 
provide an adequate heating apparatus for a building that has cost 
$550,000. Heating apparatus can not be provided for less than $25,000. 
We also provide for the construction of an elevator for doing business 
and carrying my friend to the top of the building when he comes there 
to look after the Democratic party in my district. [Laughter.] It is 
the very lowest figure that ought to be accorded, as a business proposi- 
tion, for such a purpose. We, as business men, are bound to regard the 
recommendations of the head of the bureau in dealing with such a 
question, rather than the opinion of my good friend from Pennsylvania, 
who likes to cut down these estimates, 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not care for the criticism, but unfortunately 
have lost the power to cut down. Everybody who appeared, almost, 
has got just what he wanted in this respect. But I want to call the 
attention of the gentleman to the cost of the elevator. He proposes 
$9,600 for that. Now, we did not give such anamount because we do 
not believe it to be pee: The eleyator here in the corner of this 
building, near the room of the Committee on Appropriations, which is 
nd sad an elevator as could be constructed, did not cost but about 

000. 


| Mr. BAKER, of New York. Well, but this is only two or three 


stories at the most. . 

Mr. RANDALL. That would not make very material difference. 
When the aperture is once made the main cost is in the material and 
in the workmanship. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Theelevator in this building at Roch- 
ester will take double the amount of Jabor that was required here, and 
it will cost double as much money, I am satisfied. 

Mr. RANDALL. And besides that, we know what the heating ap- 
paratus will cost. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And in addition, Mr. Chairman, the 
elevator at Rochester will have to serve a double purpose; it will have 
to serve for both passengers and freight. It must serve the p of 
the United States court and of the Post-Office Department in a city 
which pays $200,000 a year net, almost, and is constantly growing, 
more rapidly in proportion, £ think, than Philadelphia. 

Again, I hope my iricnd ‘rom Pennsylvania will accept this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And carry out tho recommendations 
of the Supervising Architect. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, well; we have his recommendations before 
us, too. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. As a business proposition before busi- 
ness men, this amendment ought to be adopted. z 

Mr. RANDALL. In connection with the heating apparatus, that is 
regulated by the cost per cubic foot of space, and the committee have 
given enough for that. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Well, Iam willing to submit this matter 
to a vote of the committee. I believe the House will evince better 
gupen than my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania on that 
subject. 

The question was taken ou the amendment of Mr. BAKER, of New 
York. The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 44. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, twenty members only rising in support of 
the demand. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I make the point of order that no 
quorum has voted, I think this isa fair business proposition, one that 
should commend itself to the consideration of the House, and I pro- 
pose to stand by it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to 2 parliamentary inquiry, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I understood that twenty members had risen to 
sustain the demand for tellers. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Was not that one-fifth of the last vote? 

The CHAIRMAN, It was. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does not that meet the requirement of the rule? 
The CHAIRMAN. No, it requires one-fifth of a quorum to order 


tellers. One-fifth of thelast vote, whatever it may have been, will order 
the yeas and nays, but not tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the gentleman from New York made 
his point too late. . 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No, I make the point of order that no 
quorum has voted. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is made too 
late. Tellers had been demanded. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But, having made the point of asking 
for tellers, I certainly did not waive my right to make the point of no 
quorum. It amounts to the same thing practically. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the gentleman from New York chose his rem- 
edy. Now, having failed, he wants to go back. 

The CHAIRMAN. ThoChair had announced the result of the vote, 
and it is proper to make the point of no quorum as soon as the result 
is announced. The gentleman from New York did not make the point 
then. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I think it is but fair treatment to ac- 
cord tellers when the point of no quorum is made. It is a common 
sense business transaction, and I propose a common sense business 


proposition. 
Mr. WILKINS. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, how many docs it re- 
quire to order tellers? 


The CHAIRMAN. One-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. WILKINS. Notone-fifth of the last vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. One-fifth of a quorum under the rule. One- 
fifth of the last vote would order the yeas and nays, but not tellers, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I will not press that point, but will 
morve & further amendment. 

I move to amend, in line 23, by fixing the amount at $24,000 in- 
stead of $25,000 as proposed in the former amendment, and leave the 
rest of the amendment stand as originally proposed, and change the 
total footings to $44,000. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BAKER, of New 
York. The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 48. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No.quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from New York wants a division 
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by tellers I have no objection to tellers being appointed; but if he 
wants to stop further progress upon the bill, then I shall move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That would have satisfied me before. 
I only want tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
Ne Alabama, Mr. FORNEY, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. 

AKER. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 49. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows, 


For post-office at Worcester, Mass.: For continuation of building under pres- 
ent limit, $100,000, 


Mr.SHERMAN. I offer the amendment which Isend to the Clerk’s 
desk, to follow line 15. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For post-office and United States court-house at Utica, N. Y.: For paving 
Broad and John streets Sone ae United States court-house and post-office 
at Utica, N. Y., $4,000, or so much thercof as may be necessary to the same 
amount per foot as property-owners on the said streets are requi to pay. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order upon that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman will allow me to make a 
statement. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly I will; but I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The court-house and post-office at Utica occupy 
three sides of a square, the east side fronting John street, the north 
on Broad street, and the west on Franklin street. Franklin street has 
been paved with sandstone pavement of the best kind, paid for by the 
city of Utica. The pavement on both John and Broad streets is all 
dilapidated cobble pavement, and a disgrace not to the publie build- 
ing alone but to the city. The city paid for the entire pavement on 
Franklin street. Under the charter of the city of Utica the city pays 
one-third of the cost of all paving, the other two-thirds being assessed 
to the property fronting on the streets; so that the city of Utica in any 
event pays for one-third of the pavement in front of the Government 
building, provided this amendment is adopted. I do not see any rea- 
son, Mr. Chairman, why the United States should not pay for paving 
in front of their buildings, not only in the city of Utica, but anywhere 
else. The buildings are not put there for the benefit of any city. They 
are put there for the benefit of the Government, to be occupied by its 
officers. It is absurd, it seems to me, to say that any particular city 
should pay for the pavement abutting upon United States property. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only desirg to state that a proposition providing 
for paving streets in front of public buildings is not new to the House. 
In fact there is no law authorizing any such procedure on the part of 
the Government of the United States. On the contrary we have pro- 
ceeded upon the never-varying assumption that the property must be 
dedicated to the United States without municipal taxation or burden. 
To this the House has adhered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order is made that the amendmént 
changes existing Jaw and is obnoxious to the rule. The Chair thinks 
the point of order is well taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Selby may authorize contracts to be made for the 
whole or any portion of any of the foregoing public buildings and the post-oftice 
and custom-house at Jacksonville, Fla., within the limit of cost fixed by law as 
to each of said public buildings. 


Mr, NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 7, line 19, after the word “ Florida,” insert “ court-house and post-office 
at Chattanooga, Tenn,” 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Light-houses, beacons, and fog-signals: 

Charlotte Harbor, Florida: For the establishment of alight or lights and other 
aids to navigation to guide into Charlotte Harbor, Florida, $35,000, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of my colleague 
from the First district [Mr. Hires], who did not expect this bill to 
come up to-day, I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 8, between lines 20 and 21, insert: 
“For the purchase of a site and the erection of a boat-house for light-ship 
boats at Cape May, N. J., $750.” 


Mr. RANDALL. As that is in connection with the safety of human 
life, I ought not to object to it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Itis. It is for a landing for boats for the light- 
ship. ‘They have no place to land. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no authority to accept it. We have an 
item of the same sort in the bill. Iam willing to let the committee 
determine it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 


I will read from the report—— - 
A Mr. RANDALL, 


3 I am quite willing to have the committee decide 
1 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Goose Rocks, Maine; light and fog-signal: For the establishment of a light- 
house and fog-signal at or near Goose Rocks, at the entrance to Fox Island 
Thoroughfare, and the establishment of a day beacon at or near Channel Rock, 
in the vicinity of Goose Rocks, Maine, $35,000, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 2, page 9, insert: 
“ For completion of light-house on Crab Tree Ledge, in Frenchman’s Bay, 
Hancock County, Maine, $13,000,” 


Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order. Congress hasalready 
appropriated the full amount for this work. There is aseparate bill be- 
fore the Committee on Commerce in that connection. I am perfectly 
willing to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I simply desire to say that the amendment was 
recommended by the Light-House Board. Twenty-five thousand dollars 
was appropriated for the purpose of establishing a light-house on that 
led 


Ibis found that the ledge at certain times is covered with water. 
The light-house has to be protected by iron at the bottom to keep it 
from being disturbed by the ice in winter, and this amount of money 
haying been recommended, I offer the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not undertake at this time to controvert any- 
thing that the gentleman says as to the merits of the case, but I dosay 
that the law authorizing this work limited the amount, and therefore 
the amendment is of course subject to the point of order, but I under- 
stand that there is now before the Committee on Commerce a bill to 
extend the limit. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have no doubt that the amendmentis subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman’s relief is with the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have no doubt that it is well taken, but I had 
hoped that it would not be taken at all. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Two Harbors light-station, Minnesota: That the appropriation of $10,000 


made by the sundry civil appropriation act, approved August 4, 1886, for the es- 


tablishment and completion of a light-house at Two Harbors, Minnesota, is 
hereby authorized to be used for the establishment and completion of a light- 
station at the point named. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
9, between lines 21 and 22, insert: 
“For the purchase of a site and erection of a buoy depot at Absecon Inlet, 
New Jersey, $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish merely tosay with reference to this amend- 
ment that I do not think the point of order lies against it, for the reason 
that this buoy depotis a necessary incident of the service, as isshown by 
the letter of Vice-Admiral Rowan, which I have before me. As to the 
necessity for this buoy depot, I will read from the Book of Estimates 
the note on this point, which I personally know to be true: 

A buoy shed should be built at this ps where the tender can come close to it 
and large enough to receive most of the buoys,ete., needed inthe New Jersey in- 
lets. When this is done the buoys for Great Egg Harbor Inlet, a few miles bo- 
low, can be stored here, and the #10 per year rent paid can be saved. 

It is necessary to have a place to deposit these buoys along the New 
Jersey coast, and the proposition is to have it here for the reason that 
the water is better at this inlet than anywhere else. The buoys can 
be stored here, where the tender can come up close alongside, and the 
result will be a considerable saving tothe Government. This has been 
recommended from year to year by the Light-Honse Board, and I know 
that it ought to be done. As to the point of order, I hope the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will not insist uponit, because this amendment 
is in the line of economy. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have only to say that the Government of the 
United States does not acquire property aud establish buoy depots in 
the way proposed without some law authorizing it. I would not ob- 
ject if the Committee on Commerce would provide for it by law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘They probably would have done so if they had 
been allowed to have their day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is incompetent for the Gov- 
ernment, without express authority of law, to acquire title to real 
estate as provided in the amendment, and therefore that the point of 
order is well taken. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But I do not think the gentleman insists on the 
point of order. He has done his duty in calling the attention of the 
committee to the point. Iam as familiaras any man can be with that 
coast, and I assure the gentleman that this amendment is in the line 
of economy, and I do not think he will insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing for the committee to vote upon the 
amendment, simply because it is connected with the saving of human 
life.. That is the reason, and the only reason, I consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdrew his point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL, Ido. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
For one superintendent for the life-saving stations and for the houses of ref- 
uge on the coasts of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, $1,200, 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I offer the amendment which I-send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 10, line ryt cs out “two” and insert “five; ” soasto make the amend- 


n 


ment read: *‘$1,500. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order on that; but if the gen- 
tleman desires to make an explanation, I will reserve the point. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I will detain the committee but 
amoment. In the last session of Congress I called the attention of 
the committee to the fact that in my judgment the superintendent of 
the life-saving stations specified in this section of the bill was not ade- 
quately paid. Iam also aware of the fact that the point of order re- 
served by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] would lie 
against this amendment; but it does seem to me clearly within the 
province of the committee, if it should see fit, to allow this amendment 
to be incorporated in the bill. The superintendent of life-saving sta- 
tions and houses of refuge mentioned in this portion of the bill isre- 
quired to travel a greater number of miles probably than any other 
superintendent upon the coast. I am not offering this amendment, 
sir, simply for the purpose of getting an increase of salary for an officer 
who happens to be in my district, but because I believe the man is 
underpaid for the work he is required to perform. Iwill state further, 
that the means of communication between the life-saving stations and 
houses of refuge in that district, especially upon the coast of Florida, 
are exceedingly bad. The superintendent has to travel upon the ocean 
in an open boat. There is no regular communication between the sta- 
tions, communication is difficult, and it does seem to me very unrea- 
sonable that the lowest paid superintendent of life-saving stations any- 
where upon the coast of the United States, except this man, should 
receive $1,500, while he receives only $1,200. 

Mr. RANDALL. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken. : 
Mr. RANDALL. There is a recent statute fixing this salary, and 
an increase isnot recommended by Mr. Kimball, the head of this service. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For wages of (not more than two hundred and twelve) plate printers, at piece- 
rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to ex the rates usually 
paid for such work, including the wages of (not more than two hundred) print- 
ers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each, when employed, and for wages of (not more 
than thirty-eight) printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50. day each, when 
employed, and for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, $398,000, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury : 

Mr. WILKINS. I wish to inquire whether this paragraph author- 
izes an increase in the number of plate printers in the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. 

Mr. RANDALL. It contemplates an increase from one hundred and 
eighty-seven to two hundred and twelve. 

Mr. WILKINS. Does the Committee on Appropriations propose an 
increase in the number of steam plate presses in that bureau? 

Mr. RANDALL. They do not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, 13, strike out the words “not more than two hundred and 
twelve;’’ in line 1, page 14, strike out the words ** not more than two hundred ; ” 
and in lines 3, 4,5, and 6, on the same strike out the words “and for wa; 
of not more than thirty-eight printer's assistants at steam presses at $1.50 a day 
each when employed, and for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state my reasons for 
offering this amendment. At the present time the quality of the work 
turned out from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is a subject of 
investigation before one committee, if not two committees, of this 
House. Isee that this clause is so framed as to meet a contingen 
which has been prepared by the chief of this bureau. The paragrap 
does not propose to put in more steam presses, but it gives the present 
head of the bureau enough money to put in such presses if he desires 
todoso. Without giving the chief of the bureau distinct authority 
to put in more presses, which is really the objectionable part of the 
work of that bureau, the committee proposes to give sufficient money 
to enable him to do so if he wishes, thereby curtailing the amount of 
plate printing. 

Taking either horn of the dilemma there will be no need of any com- 
mittee of this House investigating this bureau further, if this proposi- 
tion is to stand as itis. Asa member of one of the committees that 
haye been engaged in this investigation—and I have gone considerably 
into the matter—I wish to say, without any prejudice against any of 
the officers of that bureau and without claiming that every complaint 
which has been made is valid, I think it right, when the amount of 
money here proposed to be given is voted, that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations should not take out of the hands of other committees en- 
gaged in this investigation their proper and just regulation of this class 
of public printing. If this paragraph is to be as it now stands, 
we might just as well set aside at once all investigation of this bureau 
by other committees, and declare that the Committee on Appropriations 
shall say how this printing shall be done, how many new machines 


shall be brought into use, how much royalty shall be paid, and what 
class of work shall be turned out. 

Mr. WILKINS. Will the gentleman state what committee is in- 
vestigating that bureau? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is that committee engaged in the investigation 
now? 

_ Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes, sir; it is making a practical investigation 
in person. 

Mr. RANDALL. And there have been other investigations. The 
Committee on Banking and Currency has had the matter under con- 
sideration, but I believe declined to investigate it. 

Mr. WILKINS. There was nothing to investigate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The chairman of that committeee states there was 
nothing to investigate. The Committee on yp soe a before de- 
ciding upon the form of this paragraph in the bill, gave a lengthy hear- 
ing to the parties in interest. 

us brash aside all this mist which seems to surround this ques- 
tion. TheCommittee on Appropriations have only adopted what was 
in the existing law in this connection up toa certain point. They have 
stricken out the proviso which permitted, and we understand such was 
the intention, the purchase of six more of these steam presses. They 
were not willing to gofurther. They were not willing to say the eight- 
ecn steam presses there should not be made valuable. The saving on 
each one of these steam presses, as the committee is informed, is that 
of four persons, or a saving in salary amounting to $4,000, 

The Committee on Appropriations have no power to say steam presses 
now in possession of the Government should not be used. They did 
omit to repeat the act of last year as to further purchase of steam presses; 
and they did so with the understanding the rule of the Department 
has been that where authority is given in one bill and omitted in the 
next the effect is to stop any further purchase in that direction. The 
committee fully understand the question, and as far as that subject is 
concerned acted in that direction. 

Mr. WILKINS. Will the gentleman permit this proviso to be read ? 
I think the gentleman from New York will find it covers the ground 
which he wishes to have covered in this bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wilk yield for the purpose of having it read for 
information. 

Mr. WILKINS. It meets with the approval of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. WILKINS. Isend up an athendment to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended in royalty for steam 
plate-printing machines other than for those now in use by this Department, 

Mr. RANDALL. If the amendment introduced does that, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not think this officer intends to take any 
other action. I hope there will be a serious reduction in internal-rey- 
enue taxes so the appropriation we give when it comes to be expended 
will only be used in part, and that a large balance will be left over to 
be returned into the Treasury. 

Mr. WILKINS. Your committee does not object to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me make a fair proposition now. Why 
not strike out the words my amendmentindicates. Then you will 
have $398,000 to run the bureau on and let the chief of this bureau . 
run it on his best judgment. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is for the Treasury Department to deter- 
mine, I understand. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But the chief of the bureau, Mr. Graves, has 
carried out as nearly as possible the intention of the Department. 

Mr. RANDALL. He had the concurrence of the Secretary. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have no means of knowing that, 

Now if the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will allow 
me a minute, I will say that as far as the investigation has gone, the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department are not satis- 
fied that everything has been well done. That is the whole of it; that 
we are not getting the highest character of engraving in that bureau 
for which we are paying the highest price. When the head of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing and the Government Printing Office 
can not turn out as good work for the United States as private indi- 
viduals, it is time it should be inquired into and some remedy applied. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is another matter. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the way todo it. The paragraph of the 
Committee on Appropriations is practically in the line of putting in 
more steam presses by cutting down a certain number of plate printers. 
It is to provide that Mr. Graves shall do so. 

Mr. RANDALL, The committee does not think so, The commit- 
tee is sincere. I the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WILKINS] should be put on the bill. He is chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and has investigated this sub- 
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ject. I did not know any other committee was investigating the 
matter than the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. The Committee on Appropriations could 
not wait forever for the report of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. WILKINS. The House never authorized any investigation by 
that committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have nothing to say about the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. If it took four months to investigate a Gov- 
ernment office— 

Mr. RANDALL. If it is the desire that the work of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing should be remitted to private parties,that is 
another question. I do not say that I will vote for that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ido not pretend to do that, but what I do say 
is that when we are paying the highest wages for engravers and plate 
printers we should beable to get the very best work, and work ofa very 
different character from that which we do get. I do not say it is the 
fault of the head of the bureau, but what I do say is that this Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing shall not be—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Thereis no such thing intended so faras the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is concerned. 

Mr. McADOO. I offer a further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are now pending. The Chair 
would ask the gentleman irom Ohio if his amendment is offered as an 
amendment to that of the gentleman from New York ? 

Mr. WILKINS. No; it is offered in lieu of that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words, in lines 5 and 6, page 14 of the bill, “and for royalty for 
use of steam plate-printing machines.” 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I think the error that has been made 
by those who have discussed the pending amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York is in presuming that the House understands the 
true status of affairs in this connection. There are many members of 
the House who know nothing of the way the work is being done, or 
why this provision is incorporated in the bill at all, only from the 
general knowledge which the public possesses that steam plate-print- 
ing machines are used in that department. 

The statement in brief is simply this: There are to-day in the Bu- 
reau of Engraving aud Printing a number of machines that do the 
work which was formerly done by hand operators, and which are used 
in printing the currency of the United States, and the internal-revenue 
stamps. It is claimed by the expert workmen who are employed in 
this branch of the public service that the work done by the machines 
does not compare in quality with the work done by hand, but that, on 
the contrary, it is far inferior to it. They have made a comparison of 
the silver certificates which are printed upon the plate presses by steam, 
with the greenbacks printed on the hand presses, and I have myself 
examined some of the specimens which are exhibited in comparison. 
If they were honestly selected, there can be no question whatever, even 
to a casual observer, that the machine work is very inferior to that 
done by hand. è 

Many members present will, no doubt, if they have given a little re- 
flection to the matter, recollect that in handling the new silver certifi- 
cates, although they may have been recently issued, perhaps not six 
months old, that they are shriveled up and have a very poor and despi- 
cable appearance for Government money, as compared with the notes 
heretofore issued from the Treasury. The cause of this is alleged to be 
that the machine does not give the same impression with the same 
care and sensitiveness of touch as is given by the hand plate printer; 
that the friction and the heat of the machine itself are so great that the 
life is as it were pressed out of the paper, and the bank-note is artifi- 
cially burned by the machine heat before it begins to circulate amongst 
the people. 

Now, it is not a question as between machine and human labor by 
any means. These men employed as hand plate printers are not ask- 
ing us to do away with an invention which does a great deal more work 
than the hand printers can do, or which does its work as well as human 
labor; they simply ask this because they take a pride in their work, 
and they know this machine work to be inferior. They make the re- 
quest, therefore, for consideration of this matter as experts, as skilled 
mechanics, and because the United States is turning out a miserable 
character of currency and wretched stamps by the use of machines which 
can not and do not perform the work as well as it can be done by hand. 

Now, the amendment which I have suggested strikes out the provision 
for royalty for the use of these steam plate printing machines. These 
mach nes have been patented and the patentee is to-day reaping and 
has already reaped a fortune from the Government for their use. Five 
hundred dollars is paid for the right to use a machine; $400 is paid for 
the plan of the machine; $1,250 is paid for making the machine; and 
$1 a thousand is paid by way of royalty for every thousand impressions 
the machine makes; and $1,800 for a Government superintendent to 
represent the patentee and inspect the work of the machine. It is sim- 
ply enormous, There never was anything like itin the world. Talk 
about the discoveries of goldin Californiaor elsewhere! Why thisman 
has a mine in the very Treasury of the United States at his command 


for the use of these machines. And it was claimed—I wasnot a mem- 
ber of the committee which I understand investigated the matter, and 
can not say whether it be true or not—butit has been claimed thatthe 
Government is notsaving any money by the use of the machines, which 
are not performing the work of human labor with equally satisfactory 
results; whereas, on the other hand, it is alleged that the work is not 
even as as the hand labor, but is manifestly inferior. 

Now, I do not think it fair that this Government should continue, 
from year to year, to fill the pockets of the men who invented these 
machines, and continue paying to them such enormous tributes as is 
paid here, Five handed dallats for the right, $400 for the plans—— 

Mr..WEAVER, You mean for each machine? 

Mr. McADOO. As I understand it. 

Mr. WILKINS. You do not mean every year? 

Mr. McADOO. Every machine,Iunderstandit. Noplanscan beused 
in making the machine unless they get the right from him at this rate. 

Mr. WILKINS. But the gentleman does not mean to say that $500 
is paid every year and $400 for the plan of each machine? 

Mr. McADOO. I do not know how that may be. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But one thing is certain, that he gets a dollar 
for every thousand impressions. 

Mr. MCADOO. And $1,250 for making themachines of which he is 
a patentee. 

Now as to the question of the character of work performed there— 
the question of merit—Mr. Graves, the Superintendent of the Bureau, 
says: 

As to the relative merits of the steam printing and hand printing it may be 
said that in the widest sense steam printing is not equal to hand printing. 

Now about the investigation. As I understand it, a resolution was 
introduced here in the House and referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency —— 

Mr. WILKINS. There was no resolution introduced into the House. 

Mr. McADOO. How did your committee get cognizance of it? 

Mr. WILKINS. There was a memorial addressed to the House of 
Representatives and sent to the Banking and Currency Committee. 

Mr. McADOO. Your committee made no report on that. 

Mr. WILKINS. We reported adversely long ago. 

Mr. McADOO. Leaving the matter on the table? 

Mr. WILKINS. Certainly. : 

Mr. McADOO.. I understand this matter is being investigated by 
another committee. 

Mr. WILKINS. This House has authorized no committee to make 
an investigation. The gentleman should not say that. 

Mr. MCADOO. I do not claim the House has authorized it. 

Mr. WILKINS. They can not do it without authority. 

Mr. McADOO. The House has no evidence on this matter. No 
evidence has been submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McAnoo] has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope I have the attention of the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee. Is it not a fair matter, now—I regard 
it as especially fair—for the House at least to take care of itsown offi- 
cers and the Treasury Department also? The matter of the limitation 
of these plate printers ought to be strickenout. Why should not, at 
least, my twoamendments be accepted by the committee? Let usleave 
out the limitation ‘'212,”’ and let the bureau take care of itself, 

Mr. RANDALL. What you want stricken out is the number. 

Mr. WILKINS. If you will limit them, and say they shall not em- 
ploy any more presses, I will be with you. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘That matter will take care of itself. 

Mr. TRACEY. Irise for the purpose of inquiring the wording of 
the amendments before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments in the 
order in which they have been presented. 

The Clerk reported the amendments at length. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask my friend from New York [Mr. FAR- 
QUHAR] what the effect of his amendments will be upon the use of the 
steam presses now used in this department? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The effect of my amendments would simply be 
to keep the eighteen steam presses they have now and provide that no 
other steam presses shall go in there until Congress and the Treasury 
Department are satisfied the work is well and correctly done. Thero 
is no curtailment of the work nor amount of work that may be turned 
out. When this committee demand curtailing the number of plate 
printers to two hundred and twelve they give the head of that burean 
theopportunity to go to the Treasury Department and say, ‘‘ With this 
number of men I can not do the work and will have to put in sixteen 
presses.” That would be the continuation of an abuse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, as I now have the floor, I desire to pur- 
sue my inquiry alittle further. If I understand the gentleman aright, 
his answer to my question was that his amendments would not in any 
wise interfere with the use of the presses they have now. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is just it; not a particle. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand that the bureau can use those presses only 


on condition that they pay a royalty. 
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_Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 

Mr. RYAN. But you provide that we shall not pay sg Soa 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Onotherpresses; noton the ones we 
is correct. That is the point. 

Mr. TRACEY. In case the expression ‘‘and for royalty for use of 
steam plate-printing machines ’’ is stricken out, will not that prevent 
the department from paying a royalty? 

Mr. WILKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. A proviso follows that. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to say that as far as the general idea 
expressed by the gentleman from New York is concerned, I am in ac- 
cord with him. It appears to me to be unreasonable to prevent the 
Government from carrying out the contracts it has made. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I amnottenaciouson this matter. If anymem- 
ber of the committee has an idea that this legislation would stop pay- 
ing the royalty on the presses now in use I would endeavor to make it 
perfectly plain. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not a matter of royalty only that the Govern- 
ment is committed to; it is bound by its contracts. Iam not friendly to 
patents of this character nor royalties of this character. But here we 
find the law. Here we find the contracts; here we find these eighteen 
presses. On the of the Government are we to break the contracts, 
break the law,and make useless these eighteen whens I donot think, 
nor did the Committee on Appropriations think, that was wise. The 
committee did, however, think we ought not to provide for any addi- 
tional presses of this character; that we ought to stop just where weare 
now. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Isimply want to supplement my statement, as 
I think the committee has not caught the exact idea. If you strike 
out the part of the paragraph that contains the limitation of plate 
printers you are then exactly in harmony with the chairman’s expres- 
sion. 

Mr. TRACEY. In relation to this matter so much has been said 
that is not entirely relevant to the amendment that I would like to 
explain my position somewhat. 

I had a conversation with representatives of some of the labor organi- 
zations, and gentlemen who were interested in this matter, and I was 
very much impressed with their sincerity. They atnotime represented 
to me that they had any desire to stop progress; they simply wished to 
have an investigation, believing that the work is not properly done. 
Moreover, it happens to be within my knowledge that the officers con- 
nected with the Treasury Department and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are not at all averse to an inv ion of this kind, if the House 
deems it proper tobe made. As has stated here, there is at present 
an examination of the matter going on before one of the committees 
of the House. I make this statement, because I am heartily in accord 
with the desire of those gentlemen, who represent a very large body of 
laboring people. I do not desire, nor do I believe they would desire, 
to have the Government violate any contract, and I hope the gentleman 
[Mr. FARQUHAR] will so word his amendment as to avoid any miscon- 
struction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask unanimous consent to strike out of my 
amendment the words ‘‘and for royalty for use of steam plate presses.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Letus have the amendment read as it now stands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read first the amendment and 
then the amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 23, pags 13, strike out “not more than two hundred and twelve.” In 


line 1, page 14, strike out the words “not more than two hundred,” In lines 3, 
4, 5,and 6, strike outthe words "and for w of not more than thirty-eight 
printers’ assistants at steam presses at $1.50 a day each, when employed.” 

Mr. RANDALL. How will it read as amended? 

The Clerk read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, as follows: 


For wages of plate printers at piece wages to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, notto ex the rates usually paid for such sac Bm aeina the 
wages of printers’ assistants at $1.25 sieran saon; wba employed, $398,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the e Treasury. 


Mr. RANDALL. That leaves out th the iasi assistants, does it 
not? Those are the females employed there; I do not want them 
struck out. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No; it simply leaves out the number. 

Mr. RYAN. That is all left in the discretion of the Department. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; where it ought to be. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to know if the words “‘print- 
ers’ assistants’? remain in the bill, page 14, line 2? 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment has been read twice. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I am asking for information. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] raised the point that those 
words were struck out. 

Mr. WILKINS. Letit be considered asan amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

‘There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘rhe question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York as amended by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. WILKINS]. 

Mr. RYAN. Let the amendment as amended be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment having been reported twice, 
that ean only be done by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 23, ia ia 13, strike out the words ‘‘not more than two hundred and 
pb sst an a 4 rece 14, strike out the words “ not more than two hun- 

of not 
y each.” 


Mr. RYAN. I want to call my friend’s attention to the fact that his 
amendment does not provide at all for printers’ assistants. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Itdoes. Itsimply strikes out the number “two 
hundred.”’ 

Mr. RYAN. If I heard the amendment correctly, it strikes out 
‘‘including the wages of more than two hundred printers’ assistants.”’ 
If that is struck out, there is no law authorizing the employment of 
printers’ assistants. Now,I understand my friend’s object to be tostrike 
out only the limitation. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will report 
the paragraph as amended. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For wages of plate printers at piece rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the rate usually paid forsuch meth including the wages 
of printers’ assistants at $1.25 a day each whenemployed, and for royalty for use 
of steam plate-printing machines—— 

Mr. RANDALL. That leaves out the ‘‘ thirty-eight.’’ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; that is left out. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want that left out. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then I ask unanimous consent to insert it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The employés must be described. The gentle- 
man’s amendment as he has it might throw out every female employé 
there, and I do not think he intends that. 

Mr. F! ARQUHAR, No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the gentleman from New York send up his 
amendment as he desires to modify it. 

The amendment of Mr. FARQUHAR as modified was read, as follows: 

e line 23, page 13, strike out "not more than two hundred and twelve,” 

n line 1, page 14, strike out “not more than two hundred.” 

In lines 3 rte 4, same page, strike out * not more than thirty-eight.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, Iam in hearty sympathy with the 

general principle of the amendment under consideration, believing, as 
f do, that its purpose is to provide that all the securities and stamps of 
the Government shall be printed in the highest style of art. I deem 
it proper, however, that I should correctan erroneous impression, which 
some of the remarks upon the amendment render it apparent must pre- 
vail. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department have 
not been directed to investigate any question relating to or connected 
with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that committee have 
not assumed to make any such investigation. Something more than a 
month ago the bill (H. R. $623) was introduced in the House, ard was 
referred to that committee. The bill is in the words I will read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act, all Government 
securities, bonds, notes, checks, stamps, and drafts shall be printed in the high- 
est style of the the art ne egg printing from hand roller presses. 

Sec. 2. he the Chief and the Assistant Chief of the Bureau of 
aneto e ned Printing shall be either practical engravers or plate printers. 

The bill has been considered inthe regular course of business and has 
had that investigation which it is customary to bestow upon bills by 
the committees to whom they are referred. Ata meeting of the com- 
mittee, held on the 26th of May, some gentlemen who are advocatesof 
the bill appeared in person and by their attorney and submitted an in- 

ing and instructive statement of the difference between and rela- 
tive merits of steam and hand roller presses. The principal points pre- 
sented for our consideration were: 

1. The steam press wipes out the fine lines entirely, and injures 
the faller lines proportionately, and this destroys the whole effect of 
the engraving. 

2. It hardens the paper on the side opposite to that on which it prints, 
and such hardening prevents even and effective dampening of paper to 
receive the subsequent hand-press impression. 

3. The steam-press impression is more available for counterfeiting 
by photographie methods than the hand-press impression, for the lights 
and shadows in it are lost sight of. 

4. The wastage by imperfect sheets printed by the steam press is 
vastly greater than by the hand press, and this isa great, absolute loss, 
and in addition is an evidence of the low degree of excellence in even 
the steam-press work accepted. 

5. The introduction of the steam press has led to the adoption of a 
lower standard for the work accepted. Mr. Sullivan (present assist- 
ant chief) directed acceptance of work done by steam press that a child 
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on the street would not object to, and the former superintendent of the 
bureau, Mr. Burrill, reported to Secretary Folger the existence of a 
lower standard of excellence as to steam-press work as compared with 
hand-press work. 

6. The steam press prints comparatively damp or dry sheets with 
the same degree of speed, and in this respect can not exercise the dis- 
crimination constantly observed by the hand-press printer. 

7. Ithas not yet been demonstrated that steam-press work is cheaper 
than hand-press work. Mr. Graves’s recent letter to Congress ignores 
the following sources of ex in connection with steam-press work: 

a, The royalty paid for privilege of using a press—$500 for each 

Tess, 
b. The amounts paid to master-machinist in charge of steam press 
(Mr. Harley) and amount paid for rebuilding a new press were neither 
included under head of repairs. ; 

c. The greater wastage in steam press over hand press on account 
of imperfect sheets thrown out. 

To this might be added a fourth most important point: 

d. Mr. Graves in estimating comparative performance of two presses 
has placed it at 43 to 1. This ignores the fact that all the slow and 
difficult work is done by the hand press and relatively swift work by 
the steam press, instead of estimating the performance of the two in 
doing the same class of work. This error is believed to reduce the 
proportion from 4% to a possible 3 to 1, and reduce saving to nothing. 

8. Mr. Graves’s last report to Congress and letter in Book of Esti- 
mates shows that he estimates the capacity of the two kinds of presses 
as 5 to 1, and upon this basis anticipates saving of (about) $149,000 per 
year from use of three steam presses. His last letter diminishes this 
estimated capacity to 43, and decreases anticipated saving by about 
$30,000. The other ignored points would about extinguish the re- 
mainder of the $149,000. 

I do not feel authorized to state the views of the committee, or of any 
single member of it, and even if it were proper to give publicity to opin- 
ions expressed in the committee-room, I can not say that I could accu- 
rately state their views. The matter is still under consideration, and 
no opinion has been expressed by any authorized method. But I can 
and willsay for myself, asan individuaal, that the examination we have 
made, and the evidence presented to the committee, have impressed me 
with the belief that there is a great deal in this matter which merits 
our most careful consideration. 

I think it is already established that machine printing from engraved 
plates or dies does not produce results which competent judges would 
accept as work in the highest style of art. All the evidence appears 
to agree upon that point. As corroborative of that view we have the 
significant fact that the faces of our currency are not printed on steam 

resses, 

It will not be questioned that it is the duty of the Government to 
take all proper and possible means to protect its citizens and itself 
against the circulation of spurious currency, and to accomplish this ob- 
ject it should never issue any obligations or securities except those 
printed in a style of such perfection as will render the task of counter- 
feiting them extremely difficult, if not absolutely impossible. The 
Government should also lend its aid, so far as it can, to maintain the 
high and intelligent standard which has characterized the skilled plate 
printers of the United States. 

The paragraph of the bill which has been read is in these words: 


For wages of not more than two hundred and twelve plate printers, at picce- 
rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed the rates usu- 
ally paid for such work, including the wages of not more than two hundred 
printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each, when employed, and for wages of not 
more than ea! fie printers’ assistants at steam presses, at $1.50 a day each, 
when employed, and for royalty for use of steam plate-printing machines, $398,- 
000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


It is quite evident thatif the bill be passed with this limitation as to 
the number of plate printers authorized to be employed, any inability 
of the bureau to meet the demands made upon it will be made up by 
increasing the number of steam presses. Iam clearly of the opinion 
we should not force this alternative upon the bureau, when an investi- 
gation may make it evident that the proper performance of the work 
may require more skilled hand-work and less machinery. 

I have before me a petition to Congress which is signed by the gen- 
eral executive board of the Knights of Labor, including the distin- 
guished General Master Workman of the order, Mr. T. V. Powderly, 
based upon a resolution adopted by the General Assembly of the Knights 
of Labor, at Minneapolis, Minn., in October, 1887, which I will read: 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Knights of Labor, That we demand thatall 
Government securities, notes, bonds, checks, and stamps shall be printed in the 
highest style of the art of plate printing, from hand-roller presses, so as to secure 
the Governmentand the public against loss by wear and by counterfeiting; and 
the General Assembly, or any persons or committee appointed to represent the 
order before Con are hereby directed to do all that is practicable to give 
effect to this resolution, 

I wish I could have the petition all read, but the portion I submit to 
the consideration of the House bears directly upon this subject, and is 
in these words: 


It is needless to urge that if the genuine issue is allowed to deteriorate, be- 
come debased and unable to stand the usual wear, that the ability to su all. 
counterfeit those issues is correspondingly i A poorly printed pond, 
bank note or revenue aop is an open advertisement to the counterfeiter to 
ply his vocation and cause loss and disaster to a too confiding public, It is, 
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therefore, time that Congress should intervene in the interest of the public and 
cause a vigorous and impartial investigation. 

The plate printers are a body of intelligent, skilled workmen, Their avoca- 
tion requires a high average ofability. The exercise ofcare, skill, and judgment 
is necessary in order to produce good work. 

‘either as a body nor as individuals are they opposed to progress. Should it 
be demonstrated that machinery can be invented which can supplant their 
handicraft and artistic skill, usurp and fill their places, they will be quick to ad- 
mit the fact. But that time has not arrived. They claim that the most satisfac- 
tory, because the most “secure,” work ever done has been and is done by them 
on the hand-roller presses, The handling, the heating, the putting on of the 
ink, the wiping of the plate, now heavy, now light, to bring out the effect in- 
tended by the engraver, the temperature of the hand as well as the texture of 
the skin, all requiring the constant exercise of forethought, judgment, andskill— 
human effort entirely—are attributes of and belonging solely to the printer, 
which a machine can not supply. Your petitioners are credibly informed and 
believe that the following facts can be shown, and that they afford sufficient 
cause for an earnest and impartial examination; and your petitioners believe 
that the result of an investigation will be to cause such remedial legislation 
satiny in the future protect the Government and give greater security to the 
public: 

First. That by printing the backs of thesilver certificates or steam presses tho 
note is inferior and discreditable to the Government. 

Second. That the internal-revenue stamps printed on the steam printing 
presses are greatly inferior; are not as good as many trade labels, and are a dis- 
grace to the Government. 

Third. That economy and not security is the primary object of the present 
management. 

Fourth. That at the suggestion of the present chief the law bas been so framed 
as to prevent the employmentof a sufficient number of plate printers to perform 


the work of the bureau in the manner contemplated when the transfer of the | 


entire work to the bureau was made, 
Fifth. That the same law which limits the number of plate printers to be em- 
pa red has enabled the chiefto increase the steam printing presses nearly three- 
old. 


Sixth. That the steam printing presses are not furnished by the owners of the 
patents, but the “iy to construct them is pu by the Government. A 
royalty is also paid on every impression made. 

Seventh. That the steam printing pressss are so easily put out of order that it 
requires the whole force of machinists to be employed in the effort to keep them 
in repair, to the neglect of other and more important work. 

pt That the Milligan press, the one most in use, has been condemned re- 
peatedly. 

At the request of the committee, Mr. Edward O. Graves, the Chief 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, submitted to the committee 
a letter, from which I will read: 

As to the comparative merits of steam printing and hand printing, it may be 
said that, s ing in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal to hand 
printing; t is to say, the steam press has not shown its capacity to print the 

nest grades of work, such as the black faces of notes, bonds, and drafts. This 
is the conclusion of all the committees which have looked into the subject, and 
it is accepted by the management of this bureau, 


Mr. WILKINS. The securities to which the gentleman has referred 
are not printed on steam presses. 

Mr. WHEELER. Some parts are and some parts are not. As I 
understand it, the faces of the Government notes are printed by the 
hand-roller process, but the backs are printed by the steam plate 


presses. 

Notwithstanding his acceptance of this conclusion, Mr. Graves ap- 
pears to be of the opinion that the green backs of the Government 
currency and the backs of the gold and silver certificates may be as 
satisfactorily printed by the process known as machine-plate printing 
as they can be by hand printers. I think the general public will 
most likely contend that this work should be done by the Govern- 
ment in at least as high a degree of excellence as is required by private 
bank-note engraving and printing associations or companies. It is 
true that work less perfect may answer the purpose, but itis certainly 
a matter of doubtful expediency, and is worthy of careful inquiry. I 
will read Mr. Graves’s language upon this point: 

But there is nothing in this conclusion to contravene the demonstrated fact 
that the machine can and does print acceptably the green backs of notes and 
certificates, which are in the easiest grade of printing, and which, when done on 
the hand presses, are intrusted to apprentice boys and the least skillful work- 
men. Ifallof this work could be done by hand by the most skillful and consci- 
entious workmen in the mostcareful manner and under the mostfavorable con- 
ditions, there is no doubt that the printing by that process would best carry out 
the intention of the engraver; but, taking into account the actual conditions 
under which work must be done in a large establishment like this, the various 
degrees of skill and intelligence among its workmen, and the purpose to which 
the work is to be applied, it is equally clear that the so-called machine plate 
printing now being done by this bureau isas satisfactorily done as if it were 
intrusted to hand printers. 

The committee of which I am a member have accepted an invitation 
from Mr. Graves to visit the bureau and continue our examination of 
the subject. 

With my present information, I am inclined to. the opinion that 
all of this work should be done ‘‘by the most skillful and conscientious 
workmen in the most careful manner.” Much has been said regarding 
the relative cost of hand and machine work; but, as the entire subject 
is of great interest, I will submit so much of the letter of Mr. Graves 
as bears upon the matter which is affected by the paragraph of the bill 
and the proposed amendment. It is in these words: 

There are in use in this bureau for this purpose four general classes of presses: 
(1) ordinary surface-printing or typographic presses; (2) a steam-power plate- 
printing phd of the Homer Lee pattern ; (3) steam-power plate-printing presses 
of the Milligan pattern; and (4) ordinary hand-roller presses. 

SURFACE-PRINTING PRESSES. 


The surface-printing presses are used to print the tints on certain varieties of 
internaLreyenue stamps and on many kinds of drafts, checks, and warrants, 
the green charter numbers on national-bank notes of the series of 1882, and the 
seals on all national-bank notes, 

Similar presses are used in the office of the Treasurer of the United States to 
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print the seals on United States notes and silver certificates. The tints ana 
seals are printed from steel dies ky the ordinary surface process, the effect be- 
ing produced by the raised lines of the die instead of by the depressed lines of 
the plate as in plate-printing. The printing done by this process does not equal 
plate-printing in fineness and delicacy, but it is believed to answer its purpose 
sufficiently well so far as the seals and tints are concerned, g 

. The chief purpose of theclaborate printing upon the public securities is to pre- 
vent counterfeiting, and there is nothing to show that the use of the surface- 
printing process in printing seals and tints has facilitated the counterfeiting of 
the securities upon which it bas been used. The printing of seals and tints by 
the present method in this bureau and in the Treasurer’s office requires the serv- 
ices of six pressmen, eleven feeders, and two counters; theannualcost is about 
$25,500. To print them by hand by the plate-printing process would require the 
services of ninety plate-printers, ninety printers’ assistants, and fifteen other 
ga and the annual cost would be $248,709, an increase over the present cost 
o 200. 

The ornamental charter numbers in green ink on the backs of the national- 
bank notes of the series of 1852, printed by this process, are, in my opinion, of 
a quality unfit to be used on the public securities. The backs of the national- 
bank notes of the series of 1875 are printed in two colors, and consist of a green 
border of lathe work and ornamental work, embracing denominational count- 
ers and the legend, and of an engraving of some ag hea subject from 
American history beautifully engraved and printed in black. The two colors 
afford a pleasing contrast, while the two printings and the quality of the work 
furnish excellent protection against counterfeiting. 

In the backs of the series of 1882 the old borders have been retained, but the 
beautiful black vignettes have been dropped, and the space formerly ocoupied 
by them has been filled in with geometric lathe work of a cheap and open de- 
sign. These backs are printed in brown ink, and over the lathe work covering 
the center of the plate the charter number of the bank is printed in green ink 
from brass dies on an ordinary power press. The combination of the two print- 
ings is ugly inthe extreme. It does not furnish the best security against coun- 
terfeiting, and it is greatly inferior to the backs of the series of 1875, which it 
replaced. It would, in my opinion, be wise policy to restore the two plate print- 
ings of the old design. 

naletier addressed by me to the Comptroller of the Currency January 11, 
1888 (Appendix K), 1 earnestly urged this change. To carry this suggestion 
into effect would require the services of 7 plate printers, 7 printers’ assistants, 
and 2 other operatives, and would involve an addtional cost of $12,000 per an- 


num, 

The inferiority of surface or relief printing to plate printing is due to the fact 
that when the impression is made by raised lines the lines must have an ap- 
appreciable thickness, while in printing by the plate process, where the damp- 
ened paper is forced into the incised lines of the plate, the lines may be of ex- 
treme thinnessand yet printclearly. In relief printing the line is only a colored 
re of paper, while in plate-printing it is a cast from the depressed lines of 
the plate. 

THE HOMER LEE PRESS, 


Next in the scale of excellence is printing by presses which perform auto- 
matically, without the aid ofa plate printer, all of the opatanana of plate print- 
ing, including the inking-in, the wiping and the polishing ofthe plate, and the 
taking of the impression, The Homer press in operation in the bureau is 
of this class, “This press has been used exclusively of late in printing the green 
internal-revenue stamps for tobacco of the denominations of 2and 8 ounces. 
While the impressions produced by this press have not the fullness and rich- 
ness of color of the best hand work, they are perfectly clear and sharp. In se- 
curity against counterfeiting, which isthe ultimate test of their excellence, they 
are fully equal to hand work. It is not at all material that the printing should 
conform to the arbitrary system of hand printing so long as the essential ele- 
ment of security is not sacrificed. 

This press was highly commended in a report made April 30, 1883. by a com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury (Appendix F). The Secre- 
tary, on May 24, 1884, by an indorsement on this report, directed the chief of 
this bureau “‘to acquire the Lee press now in the bureau, as well as three 
presses of the cylindrical pattern recommended by the committee, other presses 
to be acquired as the needs of the Department shall dictate,” but, for some un- 
known reason, the owner of the press failed to submit terms for the sale of any 
of his presses to the Government, and xepeses attempts since made to renew 
negotiations with that object have failed. The press now in the bureau is the 
property of Mr. Homer Lee, and a royalty is paid to him of $1 for each 1,000 
perfect impressions printed on it. To replace this press with hand presses 
would require five additional plate printers and five eer assistants, and 
would increase the annual expenses of the bureau $5,124. 

In the spring of 1885, the four years’ contract then running being about to ex- 
pire, a question arose in the Post-Office Department as to the process to be 
adopted for printing the pos tamps for the next four years. The Post- 
master-General, after a personal inspection of the Lee press in operation in this 
bureau, decided to have the stamps printed by the “all steam’ process, i. e., by 

ress which, like the Lee press, performs automatically all of the operations 
of plate printing. By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, this bureau 
submitted proposals for the work, but being unable to obtain additional presses 
of this kind, it was unsuccessful inthe competition. The award was made toa 
private company, which prints the stamps on an automatic press of its own de- 
vising, not cpen to public use, 

Tam informed that the printing of the stamps is entirely satisfactory to the 
Post-Office Department, Certainly the appearance of the stamps themselves 
shows no impairment of the quality of printing. The bill under consideration 
requires the FORAES ODS to be printed on hand-roller presses. On the basis 
of the bids of | this would involve an additional annual cost of $22,784.73, 
chargeable to the postal revenues, out of which the expenses of printing the 
stamps are paid. The postal-notes are printed by the same company, and, it is 
understood, by the same process, under a contract made 1887. 


THE MILLIGAN PRESSES. 


Approaching most closely to hand printing is the printing done by the Milli- 
gan pees It is the recent introduction into this bureau of additional presses 
of this pattern that has led to the presentation of the bill under consideration. 

One or more of these presses have been in operation in this bureau during 
the last ten years, and numerous reports concerning the press have been made 
to Congress or the Department, all of which pronounce in faver of its economy 
and efficiency forthe lowergrades of work, such as internal-revenue stamps and 
the backs of notes. The first of these reports was made to the Secretary of the 
Treasury June 9,1877, by a committee of which Mr. George W. Casilear, then 
superintendent of the engraving division of this bureau, was chairman, and 
Mr. Ward Morgan, then and now superintendent of printing, a member (A p- 
pendix A). The pressreported upon was the original press of this construction 
then in experimental operation. They reported that “there are certain classes 
of work which might be satisfactorily printed upon the press with more econ- 
omy and more rapidity than by hand press,” In consequence of this report the 
press was introduced into the bureau. 

February 26,1879, a committee, of which Hon. Hiram P. Bell, M. C., a member 
of the Committee on Banking and Currency, was chairman, made an elaborate 
report to the Secretary on thisand another steam press (Appendix B). They 
reported that, “in our judgment, several classes of printing might be done on 
that (the Milligan) press in a satisfactory manner and with considerable saving 
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to the Government.” They further reported that "it might be to the advantage 
of the Government to procure a limited number of presses to be used in print- 
ing such securities as, hereinbefore indicated, might be executed thereon,” and 
that “the question of economy is settled beyond dispute, by the statistics fur- 
nished by the chief of the bureau, in favor of the steam presses.” The commit- 
tee, in its report, divided the various classes of securities produced by the bu- 
reau into three es, and placed the backs of notesin the third or lowest grade. 
In pursuance of the recommendation made in this report, five additional Milli- 
gan presses were built and set in operation in the bureau. 

May 8, 1882, Mr. O. H. Irish, the chief of the bureau, made a report to the 
ae. of the Treasury concerning steam presses (Appendix C), in which he 
said: 

“The work executed upon these (the Milligan) presses is that recognized in 
the business as of second quality, mainly composed of lettering, lathe, and 
scroll work, such as backs of notes, certificates, and such stamps as the 2, 4, and 
Sounce tobacco stamps. The excellence of the impressions of this class of 
work executed on steam presses is equal to impressions of the same ciass of 
work executed upon hand presses.” 

In July, 1882, a committee composed of seven experienced officers of the Gov- 
ernment, twoof whom were from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, was 
appointed by the Secretary to consider the relative merits of the Homer Lee 
and the Milligan steam plate-printing presses, The committee reported (Ap- 
pendix F), among other conclusions, that “the Milligan press has demonstrated 
in ils work in the bureau that it can print certain securities with an acceptable 
degree of excellence; ” and “that the press has executed the impressions done 
by it at a considerable saving over the hand presses. * * * The committee 
must, therefore, conclude in favor of the adaptability of this press for certain 
classes of securities.” This committee also rated the backs of notes as work of 
the third or lowest grade. A minority of the committee, consisting of the two 
members from the bureau, though non-concurring in the findings of the majority 
relative to the Homer Lee press, concurred in all the other statements and rec- 
ommendations of the majority, including, of course, those concerning the Mil- 
ligan press. (Appendix G.) 

The conclusions of the majority of this committee in favor of the Lee press 
did not comniend themselves to the Chief of the Bureau (Mr. Barrill) and he 
accordingly presented to the Department a protest (Appendix H) against the 
furtherintroduction of presses ofthis pattern, whose work did not, in his opinion, 
compare favorably with that of the Milligan presses, In this protest he said: 

“The Milligan pressis * * è a hand printing press so far as the applica- 
tion of intelligence to the polishing process is concerned, and its condition of 
work (sic) and the standard of the passage of it in its examination are the same 
as for the hand presses.” 

Immediately after I took charge of the bureau, in May, 1885, the question of 
the introduction of additional presses of this pattern was referred to me by the 
Secretary ofthe Treasury forreport. There were then in operation in the bureau 
six Milligan presses, which wereengaged exclusively in printing 2 and 4 ounce 
tobacco stamps. ` The records showed, however, that they had printed accepta- 
bly large quantities of the greenbacks of United States notes at a considerable 
saving of expense, As, however, there was still a greater saving in printing 
tobacco stamps on them, the stamps were substituted for the backs of notes 
when the quantity became sufficient to keep the presses fully occupied. 

The unanimous reports in favor of the Milligan presses by all of the commit- 
tees which had examined them, the favorable judgment that had been expressed 
concerning them by my two immediate predecessors as chief of the bureau, 
the fact that only a smailshare of the securities—which experience had amply 
demonstrated they could print acceptably and economically— was being printed 
on them, and the further fact that noadditional presses of the Lee pattern could 
be obtained, all constrained me to report to the Department, after full and care- 
ful consideration of the subject, that it would be wise policy to acquire more 
presses of this pattern. I therefore recommended (Appendix I) the purchase of 
six more Milligan presses, The recommendation was approved by the Depart- 
ment and the presses were procured and set in operation in the bureau between 
November, 1886, and January, 1887. 

The printing of the backs of the one-dollar certificates, which had been begun 
upon the old presses of this pattern, was transferred to the new presses imme- 
diately after their introduction. Shortly afterwards the printing of the two- 
dollar backs was also transferred to them,and more recently the backs of the 
five-dollar and ten-dollar certificates have, to a greater or less extent, been ee 
onthem. Allof the one-dollar backs printed since Jan 21,1887, and all of the 
two-dollar backs printed since my oh 29, 1887, have been printed on these presses, 
At present they are printing the backs of all the one-dollarand two-dollar certi- 
ficates produced by the bureau. 

For evidence of the quality of this work it is only necessary to refer to the 
backs of the certificates of these denominations, which are now being issued at 
the rate of 148,000 certificates a day. In clearness, sharpness, and uniformity of 
impression, and all the qualities which tend to prevent successful counterfeiting 
they are up to the highest standard. They may lack something of the fullness 
of color of the very best hand-printing, but this lack is only to be detected bya 
close comparison of backs printed by the two methods, and is more than com- 
pensated for by the superior clearness of the steam-printed impressions. 

Soon after the beginning of the current fiscal year it was found that, in con- 
sequence of the operation of the provision granting fifteen days’ leave of ab- 
sence to all of the employés of this bureau, and of the unprecedented demand 
for tobacco, cigar, and cigarette stamps, the bureau could not meeet the de- 
mands upon it with the facilities it then possessed. As the force of plaie-print- 
ers was limited by law, under the wise policy of specific appropriations pur- 
sued by Congress, the only possible relief was through the introduction of more 
labor-saving printing-machines (Appendix J). Accordingly, by authority of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, six additional Milligan machines were bought 
and set in operation, increasing the number of these machines owned by the 
Government to eighteen. 

The new presses were at first applied to Se pes of 50-cigar stamps, and 
afterwards of 2 and 4-ounce tobacco stamps and the backs of silver certificates. 
The 50-cigar stamps are printed in black ink. which is more difficult to work 
than the green ink used on the other securities printed by the steam presses, 
and therefore they do not come quite up to the same standard of excellence as 
the other securities ponasa by this process. They do, however, compare favor- 
ably with much of the printing of the same class done on hand presses. Their 
qo ity has steadily improved since the firstattempt to print them by steam, and 

ere is no doubt that with added experience it will still furtherimprove. These 
stamps are pasted on boxes of cigars to indicate the payment of the internal- 
revenue tax, and, from the way in which they are issued and used, are not ex- 

d to the same risk of being counterfeited as notes or bonds, 

All ofthe Milligan presses recently introduced have been procured on the 
same terms as those previously in use; the Government pays the cost of con- 
struction, a royalty of $00 for the privilege of constructing each press, and a 
royalty of $1 for each 1,000 perfect sheets of securities pines thereon. There 
is an average net saving to the Government of more than $4 for each dollar of 
royalty paid. The cost, exclusive of royalty, of the six presses bought in 1886 
teh Suea and of the six bought in 1887, which were of stronger construction, 

7:590. 

As to the comparative merits of steam printing and hand printing, it may be 
said that, king in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal to hand 


printing; that is to say, the steam press has not shown its capacity to print the 
finest grades of work, such as the black faces of notes, bonds, and d: . This 
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is the conclusion of all the committees which have looked into the subject, and 
it is accepted by the management of this bureau. But there is nothing in this 
conclusion to contravene the demonstrated fact that the machine can and does 
print aceeptably the n backs of notes and certificates, which are in the 
easiest grade of printing, and which, when done on the hand presses, are in- 
trusted to apprentice boys and the least skillful workmen, 

If all of this work could be done by hand by the most skillful and conscien- 
tious workmen in the most careful manner and under the most favorable con- 
ditions, there is no doubt that the printing by that process would best carry out 
the intention of the engraver; but, taking into account the actual conditions 
under which work must be done in a large establishment like this, the various 
degrees of skill and intelligence among its workmen, and the purpose to which 
the work is to be applied, it is equally clear that the so-called machine plate 
printing now being done by this bureau is as satisfactorily done as if it were in- 
trusted to hand printers, 

Although this press is spoken of as a "steam ™ press it retains all the advant- 
ages of the hand printing process. Only the purely mechanical parts of the 
work which require power without special intelligence or skill are done by ma- 
chinery. Theink, plates, and materials are the same as those used on the presses 
operated by hand, 

Plate printing is separable into four distinct operations: (1) The inking in of 
the plate by rolling to and fro over itaninking roller charged with ink from an 
inked slab; (2) the wiping of the plate by rubbing it with a thin muslin cloth ; 
(8) the polishing of the plate by rubbing the hand over a cake of whiting and 
then over the plate until the ink isentirely removed from the smooth surface of 
the plate and left ain Ba the depressed lines, and (4) the taking of the impres- 
sion by laying the inked plate face upward on the plank of the press, placing 
the dampened paper on it, and forcing the plank and plate under aniron roller 
covered with several layers of thick felting and adjusted at such a height as to 
force the paper down into the inked lines. 

It is evident that all of these operations, except the third, are purely mechan- 
ical, and it might be expected that they would be better and more uniformly 
performed by a well-devised and properly adjusted machine than by hand, es- 

jally as the manner and thoroughness with which they are done by hand are 
eft to the judgment ot a large number of operatives. The precison and uni- 
formity with which these operations are performed on the steam pe show 
that this expectationis well-founded, The polishing of the plate on the Milli 
press is done by hand precisely as on the hand press, with the advantage that 
the printer works continuously at this process without constantly changing, 
as on the hand press, from one operation to another, The consequence is that 
the backs of the certificates printed on the steam presses are, as a rule, more 
thoroughly polished than those printed on the hand presses. 

Four plates are worked at one time oneach steam press, being carried around 
the square frame of the press by an endless chain in such a way thatall the 

lates are subjected to one or the other of the four operationsatonetime. There 

avery short interval between any two consecutive operaties so that there 
is avoided the loss of time which takes place on the hand presses in moving the 
plate from the press to the stove on which it is heated and inked, and k 
again, and in the printer himself passing from one side of the press to the other 
as each impression is taken. It results from this saving of time that, although 
each plate on the steam press on an average prints slightly more impressions 
in a given time than a plate ona hand press, the time devoted to each operation 
for each impression, as shown by actual timing, is somewhat greater on the 
steam press than on the hand press. Nor is there any evidence that the steam 
press impairs the paper and so makes the securities printed on it less durable. 

While there is no exact way of oerni the degree of pressure applied to 
the paper by the impression roller on either the hand or the steam presses, there 
is no reason to believe that it is greater on one pressthan on the other. Inboth 
cases the pressure is regulated by the printer, and enough is applied to make 
the printing full and clear without blurring or mashing.” Iftoo much press- 
ure is applied in either case the ink will be forced out of the lines of the plate, 
and a confused or * mashed” impression produced, 

Careful measurement of the sheets immediately before and after printing on 
the steam press shows that the paper is not stretched in the least by the oper- 
ation, and ropenton tests by the paper-testing machine of impressions printed 
by hand and by steam show that the tensile strength of the two does not vary. 
This machine is devised expressly for testing the strength of paper, and indi- 
cates ‘instantly and accurately the tension under which it breaks. The flimsy 
cotton paper used tor the revenue stamps is printed under the same presure on 
the steam presses without injury or perceptible lessening of strength. 

Competent engineers have computed that but one horse-power is required to 
operate a steam press, Much of this power is consumed in running the bare 
machinery of the press, and the remainder is divided among the three opera- 
tions of inking-in, wiping, and making the impression. Four layers of felting, 
with an aggregate thickness of at least one-fourth of an inch, interpose between 
the roller and the paper, and any pressure applied to the paper must be exerted 
through these. The plates pass easily and smoothly under the roller without 
any perceptible jar. Before a pressure could be eee which would injure 
the paper, it is probable that the chain which carries the plates would break, or 
the Eia Pitan slip or fly off. 

The final test, however, of the durability of any issue of securities must be the 
rapidity with which they return for redemption. The statistics on this point 
make a most favorable showing for the new silver certificates. The issue of 
one-dollar notes of the series of 1874 began August,1874. By June 30, 1875, the 
end of the fiscal year, there had been issued $13,797,435. (Finance Report, 1875, 
page 485.) At the same time there had been presented for redemption $1,559,- 
957 (ibid., 488), or 11.3 per cent. of the actual issue. The issue of one-dollar 
notes of the series of 1875 began in September, 1875, and by the end of the fiscal 
year the amount issued was $8,214,193. (Finance Report, 1876, page 509.) The 
redemption at this time had reached $463,842 (ibid... page 514), or 5Ẹ per cent. of 
the amount issued. The issue of one-dollar silver certiticates began in Septem- 
ber, 1886. By June 30, 1887, there had been issued $14,156,000, while the redemp- 
tion amounted to but $176,503, or 1} per cent. (Finance Report, 1887, page 18.) 
A tabulated statement will make this comparison even more striking : 


| Issued | Redeemed | Percent- 

Issue. in first fiscal | in first fiscal | 88° of re- 
year. year. emptions 

to issue. 
One-dollar notes of 1874... $13, 797, 435 $1, 509, 969 11.30 
One-dollar notes of 1875.... 8,214, 193 463, 842 5.65 
One-dollar certificates of 1886 ..... 14, 156, 000 176, 503 1.25 


To March 31, 1888, there had been issued $23,016,000 in one-dollar certificates, 
and $14,264,000 in two-dollar certificates. To that date there had been redeemed 
only $871,509 in one-dollar certificates, and $428,110 in two-dollar certificates. The 
redemptions in eighteen months of an issue of more than 23,000,000 one-dollar 
certificates were but little more than one-half the redemptions in ten months of 
an issue of less than 14,000,000 one-dollar notes of the series of 1874. 

The records of the Treasury Department may be searched in vain for any other 
issue of currency which has withstood the wear and tear of circulation so well 


as these certificates. The issue of small notes had been suspended formorethan 
a year prior to the issue of the small certificates, so that the certificates circu- 
lated very actively and were subjecigf to much more than ordinary wear. On 
the other hand, the great need of the certificates for current use by the publie 
and the im sent, Ba supplying at once the deficit in the small circulation 
have doubtless kept in circulation many certificates which, under ordinary con- 
ditions, would have been presented for redemption. 

When theissue of one-dollar United States notes was maintained at about $25,- 
000, the average annual redemptions were from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000 (Fi- 
nance Re rt, 1887, page 53), showing that the average life ofa note of this denomi- 


-nation is less than three years. There are now outstanding more than 23,000,- 


000 one-dollar certificates, They constitute a mass of paper weighing 250,000 

pounds, and measuring, if piled together, sixty cords, exposed to all the vicissi- 

tudes of circulation among 60,000,000 of people. It would besurprising if in this 

Maoa mass of paper certificates should not be found in every stage of dilapida- 
on. 

The steam printing presses are now printing considerably more than one-third 
of the work of the bureau. To replace them with hand presses would require 
at least seventy-three additional printers and thirty-three additional printers’ 
assistants, and would add $95,465 to the annual cost of maintaining the bureau. 
It would be entirely impossible to provide accommodations for theadditional 
force of operatives in the building occupied by this bureau. If to this be added 
the operatives required under the proposed measure to do by the plate process 
that part of the printing of securities now done by the relief process, the addi- 
tional force would be swelled to one hundred and seventy printers, one hun- 
dred and thirty printers’ assistants, and seventeen other operatives, making a 
net increase of two hundred and ninety-five in the number of employés, and 
increasing the annual expense $329,665. Adding theincreased expense of print- 
ing the tage stamps by hand, the annual expense resulting from the passage 
of the bill would be $352,449.73. K 

This calculation is on the basis of the work now being produced by the 
bureau. Under the estimates for the next fiscal year the additional force re- 
quired would comprise 427 persons, and the additional cost, including the post- 
age-stamps, would be $436,921.74. 

It would be utterly impossible to do by the hand-roller ppocess within this 
building all the work required for the production of the quantity of securities 
now being turned out by the bureau, to say nothing of any prospective increase 
of production. Many parts of the building are now overcrowded, and some of 
the employés are compelled to work in rooms not suitable for the purpose. 

The first step necessary to carry outa uirement thatall the printing should 
be done by hand would be the purchase of additional ground, and the next the 
erection of a large addition to the building now occupied by the bureau. 

In view of all- these considerations I am constrained to report against the 
propriety and necessity of the proposed provision that all Government securi- 
ties shall be printed on hand-roller presses. ; 

* s a * & * s 
Respectfully, yours, 
E. O. GRAVES, Chief of Bureau, 


The comm ittee also received a communication from Mr. Ralston, in 
behalf of the Knights of Labor, commenting upon and replying to the 
letter of Mr. Graves, and in order to. give the House their views of the 
matter, I also submit so much of Mr. Ralston’s letter as refers to the 
question now under consideration. It is in these words: 


Sm: I beg leave to submit the following repiy to report sent by Mr. E. O. 
Graves to the Senate Committes on Finance on May 9, 1888, which report has re- 
cently, I understand, been laid before your committee, 

Mr. Graves’s report as to the expediency of discontinuing steam-press work 
for plate printing is designed to cover the two questions as to relative excel- 
lence of work and economy as compared with hand printing, Upon the ques- 
tion of excellence of work permit me to call your attention to the following 
features of Mr. Graves’s communication. About page 13 Mr. Graves says: 

“As to the comparative merits of steam printing and hand printing it may be 
said phat, speaking in the widest sense, steam printing is not equal to hand 

rinting. 

p He then attempts to qualify this statement by applying it only to the black 
faces of notes, bogi ang drafts, and intimating that the same rule does not 
hold good in what he is pleased to regard as a lower grade of work, such as 
backs, ete. That this supposed qualification is in itself baseless he shows on the 
following page, when, in referring to the matter, he says: 

“Ifall this work [green backs] could be done by hand by the most skillful 
and conscientious workmen, in the most careful manner, and under the most 
favorable conditions, there is no doubt that the printing by that process would 
best carry out the intention of the engraver,” etc. 

I submit that if Mr. Graves does not now haye in his employment “the most 
skillful and conscientious workmen,” who will do their work “in the most care- 
fal manner,” or if he does not supply them with “the most favorable condi- 
tions,” he owes a prompt and satisfactory Se to Congress, and should 
not be allowed, without being held to the fullest accountability, to plead such 
wants in such a controversy as this. Should a private firm obtain a reputation 
for the finest work, and afterwards, upon producing inferior work, strive to ex- 
plain its deficiencies by suggesting “the actual conditions under which work 
must be done in a large establishment” (page 14), a reduction of business would 
soon attest the insufficiency of the excuse, 

But the report under consideration shows that, however much Mr. Graves’s 
conclusions may be affected by hislove for the steam press, in his own heart he 
recognizes the correctness of the position taken by the Knightsof Labor, About 

ge 4, after referring to the present degradation of the work performed in his 
Paea upon the national-bank notes, contrasting the former beautiful plate 
of the Landing of Columbus, in black, surrounded by a green border 
of handsome and intricate design, with the present common brown print, with 
surface printing of a number in the center, he says of the latter: 

` It does not farnish the best security against counterfeiting, and is greatly 
inferior to the backs of the series of 1875, which it replaced. It would in my 
opinion be wise policy to restore the two plate printings of the old design.” 

We are content to nocees Mr. Graves's statement upon this point, and to apply 
the same reasoning to the faces of the silver certificates, etc., which now re- 
ceive a single plate-printing, together with a surface printing of the seal. We 
believe it is true of these notes, as well as of the backs of the national-bank 
notes, that the present method of production “does not furnish the best security 
against counterfeiting.” Mr. Graves shrinks from the conclusion of page 2 9 
of this report (possibly on account of supposed added expense), yet logically 
he must come to it. A 

On page 2 of the report Mr, Graves very truly says that “the chief purpose of 
the elaborate printing upon the publie securities is to prevent counterfeiting,” 
and on page 3, referring to the former backs of the national-bank notes, he says, 
“ the two printings (plate printings) and the quality of the work furnished ex- 
cellent protection against counterfeiting.’ He alsoexplains why itis that plate 
printing is superior to surface printing. 

Yet in spite of these opinions, so frankly expressed, the fact is, that instead of 
the three plate printings which make the face of the earlier United States cur- 
rency a thing ff piers and a defiance to the arts of the counterfeiter, we now 
have a single plate printing with one surface printing, while the national-bank 
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note backs have fallen from two beautiful plate prin‘ of intricate designs to 
one plate printing and one surface printing, and the backs of the silver cer- 
tificates now receive a single green plate printing, executed not in such manner 
that the Gb: gone of the work furnishes excellent protection against counterfeit- 
ing,” but after such fashion that the champion of the steam presses confesses,on 

uu, they “lack something of the fullness of color of the very best hand 


In scarcely remind your committee that, as I have heretofore explained, 
the want of "fullness of color” indicates that the finest lines have been utterly 
wi out and extinguished, and the remaining ones have not received their 

effect, and the whole has been rendered therefore more easy of reproduc- 
tion, as having less decidedly the protective characteristics of plate-printing. 

Before leaving the subject of comparative excellence of work, it may be worth 
while to refer to Mr. Graves'’s remarks on page 12as to the 50-cigar stamps. He 

that they “do not come up to quite the same standard of excellence as 
the other securities printed by this press.” The same fact has also been ad- 
mitted, as we are prepared to show, by Mr. Morgan, chief of the press-room. 
But Mr. Graves is not deterred from the use of the steam press on these stamps 
for this reason, as he immediately finds that “ from the way in which the 
issued and used (they) are not exposed to the same risk of being counterfeited 
as notes or bonds.” 

Here is another plain intimation that superiority of abrfeseagene | is a protec- 
tion, coupled with a more than doubtful statement of fact as to liability to coun- 
terfeiting. The records of the secret service show that numbers of counterfeit 
plates of revenue stamps are yearly taken and destroyed. 

Š HOMER LEE PRESS. 

In speaking of this press (page 4) the idea is conveyed that no plate printer is 
needed forit. This is erroneous. A plate printer is employed at $ per day. 

Mr. Graves confesses the inferiority of the work done by this press, for he 
says “the impressions produced * * * have not the fullness and richness of 
color of the best hand work.” I have already commented m the meaning 
of an expression similar to this. Again Mr, Graves inferen y admits that 
the production of this press is not tested by the same rigid rule as is applied to 
hand work, for he says (page 5): 

“It is not atell material that the printing should conform to the arbitrary 
ae ot hand printing, so long as the essential clement of security is not 


sacrificed. 

Here is a distinct non mses ag of a different standard for the work of this press 
from that used for hand work, and I have already alluded to the existence of 
such different standard as to the Homer Lee press, as shown by the report of 
ex-Chief Burrill: 

To quote Mr, Burrill's exact words : 

“That this substitution [machine for hand polishing, etc.] has not accom- 
lished successful results is demonstrated by the fact that the quality of work 
one upon it [the.Lee press] in this bureau has not reached a standard suf- 

cient] Migh to be measured y that which governs all other work.” 

And he continues with much more to like effect. 

THE MILLIGAN PRESS, 

I need scarcely refer to the half-hearted commendations of this press quoted 
by Mr. Graves. Iam not surprised to learn, knowing the conditions surround- 
ing the test, that a Treasury committee reported that ‘certain classes of work 
might be satisfactorily printed on the press with more economy and more ra- 
pidit than by hand pronn or that another committee found that several classes 

Tuer “might done on that press in a satisfactory manner and with 
considerable sa to the Government,” or that non-practical chiefs, such as 
Mr. Irish and Mr, Graves, should be imposed upon in this matter. We have 
but to bear in mind the fact that in the competitions between the two presses 
special instructions have been quietly i to the printers employed on the 
steam press touse methods notemployed in the ordinary course of steam print- 
ing and caleulated to uce exceptionally favorable results for that press. 

Mr. Burrill is quoted as reporting to the Department that ‘‘ the Milligan press 
is * * * a hand printing press, so far as the application of intelligence to the 
polishing process is concerned, and its condition of work is and the standard of 
the of it and its examination are the same as for the hand presses.” 

While I do not wish to question the sincerity of Mr, Burrill in belief as to 
the standard for examination of the work of this press, we are prepared to show 

n, as we have shown before, that the then and now assistant chief of the 
bureau directed acceptance of work done by steam press that a child on the 
street would not object to. 

COMPARATIVE ECONOMY. 

It is a difficult thing to learn from the reports of the bureau anything at all 
satisfactory concerning the relative cost of steam and hand printing. Mr. 
Graves says, on 13 of this report, that “there is an average net saving to 
the Government of more than $4 foreach dollar of royalty d.” Let us see 
about this. Mr. Graves is much more modest than formerly, In making up 
the figures upon which he based a recent answer to a House resolution (see Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 210, Fiftieth Congress, first session) he estimated the cost 

r thousand impressions on the steam pressat $5.28; on the hand press, $15.51; 
leaving a net a by the use of the steam press of $9.23, instead of $4, for each 
dollar of royalty paid, Mr. Graves’s figures somewhere lack the prime ele- 
ment of accuracy. 

But there is reason to believe that his statement this time is, as before, wide 
of the mark. In Ex. Doe. 224, Forty-seventh Con first session, we find 
that a committee, giving the matter more careful attention than Mr, Graves ever 
seems to have bestowed upon it, reported that the cost of printing 1,000 impres- 
sions by hand, in en ink, was $11.26; 1,000 impressions by steam-press, 33.61, 
exclusive of royalty. This would give a saving of $2.65 for each dollar of roy- 
alty paid, or, including royalty, make steam press work, with all its imperfec- 
tions, only .15— per cent. cheaper than hand work. 

I have heretofore alluded to the many errors involved in Mr. Graves’s esti- 
mate submitted to Congress. Let me now add that they vitiate every figure con- 

tained in the report we are now considering. 

Examining the figures he has presented seriatim, we find that he estimates 
that peas tints and seals, now done by surface paag for $25,500, would 
cost by plate printing nearly ten times as much, or $248,700. Let us charitably 
suppose that in presenting such a statement as this Mr, Graves was simply out- 
rageously imposed upon. Besides a manifest exaggeration in his figures, Mr. 
Graves in compiling them bas ignored the fact that after the passage of the bill 
before your committee a very large proportion of the work now done upon the 
surface printing presses of the bureau would still remain to be executed in the 
same manner, 

To replace the Homer Lee press by hand presses he estimates would call for 
the employment of five additional plate poea and five assistants and would 
increase the annual expense by $5,124. Inasmuch as Mr. Graves’s highest esti- 
mato has been that one press did the work of five printers, and as one printer 
with an assistant is already employed to take charge of this press, under no cir- 
cumstances could more than four additional men and four assistants be called 
for. But Mr. Graves's estimate of additional cost is also further erroneous for 
= same reasons that his estimates of comparative expense of the two presses 

erroneous, 

Mr. Graves further states that toreplace the steam $ poga in the bureau would 

uire the employment of at least seventy-three additional printersand thirty- 


_ of pri 


eight additional printers’ assistants, and add $95,465 to the annual cost of main- 
taining the bureau, 


Inasmuch as there are nineteen steam presses with their pressmen now at 
work in the bureau, he estimates these presses as performing oo much work as 
nineteen and seventy-three men would do. In other words, that they are equiv- 
alent to ninety-two men, and therefore work in about the proportion of five to 
one, In his recent report to ae (Executive Document No. 210, Fiftieth 
Congress, first session) he estimated the production of one press as equal to four 
and three-sevenths men on hand presses, and as I have before shown your com- 
mittee, to arrive at this result he ignored most important elements. We sce, 
therefore, that no reliance can be placed upon his estimate just referred to, 

Certain minor points of the communication we are considering need but a 
passing glance. At the beginning of Mr. Graves’s administration 255 plate print- 
ers found employment in the bureau. Now it contains but 187, If we are told 
that this reduction is in consequence of the Congressional enactment restrict- 
ing the number to 187, we have to say that this restriction was made at Mr, 
Graves's request. Our special reason for referring to the reduced number is to 
ayswer, as far as the fact goes, the allegation that the bureau is not large enough 
to contain the printers necessary to do its work py hand. 

he Governmentalready owns sufficient ground about the present bureau on 
which to place without inconvenience another building of the same size were 
the necessity for it to exist, But there should be no question ofeconomy when 
the safety of the Government issues is the matter under consideration. Upon 
this point we can notdo better than quote from the report of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency (H. R. No. 150, second session Forty-third Congress) : 

“All these circumstances have satisfied the committee that methods of print- 
ing, numbering, sealing, and issuing of the securities of the United States ought 
to be adopted which will appreach the nearest to being absolutely secure against 
error and fraud, even if such methods should be much more expensive than 


others ba’ less —— of protection.” 

And in with regard to internal-revenue stamps: 

“While the individual citizen may have comparatively little interest in the 
stamps, the public revenues are heavily involyed. These suffer, and the honest 
tax-payers are defrauded if counterfeit stamps are altered or there is an unau- 
thorized and dishonest issue of genuine stamps. To prevent counterfeiting the 
highest attainable artistic and mechanical skill in the execution, together with 
the use of distinctive paper, is believed to be the most effectual means,” 

The views of the committee which signed the foregoing opinions were adopted 
by A oo ate and the legislation at that time recommended by them was enacted 

o law. 

_ It may be that, as contended by Mr. Graves, a smaller per cent. of silver cer- 
tificates (printed on both steam and hand presses) haye returned for redemp- 
tion within a given time than was formerly the case with the United States 
legal tenders. The explanation is twofold. First, the silver certificates were 
issued at a time when there was a great dearth of notes of the lower denomina- 
tions. They met an immediate and pressing want for change, and were there- 
fore not readily presented for redemption, Second, the silver certificates are 
printed upon paper of a much tougher fiber than that used for the legal tenders, 
and they may therefore be expected to continue in circulation a longer time. 

Neither of these reasons at all affects the question of hand and steam printing. 
Our contention is simply that the printing of the back by steam calenders the 
face and renders it less suitable to receive the subsequent face impression, and 
that thereby the face impression is deteriorated. Upon this point I again refer 
to my former communication to you. 

The condition of the postage-stamps printed on a steam press may be satis- 
factory to the Post-Office Department, It can hardly be to any one who cares 
for excellence in governmental work. We are prepared to exhibit to your com- 
mittee sheets of stamps purchased without selection, and displaying the most 
striking variations in color and shading in the different parts of the sheet, in 
one stamp the fine lines being wiped completely out, and in its near neighbor 
the lines having been left so full of ink as to produce a “‘ mashed" impression, 


Every effort has been made by the committee to progress with their 
inquiry into this important subject as rapidly as possible. Though not 
specially authorized or ordered by the House, the examination is of that 
character which it is the duty of every committee to enter upon in con- 
sidering the bills referred to it. 

I therefore say that I am in hearty sympathy with the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], for without the 
adoption of such an amendment it might be impossible to carry ont 

roper measures to enforce the law, as I think the majority of this 
pee and of the people at large believe it ought to be enforced in re- 
gard to the printing of the securities of the greatest Government on the 
face of the earth. ii 

Mr. RANDALL. I have some apprehension as to the effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] in so 
far as it proposes to strike out the restrictions as to the number of per- 
sons to be employed. If that limitation be struck out, I apprehend 
that, perhaps not the present superintendent, but some future superin- 
tendent might assume that he had the authority to employ any num- 
ber of plate printers that he deemed proper, and thus under pressure, 
whether political or otherwise, he might exhaust the annual appropria- 
tion in less than the year, thus creating a deficiency. It has always 
been found safe to make these limitations. The printing in that bureau 
has never been behind, so far as I know; and if the gentleman from 
New York, upon reflection, will leave in the bill the limitation as to 
the number of employés, and content himself with the proviso of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I think that may be a very desirable way of dis- 
posing of this subject. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire merely to say that if this limitation is 
not removed from the bill, all that the Chief of the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing will have to dois to go to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and say: ‘The number of plate printers provided in this bill is insuffi- 
cient to do the work; and, consequently, I desire that steam presses 
shall be put in, by means of which I can get out the work with -ease 
for the money provided.” 

Mr. RANDALL. But here comes the proviso, which will prevent 


t 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Even that proviso will not prevent it. 
Mr. RANDALE. Oh, yes, it will. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Why? 
Mr. RANDALL. Undoubtedly it will. I think, upon reflection, 
the gentleman had better agree to be content with the provision in the 
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form I have suggested. The appropriation is an increase of $14,000 
over that of last year, and the number of emyloyés is increased from 
one hundred and eighty-seven to two hundred and twelve in one case, 
from one hundred and eighty-eight to two hundred in another case, and 
from twenty-six to thirty-eight in another. 

Mr. PETERS. If the statement of the gentleman from New Jerscy 
[Mr. McApoo] be correct, it would be cheaper to dispense with these 
steam presses altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the proviso come in, which he can put in as 
strong language as he knows how to use. I do not think the object of 
the committee was to give the head of that bureau unlimited authority. 
Let the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended in royalty for steam 
plate-printing machines other than for those now in use by this Department. 

Mr. RANDALL. That covers it, I believe. 

Mr. RYAN. It does not go farenough. Itshould prohibit the pur- 
chasing of any more of these steam plate-printing machines, 

Mr. RANDALL. It does. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If that is the proviso it will do what is desired. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. I submit the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 18, insert: 

“Provided, There shall not bean increase ofthe number of steam plate-printing 
machines in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; and that hereafter not ex- 
ceeding 75 cents royalty shall paid for each 1, perfect impressions made 
upon steam plate-printing presses.” 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is not right. Strike out the last half of 
the amendment. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. Very well; I will strike out the last half 
of it. 

Mr. WILKINS. That is really the amendment I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WILKINS] that the gentleman from New York [Mr. STAHL- 
NECKER] offers the amendment as a substitute for the entire pending 
amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam free to say if I could in any way reach that 
royalty I would knock it out. 

Mr. RYAN. None of us know how to reach it exactly. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. I think my proviso will reach it, that there 
shall not be any more increase of the number of steam plate-printing 
machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. 

Mr. RYAN. That provision makes it impossible to employ any more 
steam-presses if it is 3 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Put it on, then. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this agreed to by the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. WILKINS. The Committee on Printing has nothing to do 
with it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This is the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the Secretary of the Treasury will take care 
to see whether we can not get rid of this royalty. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of saying in reply to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] 
that the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. STAHL- 
NECKER] certainly has my full approval, and I feel authorized to say 
that it is thoroughly in accord with the views of the majority of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. About halt 
of the committee or more arein the Hall, and the amendment certainly 
has their approval. And this is the only committee, so far as I know, 
which has anything before it in relation to the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER withdrew his formal amendment. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER’S amendment as modified was to. 

The question recuired on the following amendment of Mr. MCADOO: 


Amend by striking out these words in lines 5 and 6, page 14, “and for royalty 
for use of steam plate-printing machines.’ 


Mr. RYAN. The effect of that will be to prevent the use of presses 
now owned by the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have not the power to do that, the law and 
contract prevent. We have gone as far as we could, to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury te make inquiry to see whether that royalty 
could not be got rid of. 

Mr. McApoo’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. On page 14 I move to strike ont in line 
2 “$1.25” as the wages provided for printers’ assistants, and in lines 
4 and 5 ‘* $1.50aday”’ for wages of printers’ assistants at steam presses, 
and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ $2”? a day. 

In supporting this amendment I hope no member of this House will 
hesitate. The question of labor is one of the most important before 
the country at this time, and the Government should set the example 
in dealing with its ownemploy¢s. They should provide for them what 
will be sufficient to give them a fair living for themselves and families. 
You can not get a dinner for less ihan $1.25. How much less then 
will $1.25 a day or $1.50 a day provide a living for a family—a wife 
and three or four children? It should be $2 a day at least, 

The question was raised the other day in reference to the employés 


in the Botanic Garden, when it was provided in the appropriation bill 
their pay should bea dollarandaquarteraday. It was alleged in this 
connection by some members present that it was the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to employ as cheaply as it could. On that point I beg to differ 
with those gentlemen. The employés in this department are not mere 
merchandise, as was then pretended was the case. They are flesh and 
blood, and are entitled to the protection of the Government. I trust 
this House will not permit anything to be inserted in the legislation 
of this House providing for employés working for less than $2 a day. 
They can not support their families for less than that amount. The 
pages on this floor get more than $2 a day, and it is not too much. It 
is certainly necessary that the Government employés of the skill neces- 
sary to do the work provided for in the pending paragraph should re- 
ceive at least $2 a day. 

Mr. WHITE’s amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Lighting of rivers: For establishing, supplying, and maintaining post-lights 
n the Hudson and Rivers, New York; the Delaware River, between Phila- 
delphia and Bordentown, N. J.; the Elk River, Maryland; Cape Fear River, 
North Carolina; Savannah River, Georgia; St. John’s River, Florida; at the 


mouth of Red River, Louisiana; on the Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Tennessee, 


Illinois, and Great Kanawha Rivers; on the Columbia and Willamette Rivers, 
Oregon; Sacramento and en tre Rivers, California; and on Puget Sound, 
W: ngton Lantos f ; the Light-House Board being hereby authorized to lease 
the necessary ground for all such lights and beacons as are for temporary use 
or are used to point out changeable channels, and which in consequence can not 
be made permanent, $235,000, 


Mr. RANDALL. Since this bill came from the committee there 
has been received from the Light-House Board a recommendation in 
connection with the Connecticut River, and I will ask the Clerk to 
read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 


Washington, June 15, 1888, 
Srn: The following is a copy of a tel 


sent you to-day: 
“The board recommends in letter to Department that there be appropriated 
for establishing the n 


lights and other aids to navigation on the Con- 
necticut River, from its mouth to the head of sloop navigation at Hartford, Conn., 
the sum of $15,000." 


spat arcs fates JAMES F. GREGORY, 
Major of Engineers, United Slates Army, Engineer Secretary. 
Mr, J. C. COURTS, 
Clerk Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move the following amendment: To insert, 
in line 17, after the words “New Jersey,” the words “Connecticut 
River, Connecticut,” 

The amendment was adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken thechair ` 
as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President of the 
United States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries. 

The message further announced the approval of bills of the following 
titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. ar to establish a Department of Labor; 

An act (H. R. 1844) to promote agriculture, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Monroe, 
La.; 

An act (H. R. 8279) to authorize the county of Laurens, in the State 
of Georgia, to construct a bridge across the Oconee River at or near 
Dublin, in said county and State; 

An act (H> R. 7509) granting to the New York Harbor and Beach 
Railroad Company a right of way; 

An act (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish; 

An act (H. R. 2151) for the relief of L. B. Burton; 

An act (H. R. 2695) for the relief of Charles W. Mosler; 

An act (H. R. 8965) to authorize the Postmaster-General to cancel 
mail contract numbered 30100, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes, and amendatory of the 
statutes therein mentioned; 

An act (H. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and ex- 
ecutrix of William Ward, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 7490) for the relief of Sidney W. Whitelaw; 

An act (H. R. 6575) for the relief of James L. Alsip; 

An act (H. R. 2167) for the relief of George E. Oliphant; 

An act (H. R. 8266) for the relief of Mrs. Clarisa G. Green; 
rac act (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

T 


An act (H. R. 5844) to increase the pension of William Clark; and 
An act (H. R. 3922) to place the name of Casper Seibel on the pen- 
sion-roll. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


Public buildings: 
Repairs of the Interior Department and Pension buildings: For repairs of 


buildings, $8,000. 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I offer the amendment which I send to 


the desk. 
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` The Clerk read as follows: 


After the twentieth line insert: 
“For two elevators and additional water-closets in the Pension building, $18,- 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
visited the Pension building and have been particularly interested in 
the way the employés are obliged to ran up and down the stairs to get 
at the different file-rooms, and there is very much time lost in that 
way. I believe by putting in these two elevators the greatest conven- 
ience will be afforded to the employés, and the file-rooms can be 

laced upon the upper floor of the building, which is now almost use- 

tae and much more room utilized in the Department by making that 
change. I think it is a measure of economy, 

I also believe that the water-closets are most inadequate for the em- 
ployés there. 

Mr. RANDALL. What amount is fixed there? 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Eighteen thousand dollars. 


Mr. RANDALL. There is no occasion forthe elevators atall. Ido 
not know about the closets. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair), Does the gen- 


tleman make the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know whether it is subject to the point 
of order. There is no law authorizing it, of course. This building is 
finished. The floors are easy of access. Anybody who has walked up 
and down the stairs there knows there is no necessity for elevators. 

Mr, RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this is subject to the 
point of order. 

I want to say, sir, that in my judgment it is a matter of economy to 
put in one or two elevators in this building. The upper floor of that 
building is now practically unoccupied, and can be occupied only for 
file purposes; but if there were one or more elevators there these files 
could be readily accommodated on that upper floor, and would be of 
easy access, and additional rooms, as stated by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, afforded in the rooms below. 

I believe beyond that that it would be a matter of economy to the 
Government to put in the elevators, and that in the course of two or 
three years it would save the amount of the expenditure to the Gov- 
ernment. I do not think that the amount that is asked for is neces- 
sary, however. I think that one elevator there, costing say $6,000, 
would be ample for the present, and that no more would be n 
than one. I do not believe that more than $12,000 would be necessary 
for two. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I have put in this amendment two el- 
evators, because I have with my own personal knowledge of such mat- 
ters, practical knowledge, included all the expenses of the employés, of 
steam, and everything. That is the reason I have made it of that 
amount. 

But I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas, for I know 
the necessity for at least one elevator there. I know the upper story, 
as my friend said, can be utilized for file-rooms if there can be any 
mode of access to them; and by the construction of this elevator it will 
enable us to have the files removed from the first floor and put them 
above. I believe it is economy to the Government to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. I feel with my colleague on the committee that 
if there is to be an elevator or two elevators there, they ought not to 
cost over $6,000 each. The committee must bear in mind that with 
an elevator must also be provided one or two conductors; and this 
proposition not only fastens on the Government an expense now, but 
a permanent expenditure hereafter. Itis true these elevators were es- 
timated for, but they were not strenuously pressed. 

Mr. RYAN. I move to amend so as to provide for one elevator at a 
cost of $8,000. : 

Mr. RANDALL. You know $6,000is enough. Our elevator here 
only cost $5,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well, make it $6,000. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SairH] modifies his 
amendment so as to embrace mine. In other words, he accepts my 
amendment providing for one elevator at a cost of $6,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I think expenditures of this kind 
are the least burdensome of any that are made. I hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. When I first came to Congress there was no 
elevator at thisend of the Capitol. We first put in one in one corridor, 
and recently have added another in the other corridor, Gentlemen 
have found these elevators very convenient and useful. I hope the 
amendment will be to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairsuggests that the amendment includes 
other matter besides the elevator. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read as it now stands. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that this amendment be 
inserted after line 16, on page 45, which is its proper place. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the Capitol: For work at Capitol, and for general repairs thereof, includ- 
ing wages of mechanics, workmen, and fresco-painter, $35,000, 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 23: 

“And for an improved plan of ventilation for the Hall of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to be sel: upon public competition under the direction of the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, $1,000 in all.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. LIoffer that amendment for a reason that I think 
will be appreciated by every one who is compelled to spend a portion 
of each of these days in this Hall. It is time we had some system of 
ventilation that ventilated. We have machinery already; but it does 
not seem to perform the required work. My amendment is simply to 
give the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics the right to select, 
after public competition, the plan which they think is best adapted 
to the purpose. It is all left in the hands of a committee of this House. 
I hope the amendment will be made, so that those who come after us 
and fill more worthily the seats we fill will have occasion to rise up 
and call our memories blessed because of the good work we did in these 
sweltering days of June. 

Mr. RANDALL. There have been thousands and thousands of dol- 
lars expended in that direction; as much as $30,000 at a single period’ 

This Hall will not be properly ventilated until members cease to 
smoke within its limits and cease to spit tobacco juice in the apertures 
in the floor. If the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] can 
induce the members of the House to correct their habits in these par- 
ticulars the atmosphere of the Hall will be much purer. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘That is a matter of morals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I willremind my friend from Pennsylvania that 
in the last Congress I introduced a resolution to put a stop to the filthy 
habit of which he speaks, and to a large extent it was stopped. I will 
also call his attention to the fact that twice during the present session 
I have risen to points of order with reference to smoking, and all I 
have secured has been invidious remarks from the victims. 

Mr. RANDALL. One thousand dollars to secure a plan to prevent 
this abuse will amount to nothing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand. But I believe if this practice 
were stopped, still it would remain a fact that the thermometer would 
attain an altitude in this Hall that is entirely inconsistent with per- 
sonal comfort. I do notask that any extended appropriation be made; 
but I do ask that the small sum of $1,000 be set apart to allow this 
committee to advertise for plans and to select the one which, in their 
judgment, is the best. Then they will have to go to the Committee 
on Appropriations to secure the adoption of that plan. The scepter 
will not depart from Israel even if this amendment of mine is adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam very glad to aid in the adoption of any pro- 
vision that will improve the ventilation of this Hall; but it can never 
be improved until the whole system now in use is changed. I have 
called attention on this floor several times to the fact that the whole 
system upon which the Hall is ventilated iswrong; that, in other words, 
they begin at the wrong end; they bring the fresh air in at the bottom 
and let it out at the top. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill suggest to the gentleman that he can put 
in his plan. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was about to suggest it is not necessary to ap- 
propriate $1,000. If any gentleman will write to a manufacturer of 
such apparatus whose address I will give him he can find a plan with 
ont any cost at all that will bring about the desired result. 

What is needed is to pump the foul air out from the floor and let 
the fresh air come in from the top. If we wil] just change the present 
plan, turn it end for end, and reverse the operation that is going on, 
we will have no difficulty about ventilation. This is not mere theory 
or mere experiment. The hall of representatives and the senate cham- 
ber in the new state-house at Springfield, Ill., are ventilated upon that 
system, and they are very well ventilated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘There may not be so much gas there as there is 
here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Probably not, but there is just as much impor- 
tance attached to the ventilation of those halls as to the ventilation of 
this, and it is just as difficult in theory and in practice to accomplish 
it; but it has been done by the system I have described, which gives 
perfect satisfaction toeverybody. Ihave never heard asingle complaint 
in regard to the ventilation of those two halls. Thesystem seems to be 
absolutely perfect, and, as I have said, it is just the reverse of the sys- 
tem weemploy here. The air that has been breathed should be pumped 
out at the bottom, and if that plan is adopted here we shall have no 
more trouble in regard to the ventilation of this hall. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I have had some experience in venti- 
lating by power, and I have found that you can not push air, but you 
can pull it by proper machinery. You can exhaust every particle of 
air from this Chamber by using the proper appliances; but the work 
must be done in a different way from that in which it is done now. 
We try here to force pure air in, but that can not be done. You can 
not push arope, but you can pull it; and in like manner you can bring 
in pure air enough to ventilate this Chamber as well as anybody can 
desire. 

A MEMBER. I wish you would do it, 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. The gentleman says he wishes I would 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5373 


do it. The gentlemen who have chargeof these public buildings have 
a good deal to learn in regard to ventilation. Whatthis Chamber needs 
is a powerful fan to exhaust the air from the Chamber by means of 
registers below, letting the pure air come in from the top. We have 
adopted that plan for the ventilation of our schools and other public 
buildings in Milwaukee, and it gives perfect satisfaction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, there have been a great many 
theories on this subject before the Committee on Ventilation and 
Acoustics, because there has been just complaint that this Hall is not 
well ventilated; but in my judgment we shall never have it properly 
ventilated until we reach the outside air. Members will observe that 
this Chamber is a box within a box. Now, I believe in the air that 
God Almighty sends through, and until you run this Hall out to the 
windows I do not think you will ventilate it properly. I do not know 
that I shall oppose the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN], but I have given my idea of what must be done 
before you can have this Chamber properly ventilated. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN; and 
there were—ayes 24, noes 33, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I now offer the same amendment with the ad- 
dition of the words ‘‘orso much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. RANDALL. That has just been voted upon. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; the amendment is changed. 

The question was taken on the amendment as modified, and it was 
rajected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Now, I offer an amendment for the same pur- 
pose, making the amount $750, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 29, noes 37. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Now, I offer an amendment for the same pur- 
pose, making the’amount $500, orso much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 29, noes 34. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Building for the Library of pope: For continuing, under the control and 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the construction of the building for 
the Library of Congress, including the appointment of all persons employed in 
connection therewith at the rates of compensation, as follows: architect, $5,000; 
assistant architect, $3,000; superintendent of construction, $4,000; cae chief 
clerk, who shall act as disbursing agent, and who shall give bond in such sum 
as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, $2,200; and the services of skilled 
draughtsmen, civil engineers, computers, accountants, copyists, and such other 
services as the Secretary of the Interior may deem necessary and specially 
order, may be employed in the office of the architect and superintendent of con- 
struction, together with such mechanics and laborers as may be necessary to 
carry into effect the appropriation herein made for construction of said Library 
building and to be the from such appropriation; for the construction of the 
western front of the building, the yee PENE and the book repositories 
connected therewith, $500,000; in all, $514,200; and the Secretary of the Interior 


is hereby authorized to contract for any portion of the said western front of the 
building, reading-room, and book repositories. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word in order tosay a 
few words on this provision of the bill. The inquiries which have 
been made lately into the subject of this Library building tend to raise 
a doubt as to whether upon the present plan the work should proceed. 
I hold in my kand the report made to this House by the House Com- 
mittee on the Congressional Library at the first session of the last Con- 
gress, and I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The measurements of these architects, together with the figures of the steady 
growth of the collections reported by the Librarian, demonstrated that no pos- 
sible enlargement of the Capitol which would be agreed to as feasible could 
possibly afford accommodation for more than a few years’ increase, after which 
we should be confronted at last by the necessity of a separate building, after 
incurring all the cost of building on to the Capitol a costly annex of stone and 
iron, unfitted for any other purpose, Any enlargement of the Capitol which 
would accommodate the Library even as it stands, with room to arrange it, would 
cost much more than a separate building, because it must necessarily be con- 
structed in the same costly style, with carved Corinthian architecture. Mr. 
Walter, the former Architect of the Capitol, estimated the cost of an extension 
of the t front at $1,500,000. The present Architect, Mr. Clark, estimates it 
to cost $4,200,000, while the plan of a building adopted by the committee is to 
cost only $2,323,600. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the Clerk to read from the remarks of Hon. 
Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, chairman of the committee, delivered in 
this House March 24, 1886, when the bill authorizing the purchase of 
a site and the erection of this building was pending. 

Before that is read, however, I wish to call attention to the fact that 
according to the report of the committee to the House the cost of the 
building was to be $2,333,600. There were two projects before Con- 
gress. One was the enlargement of the present Library; and the argu- 
ment in favor of that project was that for accomplishing the purpose 
of a Congressional Library, the Library must be easily accessible to the 
two Houses of Gongress. 

For this reason the Library had remained in its present location, 
having been enlarged from time to time and greatly improved within 
the Jast twenty-five years, and made as nearly as possible fire-proof, an 
expenditure altogether, I think, of $750,000 having been made upon 
it with the view of the Library being retained in its present location 
for the convenience of the two Houses of Congress. In opposition to 
the plan of enlarging the Library in its existing location was the plan 
FÈ a a separate Library building at some point away from the 

to 
Here the hammer fell. 1 


Mr. RANDALL obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. HoLMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report stated the fact that one architect had 
estimated the cost of the enlargement of the old Library rooms at 
$4,500,000; that Mr. Clark, the Architect of the Capitol, had estimated 
the cost at $4,200,000. The report then went on to say that the plan 
of a separate building was more economical], because on the plan 
in the bill then pending the cost would be $2,333,600. I nowask the 
Clerk to read from the volume I have sent to the desk the graph 
to which I have referred from the remarks of the Hon. Mr. Singleton, 
to show exactly the appropriation which it was stated would be re- 
quired for the completion of the building as proposed in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The appropriations asked for will be $500,000 to begin the work, $1,000,000 at 
the next session to continue it, and $823,600 at the succeding session to complete 
it. This, of course, does not embrace Se pea ofasite. It is confidentl 


believed that these sums will finish the building so far as needed at present an 


for many years to come; and no further outlay need be made by the Govern- 


ment, utilizing, as before stated, the fees from the copyright system to put in 
shelving, etc., to meet the growing wants of the Library. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The three successive appropriations stated in the 
remarks of Mr. Singleton, as just read, amounted to $2,333,600. That 
estimate, I admit, did not embrace the cost of the site, for which $550,- 
000 was appropriated. The site ultimately cost $580,000, which, so far 
as Iam able to learn, was reasonable enough. I donot know that there 
is any ground of complaint in that regard, for there was purchased for 
that sam an immense tract of land, over 2 acres, I think, in the heart 
of thecity, and with a vast body of solid, substantial buildings. 

The question now is, what ought to be done in the present state of 
things? It is now known that the lowest estimate for this building is 
$7,000,000. The House some months ago directed a committee of its 
number to inquire into these matters, and some inquiries have been 
made. The committee finds that the lowest sam named by any archi- 
tect as the probable cost of this building, instead of being $2,333,600, 
is $7,000,000. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the highest estimate? 

Mr. RANDALL. About $12,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The lowest estimate is $7,000,000 fora building 
which is to be much larger than the great structure known as the State, 
War, and Navy Department building; and this is to accommodate a 
library containing a collection of books which, I believe, is valued at 
$750,000, The State, War, and Navy Department building cost about 
$10,000,000. The estimate when the structure was commenced was 
far belowthat sum. Congress entered upon the construction of this 
Library building with the best assurances it could obtain, including 
the statement which has been read from the report of the Library Com- 
mittee and speech of General Singleton, one of the most excellent gen- 
tlemen who ever sat in this House, that the cost would not exceed 
$2,323,600, Yet at the very threshold of this undertaking, before the 
foundation of the building has been laid, the House is informed that 
the structure will cost at the least $7,000,000, without any possibility 
on our part of determining what may be the ultimate cost. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MACDONALD obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. 
HOLMAN. 

Mr. RYAN. Before the gentleman from Indiana proceeds further, 
I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania Eur. BaNG]; 
who has charge of this bill, tbat in view of the im ce of 
subject he ought to throw this question open to general debate for some 
limited period. There can be no satisfactory discussion of the ques- 
tion under the five-minute rule. Here is a question of vast impor- 
tance: Whether this House will ratify a fraud and imposition upon 
Con to the amount of millions of dollars. The question is cer- 
tainly sufficiently important to justify general debate for a limited 
time. 

Mr. RANDALL. How long a discussion does the gentleman ask ? 

Mr. RYAN. For the rest of the day, I think. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Indian Affairs have notified me 
that they would like the Committee of the Whole to rise at half 
4 o'clock so that the Indian appropriation bill may be disposed of. I 
would like to comply with that request. Iam willing to that 
this debate shall continue till half past 4 to-day, and for one hour to- 
morrow. 

Mr. RYAN. All right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the Committee of the Whole will rise 
before half past 4, as I have a proposition which I desire to submit in 
the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will agree, then, that the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] may finish his remarks this evening—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire only a few minutes more. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest, then, that general debate on this ques- 
tion run on till quarter past 4 o’clock this evening, and continue for an 
hour and a quarter to-morrow. Of course I appreciate the kindness of 
the gentlemen who have remained here and permitted me to go on with 
the consideration of the pending appropriation bill, and I do not wish 
to do anything against their consent in this connection. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] 
and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] seemed to agree the 
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committee should rise at 4 o’clock. I am content with that, the 
understanding being that we shall have general debate not to exceed 
two hours, which I would suggest. I will not attempt arbitrarily to 
limit members of the House in exposing an imposition which has been 
practiced upon Congtess, In my judgment they should have full lib- 
erty to do so. y 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to permitting general debate 
on the bill for two hours? 

Mr. RANDALL. Two hours, I think, islong enough. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One-half of that time will be enough. 

Mr. RANDALL. Say one hour and a half. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman, I do not wish to throw the slight- 
est reflection upon the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Singleton, 
who reported this bill to the House originally. The bill was fre- 
quently before the House previous to that time. The gentleman who 
reported the bill certainly acted in good faith, believing the state- 
ments made in his report andin thespeech which he made tothe House. 
He was authorized by the best information which could be obtained 
on the subject. And I desire to disclaim at once any thought of cast- 
ing the slightest imputation on his motive. He is not now a member 
of the House, but I simply call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that the House of Representatives was deceived or misled in ref- 
erence to this matter, whether such was theintention or not. 

There can be no question, Mr. Chairman, that this House was deceived 
in the passage of the bill in reference to this Congressional Library. 
That measure had been defeated wl: -ever brought in, and the large 
expenditure now shown to be inevitable was suggested as the probable 
cost, for the original sum suggested was $8,000,000, and so long as it 
remained at that sum it could not command a majority of the House. 
Whenever it was attempted to be passed on that basis it always failed. 
It came in in the Forty-seyenth Congress, and again in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and finally it was brought before the Forty-ninth Congress, 
with the report to which I have called attention. 

We were told then that here is a structure which can be built cheaper 
than you can enlarge the present Library; for almost half what the en- 
largement of the present Library will cost. On that statement, as I 
think it was understood by the House, on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill ona yea-and-nay vote, there were yeas 159, nays 
68. So the House passed the bill which had repeatedly before that time 

the Senate but had always been defeated, or at least been post- 
poned, in the House. 

I take it for granted that the gentlemen were deceived. The House 
was certainly deceived as to what kind of a measure it was entering 
upon. It is not the question now whether the House would enter upon 
the building ofa Library building to cost $7,000,000 or more; thatis not 
the question. The question is, whether the House of Representatives 
can consent that legislation shall stand which has been the result of 
clear misapprehension. 

I do not care whether fraud was intended by any person or whether 
deception was intended by any person; but the important fact is that 
in the passage of the bill the House itself acted ander a misapprehen- 
sion of the facts. They were assured the building would cost two or 
three millions of dollars, They were assured it would cost less than 
the eae egy of the present library. Instead of that it is now dis- 
covered that it would cost vastly more than enlarging the present li- 
brary rooms. i 

We might pass over a difference of half a million or a million of dol- 
lars; but when the difference amounts to $5,000,000, or more, Congress 
should pause before they carry on a work which had been authorized 
under a clear misapprehension of the facts, no matter whether there 
wás an intention on the part of any one to create a misapprehension or 
not on the part of Congress. 

Mr. HOOKER. What amount of money was paid for the site of the 
building as it now stands? What progress has been made as to the con- 
struction of the building? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation at the time was $1,085,000. 
Five hundred and fifty thousand dollars for the purchase of the site in 
the firstinstance, and $35,000 afterwards; making in all $585,000 for 
the site; and that sum was paid for the site. I have remarked that as 
far as Iam able to form a judgment the amount paid for the site was 
reasonable enough. As to the value of the property taken, I am not 
considering that feature of the transaction, foras to that Congress could 
not have been misinformed. 

Mr. HOOKER. What are you going to do with it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The cost of the site was more reasonable than pur- 
chases made in other large cities for similar purposes have been. From 
my standpoint, no such purchase was justifiable, even if a Library 
building must be built, for the Government had ample real estate 
equglly available. 

Mr. HOOKER. How far has the plan been adopted? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Con adopted a plan. That is, Congress 
adopted the plan of the building. It was specially designated in the 
bill. During the discussion, and when the House voted on the proposi- 
tion the were before the House. The question was whether we 
should the old building at a cost of $4,500,000 or take this mag- 


nificent structure named at a cost of two or three millions of dollars, 
or whether any expenditure at all was justified for the purpose. Many 
gentlemen opposed any scheme for a large expenditure, believing the 
whole movement for a new Library building wholly unjustified. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. Is that the estimate made by the architect? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume so. It was, I presume, the basis upon 
roe Library Committee acted in recommending the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. WILKINS. But who furnished the figures, the architect? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I take it for granted that they were furnished by 
the architects whom the committee consulted. 

I wish to say here that the inquiry and examination as to the facts 
ordered by the House have not been completed, so I can not speak with 
confidence as to the exact source of information upon which the report 
made to the House by the Library Committee was founded. 

But I was about to state, in response to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Hooker], that the cellar of this proposed building is partly 
doue. A portion of the concrete foundation is already laid, and con- 
tracts have been made for that work and are being carried into effect. 
Contracts have also been made for some of the material, perhaps for 
some of the granite for the basement. 

Granite alone, as I understand, is to be used, no other form of ma- 
terial being used for the walls except perhaps brick for the inside 
work, Appropriations are proposed in this bill of about $500,000, 
which would be ample in any event for present purposes, as next 
year’s appropriations would be available after the 4th of next March; 
aud if it was desirable to suspend the work in its present form and ex- 
tend the proposed building to other uses and purposes, which I shall 
presently suggest, the Government would lose nothing thereby. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest this: Would it not be well now 
for us to determine what ought to be done in view of the fact that no 
material loss will occur if the work is suspended and a different and 
less expensive plan adopted? It seems clear that this expenditure, to 
the vast amount which is inevitable, if the work is carried on on the 
present basis, oughtnot to be permitted even if public interests justify 
the erection ofa new Library building and the abandonment of the 
present spacious library rooms, spacious for the purposes for which the 
Library of Congress was established. 

Daring the last few years a great many suggestions have been made 
as to the inadequacy of the present Supreme Court room. It is well 
known that the old Senate Chamber, while the most beautiful and 
perfect chamber in this respect in the country, filled with historic mem- 
ories, a place that I hope will never be appropriated to any purpose 
less dignified and honorable than the place of holding the sessions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, yet it is thought by many 
that that room is not large enough for the purposes of the Supreme 
Court, and there is a growing demand. whether justified or not. for a 
larger place. The proposition is, I understand, before the Senate to 
purchase a site and erect thereon a Supreme Court building. 

Now, I wish to submit that if both of these expenditures must be 
made why not economize by uniting the two together on that expen- 
sive piece of land—that $585,000 site you have purchased for the li- 
brary. Ias a member of this body am not willing to act upon the old 
proposition with the facts before us. But, acting upon it as a new 
proposition why not combine two purposes together, and if, after all, 
Congress is still determined that that old historical library established 
by our predecessors generations ago, shall be removed from its old 
quarters in the Capitol, why not combine this projected library edifice 
with rooms adapted to the sittings of the Supreme Court of the United 
States asa part of it? > 

Why could not both purposes be accomplished at the same time, be- 
cause the movement for the construction of Supreme Court rooms 
will be irresistible, eventually, judging from past experience? If the 
House shall pause now they could invite plans for the combined pur- 
poses, for the Supreme Court building and the Library building, on 
the great site you have on hand. But in that connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish t submit that these changes should be carefully consid- 
ered. The law library, which must necessarily be accessible to both 
Houses of Congress, can not well be taken out of the Capitol, I sup- 
pose there is not amember of this body, orat the other end of the Cap- 
itol, who has not occasion frequently to consult it, as well as the other 
branch of the Library. 

Mr. RANDALL. Every day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And yet itis obvious that with the Supreme Court 
elsewhere and the law library elsewhere, you will lose advantages for 
information required on the spur of the moment which your predecessors 
have found indispensable for generations. I repeat, therefore, why not 
stop here now for the present and consider this matter; consider the 
propriety of the two purposes for which the two buildings are required 
in order that the plan may be brought before the House with a little 
more reliability of detail and authoritative information as to the cost, and 
consider also whether the scheme is justified by any public necessity. 
Would it not be better than to carry outa measure of legislation mani- 
festly the outgrowth of a misapprehension on the part of the members 
of the House? 

I wish to add further, sir, that this new Library building movement 
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has been largely from the beginning under the control of the Senate. 
The Senate organized the movement some years ago, back as far per- 
haps as the Forty-sixth or Forty-seventh Congress, and a joint com- 
mittee on additional accommodations for the public Library was ap- 
inted. It remained a joint committee until the beginning of the 
Yorty-eighth Congress, when the House declined to appoint its part of 
thecommittee. Butit still remained as a Senate committee; and under 
the auspices of the Senate almost exclusively this whole measure has 
been carried out from beginning. 

A commissioner visited Europe, it seems, under the auspices of the 
Senate to examine the great library structures of the Old World. The 
expenses were paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, as I sup- 
pose; at least they were paid. I know some little of the current ap- 
propriations myself, and gentlemen about me know something about 
them, but I venture to assert that the Senate never honored the House 
with the information that money was being appropriated for that pur- 

It might have been all right, but the House surely ought to 
tere known of this movement on the part of the Senate. If the Sen- 
ate sent its representative abroad for an examination of the libraries 
and library edifices of Europe so as to provide reliable data on which 
to commence this magnificent structure which is comtemplated, surely 
the House should have known something of it. So that I can say, so 
far as the House is concerned, our information is necessarily meager 
because it has been from the very inception of it a Senate enterprise. 

The measure was prompted by the Senate, was inaugurated by the 
Senate, and was passed over and over again by the Senate, and always 
objected to by the House until the House was informed of the com- 
paratively moderate sum necessary to carry the measure into effect, 
the plan as it came from the Senate involving practically as was al- 
1 but a small expenditure, compared with the original estimate of 
$8,000,000, and greatly less than the enlargement of the old Library 
rooms in the Capitol. 

On that argument that bill was The question is whether 
this House will feel it consistent with the duty that Con owes to the 
country to carry out a measure of legislation that was result of mis- 
apprehension when the real facts are discovered early enough to pre- 
vent any material loss or embarrassment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask whether there has not been a 

adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. The plan was i rated in the act. 

Mr. HOOKER. In the act that passed both Houses? Do you pro- 

e to suspend the work and vary that plan now ? 
' Mr. RANDALL. The same power that made theact can change it. 

Mr. HOOKER. After you have made your contracts? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very few contracts have been made. 

Mr. HOOKER. You have adopted a plan. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; but we can change it by law. 

Mr. HOOKER. You can not change it so far as the $600,000 that 
bought the site is concerned. 

Mr. RANDALL. The $585,000 that bought the site can not be 
changed. Thatis gone. But that is not thrown away. The propo- 
sition that I suppose the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] will 
make will be a modification of the plan whereby the farther use of this 
site ina public direction may be provided for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A Supreme Court room in connection with the 
Library, if the Library movement must go on. 

Mr. HOOKER. Would not that necessarily postpone the erection 
of the Library for some time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the hurry about it? The building will 
not be constructed during the next seven years at any rate. 

Mr. RANDALL. You and I will not live to see it finished. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope we may. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope so too, but I do not think so. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope you will not impede its progress while you 
are living. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. How much is the building going to cost? 

Mr, HOLMAN. Seven millions, at least. 

Mr. GOFF. Who makes the estimate of seven millions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The superintendent and others as to the minimum 
cost of the proposed edifice. 

Mr. RANDALL. The building is going to cost more than the Sfate, 
War, and Navy Department building. That building cost between 
ten and eleven million dollars. 

Mr. RYAN was recognized, 

Mr, RANDALL. If the gentleman will yield to me, I desire to move 
that the committee now rise. 

Mr. RYAN. I will yield for that purpose. 

„Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry 
civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1889, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PEEL. I desire to submit the conference report on the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The report will be read. 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8505) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian cep Seahorse and for ful- 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 


filling trea’ 
30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendment num 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 8, 9, 28, 29, 34, 25, 36, 37, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58,61, 63, 65, 66, 
leap ahah fh Ra neha 80, 81, 82, 83, $4, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, and 92, and agree to 

e same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
in line 13 of the amendment the words “ survey or resurvey,”’ and insert in licu 
thereof the word “allotments,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Insert 
after the word “California” the words “in suit, Byrne vs. and another,” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Add at 
the end of said amendment the following: “This sum to be in full satisfaction 
ofall claims syan the Government growing out ofsuch service ;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. d 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
in line4 of said amendment the words “one thousand eight hundred,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “ one thousand five hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 77, and a to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike 
out from said amendment the word *' previously ™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “to be ;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

S. W. PEEL, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 


P. B. PLUMB, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement accompanied the conference report under 
the rule of the House: 


The managers u the part of the House beg leave to submit the following 
report of their action on Senate amendments to H. R. 8565, making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian ent and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes : 

‘The Senate added 92 amendments. 

Amendments numbered 1, 6,7, 10, 11,12, 14. 15, 16,17, 26, 27, 28, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 64, 71, 72, 73, 74, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83,84, 85, 86, 87,88, 89, and 90 are all imma- 
terial, simply changing y perm N A form, punctuation, ete. 

Amendments 2, 3, and 4 consolidate the Nisqually and S’Kokomish agencies, 
with the Sain gia aoe fix sey, of agent for consolidated agency. 

EA Y 5 uces salary of agent at Osage agency, Indian Territory, from 
$2.209 to $1,800. 

ene Sincreases salary of new superintendent of Indian schools from $3,000 
to $4,000. 

N 
seri 
pai 

Number 


has, 

Numbers 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 change the expenditure of amount ap- 
propriated to Santee Sioux, of Nebraska, giving to those roaming $50,000 in- 
stead of $30,000, and those engaged in agriculture $100,000 instead of $70,000, keav- 
ing aggregate same as original bill. 

Number 25 covers or includes transportation of supplies to Sioux in Dakota 
without increasing the amount appropriated. 

Number 29, on page 31, changes cost of schoo)-houses for Medawakuanton 
band in Minnesota from $2,000 to $1,000, but does not change aggregate appropri- 


ated, 

Numbers 30, 31, 32,33 strike out all the appropriation for Indians in Montana 
receiving rations at Fort Peck, Fort Belknap, and Black Feet agencies, because 
bill ratifying agreement with them in which the same amount, or the amount 
agreed on in said agreement, had become a law since the bill passed the House, 
which appropriation takes the place of amount appropriated in original bill. 

Numbers 34 and 35 decrease amount to Navajo from fifteen to seven thousand 
dollars for pay of employés, eto. 

Number 35 appropriates $15, 000 to continue work on ditches, reservoirs, port- 
able mills, material for houses, etc. 

Number 36a panes $10,000 to pay bona fide settlers for their improve- 
ments in New Mexico because of their inclusion in Indian reservation. 
oe 37 gives $8,000 for support and education of the Seminole Indians of 

or . 

Number 38 strikes out a clause on page 40 providing that the various amounts 
in original bill for Montana Indiansat Fort Peck, and Fort Belknap,and Black- 
feet Indians shall not be expended, provided the bill then pending which supplies 
funds to take the place of amounts appropriated becomesa law; the bill having 
become a Jaw, this clause was not necessary as amendments numbered 30, 31, 
32,and 33 struck out the original appropriation for these Indians, ete. 

Number 40 simply aes Hoopa Valley agency a carpenter. 

Nuntber 50 appropriates $1,000 to pay Charles F. Larrabee of Indian office for 
extra services as a member of Indian commission that red yarious valua- 
ble agreements of Montana and Minnesota Indians. This service was arduous 
and dangerous; at same time very efficient. 

Number 51 appropriates $2,500 to pay Shirley C. Ward for professional serv- 
ices as attorney at law for the Mission Indians in California. ‘This work was 
done under employment of Attorney-General of the United States; the work 
ae pans and the fee being reasonable in the opinion of Department, is 
allow: . 

Number 52 appropriates $300 topay Anna Adamson as teacher at Indian school 
at Mission agency, California. 

Number 53 appropriates $10,176 to pay award of Court of Claims to Wallace W, 
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Rollins and Otis F. Presbrey for professional services for North Carolina Cher- 
okees in certain suits in United States court. 
Number 54 appropriates $10,000 to establish bridge across Wind River on In- 
dian reservation in Territory of Wyoming. 
Number 55 aperoptates $3,000 to purchase river front on Columbia River at 
The Dalles in Oregon for benefit of Warm Spring Indians for fishing, ete. 
Number 56 appropriates $2,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to nego- 
tiate with the Cœur d'Alene Indians for part of their reservation. 
Numbers 57 and 58 change the — appropriated for day and industrial 
Indian schools from $725,000 to $750, 
Number 59 strikes out transportation of tacked to Carlisle school, and limits 
nditure to not exceed $167 to each pupi 
Numbers 61 and 62 increase the appropriation of $15,000 to erect school build- 
at Carlisle to $18,000. 
umber 63 corrects aggregate of Carlisle appropriation. 
leg 6 fixes compensation of superintendent of Indian school at Chilocco 
at $1,509. 
Number 66 same for superintendent at Genoa, Nebr. 
Number 67 limits appropriations for heating, repairs, erection of building, ete., 


at Genoa, Nebr., at $5,000. 7 
Number 68 appropriates $10,000 to support Indian school at Grand Junction, 


Colo. 

Number 69 appropriates $1,000 for transportation of Indian pupils to Hampton 
school to be educated without further cost to the Government, 

Number 70 fixes salary ofsuperintendent of Indian school at Lawrence, Kans., 


at $2,000, 
ae 75 fixes salary of superintendent at Indian school, in Salem, Oregon, 
Number 76 strikes out appropriation of $20,000 for support of Indian school in 


Number 77 SRO $25,000 to establish Industrial school in Ormsby 

Naber provides that children òf Indians who have accepted lands in sev- 
eralty shall share eroeuy. in school with other Indian children, 

Number 91 extends laws of Montana over territory lately acquired from Mon- 
tana Indians, lying in the counties of Choteau and Dawson. 

Number 92 allows lands of Umatilla reservation to be sold at agency instead 
of local land office, ete. 

Having fully explained all the Senate amendments and the conference report, 
showing the action of the conferees of the two Houses, we respectfully ask that 
the report be adopted. 

8S. W. PEEL, 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
. Managers on the part of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to make a brief 
statement. This is the report of the committee of conference on the 
Indian appropriation bill, and we are considering in the House at this 
time the sundry civil appropriation bill. Now, there has evidently 
been a confounding of two items, as I will explain. The estimate for 
the Alaska schools is $50,000. The estimate for Indian industrial edu- 
cation for children of both sexes in Alaska is $20,000. The sundry 
civil bill includes now but $25,000 of the $50,000, and this report of 
the committee of conference shows that the Senate has stricken out 
from the Indian appropriation bill the House provision giving $20,000 
for the Indian industrial schools in Alaska. Last year there was an 
appropriation of $45,000. By the condition of the sundry civil bill 
and by this action of the Senate on the Indian appropriation bill there 
is left but $25,000 out of $45,000, whereas $75,000 has been asked. 

I can tell the House in a moment how this happened. Education in 
Alaska ought to be, and is, recommended by the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be madea unit, and the pur- 
pose was to add the $25,000 to the $20,000, making $45,000, or so much 
more as might be thought proper for that purpose. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the House, conforming to the estimates of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and of the Indian Bureau, very rightly omitted the 
$20,000, and it was put on byan amendment inthis House. The bill 
went to the Senate, and the Senate, heeding the proper recommendation 
of the Secretary, that the Indians, the whites, and the Aleuts should 
have one system of education, have omitted that $20,000, and the mat- 
ter is now in this condition, that instead of having $75,000 for the In- 
dians and whites, you have but $20,000 for the whites; and the Indian 
schools in Alaska for the children of twenty-five thousand Indians are 
left unprovided for. 

T call attention to this now, not for the purpose of resisting the con- 
ference report, but in order that the House, when it resumes consider- 
ation of the Senate bill to-morrow, may add the proper sum for the 
Indian industrial schools of Alaska for the coming year to the proper 
sum to be allowed to the Alaska Indian fund. I think the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs will say that I have properly stated 
the situation in reference to this matter. 

Mr. PEEL. I think the gentleman has made a very correct state- 
ment, at least so far as the action of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
is concerned. No estimates came to us for the Indian schools in 
Alaska for the coming year, but when the bill was under consideration 
in Committee of the Whole that item was put in on the floor, and was 
afterwards struck out. The reason given was that it would be provided 
for in the genera] educational fund for that Territory, and for that reason 
we concurred in the amendment striking it out. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations took action 
only on the part that it had been accustomed to take action on hereto- 
fore. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that. I simply wanted to direct at- 
tention to the matter, so that the error of confounding these two items 


might be 
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JUNE 18, 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Indian Affairs surely have 
charge of a matter relating to Indian schools. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir; they had at that time. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the Committee on Appropriations took charge 
of the appropriation relating to the white school. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is right; but now, by reason of both being 
united and the two committees working on different estimates, one is 
omitted entirely. I have here letters from the Commissionerof Indian 
Affairs, the Commissioner of Education, and the Secretary of the Interior. 
But this matter can be arranged on the other bill. I only wanted the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs to state that I was right 
in this matter. 

Mr. PEEL. Now let us have a vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this re- 
port [Mr. PEEL] whether there is any matter embraced in it which 
was not included in the bill as it passed the House or in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; there is no new matter whatever. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of conference 
was to. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested : 

A bill (S. 3182) making an appropriation to enable the several Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government and the Bureau of Agriculture, 
the Government Printing Office, and the Smithsonian Institution, in- 
cluding the National Museum and the Commission of Fish and Fish- 
eries, to participate in the Ohio Centennial, to be held at Columbus, 
Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888; 

A bill (S. 1051) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2496) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. 
Augustine, Tla., for a publie park, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2948) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, and 
William T. Haskins; 

A bill (S. 1553) to provide for the purchase of asite for the erection 
of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 157) for the relief of Newton S. Murphy; and 

A bill (S. 111) for the relief of William N. Keightley. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendments bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winne- 
bago reservation, in Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; and 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan with amendments; in which the 
requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the House 
concurrent resolution for the correction of an error made in the distri- 
bution of a document known as ‘‘Fish and Fisheries.” 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

5 NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 

bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the naval service for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; which was ` 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let it be understood that all points of order are 
reserved on that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). 
will be reserved. 


LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., FOR GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution authorizing the loan of tents and tent equipage to the veteran 

organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac. 

Whereas at the annual reunion of the Socicty of the Army of the Potomac, 

held at Saratoga, N. Y., in 1887, a resolution was passed extending to all the sur- 


All points of order 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5817 


ivors of the Army of the Potomac and their gu: to meetin fraternal reunion 
nthe twenty-fifth annive: of the battle of Gettysburgh, July 1, 2, and 3, 
888, on the field of Gettysburgh, and as the invitation has m generally ex- 


ended and accepted, the survivors of the two armies will be largely represented 
ropria- 


ton the occasion ; and 
Whereas it is apparent that this Congress will not make a money a; 

tion nine oe y meet the expenses of properly celebrating such anniversary : 

Therefore, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to loan to the committee in of quarters of the Society of the Army 
of the Potomacsuch tents and tent equ as may be needed for the sheltering 
of the veteran organizations participating in said anniversary, and that to pre- 
vent loss or damage resulting from the use of such tents and tent equipage, the 


Secretary of War is authorized to detail troops to take charge of the same and 


to provide for their safe-keeping and transportation under the direction of the 
Quart eneral, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry: Does that carry 
with it an appropriation ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. I shall object for the present, until I have an op- 
portunity to examine the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ifthe gentleman objects now, it ends the mat- 
ter for the session, because the celebration comes off in two weeks, and 
unless this authority be given now—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I say to the gentleman that I desire to examine 
this resolution, and if I have no objection to it-—— 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. It will be too late. 

Mr. BURROWS. To-morrow will not be too late. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It will. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ifthe gentleman thinks proper, let him object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do object, until I can examine the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move tosuspend the rules and pass the 
resolution. There is nothing in it which a child ten years old can not 
comprehend. It simply provides for a loan of tents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair can recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] representing the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to renew the motion to d the rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I renew that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As this is suspension day, and as that 
committee is entitled to the call, the Chair recognizes the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. That committee has been called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ButI withdrew the proposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point that the Committee on Military 
Affairs has already been called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in response to the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Texas, that when the com- 
mittee was recognized in a previous part of this day, it moved a prop- 
osition on which no quorum voted, and the proposition was withdrawn. 
There was no action taken, and therefore, in effect, there was no rec- 
ognition; and the Chair takes cognizance of the fact that the Speaker 
of the House at that time said that he would recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois when the Committee of the Whole should rise this even- 
ing, if he desired to be recognized to renew his motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Illinois asked unanimous 
consent for the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did in my individual capacity. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam addressing the Chair. The gentleman did 
that on his individual responsibility, as he had of course the right to 
do. That proposition was objected to. Now the gentleman, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, proposes to suspend the 
rules. My objection to that is that the Committee on Military Affairs 
has been already recognized to-day for such a motion; and whatever 
may have been the fate of that motion, whether successful or unsuc- 
cessful, the committee is not entitled to another recognition, but the 
next committee is entitled to be called. And in the second place the 
rule provides, and it is well settled by parliamentary law, that where 
a motion is yoted down another motion can not be made to the same effect, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Michigan raised his point 
of order, which the Chair has decided. I hold the gentleman has no 
right to debate this any longer, as it has been settled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the right to 
discuss the question of order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have nothing further to say. It isa clear vio- 
lation of the rule to recognize a committee to suspend the rules, andif 
not successful to recognize that committee again. If that be true, the 
Chair can recognize every succeeding Monday motions to suspend the 
rules from the same committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion there was no votes 
and therefore no action on the motion as no quorum appeared. It was 
withdrawn. If the motion had been insisted upon and it had gone 
over on the adjournment of the House, it would have come up the 
first business in order on the next occasion under the rule when this 
class of business is in order. Itwould have been the first business on 
the next Monday when motions to suspend the rules are in order from 
committees. There is no action on the part of the House when a want 
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Is there objection to the present con- 


of a quorum is developed. So as an original proposition the Chair 


the gentleman to move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. TOWNS. . Imake that motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Chair hold that the motion to suspend 
the rules is pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, it was withdrawn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Chair hold he can recognize the same 
committee to make the same proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does under the circumstances. The 
gentleman having the matter in charge withdrew it, and thereupon 
the House went into Committee of the Whole to consider the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. After some time spent in committee the 
committee rose. Thereupon the gentleman from Illinois was recog- 
nized, when he renewed his motion to suspend the rules. 

r. TOWNSHEND. I insist on the question. 
. BURROWS. The only thing I wish is to examine the resolu- 


tion. Ifon examination I find itall right I will make no objection to it. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That will be too late. I call for the regular 
order. 
Mr. BURROWS. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules. r 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the second be considered as ordered. 
Mr. BURROWS. I object to that. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. 
BURROWS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the Chair decide that it is in order for the 
same committee to repeat the motion to suspend the rules when the 
first motion has been voted down ? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the first motion a quorum failed to vote and 
the motion was withdrawn; and then after the House had come out of 
committee the motion to suspend the rules was renewed, which is now 
the question before the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 3. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is a motion to adjourn in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notat thistime. When the tellers make their 
report it will be in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, If the House should adjourn during the present 
division, does not this motion expire with the day ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; but it will remain before the House until 
disposed of, whenever this class of business is in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imove, by unanimous consent, the resolution be 
made the special order for 11.30 a. m. to-morrow, and the previous 
question be considered as ordered upon it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the regular order. 
at a time. 

The tellers having resumed the count, reported—ayes 71, noes 3. 

M: El BURROWS. Noquorum. I suppose I need not keep on repeat- 
ing that. 

Mr. WILKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask unanimous consent that this proposition 
may go over as unfinished business until to-morrow morning after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think we had better have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is on the motion of. 
the gentleman from Ohio that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILKINS. At the request of several gentlemen around me, I 
will withdraw that motion. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the renewal of the count by 
tellers the Chair will lay before the House a request of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE]. 

On the 25th of February last a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was transmitted to the House in regard to the bill for paving and 
grading around the site of the post-office at Lincoln, Nebr. This was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, but was subsequently re- 
ported back by that committee and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. The latter committee now desire to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairis of opinion that this being 
in continuation of work already in progress, it properly belongs to that 
committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does it not break the limit? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, No; this is in regard to paving around 
the building. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was discharged from the further consideration of the commu- 
nication and accompanying bill, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ROBERTSON to print 
remarks in the RECORD on House bill 6115. 


Let us do one thing 


$ 
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: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORD. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 39. 

Before the vote in the negative was announced = 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Pendingtheannouncement ofthe vote, Idesire to 
state that I believe the terms of my last request were misunderstood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the vote first. 

On this question the ayes are 39, the noes 36. Before announcing 
the result the Chair will entertain the proposition of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My proposition was that this pending question 
should come up in the morning after the reading of the Journal, with- 
out any limitation as to the previous question, 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the announcement 
of the vote just taken. ‘The ayes have it, and the House stands—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand tellers on that vote, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. BURROWS were appointed tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA. -Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will it be in order to make a short speech at this 
time on the question of the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Only by unanimous consent. If there 
be no objection the gentleman will be permitted to proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish tosay, Mr. Speaker, withthe most profound 
kindness to our friends on the other side of the House, who have man- 
ifested a spirit to filibuster this proposition out of time, that I have 
stood here acting for the survivors of the Army of the Potomac in en- 
deavoring to persuade the Congress of the United States to contribute 
a small sum of the money which is now corroding in the Treasury 
towards paying a few absolutely necessary expenses in connection with 
the twenty-fifth anniversary of the great battle of Gettysburgh. 

Mr. Speaker, the moons of five and twenty years have cast their sott 
light upon the graves of the men-who fell upon that bloody field. The 
rays of five and twenty rising and setting summer suns have cast their 
shadows over the hills and valleys amongst which that battle was 
fought; and the survivors, who are but few and far between, as my 
friend General Sickles, who sits by me, suggests, are anxious to again as- 
semble in fraternal feeling, in friendship and in love, and to pass the old 
canteen from one hand to another, to re-establish the friendships which 
existed before the war took place. [Applause.] And, sir, that has 
been my only motive in asking the House so frequently to consider 
this question favorably. Butto my utter amazement, and to my aston- 
ishment and great regret, which I can not find language even to express 
at this time, I have been met for the third time in these efforts by an op- 
position coming from that side of the House, who claim to be such stron; 
and stalwart friends of the veterans of the Union Army. ERTE 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And in justice to this side of the House you 
ought further to say that that opposition was from one man only, who 
stands absolutely alone and unaided. 2 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, sir, thatis for you to settle amongst yourselves. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We have settled it by voting with you con- 
stantly on this proposition. 

. Mr. SPINOLA. And I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from New Jersey and those who have aided him, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And the gentleman might state further that the 
very proposition which is now before the House emanated from this 
side of the House. 

Mr. SPINOLA., Yes, sir; and our committee reported it back, but 
your side, which assumes to be the special guardian of the Union sol- 
diers, have failed to comply with the recommendations of the Military 
Committee, who have adopted this resolution unanimously, which 
only asks the loan of some few tents to shelter the veterans when they 
shall come together upon that famous field. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say there is not a Union soldier on 
this side but what has voted for this resolution. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Sir, it has been repeatedly done heretofore. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Where is the Union soldier? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Every one of them has done so. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I am very sorry I have been compelled to make 
these few remarks. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, according to pre- 
vious order, adjourned. 


— 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BARRY: A bill (H. R. 10557) granting a pension to Mrs. M. 
M. Boyle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10558) granting a pension to Lankford Pugh—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10559) granting a pension to William Thompson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 10560) granting increase of pension to 
Charles Johnson—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10561) providing forspecific sur- 
veys and resurveys of the public lands in the State of Oregon—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10562) grantinga pension to Mary 
A. Register—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10563) gravting a pension to William 8. Latham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10564) granting 2 pension to James Butler—io 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10565) for the relief of C. Phelps—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of George 
Denny—to tlie Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10567) for the relief of Henry P. Bottom—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H, R. 10568) granting a pension to 
William S. Bradshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of Berrien County, Michi- 
gan, for an amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Catherine McQuade, widow of 
Thomas McQuade, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of F. N. Arnold, of Samuel Wharton, of 
S. D. Massengill, administrator of Stephen Massengill; of J. W. Wright, 
of Samuel Watson, of Martha B. Bush, of James W. Bennett, of John 
Brooks, of Peter A. Andrews, of Mrs. Rebecca Rhodes, of Thomas 
Bryan, and of Lewis Brown, administrator of Hezekiah Brown, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 


‘mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GEST: Petition of the Society of Friends, for a court of in- 
ternational arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the same, against the exportation of intoxicating 
liquors to Africa and the islands of the Western Pacific—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of R. W. Mitchell, of William Bannon, of 
Henry Babb, of estate of J. Robinson, and of Benjamin F. Roe, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Letter of General J. C. Black, to be filed in claim of 
ss Johnson for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of A. A. Schulthers and 17 others, for 
amendmentof the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of R. T. Moses, asking compen- 
sation for services rendered as assistant folder, House of Representa- 
tives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Melvina Hicks, of Rockville County, 
Kentucky, to be restored to the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of John Coan, of Leavenworth, Kans., 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the State Medical Association 
of Tennessee, asking for the removal of duties from medicines, medical 
and surgical appliances, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. N. Rutledge, of J. C. Atkins, of Leah Bray, of 
Moses Arnold, of Thomas Bailey, and of Joseph H. Bryson, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolution of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, for the perap of Senate bill No. 2943, to perfect the quaran- 
tine service of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Fealden Brantley, of Mrs. 
E. J. Allen, of Edmond T, Riggs, and of J. L. Wheeler, of Kentucky, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Diego, Cal., for the act incorporating the Nicaragua Canal Company— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of William O. Guinn, of Hum- 
phreys County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Of G. W. Burleighand 24 others, mem- 
bers of the Jerseyville (D1.) Gun Club. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred 
the Committee on Ways and Means: . 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of citizens of Madisonville, Ky. 
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SENATE, 
TUESDAY, June 19, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that certain 
changes be made in the appropriations contained in the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill for salaries of the force in the 
miscellaneous division of the Treasury Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of L. W. Worth and 40 other 
citizens of Baxter County, Arkansas, praying for certain amendments 
of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of W. B. Metcalf and 203 other 
citizens of Shelby County, Texas; the petition of citizens of Burnet 
County, Texas; the petition of J. H. Gerdes and 31 other citizens of 
Bowie County, Texas; the petition of J. I. Moore and 16 other citi- 
zens of Houston County, Texas; and the petition of W. H. Graham and 
24 other citizens of Henderson County, Texas, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law to prevent common carriers from transporting commodi- 
ties in cars and other means of conveyance owned by the snipper, and 
to give informers the fines imposed for violations of the interstate-com- 
merce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce, 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of citizens of Mississippi, pray- 
ing for an amendment of the interstate-commerce law to prevent en- 
croachments upon the rights of the people by the railroads; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom were referred 
the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 

ed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3023) granting a pension to Elijah M. Kinzey; 

A bill (S. 3019) for the relief of Frederick Pehon; and 

A bill (S. 1594) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Clarissa Munson, 
widow of Elias Y. Munson, for his services of ninety days in the war 
of 1812. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to Jobn E. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

A bill (8. eed providing a pension for Matilda C. King; 

A bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexan- 
der; 

A bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to John Dennert; 

A bill (S: 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher; and 

A bill (S. 2990) granting a pension to Eliza Settle. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of James Parker, praying for the passage of a special = 
sion bill for his relief, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4653) to grant a pension to Joanna Barry; 

H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 
bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 
bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Benson; 
bill Wee R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 
bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 
bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; and 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of James O’Brien, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a bill (S. 3184) providing for the construction of a 
marble portico, and for encasing the center of the western front of the 
Capitol; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (s. 435) to farther provide for the disposal of the pub- 
lic lands in the State of Alabama, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3185) granting a pension to 


Per p p 


John N. Smith; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the- 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian 
Winkel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3187) making 
an appropriation of $150,000 to enable A. de Bausset to build an air- 
ship to convey passengers and freight through the air, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. : 


AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance for certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PNEUMATIC GUN-CARRIAGES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed. The first Order of Business on the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII will be stated. K . 

Order of Business 1382, being the bill (S. 2515) to provide pneu- 
matic gun-carriages for the War De ent, was announced as first 
in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of War be and he is hereby, authorized to contract with 
the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and Power Company for one 8, one 10, and one 
12inch gun-earriage, to bé built under the company’s system, ata cost not exceed- 
ing in the aggregate $60,000. 

Sec, 2. The Secretary is also authorized to contract with the aforesaid com- 
pany for one 10-inch disappearing carriage, to be built under the company’s 
system; and the Secretary is also authorized to purchase such other type of 
seacoast or disappearing carriage as he may deem proper; the total cost of 
the carriages provided for in this section not to ex $100,000, 

Sec. 3. For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act the sum of 
$160,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The original bill was referred to the War Depart- 
ment for advice and recommendations, and the Ordnance Department 
suggested a substitute bill, which is the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I hold in my hand the letter of the 
Secretary of War and of the Chief of Ordnance in favor of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have them read at the desk, 
please. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isend them up to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, April 7, 1888. 


Sim: In reply to the request of your committee, dated the 29th ultimo, for the 
n Senate bill No.2515, Fiftieth Con, 


views of this Department first session, 
appropriating $150,000 for the man the Pneumatic Gun and 
Power Company of pneumatic for the War Departmen! tate 


gun-carriages 
the honor to invite attention to the inclosed report of the 4th instant by the 
Chief of Ordnance, who recommends that instead of the amount above named, 
$160,000 be appropriated, and that the provisions of the bill include the procur- 
ing and testing of different t: of seacoast disappearing and other carriages. 
This amendment is em ied in the accompanying ht of a bill, which i 
sonens with him in recommending as s substitute for the bill submitted. 


Jery ty, your obedient servant, 
WM. 0. ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. R. HAWLEY, . 
Chairman Committee on Mitilary Affairs, United States Senate. 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., April 4, 188s, 

Sır: I have the honor to return herewith letter of the 29th of March, from the 
Senate Mil Committee, inclosing S. 2515, bill “ to provide pneumatic gun- 
carriages for the War Department,” and to report: 

A proper carriage is not second in importance to the gun itself, and its deter- 
mination is, equally with the gun itself, a matter of close study and successful 
trial. The original pneumatic carr! made by this De ment has, by its re- 
stilts, forced itself into public recognition and favor, uch has, however, yet 
to be done and learned to reach that completeness and perfection so absolute 
in handling heavy masses and resisting the heaviest strains. 

isappearing carriages are not a novelty, but recent successes in theuse of 
the pneumatice principle in England exhibit such a marked stride in the solu- 
tion of bag problem that the inclosed provisions ought not to be ignored or dis- 


ne hundred and fifty thousand dollars may be more than is necessary to pro- 
vide the carriages mentioned in this bill, but as this question of carriages isa 
vital one and demands much study, triail, and experiment, I would recommend 
that the provisions of the bill be extended to include the procurement and test 
of different types of seacoast disappearing and other carriages that possess 
merit sufficient to poets the expenditure. 
The inclosed bill should be so modified; and Linclose draught of bill embody- 


ing this amendment, which I strongly recommend may become a law. 


S. V. BENET, 
Brigadicr-Gencral, Chief of Ordnance. 
The honorable the SECRETARY or WAR, 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


5380 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


‘JUNE 19, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the chairman of the committee would in- 
form us if he can, as I have no doubt he can, what is the Pneumatic 
Gun Carriage Company and where it is located? Is it a corporation or 
a partnership? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose it to bea duly organized corporation, from 
the fact that the Navy Department has been making contracts with it. 
I have also a report by a board of officers of the Navy Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you told us all you know about the Pneu- 
pare Pui Carriage Company? Where is it located? Where are the 
wor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have notexamined the history of the company 
itself; I trust that to the War Department. I trust that the War De- 
partment will not make a contract with a company unless it appears 
to be a duly organized and responsible company. The bill does not 
direct the Department to do it. The Department itself is satisfied as 
to the legal existence of such a company and as to the value of the 
work, and the Department is authorized to contract. It has never 
been known, in my judgment, to contract with a company that has no 
existence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idare say that may be so, and still I suppose it 
would not be unlawful or even impertinent for a Senator to inquire 
where the company was located and who composed it, as a matter of 
interesting information? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not intimate that it would be. I intimated 
my belief that the company had a legal existence, and that the Secre- 
tary of War would certainly be satisfied on that point before he made 
a contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator to say he does not know 
where the works of this company are? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not myself examined the legal organization 
of the company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where are the works located? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idonotknow. All I know is that they have made 
their carriages and exhibited them at Sandy Hook, and that the reports 
are favorable to them. In the report of the naval board it is stated that 
the company offers— 

To build at the South Boston Iron Works, under the inspection of one of the 
members of the present board, one Powlett pneumatic gun-carr , ete, 

It is proposed to build the guns at the South Boston Iron Works. I 
do not know that the company has any established works of its own. 
It.owns the patent and has made some carriages which have given great 
satisfaction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL BUILDING FOR NATIONAL MUSEUM. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call up Senate bill 3134, Order of Busi- 
ness 1555. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3134) for the erection of an additional 
fire-proof building for the use of the National Museum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Vermont moves to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill the title of which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $500, - 
000 for the erection of a fire-proof building for the use of the National 
Museum, to cover 300 feet square, and to consist of two stories and 
basement, to be erected under the direction of the Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, in accordance with the plans now on file with the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, on the southwestern por- 
tion of the grounds of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is a full report by the committee on this 
hill, Report No. 1539, which I presume most Senators have already seen. 
I shull not therefore ask for its reading unless some Senator desires the 
letter of the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution to be read, which 
is very full on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Senator from Vermont if this building 
will correspond with the National Museum building? 

Mr. MORRILL. It will, but it is one story higher. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the old building of the National Museum full ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Itismorethan full. They havemore than enough 
to fill another building of equal size. The proposed building will con- 
tain room equal to three times the present amount-of the existing mu- 
seum, and the pressing necessity for it will be seen by the report that 
is made and by‘the urgency of the officers of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion that the bill shall be acted upon at the present session. 

Mr. BECK. Irose to make aninquiry of the Senator from Vermont. 
I did not observe any provision made as to who is to superintend the 
building, or at what time it shall be finished, or anything in that re- 
gard. The bill seems too indefinite. 

Mr. MORRILL, The Senator knows that so far as the Regents of 


the Institution are concerned the other building was constructed in an 
extremely short time and very economically. 

Mr. BECK. I know it was. I ask if the building is togo on under 
the same general supervision that built the museum a few years ago. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bills are precisely identical in language. 

Mr. BECK. Then it is all right. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is a single verbal amendment that I desire 
to have made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, after the word ‘‘Grounds,’’ it is 
proposed to insert the words ‘‘ of the Senate; ’’ so as to read: 

In accordance with the plans now on file with the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EDWIN DE LEON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 1387, the next 
bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII, will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (8.631) for the relief of Edwin De 
Leon, reported adversely from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Had not the bill better remain on the Calendar, as 
the Senator who reported it is not present? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, he is here. 

Mr. HARRIS, Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be indefinitely post- 
ponen if there beno objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 

e 


JOHN D. MAXTED AND ROBERT J. B. NEWCOMBE. 


The bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J. 
B. Newcombe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to John D. Maxted and Robert J. B. Newcombe, of Man- 
istee, Mich., $636, for extra excavation performed by them under the 
direction of the United States superintendent in the construction of 
the Sturgeon Bay life-saving station, in the State of Wisconsin. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER May 23, 1888: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 878) for the 
relief of i D. rarei and Robert J. B. Newcombe, have carefully examined the 
same, and re y 
The committee find that the House report, No. 969, accompanying H. R. bill 
878 conn and properly presents the facts on which the petitioners in this case 
ask relicf, and the said report is therefore adopted, as follows: 
“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 878) for the 
relief of sone D. Maxted and Robert J. B. Newcombe, having considered the 
same, report: 
gi That the claimants in October, 1885, entered into a contract with the Gov- 
ernment for the construction of a life-saving station at Sturgeon Bay Canal, | 
Wisconsin, and that among other items of labor to be performed by the claim- 
ants by the terms of the contract was an excavation of 1,200 cubic yards of earth, 
sand, and loose gravel, to prepare a place for the foundation of certain buildings 
which were to be erected; but in the prosecution of the work it was found ex- 
pedient and necessary to excavate about 10,000 cubic yards of such earth, sand, 
and gravel in addition to the 1,200 yards called for by the said contract. 
“Mr. William Henry, the superintendent in charge of the work on the part 
of the Government, makes an affidavit that such extra excavation was necessar: 
and practically unavoidable, and that it was done at his request and by his ‘a 
sida and thatit was duly approved of by Colonel Rogers, the engineer officer 
ne a 
de ‘This claim for extra work was referred to the Solicitor of the Treasury, who 
under date of October 28, 1886, gave it as his opinion that under the contract the 
extra work could not be paid for, as it was not authorized in writing by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, but that under the circumstances it wasa proper case 
to present to Congress, 
“The amount named in the bill, that is $636,is the amount estimated by the 
om isin cece in charge of the work as the amount that should be paid for the 
ra work, 

oe The committeé recommend that the bi!l do pass.” 

i The committee report H. R. bill 878 favorably, with the recommendation that 
o pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There does not seem to be any reason in this re- 
port why the bill should not pass; but it must have been an extraor- 
dinary engineer or Government officer who had charge of the work, in 
whose plans 1,200 cubic yards of earth were required to be removed 
for the foundation when it was found necessary after they began the 
work to increase that by 10,000 yards, more than eight times the 
amount of the estimated excavation by the engineer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill state to the Senstor from Vermont that 
the committee do not find that 10,000 cubic yards, as stated in the 
House report, was the proper amount actually excavated as extra work. 
The Senator will recognize that at once from the amount that the 
committee allowed in the bill, $636. Ten thousand cubic yards was 
the amount claimed by the contractor, but the engineer in charge re- 
duced it very considerably; in fact to four thousand and something. 
That was caused by the shifting of the sand at the point to a great ex- 
tent and by the determination of the Government engineer, after the con- 
tract was made,to remove the sand that had accumulated some 20 feet 
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from the building, which, under the estimate, was only to be some 5 
feet from the building. But the shifting character of the sand ren- 
dered it absolutely necessary, in order to protect the building, that it 
should be removed farther from the building after it was erected, and 
for that reason the allowance was made. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF DEEDS. 


Tho bill (S. 2658) to validate acknowledgments taken before the com- 
missioners of the circuit courts of the United States, or the commis- 
sioners of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds to 
be recorded in the District of Columbia, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the deeds for the purpose of conveying lands situated in the District of 
Columbia, acknowledged since the 16th day of September, A. D. 1850, beforeany 
United States commissioner appointed by the circuit courts of the United States, 
or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and duly certified under the 
hand and seals of such commissioners, are declared valid and sufficient to pass 
the fee-simple or other estate intended to be conveyed, and bar dower, in the 
real estate Therein mentioned, in favor of parties claiming under and through 

eeds: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to divest rights 
heretofore acquired, of record, in good faith, by purchasers or creditors of the 

parties to such deeds or other instruments. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who reported the bill, explain what is the pres- 
ent state of the law in the District of Columbia, and the necessity for 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There has been no act that I have been able to 
find that would ratify any supposed defective acknowledgment since 
the date givenin the bill. The objectis to confirm all deeds tiat were 
acknowledged before commissioners of the circuit court of the United 
States or commissioners appointed by the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, 

I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to section 1778 of 
the Revised Statutes, which authorizes the commissioners of circuit 
courts to take acknowledgmentsof deeds. There is no question in my 
mind as to the validity of those acknowledgments; but the question 
has been suggested in the District of Columbia by the title companies 
that exist in this District, and they have refused to warrant or guaranty 
the title where the deed has been acknowledged either before a com- 
missioner of the circuit court or a commissioner appointed by the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia. 

That has produced such a condition of affairs that several instances 
have been b t to the attention of the committee affecting the title 
to property in this way. Deeds have been acknowledged before these 
commissioners in trust. The ies to enforce the provisions 
of the trust by the sale of the property. It has resulted in the title 
companfes refusing to guaranty the title, in purchasers refusing to pur- 
chase, and throwing ultimately the property upon the beneficiaries of 
the trust, bought in order to savethemselves, they being confident that 
ithe title was good under the provisions of the law as it stood. Conse- 
quently it has been very unjust and injurious to a great many persons 
who were owners of property and have been forced to give deeds of 
trust and mortgages upon them. 

I called the attention of all the title companies to this bill, and the 
attention of the supreme court of the District of Columbiatoit. The 
modifications made in the bill are modifications in accordance with the 
suggestions of the judges of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia. They have urged and suggested and advised the passage of a 
bill similar to this with the amendment suggested by the committee, 
which is in accordance with their recommendation. 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. The statutes of the United States concerning the 
acknowledgment of deeds in the District of Columbia, section 441 of 
the statutes relating to the District of Columbia, provide, among other 
officers who may take acknowledgments, thus: 

Sixth. Before any commissioner of the circuit court of the District appointed 
for that purpose. 

- Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
the title companies hold that the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia is not a circuit court within the meaning of that section, and 
that althongh the commissioners appointed by the supreme court of the 
District have proceeded to take these acknowledgments in accordance 
with that section they are not willing to guaranty the title conveyed 
under those acknowledgments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think they are mistaken about that, with great 
respect; but that would be no objection to passing the bill if there is 
any doubt about it in their minds. 

Another doubt occurs to my mind that I should like to hear the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia relieve, as doubtless he can. Under the laws 
in this District deeds by the husbands of married women require the 
assent of the wife and her acknowledgment in a certain way. 

The question is, supposing Congress to pass this act, whether, inas- 
much as the married woman stands in that iar relation, itis within 
the power of Congress to divest an estate which she still holds because 


she has not acknowledged before the officer required by law, and was un- 
der no obligation to join in the deed by force of any contract as the 
husband was. The question is whether it would divest her by force of 
this act of her right to dower after her husband died which had not 
been divested by the act which she did before an unauthorized person, 
just as if an authorized commissioner had taken her acknowledgment 
in a different way from that required by law. Then the question is 
whether in such a case Congress would have the power to pass an act - 
which would make the title of the grantee good notwithstanding she 
had not acknowledged in the manner required by law, which I should 
yery much doubt. 

Iam not objecting to the passage of the bill, but I think it right to 
call attention to it, so that if anybody ever looks at the discussion he 
may not be misled againin t of supposing that everybody agreed 
that the effect of the bill would be to divest the title of a married 
woman that had not yet been divested for want of a proper acknowledg- 
ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no doubt the object and purpose and in- 
tention of the bill is to confirm and make valid any technical defect in 
the acknowledgment of a married woman in the conveyance of land 
under a deed; and I have no doubt in my own mind of the constitu- 
tional power of the Legislature to pass such a bill to confirm and ratify 
a defective acknowledgment. In fact it is frequently done in almost 
every State of the Union; and it has been sustained in my State and in 
the State of Virginia to my certain knowledge by the highest courts. 
Itis generally customary in my State, after every constitutional con- 
vention, and it has been the casein Virginia, to pass an enabling act 
similar to this one, and such acts have always been upheld and sus- 
tained by the courts as valid and constitutional provisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt, as it respects thereal grantor, 
the owner of the property who has executed the deed and who has re- 
ceived the consideration for it, that it is within the power of the legis- 
lative authority to rectify any informality, to waive it, to obliterate it, 
that may have existed in the acknowledgment, or to makea deed good 
that was not acknowledged at all; but it is open to considerable ques- 
tion, I think, whether the law would apply to the case I have named 
of the wife. However, I am not stating that as any objection to the 

of this bill, but as a matter that ought to go into the discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to validate acknowledg- 
ments taken before United States commissioners appointed by the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States, or by the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, of deeds recorded in said District.” 


LUCIEN GOYAUX. 


The bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the representatives df Lucien Goyaux $1,545 
for hospital stores, vehicles, harness, and saddlery taken from him at 
Baton Rouge, La., for the use of the United States Army, during the 
war of 1861. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
May 23, 1888: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1582) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux, have had the same under consideration, and 


renpooally. report: 
committee adopt the report submitted through Senator Cameron at the 
Forty-eighth Con, which was as follows: 

“In A t, Sea, Taie 


con 
“On the 6th of October, 1862, a board of survey, constituted under Special 
Order No. 45 of the De ent of the Gulf, consisting of Col. H. E. ine, 
Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers, Lieut. Col. O. W. Lull Eighth New Hampshire 
Volunteers, and Capt. William Roy, Twenty-first Indiana Volunteers, was ap- 
inted by order of General T. W. Sherman and directed to assemble at Camp 
pet on Thursday, October 6, 1862, at 10 o'clock a. m., to take proof, appraise, 

and report upon the stock of harness, etc., belonging to L. Goyaux, alleged to 
have been en for the use of the forces of the United States by order of the 
commanding officer. This board assembled pursuant to the order, and on the 


5382 


bythe Army. Thisallowance was approved by Brig. Gen. T. W, Sherman, com- 
man x 
sz ce TY on the 6th of March, 1863, the matter was again investigated 
by a court of inquiry under §; Order No. 6. This courtrecommen 
the claimant sho be paid the sum of $1,545. 

“ The following are the items allowed the claimant by the two boards: 
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TORDA G05 sak bps cid bales hominea aar S acon «+ 1,545. 00 
“In 1863 Goyaux presented his claim to the War Po yr ep for payment. 
It was investigated, and on the 23d of September, 1863, Chauncey Smith, the 
Solicitor of the War Department, made a 


Anne eeeneeen renee 


ecision thereon, He states as fol- 


lows: 

“* Upon the claim of Lucien Goyaux I have the honor to report that in my 
opinion the loyalty of the claimant is fully established, and that he is justly en- 
titled to a part, if not the whole, of the claim, but there is no appropriation out 
of which he can be paid by the Department.’ 

“ Goyaux died November 20, 1371. He was a native of France, and it appears 
that his widow and children did not know that he had ever become a ci! 
the United States. The widow and children of Goyaux caused the elaim to be 
presented to the French and American Claims Commission, but upon investi- 
gation it was discovered that Goyaux had become a naturalized citizen of the 
United States in 1857, and, consequently, he being an American citizen, the 
French and American Claims Commission could not adjudicate the claim. The 
claim was cognizable before the Southern Claims Commission, but Goyaux died 
a few months after this commission was established, and it is satisfactorily 
shown that his legal representatives had no knowledge whatever that the claim 
could be considered by the Southern Claims Commission until long after that 
commission woh peed by limitation of law. 

“The original claimant, Goyaux, was diligent in asserting his claim. 

* Weare satisfied that the property hereinbefore described was taken 


ursu- 
ant to the order of Colonel Paine, the commanding officer; that it was adapted 


to the use of the Army, and that it was actually used by the Army. Weare 
also satisfied that it was of the value of $1,545. 
“We therefore report back said bill and recommend that it do pass.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CLAIMS FOR ADVANCES IN WAR OF 1812. 

The bill (S. 610) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine 
and settle the accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore, grow- 
ing out of moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore 
for military purposes during the war of 1812, was announced as next 
in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask that that bill be not passed over. The pur- 
pose of the bill is simply to place the States covered by the bill exactly 
upon the same equality as four States already relieved by an act of Con- 
gress of precisely the same kind. It has been discussed fully. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill is animportant bill and involvesa great 
deal of money. There ought to bea discussion and examination of the 
preceding cases that are said to be ents, and we ought to know 
something about precisely what is the nature of the claims which jus- 
tify Congress in paying interest. It is too important a bill, I suggest 
to my friend from West Virginia, to be taken up when the Senate is so 


very thin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the objection withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould renew it if it was. 

Mr. PLUMB. My impression is that the accounts of the State of 
Maryland for advances or expenses in the war of 1776 are not settled 
yet. Those ought to be taken out of the way before we come down to 
those of 1812. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I, of course, do not insist on the present consid- 
eration of this bill, as the Senater from Vermont has suggested that 
there may be a division called for, which would, of course, stop the 
matter, but I think the Senator from Kansas will find thatso far as the 
State of Maryland is concerned as to the war of 1512, all her claims 
have been settled. It is not the State of Maryland, it is the city of 
Baltimore that is more interested in this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill takes its place on the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. 

MEDICAL CORPS OF THE NAVY. 

The bill (S. 262) to increase the efficiency of the Medical Corps of the 
Navy was announced as next in order. = 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bilt will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 

NEW BERNE NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD. 


The bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the necessity for the United 
States building that road explained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have tho 
report read? 


~ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; if there be one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr, WAL- 
THALL May 24, 1888; 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4320) 


to authorize the construction of a graveled or macadamized road from the city 
of New Berne, N. C., to the national cemetery nearsaid city, having considered 
the same, report as follows: 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill for the reasons set forth 
in the following report of the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of 
Representatives: 

“ [House Report No, 1287, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill R. 
4320) for the construction of a macadamized road from the city of New e, 
N. C., to the national cemetery near that city, submit the follo rt: 

“There are buried in the national cemetery near the city of New N.C, 
over 3,000 Federal soldiers. The grounds are inclosed within walls built of 
shell chery es which material the house for the superintendent (a neat two-story 
building) is also constructed, 

* These grounds are situated on a bluff overlooking the Neuse River, a sheet 
of water about 1 mile in width. The distance from these grounds to the cor- 
rate limits of New Berne is about 1} miles, and the only road now connecting 
t with this city, or by which it is approachable at all, is a narrow, private cart 
road, liable at any time to be cloued the owners of the lands over which it 
runs, and which, d seasons of the year, is grown up with weeds and 
made almost im le by the encroachments of the plowmen who cultivate 
the adjacent fiel The owners of these lands, your committee is inf are 
willing to donate tothe Government the right of way over them. 

“The macadam to construct this road have to be hauled by rail between 
75 and 100 miles, and according to approximate estimates made by Mr. Owens, 
of the War. Department, the cost of its construction will reach about $20,000, 
which estimate is hereto attached and made part of this report, 


‘WASHINGTON, D. O., February 18, 1888, 
“Dear Sim: In accordance with zom request I Kand you herewith approxi- 
mate estimate of cost of shell and of macadam road from the city of New Berne, 
N. C., to the national cemetery near that place. 
“The distance from the city limits to the cemetery is reported to be a mile 


and a quarter. 

s shells could be obtained in sufficient quantities at the price usual where 
shells abound a good road of the above length, 25 feet wide, with a depth of 18 
inches of shells, could be constructed for $15,000, possibly less, depending on the 
supply and price of shells, 

“I am informed that the city of New Berne has at present a contract with the 
oyster-canning factories for filling with shells a dock in the harbor, and that 
therefore a sufficient supply of shells for the proposed road could not probably 
be obtained this season. 


“T estimate the cost of a macadam road as follows: 
6,000 cubic yards earth work, at 20 Cents..........ccssesserseceeceeseceersrepacenssessecees $1, 200 
5,000 cubic yards macadam, in place, at $3 .... we 15,000 
1,000 cubic yards bank gravel on top, at $2. 000 
Drai and sundries.............. 500 
Engineering and contingencies. 1,300 


SHR EAEE 9 (a seanndesssennee eeaseaseusacsse veebe sessed secensnsabevenansasee 20,000 
“It might, perhaps, be done for less, but it is better to make the riation 
$20,000 and then only the amount necessary need be expended. mye 
“Very respec y, your obedient servant, joes 


WEN, 
“ Civil Engineer, Quartermaster's Depariment. 
“Hon. F. M. Somrons, M. C., : et z jas 


*“ House of Representatives. 

“Your committee think there is urgent necessity for the immediate construc- 
tion of this road, and recommend that the said bill, after being amended by 
Fripp in line 9, the word ‘thirty,’ and inserting for it the word ‘twenty,’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
what is the nature of the soil between the city of New Berne, over this 
distance of a mile and a half, and this cemetery, in order to understand 
what is the necessity of expending $20,000 to build a macadam road to 
this cemetery, which ought to haye a nice and convenient road to it 
we all agree, but if the soil in the neighborhood of New Berne is like 
a good deal of the rest of North Carolina that I have seen—and I speak 
of it with great respect as neither of her Senatorsis here to defend her— 
there is no need of building a macadam road at that great expense as dis- 
tinguished from an ordinary dirtroad, suchas we have in Vermont. But 
if it is a deep clay soil it might be a different thing; but a good, ordi- 
nary turnpike road, in almost all soils except the deep black soils of 
some bottoms, is perfectly adequate and suflicient for every such pur- 
pose. Ishould like to know what sort of a country that is? 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich- 


ita, Kans. ; 

A > (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building at Browns- 
ville, Tex. ; ° 

A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 
and = 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 

otomac. 

The message also announced that the House had a to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and eon- 
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tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30,1899, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Com- 
pny to construct a bridge across Red River at or near Hook’s Ferry, 

ed River County, Texas, with an amendment, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

TENTS FOR GETTYSBURGH CELEBRATION. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator yield tome for a moment to make 
arequest? I ask the Senate if it will not take up and consider imme- 
diately the joint resolution concerning the Joan of tents to the Society 
of the Army of the Potomac just received from the other House. My 
reason for asking is that the time is very short indeed to get these 
tents, 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam perfectly willing to yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before theSenate the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent equipage to the 
veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac; which 
was read the first time. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed now to theconsideration of 
this joint resolution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committeeof the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Connecticut please explain 
that resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Society of the Army of the Potomac thought 
it desirable to celebrate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the great battle 
of Gettysburgh, and in a fraternal spirit invited those who had been 
on the opposite side to come. To their great surprise the invitation is 
being accepted very generally. Arrangements for transportation have 
been made at very small indeed. The attendance promises to 
be so large that the Society of the Army of the Potomac is a good deal 
alarmed concerning the entertainment of these people at the small vil- 
lage of Gettysburgh. Theordinary three or four thousand dollars from 
its own little revenues devoted to such entertainments is entirely 
swamped, and in their despair they turned to Congress for a little 
money to help them out. In this they were not successful, but this 
will enable them to do something towards the end in view, and the old 
soldiers have drawn this resolution and it has been amended in such a 
way as to put the tents in charge of the Quartermaster’s Department. 
I think the Senate will be willing to concur with the House, which has 

it this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NEW BERNE NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermontasked 
me a question which I am not sure that I am p: to answer ac- 
curately. He asked me what was the character of the soil in the neigh- 
borhood of New Berne, N. C., where this cemetery road is proposed to 
be constructed. I would have said, but for an expression in the report, 
from my general knowledge of that country that it was sandy soil; 
but I see from the report that the only approach to the cemetery now 
is by a narrow, private cart-road, liable atany time to be closed by the 
owners of the lands over which it runs, and which, during certain sea- 
sons of the year, is grown up with weeds and made almost impassable 
by the encroachments of the plowmen who cultivate theadjacent fields, 

From that I infer that the Jand is used for cultivation, and is not 
sandy, as I would have otherwise supposed. 

It does not occur to me that the objection made to this bill by the 
Senator from Vermont ought to prevail, no matter what the character 
of the soil may be. ‘There is no means of approaching this cemetery 
where there are more than 3,000 Federal soldiers buried, except by a 
narrow road liable to be closed up by the land owners, thus cutting 
the cemetery off from all approach from all directions. 

As to the necessity of a macadamized road there, I may state that I 
can see no reason why this particular cemetery should be discriminated 
against as to the character of the approach to it provided by legislation. 
I think I am safe in saying that all the national cemeteries, at least 
in the Southern portion of the Union, have had macadamized roads or 
other permanent roads provided for them when Congress has been ap- 
plied to; and I do not know of a single instance where an application 
has been made for a reasonable appropriation for that purpose, accom- 
panied by an estimate from a proper engineering officer, when this body 
has acted adversely upon such a proposition. 

Now, whether the present road be a sandy road—a very uncomfort- 
able sort of road to ride over, as the Senator knows, and there are many 
such roads in that country—or whether it be an ordinary dirt road lia- 


ble to become muddy and impassable in the winter season, it seems to 
me that in the one case or the other the Government ought to prepare 
a proper approach to its eemetery where 3,000 Federal soldiers are 
buried, and that it ought to be a permanent road; it ought to be a road 
durable and lasting, just such as are provided for other cemeteries. 

The engineer in charge has estimated that it will cost within the 
neighborhood of if not quite the amount provided in the bill. The re- 
port shows that there is now no proper approach to that cemetery, and 
that the only means of reaching it may at any time be cut off, and the 
custom has been to make provision for macadamized roads under these 
circumstances. I see noreason why there should be an exception made 
against this cemetery. I know that there are several of these cemeteries 
in the Southern States, with which Iam more familiar than I am with 
those in the Northern States. I know that there is one in the neigh- 
borhood of New Orleans, where, before Congress took action in the mat- 
ter, the road in the winter was miry and almost impassable, and I know 
there is one in the State of Mississippi, in the northeast corner, at Cor- 
inth, where the region is high and dry, and the road in the summer 
time was reasonably good, but Congress when applied to made provis- 
ion for a macadamized or a gravel road in both those cases, and in three 
or four others which I could mention. 

In fact, sir, I know no case where Congress has been applied to to 
provide a permanent, lasting road to one of these cemeteries, and there 
Was no proper approach already, where the application has been re- 
fused. 

Tam sorry that I can not state to the Senator from Vermont exactly 
the character of the soil, but I take it that it is soil which is cultivable, 
from the fact that itis stated that the road is liable to be interfered 
with by the encroachments of farmers who cultivate the adjacent fields, 
But whatever the character of the soil, the road ought to be constructed 
as proposed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think I shall be suspected—— 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator has spoken once on this 
bill. He can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think I shall be suspected, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by any soldier of the United States of an intention to discrimi- 
nate against any soldier of the United States, dead or alive. I think 
the soldiers of the United States, so far as I know them—and I know 
a good many of them who are citizens as well—desire that Congress, in 
maintaining proper respect for and taking care with proper decency of 
the burial grounds of their old comrades, shall do it as their own States 
do in respect to taking care of their dead and their cemeteries, and 
that is, do everything that is just and decent and proper and necessary, 


but not to be extrayagant and not to do things that are wild and un- | 


. In the part of the country where I live, where there are 
some of these cemeteries and many other cemeteries, and little hilly 
places that are devoted also to other purposes, anybody who proposed 
to build a macadam road from the village nearest to one of these cem- 
eteries would be considered either insane or corrupt, unless the nature 
of the ground on which the road was to be built required it to be mac- 
adam for the ordinary and proper and convenient purposes of passage. 
Honor to the dead soldier, as we understand it, does not consist so 
much in the character of the materials which compose the road that 
leads to his grave as it does in imputing to his memory other consider- 
ations and a different kind of gratitude. 

So I think I shall not be considered saying anything injurious to the 
gratitude that we all owe to the dead and to the living as well; by sug- 
gesting, by way of inquiry rather than otherwise, that the idea of pay- 
ing more money for a road to a soldiers’ cemetery than would be paid 
for a road to any other cemetery, and the useless expenditure of money 
in useless contrivances in bringing rock to make macadam by railroad 
75 miles unless the nature of the soil requires that sort of thing, would 
be an objection to anybody that studied it. So I leave that part of it 
there and come to the real point. 

I said before that there ought to be a road there and a public road 
which the private owners could not close up if they wished to do so, 
anda g road, and whatever money is necessary for that purpose 
ought to be appropriated; but what is unnecessary, like laying a pave- 
ment, sending*down the asphaltum or the granite-block men, is cer- 
PeR Mets awrong to the soldiers of the United States who pay taxes, 
and doing no good to the memory and no honor to the memory of those 
who lie buried there or in any other place. And inasmuch as in the 
part of the country with which I am familiar it never has been thought 
useful or necessary to build a macadam road where gravel and the or- 
dinary soil properly taken care of would do, I made these inquiries. 

To continue appropriations of public money for public buildings in 
unnecessary P aot unnecessary expenditures for doing things that 
ought to be done, expending more money than is decently useful and 
necessary for the object, Ido not think will commend itself to the peo- 
ple of the United States, or to the soldiers of the United States, and it 
should not to anybody else. 

I do not know any reason therefore for going into a measure of this 
kind in respect of the character of the materials of which this road is 
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to be constructed as distinguished from having a good road there. I 
do not see the use of spending more money than is necessary. 

I do not find in the report any statement at all that a macadam road 
is required for public convenience, and utility, and ease in reaching 
this place; but it seems to be taken for granted that $20,000—over 
$10,000 a mile—is to be spent for building a road, for the land is not 
to cost anything, the mere macadam that is nine-tenths of it evidently 
(the breaking of the rock, the hauling of it, and laying it down), and 
we are to spend this for building a road a mile anda half from the little 
city of New Berne to this sacred spot. As representing the soldier tax- 
payers, I call attention to it because, so faras it appears, I do not see 
the necessity, while we must have a road there, of spending so much 
money in building it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, in some cases these cemeteries are 
upon public roads already existing, which the cities and the localities 
in general are bound to keep up; but in a number of other cases—and 
I presume it to be so in this—the public in general has no interest in 
theroad. The county authorities there outside the limits of the village 
of New Berne are under no legal obligation to make a respectable road, 
and the result of refusing to appropriate in this case would simply be 
to leave this with this ordinary old road across the fields to grow up 
with jimson weeds and sometimes crowded upon and practically aban- 
doned. 

Now, as to the character of the road, it isa common thing to build a 
good piece of road down that coast of shell. There is nothing finer 
than an excellent shell road. That could be done in this case proba- 
bly by waiting awhile, but there is a contract, I understand from the 
report of the engineer, that calls for a good deal of the shell that is fur- 
nished about New Berne to shell a dock in the harbor, and therefore 
if the road is to be a shell road the building of it must be postponed for 
some time. There is said to be no objection to waiting a year or so 
until the supply of shell is ready to build an excellent shell road. But 
the bill does not require the expenditure of $20,000. It gives that as 
the extreme limit. ‘So much thereof as may be needed ” is to be used 
for building the road. 

I do not think that the Military Committee, in recommending the 

of the bill reported by the Senator from Mississippi, has de- 
parted at all from the general policy of the Government, which has been 
to put these cemeteries in excellentorder, builda respectable and noth- 
ing more than a respectable wall, and to put a good porter and keeper 
and lodge there, and then, if needed, tomake theapproach tothe ceme- 
tery passable, because in many cases these cemeteries being kept so 
nicely are places of public resort, and I am glad indeed that they are. 
It is becoming in the Government to keep them in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, [ am willing to vote whatever is 
necessary to make a proper road to and proper provision for the decent, 
respectable preservation of the cemeteries for the soldiers; but it occurs 
to me that one way of testifying our respect for their memories is to 
respect the rights of the living so far as not to vote extravagant and 
unreasonable appropriations. The idea of appropriating $10,000 a mile 
for the construction of a road of this kind, it seems to me, is not just 
to the living. I shall not, therefore, vote for the bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Mississippi having 
once spoken, is there objection to his speaking further? The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. WALTHALL. I only wish to say a word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

I do not agree with the Senator that the roads to these national cem- 
eteries ought to be constructed with the same idea of economy that they 
are to private cemeteries, As a purely economical scheme, it would 
perhaps have been well not to have established these cemeteries. The 
cemetery at New Berne itself was established at great cost. There was 
considerable outlay of money, in my judgment, very properly expended 
in the preparation of this cemetery—they are all alike, I believe—in 
beautifying the grounds, providing the headstones, and in inclosing 
the grounds with a wall such as is described in this report. 

Weare not able always to show our respect for the dead resting in 
private cemeteries by an outlay like that. We are not always able to 
provide a handsome two-story building for the person in charge ofa 

rivate cemetery, as is done, it appears, in this national cemetery at New 
rne. We would like, if we were able, to beautify the private ceme- 
teries as these national cemeteries are beautified. We would like, if we 
were able, to inclose them in the same way, and provide a superintend- 
ent, to be liberally compensated for his services. But it is not always 
that that can be done in the case of a private cemetery. The Govern- 
ment, however, isable to provide a permanent, lasting, and creditable 
approach to each of these national cemeteries, and it has never refused 
to Ho this. So far asmy knowledge extends, whenever application has 
been made to the Congress of the United States to do for the national 
cemeteries elsewhere what this bill proposes to do for this cemetery in 
North Carolina, it has been granted. z 

The Senator says that in the report of the engineer officer it is not 
recommended that the road be a macadam road. That is true. He 
was not asked for his views as to the character of the road. Congress 
having always determined in every single instance that I can now re- 


call when a road was to be constructed to one of these national cem- 
eteries that it should be a macadam road or a shell road or a gravel 
road, it was not for the engineer to say that this ought or ought not to 
be a road of one of those classes. He was asked what the expense 
would be, and he gives the reasons why a shell road could not be con- 
structed at that particular point, and the reasons why a macadam road 
would have to be resorted to. - 

The distinguished Senator from Vermont seems to have been seized 
to-day with rather a sudden spasm of economy in reference to this 
matter. He considers that this appropriation is extravagant; and if 
he can induce a majority of the Senate to change its policy as to this mat- 
ter already adopted with reference to other cemeteries, I am sure I am 
content; but for one I do not think it is an extravagant use of the public 
money to provide a ent approach toa national cemetery, which 
has been established at a considerable expense to the Government, to 
make it conform in its plan and appearance to the approaches to other 
national cemeteries of the Government. 

I say that if on the idea of economy this bill be defeated, then there 
is a discrimination against this particular cemetery at-this particular 
point, and the Senate of the United States will refuse to do for this 
cemetery, where there are 3,000 Federal soldiers buried, what it did 
without a word of objection within the last six weeks for another in 
the same section of the Union where there were less than 1,300. Ifit 
is proposed to adopt a more economical system or plan with reference 
to the approaches of these national cemeteries now, when roads have 
been constructed to nearly all of them, the responsibility shall not rest 
on me. I reported this bill, and I shall support it, because it is doing 
for this cemetery what has been uniformly done for all others in like 
condition. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WILILAM T. CRUMP. 

The bill (S. 353) for the relief of William T. Crump was announced 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill will be passed over, the 
majority and minority reports not having been printed, and the Sena- 
tor who reported the bill being absent. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 6, line 17, after the word ‘‘ rea- 
sonable,” to strike out ‘‘ratesor,’’ and inline 19, after the word ‘‘ such,” 
to strike out ‘‘rates or;’’ so as to read; 

Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the ge of railway trains, 
and, at the option of the said corporation, may be used for the passage of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers, for 
reasonable tolls to be fixed by the Secretary of War; and the Secretary of War 
shall have the right, from time to time, to revise suck tolls. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5,after the word ‘‘act,”’ at the 
end of line 1, to strike out ‘‘so as to prevent or remove all material 
and substantial obstructions to the navigation of said river by the con- 
struction of the said bridge,” and in line 6, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to 
insert ‘‘so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial obstruc- 
tion to the navigation of said river by the construction of said bridge;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and any alterations or changes that may be required by Congress in 
the bridge constructed under this act so as to preyent or remove all material 
and substantial obstruction to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of said bridge shall be made by the corporation owning or controlling the same, 
at its own expense. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word ‘‘in,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘and for any district in which said bridge or obstruction 
touches’’ and insert ‘‘ whose territorial jurisdiction said bridge or any 
part thereof is located;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Src. 6. That in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction caused by this bridge to the free navigation of said river, the cause 
may be tried before the circuit court of the United States in whose territorial 
jurisdiction said bridge or any part thereof is located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 3, line 41, after the word ‘‘ war” at the 
end of section 2, I move to strike out the period and to add: 

And no such change shall be made until so approved. 

The same amendment that was agreed to in the Senate yesterday, in 
substance, on another bill of this character. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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RED RIVER BRIDGE AT HOOK’S FERRY, TEXAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro fempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the Howse of Representatives to the bill (S. 2930) to authorize the 
Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across Red River at or near Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas, 
which was, on page 2, line 10, to strike out the word “change’’ and 
insert the word ‘‘ changed.” = 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be again read and read in 
connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read, and also the part of the bill proposed to be amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Line 23, page 2, the proposed amendment is to 
strike out the word ‘‘change’’ and insert ‘‘changed;’’ so as to read: 

And the said structure shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer 
reasonable and per means for the passage of vessels through or undersaid 
structure; and the said structure shall be changed, at the cost and expense of 
the owners thereof, etc. 

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that the amend- 
ment of the House is simply the correction of an errorin the copying of the 
bill as sent from the Senate. The word ‘‘change’’ was used when it 
should have been ‘‘changed.’? z 

The amendment was concurred in. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

‘The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 

* Kans.; and 

A bill (H. R. 9512) for the erection of a public building at Browns- 
ville, Tex. 

The bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. FRYE. In my absence Order of Business 665 was passed over. 
It is the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. I ask unanimous consent to go back to 
that order, and take up the bill for consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from Maine who 
reported this bill explain the proviso, whether the effect of the proviso 
and the bill together is to legislate out of office the whole body of these 

ms who are now in service, or what it means. I see the last 
clause is, ‘‘And the President is authorized to nominate for confirma- 
tion the officers in the service on the date of the passage of this act,’’ 
which I suppose he would have the right to do anyway. I should 
like an explanation as to what the effect of the bill is in regard to the 
officers now in service. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that it legislates any officer out of 
service. That amendment was put in at the request of the Treasury 
Department. The bill was reported to the Senate two years ago by 
our committee, and reported again a year ago, and a year ago the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury called the attention of the committee to a neces- 
sary amendment, and that clause is the amendment. The Secretary 
of the Treasury writes now: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 29, 1888. 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 

February 27, concerning Senate bill 1786 to regulate appointments in the Ma- 

rine-Hospital Service ofthe United States, and in reply thereto I transmit here- 

with a copy of a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, written February 6, 

1886, relative to a bill containing identical provisions. 

The views of this Department have undergone no change from those therein 
expressed. 

Respectfully, 
cSt toads mats ©. S. FAIRCHILD, 
Secretary, 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 3 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 

This is the letter referred to: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 6, 1886, 

Smr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from the clerk 
of your committee, under date of February 4, 1856, transmitting, in accordance 
with the directions of the committee, Senate bill No. 780, “to regulate appoint- 
ments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States,” in which Iam re- 
quested to furnish the committee with suggestions as I may deem proper touch- 
ing the merits of the bill and the propriety of its e, and in answer to re- 
spectfully inform you that the bill is in accordance with the various recom- 
mendations of this Department that have been made from time to time based 
upon reports of the Su ising Surgeon-General. 

It appears that there is at present time no law specifically regulating the ap- 
pointment of medical officers in the Marine-Hospital Service, and the appoint- 
ments are made in accordance with the general authority conferred on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to direct the affairs of the Marine-Hospital Service. 
Hence the propriety of the passage of an act regulating these appointments. 
An examination of the text of the bill shows it to be substantially a transcript 
of the regulations of the Department which have been in force since 1879, and 
which were lately repromulgated and ja arabe! by the President under date 
of April 24,1885. It must be sufficiently obvious to any onethat medical officers 
of the Marine-Hospital Service should be thoroughly versed in the different 
branches of medicine as set forth in the bill and the incorporation of these re- 
quirements in the statutes would seem to be necessary. Attention is invited to 
page 52 of my annual report for 1885, pages 11 and 12 of the report of the Super- 
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vising Surgeon-General; also to the letter of Mr. Secretary SHERMAN, dated 
January 4, 1880, transmitting to the Houseof Representatives a draught of a bill 
having for its object the same purpose as that of the bill now under considera- 
tion. ‘he present bill, if passed, will place the officers of the Marine-Hospital 
Service on the same footing as those of the revenue-marine, and will not ma- 
terially increase the expense of the service. 

= = = 


+ * + s 
It is ere that the purposes of the proposed law will be more effectually 


if the plan of examination shall be fixed as suggested. 


Vary sapai; D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. 8. J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 

The omitted clause in this letter referred to amendments necessary 
to former bill, which are included in this. 

That was the amendment respecting the examination. It has been 
recommended ever since 1880, has been reported by our committee as 
many as three times, and has passed the Senate I think twice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not making any observations adverse or 
otherwise on this bill. I was only endeavoring to ascertain what the 
committee understood it to mean in of the status of the offi- 
cers now in the service when this bill becomes a law. 

I should have supposed from the first section and the first part of the 
second section that it did not affect those now in the service, and that 
they would continue to be medical officers until there should be a va- 
cancy which was to be filled up hereafter by appointment made by the 
President and Senate, and an examination is very properly required; 
but at the end of the bill is an authority to the President to nominate 
for confirmation the officers in the service at the date of of this 
act. Applying that to the first clause, that medical officers of thè Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service shall hereafter be appointed by the President, I 
should be under the impression that the effect of it was intended to be, 
and probably is, that these officers would all be out and that they must 
get in by the method prescribed in the act. 

I am not saying that thatis good or bad, butonly that it ought to be 
u which way itis. Ifitisnotthat way, then it is very clear 
that this last clause is entirely superfluous and means nothing at all. 

Mr. FRYE. It is so long ago since this bill was reported that I have 
forgotten. 

I made some inquiries, not of the Secretary of the Treasury, but of 
one of the officers who came to see me aboutit. The officers are all in 
favor of it, and this is the bill exactly as it was transmitted to us by the 
Secretary of the Treasury after we had amended the bill as he once asked 
before. Iam not prepared to say what the effect of that proviso is. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I take the liberty of moving that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to say to the Senator from Vermont 
that the chairman of the Committee on Pensions had contemplated ask- 
ing the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the pension bills on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can take them up to-morrow morning the first 
thing after the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 7 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Wednesday, June 20, 1888, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 19, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE—DOLLY BLAZER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 3959, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Dolly Blazer,” 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill was apparently a good sol- 
dier and was confined for a time in a Confederate prison. He was mustered out 
of the service in June, 1865, and never sppuea for a pension. 

He died in 1878, leaving as survivors his widow and several children, two of 
whom are alleged to be still under sixteen years of age. 

The cause of the soldier’s death was yellow fever. There isin my mind no 
doubt of this fact; and the attempt to establish any other cause of death, if suc- 
cessful, would go far towards fixing a precedent for the rejection of all evidence 
which stood in the way ofa claim for pension. 

The bill herewith returned is disapproved for the reason that the death of the 
soldier had no relation to his military service; and I do not think there should 
be a discrimination in favor of this applicant and against mayy thousands of 


widows fully as well entitled. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 18, 1888. 


Mr. WILKINS. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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VETO MESSAGE—ELIJAILT MARTIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following veto mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 
I return without approval House bill No. 5522, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Martin.” 


By this bill it is proposed to increase the pension now paid to the beneficiary 
therein named, who was a soldier in the war of 1812, from $8 to $20 per month. 
Prior to May 22, 1888, an application was made for reimbursement of the ex- 
-penses attending the last sickness and burial of this pensioner, and on the day 
pen onee such application was transmitted to the proper auditing officer for 
ustment. 
have no other information of the death of thissoldier; but as hisageisstated 
in the report of the House committee to be eighty-seven years, and as there can 
hardly be a mistake as to the identity of the person named in the application 
peering treet oy pi that the beneficiary died since the introduction of 


the bill for 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 18, 1883. 
Mr. WILKINS. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
DEATH OF EMPEROR FREDERICK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting a letter from the Envoy Extraordinary and Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of Germany, conveying the thanks of the Emperor 
of Germany for the resolutions of sympathy on the occasion of the death 
of the late Emperor; which was ordered to be printed, and laid on 
the table. 


REPAIR OF SEA-WALL, ETC., WILLET’S POINT, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of the Secretary of War of 
appropriation for repairs to sea-wall and wharf at Willet’s Point, New 
York; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. B. TYAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7255) for 
the relief of A. B. Tyan, with Senate amendment. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the only effect of the 
Senate amendment in this case is to correct the name of the beneficiary. 

Mr. WILKINS. Imovethat the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PARIS, CHOCTAW AND LITTLE ROCK RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2930) to au- 
thorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to con- 
structa bridge across Red River ator near Hooks’ Ferry, Red River 
County, Texas. 

Mr. CRISP. That bill, I think, is identical with the House bill 
10063, reported from the Committee on Commerce of the House. ‘I ask 
unanimous consent that it be considered at the present time. 

Mr. WILKINS. Will it take much time? 

Mr. CRISP. No. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to any bill being passed in this House 
that has not been read. 

Mr. CRISP. I donot ask to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection, if the bill is read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk willread the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. A 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company, 

a corporation duly created and existing under the laws of the State of Texas, 
be,and is hereby, authorized to build a bridge across the Red River at or near 
Red Texas, the said bridge to be so constructed 


ite, u 
ti of i 

ver said br A ONES 

have the right 


War, for proval, 
and piers, and a map of the location, giv- 
e above and one mile below the m Sper 
igh and 


bridge or 
for a full and facto! and 
location of the bridge Neng Sige by of War the bridge shall not 
be built; and if any change be made in the plan of construction of said 

the progress of the work thereon, or before the completion of said 


and proper oi : 
and the said perochere shall be change. at the cost and expense of the owners 
thereof, from time to time, as the so as to preserve 
the free and convenient navigation of said river; and the authority to erectand 
continue said bridge shall be subject to the revocati 
whenever the public good shall, in the judgment of the 

quire, without any expense or charge to the United States; an 


litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to tha free nayi- 


tion of said river caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, suit may be 
rought in the circuit courts of the United States of Texas or Arkansas, in ar Rsi 

ju: iction any portion of said bridge may be located. P 

Src. 3. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act af 
any time; and that if at any time navigation of the said river shall in any man- 
ner be obstructed or impaired by the bridge authorized by this act to be con- 
structed, the Secretary of War shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to 
require the said railway company to alter and change the said bridge, atits own 
expense, in such manner as.may be proper to secure free and complete naviga- 
tion without impediment; and if, upon such reesonable notice to said railway 
company to make such pianga or improvements, the said company fails todo 
so, the Secretary ot War shall have the authority to make the same, and all the 
rights conferred by this.act shall be forfeited; and Congress shall have power 
to do any and all things necessary to secure the free navigation of the river. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker I observe from the reading that there is 
a clerical error in the bill. I ask that it may be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. It appears to be the omission of a single letter. 
The word ‘‘change’’ should be “changed.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis aSenate bill. How have we the power to 
change the bill except by amendment? | 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by amendment. The gentle- | 
man from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] asks unanimous consent to amend so | 
as to make the word ‘“‘change” ‘‘changed.’’ If there be no objection 
that amendment will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en -and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. House bill 10063, on the same subject, will be laid 
on the table, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2946) granting 
the use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public 
park, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be con- 
sidered at this time. I will state to the House that the bill carries no 
money appropriation. There is a Government reservation in the city 
of St. Augustine which is an eye-sore and is now used as a common, 
and the city desires to get police jurisdiction over it in order to im- 
prove it and make a park. By this bill the Government reserves to it- 
self the right to resume jurisdiction at any time and retains the fee title. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Florida for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

; ois DOUGHERTY. Ihope the gentleman will not insist on hisob- 
jection. 

Mr. MACDONALD. LIobject. I have been three months here try- 
ing to get recognition to pass a little bill and I have not got it yet. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That does not seem to me to be a good reason 
for opposing this bill. As objection is made, Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
for the present the bill lie on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

OHIO CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3182) making 
appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment and the Bureauof Agriculture, the Government Printing Office, 
and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum and 
the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Cen- 
tennial, to be held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 
1888; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1051) to amend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

WILLIAM B. STOKES AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2948) for the 
relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, sr., and William T. Haskins; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OAKLAND, CAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1553) to provide 
for the purchase ofa site for the erection of a public building at Oak- 
land, in the State of California; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

NEWTON S. MURPHY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the dill (S. 157) for the re- 


‘ 
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lief of Newton S. Murphy; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. s 


WILLIAM N. KEIGHTLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 111) for the re- 
lief of William N. Keightley; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. = 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PENINGTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
until Thursday next, on account of important business. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STATESVILLE, N. ©. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1705) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Statesville, N. C., and that the bill be 
now considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: x 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to purchase or otherwise provade asite, and cause to be erected thereon 
a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and 
accommodation of the courts of the Umted States, post-office, and other oflices 
for Government uses, at Statesville, N.C. The site, and building thereon, when 
completod upon plans and specifications to be previously made and ee 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $150,000; 
nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection ofa building which 
will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, 
and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after 
the site shall haye been purchased and paid for, shall haye been approved b; 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said build- 
ing, shall be approved by the Seeretary of the Treasury involving an expendi- 
ture exceeding the said sum of $150,000 for site and building; and the site pur- 
chased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space 
of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said 
sum shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of North Carolina shall cede to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended an 
amendment reducing the amount from $150,000 to $75,000. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report in that case read. 

The report (by Mr. Jounston,:of North Carolina) was read, as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having carefully consid- 
ered the bill K. R. 1705, submit the following report: 

By act of Congress, approved June 4, 1872, a term of the United States cirenit 
and district courts for the western district of North Carolina is held twice a 
year at the town of Statesville, N. C., and since that date, during a period of 
about fourteen years, a vast quantity of important litigation has been deter- 
mined in said courts. The whole number of cases instituted and disposed of 
during said period of fourteen years number nearly 2,800, or an average per 
year of about 200. Many of the civil cases have been of very great importance, 
and the business ofthe courts is steadily on the increase. The courts are held 
in the county court-house, a small building insufficient for the pu There 
is no proper place or office for the safe-keeping of the court records, which are 
in constant peril of destruction by fire, 

Statesville is a prosperous town in Western North Carolina, situated in the 
center of a rapidly increasing prpolationcessbiseta a large number of coun- 
ties, from which the business of the courts is derived. The commercial trans- 
actions and importance of the place are considerable. It is accessible from the 
east and west by the Western North Carolina Railroad, and from the south by 
the Atlantic, Tennessee and Ohio Railroad. A new railroad is being extended 
to the northwest, and is now in running operation to the town of Taylorsville, a 
distance of 20 miles, its farther destination being the Upper Yadkin valley. The 
territory of which Statesville is the center paysa large amount of internal reve- 
nue, the amount annually collected through the revenue office located there 
being about $250,000, There is also a large and constantly increasing mail sery- 
ice a this point, it being the distributing office of quite a number of juanortant 
mail routes. 

Your committee are of the opinion that a public building is greatly needed at 
Statesville for the accommodation of the courts of the United States, post-office, 
revenue office, and other offices for the public uses, and believe it would be true 
wisdom and economy for the Government to erect a public building there, as 
provided in H. R. 1705. A similar bill received a favorable report by the Com- 
sates on Public Buildings and Grounds at the first session of the Forty-ninth 

longress, 

We therefore recommend that the bill under consideration be amended by 
striking ont the words “one hundred and fifty,” in lines 11, 12, and 21, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ seventy-five” wherever the words “one 
hundred and fifty ™ occur, and that as thus amended the bill do pass, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time Pe being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. Crouse was ized. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to know whether there is any way for a 
gentleman to get recognized without going down into that bull-pit in 
front of the desk. [Laughter.] 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can not inform the gentleman. The 
ir can recognize only one gentleman at a time, 
Mr. KILGORE. I understand that, sir, but I want to be the gen- 
tleman recognized. [Laughter. ] 
PUBLIC BUILDING, AKRON, OHIO. - 


*Mr. CROUSE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 349) 
for the erection of a public building at Akron, Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. : 

The bill was read. 

The House report was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
priates. 

The SPEAKER. It appropriates $75,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no statement in the report as to the neces- 
sity for this building, and I hope we shall have some statement on that 
point before the bill is considered. 

Mr. CROUSE. I desire to state to the House and to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that perhaps there has not been a bill 
presented for the erection of a public building during the present Con- 
gress at a point where the amount of mail matter in proportion to the 
population of the city exceeds the amount at Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the House is asked to pass this bill, we ought 
to have some information about it. We can not hear a word that the 
gentleman from Ohio is saying. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The request has been made and has not yet been 

ranted, 

j Mr. MACDONALD. Is this a Senate bill? 

Mr. CROUSE. Itis. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Then I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] to withhold that call for a moment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think we ought tohavesome op- 
portunity on this side of the House to submit requests for unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, this day, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, has been set apart for the consider- 
ation of bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. DIBBLE. After conference with the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, I wish to say that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds will not press the execution of their order to- 
day, provided that by unanimous consent there may be substituted 
any day, except Friday, succeeding the day on which the sundry civil 
appropriation bill shall be concluded in the House. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent for the substitution of such a day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that, so far as I am con- 


cerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks nnani- 
mous consent that the order setting apart this day forthe consideration 
of bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
be postponed until the first day, other than Friday, after the conclu- 
sion of the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina to name 
a later day than the one he has suggested. The naval appropriation 
bill is now ready for consideration in Committee of the Whole, and we 
would like to take it up as soon as the sundry civil bill is concluded. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ean not extend my request so as to give priority to 
another bill. The sundry civil bill happens to be now pending, and it 
is only with the view of not interrupting its consideration that I make 
this request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of ihe Union for the 
purpose of considering bills under the special order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to makea parliamentary inquiry, whether 
this order in regard to business of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds is a continuing order, and whether in the resolution 
granting this day for the consideration of such business revenue and 
appropriation bills are excepted ? 

The SPEAKER. The order is not a continuing one, and it provides 
that it shall not interfere with the consideration of revenue or appro- 
priation bills. So that ifa motion should be made to-day to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of revenue or appropriation bills that question would be first put 
ee House. ‘That is the only effect of the qualification in the r so- 

ut 


I did nct notice the amount that the bill appro- 


Thisisa request for unanimous 
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Mr. DIBBLE. Iask my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] to 
withdraw his objection. e only ask one day; and our committee 
has already lost one of the days assigned to it. 

Mr, RANDALL. Let us fix next Thursday. 

Mr. WILKINS. Let me suggest next Tuesday, as it will be neces- 
sary, I presume, on these public building bills to have full House. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. er, it is absolutely necessary that we pass 
these appropriation bills before the 30th of June; and I hope no busi- 
ness of the House will be interposed to prevent their prompt considera- 
tion, so that they may go over to the Senate. I have given way in 
regard to one of the most important bills before us for the very purpose 
of enabling the appropriation bills to be sent to the Senate. I hope 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] will not insist on occu- 
pying to-day, but will let the Committee on Appropriations go on with 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from South Carolina 
to name next Thursday for the consideration of the bills of his com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I modify my request for unanimous consent so as to 
ask that next Thursday be substituted for to-day in the order with re- 
gard to public building bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. That is already a part of the terms of the order. 
All that the gentleman from South Carolina asks is that the order shall 
be postponed from to-day till Thursday. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

would have Thursday upon the same conditions that they now have 
to-day. 
The SPEAKER. If the change asked by the gentleman from South 
Carolina should be made, and the House on Thursday should prefer to 
go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of an appropria- 
tion bill rather than for the consideration of the special order, it could 
be done, 

Mr. RANDALL. And the substitution of Thursday for to-day will 
not interfere with the business which the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] has in charge. Whether the Houseshould go on with 
his bill would be a question under the control of the majority. 

Mr. DIBBLE. As I understand, if Thursday next should be as- 
signed to the business of our committee and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama on that day should desire to have the naval appropriation bill 
considered, that motion would have precedence. 

The SPEAKER. That question would have precedence. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the order fixing 
to-day for business of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
be postponed until Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE, I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inow move that the House resolveitself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
yield to me a moment in order that I may bring up a matter which 
was pending at the adjournment yesterday. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. In case the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to go into Committee of the Whole to consider the appropria- 
tion bill is voted down, will it then be in order to renew my motion ? 

The SPEAKER, It will be. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iam anxious to give the gentleman a day for his 
committee. 

Mr. DIBBLE. And I am very anxious to havea day; but it seems 
that members here will not permit the arrangement to be made. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
yield to me for just a moment to submit a resolution for present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. How long will it take? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not exceeding five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 


LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution authorizing the loan of tents and tent equi 
organizations of the Society of the Army of the Poto! 


Whereas at the annual reunion of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, 
held at Saratoga, N. Y., in 1887, a resolution was passed extending to all the 
survivors of the battle of Gettysburgh an invitation to meetin fraternal reunion 
on the twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of ined ek mute uly 1, 2, and 3, 
_— on the field of Gettysburgh, and as the invitation has m generally ex- 
tended and accepted: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
tin Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to loan to the committee in charge of quarters of the Society of the Army 
be es Pooma such ms and tent equi goa as =. be needed for ma ag 
of the veteran organ: ons partici g in said anniversary, and that to pre- 


to the veteran 
MAC, 


vent loss or å resulting from the use of such tents and tent equipage, the 
Secre! of War is authorized to detail troops to take charge of the same and 
Q ae for their oe and ion under the direction of the 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 183) was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I sincerely hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. The form in which this resolution is now presented makes 
it entirely unobjectionable, and I hope it will be A 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw 
the objection, as it will be too late to be ofany service if itis not passed 
at once. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is this simply for the loan of the tents? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; that is all. 

Mr, KILGORE. Very well; then I will withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. MORRILL. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
unanimous consent that committees having reports to make may be 
permitted to file them at the Clerk’s desk for reference. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

STATIRA YOUNG. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MINNIE B. BAILEY. 


Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie B. 
Bailey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LEMUEL S. SKINNER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel 8. Skin- 
ner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. LOUISA WARD. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Louisa Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. H. WELSH. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. H. Welsh; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

J. S. MAY. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2945) granting a 
pemon to J. S. May; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PADGETT. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2874) granting a 
pension to George W. Padgett; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM KELSEY. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported beck favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2106) granting a 
pension to William Kelsey; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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PHEBE M’LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension- 
roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Teat Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

EMELINE BEAM. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Emeline Beam, 
mother of Isaac W. Beam; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY CALVERT TRUXTON. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert 
Truxton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PIKEBE CASTATOR. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 7000) to pension Phæœbe 
Castator; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

- LEVI B. SMITH. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON T, OTEY. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington 
T. Otey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL A. TATE. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. 
Tate; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Bide Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES R, DURHAM. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. 
James R. Durham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


dered to be printed. 
SHADRACH BROWN. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2733) granting an increase of pension to 
Shadrach Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEOPOLD MAYER. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to Leo- 
pold Mayer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES WALSTER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles 
Walster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM H. DOWDALL. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. 
Dowdall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES A, MYERS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to James A. 
Myers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. í 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
upon the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3507) granting a pension to James Curran; 


A bill pal D a Sento Mage 
A bill (H. R. 9207) to increase the pension of Louis M. Buford. 
GEORGE RHODY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 289) granting a pension to George Rhody; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ROBESON, 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re+ 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John 
Robeson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZA SMITH. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza 
Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH R. SELLERS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2886) granting increase of pension 
to Joseph R. Sellers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. TILLY. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pension to William C. 
Tilly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB A, MILLER. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9970) granting a pension to Jacob 
A. Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MISS EMILY ROMINE. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss 
ane Romine; wich fon ee ae ommi e of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom re 
ordered to be printed. PENG SR 

GEORGE WALLEN. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George 
Wallen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS B. WALSH. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas 
B. Walsh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE TAYLOR. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to 
Charlotte Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL ANDERSON. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to 
Samuel Anderson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. ie ssn Bas one 

JAMES C. WHITE. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension to James 
C. White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


J. T. VINCENT, 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 10356) granting 
a pension to J. T. Vincent; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY I. DRAKE. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
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ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H, R. 9173) granting a |’ Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 


aca to I. Drake; which was referred to the Committee of the 
ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. RIDDLE: 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9183) granting 
a pension to William P. Riddle; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. HUMES. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9731) granting 
a pension to William A. Humes; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. . 

MRS. CAROLINE G. SEYFORTH. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9126) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyforth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

RANSOM RILEY. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9182) granting 
a pension to Ransom Riley; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. TONERAY. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 6344) granting a 

ion to Wiliiam J. Toneray, of Tennessee; which was referred to 

the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ROCHIE BRIEN BUELL. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 8142) increas- 
ing the pension of Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. DICKEN. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 9467) granting 
a pension to William M. Dicken; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed, 

ZEB WARD. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 321) for the relief of Zeb Ward, of Little Rock, Ark. ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

C. B. BRYAN & CO. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10569) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


SARAH A. BISHARD. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10570) for the relief of Sarah A. Bishard, ad- 
ministratrix of Daniel Bishard, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELISHA M: SHADDEN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10571) for the relief of Elisha M. Shadden; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. WALTHALL. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favprably the bill (H. R. 6227) for therelief of William A. 
Walthall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

INCOME TAX ILLEGALLY COLLECTED, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10416) to restore to Simpson 
County court, of Kentucky, a certain amount of money illegally col- 
lected as an income tax; which was referred to the Committee of the 


port, ordered to be printed. 


NORTHWEST SOLDIERS’ ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably with amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 172) authorizing 
the Secretary of Warto furnish tents to the Northwest Soldiers’ Associa- 
tion, of Iowa, for use at a reunion to beheld at Sioux City, Iowa, on Oc- 
tober 2 to 6, 1888, inclusive; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


OVERDUE TAXES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for 
sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia for 
overdue taxes; which was referred tothe House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the Districtof Colum- 
bia, reported back with the amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 
3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ANNA BOPPELL. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Bop- 
pell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to lfe 
printed. 

MARY A. COVEY. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. 
Covey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH DOMM. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2451) placing the name of Elizabeth 
Domm on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET WELCH. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re« 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet 
Welch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. : 


MARY M. SHATTUCK. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, re- 


ported back favorably the bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Shattuck; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. > 

CAROLINE E. HAZELTINE. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline 
R. Hazeltine; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY 0. HALL, 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S, 889) granting a pension to Mary O. 
Hall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHERINE TATE. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Catherine 
Tate; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAK E. BOULTER. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bilt (S. 2895) granting a pension to Sarah 
E. Boulter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


CHARLES J. ESTY. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (8. 2665) granting a pension to Charles 
J. Esty; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 
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DANIEL K. SMITH. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (S. 2101) granting a pension to Daniel 

. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADRIAN C. DODGE. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 885) to increase 
the pension of Adrian C. Dodge; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. WILBURN. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
pores back favorably the bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to George 

. Wilburn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CALVIN J. COWLES. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 10572) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
bills of the following titles, for which the foregoing was in the nature 
of a substitute; and the same were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 4698) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles; and 

A bill (H. R. 9762) for the relief of George B. Hanna. 

RICHARD W, MEADE, DECEASED, 

Mr, HOOKER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard W. Meade, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 52. j 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I understand the gentleman from Texas is willing to 
withdraw his objection to the request for unanimous consent to fix 
Thursday for the consideration of the special order which was fixed for 
to-day. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdraw that objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection that the special order of 
to-day be postponed to Thursday next, upon precisely the same condi- 
tions as now exist? É 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylyania 
is agreed to; and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will 


` 


please take the chair. 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I did not withdraw my objection to 
the point that no quorum voted. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman as withdraw- 
ing that objection also, and that it was intended to solve the difficulty. 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; I withdrew the objection to the request of 
` the gentleman from South Carolina only. 

The SPEAKER. The pointof no quorum being made, the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr. MCSHANE were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 106, noes 2. 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MOMILLIN in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire how much time remains 
for debate on the Library clause of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House debate was limited to one 
hour and a half. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] occu- 
pied fifteen minutes. There remains an hour and fifteen minutes, 

Mr. RYAN. My friend from New York [Mr. NUTTING] desires to 
make some observations on this bill, and as he was 2 member of the 
committee in the Forty-eighth Congress that reported the bill which 
became a law, providing for the construction of this building, I desire 
to yield to him twenty minutes of the time to which I may be entitled. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to be one of the 
members of the Committee on the Library in the Forty-eighth 
The whole subject of the erection of a suitable Library building for the 
United States of America was investigated by me. With the greatest 


possible care and pains I did investigate the necessity of the proposed 
Library building. I tried to find out, and in a measure succeeded, what 
the Old World had done in regard tosuch structures. I also examined 
the needs of the Government of the United States in regard to a suit- 
able Library here at the seat of the Government, which should em- 
phasize our love of literature and our desire to extend every facility for 
the education of the people. I hope that the question which has been 
raised here now will be examined with a proper regard for the impor- 
tance of the subject involved. Weare not to build a Library for ten or 
fifteen years or fifty years, and probably not for a hundred years or a 
thousand years; bat we are to build a Library building which is to em- 
phasize our idea of literature, education, learning, and the arts for all 
time to come; and the Congress—the Forty-ninth Congress—passed a _ 
bill which I believe, if carried out, will do this in a proper and fitting 
manner for the people of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] yester- 
day in his argument intimated that the House was to recede from the 
steps which had been taken under the bill passed by the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and go back to the old idea of making accommodations for the 
Library of the United States—for I refuse to call it the Congressional 
Library—accommodations for this Library, great now, greater to be in 
the future, in the Capitol building of the United States orin additions 
to that building. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say now that I will resist 
any and all attempts on the part of this or any other Congress of which 
I may be a member to Jay hands upon the Capitol of the United States 
in any manner for the purpose of furnishing accommodations for the 
Library. 

The Capitol- of the United States as it stands now is complete, a 
building which is recognized the world over as one of great beauty and 
of elegant accommodations, I will not consent, Mr. Chairman, thaton 
the eastern side of the Capitol as it now stands there shall be built an 
excrescence—for it will be nothing more nor less—for the purpose of 
accommodating the Library. I willnot consent by my vote, and I will 
resist to the utmost any attempt to build upon the western side attached 
to the Capitol an addition for this purpose. 

I do not believe this Congress, nor any other, if the matter is prop- 
erly investigated, will ever make any move toward changing the lines 
of beauty of the Capitol as it stands now, the pride of its people, the 
envy of the world. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] said yesterday he had 
been deceived in regard to the amount of money which was needed to 
finish the new Library building. 

That may be true so far as the gentleman is concerned. I was not 
deceived, at any rate, and if the ecko was, it was perhaps his 
fault, lJexamined this subject with the assistance of Mr. Smithmeyer, 
with the assistance of the Librarian of Congress, and with the assist- 
ance of all the reports which had been made by committees of the Sen- 
ate and House prior to that time in regard to the cost of the Library 
building as it was to be, and I had the plans before me; and I say here, 
Mr. Chairman, that the debates in the Forty-ninth Congress will show, 
I badieve, that when the act providing for this building was passed the 
estimates were not $2,300,000 for the building complete, but $2,300,- 
000 for the building as shown by the plan I hold in my hand; the front 
part and the central part of the building, called the reading-room. I 
say that at no time and in no place will it be found that any person 
authorized by any committee or upon any. committee or any architect 
employed for the purpose ever stated that this building would cost 
$2,300,000 and no more, complete. 

Mr. RYAN. Three millions. 

Mr. NUTTING. I think it will be found no person has stated in so 
many words it would only cost $3,000,000. The gentleman from In- 
diana said he wasamazed when it was found the building for the Library 
was to cost $7,000,000. Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, no one 
should be amazed at the payment of $7,000,000 for a library building 
to be erected here at Washington to accommodate the accumulated 
literature and works of art already the property of the Government 
and all that which forall time is to be by this great nation. 

Go with me to the city of New York and I will show you a post- 
office building that cost $9,000,000, erected by the United States.. Go 
with me to Philadelphia, only two hours’ ride from here, and I will show 
you another building that cost $7,000,000 erected there by the Govern- 
ment of the United States tor the use of the people. Go to Chicago and 
you will find a post-office building that cost six or seven million dollars, 
usedfor the purpose of holding United Statescourtsand for the collection 
ofcustoms. There are many other instances I might cite of buildings 
erected by us in cities for public purposes which cost more than $5,000,- 
000. And yetthe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] says he was 
amazed when he found that the building to accommodate the Library of 
the United States as it is to be for a hundred years, and perhaps more, 
was to costseven oreight millions. There has never been any estimate 
for this building, as I understand it, from any official source, upon the 
plan on which the bill was passed, for less than four million nine hundred 
and some odd thousand dollars. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you very well know that whenever an act has 
been passed for the erection of a public building, post-office, court-house, 
or custom-honse, or for any other public purposes, even though the act 
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itself provides that the building should not cost more than $100,000, 
or perchance $150,000 or $200,000, almost universally that building 
has cost from 33 to 50 and some times even 100 per cent. more than 
the estimate and more than the bill provided for, You know, Mr. 

i , that overand over again this Congress and other Congresses 
have passed acts increasing the amounts from that which was first 
mentioned in the bill for the erection of the building; sometimes doub- 
ling the amount. If this estimate is now placed at $4,900,000, and 
the building should cost $7,000,000, there would be nothing unusual 
in the fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do desire here to emphasize in one other little 
statement my idea of resistance to an attempt to lay hands on this Cap- 
itol to make additional accommodations for the Library. 

What these gentlemen who are attacking this plan want is to break 
it up, and thencome to this Capitol and erect a building upon the west- 
ern or the eastern side of it for the accommodation of the Library. As 
soon as you give them a foothold that will be and is the plan. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, in one sense the Capitol building itself illustrates and 
emphasizes the strength of this Government. This may be a senti- 
mental view, sir, but sentiment sometimes comes very near to principle. 
In connection with this view I wish to recall a little circumstance by 
which it is illustrated. 

In 1864, in the summer time, on one occasion, Early passed across 
the Potomac from the Virginia to the Maryland shore, only 4 miles 
above here, menaced the city of Washington, and encamped so near 
that the people of Washington could see the glistening of the ene- 
my’s arms in the sunlight and at once couriers and messengers were in 
haste passing backwards and forwards on footand on horseback through 
the city with military orders, people were leaving Washington forsafety, 
fearing every moment that the enemy would appear in the streets, and 
hurry and confusion prevailed among the citizens. But at that very 
time the great cranes and the great chains and lifts were at work upon 
the northern end ofthis Capitol building, the great blocks of granite were 
being lifted up into their places, and during all this excitement, when 
all other business was suspended and when people of the city were be- 
side themselves with fear, the machinery and men never ceased to con- 
tinue the work, thus, even in sight of the enemy, illustrating the con- 
fidence, the strength, and the majesty of the Government. 

I mention this circumstance, sir, merely to show that, aside from 
the exciting scenes in legislative life here enacted in the past and the 
great intellectual achievements of which it has been the arena, there 
are associations clustering around this Capitol building which cause me 
for one to feel that I will never consent that an angle or a line of its 
beautiful proportions shall be marred for any purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another thing that I desire to speak of in this 

Literature, education, the training and the refinement of the 
minds of the American people constitute the only safe basis upon which 
we can plant our feet for the perpetuation of our Government in the 
years that are to come, 

You have erected in this city of Washington a great building to ex- 

ress your idea of war byland and sea. You paid $11,000,000 fof that 
building. Thatisallright. Iam glad you didit. That building was 
erected for the purpose of illustrating and emphasizing your idea of the 
physical protection of the principles upon which your Government is 
founded. You have built a Treasury building here which to-day is 
overflowing with money, and you have expended seven or eight mill- 
ions for that. That is all right. It is a thing of use and a thing of 
beauty. Its stones and columns forma pile beautiful in form and 
strong for protection. It was needed, and I am glad we have it. Its 
cost is nothing. It in one sense represents our great country. 

So you have gone on and erected in this capital city of the nation 
public buildings which have cost more than $100,000,000, buildings 
which serve the public uses of our Government, and emphasize its maj- 
esty and grandeur. With every citizen of the wholeland I am proud 
ofitall, But, Mr. Chairman, neither in your capital city of Wash- 
ington nor anywhere else in this broad and beautiful land has the 
Federal Government erected a building for the accommodation of a 
public library. Neither in the District of Columbia nor anywhere else 
in the United States has the United States Government erected a build- 
ing to emphasize its regard for the education of the people. 

erefore I say the time has come to erect a building here that will 
be a proper and sufficient monument to education, an object of use 
and a source of pride to the whole nation, not merely now, but for ages 
tocome. In one of these reports it is stated that this Library build- 
ing is to be the largest in the city of Washington. I am glad of that. 
The structure which emphasizes the value that we set upon the educa- 
tion of our people, upon the means which can put our people in a po- 
sition to understand the principles upon which our Government is 
founded, ought to be our largest and best building. The monument 
that is erected to the enlightenmentof the people, the monument that 
is erected to thesymmetrical formation and development of the minds 
of the people, should be the largest and most beautiful monument of all. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from New York allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. NUTTING. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish that the gentleman before he sits down would 


tell us what was the character and the cost of the edifice provided for 
in the act passed by the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. NUTTING. I will answer the gentleman’s question and then 
proceed with myargument. I have herea design of the building which 
I send to the gentleman that he may examine it. The building which 
the act of the Forty-ninth Congress was passed to erect was intended 
to cover 2.9 acres, and it was designed to accommodate when completed 
ten million volumes and more. We have now not quite one million vol- 
umes, and our library stands fifth in the whole world so far as its ex- 
tent is concerned. The $2,300,000 which has been mentioned as the 
estimated costof the building was simply the amountrequired to finish 
the front part of the building—the reading-room and the front part of the 
building. It did not coverand was never asserted to cover cost of the 
building when entirely completeand finished. Inanswer to the gentle- 
manfrom Mississippi I will say that the partof the building which the 
$2,300,000 was intended to pay for was this portion here [illustrating by 
diagram], and not even to finish all the rooms in that. This other por- 
tion [illustrating] was left entirely out. In the reports of committees 
of the Forty-sixth and Forty-seyenth Congressesit was asserted that the 
whole building would cost $5,000,000, The reports—three or four of 
them—show that the estimates were about thatsum. The estimate of 
$2,300,000, to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] has 
referred, was simply for about half the building, and even then it was 
not intended to finish on the inside. 

To show what other nations have done in regard to buildings for 
national libraries, I wish to make a statement in regard to the cost of 
the building for the British Museum in London. The English nation, 
with one-third less population than ours, and one-third less wealth 
than we have, and with nothing like our prospects for the future, 
expended upon its national library building, the British Museum, 
$6,873,870; and you will find that other nations of the world have ex- 
pended money for like purposes in similar ratio. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to offer a substitute for the pending para- 
graph. After it has been read I will yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, acting conjointly, shall, within thirty days after the 
e of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in num- 

s and general specifications for a building for the Library of Con- 
gress, to be erected on the site purchased for ne in the city of Wash- 
ngton, the cost of the building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 
is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the above-named 
committees, to pay for the said designs and general specifications. The said 
committee shall jointly report to Congress its action in the premises on or be- 
fore the 20th day of December, 1888. That the work now in progress on the 
building for the Library of Congress shall be suspended and the commission 
authorized by act of Congress approved April 15, be, and the same is here- 
by, dissolved. That the property purchased for a site for the Library of Con- 
gress, including buildings thereon, together with all plans, records,and other 
roperty of the United States connected with the building for said Library of 
ngress, be, and the same is hereby, transferred to the care and custody of the 
Interior Department; the expenses of such care and custody shall be paid out 
of any money already appropriated for the construction of the building for the 


Library of Congress. 
Mr. Chairman, Iam anxious that at this time at 


r, desi 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
least there shall be no misapprehension of what is being done or what 
has been done. In order to avoid any possible mistake as to the state- 
ments which induced the House to pass the Library bill, I desire that 
enough of the act authorizing the construction of the Congressional 
Library building be read to show exactly the plan intended to be 
adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows from page 12 of the acts of the first ses- 
sion Forty-ninth Congress: 

The construction of said building substantially according to the plan sub- 
mitted to the Joint Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Li- 
brary of Congress by John L. Smithmeyer, in the Italian style of architecture, 


with such modifications as may be found necessary or advantageous without 
materially increasing the cost of the building. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the Clerk to read also a statement I have 
marked in the report of the Committee on the Library at the first ses- 
sion of the Forty-ninth Congress in support of the Library bill. The 
first and last of the three paragraphs which I send up cover the entire 


ground, first, as to the plan, and secondly, as to the nse of the 
whole structure when absolutely completed. I ask the Clerk to read 
those three paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It remains to consider briefly the plan for a Library building and the site 
proposed by the bill which has n adopted by your committee. It proposes 
a building of cag i dimensions, to hold ultimately three million books, meas- 
uring 450 feet by 200, and covering about 2.9 acresot ground. The style of archi- 
tecture is of the Italian renaissance order, carefully and economically adapted 
in all its parts to the purposes of a Government Library, and with interior ar- 
rangements approved by the Librarian. The building is designed to be of stone 
in the exterior and of iron and concrete in the interior, entirely fire-proof in all 
its paan It isn pleasing and samona ornate edifice, without extrava; ce, 
and will be entirely in Kony with the Capitol. That this proposed build- 
ing is none too large for the destined wants of the collection is proven bya few, 
figures which follow. À 

The area covered by the bonamgof the British Museum is 5 acres; area of 
the National Library of France, at Paris, 414 acres; area of the Capitol build- 
ing, 3% acres; area of the proposed National Library, 2.9 acres. 

The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
economy of storage. It is not designed to fit up the whole interior at oneco 
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with iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central por- 
tions, rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. The 
chief element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a building so 
arroari these may be finished in successive years, as wanted for the increase 
9 ` 

The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
only $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
which will peje sen the building for occupancy in all its parts, sufficient for 
shelving one million books, and leaving space for the gradual introduction of ad- 
ditional iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate gross cost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000a year. When it is 
considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 a 
year, while the pecuniary value of copyright publications received annually is 
very much greater than this, the expenditure will ap moderate in compari- 
son with the great resulting benefits and the national importance of the work. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask to occupy a few minutes more. I wish to call 
the attention of my friend from New York [Mr. NUTTING] to this re- 
port as read. It states the cost of the exterior of the building entire 
at $2,300,000. It states the entire cost of the alcoves for books, as re- 
quired for the next fifty years, at $700,000, making $5,000,000 for the 
completed building as it would stand fifty years hence. 

One other word. The gentleman from New York misapprehends en- 
tirely, as I think, the idea of a public library at this capital when he 
compares it to a library of one of the European capitals. In Europe 
the great libraries are centered at the capitals of the one nations. 
There is but one capital in a European Government. ere the capital 
of eyery State in the Union aspires to the credit and honor of 
ing a great library. The libraries of many States will rival the library 
of the District of Columbia. Our library was only intended to be the 
Library of Congress. The movement now on foot is the first attempt 
to create a national library in imitation of the European monarchies. 
I am willing to provide a library for this District, but I wish to main- 
tain a Congressional Library as designed by the founders of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Ours is not a library standing on the same footing as those of Eu- 
rope alluded to, but should hein harmony with our institutions, every 
State acting for itself, establishing its own system of education and 
with its own library, Congress a library for the use of Congress, and it 
would be justified in establishing a library for the District of Colum- 
bia butnothing more. The system of States did not contemplate these 
national institutions we are establishing. 

Mr. NUTTING rose. 

Mr. RYAN. How much time do you want? 

Mr. NUTTING. Not more than a minute or two to complete my 
statement. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well; I will yield to the gentleman for that pur- 


pose. 
Mr. NUTTING. Inthe report for the Forty-sixth Congressyou will 
find this wording: 


Tt is estimated that the entire building will hold something over 10,185,000 vol- 
umes, exclusive of the wall-room in the corridors, which may, in case of neces- 
sity, be lined with book-cases. 

The central building will contain about 1,280,000 volumes. 

ora Lye etn cost of the entire structure is within five million dollars 
($4,921,343). 

The cost of the central portion, with the two connecting wings for offices of 

administration, is estimated to be within one and a half million ($1,443,960). 


In 1882 the same statement was made precisely. 

Mr. RYAN. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I have never voted for anything with 
more pleasure since I have been a member of Congress than for the act 
providing for this Library building. Butat the time of doing it it was 
on the consideration that the cost of the building would bein the neigh- 
borhood of the sum mentioned. In my own State we have had a little 
experience in regard to putting up public buildings. We commenced 
with putting up a State capitol which was to cost $4,000,000, and we 
have already spent over $16,000,000 on it and the building remains 
uncompleted. 

My idea, Mr. Chairman, isthis: It is notto the building I object, and 
I shall not object if it costs $7,000,000, but I do object to any architect 
or any committee which will present a report to this House and ask us 
to put up a building saying it will not cost but three or four millions 
of dollars, and then at the very next Congress give us notice it will 
cost from ten to twelve millions of dollars. It is not doing the fair 
thing. 

Itis claimed we need a judiciary building. The extra room ofthe 
proposed building can be used for the present for the accommodation 
of the Supreme Court, and thus save the expense of putting up another 
building. 

One other word and I will conclude. I have no sympathy with this 
idea that it is proposed to make the city of Washington the fashionable 
center of this country. I think the present curse of this city is that 
it is proposed to make it the center of wealth and fashion. We have 
already reached the point that no member of the Cabinet, no employé 
of the Government, no member of Congress can come here and enter 
into the social festivities of this capital without spending more than 
his salary. The tendency is in that direction. 

I do not object to proper buildings being erected for the use of the 
Government at this capital city, but I do object to making this city a 
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servile imitation of capitals abroad. I would rather see the city of 
Washington made the home of poor men by furnishing employment to 
them. Let them enter to a certain extent by giving them in this city 
some mechanical employment. I do object to any policy which drives . 
away the poor Jaboring men, which banishes all mechanical business, 
which makes this city the fashionable center for the wealthy men who 
come here to spend their winters, 

Some of us talk about the poor men and the laboring men coming 
here and observing these beautiful buildings erected for the pu: pages 
of the Government. They can not come here. There is no business 
they can do. They can not find any mechanical employment. Ths 
whole tendency in the city of Washington is towards banishing the 
poor man and by large expenditures of money making the city the 
home for the wealthy capitalists who come here to live. For that con- 
dition of things I have no sympathy. 

Mr. RYAN. I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a building for 
the Library of Congress that will meet all reasonable demands and be 
commensurate with the dignity, the wealth, and the greatness of this 
Republic; but when we start out to constract that building we should 
proceed in a business-like manner. We should know in the construc- 
tion of a public building for the United States what each one of us 
would wish to know when we start to build an edifice for ourselves— 
we should know what the cost will be. 

.I remember well that in the Forty-ninth Congress, when the bill was 
introduced providing for the construction of a Congressional Library 
building, the chairman of the committee was asked what the cost would 
be. ‘The chairmansaid on that occasion that the appropriation asked for 
would be $500,000 to begin the work, $1,000,000 at the next session, 
and $823,600 at the succeeding session to complete it; which made the 
sum of $2,323,600. This is what the chairman of the committec stated 
when he reported the bill to the House. There was a report filed at 
the same time by the Library Committee, in which it was stated that 
the most carefully guarded estimates, contemplated an expenditure of 
only $500,000 the first year, $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the 
third, which would complete the building for occupancy in all its parts 
sufficient for shelving one million of books, leaving a space for addi- 
tional iron alcoves, the whole cost of which it was estimated would 
not be over $700,000. It appears, therefore, that by the statement of 
the chairman of the committee and by the report of the committee 
this building was to cost only $2,323,600. - 

Now, what is the situation to-day. We have bought the site for the 
building at a cost of $585,000, and we have expended about $200,000 
up to this time, and are told that this edifice is to cost between $7,000,- 
000 and $12,000,000, That is quite a wide margin of difference, and I 
ask if that is a business-like way of proceeding? 

Is that the way we should proceed as members of Congress of the 
United States in dealing with a public trust? Iam told that the grand 
building in this city, known as the State, War, and Navy Department 
building, cost only $11,000,000, and it is one of the grandest and hand- 
somest buildings of its kind in the world. 

What do you want with a building the size of the State, War, and 
Navy Department building to accommodaie the present Congressional 
Library? How many volumes are there in the Library of Congress? 
According to the report of the committee in 1884 there were only 513,- 
441 volunies, besides 170,000 pamphlets. It isnow proposed to furnish 
an edifice which will cost between $7,000,000 and $12,000,000 to put 
these books and pamphlets in. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of liberal appropriations, but that strikes 
me as a very expensiveiuxury. It amounts toabout$15 to each book 
now in the Library. I amrin favor of granting a liberal amount for a 
Library building, but I want to proceed in the proper way; have the 
estimates and the plans and specifications submitted, and proceed in 
such manner as that we will know exactly how much we are to expend. 

If, therefore, the building has been commenced without the requisite ` 
plans and without proper consideration, now is the time to call a halt 
and stop until the plans and estimates are all made in a proper manner. 
The work should stop until we get estimates and specifications made up 
by a competent architect that will show exactly the amount of money 
to be expended. I am in favor of the erection of a building not to ex- 
ceed, say, about $3,000,000. 

The work now in progress on the Library building should be sus- 
pended and the whole matter referred to the Committees on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
with instructions to act conjointly and invite competent architects to 
present designs and general specifications for a Library building, and, 
after proper examination and consideration, report a plan for a-build- 
ing not to exceed in cost $3,000,000. 

This amount is sufficient to not only provide for the books and pamph- 
lets now in the Library of Congress, but it is also sufficient to provide 
a building that will be large enough for many years to come for the 


increasing Library of Congress. 
If we are to have a building suitable for the Congressional Library 
located outside of this Capitol building, it should be with a 


view to the probable growth of the future; but I am satisfied that it 
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should not cost more than $3,000,000. I believe that sum is ample, 
and that we ought to know exactly, before going on with the expend- 
iture or taking another step, precisely what the cost is to be. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress I occupied the same position that I take 
to-day, and as I believed the bill then presented did not contain proper 
limitations and restrictions, I felt impelled by a sense of duty to vote 
against it. I was in favor then of the construction of a Library build- 
ing, but neither the bill presented nor the report of the committee was 
sqtisfactory to me, and the situation to-day shows that the bill then 
passed was not properly drawn. The suggestion made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that rooms adapted to the sittings 
of the Supreme Court of the United States be provided in the Library 
building isa good one, and if it is feasible I would favorit. Yetif 
the judges of the Supreme Court should ever vacate the chamber they 
now occupy, I trust that grand chamber, with all of its sacred and glori- 
ous memories and associations, will be set apart and dedicated to fitting 
and proper uses. : 

Mr. KYAN. How much time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CoLLINS in the chair). Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. Then the gentleman from Kentucky occupied all of 
his time? 

The CHAIRMAN. He did. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to have some time on this side. 

Mr. RYAN. You will have fifteen minutes left, and I think the 
time ought to be extended. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to agree with 
my friend from Kentucky, for I almost always find him right in the 
positions he assumes; but I must confess my surprise to find him to- 
day in favor of what I must regard as a penny-wise policy. He has 
stated very correctly that the Public Library is growing, and I supposed 
that the gentleman would realize the fact that we are constructing the 
Library building not for the library of to-day but for a library a hun- 
dred years hence; and I believe, therefore, that to dwarf that building, 
to make the difference that he suggests from the plan of to-day, and 
give itless dimensions, less capacity for the accommodation of the books 
of the Library, in order to save a few millions of dollars, would be an 
unwise policy and very bad economy. 

So far as the Architect himself is concerned —- 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave buttwo minutes. If the gentleman from 
Kansas will extend my time—— 

Mr. RYAN. I can not do that. 

Mr. McCREARY. I only want toask you, as you are discussing the 
present style of building, how much it will cost to finish that building 
according to the present plans? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand the building is to be 20 per cent. 
larger than the State, War, and Navy Department building. That 
building cost some ten or eleven million dollars. Certainly if a build- 
ing 20 per cent. larger, erected in good style, can be built for $7,000,000, 
as gentlemen have stated here to-day, that is not extravagant. So far 
as the Architect is concerned, as amember of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds I have had an opportunity to meet him and al- 
most all the architects in Washington, and I know it to be the testi- 
mony of other gentlemen who have been longer on that committee than 
I have that the man who has control to-day as the architect of the Li- 
brary building gives evidence of being one of the best, one of the most 
careful, and one of the most reliable architects we have in Washington. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen want to dwarf this appropriation, 
if they want to erect a building like the Pension Office, which, I un- 
derstand, was built for very much less money than is estimated for this 
building, they can do so; but when the people of this country come to 
the capital they are proud to see good public buildings here—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 


: Mr. RYAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I did not have the good fortune to 
be here when the act was passed by the Forty-ninth and 
therefore the question which I asked the gentleman from New York 

Mr. NurrinG], and which I asked yesterday of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], was designed to elicitinformation. I entirely 
concur with the view expressed by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Nurrixa] that any attempt to add to and enlarge the Capitol for this 
would be to destroy the architectural beauty of this building 

and would be folly. We are therefore constrained to look to the erec- 
tion of an edifice outside of the Capitol for the accommodation of the 
overcrowded shelves and the very small library space which we now 
have. 

As I understand it, the Committee on the Library, to whom this 
matter was intrusted, a committee composed of members of the House 
and members of the Senate, considered the matter and made a report 
to their res ve Houses, which report the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] on yesterday and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY] to-day referred to, and which report seems to say that 


the completion of the building would cost something over $4,000,000; 
$4,700,000 I think the gentleman from New York said. 

I do not know how far members of this House may have been imposed 
upon, touse the language of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. ELOLA] 
on yesterday. I will state my understanding, and if I am wrong 
would like to be corrected. I care nothing about who is the architect 
of this building. I would like to havea suitable building constructed; 
suitable not only in its interior arrangement, but a building whose ex- 
terior finish shall be such as to challenge the admiration of every citi- 
zen whose eye rests upon it. 

I would be gratified to see a building constructed on some known 
order of architecture that shall be as much in vogue one hundred years 
from to-day as it is to-day. I would be glad to see a building con- 
structed on the Grecian style of architecture, like your Treasury De- 
partment, a form which stands upon immutable principles of beauty, 
which the world has sanctioned and which is illustrated in all of the 
architecture of Greece. We ought to have such a building without a 
great deal of reference to the number of dollars and cents it may cost. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iagree with the gentleman. The present plan 
contemplates that. 

Mr. HOOKER. IfIam wrong I would like to be informed by some 
gentleman who was here in the Forty-ninth Congress. I understand 
that the little plan which I hold in my hand, and which I saw for the 
first time this morning, is the plan which was presented for the con- 
sideration of this House and put on exhibition at the Clerk’s desk for 
the inspection of members at the time the House passed the bill in the 
Forty-ninth Congress. 

I understand this (exhibiting another plan) is the extended plan, 
comprising the whole. I understand the plan which was referred to 
by my friend from Kentucky, Governor MCCREARY, which was to cost 
only $2,300,000 for the erection of the building and $700,000 for the 
completion of the alcoyes in the interior, making the actual cost 
$3,000,000, was that first plan; and nobody estimates now it will cost 
any more than that to erect this portion of the building. But if you 
extend it as it is represented in the second plan, so as to occupy the 
whole ground instead of simply a part, then the cost will be increased. 
You may go on and add to it as the occasion requires. The purchase 
of the ground at a cost of nearly $600,000 was probably made looking 
to the idea that the Government should purchase a site sufficiently 
large for the erection of a building to be extended as the necessities of 
the Government might require in future days and in future years. 
Therefore they made the purchase of the large site, and have laid the 
foundation; but, as I understand, they only propose to.construct at 
present a building the aggregate cost of which will be about $3,000,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to reserve a little time. 

Mr. RYAN. Ihave seven minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Eight minutes of the full time. 

Mr. RYAN. I took the hour and divided it between the two sides, 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman had fifteen minutes on yesterday. 

Mr. NUTTING. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not know that I shall want that. 

So far as I am concerned peceeay, I am in favor of the construction 
of a Library building that shall be suitable for all the purposes of our 
Government. I have always favored propositions for the construction of 
a Library building. But my recollection is not at fault when I say 
we were invited in the Forty-eighth Congress to vote for a building 
completed in all respects, except some of the iron alcoves, for the sum of 
$2,300,000. 

Tt was no such proposition as is indicated by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]; no such proposition as is indicated by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Nurrine]. It was a proposition to 
complete the building, the plans of which were before us at the time, 
for the sum of $2,300,000. In support of what I say, I call special at- 
tention to the language of the report of the committee that reported the 
bill. Mark the language: A 

It is not designed to fib we Aires whole interior at once with iron shelvin: 
to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions of the rotun 
connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. 

The ‘‘entire exterior structure’’—mark the language. 

‘Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr, RYAN. I cannot. I have yielded you as much time as I can 
spare. This report goes on to say: 

The chief element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a build- 
ing so extensive this may be finished in successive years as wanted for the in- 
crease of books, The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an 
expenditure of only $500,000 the first year, abont $1,000,000 the second year, and 
€800,000 the third, which will complete the building for occupancy in all its 
sufficient for shelving 1,000,000 books, and leaving space for the gradual intro- 
duction of additional iron alcoves in the coming fifty years, the ultimate gros!) 
cost of which will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000 a year, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to ask tke gentleman this question: Do 
you expect to get a building 20 per cent. larger than the War, State, 
and Navy epee building for that amount of money? Do you 
deem it possible? J 
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Mr. RYAN. When I voted forthe bill I relied upon the committee, 
the official organ of this House. They declared what the cost would 
be upon ‘‘the most carefully guarded estimates.” They presented to 
us here at that tame the plan and specifications accompanied by those 
estimates. _ 

= BUCHANAN. And did not that plan include the whole quad- 
rangle? 

Mr. RYAN. The whole. Now, what will be the cost of this build- 
ing? A few days ago the chairman of the present commission, the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior, an accomplished officer and a thor- 
ough business man, came before the Committee on Appropriations and 
said: 

Gentlemen, I will not permit you to be deceived any longer in regard to the 
cost of this building. It can not cost less than $10,000,000, and may cost more. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Suppose it does? / 

Mr. RYAN. What I want to say is this. I doubt not that the com- 
mittee acted in good faith. The honorable chairman of that commit- 
tee, Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, is the very sonlof honor. He would 
no more mislead this House than he would commit the crime of arson. 
He is as high above such conduct as it is possible for humanity to be. 
But somebody misled him; somebody misled the gentleman from New 
York; somebody grossly misled that committee, and through them the 
people’s representatives on the floor of this House, and in that way 
$8,000,000 of the people’s money will be taken from the Treasury by 
deception, if we carry out this scheme. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him a 
moment, I quite agree with his statement of what took place. Ire- 
member the facts precisely as he does, and I voted for the bill upon 
that hypothesis; but may not this building be utilized as a good in- 
vestment by devoting a part of it to the purposes of the Supreme Court 
of the United States and another part to the use of the Department of 
Justice? 

Mr. RYAN. Iam told by the Architect of the Capitol that the work 
can be suspended without any loss whatever, whether the specifications 
shall embrace a combination of a Supreme Court room and the Library 
or whether the whole be devoted to the Library. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman know that there is a con- 
tention between the Architect of the Capitol and the architect of the 
pog and that therefore the information which he cites may not be 
reliable? 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not know about that; I do not care to inquire into 
those details. But I do know, and so does every sensible man, that it 
is highly probable that the Committee on the Library relied wholly on 
the architect whose plans and specifications they-adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. I should like a little additional time. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can have five minutes more. 

Mr. RYAN. Now one of two things is morally certain. The arch- 
itect who makes an error of $8,000,000 on a two-million building is 
either incompetent or dishonest, He can take either horn of the di- 
lemma he pleases. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But has he made the error? 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly he has made it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. -That is disputed very seriously. 

Mr. RYAN. He has made the error if the building will cost ten 
millions, and, Mr. Chairman, if the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
can at this distance of time see a cost of $10,000,000 for that building, 
I have no doubt that it will cost at least $13,000, 000, judging from past 
experience in public-building construction. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then the gentleman does not believe the Secre- 
tary of the Interior either. Whom do you believe—anybody ? 

Mr. RYAN. Ido believe the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yousay he estimates that it will cost $10,000,000, 
but you believe it will cost $13,000,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Nobody denies now that the cost will be at least seven 
or eight million dollars. That is the minimum estimate of even the 
parties interested. This architect, according to the admission on all 
sides, must have been mistaken to the extent of at least $5, hte on 
a building which was estimated to cost a little over $2,000,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the plan has been changed; and the build- 
ing is to be larger than at first contemplated. 

Mr. RYAN. No authority to change the plan was given. The 
plan was proyided for by Jaw. The law declared that the building 
should be built in accordance with that plan. ‘There was no warrant 
whatever for departing from the plan. 

Now, the question is simply this: Whether, because the work has 
been begun and although it is ascertained that a suspension of the 
work can be had without loss, the people’s representatives shall stand 
here coerced to ratifya deception and a fraud. So faras my vote is con- 
cerned, while I might be willing to vote $8,000,000 for such a build- 
ing, while I might be willing to vote even more if I were satisfied 
of the propriety of the measure, I will not stand here and ratify a fraud 
oy deception upon the people of the country to the amount of over 

000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Who is it that has authorized an extension of the 
building beyond the plan agreed upon originally ? 


Mr. RYAN. Ido not know that it has been extended. 

Mr. HOOKER. Has the architect done it? 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not know that anybody has done it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then why is the gentleman charging him with it? 

Mr. RYAN. Iam not charging him with it; but I am saying that 
the plan and specifications upon which Congress acted were based upon 
an estimated cost of $2,300,000 for a building which it is now ascer- 
tained will cost over $10,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Who ascertains it? 

Mr. RYAN. It isadmitted thatit will not cost less than $7,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Who admits it? 

Mr. RYAN. The Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HOOKER. We want somebody who isan architect to speak 
about a matter of that kind. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Have not all those plans and specifications been 
changed ? 

Mr. RYAN. I do not know whether they have or not. The gen- 
tleman has asked me that question repeatedly. I do not know how 
they could be changed. The law provides that the building shall be 
constructed substantially in accordance with the plans which were be- 
fore the House at that time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do*not understand how you were deceived; 
because if a man had never seen an architect in his life, his common 
sense should have told him that a building of such dimensions could 
not be built for $3,000,000. 

Mr, RYAN, Although these representations were made by the offi- 
cial organ of the House—acting honestly no doubt, having been de- 
ceived by somebody—the answer now comes, ‘‘ You ought to have 
been too intelligent to have been deceived in a "matter of that kind.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why, of course. 

Mr. RYAN. The answer made to us is that- we ought not to have 
believed the architect; we ought not to have relied on those estimates; 
we ought not to have placed confidence in the official organ of the 
House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will you allow me one more question? Do you 
believe that if this building when completed is to be what the Goy- 
ernment desires and is to be built for a reasonable price, Congress - 
ought to arrest the work on the building simply because you or some 
other persons in a past Congress were deceived? 

Mr. RYAN. Everybody on the floor of this House, as well ás the 
country at large—the people through their representatives—were out- , 
tageously deceived in this matter, and I am in favor of suspending this 
work and adopting such a proposition as I have sent to the desk au- 
thorizing the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the two 
Houses, acting as a joint committee, to invite from the most eminent 
architects of the country, who shall be paid for their services, plans 
and specifications for the construction of a suitable Library building on 
that site. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not believe we ought now to do harm tothe 
interests of the Government in order to vindicate you for having been 
deceived some years ago. The question is not whether you were de- 
ceived, but whether the building as now proposed to be constructed is 
what the country wants, and whether we are going to pay too much 
for it. The Fiftieth Congress is not bound to champion your case in 
a soe to what you may have done in a previous Congress. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. There are now ten minutes remaining for de- 
bate on this question. 

Mr. RANDALL, More time has been oceupied than I expected. I 
hoped to control some of the time myself, but have not had the oppor- 
tunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatextension of time does the gentleman pro- 

e? 

Mr. RANDALL. Fifteen or seventeen minutes. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope my | colleague [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] will add five minutes more to thatextension. I desire to make 
an explanation, in reply to what has been said by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. RYAN], as I was a member of the Library Committee 
when this plan was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think it proper that my colleague, who was a 
member of the Library Committee, should have an opportunity to be 
heard. Iam willing he shall go ahead now if he chooses. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the time allowed for 
the discussion of this question will be extended twenty-two minutes. 
The Chair hears none. Thirty-two minutes in all now remain. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] 
has proposed that I ‘‘ go ahead now’?—— 

Mr. MACDONALD. I would like the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania or the gentleman from Indiana, or some other member, to inform 
us what is the basis for the statement in regard to the increased cost 
of this Library building. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. What I intended was to say what 
I knew of the recommendation of the committee when the House 
adopted the plan of Smithmeyer for the building of this Congressional 
Library. We labored for years in this House to get. an appropriation to 
erect a Library building, every one of us knowing there was not ac- 
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commodation for the books in the Library or for the increase of books 


which every day was growing larger. There was no deception about 
it. When the plan was adopted it was believed the estimate covered 
suflicient money to go on and build a Library to accommodate the pres- 
ent number of volumes and to provide for the increase which would 
occur in the next five or six years. It was believed then that $2,300,- 
000 would cover that expense. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did my friend understand the building was to cost 
from seven to ten millions of dollars? 

Mr. O’NEILLL, of Pennsylvania. I had no other idea. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman another question. Did 
he or any member of the committee communicate that fact to the other 
House of Congress? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will refer the gentleman to one 
or two facts; he will recollect them. The idea of the House making 
the appropriation was avlopted at last when it was harried in its busi- 
ness, The chairman of that committee, a highly honorable man, who 
has already been mentioned in this debate by his colleagues in a former 
Congress, the chairman of the committee feporting the plan which was 
finally adopted, had no time to make explanation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did he not make a formal report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. He took his hour. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not think he did. My ree- 
ollection is that he did not take an hour. The hurry was so great on 
the part of the House to get through with its business that he had to 
proceed. Ishould like to have some time to explain it myself. 

The committee was bound to provide for what was necessary to ac- 
commodate the Library, for the number of volumes on hand and what 
might become necessary for the increased number of volumes in the 
next five or six years. The library in the British Museum cost five or 
six millions of dollars when first erected, and they have been adding 
to it ever since. You can not put up a public building providing for 
the increase in the number of volumes year after year—you can not 
put up such a building as was intended, and confine the appropriation 
to two or three millions of dollars. It may cost $10,000,000 before it 
is completed. x 

In such a library itis necessary tò provide for more space than that 
provided in the new State, War, and Navy Department building. 

I got myself slowly up to the idea of voting for this appropriation 
and this plan. At the beginning I did not think Smithmeyer’s plan, 
which was for a building outside of the Capitol building, was the best 
one for the public use and convenience. I was in favor of accommodat- 
ing the Library by an extension of the Capitol building—the center west 
front.. It was my belief that by such an extension the Library would 
have sufñcient accommodations and be everything necessary for people 
who would use it—citizens of Washington, visitors who might come 
here, and for the use of members of Congress and for all the officers of 
the Government. But you can not put up such a building as the one 
now provided for for two or three millions of dollars, 

I came slowly, as I have already said, to vote for this present plan. 
I knew what the wants of the Library were, and I wished, as far as pos- 
sible, to meet those wants. The Capitol building is of mixed architect- 
ure, and, as I thought, we might extend it west to provide sufficient 
accommodation for the Library for years tocome. That was my idea, 
but I found that could not be done, and I was led at last to vote in 
favor of carrying out the admirable plan of Mr. Smithmeyer for the 
construction of a Congressional Library which would satisfy the entire 
couutry, and not only accommodate the present number of volumes in 
the Library, but all the increase for time to come. 

‘There was no deception in any t, so far as I am aware, in the 
- recommendation of the committee for the adoption of that plan or what 
it was to cost. A 

[Here the hammer fell. ] } 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman,tI will yield forten minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] and afterwards for five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS.. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no member of this House who is 
opposed to a Library building suitable and adequate for public pur- 
poses. It has not been indicated as the desire of any one to go back 
to the plan of connecting the Library with the Capitol building, as 
stated by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. NUTTING. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] re- 
ferred to it vesterday. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There is no indication of going back to that 


m. 4 
ras HOLMAN. I have always been in favor of that plan. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘Then I stand corrected. Certainly there has 
been nothing more than a mere reference to that plan. Certainly no 
indication that any considerable number of members prefer it. 

The proposition made to-day by the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] is to retain this site and ask esti- 
mates from eminent architects and appropriate the sum of $10,000 to 
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pay for the estimates and plans, so that at the next session of Con, 
we may intelligently consider the various plans that will be sub: 
in accordance with that proposition. 

It seems to me that that isa business-like and common-sense method 
of disposing of this whole question. There is no excuse for those who 
have led the House and the country into this dilemma. It can not be 
excused, in my judgment, upon the supposition of an error. 

Tn private business when we go to have buildings erected and work 
of that character we secure a careful and reliable estimate, and it sel- 
dom happens in private business plans that individuals are called upon 
to add three or four hundred per cent. to the amount of the original 
estimate. 

This is only one case in a long line of failures to come within the 
estimates submitted when Congress was asked to inaugurate a work. 
We have been confronted with several during this very session of Con- 
gress of a similar nature. I will call attention to one or two of the 
leading ones. For the extension of the water-works in this city the 
original estimate was $1,485,000. Congress has now appropriated for 
that purpose $2,575,000, or $1,090,000 beyond the original estimate. 
Take the appropriation for the light-house at Seal Rock, in California, 
where the original estimate was made for $333,000. That was adopted, 
and appropriations of $290,000 were made for this work. This is ex- 
hausted; and it is estimated now that a sum in addition will have to 
be appropriated, amounting to a total of $721,000, or more than twice 
the amount of the original estimate, before the work can be completed. 
I speak of these conspicuous instances which have been brought be- 
fore Congress at the present session for which deficiencies have been 
appropriated. Cases of thissort are occurring too frequently. In many 
instances we would not have entered upon the work originally had we 
known its cost or that it would be within the neighborhood of what it 
has afterward turned out to be. But having expended so much money 
already, before we are advised of the full cost, we are compelled in 
many — to go on and complete it or sacrifice what has been already 

nted. 

S What is the case here in this remarkable instance of deception? I 
do not mean by this to cast reflection upon any member of the Com- 
mittee on the Library who reported or who advocated the bill in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, because they were doubtless deceived just as 
the House was; but here has been an expenditure of $585,000 for the 
site. That site we have already acquired, and I understand there is no 
question but that it has been secured at a reasonable price. Five 
hundred thousand dollars has also been appropriated to carry on the 
work, of which only about $200,000 has been expended, leaving about 
$300,000 still on haid. We have not gone far enough with this, there- 
fore, so that we are compelled to go on and ratify this fraud. Wemay 
call a halt here and then begin in a business-like way to get a reason- 
ably accurate estimate, andafter making a commencement in the right 
direction we can proceed properly with the work. 

If this amendment is adopted we will suspend the work only until 
the next session of Congress, and may still complete it according to 
the plan that shall be adopted earlier than upon the present plan. 

It has been argued by gentlemen that we should make our plans of 
this building in accordance with what they have done in European 
nations. Iam perfectly willing to go to the full extent to provide an 
ample library for our people. I think it is only proper that it should 
be done. But what have we now? In 1884 we had only about a half 
a million of volumes and a hundred and seventy thousand pamphlets, 
the estimated value of which was only about $750,000, I am advised. 
It is proposed to take care of these at a cost of nearly fifteen times the 
amount that the Library was estimated to be worth at that time. The 
cost, if this present plan should be carried out at the enormous expense 
which it is certain to entail, will not fall far short of $20 a volume on 
every book in the Library. 

I admit that we are not building a Library for to-day only, but that 
it is for the years to come—for a centnry—but even taking that view 
of it, there is no excuse for the expenditure of this large sum, not- 
withstanding the apology that has been made by the gentleman from 
New York, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg to say I have made no apologies. 
know who did wrong ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not know. 

Mr. HOOKER. Can you answer the question? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I can not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Neither has any other gentleman answered it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, that is not for me to say. AllI say is that 
when this building proposition was before the House—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield the gentleman additional time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. When this bill was before the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress it was substantially stated, and emphasized twice in the report 
of the chairman of that committee, that the whole cost would not ex- 
ceed $2,323,000. 

Mr. NUTTING. Now, does not the gentleman know that in the 
Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses a proposition was made— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I can not yield tothegentleman. I know what 


tted 


—o 


I want to 
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he means. But that proposition was voted down, both of the bills 
carrying too large an amount. 

Mr. TTING. But do not you know that the Committee of the 
House in both Con reported to the House that the whole cost of 
the building would be $4,900,000? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ihavebuta moment. Thatestimate, I repeat, 
was not adopted. 

After several unsuccessful efforts to pass the bill, and after several 
plans and estimates were submitted, the Forty-ninth Congress chose the 
present plan upon the distinct, emphatic, and repeated statement by the 
Committee on the Library of that Congress, that the whole cost would 
be $2,323,000, except certain shelving and interior work which might 
be needed in the years to come after the Library had grown, and that 
this additional work which might be required within the next fifty 
years would not cost more than $700,000. 

I beg the Committee of the Whole House again to hear the state- 
ments of that report upon which the Forty-ninth Congress was induced 
to pass the bill. I read from this report, page 3: 


Any enlargement of the Capitol which would 


mmodate the Library even 
as it stands, with room to arrange it, would 


much more than a separate 
building, because it must necessarily be constructed in the same costly style, 
with carved Corinthian architecture. Mr, Walter, the former Architect of the 
Capitol, estimated the cost of an extension of the west front at $4,500,000. The 
prosen Architect, Mr, Clark, estimates it to cost $4,200,000, while the plan of a 
uilding adopted by the committee is to cost only $2,323,600. 
Again, hear this statement, emphasized on page 5 of the report: 


The proposed building, as stated, will contain 3,000,000 volumes, with suitable 
economy of storage. It is not designed to fit up the whole interior at once with 
iron shelving, but to introduce it gradually, finishing off the central portions, 
rotunda, and connecting rooms, and the entire exterior structure. The chief 
element of cost is in the iron alcoves of the interior, and in a building so exten- 
ach teas may be finished in successive years, as wanted for the increase of 

s 


The most carefully guarded estimates of cost contemplate an expenditure of 
ov $500,000 the first year, about $1,000,000 the second, and $800,000 the third, 
which will complete the building for open panes. in all its parts sufficient for 
meok 1,000,000 books and leaving s; or 
ditional iron alcoves in the coming fifty — the ultimate gross cost of which 
will not exceed $700,000, or an average of less than $14,000a year. When it is 
considered that the copyright fees paid into the Treasury amount to over $20,000 
a year, while the pecuniary value of copyright publications received annually 
is very much greater than this, the expenditure will appear moderate in com- 
pavon with the great resulting benefits and the national importance of the 
work, 

Where is the authority for the statements made here to-day that it 
was understood by the Congress that passed the bill that the cost would 
far exceed the amount stated? It is said that the debate at that time 
would show it. What gentleman advocating the measure atthat time 
called in question the report and gave notice to the House that it was 
a fraud? What friend of the measure then informed the House that 
it would cost two, three, or possibly four times the amount stated in 
the report? 

I will venture to say that if the estimates stated in the report were 
then called in question, it was only done by those off the committee 
and who doubted the wisdom of the bill. But the statements of the 
united committee prevailed and induced favorable action. Let me 
repeat that I in no degree question the honesty and integrity of that 
committee, for I believe it was misled just as the House was. Upon 
whose estimates it acted I am not advised, nor is that material for the 
purposes of this argument. 

Without stopping to inquire who has been at fault we are brought 
face to face with the facts that Congress inaugurated this work upon 
the understanding that it would cost $2,323,000 in addition to the site; 
that we have procured the site at a cost of $585,000; that we have ex- 
pended about $200,000 on the building, and that to complete it on this 
plan will now cost from $7,000,000 to $12,000,000. Under these cir- 
cumstances, what is our duty as the representatives and trustees of the 

ple? 
Pee have but two alternatives; one isto go on, ratify the imposition, 
and expend ten or twelve millions of dollars of the people’s money, 
whereas it was the deliberate judgment of the last Congress that less 
than three millions was necessary for the purpose, or call a halt where 
we are to-day and exercise our constitutional power and duty to con- 
trol the expenditures of the public money. Which shall we elect? 

I did not vote for this bill in the last Congress, yet I repeat that I 
am willing to vote every dollar necessary for a commodious, durable, 
and reasonably handsome building forthe Library. ButIam not will- 
ing to vote to squander three or four times the necessary amount in 
order to follow in the footsteps of the oppressive and extravagant mon- 
archies of the Old World. 

This building upon the present plan will be larger considerably than 
the great and handsome building which now accommodates three great 
Departments of the Government—the State, War, and Navy Depart- 
ments. That building has cost us, we have been only recently advised 
officially, something over $10,000,000. It is fair to assume that this 
will not cost less. , 

Gentlemen speak of the propriety of a magnificent structure in keep- 
ing with the dignity and grandeur of the American Government, and 
one that will compare favorably with similar structures of the Old World. 
We hear millions spoken of here in connection with public expenditures 
as though a million was a mere bagatelle, The possession of the people’s 


ce the gradual introduction of ad- 


money by the Government casts upon Congress a sacred trust to see that 
this fund extorted from their hard earnings is not wasted or misapplied. 
Every dollar of it represents to that extent the privation of the people 
of the luxuries, the comforts, and in many cases the necessities of life. 

They who by the heavy hand of taxation are compelled to submit to 
the privations thus caused do not murmur at necessary appropriations, 
but they would, I have no doubt, welcome a return of some little, at 
least, of the old-fashioned Democratic simplicity of former times, under 
which the real grandeur and dignity of the American Republic com- 
manded the fullest respect and admiration of the world. 

The disposition on the part of gentlemen to urge this extravagant 
expenditure is but another evidence of the appalling evil ofa large sur- 
plus in the Treasury. The fact that it has been the custom heretofore 
in almost every case for Congress to finally appropriate more money 
for the public buildings of the country than was originally estimated, 
by reason of enlarged plans, has been appealed to here as a justification 
for this expenditure. 

I look upon this bad custom as only an argument why we should 
halt here and break it up. But I am glad to be able to say that I be- 
lieve, under the administration of the present faithful and efficient Su- 
pervising Architect, this vicious practice has been broken up so far as 
it prevailed by reason of deceptive plans and designs. Let us repudi- 
ate the present plan in justice to ourselves and the people we have the 
honor to represent. Let us begin again in the manner proposed by the 
amendment and proceed in a practical business manner and provide 
for an ample building, but with due regard for economy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr: Chairman, this is not a question as to whether 
or not the plan of this building is what it should be; nor is it, sir, a 
matter for us to inquire into as to what France has done, or England 
has done, or some other great nation has done in the same connection. 
Weare confronted with a monstrous imposition, and the honor of this 
body requires that it should pause and inquire into that imposition. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the House was asked to vote a Library 
building according to the plan then submitted. It was estimated that 
the cost of that building would be about $3,000,000. ; 

Not one line in the report of the distinguished gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, Mr. Singleton, not one line in his speech, not one line of the 
debate in the House or in the Senate, suggested the thought that the 
amount was to pass beyond $3,000,000. To-day a Cabinet officer dis- 
covering the imposition, after careful, intelligent, deliberate consider- 
ation, surrounded by experts to counsel him, has felt impelled to go 
beforea leading committee of this House and communicate the astound- 
ing fact that notwithstanding what has been donein the past the build- 
ing is likely to cost from seven to ten million dollars; more than twice 
the original estimate, possibly three times the original estimate. Will 
this House hear it? He tells you atan hour when you are not com- 
mitted to the plan, when only the first wing is proposed to be com- 
menced, that you may have fair notice that you are leaping intoa ter- 
rible job. Why, sir, if we do not stop here in the midst of these facts, 
if we do not suspend this building here, the country will have a right 
to think this is a fine field for the lobbyist—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman say there is a job in this? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has had his time and ought not to 
take mine. Idecline to yield to the gentleman. I haveonly five min- 
utes. I think there are two sides to this question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do not get excited over it. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I hope my friend will not interrupt me. There is 
no propriety in that. à 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have asked a simple question, which I think 
the gentlemfn ought to answer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isay when it appears that a joint committee has 
made five reports in several Congresses, that there has been one persist- 
ent plan to put that building no where else except at the east front of 
this Capitol; one persistent plan for a building to cost $3,000,000 which 
turns ont to be $10,000,000, it is time for this House to stop, to refuse 
to vote a dollar; to begin de novo and say ‘‘ what sort of Library are we 
tohave? Let us first determine upona plan and then determine upon 
the appropriation.’’ There is but one course left to this House. The 
last Congress was miserably deceived as to the cost of this work. If it 
had then been ascertained it would cost $10,000,000 every gentleman 
will concede the impossibility of having passed the act through both 
branches of Congress. 

Is it not therefore right that we should there stop and pass judg- 
ment upon the proper building before we vote another dollar, or are 
we to be dragged along in this expenditure according to the scheme of 
the original conspirators against the Treasury to mislead Congress as to 
the cost of the building by estimating it at one-third its cost and hav- 
ing the appropriation begun in detail, the plan not being discovered 
until unwittingly, without the assent of the Representatives, these 
men have gathered up $10,000,000? Sir, it is not creditable to the in- 
telligence of this House, it is not creditable to the integrity of this 
House, it is not creditable to its patriotism, it is not creditable to its 
dignity that such a measure should be passed in this way. 

Mr. Chairman, I opposed this building originally. I never liked its 
surroundings. I never liked the persistent purpose that no piece of 
ground except one should be selected. I never liked the persistent 
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claim that no plan but one was satisfactory and should be selected. I 

am not surprised at this hour, after a struggle for years, that we should 

have the disclosure of a Cabinet officer coming and calling the atten- 

tion of this House to the fact that whatever is done hereafter should 

be deliberately done. If the House means to carry out the plan of 

the original schemers, let the responsibility rest where it belongs. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2266) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the 
Shoshone and Bannock Indians for the surrender and relinquishment 
to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation in the 
Territory of Idaho, for the purpose of a town site, and for the grantof 
a right of way through said reservation to the Utah and Northern Rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 
Alma, Wis.; and 

A bill (S. 2875) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment 
of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries 
of public lands,” approved June 16, 1880. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill and joint resolution of the House of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxsted and Robert J. 
B. Newcombe; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and 
tent equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army 
of the Potomac. 

It further announced the passage of House bills of the following 
titles with amendments; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, 
in the Stateof Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee thenresumed its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
F Pow the pecans Publie mare 7 ana Grossa see ge eeng ee House 
of Representatives, acting conjointly, s within thirty daysa: e 
of this act, invite from eminent architects, not axeveiing five in bri sonny de- 
signs and general specifications for a building for the Lib; of Congress, to 
be erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the city of Washington, the 
cost of building not to exceed $3,000,000; and the sum of $10,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated, to be expended under the direction of the above-named committees, 
to pay for the said designs and general specifications, Thesaid committees shall 
tis rt ae their action in the premises on or before the 20th day 
f December, 1 
x That the work now in rogress on the building for the Library of Congress 
sħall be suspended, and commission authorized by act of Congress approved 
Ap 15, 1886, be, and the same is ived. 
ray 
toge ropert; o 
the United States connected with the building for said orp of OAS DA; 
and the same is hereby, transferred to the care and Seran i of the Interior De- 
partment, and the expenses of such care and custody be out of any 
money appropriated for the construction of the building for the Library of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. GAY. I move to strike out the last word. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
map, that that amendment will not pass, forthe reason that it p 
a new scheme, whereas I believe we have a foundation already laid 
which will serve every purpose, and I think I can offer anamendment 
which will meet the occasion and will be satisfactory to the House, I 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That hereafter, until further authorized by Con; , all farther expenditures 
in construction on the Con; onal Library building shall be restricted to the 
erection and completion of that portion of said building to be erected on the 
pian represented by plan No, 1 herewith submitted. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I think, asI said before, that this plan is 
satisfactory to Congress and the country, and if we restrict further ap- 

ropriations for construction to the foundation already laid, that will 

as the outlay for the building within the limit which the gentleman 
from Kansas proposes, and at the same time will leave an opportunity 
for Congress, if it chooses,to add other structures at either end, or to 
carry out any other plan at its leisure. ‘ : 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman state what the cost of the 
building would be on this plan? 

Mr. GAY. Not to exceed the sum mentioned in the original esti- 
mate, which is $2,300,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I felt disgusted and outraged at the idea which was 


prevalent in the minds of some gentlemen that the adoption of the plan 
for this Library building had fixed upon the work and upon Congress 
anarchitect who might consider it alife-long job, but when I examined 
the matter I found that that was not the case, and that it was merely 
his plan that was adopted. I will state further that the Committee on 
Appropriations provide for putting the work exclusively under the 


` | charge of the Secretary of the Interior, who, as other gentlemen have 


stated, is a prudent and efficient business man, and who is authorized 
by the proviso in this bill to employ any architect or to carry ont the 
work in any manner dictated by his own judgment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that for nearly eight 
years, when in Washington, I have been in daily intercourse with the 
architect whose design for a Library building we have before us. A 
more honorable gentleman I have never known, a more scrupulous, 
conscientions, honorable gentleman I have never known. Here is the 
plan [exhibiting it] upon which I voted for one wing of the building, 
and the main reading-room with itsalcoves, ete. The plan of the whole 
building, when completed, is for a building that will accommodate _ 
eleven million volumes, and the idea is not thought of by Mr. Smith- 
meyer nor even broached ® Congress, that it should be gone on with at 
once. To build thus much, which can be done for $2,400,000, will ac- 
commodate the existing Library and its probable increase, allowing for 
the natural growth of authorship and publication, two sets of all Ameri- 
can books being contributed to the Library. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. For a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatisall. Ijust wanttoask the gentleman whether 
he claims that the plan he holds in his hand and upon which he says 
he voted, is the plan that is to be found in the report of the Commit- 
tee on the Library, of which Mr. Singleton was chairman. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If it is not, that is not the fault of the 
architect. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave not read the reportthrough. This is thees- 
sential plan of the building, which can be elaborated as time may dis- 
close the need for further space. And, sir, instead of no competition 
having been invited, this gentleman encountered the competing plans 
of forty-one A mericanand foreignarchitects. Throughseven Congresses, 
fourteen long years, he was before the Library Committees and the Com- 
mitteeson Public Buildings, and his plans were scanned and were finally 
adopted, and the leading authorities on the other side of the Atlantic, 
as they ex themselves in the journals of architecture and engineer- 
ing, all say that the world has the plan of a perfect library building 
in the plan of John L. Smithmeyer for the National Library at Wash- 
ington, There is not a want unprovided for, Maps, charts, music— 
everything of that character may be provided for in the flat compart- 
ments which are embodied in this plan, while the books are to fill the 
alcoves. I trast no measure will be adopted to modify the plan, and 
say that the American Congress shrinks from giving to posterity a build- 
ing superior to structures in other lands designed for similar purposes, 
and equal to the probable exigencies of the country for a cen to 
come. Two million four hundred thousand dollars will build this 
structure in sucha manneras to meet the public wants for many years, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it has been claimed that there was 
no misinformation given to the House in the Forty-ninth Congress 
touching the amount of money this building was to cost; and a state- 
ment has been made that “plan No. 1,” as indicated a moment ago, 
was the plan which was in contemplation when $2,300,000 or there- 
abouts was fixed as the probable cost. I do not see how gentlemen can 
reconcile such a statement with the fact that immediately upon the 
work being undertaken under that law, and in pursuance of that state- 
ment, there was dug a foundation for a building that was to cover the 
entire space purchased. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, I think that is not the case. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know it is the case. 

Iam not a judge whether a man is competent to be an architect, ex- 
cept as I learn his capacity from others, or as I see with my own eyes 
the results of his work. 

Gentlemen talk about an expenditure of $2,300,000 for this building. 
How have the officers in charge of the work conducted themselves? 
They obtained $500,000 more than a yearago. At the last session of 
Congress the Committee on Appropriations, apprehensive that some- 
thing was not as it should be—to use mild language—refused to make 
any appropriation. The report upon which Congress acted in author- 
izing this building, and which has been read, states that the first ap- 
propriation will be $500,000, the next $1,000,000, and the third, to_ 
complete the building, $800,000. That was on the first plan, if you 
please. Yet in the face of that, the estimate from this commission this 
year asks for $2,000,000, after $500,000 has been already appropriated, 
making nearly $200,000 in excess of their own estimate for this pur- 

It does seem to me that some action should be taken to bring 
these people who have charge of this building to a realizing sense of 
their responsibility in connection with the expenditure of the public 
money. 

I want to deal with this subject impartially; the Committee on 
Appropriations want to do so. In the measure reported as a part of 
this bill they have taken care to get rid, so far as possible, of this com- 
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mission, and to throw the responsibility entirely upon the single Cabi- 
net officer who has communicated to the Committee on Appropriations 
the facts stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. We 
have therefore decided that the commission should be put out of exist- 
ence, and that the $500,000 appropriated should be under the care 
and custody of the Secretary of the Interior. The proposition as em- 
braced in the bill was a wise one. The one proposed by the gentle- 
man from Kansas may be wiser; the House can judge of that. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this proposition is exhausted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] left the House somewhat in doubt in to this matter. 
Here is the plan as is proposed in the Singleton bill—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. lar order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Lhope thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
will allow a question as to the foundation—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. LIobject. We have had this matter discussed on 
both sides—— A : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We have not had this matter stated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateisexhausted. Does the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. GAx] offer his proposition as a substitute or as an 
amendment? 

Mr. GAY. I offerit as a substitute; and I would like to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. One substitute for the ph in the bill is 
g. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Gay i will have to with- 

old his substitute until that is disposed of. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman again. 

Mr. GAY. Ionly wanted to say—— 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the regular order has 
been called for. 

Mr. McCREARY. Task that the pending substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the 


paragraph in the bill, and insert the following: 
“That the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, acting jointly, shall, within ten days after the 


of this act, invite from eminent architects, not exceeding five in number, de- 
signs and general specifications for a building for the Li of Congress, 
be erected on the site purchased for that purpose in the city of Washington, the 


cost of the building not to exceed $3,000,000; and thesum of $10,000 is hereby 
appropriated to be ri p parni under the direction of the above-named commit- 
tees, to pay for the said designs and general specifications. The said committees 
shall jointly report to Congress theiraction in the premises on or before the 20th 
ony nah ine work on i the building for the Library of Co: 

T the work now in progress on the bo: ing for o! ngress 
shall be suspended, and the commission authori by act of Congress approved 
April 15, 1886, be, and the same is hereby, dissolved. ` 

‘That the property purchased for a site for the Library of Congress, including 


the buildings thereon, together with all plans, records, and other property of 
the United tes connected with the building for said Library of Congress, be, 
and the same is hereby, transferred care and y of the Interior De- 


partment; thee: of such care and custody shall be paid out of any money 
habe appropriated for the construction of the building for the Library of 

Mr. McCREARY. Is this offered as a substitute for the whole par- 
agraph from line 4, on 44, to line 3, on page 45? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a substitute for the whole paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the substitute by adding what I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 

And the said committee shall also inquire into the practicability of securing 
proper Library accommodations for Congress and the District of Columbia by 


constructing a Library building and fora public library on one of the public 


ks of the city of Washington, gta cost not exceeding $2,000,000, in which shall 


deposited from time to time the surplus books accumulated in the Congres- 
MOIRE TIDERS. or that shall hereafter so accumulate, not required for the use of 
Congress, and said public library shall be open to all the ns of the United 
States, and report thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Although that expresses my views, I will withdraw 
it. 

The question recurred on Mr. RYAN’s substitute for the paragraph 
of the bill. 

Mr. NUTTING demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 34. 

Mr. NUTTING. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. RYAN and Mr. NUTTING. 

The committee again divided. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to offer a sub- 
stitute for the pending proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL, After we get out of this I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. Iam aware of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the proposition will be 


read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iobject, when the House is dividing on one amend- 
ment, to have another amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places and the 
division will proceed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, 


noes 50, 
So the substitute was agreed to. 


APPROVAL OF BILLS. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, a m in writing, was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. ` 

The message further announced approval of bills of the following 
titles: ; 

An act (H. R. 7265) for the erection of a public building at Hoboken, 

J. . 


“An act (H. R. 7913) granting a pension to Nellie Palfrey Goodwin; 
An act (H. R. 417) granting a pension to David Strunk; and - 
An aet Gr R. 955) granting a pension to Mary M. Sweet. 


“ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright; 

A bill (S. 1241) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City by dumping or other- 
wise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; 

A bill (S. 2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under 
the act of March 3, A. D. 1883; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac, 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee resumes the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bilJ. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the Clerk read on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


EXPENSES OF THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE FROM SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS, 


Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers: For salaries and com- 
missions of registers of land offices and receivers of public moneys at district 
land offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $500,000. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I move the following amendment. 

And the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1883, entitled "An act in rela- 
tion to certain feesof registers and receivers,” is hereby re-enacted. n- 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. It createsa new law. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What new law does it create? 


Mr. RANDALL. It proposes to re-enact the law which was re- 
ed. 
=. CATCHINGS. What is that act? 


Mr. RANDALL. If there was no law repealed there would be no 
necessity for this action. I will send up to the Chairman the law to 
which reference was made, and I will leave the matter to the decision 
of the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the statute which has - 


been sent up by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to be heard briefly upon the point 
of order before the Chair rules upon this question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman as soon as 
the Clerk concludes the reading. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
FOR SALARIES AND COMMISSIONS OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


For salaries and commissions of registers at the land offices and receivers of 
geo moneys atdistrict land offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $500,000. And 

ereafter ali fees collected by registers or receivers from any source whatever 
which would increase their salaries beyond $3,000 each a year shall be covered 
into the Treasury, except only so much as may be necessary to pay the actual 
cost of clerical service employed exclusively in contested cases; and they shall 
make report quarterly, under oath, forall expenditures for such clerical service, 
with vouchers therefor. 


Mr. RANDALL. The provision placed on appropriation act of the 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress was offered in the House by 
Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois, and adopted. At the second session of that 
Congress it was recommended to be made permanent law, and Con- 
gress so determined. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. All these fees mentioned in the proviso to the 
sundry civil bill passed at the last session of Congress by virtue of the 
act of March 3, 1883, were retained by the registers and receivers. I 
will ask the Clerk to read the act of 1883, which my friend, Mr. Mc- 
SHANE, has on his desk before him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. That registers and receivers shall, upon application, furnish plats or dis- 
grams of townships in their respective districts showing what lands are vacant 
and what lands are taken; and shall be allowed to receive compensation there- 
for from the party obtaining said plat or diagram at such rates as may be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of the Genera! Land Office; and said officers shall, 
upon application by the proper State or Territorial authority, furnish for the 
purpose of taxation alist of all lands sold in their respective districts, together 
with the names of the purchasers; and shall be allowed to receive compensa- 
tion for the same not to exceed 10 onia prr entry; and the sums thus received 
for plats and lines shall not be conside: ortaken into account in determiring 
the maximum compensation of said officers, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. The Commissioner of the General Land Office 


in 1887 recommended that that law be so amended as to provide that 
these fees, which theretofore had been received by the receivers and 


registers of the public-land offices, should be paid into the Treasury, 


t 
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and should constitute there a special fund to be used by the office for 
the purpose of paying necessary clerk-hire, rent of offices,and other 
incidental expenses of that character in connection with the public-land 
service. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offered an 
amendment to the sundry civil bill of 1886 which only partly carried 
into effect the recommendations of the Commissioner. That is to say, 
his amendment required that the fees should be paid into the Treas- 
ury, but it did not go further, as recommended, and provide that after 
reaching the Treasury they should constitute a special fund to be used 
for*clerk-hire and other purposes in the interest of the general public. 

The effect of that provision has been to create a great deal of trouble 
in the administration of the Land Office. Before that the fees were 
used in employing such additional clerical force as was absolutely nec- 
essary to render proper serviee to the people. These fees, however, have 
been taken from them now, and the consequence is that the business 
of the Land Office is in a great state of disaster, I may almost say, as 
appears from the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
which I ask to have read from the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF LOCAL LAND OFFICES. 

Front this fund is to be paid the hire of clerks, rent of office room, purchase 
of office furniture and fuel, and all incidental expenses of one hundred and 
twelve land offices. The appropriations for this service for the past two years 
have. been little more than one-half the amount actually required. My esti- 
mates for these two years were, I regret to say, below the actual necessities of 
the service, and these meager estimates were, against my earnest protest, so 
much further reduced in the appropriation acts of Congress that the local Jand 
offices of the United States are almost in a condition of dilapidaticn, the plats 
and records unbound, the most necessary office conveniences wanting, and vol- 
umes of current work in almost hopeless arrears. 

Expenditures of the first necessity to the proper conduct of these offices are 
constantly refused because of want of sufficient appropriations. The means 
for payment of clerk-hire are so deficient that duties in the examination of 
proofs, the allowance of entries, and other functions of local land officers which 
require the exercise of care and judgment and involve large public and private 
interests, can only be nominally performed. The maximum offices are over- 
whelmed with work that can not be accomplished. Registersand receivers are 
driven with their labors almost beyondendurance. The few clerks allowed are 
overworked and underpaid. The record information towhich the public is en- 
titled can only be partially furnished. Offices are daily crowded with throngs 
of entrymen and applicants, but few of whom can be accommodated. Settlers 
and others are subject to exasperating delays and to expenses that can be ill af- 
forded in waiting for the transaction of their business. Valuable records are 
insecurely protected because the appropriations have not been sufficient to pay 
for office-rent, and registers and receivers have been generally compelled to hire 
such room as they couldafford to pay for out of their personal means. 

Previous to the Jast fiscal year registers and receivers were allowed to retain 
the fees received for reducing testimony to writing and furnishing copies of 
plats and records. We ought to get this, besides rent, ete. The moneys so re- 
ceived and retained enabled the local officers to employ additional clerks needed 
to do the work. Asa matter of good administration and a proper supervision 
over such receiptsand expenditures I recommended in 1885 that the moneys re- 
ceived be oe So in the Treasury and made an appropriation to pay for ad- 
ditional clerk-hire. 

During the last Congress provision was made for depositing the money in the 

ury, but no appropriation was made of it to enable the local officers to do 
the work, except only in contest cases, In the larger volume of business, not 
involving individual contests, the work remained to be done, but there was no 
money to pay for it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the fees which were earned 
by the registers and receivers of the land offices during this fiscal year, 
and turned into the Treasury by virtue of the amendment to the sun- 
dry civil bill of 1886, amounted to $88,945.56, or considerably more 
than one-half of the entire cost of the administration of this land office. 
This money was taken from the people themselves, and unquestionably 
in some shape or other it ought to be returned to them in an increase 
of efficient service to be rendered them in the transaction of this branch 
of the public business. 

If the gentleman in charge of this bill would consent that this money 
so paid into the Treasury should constitute, what is required and rec- 
ommended by the Commissioner, a special fund, to be used by him in 
the employment of additional clerical force in order that the people 
might have a better service at the land offices, I should be perfectly 
willing and glad to agree to that. But I can not offer an amendment 
of that sort, for it would be manifestly a change of existing law, and 
would be subject to the point of order. The proposition I have ad- 
vanced, therefore, is intended to be declaratory in its character, though 
in terms it proposes to re-enact the special act of 1883, under which 
the fees were so applied. It was offered by me merely to have a con- 
struction placed upon the act. 

I think the effect of the act of 1886 was not to repeal permanently 
the special law of 1883, under which the officers were allowed to re- 
tain the fees. In 1887 we find the word ‘‘hereafter’’ used in connec- 
tion with these fees, as suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania; 
but that might be properly limited, as in this case, to the fiscal year 
for which the bill was passed, and which that appropriation was in- 
tended to cover; and I apprehend that inasmuch as under our rule it 
is not competent by way of amendment to change existing law, the 
true construction of that provision must be that it was of temporary ap- 
plication, unless by its terms it was clearly designed to operate per- 
petually in the future. 

That is the point I make, and I submit it to the Chair. I want to 
say this in addition: That if you can possibly construe it as I think it 
ought to be construed, the public service will be benefited. 

Mr. RANDALL. The act of Congress limited the salaries to be re- 


ceived by these registers and receivers to $3,000; that no one should 
receive a salary in excess of that amount. The Committee on Appro- 
priations discovered these officers were receiving from fees additional 
amounts, and therefore at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress 
inserted a repealing clause, so far as related to that particular increase 
of pay. They then,at the second session, made it a permanent law. 
That point has been decided frequently. The word *‘hereafter”’ is 
used so as to prevent any additional sums going to these receivers or 
registers beyond the maximum salary of $3,000. I maintain, so far as 
the point of order is concerned, that the provision in the sundry civil 
bill last session was intended to prevent what was being done underthe 
statute the gentleman wants to re-enact; and it does change existing 
law. 

Mr. McSHANE. In 1886 the Forty-ninth Congress did pass a law 
carrying out in a measure the recommendations of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office; but the Springer amendment only went so 
far in carrying out that recommendation as to cover the fees into the 
Treasury. The recommendation of the Commissioner, which I hold in 
my hand and will read, is as follows: 


I recommend a modification of the act of March 3,1883,so as to provide that 
the cost of reducing testimony to writing and fees for abstracts of records and 
copies of plats be covered into the Treasury and placed to the credit of the 
proper appropriation for the payment of additional clerk-hire in the local land 
offices, 


The Committee on Appropriations amended the sundry civil bill so 
as to cover the fees into the Treasury, but in doing so did not provide 
for the payment of the clerical help to perform the service in earning 
the money to be covered into the Treasury except in one instance, that 
of reducing testimony to writing. A very large sum of this money is 
earned by furnishing abstracts and plats, the money collected for which 
is also by the act covered into the Treasury. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office in his last report calls 
the attention of the House to the report of 1885, and calls the attention 
of the House to the fact that insufficient appropriations are being made 
to perform the necessary service in the local land offices; and in view 
of the fact that a former bill had taken away from registers and re- 
ceivers the emoluments arising from fees, he recommended an appro- 
priation for contingent expenses of the local Jand offices of $217,826. 45. 
In this bill $500,000 is appropriated for commissions and salaries of reg- 
isters and receivers. The same amount was appropriated for the last 
fisealyear. Iaminformed by the Commissioner ofthe General Land Office 
to-day that there is a deficiency of $60,000 in the appropriation for last 
year, and that Congress will be asked to appropriate in the deficiency 
bill at the present session $60,000 for the payment of salaries for the 
last fiscal year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Just there let me say that we do not proceed on 
the assumption the gentleman states. The President of the United 
States has the power to reduce the number of registers and receivers, 
and cur information in the committee led us to believe the President 
of the United States should reduce the number to the extent of twenty. 
‘Therefore the amount recommended for the current year is based 
on the idea that there ought to be a reduction or consolidation. 

Mr. McSHANE. Does the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations mean to say that the total number of local land offices in the 
United States should be reduced to twenty? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it should be reduced twenty in number. 
There are two hundred and twenty-two. ' 

Mr. McSHANE. Oh, no; there are only one hundred and eleyen. 

Mr. RANDALL. There aretwo hundred and twenty-two; one hun- 
dred and eleven registers and one hundred and eleven receivers, 

Mr. McSHANE. One hundred and eleven land offices. 

Mr. RANDALL. I speak of the officials. We thinkin the commit- 
tee the President of the United States should exercise his power and 
reduce those officials about twenty. ) 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the homestead law 
it is meant, as far as possible, to be self-supporting, not for the purpose 
of collecting revenue, but to bear the expense of performing the service. 
Now, what do we find? ` 

Mr. RANDALL. The public lands are a source of revenue to the 
Government. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Iam speaking ofthe feescollected from homesteads. 
The last report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office shows 
that the revenue from homesteads alone for 1887 was nearly $1,700,000; 
$1,700,000 collected from the settlers on the public domain, who are 
supposed to have little, in many cases nothing at all, not even enough 
to pay necessary legal fees in proving up their claims. 

Is it pretended that this Government is to collect from this class of 
people a revenue of $1,700,000 in every year when we mustadmit that 
the intention of the law was thatthe minimum amount should be col- 
lected from settlers on the public domain—only enough to meet the ex- 
pense of maintaining the clerical force? In 1884 there was $145,000 ap- 
propriated for clerk-hire and contingent expenses in one hundred and 
six offices. In addition to this the registers and receivers received all 
of the fees collected for reducing testimony to writing, and also for the 
furnishing of abstracts and plats, but in the present bill, with one hun- 
dred and eleven land offices, the committee appropriate only $150,000 
and cover into the Treasury the fees collected. Of the $120,000 that 
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‘was appropriated for contingent expenses last year $86,000 was covered 
into the Treasury, leaving a balance of only $34,000 in thatfund. Now, 
I desire to say that the money appropriated by this bill is not money 
taken out of the Treasury at all. The salaries of the registers and re- 
ceivers, and also of the clerical force in the local land offices are based 
upon the amount of fees collected in those offices, and if there is not 
$3,000 collected in fees the officer does not get that amount. 

This money is appropriated merely as a guaranty fund; it is col- 
lected back from settlers proving up on their claims; so that in the ap- 
propriation of this money there is not a dollar of real expenditure on 
the part of the Government. The settlers pay the money into the 
local land offices, and from there it is covered into the Treasury and 
appropriated back by Congress for the payment of the expenses of the 
service. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Chairman, this isa plain matter. The law 
provides that the salaries of registers and receivers shall not exceed 
$3,000 per annum. Congress discovered that about $85,000 or $86,000 
was going into the pockets of these officials in excess of the legal amount, 
and they enacted a Jaw to prevent that. It never has been contended 
‘at all that this $85,000 was needed in connection with the hiring of 
clerks. In the very next appropriation bill there is an appropriation 
of $155,000 for clerks in these local land offices to perform services of 
every character that are there required, as authorized by law. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. _Is it not a fact that in the maximum offices the 
cues and receivers have to hire their own offices and pay their own 

erks? — 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no knowledge on that subject. 

a Mr. CATCHINGS. I state it to be a fact that they are required to 

0 80. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no knowledge of that. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I state it as a fact that they have to hire their 
own Offices and pay their own clerk-hire, and the compensation they 
receive is entirely inadequate. 

Mr. HERMANN. Not even clerk-hire is allowed to most of them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, there is a rule of this House 
which prescribes that no provision changing existing law shall be in- 
corporated in any appropriation bill, That is a good rule, and it is a 

ity it is not adhered to more strictly. My friend from Pennsylvania 
Ente. RANDALL] æ quick to invoke that rule—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Thecommittee did not originate this. The House 
took the first step. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One moment. My friend from Pennsylvania, 
I say, is quick to invoke that rule whenever an amendment is offered 
in Committee of the Whole which tends to change existing law, but he 
and the able committee of which he is the head are not consistent, in 
that they do not always themselves regard thatruleof the House. In 
June, 1886, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who now 
stands before me, offered an amendment to the sundry civil bill which 
was then under consideration, as follows: 

All fees collected by receivers or registers from any source whatever which 
would increase their salaries beyond $3,000 each a year shall be covered into 
the Treasury, 

That amendment was in violation of existing law, to wit, the act 
of March 3, 1883, the same referred to awhile ago by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], and which he caused to be read at 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RyAN] and myself both made the 
point of order that the amendment was violative of the rule of the 
House, because it proposed to change existing law, but the then chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole ruled that the point of order was 
not well taken, and the amendment was adopted and became a part of 
the law of 1886. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that the said amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. SPRINGER] did not con- 
tain the word ‘hereafter, so that its effect was confined to theappro- 
priations made in the sundry civil bill of 1886. But the Committee 
on Appropriations of that Congress, in the very next session, to wit, 
the short session of the Forty-ninth Congress, inthesundry civil bill of 
that year (1887), inserted again the language of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois, adding to it the word ‘* hereafter.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the word ‘‘hereafter’’ was in the bill as it 
was reported from the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, The point I make is this, that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, against which the point of order 
was made at the time by the gentleman from Kansas and myself, which 
point of order was ruled not well taken, applied by its language only 
to the sundry civil billof 1886. It was nota general provision of law, 
and ceased to operate with the year to which that bill applied. But 
the Committee on Appropriations, in the sundry civil bill of the fol- 
lowing year, as reported by my friend from Pennsylvania, reincorpo- 
rated that language, adopted it as their own, with the additional word 
* hereafter,” so that it would become a general provision of law, hav- 
ing effect in and for the years to come and not be confined to the year 
of that appropriation bill. 

In that, I say, they themselves violated the very rule of this House 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania is to-day seeking to invoke 


against the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. I rose to 
point out that if the provision to which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has referred is a provision of general law, it has become such by 
reason of the violation of a rule of this House by the Appropriations 
Committee itself. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what is the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi? I take it that it is not subject to the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania: If must be con- 
strued with reference to the previous laws upon the same subject-matter, 
namely, the sundry civil appropriation act of 1887 and the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. Those are laws upon the same subject-matter, 
and it is a well-known rule of legal interpretation that all laws upon 
the same subject-matter must be construed together, so as to give effect 
to each. 

This amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi is in the nature 


of a reaffirmance or re-enactment of the law of March 3, 1883. ‘That is, 


a statute of Congress to-day. The amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois in 1886, and reaffirmed in the sundry civil appropri- 
ation act of 1887, does not repeal, and was not intended to repeal, the 
statuteof 1893. Repealof laws by implication is not favored. I think 
therefore that, considering those two laws together and considering in 
that connection the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi, it 
will be found that this amendment is not violative of the rule which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has invoked. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, before closing permit me to point out to 
the House the disastrous effects which have followed the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois in 1886 and reincor- 
porated in the sundry civil appropriation act of the following year. I 
hold in my hand and will read a statement of the effect of that amend- 
ment, prepared by a party competent to speak on that subject: 

Upon the passage of this act requiring these fees to be turned over to the Gov- 
ernment the local land oftices were deprived of this entire clerical force, which 
had been employed by the registers and reccivers and paid out of this s; al 
fund, and no provision whatever was made to supply this deficiency in the 
clerical force of the offices, and to furnish the accommodation which had in this 
manner been extended to the public. The natural consequence has been that 
the land offices with the force employed by the Government, deprived of this 
special force, paid for out of these fees, could not possibly do the work, and tho 
public has been deprived of that accommodation to which it certainly is entitled, 
and for which it has been and is ready and anxious to pay, but which it was 
not ct Ya to do under the instructions incident to the cnactment above re- 
ferred to, 

The work therefore has not been done, the Government has gained nothing, 
the public is bitterly complaining and attacking the system of reform, which 
will not allow it to procure service and information for which it is willing to 
pay and which it isimpossible to procure, for the reason thatthe Government will 
not employ the necessary force to do this work, nor will it allow the registers 
and receivers to use the fees intended for this class of work to defray the nec- 
essary clerical expenses of doing the same. 


Those are some of the baleful effects which followed the enactment 
into law of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois in 
1886, which was subsequently ‘incorporated as a general provision of 
law in the sundry civil act of 1887. ah ber s 

In view of these disastrous consequences I express the hope that if 
it be possible to hold the point of order made against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi not well taken, the Chair will so 
rule. . 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations did not originate 
this provision of law, although, upon examination, they found it to be 
& beneficial enactment. And they did not take the Honseatall by sur- 
prise in this matter. I hold in my hand the report of the Committee 
on Appropriations which accompanied the sundry civil appropriation 
bill of the second session of the last Congress. I ask the Clerk to read 
the passage I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Attached to the ~ Sl estar are for salaries and commissions of registers and 
receivers of land offices the following is inserted, being the same provision as is 
nae in the sundry civil act for 1857, except that the word “ hereafter” is 

nt And hereafter all fees collected by the registers or receivers, from ay source 
whatever, which would increase their salaries beyond $3,000 each a year, shall 
be covered into the Treasury, except only so Tun as may be necessary to pay 
the actual cost of clerical services employed exclusively in contested cases; and 
they shall make report quarterly, under oath, of all expenditures for such cler- 
ical services, with vouchers therefor.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations, following the 
suggestion of the House, following the wish of Congress, incorporated 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill this paragraph, which had been 
found to work beneficially, and made it a permanent law. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a single statement as to the point involved here 
and the efiect of the law in connection with it will make plain to the 
Chair that the point of order is valid. Under the old law these offi- 
cials were receiving in the aggregate about $86,000 in excess of the 
compensation of $3,000 each provided for by statute. Under the opera- 
tion of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois that ex- 
cess was cut off, and it remains cut off, as it will until that word 
“hereafter”? is made nugatory. That is the whole question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I would like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion before he takes his seat. Was not the incorporation of the word 
‘hereafter’? by the Committee on Appropriations in their bill a change 
of existing law? 

Mr. RANDALL. It was. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Was it not violative of the rule of the House? 
Mr. RANDALL. But we called attention to the matter; and such 
was the unanimity of sentiment in the House that not a member, so 
far as I recollect, rose to objec’ 


t or make a point of order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But did not the Committee on Appropriations 
in that year pass the bill under a suspension of the rules? 

Mr. RANDALL, I will not undertake to answer that question. 
The gentleman may be right in suggesting that they did, though I 
think they did not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I donot assert that such was the fact; I merely 
asked that question. It has frequently happened that these bills at a 
short session have been passed under a suspensicn of the rules—a pro- 
ceeding which, of course, cuts off all points of order and all amend- 
ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That does not change the law. There it is, 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PETERS, Repeals of statutes by implication are not favored. 
The gentleman says it is a change of law by putting in the word ‘‘here- 
after.” Ifthe word ‘hereafter ” had not been put in then the change 
TNT, only to one fiscal year. Suppose you leave out the word 
sf ,’’ the statute means the same thing. The law of 1886, 
when the change was made, said these fees should be covered into the 

. Thatis for that fiscal year. They came in the next year 
and putin the word ‘‘ hereafter.’ ‘‘ Hereafter ’’ has no significance, 
because if not there the law of 1886 would be in effect. 

Now the only word they can get in force and stress equal to that word 
‘*hereafter’’ is to say by implication that word “hereafter ” re: the 

‘prior law; and if by implication are not favored then that idea 
must not be favored; that is the mere insertion of a word which amounts 
to nothing, the statute being as forcible without itas with it. Thein- 

sertion of the word can only be regarded asa repeal by implication, and 
such repeals are not favored. 

Mr..RANDALL. Admitting for the sake of argument everything 
alleged, I ask to bring gentlemen back to what the lawis. There is the 
law and this is æ proposition to change it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Some stress is put on the word “‘ hereafter ” by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. The first provis- 
ion passed by Congress, which I had the honor to move, was itself a gen- 
eral law, and did not need the word ‘‘ hereafter’’ to apply to all time 
to come until changed by Congress. I will read it: 

And all fees collected by regist 


nay da exclusively in contested cases; but they shall 


with vouchers therefor. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman from Illinois say the inser- 
tion of the word ‘‘hereafter’’ does not add any additional force to the 
law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was already a general law. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understand; but answer that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not pending. > 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Did it add additional efficacy to the section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It declared the intention of the committee, that 
itwas to apply hereafter, and it did apply hereafter. It was only cumu- 
lative evidence to that effect, that such was the intention of the com- 
mittee. It was the law. If those gentlemen are not satisfied with the 
law they can resign and there are others who will be glad to take their 


aces, 
pi Mr. PETERS. We want the people who go tothe land office to have 

all the clerical service they may need. 

' Mr. RANDALL. The next paragraph provides for that. * 

Mr. PETERS. That next paragraph does not provide for that. 

Mr. RANDALL. That next paragraph refers to clerical force of 
every sort and description. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman’s amendment as incorporated 
in the bill of 1886 had not the effect of the enactment of a general law. 
‘The language used in his amendment does not bear him out. It has 
been ruled in the Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court that an 
appropriation bill, or any terms used in it, have effect only for the time 
the bill has to run, that is for the fiscal year, unless-by the terms used 
the plain enactment of a general Jaw was intended. So the language 
used by the gentleman from Illinois can not be considered as the ex- 
pression of the intention on the part of Congress or of the House to 
enact a general law. 

And the interpretation I put on it was placed on it by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, for the following year, when they brought in a 
similar one and inserted the word “hereafter,” intending it to be a 

eral provision of law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman cite the case in the Court of 
Claims to which he refers? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I said it has been decided in the Court of 
Claims and in the Supreme Court that the Janguage of an appropriation 
‘bill was to have effect only for the time the bill had to run; that is, for 
the fiscal year. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is true as to an appropriation, but a general 
enactment in an appropriation bill is as good as made in any other bill. 
Such is the law made upon the appropriation bill providing for the re- 
fanding-of the public debt by the purchase of United States bonds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] rests upon clause 3 of Rule XXI, which 
provides that— 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law unless in continuation of appropriations for sueh Leanne) works and ob- 

sasare y in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing law 
in order in any gencral appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 


It is admitted by all who have argued the question that there is now 
being turned into the Treasury of the United States under the act of 
1886-87 about $87,000 annually of fees that had under the act of 1883 
oea reip by these officers; and it is sought to re-enact the statute 
of 1883. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi provides: 

And the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled “An act in re- 
lation to certain fees allowed to registers and receivers,’ are hereby re-enacted, 

The Chair thinks the existing law requires these officers to turn over 
all moneys received by them in excess of the salary of $3,000. The 
amendment itself provides for a re-enactment, which could not be done 
without there had been a previous repeal of the act. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If the Chair will permit me, I said that while 
this did in terms propose to re-enact the law, it was simply to secure 
a construction of the law. That it was in its nature declaratory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remembers that statement of the gen- 
sire and it is proper that the Chair should have called attention to 
the fact. 

The Chair is of opinion that the language of the act of 1886-’87 is so 
broad that it brings this provision sought to be incorporated in the bill 
under the third clause of the twenty-first rule, which the Chair has 
read: and that to adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi would be to work a change of existing law. 

The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I now move a further amendment, for the pur- 
pose of carrying into effect the recommendations of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. It changes existing law, but it onght to 
be changed, and I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not make 
the point of order against it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And all fees paid into the Treasury by said officers shall constitute a special 
fund to be in paying for such additional clerk-hire and office-rent as the 
Secretary of the Interior may deem it proper to engage and pay. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must make the point of order against that. 

I will state in this connection that I am forced to make points of or- 
der where changes are sought to be made in the bill, or otherwise it would 
be mutilated from beginning to end. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment changes ex- 
isting law, and hence is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to ask, Mr. Chairman, if the Clerk has 
concluded the reading of the paragraph ending with line 12, on page 
46? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the reading 
of it had not been completed. 

The Clerk will read the paragraph now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXPENSES OF THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE FROM SALES OF PURLIC LANDS, 

Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers: For salaries and com- 
missions of registers of land offices and receivers of public moneys at district 
land offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $500,000, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Isend up an amendment to this provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 11 and 12, strike out "$500,000" and insert “ $524,000.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I presume the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
does not desire to raise the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would if I could. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. Chairman, to those who have looked into the operations of the 
General Land Office, and the amounts appropriated for carrying on 
that branch of the public business, the appropriations carried by this 
bill for this service are known to be entirely inadequate. Here is an 
appropriation of $500,000 to pay for the salaries and commissions of 
the registers and receivers of all public land offices throughout the 
country. 

There are 112 land offices in the United States. At each of these 
land offices there are two commissioned officials, each of whom is en- 
titled to a salary and commissions, These officials are known as regis- 
ters of the United States land offices and receivers of public moneys. 
The land offiees are located as follows: In Alabama, 2; in Arkansas, 4; 
in Arizona, 2; in California, 10; in Colorado, 10;.in Dakota, 10; in 
Florida, 1; in Idaho, 5; in Iowa, 1; in Kansas, 10; in Louisiana, 2; in 
Michigan, 4; in Minnesota, 9; in Mississippi, 1; in Missouri, 3; in 
Montana, 3; in Nebraska, 9; in Nevada, 2; in New Mexico, 2; in 
Oregon, 5; in Utah, 1; in Washington Territory, 5; in Wisconsin, 6; 
in Wyoming Territory, 3; making a total of 110; and there have been 
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two others recently established, the locations of which are as yet un- 
known to me. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for these one hundred and twelve land offices, 
there being two officials entitled to the salary and ¢ommissions at 
each office, we find a total number of registers and receivers through- 
out the United States of two hundred and twenty-four. They are en- 
titled to a salary each of $500 a year and 1 per cent. commission upon 
the amount of sales of public lands, Their salaries and commissions 
combined are limited so as not to exceed in any one year for any one 
official the sum of $3,000. If all of these land offices, one hundred 
and twelve, sold public lands enough so that the commissions of the 
register and receiver, added to the of $500, would amount to the 
full complement of $3,000 for each of the two hundred and twenty- 
four officials, the total amount that would be required to pay both sal- 
aries and commissions would be $672,000. 

It thus appears, Mr. Chairman, that the amount appropriated by this 
bill, $500,000, is $172,000 less than will be iapa to pay these sala- 
ries and commissions if the officials at the various land offices earn the 
full complement of their salary and commissions. I anticipate the 
learned gentlemen on the Committee on Appropriations will endeavor 
to meet this argument by stating that all the one hundred and twelve 
Jand offices with two hundred and twenty-four officials do not realize 
as much as $3,000 each year. That is granted. 

But, Mr. i I have before me a statement of what was earned 
by each of these land officials at each of these several land offices through- 
out the United States in the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1887. 
We may surely take that as a criterion by which to judge what they 
will earn in the fiscal year which will end June 30, 1889. Now, the 


statement which I hold in my hand shows that in the fiscal year ended 

June 30, 1887, the total salaries and commissions earned by these United 

States land officers at the several Jand offices throughout the country 

aggregated $535,682.94. Here is the statement: 

Statement showing the compensation earned at each office by register and re- 
ceiver, during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887. 


.| Totalby 
Name of office. . Ware rte pate State and 
- x Territory. 
$12, 000. 00 
23, 823. 05 
10,707.14 
51, 530.45 
Durango.........----- 
Glenwood Springs... e 
Lake City. 
Lamar... 
Leadvil 
Pueblo. 
Geass Seeniocincneneses cnosasadasenscoved nesecevavecinecneseeaess 
167.69 
(Dakota: oe 
Aberdeen 
Bismarck 
Grand Fork 
Haron „esse 
Mitchell 
Florida: CORS 
Gain 6, 000. 00 
daho: 
Boisé City 
Cœur 
Hailey.... 
Lewiston 
Blackfoo! 
19, 125.77 
Iowa: 
1, 420. 66 


Statement showing the compensation earned at each office by register and re- 
ceiver, etc.—Continued. 


Name of office. 


Garden City .... 
Independence . 
Kirwin.. 


porepsspet 


BPN | PP 


45, 964. 80 


6,561, 45 


11, 779.06 


20, 486.10 
6,000.00 


29, 037. 36 


6, 000. 00 
6, 000. 00 
6, 000. 00 
5,037.36 
6, 000. 00 
6, 000. 00 
3,050.16 
3, 009. 60 
1,796.70 
1, 962. 41 
5, 619, 84 
00 
18 


pa 
88 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Seopa The time of the gentleman from Louisiana has 
expired. 

Mr. RYAN. I will yield my time to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, in 1887 it required $535,682 
to meet the salaries and commissions of the registers and receivers, at 
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which time there were only one hundred and nine Urited States land 


offices, whereas there are now one hundred and twelve. So that on the 
basis of the amount needed in 1887 the amount appropriated in this 
bill is more than $35,000 short 

Mr. RYAN. But my friend does not maintain that that statement 
is correct as to the expenditures for this service in 1887, does he? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the statement I have read from 
gives the amount that was earned in salaries and commissions by the 
United States land offices in 1887. 

Mr. RYAN. The amount of the appropriation for 1887 was $490,- 


000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The appropriation was $490,000, but the 
amount earned was as I have stated. 

Mr. RYAN. The deficiency was $38,400; the total expenditure was 
only $528,000, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The statement I have read is official. 
taken from the Book of Estimates submitted to this Congress. 

In 1887 there was appropriated for these receivers and registers $490,- 
000. The amount they actually carned, according to statement read, 
was $535,682. In 1886 I stood here, as I am now standing, and pro- 
tested against the small appropriation for this service; and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania |Mr. RANDALL] met this protest by reading 
what had been expended in the last six months of the fiscal year pre- 
ceding that time, and argued that the appropriation, judged by that 
standard, would be sufficient. 

Instead of that being so, however, there was reported as a deficiency 
in that appropriation at the end of the fiscal year $38,000. For the 
present fiscal year, the one which ends on the 30th of this month, the 
appropriation was $500,000, and there is also a deficiency much larger 
than the preceding one. ‘This deficiency is $66,000. I desire to call 
that fact to the attention of the Committee of the Whole. In 1887, for 
the present fiscal year, the appropriation was $500,000, and it was not 
enough by $60,000. In the general deficiency appropriation bill, which 
will be shortly reported by the Committee on Appropriations, there 
will have to be incorporated the sum of $60,000 to meet the deficiency 
in the expense of this very service. 

In view of that fact, Mr. Chairman, in view of the many deficiencies 
which come in at the end of every fiscal year, is it not strange that the 
Committee on Appropriations should persist in reporting an amount so 
entirely insufficient to meet the expense of this service? Notwith- 
standing the deficiency of $60,000 for the present fiscal year, the com- 
mittee brings in the same appropriation of $500,000. Instead of that 
sum the amount appropriated should be $560,000. Itis true, however, 
that the estimate for this service is only $524,000. 

My amendment is made to cover that amount. The estimate is far 
too small; but small as it is, these gentlemen have cut it down $24,000. 
It is time to putastop to this parsimony. I believe in economy justly 
and judiciously applied; but when you come to make an appropria- 
tion, make it for an amount commensurate with the needs of the pub- 
lic service. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yield my time to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendmentis exhausted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, we haye the lesson of 1888 before us. The fiscal year 
will end in a few days. If $500,000 was not enough in 1888, and there 
is a deficiency of $60,000 in this very appropriation for the present fis- 
cal year, in the name of common sense why is it the Committee on Ap- 
propriations does not heed the lesson and bring in an appropriation 
suflicient to carry on the land-oftice business of the country ? 

Do they want another deficiency of sixty or seventy thousand dollars 
at the end of the next fiscal year? What is the use of waiting fora 
deficiency bill to pay these officers of the Government their just dues? 
Why not appropriate it at one time and in this bill? Why take two 
bites at this cherry ? 

In addition, sir, to what I have said, I will read further, briefly, from 
what is appended in the Book of Estimates, by way of a note to this 
estimate of $524,000, which is the amount my amendment covers. In 
this statement accompanying the estimate it is insisted in the strongest 
manner that there shall be a suficient appropriation to meet the neces- 
sities of this service, and yet, with all this before them, the gentlemen 
of the committee have failed to make an appropriation anything like 
what is demanded. This statement is as follows: 

The estimate submitted for compensation of registers and receivers is based 
upon the salaries earned and the fees and commissions collected and covered 
into the Treasury by them during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1837, with the 
addition of the office to be opened at Buffalo, Wyo. Fora number of years it 
has been found necessary to appropriate annually large amounts to cover de- 


ficiencies. The appropriation for the fiscal year just closed covers but 90 per 
cent, of the amount required for the service. 


Mark you, gentlemen, that reference to the appropriation for 1887. 
The appropriation for 1888, the present fiscal year, was for less than 90 
per cent. of what was required for this branch of the service. 

The amount estimated for herein is based upon the actual amount paid reg- 


isters and receivers during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, and therefore 
is not excessive. The compensation of registers and receivers is limited by 


It was 


that sum earned by him. By the provisions of the act of August 4, 1886, it be- 
comes necessary to bast ay waa sums for the compensation of registers 
and receivers, although the actual amounts received by them are no greater 
than they were prior to the passage of that act. During the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1887, the fees and commissions earned by registers and receivers 
amounted to $1,752,000, while the entire appropriation for their salaries and 
commissions was $190,000, 


So that, Mr. Chairman, it isapparent this money is nota charge upon 
the Treasury. The fees and commission earned at the various land 
offices yield $1,752,000 a year revenue to the Government, and out of 
that amount it is simply asked that justice shall be done to this branch 
of the public service in the way of an appropriation adequate to the 
needs of the service. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, I repeat 
now, that the ground the committee took in reference to this appropria- 
tion was, first, that the President had the power to consolidate many 
of these land offices 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But he did not do it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That the President had the power to consolidate 
many of these land offices, and that we had no other mode of making 
the suggestion than in the way we have made it. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few observa- 
tions in reference to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. From my limited knowledge of the 
operations of the land system in the district from which I come, I am 
satisfied that there is no branch of the publicservice to-day that stands 
more in need of reform and retrenchment. The amendment of the 
gentleman proposes to increase an appropriation. Now, sir, I desire 
to say in connection with this amendment that in the land office of the 
district from which I come there have been suspended entries of pub- 
lic Jands under the desert-land act for the last ten or twelve years, ever 
since the passage of that act in 1877. 

Tt does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, from the manner in which the 
public-land offices haye. been administered in thot part of the coun-` 
try, that in practice the land laws have amounted in many instances 
to an actual conspiracy against the settler rather than a means of aid- 
ing him in acquiring the right to a homestead upon the public lands, 
I know this is a strong observation to make, but I call the attention 
of the committee to one circumstance. _ Thisdesert-land act was passed, 
I think, on the 3d of March, 1877, and in one land district in the State 
of California there were upwards of three hundred locations. The 
parties who made tliose locations within from thirty to sixty days of 
the passage of the act proceeded to transfer them to two or three men, 
who to-day hold those lands in their own hands, although the law spe- 
cifically provided, as I understand it, that no one man should have the 
benefit of more than one location under the desert-land act. 

And while the right of these persons tomake these transfers was sub- 
sequently called in question by settlers whg desired to acquire these 
jiands for homesteads, representing that these entries of so-called ‘* desert 
lands ’’ were, in many cases, made upon agricultural lands—not desert 
lands atall—those cases have, upon one pretenseand another, been pend- 
ing in the Department to this day without any determination by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office or by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

I mention this as one circumstance of many tending to show that this 
whole public land system to-day requires thorough investigation. Some 
method of reform needs to be applied by which the settler shall be 
protected. ‘The system was designed for the benefit of honest settlers 
upon the public lands; yet a few men—not exceeding four or five—in 
that portion of California hold under their control to-day some 300,000 
or 400,000 acres, located under this desert-land act; and no relief can 
be obtained by any appeal to the General Land Office or to the Inte- 
rior Department itself. : 

In these observations I do not intend to cast any reflection upon the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office or upon the head of the In- 
terio® Department. There is maintained in that Department a kind 
of machinery by the operation of which subordinates in their influence 
in the administration of these laws seem to be paramount over the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of the In- 
terior. You may claim a right; it is questioned; you put in your com- 
plaint; it goes to the General Land Office, and is put through this 
routine mill. The head of the Department is no more responsible 
perhaps for the abuses which are practiced there than is any member 
of this House. Yet the fact remains that, in the multitude of their 
engagements and with the varied responsibilities resting upon them, 
neither the Commissioner of the General Land Office nor the Secretary 
of the Interior seems to be able to fathom the abyss in regard to the 
misapplication of these laws and the frauds which are perpetrated in 
the machinery of their offices, and apparently under their observation. 

{Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. MORROW obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to my 
colleague [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. It is high time, then, Mr. Chairman, that in 
making these appropriations some limit should be placed upon them 
and some care exercised. These appropriations are proposed in good 
faith by the committee, and in the same spirit are advocated on this 
floor; but I tell you, sir, that no portion of the public service to-day 


law not to exceed $3,000 to any officer. regardless of the amount in excess of | requires more thorough investigation and reform, for the purpose of 
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protecting the interests of settlers on the public fands, than does the 
public Jand system, especially as it is administered in the land dis- 
tricts of California. 

For instance, a man may, in good faith, make a location upon the 
public land for the purpose of establishing a homestead; somebody set- 
tles alongside of him and disputes his right; a contest arises; the ques- 
tion goes before the Jocal land officers; a decision is rendered, and an 
appeal is taken. The appeal goes to the General Land Office, andfrom 
there it is carried before the Secretary of the Interior. The contest is 
permitted to run along year after year until this honest, well-meaning 
settler upon the public land, discouraged by the obstacles thrown in his 
way, in many instances, as I believe, by the connivance of men in the 
land offices, abandons his right. ' 

I feel justified in affirming my belief, which can be supported by the 
representations of men of unquestioned veracity, that some of the lands 
entered as ‘‘desert lands ” in the Visalia land district, and held under 
assignments of the right of location made in 1877, are not desert lands 
atall. Lands in Fresno, Tulare, and Kern Counties which have been 
taken up in this way would to-day, if they could be occupied and im- 

roved by settlers, be worth a thousand dollars an acre. Yet they have 
een held up from 1877 to the present time as desert lands; and the 
pepes connected with those cases are stowed away in musty pigeon- 

oles of the Interior Department without any attempt to determine 
this question affecting the rights of multitudes of honest settlers in that 
part of California. 

That is the condition of things there to-day; ‘and we sit here in this 
House and talk about these appropriations in a calm and deliberate man- 
ner, as if there were no abuse under the surface needing to be reformed. 
I make these observations in justice to the public service and to the 
head of the Department himself, as well as to the honest settler who is 
to-day defrauded of his rights under the operation of this land system, 
which, as I have said, isso administered in many instances as to amount 
to an actual conspiracy against the settler rather than in aid of his rights 
and for the benefit of the Government. 

The important fact has heen stated here that the sum of $1,700,000 
has been paid into the coffers of the Government through these land 
offices. This money has come from the settlers—these very men, per- 
haps, who have been defrauded of their rights for a long series of years. 
While they are paying the expenses of administering the public-land 
laws, they are at the same time being deprived of their right to make 
settlement upon the public land. - I throw out these observations now 
merely by way of suggestion. When the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and now pending in this Houseshall come up, 
it may be an appropriate tine to offer propositions for the cureof the ex- 
isting abuses; but it is well to take into serious consideration in con- 
nection with the present bill the question whether we should make 
these appropriations, rinning up into hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars, for the support of these offices without any restriction or reserva- 
tion looking to the protection of the rights of settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the great West I thank the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CATcCHINGS] and the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. BLANCHARD] for the earnest words they have spoken in behalf 
of an increased appropriation so urgently demanded for the land system 
of the country. Representing as I do one of the largest States in the 
Union, éspecially one of the largest public-land States, nearly as Jarge 
as the whole of New England and New York combined, the House 
will pardon me for rising now in defense of the amendment now pend- 
ing before the Committee of the Whole. 

I have made it, sir, a part of my representative duty to travel over 
the land districts of that immense empire of the Pacific West, to visit 
the various land offices and converse with the Government employés 
as to the necessities of the service, and I am sure, as has been s ed 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER], there is no part 


of the public system so much neglected as that which pertains to the |- 


sale and disposition of the public lands belonging to the Government. 
Gentlemen must not forget this isnot asking for an appropriation of 
what we ordinarily understand to be the public.funds of the Govern- 
ment, but it is money earned through contributions of the settlers to 
these various offices—the fees and commissions allowed the officers. 
Gentlemen must remember, so faras these salaries are concerned, there 
is a minimum salary of $500—a fixed salary paid to every register and 
receiver of a United States land office; but all beyond that must be 
actually earned in the legitimateand current business of the land office. 
Iean say as far as clerical service is concerned there are but few 
land offices under the Government entitled to this, for the simple reason 
the appropriations heretofore have been so meager the Department felt 
it was unable to comply with the demands in that respect. 
Let me emphasize what I have been saying by reading the earnest 
recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior on this subject: 


ESTIMATES AND APPROPRIATIONS. 


Tie estimates heretofore submitted to legs, ese oe = bese public 
upon calculations of how mu 
be 


direction to the injury of the Government, and to public inconvenience and dis- 
advantage. The annnal increase of business, which has been steady and rapid, 
has a sep pg eon for, and a vast volume of work in arrears has been ac- 
cumulated. 
Increased appropriations are now absolutely necessary to bring up this ac- 
cumulated work, and a general increase is equally imperative to enable thein- 
= a anank of the current business of the land department to be properly 
condu 3 
My estimates for the next fiscal year are based upon the actual needs of the 
present lime, and the amounts specified are absolutely indispensable to a just 
and economic administration. 


I wish the Honse to notice particularly the words which I desire to 
emphasize in this portion of the report of the Secretary of the In- 
terior: 

Increased appropriations are now absolutely necessary to bring up this ac- 
cumulated work, and a general increase is equally imperative to enable the in- 
meren rr it ie of the current business of the land department to be properly 
conducted. 

If gentlemen of this House should travel in the West and go per- 
sonally among these land offices and make their own observation, they 
would not hesitate a moment to appropriate a suflicient amount of 
money forthe purpose of putting these various land offices in the very 
pas condition to do the public work for which they have been estab- 

ished. 3 í 

There are but few instances in the West of land offices kept in brick 
buildings. Safes are not provided, nor are there any vaults for safe- 
keeping of money and papers. Local officers can not afford the ex- 

Se. 


nse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BIGGS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. I thank the gentleman for his kindness. Mr. 
Chairman, as I have already stated, there are no safes provided for the 
safe-keeping of money and papers in any of these Government land of- 
fices. Inmy own city, in one of the largest land districts in the West, 
I know full well the receiver of the land office takes his money every 
night and carries it into a mercantile house convenient and thero de- - 
posits it for.safe-keeping in the safe of that merchant. He not only 
deposits his money, bût he also takes there for safe-keeping the tract- 
books, as well as the daily account-books of the register and receiver. 
Now, is it consistent with any idea of real economy, or in view of the 
safety of the public business, this condition of things should be allowed 
to continue? Go through any of these land offices and you will find 
from the opening to the closing of those offices from morning until 
evening they are crowded with public business, largely with contests. 

These contests oceupy the attention of both the register and the re- 
ceiver. They find that while such contests are in p they must 
devote their attention largely to them to the exclusion of the ordinary 
and legitimate business of the office; and while the clerks (in such 
cases authorized) are employed to transcribe testimony, at the same 
time either the register or the receiver must be present to conduct the 
examination, and this of course takes that much of their time away from 
the current business of the office. 

By reason of being deprived of the ordinary clerical aid, in con- 
nection with the business of their offices, I claim that they are the 
hardest-worked officials in any department of the Government, and 
therefore they appeal to us from every land office under the Govern- 
ment by petition, by personal requests, by letters, and by official rec- 
ommendations through the Departments for an increase in the appro- 
priations for clerical aid, and especially for an allowance of the rent of 
their offices, in order that they may keep their offices and buildings 
reasonably safe and have a small surplus which would warrant them 
in having safes and vaults for the proper keeping and custody and pro- 
tection of the Government records. In the interest of true economy in 
the public service, therefore, I thank these gentlemen for the interest 
they have shown in proposing this amendment and advocating its 
adoption before this committee. i 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr, Chairman, I wish tosay but a word in ad- 
dition to what has been already said in support of thisamendment. . 

T hold in my hand a statement which I find in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations accompanying this bill, and it is headed: 

Statement showing th xpend 
and estimated potato Tire EPN eapi bet ond tor the first Ty onta ed 
the fiscal year 1888. 

And I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to’ 
this, that whereas in the present fiscal year, which will now end in a_ 
few days, and for this same service—that is, for the salaries and com- 
missions of registers and receivers—$500,000 was appropriated, exactly 
the same amount is incorporated in this bill for the coming fiscal 
year. 

This statement shows that of that $500,000 which was appropriated 
for the present fiscal year, for the first six months of that year, to wit, 
up to the Ist day of January of the present year, there had been ex- 
pended $278,764.68, showing that on a similar appropriation of $500,- 
000 in the last sundry civil bill there was a deficiency in the first six 
months of more than $28,000; and at that rate, assuming that the de- 
ficiency will continue in the last six months as it was in the first six 
months, it will reach very nearly $60,000 in the one year. 

In other words, here is the most conclusive argument against the 
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carrying on the expenses of the different Jand offices throughout the 
country. Now, I say in all fairness that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations has no right to force a reduction in the number of land offices 
in this country at the expense of the registers and receivers perform- 
ing the service. I will say that to my personal knowledge every land 
office in my section, whenever it runs below or comes within the law 
ate ig the closing or consolidation of land offices, has been so 
treated. 

The law requires that the number of acres of public land within the 
district shall be reduced to a certain amount before the land office can 
be closed or consolidated. I hold in my hand a statement from the 
General Land Office showing the appropriations for carrying on the 
different land offices and the number of acres of public land disposed of 
from 1880 to 1887, inclusive. We find in 1880 that the number of 
acres of public land disposed of was 14,792,000. The expense of the 
land offices was 6.36 mills per acre. We also find that the work of the 
local land offices has been increasing year by year, from 14,792,000 acres 
in 1880, at an average cost of 6.36 mills per acre, to 25,858,000 acres in 
1887, atan average cost of 4} mills per acre. So that the business of 
the local land offices from 1880 te 1837 has nearly doubled, and still 
you find the appropriation for defraying the expense of doing this 
work not more than one-half the amount appropriated in 1880. 

With this reduction in the appropriation the average cost to the set- 
tlers has been reduced nearly one-half. You have done well because 
you have reduced. Asis stated by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, the local land offices throughout the country are run and 
managed op a starvation basis. That is the result of your reduction. 
Last year the appropriation was $500,000, and there was a deficiency of 
$60,000. If the registers and receivers are not permitted to retain the 
money they earn from their work, as was provided in a former law, I 
see no justice in the proposition that they should be deprived of the 
salary which they are legally allowed, which Congress is supposed to 
appropriate money to pay. Why should they be compelled to wait 
sixty or ninety days for their pay when they do the work, earn the 
money, and monthly return that money to the Treasury ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman a single ques- 
iion. He isa fairand frank man. I would like to ask him whether 
he does not believe there could be a consolidation or repeal of some of 
these land offices, and a dismissal from office of some of the registers 
and some of the receivers in the older States of the Union. 

Mr. McSHANE. I will say to the gentleman that I know nothing 
about the land offices east of the Missouri River, located in the eastern 
part of the country, but Ido know that no consolidation can be made 
in the land offices in the State from which I come. We had eleven 
land offices in that State a year ago. The number of acres of public 
land within one district became reduced below the amount allowed by 
law. As soon as it came within the law the land office was abolished. 
This Congress is establishing four new land offices in New Mexico and 
Wyoming. With the appropriation here made, instead of reducing 
the number of land offices we will have an increased number of land 


offices. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has not attempted in any manner to meet the argument which has been 
made by myself and several other gentlemen in favor of an increased 
appropriation to pay the salaries and commissions of registers and re- 
ceivers of the land offices throughout the country. All he has said in 
opposition to the adoption of the amendment I have offered is that the 
insufficient appropriation in the bill is a gentle intimation to the Pres- 
ident that he should consolidate some of these land offices. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania said exactly the same 
thing on the 28tb of June, 1886, nearly two years ago. I hold in my 
hand the debate on the sundry civil bill of that year, and I read briefly 
from the gentleman’s remarks in opposition to a similar amendment 
then offered by me: 


Mr, RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it does not always do to depend upon the esti- 
mates of a Department.: There are one hun: and eight receivers and one 
hundred and eight registers, mak: in all two hundred and sixteen of these 
officials to be provided for; but the ident has power to consolidate offices 
if he sees fit. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Has he done so? 

Mr. RANDALL. He has not, that I know of. 


And, Mr. Chairman, that is true to-day. Instead of the President 
consolidating these land offices and decreasing the number of registers 
and receivers, the members of the Committee on Appropriations well 
know that whereas in 1886, when the gentleman [Mr. RANDALL] made 
the statement I have read, there were only two hundred and sixteen 
registers and receivers, there are to-day two hundred and twenty-four. 
In other words, that instead of there being a lessening of the number 
of land offices by reason of their tonsolidation by the President there 
has been an actual increase of four in the number of such offices. 

Therefore, what is there in the argument that the President ma 
consolidate them? The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL], 
by using that as the only argument which occurs to him in opposition 
to the amendment which I offer, concedes that the appropriation in 
this bill is not enough to meet the requirements of the service if the 
present number of land offices, one hundred and twelve, is to continue.* 


_ meagerness of this appropriation embodied in their own report, show- 

ing that a similar amount appropriated in the last fiscal year for this 
same service ran short in the first six months over $28,000 of its one- 
half of the sum appropriated. 

Two hundred and fifty thonsand dollars, in other words, was the 
amount appropriated for the first six months and $250,000 for the next 
six months out of the total appropriation of $500,000. But for the 
first six months it ran short, I repeat, something over $28,000, and 
there was consequently that deficiency, which has extended through 
the succeeding six months, making the total deficiency nearly or quite 
$60,000; and yet with that statement and that information before them 
these gentlemen have incorporated into this bill the same amount thus 
found to be entirely insufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I said twice during this debate, and I repeat 
now, the basis. upon which the Committee on Appropriations proceeded 
in respect to this sum was that there were too many land offices, too 
many receivers, and too many registers, and that the President having 
the power to consolidate land offices and get clear of this excessive force, 
that we would, as far as we could, indicate to him that it ought to be 
done; and therefore it is upon that basis that the $500,000 is appro- 


as BLANCHARD. In answer to that—— 

Mr. RANDALL. A moment more. I want to saya word ortwoin 
—— to the observations of the gentleman from California [Mr. VAN- 
DEVER]. 

No one can deprecate more than myself the delays which exist in the 
settlement and determination of titles for the actual settlers on the 

ublic lands, and if that gentleman had taken the trouble to read a 

ttle farther on in this bill he would have found embodied a clause 
which is inserted to meet that question, and which provides that in 
the surveys of the public lands, preference shall in all cases be given 
in the survey of townships where land is to be held and occupied in 
whole or in part by actual settlers. In other words, the Committee on 
Appropriations indicated to the House that a provision should be 
incorporated into the laws of the United States, which would give 
preference to actual settlers in this connection.* This, as I am advised, 
3s the Canadian system, and has been found to work well. LI believe it 
will work well in the United States. In fact, I have heard no opposition 
from any source, from any person with whom we have conferred in this 
connection, as to the propriety of such a proviso being enacted into law. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does the gentleman refer to the provision incor- 

ted in the bill on page 48, under the head of *‘ Surveys of the pub- 
ic lands? 

Mr. RANDALL. I refer to the proviso in the paragraph relating to 
the surveys of the public lands and to resurveys, which I propose to 
modify, when we reach that provision, in the manner I have already 
stated; that is to say, inexpending this fund preference shall be given 
in favor of surveying townships occupied in whole or in part by actual 

' settlers. 

Mr. HERMANN, Will the gentleman indulge me for a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. Itis fair to say this, that so far as the great por- 
tion of the West is concerned this clause is actually now and will here- 
after forever be absolutely inoperative. Itis of no earthly use, and the 
Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior have so pointed out in 

i to the Committee on Appropriations. 

I shall do myself the honor of submitting an amendment to that, if 
it be within the rules, and if not, I shall ask unanimous consent for 
its entertainment at the proper time, for the reason, permit me tostate 
to the honorable Chairman, that so far as the greater portion of the 
country unsurveyed is now concerned, it consists of mountainous coun- 
try,country densely timbered, country covered with dense undergrowth, 
country which surveyors will not survey atexistingrates or at the rates 
provided for in this section. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yourobjection is to the rates and not to the prin- 
ciple involved, that preference should be given to the survey of town- 
ships where they are likely to be in whole or in part occupied by actual 
settlers. f 

Mr. HERMANN. I favor that, and I believe that has been-the 
policy of the Government heretofore; but my objection is principally 
to the rates. 

Mr. RANDALL. These rates are fixed by law. I hardly think 
there would be 250,000,000 acres of the public domain already sur- 
veyed and not taken up if they were low. à 

Mr, HERMANN. Thisisthe suggestion: All the land which lies in 
plains and plateaus and could be surveyed at a nominal cost of course 
was eagerly sought for by surveyors, syndicates, and combinations. 
The residue of the land yet to be surveyed consists of mountainous 
land densely covered with timber. ` 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. McSHANE. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has three times distinctly stated that in the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations there were too many land offices in this coun- 
try; and as the President had not seen fit to consolidate or abandon 
some of them, or a sufficient number to come up to the requirements 
of the committee, the committee had reduced the appropriation for 
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He says the President may consolidate, but the President has not con- 
solidated, and does not consolidate, and the numberof land offices has 
increased from one hundred and eight in 1886 to one hundred and 
twelve in 1888. 

Mr. HERMANN. ‘The Department does not recommend that they 
be consolidated. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And, as suggested by my friend on the right 
[Mr. HERMANN], the General Land Office of the Interior Department 
does not recommend consolidating the land offices. 

And, Mr. Chairman, it would be unwise for the President to con- 
solidate them. It is well known to every gentleman on this floor who 
represents a public-land State that all of the land offices of the country 
are a long way behind in their work. They have not got sufficient 
clerical force to enable them to keep up with the current work, and if 
they were consolidated the work would be much further behind than 
it is at present, and the settlers would be the sufferers. 

Now, in view of these circumstances, and in view of the fact thatthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] can advance no argu- 
ment against this amendment except that the President may consoli- 
date these offices, I trust that my amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent expensesof land offices: For clerk-hire, rent, and other incidental 
expenses of the several land offices, $155,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to amend, in line 15, by striking out 
“fifty-five” and inserting “‘sixty-five.’? Mr. i , I do not wish 
to be considered by the Committee of the Whole as too urgent in in- 
sisting upon adequate appropriations for this service, but here is an- 
other case where the amount is insufficient. This is an appropriation 
for the contingent expenses of the land office. 

What are the contingent expenses of the land office? They are as 
follows: ‘‘Salaries of clerks, office rent, and a variety of other incidental 
expenses, such as binding plats, rebinding old and dilapidated plat- 
books, worn out by constant handling and use (of which there are a 
large number), furniture, etc. This amount is deemed the smallest 

~ possible sum with which the exigencies of the local offices can be met.” 
The quotation is from the Book of Estimates. 

The sum which the Secretary refers to as “‘ the lowest possible sum ” 
is $165,000. That is the estimate which was incorporated in the Book 
of Estimates under this head. The committee report an appropriation 
of $155,000, which is $10,000 short of the estimate. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, while $165,000 is the amount incorporated in the Book of Esti- 
mates for this service, it is well known to my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] and to his colleagues upon the Committee on Appro- 
priations that the amount recommended, urgently recommended by 
the present Commissioner of the General Land Office—a gentleman with 
whom many of us in this House served when he was here as 2 member 
of Congress, a gentleman who enjoys in the highest degree the confi- 
dence of every one who knows him—under this head was $217,000. 

Those who made up the Book of Estimates reduced the amount to 
$165,000; and this paltry sum the Committee on Appropriations have 
cut down $10,000, so that the bill proposes to appropriate only $155,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a statement prepared at the Gen- 
eral Land Office showing the amount appropriated for this particular 
Pe of the land-office service from 1880 to 1887, inclusive. It is as 

‘ollows: 


Stalement showing the amount appropriated for contingent expenses of local 
land offices, the amount expended, the number of acres of the public lands 
disposed of, and the average cost per acre expended from the foregoing 
appropriation by fiscal years from 1880 to 1887, inclusive; also the num- 
ber of local land offices in existence each year. 
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{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. HERMANN obtained the floor and said: I move tostrike out the 
last two words, and yield my time to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. In 1885, before the adoption of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, alluded to in the preceding discussion, 
and when the registers and receivers could apply to the payment of 
clerk-hire the fees for reducing testimony to writing, making plats, 
etc., collected in their respective offices, the amount appropriated under 
the head of “contingent expenses ’’ was $165,000. And in 1886 the 
same amount was appropriated. 

Butnow, when these oflicers can no longerappropriate forclerk-hireany 
part of the money collected in their offices, when they are to 
the amounts appropriated under the head of ‘‘contingent expenses,” 
the Committee on Appropriations propose to reduce the appropriation 
from $165,000 to $155,000, and this in spite of the urgent appeal of the 
Secretary of the Interior for an appropriation of $165,000, as recom- 
mended in the Book of Estimates, and the still more urgent recommen- 
dation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who estimates 
that it will require for the efficient discharge of this particular branch 
of the public service $217,000. 

My amendment, Mr. Chairman, proposes simply to make this appro- 
priation what it was in 1885 and 1886. In those years it required 
$165,000 to pay the expenses of this branch of the General Land Office 
service. Surely in the year 1889, for which this bill provides, when 
the number of land offices has been increased by several, $165,000 
should be appropriated for this branch of the service. I can not see 
any reason why the committee should appropriate $165,000 in 1885. and 
1886, and yet for the fiscal year 1888-’89 should reduce the amount to 
$155,000. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania will doubtless lay stress upon the 
fact that in 1887 the amount appropriated was $120,000. It is true 
that in the shortsession of the Forty-ninth Congress, when the sundry 
civil bill was put through under whip and spur, the amount appropri- 
ated was only $120,000; but that amount has proved entirely inade- 
quate for the payment of the contingent expenses of the land offices, 
Gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee know it; every gentle- 
man who has inquired at the General Land Office knows it; every gen- 
tleman who has had access to the land offices throughout the country 
knows it. 

I know myself that in the land offices in my own State the registers 
and receivers have been paying out of their own pockets, not only dur- 
ing the last year but for years preceding, compensation for extra clerks 
to perform clerical duties in their offices. 'Thesameis, I have no doubt, 
true at other land offices throughout the country. 

The insufficiency of the appropriation of $120,000 in 1887 has crippled 
the land-office service. Every one who has had access to these offices 
knows, as was stated by the gentleman from Nebraska, that they have 
been run upon a starvation basis. . A 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. One side of a story is generally good until the 
other is told. The last year of tbe appropriations under Republican 
administration was $140,000, and the first year under Democratie ad- 
ministration was $165,000. 

I want to direct the attention of the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD], who states that the appropriations for 1887 were 
inadequate, to the fact that the expenditures of that $165,000 given in 
1886, were as follows: The aggregate amount expended under this 
paragraph was $117,928.50, and of that $165,000 in that year there was 
Eas into the Treasury unexpended $47,071.50. 
fair basis for the Committee on Appropriations to fix the appropriations 
for these objects for the next year, to wit, 1887. In 1887 the amount 
appropriated was $120,000. There was but $54,116.77 expended in the 
first half of that year, leaving for the next six months $65,883.23. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What year was that? 

Mr. RANDALL. The year 1887. 

I do not think that the Committee on Appropriations have shown, 
therefore, any dispositon whatever to cripple this branch of the service. 
They gave for 1885 $120,000, and have also given a deficiency of $35, - 
000, making for the current year a total of $155,000; and we have put 
that same amount in this bill for the coming year, which we think is 
quite sufficient and all that will be required. 

Mr. HERMANN. How far does that allowance in this bill fall be- 
low the estimates of the Department for the year? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘Ten thousand dollars. I know quite well that 
the amount recommended is below the estimates to that extent; but 
the Committee on Appropriations recommended the amount that was 
expended last year, which they consider ample, as I have said, upon 
the prior year, and was fonnd to be entirely sufficient for that year; 
but it did not so appear for the next year, the current year, the 
committee therefore gave $35,000 more, by way of a deficiency, than 
was originally appropriated for the current year. But having given a 
total of $155,000, they believe, as I have said, that amount to be ample 
for the coming year. 

There has been no effort to cut it down at all below what seemed to 
be reasonable and proper. We have given forthe coming year exactly 
the amount of the current year. 

I do not think that the bill which the gentleman from Louisiana re- 
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fers to was passed under a suspension of the rules.” It was reported on 
the 9th of December, and I think it was passed on the 17th, but I do 
not recollect that it was passed under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not assert that it was. I only asked for 
information. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not positive, but I think not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The salaries and commissions of the registers 
and receivers are fixed by Jaw, and hence where the appropriations 
run short the difference has to be made up by a deficiency appropria- 
tion. But when it comes to clerks employed in the land offices, and 
the contingent expenses of the land offices, there can be no deficiency, 
and why? Because there is no authority of law in the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to exceed the appropriation, 

Mr. RYAN. But there was a deficiency of $35,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; in this year. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I know, but—— 

Mr. RANDALL. And in this very paragraph. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. All right; I stand corrected on that. But 
there is no authority in law for the expenditure beyond the amount 
appropriated. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that in 1887 they incorpo- 
rated in the bill $120,000 for this service because in the preceding 
year the amount expended under the head of “Contingent expenses”’ 
was $116,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount expended was $117,928.50. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. One hundred and sixteen thousand three hun- 
dred and fifty-one. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, this is official. = 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And so is this. This was obtained at the Gen- 
eral Land Office. Mr. Chairman, from the very statement of these 
gentlemen the amount of $120,000 appropriated in the lastsundry civil 
bill was short just $35,000, because they admit there is a deficiency 
now existing in the fund to that extent, and they argue that the $35, - 
000 deficiency, added to the $120,000, making $155,000, is the amount 
which will be required the coming year, and accordingly have incor- 
porated that sum in this bill. That isgood, Mr.Chairman, as far as it 
goes, but unfortunately for the argument of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania it does not go far enough, as I shall undertake to show. 

Since that $120,000 was put in the bill in 1887 there have been sev- 
eral additional land offices created. That fact the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has overlooked. It will take the extra $10,000 to pay 
the clerical hire at these new land offices. 

Again, Mr, Chairman, I will further meet the gentleman’s argument 
by reading from the note in the Book of Estimates under the head of 
“Contingent Expenses of the Land Office:”’ 

Sides the present appropriation of $120,000, appropriated in 1887, it is impogsi- 
e— 


Says the Commissioner of the General Land Office— 
to provide the different offices with more than half— 
I ask the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to this— 


nereased. The result is that the land offices of the United States are now on a 
starvation basis and important interests of the Government are sacrified by the 
disallowance of the necessary force to properly conduct thé public business. 

“So itappears, Mr. Chairman, that although $155,000 might have done 
in a meager sort of way in the last fiscal year, according to the gen- 
tleman’s statement, it will not do now, when there has been an increase 
of the land offices of the country. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 
~ ‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(8. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Com- 

y to construct a bridge across Red River at or near Hook’s Ferry, 
Red River County, Texas. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
m R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Red 

of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern 
Railway Company. x 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


amendments the bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a 
graveled or macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to 
the national cemetery near said city. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux; 

A bill (S. 2515) to provide pneumatic gun-carriages for the War De- 
partment; 

A bill (S. 2658) to validate acknowledgments, taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds 
recorded in said District; and 

A bill (S. 3134) for the erection of an additional fire-proof building 
for the use of the National Museum. s 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR DAKOTA. 


Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, Task unanimous consent to take 
up and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. It isa bill pro- 
viding for an additional judge for the Territory of Dakota. In the 
early part of the session a bill was introduced providing for two judges, 
and was referred to a committee. The committee reported back the 
bill favorably, but included judges for several other Territories, I 
understand there is to be opposition to that bill when it comes up on 
account of its extent. Without wishing to antagonize any other meas- 
ure, I will state that I have here a memorial from the judge of the court 
to the effect that it is absolutely necessary, in view of the condition of 
business, to have at least one additional judge. I will include the 
memorial as part of my remarks. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
‘ of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Grand Forks, Dakota, 
réspectfully represents that the material interests and the dispatch of justice in 
the third judicial district of the Territory of Dakota, imperatively demand a 
speedy division of said district. The reasons for the urgency of this act were 
well stated by the Hon. W. B. McConnell, judge of said district, last January, 
in a letter to Delegate Gifford, as follows: 

“From information just at hand from the clerks of court in different counties 
of this district, I find that between the 26th day of May, 1885, the day I qualified 
as judge, and the 13th of this month, the number of judgments, including decrees 
entered in civil cases, is 1,953. The number of appeals to the supreme court is Ll. 
The number onthe dockets atissne awaiting trial is 649. This can give no-par- 
ticular idea as to the amount of actual cases pending, because attorneys are 
only required to have their cases put upon the docket ten days before a term of 
court, and they rarely notice cases sooner. 

“I have had yet no reportas tothe number of cases which bave been pul upon 
the docket and been compromised and dismissed, This number must be very 


arge. 

“ Incriminal cases there have been ninety-eightconvictions, felonies and mis- 
demeanors, five acquittals, and three disagreements by juries, Of this number 
fiftly-nine cases have been sent to the penitentiary, and one has suffered the 
death penalty. In all the criminal cases tried only in two cases has there been 
motionsfor a new trial. One was granted, the other was denied, appealed to the 
supreme court, and there affirmed. The latter was in the case where the death 

nalty had been imposed. I have held twenty terms of the district court, and 
Pavehad twenty grand juries, four terms of the United States district court and 
four sessions of the United States grand jury, and have attended four sessions 
of the supreme court, two at Deadwood (1,200 miles travel by the usual route), 
one at Yankton (600), and one at Bismarck (200 miles). 

* Thave had two of tho very best court stenographers, and both have been kept 
b with court work and getting out transcripts. 

“The amount of work at chambers has been very heavy and very exacting. 
Here issues to the pleadings for the most part are argued and settled, orders 
for provisional remedies are granted, denied, and set aside, and motions of 
every character are constantly coming up. 

“It is very hard and inconvenient for attorneys and expensive to clients to 
have to travel so far to make and meet motions before the court. 

“ My work is the more wearing from the fact that it takes nearly two-thirds 
of my time away from home.” ey 

Not only does the judge of this district earnestly desire it, but every law asso- 
ciation in the district unites in an effort to procure division, as necessary to se- 
cure the rights of person and property in the district and insure speedy trial in 
all cases. The rapidity with which justice is now necessarily dispensed makes 
of an excellent thing frequently a solemn farce, and our people's dearest inter- 
ests are at stake. 

Whether Dakota be divided or not, or whether she be enabled to form her 
own constitution, this chamber prays that your honorable bodies may grant 
immediate ed ape! ahs panao of an act dividing the third judicial district 
of Dakota, an ever pray. 

= z cali! W. H. BROWN, President. 
W. R. BIERLEY, Secretary. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 
The bill is as follows: 


A bill to provide for one additional associate justice of the supreme court of 
Dakota, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota 
shall consist of a chief-justice and six associate justices, any five of whom shall 
constitute a quorum. 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of the President to appoint one additional as- 
sociate justice of said supreme court in manner now provided by law, who shall 
hold his office for the term of four years, and until his successor is appointed 


ualified. 
Sea. 3. That the Territory of Dakota shall be divided into seven judicial dis- 
tricts, and a district court for the trial of all cases arising under the laws of said 
Territo’ , or which mon He within the jurisdiction of said courts under the laws 
of said Territory, shall be held in each district by one of the justices of said su- 
preme court, at such time and place as may be provided by law. Each judge, 
after assignment, shall reside in the district to which he is assigned. 
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Serc, 4. That the seventh judicial district of ma Territory shall consist of the 


conpra of Grand Forks, Walsh, Pembina, Nelson, Ramsey, Cavalier, and 
‘owner, 


- SEC. 5. That temporarily, and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional 

associate justices herein provided for shall be assigned to such counties in the 

judicial districts, as the chief-justice may ron teed and it shall be the duty of 

said judges to appoint and fix the terms of holding courts in each of the counties 

a ocr respective districts until the Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall 
x terms, 


Sec, 6. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent the Legis- 
Jative Assembly of said Territory at any time from changing or arranging the 
boundary-lines of the judicial districts of said Territory, nor from fixing the 
time of holding the several terms of court in said districts. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, according to previous order, 
the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10574) granting a pension to Mattie 
YV. Boothe and Mary M. Boothe—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10575) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Zude— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10576) to erect a light-house and 
fog-signal at Maryland Point, on the Potomac River, in the State of 
Maryland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10577) to erect a light-house and fog-signal at 
Cedar Point, at the mouth of the Patuxent River, in the State of Mary- 
land—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 10578) for the reliefof Rufus Lowe 
and C. M. Loftin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10579) to place the name 
of Samuel Massey on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10580) for the relief of Milton 
Grayes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10581) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of Bertha Dellner and Homan Zude, for 
minors’ pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of manufacturers of barbed wire, rel- 
ative to the tariff on same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Typographical Union No. 717, of 
Springfield, Ohio, for the international copyright bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents, 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of the widow of Loyal Steward, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of William L. Bradford, for removal of 
disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of Edwin T. Roberts, of Mary E. Alex- 
ander, of Mary L. Gott, and of Prudy D. Smith, of Kentucky, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Calvin Gunn, to accompany 
House bill No. 2570—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Mrs. Sallie Ball for payment of 
moneys due her late husband, M. D. Ball, as Delegate from Alaska— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by request): Petition of David Willaford, 
of DeKalb County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Joseph E. Rutledge, of John 
R. Rea, of Sarah Brison, of William Biffle, of R. H. Rose, of David 
Blair, of David Roach, of C. S. Ayers, of Isabella Baker, executrix of 
8. H. Baker; of George Wood, of Osborn Walker, and of John West, 
of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Jonathan C. Kile, and of Joseph 
Sprigg, administrator of Gabriel Fox, of West Virginia, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
iig temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
itliteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Of 169 citizens of Meriden, New 
Haven County, Connecticut. 


XIX——339 * 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 18th instant approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (S. 300) granting a pension to Mrs. Juliet G. Howe; 

An act (S. 1146) granting a pension to L. J. McGoflin; 

An act (S. 2167) granting a pension to Mary E. Woodward; 

An act S 2332) granting a pension to John Linsley; 

An act (S. 1037) granting a pension to the infant children of Michael 
A. Moran; and 

An act (S. 393) for the relief of Frances Anne Pyne Ricketts. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 19th in- 
stant, approveđ and signed an act (S. 1191) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Mary H. Pike, deceased. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Keystone Council, No. 11, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Manayunk, Pa., and a 
petition of Eureka Council, No. 38, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
553, to regulate and restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the memorial of the Constitutional Defense 
Association of America, remonstrating against the resolution in favor 
of arbitration, and giving reasons therefor. As the resolution has been 
reported, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. Siy 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (a: R. Sadel for the relief of Margaret Lahey; ~ 


= 


A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
nans; and 7 

A bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ireport from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
adversely the bill (S. 2544) authorizing and directing the President of 
the United States to make proclamation prohibiting the importation 
of products of foreign states in certain cases, and for other purposes. 
There is a written report accompanying the bill, which will, of course, 
be printed. As the bill was introduced by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. FARWELL], who is now absent, and it is possible that he may 
wish to have it considered, I ask that it goon the Calendar; but for 
public information, as it might seem odd from the title that the com- 
mittee should report it adversely, I will state that the ground of our 
adverse report is that the substance of the same provisions that are 
contained in this bill, with greater amplification and wider powers, is 
embodied in a Senate bill concerning ape exportation of meats, ete., 
which passed the Senate in March and is now pending in the House of 
Representatives. 

The committee therefore thought it would be unnecessary to pass this 
bill, inasmuch as the same provision in a broader and more ample ex- 
tent had already been made in a bill which had passed the Senate, and 
is still pending in the other branch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
emn with the adverse report, and the reportof the committee will be 
printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back, with amendments, the bill (S. 994) to amend and 
enlarge the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for 
the distribution of the awards made under the convention between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 
4th day of July, 1868. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] de- 
sires to make orally before the Senate a report or astatement from the 
minority in opposition to the report of the majority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Georgia 
proceeds the Chair will receive further morning business and recog- 
nize him later. 

Mr. BROWN. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a report 
to accompany the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, heretofore reported by that com- 
mittee; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 3 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 


A bill (H. R. 964) granting a on to James Turner; 

A bill (H. R. et for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 

A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; and 

A bill (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3188) granting a pension to 
. Martha Ackerson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3189) granting a pension to 
William T, Hutton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3190) for the relief of 
Calvin.Gunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying petition, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3191) to amend section 4 of the 
act of March 3, 1875, as amended in section 2 of the act of March 3, 
1877, in relation to the issue of supplies to Indians; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. MORGAN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the 
allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by 
the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; 
bab oa were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

inited. s 
e JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committes on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. Isubmit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims forstores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, known’ as the Bowman act. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I will remark that the papers showing the proceed- 
ings of the Court of Claims are filed with the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and printed. 

VIRTUE SMITH—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 

I return withoutapproval Senate bill No. 1957, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Virtue Smith,” 

‘The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of David M. Smith (incor- 
rectly named David W. Smith in the bill), who served as a bugler in a Minne- 
sota regiment from August 22, 1862, to September 28, 1862, in a campaign against 
the Sionx Indians. 

He received a gunshot wound in the right elbow, for which, in 1867, he was 

ted a ion of $5 a month, which was very soon the er increased to 
Sand in August, 1875, said pension was further increased to $10a month, which 
he received to the date of his death. 

He died in the city of ears, on the 22d day of January, 1889. 

He obtained a position in the md Auditor's Office of the Treasury Depart- 
ment in 1864, and worked steadily there until about six months before his 


th. 

Medical examinations had from time to time up to 1877 seem to have found 
him in excellent physical condition except the wound in his right elbow, which 
caused stiffness, and an injury to his left forearm not received in the Army. 

In 1579 he was examined by a physician of this city who stands among the best 
in the profession, and found in the last stages of sere Mage and this phy- 
sician declares he died from that cause. A female physician certified that the 
cause of death was “wounds in the Army,” 

The pensioner was sixty-four years old at the time of his death. 

Iam perfectly satisfied from the m testimony and from other facts con- 
nected with this case that the death of the husband of the beneficiary was in no 
manner related to his military service. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXxeEcvrive MANSION, June 19, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shalf the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message and the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House hati a bill (H. R. 1705) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Statesville, N. C., in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine confer- 
ence to secure greater safety for life and property at sea; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BELMONT, Mr. RUSSELL of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. Morrow, managers at the conference on its 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright; 

A bill (S. 1241) to prevent obstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City by dumping or other- 
wise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; 

A bill (8. 2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under 
the act of March 3, A. D. 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; 

A bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan; 

A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winne- 
bago reservation in Nebraska; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac. 

AWARDS UNDER MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. BROWN. In connection with the report submitted by the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] in what is known as the 
Weil case, I desire to present a minority report, and in connection with 
that report to submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be’. 
received and printed. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask that the views of the minority be printed with 
the report of the majority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President prior to the year 1868 there were nu- 
merous claims made by citizens of the United States against the Govern- 
ment and people of Mexico on account of damages which our citizens 
had sustained at the hands of that Government and its people. The 
Government of Mexico also complained that many of its citizens had 
suffered damage at the hands of. the people of the United States; and 
the two Governments in a friendly spirit concluded a treaty on the 4th 
day of July, 1868, under which an international commission or tribu- 
nal was established to adjudicate these conflicting claims. Mexico ap- 
pointed a commissioner and the United States appointed one, and finally 
Sir Edward Thornton, then the British minister at Washington, accepted 
the position of umpire. A great many claims were submitted to the 
commission by citizens of the United States against Mexico, and many 
claims were submitted by the citizens of Mexico through that Govern- 
ment against the United States. 

Among others, Benjamin Weil, an American citizen, filed his peti- 
tion before the International Claims Commission on the 27th of April, 
1870, against Mexico, for a large lot of cotton belonging to him taken 
by the Mexican authorities; in which petition all the particulars of 
his claim were set forth, with a description of the property taken, its 
value, when and where it was taken, with all the attendant cireum- 
stances, which are given in detail. The evidence in support of this 
claim was filed on the 3d of August, 1870, and the case was not finally 
disposed of by the commission until 1875. Thus the Government of 
Mexico had five years within which to make its defense after the claim 
had been filed, and the evidence to support it had been placed of rec- 
ord and was all well known to the Mexican commissioner. The sub- 
stance and details of the transaction, as given in the petition, were sus- 
tained by the evidence, 

When it become necessary for the commission to finally dispose of the 
case, the Mexican commissioner admitted that he had in his ion 
much evidence,-documentary and other testimony, showing that the 
claim was not well founded. But he declined to produce it, and gave 
as one of the reasons for its non-production that there was then suffi- 
cient evidence before the commission on which to judge the claim. In 
other words, he was willing to risk the case of the Government of Mex- 
ico upon the evidence which had been filed by the petitioner. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to inquire 
whether he has submitted his minority report? ; 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is a speechon the case, then, in addition to the 
minority report? $ 

Mr. BROWN. Itis in addition to the report and in explanation 
of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The minority report has been pre- 
sented and ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 

Mr. MORGAN. The proceeding is rather an unusual one, to takea 
case up for trial when it was ordered to be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN, Iam just submitting some remarks in connection 


with the report. 

Be MORGAN: I may ask the indulgence of the Senate to be heard 
in reply. 

Mr. BROWN. Of course I have no objection to the Senator being 


heard. He is prepared, as he always is. 

The American commissioner offered to give every facility in his power 
to the Mexican commissioner to make his defense if he desired to do so, 
but he persisted in refusing to file any eviderice to rebut the proof 


made by Weil. The result was that the two commissioners failed to 
agree, and the question was submitted to Sir Edward Thornton, the 
` umpire, for his decision and award. After the case had passed from 
the commission into the handsof the umpire the Mexican commissioner 
then proposed to file kis evidence and have it considered for the first 
time by Sir Edward Thornton; but as the umpire could only act upon 
the evidence produced before the commission, Sir Edward Thornton 
very justly and properly, as all admit, refused to hear the evidence. 
This left the case in his hands for adjudication upon the petition and 
evidence submitted by the claimant, and the evidence was so strong and 
convincing that he had no hesitation in making an award against the 

Government of Mexico for the amount claimed by Weil. Indeed, there 

was nothing else that he could do. 

After Weil’s claim, with the evidence, had lain five years in the office 
of the commission, with full knowledge of the Mexican commissioner, 
and he had refused to submit any evidence in rebuttal, and had per- 
mitted the case to go before the umpire in that condition, and the proof 
submitted by Weil strongly sustained his case, and not being in any 
degree impeached or contradicted, there was nothing for the umpire 
to do but to render judgment against the Government of Mexico for 
the amount involved. Ata later period, when application was made 
to Sir Edward Thornton to grant a new trial, he refused to grant it, as 
there was no legal ground whatever upon which he could predicate a 
judgment granting a new trial. Thus the matter stands. Weil and 
his representatives havea judgment, no matter what may have heen the 
nature of their claim, which was obtained in a tribunal which is in no 
sense impeached. It was obtained upon a petition setting forth all the 
facts and circumstances connected with the claim, upon evidence of 
which the Mexican Government had notice for five years before the 
case was closed, and upon evidence which upon its face was ampie to 
sustain the finding. 

Now what was declared by the treaty which brought the commission 
into existence should be the effect of this judgment or award? By the 
treaty the two powers solemnly engaged that the awards should be not 
only ‘‘absolately final and conclusive,” but also that both parties should 
give full effect to such decision ‘‘ without any objection, evasion, or 
delay whatsoever.” How has Mexico kept this solemn treaty engage- 
ment? That Government, instead of giving fall effect to the decision 
without objection, evasion, or delay, attempted at once to evade it by 
a motion before the umpire for a new trial, That being denied, it 
again attempted an evasion by appeals to the Secretary of State, and 
was for the time there defeated. Then successive appeals were made 
to Congress for evasion or relief from the award, and for a new trial in 
a Federal court, which was refused. 

Then appeal was again made to the treaty-making power, and after 
years of deliberation the Senate, as part of the treaty-making power, 

` rejected the proposed treaty and refused to grant a new trial. Then 
an appeal was made to the Forty-ninth Congress, which was not sus- 
tained; and now the appeal to Congress is renewed, and the legislative 
department is asked to grant a new trial before one of the courts of the 

United States, thirteen years after the award was made when Weil, the 

party, and most of the witnesses are dead. 

Mr. Evarts, then Secretary of State, in his report to the President 
has discussed the question of the validity and conclusiveness of this 
judgment with so much power and force that I shall make no apology 
for quoting extensively from his report. He says: 

First, I am of opinion that as between the United States and Mexico, the latter 
Government has no right to complain of the conduct of these claims before the 
tribunal of commissioners and umpire provided by the convention, or of the 
judgments given thereupon so far as the integrity of the tribunal is concerned, 
the re, ty of the proceedings, full opportunity and time, and after notice to 

mect the case of the respective claimants, and the free and deliberate choice ex- 
ercised by Mexico as to the methods, the measure, and the means of a defense 
against the same. i 

I conclude, therefore; that neither the principles of public law nor consider- 
ations of justice or equity require or permit, as between the United States and 
Mexico, that the awards in these cases should be opened and the cases retried 
before a new international tribunal, or under any new convention or negotiation 
respecting the same between the United States and Mexico. 

Again he says: 

First. In the complaints of the Mexican Government there is not the slightest 
impeachment, express or implied, of the character or composition of the com- 
mission, of its methods of procedure, or of the entire regularity and integrity 
of its actual proceedings. it was composed of able and eminent men énjoying 
the full confidence of the governments by whom they were respectively ap- 

inted. And the umpire selected, Sir Edward Thornton, was pre-eminentiy 


tted for his laborious and responsible duties, by his long diplomatic experi- 
ence, his recognized ability, his high character, and his special knowledge of 
the svo countries whose citizens and governments were interested in the arbi- 
tration, 

Second. Before this commission the Government of Mexico had full oppor- 
tunity and ample time to present its defense both in evidence and argument 
against any claim that was submitted. In the La Abra case a large amount of 
testimony was taken on both sides, the comparison and valuation of which was 
within the pore of the commission, and the opinion of the umpire shows that 
it was carefully considered. 7 

In the Weil case it is true that the Mexican Government submitted no testi- 
mony, and that the case was decided upon the evidence offered by the claim- 
ants. But the Mexican commissioner explicitly declined the offer of further 
time to produce such testimony, although he professed that his government 
had such in possession. 


Again Mr. Evarts says: 
The treaty under the provisions of which the commission was appointed was 
explicit in recognition of the finality of its action. By Article Il of that con- 
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vention the two governments bound themselves to consider the decisions of 
the commissioners and of the umpire as absolutely final and conclusive, and to 
give full effect to such decisions without any objection, evasion, or delay what- 
soever; and by the fifth article the high contracting parties agree to consider 
the result of the proceedings of the commission as a full, perek, and final set- 
tlement of every claim upon either government arising the transactions 
prior to the exchange of ratifications thereof. 
Again he says: 

Aside from this provision of the finality of the decision of the com- 
mission in the very act of its creation, it would seam impossible to review and 
retry any individual case without opening the door to other reclamationsof the 
sameé sort. In addition to these cases, with the result of which the Mexican 
Government is dissatisfied, there are many others which failed of pre 
in time, which were rejected on principles not always acquiesced in those 
interested, and some in which the claimants deemed the awards very insuffi. 
cient. The adherence of the Government of the United States to the strict let- 
ter of its convention, that the decision of the commissioners should be abso- 
lutely final in every case and a complete bar to any claim arising from trans- 
actions prior to its ratification, has hitherto prevented any effort on the part of 
this Government to renew such discussion in favor of its citizens, Butif it be 
once admitted that for any reason short of an impeachment of the integrity of 
the commission its proceedings can be reopened for review and its decisions 
for reversal, there will not be wanting numerous urgent appeals to the justice 
and sympathy of the Government to extend this measure of relief to many who 
think that their claims have been erroneously estimated or rejected. 

y. The principle of the settlement of international differences by arbitral 
commissions is of such deep and wide reacting interest to civilization, and the 
value of such arbitration depends so essentialiy upon the certainty and finality 
of its decisions, that no government should lightly weaken its infinence or 
diminish its consideration by making its action the subject of renewed porn 
sion. 


It is only in extreme cases where the commission is itself 

corruption or where it has clearly exceeded its powers in deciding matters not 
submitted to its judgment, that prompt and cheerful acquiescence should not be 
rendered to its action. No such charge is here suggested. It may be true that 
in this or that instance more adequate justice might have been rendered. The 
methods and processes of such tribunals which in time it may be confidently 
hoped will be improved and perfected, are not yet so complete as to eliminate 
much opportunity of error. But the results of such arbitration, covering, as it 
did, large, complicated, and numerous transactions, deciding not upon oral tes- 
timony winnowed by cross-examination, but upon the contradiction of vague 
smaris van not be fairly judged by the apparent errors of this or that indi- 
vidual case. * 

There is probably no just ground for saying that the aggregate of the awards 
against Mexico more than equaled the just claims of our citizens, and much 
complaint has been made that such aggregate falls quite short of them. Butthe 
awards made by this commission were something more than the setilement of 
mere private claims—it was the adjustment of long-standing national differ- 
ences. And ifiu the result more or less was added to or taken from particular 
awards; still, ifon the whole a fair and just balance hasbeen struck; if, consid- 
ering a’! that has been given and all that hasbeen refused, the examination has 
been careful and the judgment impartial, it is the interest and the duty of the 
Government to maintain it. 


He then adds in a subsequent part of his report that— 

These cases ought not to be made the subject of a new international commis- 
sion, He then expresses the conclusion that the honorof the United States was 
concerned to in, ages whether in these cases submitted by this Government to 
the commission its confidence had been seriously abused, and the Government 
of Mexico, acting in good faith in ion ay 30 friendly arbitration, had been sub- 
jected to heavy pecuniary imposition by fraud and perjury in the maintenance 
of these claims, or either of them, before the commission, and he recommends 
that Congress decide whether such an investigation should be made, and that it 
provide an adequate ne for its conduct and prescribe the consequences 
which should follow from its results, 

I may here state that in 1880 the Judiciary Committee of the Sen- 
ate expressed its dissent from this view of Mr. Evarts by saying that 
the reasoning of the Secretary of State would seem to be unsatisfaciory. 

In this connection it is proper that I should refer to the act of 1878, 
in the fifth section of which it is recited that the Mexican Government 
has called the attention of the Government of the United States to its 
allegations of fraud in the exaggeration of the damages in the La Abra 
case, and in the procurement of the judgment in the Weil case, and 
asking a rehearing in those cases. Congress authorized the President 
to withhold payment of said awards or either of them until such case 
or cases should be retried and decided in such manner as the Govern- 
ment of the United States and Mexico may agree, or until Congress 
shall otherwise direct; and in case of such retrial and decision, any 
moneys paid or to be paid by the Republic of Mexico in respect to said 
awa ively, shall be held to abide the event and be dis- 
posed of accordingly, and the said awards shall be set aside, modified, 
or affirmed as may be determined on such retrial, provided nothing 
herein contained shall be construed as an expression of any opinion of 
Congress in respect of the character of said claims or either of them. 

Now, it is claimed that the President of the United States has no 
power to di of the balance of the money paid into the Treasury 
by the Government of Mexieoin the Weil and La Abra cases antil fur- 
ther action has been taken by Congress. It is with very great defer- 
ence that I dissent from the opinion of Mr. Evarts on the subject 
of the plenary powers of Congress over this question. I hold that it 
is a political or diplomatic question which must be acted upon by the 
treaty-making power, and that the Congress of the United States has 
no jurisdiction over the matter further than to direct the proper divis- 
ion or distribution of the fand which is paid in by the Mexican Gov- 
ernment in gross sum and distributed among the claimants by our own 
Government, and that Congress was within its proper sphere when it 
advised the President to withhold payment of the awards until the 
case or cases are retried or decided in such manner as the Governments 
of the United States and Mexico may agree, which of course looked 
to the negotiation of a new treaty. 

But the addition of the words ‘‘or until Congress shall otherwise 
direct,” I hold can not tie the hands of the President in disposing of 


x 


- 


the fund to the claimants under the general provision of the act of Con- 
gress for its distribution, after the President is satisfied thatno further 
treaty or agreement between the two Governments through the treaty- 
making powerisnecessary or can beagreedupon. When thatconclusion 
is reached by the President, I have no doubt about the power of the 
President under the general act for the distribution of the fund allowed 
to the American claimants under the awards of the commission, to dis- 
tribute the money properly among the different claimants, and that his 
power extends to all the claimants. In fact, I claim that I have high 
authority to sustain this view of the question. Subsequent to the pas- 
sage of the act of 1878, when the fifth section was in force, just as it is 
in force to-day, Mr. Evarts, as Secretary of State, in the exercise of a 
sound discretion, and, I think, a correct discretion, concurred in by the 
President, distributed to the claimants that portion of the money due 
the La Abra claimants which had been paid into the Treasury. 

And during the subsequent administration Mr. Blaine, then Secre- 
tary of State, followed the precedent set by Mr. Evarts, ordering the 
distribution of such part of the fund due the La Abra claimants as had 
been paid in by Mexico. Either President Hayes and President Gar- 
field had no right to direct Secretary Evarts and Secretary Blaine to dis- 
tribute the portions of the fund paid subsequent to the passage of the 
act of 1878, and prior to any further or final direction by Congress dur- 
ing their respective administrations, or President Cleveland now does 
have the authority to direct Secretary Bayard to make the distribution 
of the balance, z 

The fifth section of the act of 1878 makes no qualification or excep- 
tion which would authorize the President or Secretary of State to dis- 
tribute part of the fand and withhold the balance. If a portion of it 
must be held until Congress shall otherwise direct, all of it must be 
held until Congress shall otherwise direct. If a portion of it can be 
distributed without such direction of Congress, all of it can be dis- 
tributed without such further direction of Congress. It is a question 
for the decision of the President. If it is true, then, thatthe money is 
tied up in the Treasury,and can not be paid out upon the order of the Presi- 
dent until Congress takes further action, it is very clear that the law 
of 1878 has been violated in case of the payments already made by the 
two former Secretaries of State since the passage of that act. 

I believe they acted within the legitimate sphere of their authority, 
and that the payments made by them were authorized and were legal 
and just; and 1 have no doubt that the President of the United States 
to-day has the like power to order the present Secretary of State to 
distribute the balance, and that he would act faithfully and justly 
and discharge a high duty towards his fellow-citizens who are claimants 
if he would pass such an order. There is, I believe, a legal maxim, 

cintercat reipublice ut finis sit litium—it is the interest of the republic 
ihat there should be an end of suits. 

Where is to be the end of this contention? First, the two sister Re- 
publics enter into a solemn treaty or contract submitting claims of the 
citizens of the respective Governments to an international commission, 
and they bind themselves in the strongest terms known to the English 
and Spanish languages that the judgments of findings of that commis- 
sion shall be absolutely final and conclusive, and no effort shall be made 
to evade or set them aside. : 

These two awards were made, the judgments rendered by a tribunal 
of unimpeachable integrity. Both Goveruments were solemnly pledged 
to carry them into effect. That pledge-was in the interest of the whole 
people of the two Republics and especially in the interest of the claim- 
ants who had been successful in obtaining judgments. After judg- 
ments of unquestioned validity had been rendered in both cases against 
the Government of Mexico she has used every effort to evade or get rid 
of these judgments. 

Mexico first appealed to our executive department for a rehearing 
of the cases. The Executive brought the matter to the attention of 
Congress, and Congress, whatever may have been its authority, by act 
of 1878 requested the President to examine carefully into the facts 
and to grant a rehearing if the honor of the Governmentshould require 
it. The question was referred to the Secretary of State by the Presi- 
dent, and he in very masterly. argdments demonstrated that Mexico 
had no just cause of complaint and no right in the-premises. But he 
insisted that Congress take action providing for a rehearing of these 
cases on the ground that the honor of our Government required it. 

In 1880 a bill was introduced into the Senate providing substantially 
for the same relief which is intended to be given by the present bill; 
in other words, providing for a reference of the case to a Federal court. 
That bill was referred to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. That 
committee was composed of Allen G. Thurman, chairman, Joseph E. 
McDonald, Thomas F. Bayard, L. Q. C. Lamar, Augustus H. Garland, 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, Roscoe Conkling, David Davis, and Matt H. Car- 
penter. Certainly an abler Judiciary Committee of the Senate never 
existed at any period of the Government. 

That committee took up this question, and after reciting the fifth 
section of the act of 1878 and reviewing the claims of Mexico to a new 
trial in equity, and the able report of Secretary Evarts, they discussed 
the points in the La Abra case and the Weil case, and they say: 


In the investigation that bas taken place in the State Department under at- 
thority of the fifth section above quoted, no suggestion appears in the report of 
the Secretary that the honor of the United States, the p: iples of public law, 


uire that this case should be re- 
tried; but on the contrary, after stating considerations of public policy which 


or thë considerations of justice and equity, 


would seem to forbid the reopening of the case, the questions of honor, princi- 
ples of public law, and considerations of justice and equity are left to Congress 
to deci This would involve an investigation by Congress of facts of an in- 
ternational character, which in the opinion of the committee properly belongs 
to the executive department, and which it was the intention of the fifth sec- 
tion of the act of June 18, 1878, to leave with that department, 

They add: 


The bill under consideration proposes to withdraw these two claims from the 
domain of international jurisdiction and place them before a tribunal organized 
and existing solely by virtue of the Jaws of this country; and in this way it 
would seem designed to avoid the opening of other questions of complaint t 
are known to exist in behalf of citizens of the United States whose claims for 
various causes failed to receive favorable consideration by said commission 
under the treaty creating the commission. t 

The second article of that treaty bound the two governments absolutely and 
conclusively by the final awards of the commission and the umpire, in 
cases coming within its provisions, and it would seem right that if it is to be 
set aside as to one of the cluimants, it ought to be by a new convention in which 
provision should be made for doing justice to all claimants. 

Then referring to the argument of the Secretary of State showing the 
conclusiveness of the judgments, and to his proposition to submit the 
question to Congress, which is claimed to have plenary power over the 
subject, the committee say: 

The reasoning of the Secretary azainst the propriety of such a course as this 
would seem to be unsatisfactory. But in the aspect these casesare presented to 
us we feel constrained to report back said bill adversely and recommend its in- 
definite postponement. 

This was the decision of the ablest Committee on the Judiciary, and 
I say it with great respect for all other Judiciary Committees, that has 
existed in the last twenty years, and probably within the history of 
the Government. This opinion of the committee applies to the bill 
now pending with all the clearness and force with which it applied to 
the bill then before the committee. The two bills are very similar, and 
the objects of both were identical. 

We would naturally have thought there ought to have been an end 
of litigation when this report was made to the Senate and the bill then 
pending wasindefinitely postponed. Butnotso. Mexicothenappealed 
to the Executive; and a treaty was negotiated between President Ar- 
thur and the President of the Mexican Republic, which was regular and 
within the power of the two Governments. This brought up the ques- 
tion for discussion before the Senate on the motion to ratify the treaty; 
and it was discussed during two or three sessions of the Senate, as is well 
known, and was finally voted down, the Senate refusing by a constitu- 
tional majority to ratify the treaty. We would naturally have thought 
that was the end of the litigation. Butnotso. During the Forty-ninth 
Congress another bill was introduced in the House and Senate to reopen 
andretry thesecases. The Committee on Foreign Relations in the House 
took up the question in the La Abra case and investigated it with great 
care, and by an overwhelming majority reported against the passage of 
the bill. So that action was refused by the Forty-ninth Congress. 

We would have thought then it was time for the litigation to end 
and time that the American citizens who were entitled to this fund 
under the awards of the commission should receive their just dues. 
But notso. Another bill was introduced in the Fiftieth Congress, 
which is now under consideration asking substantially the same re- 
lief. Whereisthe matter to end? Unless the President of the United 
States has the nerve and the sense of justice to go forward, as it is his 
duty to do, and distribute these funds, I presume one appeal after 
another will be made to Congress and to the treaty-making power in 
this case for the next twenty years. 

But, Mr. President, what is the rule governing applications for re- 
lief against judgments which obtainseverywhere? It is that to entitle 
the party to relief it is not sufficient that the facts alleged are material, 
but they must be such as he could not by reasonable diligence get 
knowledge of when he was put upon inquiry; for if by such reasona- 
ble diligence the party could have obtained knowledge of the facts 
equity will not relieve him, since that would be to encourage culpable 
negligence. (Story on Equity, section 146.) 

Much less will he be entitled to relief when the proof offered came 
to his knowledge and was in his possession at the time of the trial and 
he declined to use it. 

The Supreme Court of the United States thus states the universal 
rule: 

A court of equity can never be invoked to henge 8 the consequence of laches 
or neglect or the want of reasonable diligence. Whenever, therefore, a com- 
petent remedy or defense shall have existed at law, the party who may have 
neglected to use it will never be permitted to supply the omission to the en- 
couragement of useless and expensive litigation, and perhaps to the subyersion 
of justice. (See Sample rs. Barnes, 14 Howard, 75.) 

Again— 

To entitle a party to relief he must show that he had a good defense which 
he was prevented from availing himself of by fraud or accident, unmixed with 
negligence of himself oragent. (Hendrickson vs. Hinkley, 17 Howard, 445.) 

It follows, therefore, under every known rule of law, that the Mexi- 
can Government, which had full knowledge of the nature of the claim 
and of the evidence given in before the commission to sustain it, and 
which for five years declined to make any defense, and finally made 
none, comes too late with its complaint, and would not be entitled to 
relief in any court of law or equity according to the jurisprudence of 
any civilized nation. : 


1888. 
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Grant that Mexico has the right to file her bill in a court of equity 
seeking relief, she would then have fo set forth the facts and circum- 
stances which, according to her contention, entitle her to relief; and 
I apprehend there is no court of law or equity in this country, or any 
civilized country, that could grant a new trial upon the facts and cir- 
cumstances of this case. If, then, the Republic of Mexico is clearly 
not entitled io relief underany known rule in a court of equity, admit- 
ting her right to go there, then it is very clear that she has no right to 
expect relief by an appeal to the Congress of the United States after 
the treaty-making power has refused the relief sought. 

This case having been heard by an international commission created 
by solemn treaty between the two Republics, and final judgment hav- 
ing been rendered by the umpire in said international court, and said 
umpire having refused to grant a new trial, the judgment in accord- 
ance with the express terms of the treaty became absolutely final and 
conclusive between the parties; but the Government of Mexico having 
appealed to the Government of the United States for a rehearing on 
the ground of alleged fraud committed by the claimant or his agents, 
and the President of the United States having entertained the com- 
plaint of Mexico, and haying consented to enter into a new treaty 
granting a rehearing, and said treaty having been agreed upon between 
the President of the United States and the President of the Mexican 
Republic, and the Senate of the United States being part of the treaty- 
making power having rejected the treaty, and having thereby held that 
the honor of the United States did not require further investigation, I 
hold that this was a finality in this case, and that no branch of the 
Government of the United States has any power to grant a new trial 
or to grant further relief. 

The question being international in its character, or a contest be- 
tween the two governments, no power in either government except 
the treaty-making power was competent to deal with it, or had juris- 
diction in the case. The treaty-making power having agreed upon the 
tribunal which was to hear the case, and that tribunal having tried it 
and rendered judgment against Mexico, on an appeal for a new trial, and 
the treaty-making power of the United States having refused to negotiate 
a new treaty granting relief against the judgment, no other branch or 
Department of the Government of the United States has any jurisdic- 
tion of the case or any right to interfere or grant a rehearing of the case. 
The parties have had their day in court, final judgment has been ren- 
dered, application for a new trial has been refused, the effort to conclude 
a new treaty granting a new trial has beena failure, the treaty-making 
power of the United States having explicitly refused to enter into such 
treaty. 

The question never was a judicial question for the courts of either 
country, and jurisdiction of such matters under the Constitution of the 
United States being conferred upon the treaty-making power exclu- 
sively, neither the legislative branch nor the judicial branch of the 
Government can assume to exercise the jurisdiction of the treaty- 
making power. Ithad jurisdiction; it alone had jurisdiction. It has 
exercised that jurisdiction and final judgment has been rendered, and 
that judgment is absolutely conclusive upon all parties concerned. 

If it is claimed that Congress has the power to annul or set aside a 
treaty by legislative action, that power applies as well to a treaty of 

between this Government and a belligerent as it would toa treaty 
of this character. Butif Congress possesses the power to annul or de- 
stroy a treaty, it certainly does not possess the power to negotiate one, 
or by negotiation to amend or modify a treaty. ‘The only power Con- 
gress claims over that question is the power to set aside a treaty which, 
of course, may involve a question of war or peace. But it does not 
claim and can not possess the power to hear and adjudicate cases of 
claims of an international character, nor has it any right to alter or 
modify such treaty when made by the treaty-making power. 

After a final adjudication of these cases doubts are still raised under 
the fifth section of the act of 1878 whether the President can proceed 
to pay out the balance of the money held in the Weil and La Abra cases 
until further direction from Congress. In the light of the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, Frelinghuysen vs. Key, 110 
United States Reports, page 73, there would scom to be no doubt on 
that question. The Supreme Court says: 

The first section of the act of 1878 authorizesand requires the Secretary of State 
to receive the moneys paid by Mexico under the convention, and to distribute 
them among the several claimants; but it manifests no disposition on the part 
of Congress to encroach on the power of the President and Senate to conclude 
another treaty with Mexico in respect to any or even ali the claims allowed by 
the commission if, in their opinion. the honor of the United States should de- 
mand it, At most, itonly provides for receiving and distributing the sums paid 
without a protest or reservation such as, in the opinion of the President, is en- 


titled to further consideration, It does not undertake to set any new limits on 
the powers of the Executive. 

The fifth section,as we construc it,is nothing more than an expression by 
Congress in a formal way of its desire that the President will before he makes 
any payment on the Weil or Ta Abra claims investigate the charges of fraud 
orig by Mexico; and if he shall be of opinion that the honor of the United 

tates, the principles of public law, or sahara cates of justice and equity, re- 
quire that the awards * * è or either of them,should be opened and the 
cases retried, that he will withhold payment * * * until the case or cases 
shall be retried and decided in such manner as the Governments of the United 
States and Mexico may agree, or until Congress may otherwise direct. 


The court adds: 


From the beginning to the end it is, in form even, onl 


a request from Con- 
gress tothe Executive, This is far from making the 


dent for the time being 


a quasi judicial tribunal to hear Mexico and the implicated claimants, and de- 
termine once for all as between them whgther the charges which Mexico makes 
have been judicially established. In our Opinion it would have been just as 
competent for President Hayes to have instituted the same inquiry without 
this se pe as with it, and his action with the statute in force is no more bind- 
ing on his successor than it would have been without. 

Again the court says, on page 75: æ 

The concluding paragraph of the report— 

Referring to the report of the Secretary of State— 


is nothing more than a notification by the President that unless the means are 
prodded he will consider that the wishes of Congress have been met, and that 
1e aie act on such evidence as le has been able to obtain without the help he 
wan 

The court then refers to the then pending treaty between the two 
governments, which has since been rejected by the Senate, and it adds: 

Under these circumstances it is, in our opinion, clearly within the discretion 
of the President to withhold all further payments to the relators until the diplo- 
matic negotiations between the two governments on the subject are finally con- 
cluded. That discretion of the executive department of the Government can 
not be controlled by the judiciary, 

And I may here add that the diplomaticnegotiations have been closed, 
and there is now no restriction upon the discretion of the Executive 
to dispose of this money according to the award of the umpire who 
tried the case, and neither the Congress of the United States nor the 
judiciary has a right to interfere and by granting a new trial reverse 
the action of the treaty-making power, upon which alone the Consti- 
tution confers the jurisdiction. . 

Nor can Congress confer the jurisdiction on the judicial department. 
The question is a political one that falls properly within the domain 
of international decision, and Congress can no more control it than 
Congress can negotiate a treaty; nor can Congress confer upon the ju- 
dicial department of the Government the jurisdiction to overrule, re- 
verse, or control the decision of the treaty-making power. This view 
of the case is sustained, I think, by the current of authorities gener- 
ally. In the case of Gordon vs. The United States, reported in 2 Wall- 
ace, 561, Chief-Justice Taney discussed this question with great abil- 
ity. The pith of the decision is in these words: 

Nor can Congress authorize or require this court to express an opinion on a 
case where its judicial power could not be exercised, and where its judgment 
would not be final and conclusive upon the rights of the parties and process of 
execution awarded to carry it into effect. 

The power of this great tribunal does not extend to an international 
controversy of this character. The controversy is outside of its judi- 
cial power, and it has no power to pronounce or execute a final judg- 
ment in the case. In fact, it can not call the parties before it, as Mex- 
ico is an essential party at interest to such a litigation, and there is no 
provision in the proposed act of Congress for bringing the Republic of 
Mexico into court to answer, nor is there any way of compelling her 
to abide the process or final judgment of the court. It is very clear, 
therefore, that the Supreme Court has no jurisdiction and that Con- 
gress can not confer jurisdiction in such case. 

When a question was submitted to Caleb Cushing, while Attorney- 
SOY of the United States, of this character (see 7 Opinions, 599) he 
replied: 

The question whether the United States will pay according to their original 
tenor, drafts drawn by the Mexican Government under the Macilla convention, 
or suspend payment at the subsequent request of said Government, is a matter 
of political and not of legal determination, r 

The same legal principle has been decided in numerous other cases. 
See Luther vs. Borden, 7 Howard; White vs. Hart, 133 Wallace, 649; 
Phillips vs. Paine, 92 United States, 132, and cases there cited; United 
States vs. Lee, 106 United States, 209; The Exchange vs, McFadden, 7 
Cranch, 116; State of Georgia vs. Stanton, 6 Wallace, 50; and other 
cases might be cited, but I deem these sufficient. 

I will add that the Judiciary Committee of the Senate in 1880, in 
the case already referred to, similar to the bill now under consideration, 
took the same view of this question. The eminent lawyers composing 
that committee use the language which I have quoted in another part 
of this argument. 

It is clear that the Senate Judiciary Committee of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, after mature consideration, were of opinion that this is a case 
for an international tribunal only, and is not properly the subject of 
investigation by a court of the United States. 

It is well known that many of the claims by citizens of the United 
States, and many just claims no doubt, were either rejected or not 
reached by the commission, where the failure of the claim gave great 
advantage to the Mexican Government; and the committee is clearly 
right in holding that if a new trial is to be had in any case it should 
be before a new international tribunal, and all the cases where com- 
plaint of injustice or hardship is made be again submitted and retried 
by the new tribunal. This would have about it the semblance of jus- 
tice; but to open the cases and set aside two of the awards rendered by 
the commission against the Republic of Mexico, and refuse to set aside 
and rehear the cases in favor of American citizens where complaint is 
made of palpable injustice, would be a hardship and inequality that I 
presume the Senate is not ready to encourage. Let the awards stand; 
let the final judgments rendered by the only competentauthority con- 
trol these cases, or by a new commission open the door for a rehearing 
of all the cases where complaint is made that injustice was done from 
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any cause. Less than this would be a partial adjudication in favor of 
Mexico and a cruel denial of justice to our own citizens. ` 

But, Mr. President, while the conclusivenessof the judgment in favor 
of these American claimants isnot questioned by any department or any 
officer of the Government, the appeal is constantly made to us to do 
justice to a sister republic. 

Those who are constantly asking justice should show a willingness 
to do justice. In other words, it would seem right to adopt the rule 
of equity, that ‘‘he who asks equity must do equity,” and that every- 
body who comes into a court of equity must come with clean hands. 
Now, Mr. President, let us see what is the practice and position of the 
Mexican Government in reference to the conclusiveness of judgments 
where her interests are concerned, or where the rule is changed and it 
is the interest of that Government to insist upon the conclusiveness of 
the judgment. Y 

I understand there are a number of claims of citizens of the United 
States now pending for damages for confiscations and robbery com- 
mitted by the Mexican authorities upon American citizens where the 
Mexican Government carries the cases before its own district judges 
and procures judgments of confiscation of the property of our citizens 
under circumstances of flagrant wrong and outrage, and then refuses 
to do justice to such citizens on the ground that the judgment of its 
own court is conclusive in its own favor. I will cite only one case, 
which, as I understand, is one of a class of cases. 

The Rebecca was an American schooner, engaged in the coastwise 
trade between the States of Louisiana and Texas, making an occasional 
trip to a Mexican port, and was to that extent engaged in the foreign 
trade. At Brashear, La., she took on a cargo of lumber for Tampico, 
Mexico, with regular clearance and regular manifest. She also took six 
boxes of merchandise on board to be delivered at Brazos Santiago, Tex. 
No clearance and no manifest was necessary to carry these goods from 
the port in Louisiana and deliver them at the portin Texas. She sailed 
for Brazos, intending to discharge the part of her cargo there which 
was consigned to that place, and when she was near that port she en- 
countered a very heavy storm, which made it impossible for her to enter 
at Brazos, and she was driven southward by the violence of the storm 
and was badly crippled and in a leaking condition, which made it nec- 
essary to open the six boxes of merchandise intended for Brazos and 
deposit the thirty packages they contained in such parts of the vessel 
as would keep them dry. 

In this condition she found herself at sea off Tampico, Mexico, and 
after much effort she entered that port. On arrival at Tampico, the 
captain of the vessel noted a protest of distress to the American consul. 
Disregarding this protest and frank statement of the condition of the 
vessel and the stress of weather which rendered it impossible for her to 
land at Brazos and deliver the portion of the cargo intended for that 
port, the Mexican authorities on the next day seized the thirty pack- 
ages of goods and arrested the captain of the vessel for attempting to 
smuggle. - He was afterwards released and again arrested and impris- 
oned and required to give bond to answer the charge of bringing in 
goods without the proper papers. The case was brought before a Mex- 
ican court for that districi, and after an order that triple duties be paid 
upon the goods, which the captain of the vessel was not in condition at 
that time to do, it resulted in a seizure of the schooner and the goods, 
and a judgment of the court that they be confiscated and sold, which 
was done, and the money arising from the sale was applied first to the 

yment of triple duties to the Government, and the balance was divided 
ao bse what is known as the ‘‘ corresponding participants,’’ or, in 
other words, as I understand it, the detectives and spies who conducted 
the affair. Here is the case of an American vessel which encountered 
a violent storm off a Texan port where she was to enter and discharge 

of her cargo, and was driven by the violence of the storm in the 
irection of Tampico, her ultimate destination. 

She was badly crippled and in a leaking condition and the persons 
on board were to great hardship and their lives were in great 
peril. In this condition she sought refuge in a Mexican port, where 
she was seized and her captain, an American citizen, imprisoned and 
the goods on board and the vessel confiscated and sold by order of a 
local Mexican court. 

The American consul at Tampico at the time, Mr. Augustus J. Cas- 
sard, in writing to the Assistant Secretary of State of the United 
States, says: 


Ihave, however, stated to them that the trial of that case had left me inti- 
timately convinced that the said schooner had been im roperly seized, consider- 
ing the complete failure of the prosecution in farntahinge ihe slightest evidence, 
implicating the said vessel or her crew in eyen anattempt at defrauding the rev- 
enue of Mexico. Reference to the court's sentence in that case, shows that seiz- 
ure was decreed simply upon pide etre received by the court from Bra- 

the captain’s declaration before the court, stating thatowing 

hich prevailed on the date when said er was 

and which stormy weather 

untrue, since on 

that © fact that the weather 
ane at Brazos) was unusually 


ities, and considering that the 
and close deten: 


apprehension was a mcre medida precautori utionary 
Naaa considered said apprehension and deteni by force to- 
tally arbitrary and od 


In connection with that case, and an almost similar one (the seizure of the 
steamer Pittsbury), allow me toremind you that in both cases my official inter- 
vention was most peremptorily ignored. 

Here, then Mr. President, was the seizure and imprisonment of an 
American citizen, the captain of a schooner, and the seizure and con- 
fiseation of the schooner and cargo that had encountered a storm at sea 
and been driven by stress of weather in a crippled condition into a 
Mexican port, and all the facts and circumstances showed to the satis- 
faction of every honest man that there was no attempt to evade or vio- 
late any Mexican law. But, with a view to plunder, the captain was 
imprisoned and the vessel confiscated and-sold, and the proceeds di- 
vided out between the government and its retainers, and the judge put 
his decision, asappears from thestatement of the consul, upon the ground 
that he had had private information from Brazos that there was no storm 
at the time mentioned, and that the weather was unusually good, when, 
as is shown in another part of the case by the affidavits of respectable 
people and the reports of the weather bureau, the storm was raging at 
the time furiously, as claimed by the captain of the schooner. 

Here, then, is a case where, according to every principle of equity, 
law, and justice, it is the duty of the Mexican Government to pay ex- 
emplary damages to the captain of the schooner on account of the cruel 
and false imprisonment, and to pay to the owners of the schooner Re- 
becca, and of the goods on board which were seized and confiscated, 
full and adequate value for the same. 

Under instruction from the Department of State of this Government 
our late able aud distinguished minister to Mexico, Hon. Henry R. 
Jackson, of Georgia, opened a correspondence with the minister of for- 
eign affairs of Mexico, Signor Igno. Mariscal, and brought the case or 
the Rebecca prominently before the minister, andin behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States demanded reparation and indemnity. 
Now, how was this just claim met by the Government of Mexico? 
Not by showing a disposition to do prompt and full justice to Ameri- 
can citizens who had been imprisoned, outraged, and robbed, but the 
Mexican Government plants itself firmly on the finality of the judg- 
ment of its own district court, rendered in behalf of the Government 
of Mexico against a citizen of the United States, which judgment con- 
fiscated the schooner Rebecca and its cargo, and refused all redress to 
Captain Dujay for his illegal imprisonment. 

In his letter of 31st of October, 1885, Mr. Mariscal, in replying to 
the very able presentation of the case by Minister Jackson, says: 


I deem it proper to transmit to your excel eet f inclosed herewith copy of the 
communication of the Treasury Department of the 5th July of that year, to 
which are annexed the sentences of the district court of the south and center 
of Tamaulipas, which are duly carried out, and have therefore completely ended 
the question in conformity with the laws in force. 

Again, Mr. Mariscal says in the same communication: 

In view of the foregoing aod the executive being unable to remedy or change 
the consequences of an affair which has been followed, resolved upon, and con- 
summa by the judiciary, to whom Captain Dujay was submitted for trial, I 
deem it useless to forward to the court at Tampico the report which your excel- 
lency was pleased to send me with your note ve referred to, 

Again, in his letter to Mr. Jackson, of the 9th of February, 1886, 
Mr. Mariscal says: 

Tt is also shown by the respective documents that as it was communicated by 
the Treasury Department to that of foreign affairs in note of July 5, 1884, in com- 
pliance with the orders of the Mexican court, the were sold at auction and 
the corresponding duties were applied to the federal treasury, the balance be- 
ing distributed anne the corresponding participants. Therefore, Mr. Minis- 
ter, this is a matter which has been examined, decided upon, and executed by 
the jadicial power in conformity with the laws of the Republic, and which must 
not and can not be subject to revision by the executive. 

In the letter of Mr. Secretary Bayard addressed to Shellabarger and 
Wilson, May 26, 1886, he says on this subject: 

All arguments, however, have been unavailing, the Government of Mexico 
eontending that the records of its courts should be incontrovertible. 

Now let us contrast the two cases fora moment. In the one case, an 
international tribunal or commission is formed under a solemn treaty 
entered into by the two republics, each pledging itself to the other in 
the most solemn form to abide by and carry out in good faith the 
awards or judgments of said commission, which it is agreed shall be 
absolutely final and conclusive, and there shall be no attempt to evade 
or delay the execution of such judgments. In the Weil and La Abra 
cases such judgments were rendered by a court selected by both par- 
ties, whose integrity is not questioned, upon evidence that is amply 
sufficient to sustain them, which evidence had been subject to inspec- 
tion of the Mexican authorities for five years, and which they did not 
attempt to rebut. Under this state of the case the Mexican Govern- 
ment appeals to the Government of the United States to set aside these 
binding judgments rendered under circumstances ofso muchsolemnity, 
and grant a rehearing and relieve the Government and people of Mexico 
from the payment of the amount of said judgment. 

In other words, it is an appeal by Mexico to this Government not to 
insist upon the finality of the judgments ofan international court, which 
are admitted to be valid and binding. This is onecase. Now, what is 
the other? An American vessel which has encountered a storm and 
came well-nigh being wrecked, the vessel and the lives of those aboard 
being saved with great difficulty, worked its way in a crippled condi- 
tien into a Mexican port, at once noting a protest of distress and com- 
municating with the consul of this Government, and laying all the 
facts honestly and fairly before the Mexican authorities. The local 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5415 


authorities seeing an opportunity to plunder our citizens interested in 
the vessel and cargo, seize the captain of the vessel and commit him to 
prison, and seize the vessel and cargo, and obtain a judgment of the 
loeal district court of Mexico for the confiscation of the vessel and the 


cargo. The proceeding was high-handed, unmitigated robbery, done 
under the pretext of trial and sentence of a local judicial tribunal of 
Mexico with whose selection and appointment the United States had 
nothing whatever to do. 

This case is brought before the enlightened Government of Mexico, 
and damage is demanded for the false and cruel imprisonment of Cap- 
tain Dujay, and compensation is demanded for the seizure and confis- 
cation of the Rebecca and her cargo. How is this most just and mer- 
itorious claim met? By a prompt disposition to deal justly and fairly 
with the citizens of a sister republic in that spirit of comity ang good 
neighborhood which is invoked in the case now under consideration ? 
No; itis not. But the Government of the United States is met with 
the declaration that the local district court of Mexico, with whose cren- 
tion or appointment this Government. had no connection, and whose 
judgments are in no way binding upon it, has tried that case, as it must 
be admitted, upon an ez parte showing, and has rendered a judgment, 
as the court has informed our own consul, upon private information 
which he professes to have received from Brazos, Tex., and which is 
falsified by the facts, which judgment confiscates the vessel and cargo. 

And we are gravely informed by the Mexican Government, in its 
effort at good neighborhood and international comity, that it will not 
settle the claim; that it will not even investigate it; that there stands 
the judgment of its district court justifying the imprisonment of Cap- 
tain Dujay, and ordering the confiscation and sale of the vessel and 
eargo. That that judgment is final and conclusive and can not be re- 
viewed by the Mexican Government; and compensation for the losses 
and indemnity for the imprisonment are absolutely denied, the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico taking shelter behind the conclusiveness of this 
judgment of its own local court. The only possible justification that 
can be pleaded for the outrage is that it has already been determined 
by the judgment of a court which is final and conclusive, 

While this correspondence stands of record, and while Mexico re- 
fuses under this pretext of the finality of the judgment of its district 
court to do justice in the case mentioned, there can be no just reason 
why anybody should ask that a judgment of an international court of 
the most solemn sanction should be set aside by the consent of the 
American Government for the benefit of the Government and people 
of Mexico. e 

When Mexico comes into court with clean hands we will be ready 
to meet her half way, and extend to her and her citizens in the fullest 
degree the same measure of justice and equity which she extends to 
the Government and people of the United States. This is all she has 
the right to ask. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Georgia, in behalf of a minority 
of the committee, presented his report first to the committee, and then 
presented it to the Senate, and has taken occasion to elaborate that re- 
port, or to explain it, as he says, in some remarks which he has just 
submitted to this body. 

Supposing that it would be proper on my part to make some reply 
to the remarks of the Senator from Georgia against the report of the 
committee, I ask that the report lie on the table and be printed, so 
that I may submit my remarks in explanation of the report of the ma- 
jority to-morrow, before the case goes regularly upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order 
placing the bill upon theCalendar will be reconsidered, and it will lie 
upon the table. The report will be printed, and the Senator from Ala- 
bama will have the opportunity to call it up to-morrow. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 1705) to provide for the erection of a public building 


at Statesville, N. C., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. WALTHALL submitted an amendment intended to Be proposed 
to the bill (H. R. 2952) to allow certain claims for stores and supplies 
taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by the Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as 
the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) submittéd an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

STATUE OF FRANKLIN. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What branch of morning business is in order at 

this time? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Themorning business has been con- 
cluded, but the Chair will receive further morning business if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I desire to offer a joint resolution for present 
consideration and action. 4 i 

The jointresolution (S. R. 96) authorizing the District commissioners 
to designate a site fora statue of Benjamin Franklin was read the 
first time at length, as folows: . 

Whereas Stilson Hutchins has offered to donate to the United States a colos- 
sal statue of Benjamin Franklin in white Italian marble and erect a pedestal 
therefor of Massachusetts granite at his own expense, after plans which have 
been submitted to the Joint Committee on the Library: Therefore, 

It is resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congressassembled, That authority is given to erect the statue, under 
the supervision and direction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
upon such part of the streets or public spaces in the city of Washington, D. C., 
as the said commissioners may designate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first reading having been at 
length, the joint resolution will be considered as read the second time 
by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In explanation of the necessity of the joint reso- 
lution, I ask that a brief letter from the commissioners to Mr. Hutch- 
ins be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washingion, June 14, 1888. 

Dear Sie; The commissioners direct me toacknowledge receipt of your letter 
of the 15th instant containing 2 proposal to erect and present to the capital city 
a statue of Benjamin Franklin, to be placed at the intersection of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, Tenth, and D streets northwest, and to add that while they 
think very highly of the proposition they find that they are without authority 
to grant a permit for its erection om pon ground. Itisn that au- 
thority be obtained from Congress, and the commissioners submit the accom- 
panying blank form of a joint resolution giving them the requisite pwr in 
the premises, which they have no doubt would meet with promptand favorable 
consideration. 

Very respectfully, 


Srizson HUTCHINS, Esq. 

The sketch of the statue is herewith returned. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


If there be no objection, the letter 


W. TINDALL, Secretary. 


FOURTIL VIRGINIA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iwas authorized by the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. VANCE] to withdraw the motion entered by him to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 1890) tə 
amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the 
fourth collection district of Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
withdrawn if there be no objection. 

ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3192) granting 
increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3193) directing the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to convey to William Brown a part 
of an alley in square 120 in the city of Washington on certain condi- 
tions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. ; 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3194) to establish Indian police 
courts and to define their jurisdiction and to regulate judicial proceed- 
ings within the Indian reservations, and for other purposes; which 
yee read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

fairs. 2 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3195) for the relief 
of Louisa Q. Lovell and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
such pension bills on the Calendar as are unobjeeted to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
private pension bills favorably reported upon the Calendar to which 
there is no objection. If there be no objection, the first private pen- 
sion bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

* JAMES M’GOWAN. 

The bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James McGowan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment in line 8, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike ont ‘‘one hundred ” and insert ‘‘seven- 
ty-two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McGowan, late a private of 
Company H, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, and to pay him during 
life a pension of $72 per month in lieu of the one now received by him, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MRS. AURELIA P, HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of Aurelia P. Hall, mother of Wilson S&S. Gilli- 
and, deceased, late a private in Company A, Third Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers ; also of Company G, Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
and still later, of Company C, Fourteenth Infantry, United States Army. 
‘Fhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLARD A. JACKSON. 


The bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willard A. Jackson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Willard A. Jackson, late of Company I, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. HADLEY. 

The bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Andrew J. Hadley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Hadley, late of Company E, Third 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment; ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN M. THORNTON. 


The bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thornton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported amendments, in line 7, after 
“United States,” to insert ‘‘ Navy;’? and in the same line, after the 
words “‘rate of,”’ to strike out “sixty ” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M. Thornton, widow of 
James S. Thornton, late a captain in the United States Navy, at the rate of $50 
u month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. E 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

; MATHEW H. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Mathew H. Reynolds was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name 
of Mathew H. Reynolds, late private of Company B, First Michigan 
Cavalry, on the pension-roll. . ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. ROUNTREE. 

The bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John H. Rountree, late of Company G, Thirty- 
fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING AT STAUNTON, VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. By consent of the gentleman who made the motion 
to take up private pension bills, I ask that the order be suspended in- 
formally, so that we may proceed with the Calendar for a few min- 
utes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not to displace the order already made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia de- 
sire the consideration of any particular bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I want the consideration of the first bill 
in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside to 
enable him to move to take up Order of Business 1410, being Senate 
bill 1291, the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1291) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Staunton, Va. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TIT inquire if the Senator thinks that bill will lead 
to any debate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think not. If it does I shall give way at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is fair it should be done, for that bill 
was taken up and under consideration last evening when we adjourned, 
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and it was stated to the Senator from Virginia thatit could be disposed 
of just as well this morning. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I make no objection. : 
wae Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word “ purchase,’’ to 
insert ‘‘acquire by condemnation ;’’ so As to read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious Building, with fire- 
proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office and the internal- 
revenue office, and for other Government uses, at the city of Staunton, Va, 


The'amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 12, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to 
strike out ‘“‘ seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to read: 
The site and building thereon, when completed upon pan and specifications 


to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not 
exceed in cost the sum of $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21, before the word “‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’”’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ and in line 22, after 
the word ‘‘building,”’ to insert ‘‘ which sum is hereby appropriated ;”’ 
so as to read: 


And no purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of 
$50,000 for site and building, which sum is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Are the words “which sum is hereby appro- 
priated’’ all? I suggest to the Senator from Virginia, as that is an 
amendment, that there cught, for safety, to be added to it “out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,” for fear there may 
be a technical difficulty at the Treasury about paying the money, 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator for the suggestion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the population of Staunton ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ten thousand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a nice town, I know. 

Mr; DANIEL. I move to amend the amendment, in line 22, by 
adding: > 

Out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

WEBSTER C. WEBB. 


The bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Webster C. Webb, late second lieutenant of 
Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN LANG. 


The bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Aun Lang was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mary Ann Lang, widow of Peter Lang, late private Company K, 
Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS C. KECK. 


The bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Louis C. Keck, invalid son of David Keck, 
deceased, latea private of Company I, Sixth Michigan Heavy Artillery, 
at $18 per month. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Susan Jones, widow of Marion Jones, formerly a 
member of Company C, Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MONTI. 


The bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Monti, widow of Ferdinand Monti, for- 
merly an employé in the Quartermaster’s Department of the United 
States Army during the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. BYERS, 
The bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pensica to Benjamin F, Byers was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. Byers, of Frankfort, Clinton 
County, Indiana, late a private in Company F, One hundred and fiftieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amend ment, ordered to- 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLEN M. THIERS. 


The bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ellen M. Thiers, of Battle Creek, Mich., at $12 
per month, on account of disability resulting from disease contracted 
while serving’as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIAS SHAFER. 


The bill (H. R. 6207) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Elias Shafer, late of Company K, Twenty- 
third Michigan Infantry, at $45 per month, in lieu of the sum he now 
receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADA, LEOTA, AND JESSIE PIATT. 


The bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, 
and Jessie Piatt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of Ada Piatt, Leota 
Piatt, and Jessie Piatt, minor children of Josiah Piatt, deceased, late 
of G Company, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 


MARY SULLIVAN. 


The bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Sullivan, mother of John Sullivan, de- 
ceased, late a member of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteers, as if he had left no widow and no minor children. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILFORD WHITE. 

The bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Wilford White was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Wilford White, Company B, Fifth Kansas Volan- 
teer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET A. HILLARD. 


The bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A, Hillard was con- | 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, after 
the word *‘ troops,” to strike out ‘‘and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month from the passage of this act;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro}l, subject to the 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret A. Hillard, widow of 
Frank S. Hillard, late a lieutenant in the Seventh United states Colored Troops. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHANNA ECKHARDT. 

The bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Johanna Eckhardt, widow of Frederick Eck- 
hardt, late a private in the Marine Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRIEDERICKE RAFF. 

The bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Friedericke Raff, widow of the late Theodore Raff, a 
private in Battery K, Second Regiment United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA ANN SHAVER. 


The bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza Ann Shaver, as foster-mother of Ben- 
jamin N. Shaver, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment New 

ork State Cavalry, at $12 per month. ; 


rovisions and | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’CAFFREY. 


The bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James McCaffrey, dependent father of Edward 
McCaffrey, late first lientenant of Company A, One hundred and sixty- 
fourth New York Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. > 

PETER C. CHEEKS. 


The bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 
Cheeks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Peter C. Cheeks, late a private of 
the Marine Corps, at $72 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


B. 8. VAN BUREN. 


The bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Barent S. Van Buren, late a musician in the 
Fourth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. CLEVELAND. 


The bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Cleveland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary L. Cleveland, widow of 
John H. Cleveland, a soldier of the war of 1812, at $25 per month, in 
lieu of the amount now received by her under the law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS R. STURMAN, 


The bill (S. 2872) granting a pension te Thomas R. Sturman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas R. Sturman, late a private in Company 
| G, of the Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| MRS. SARAH J. MARTIN. 


| The bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J: Martin was 

| considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah J. Martin, widow of Samuel 

| Martin, deceased, late of Company H, of the Sixty-fourth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, who was pensioned under certificate numbcred 

| 43906. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

' be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. BELTZER. 


| The bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A, Beltzer was con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
| pension-roll the name of John A. Beltzer. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EVALINA P. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 4025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Evalina P. Brown, widow of Jacob L. 
Brown, late private of Company A, Third Reziment North Carolina 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADELAIDE L. JESSUP. 

The bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll at $18 per month the name of Adelaide L. Jessup, daugh- 
ter of Robert W. Jessup, late a private in Company K, Seventh Regi- 
ment United States Veteran Volunteers, the payments to be made to 
her legally constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senators on the Pension Committee to yield 
to me for a moment, as I am called ont. Yesterday there was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds the bill (H. R. 1451) 
for the completion of a public building at Wichita, Kans. Some time 
since the Senate passed a nearly equivalent bill. I have a note from. 
the Treasury Department stating that it is very important that this 
bill, if passed at all, should be passed immediately in order that the 
plans now under consideration may be perfected. The bill was referred 


5418 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 20, 


to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. I have had some 
conversation with those members of the committee who are present, and 
I ask that the committee be discharged from the consideration of the 
bill in order that it may be considered by theSenate now. It is House 
bill 1451. f 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] moves that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1451) 
for the completion of a public building at Wichita, Kans. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the bill be amended by inserting 
t $100,000” instead of ‘'$50,000’’ as the amount. That is the 
amount of the estimate. $ 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to hear the explanation of the Senator 
from Kansas as to the necessity for this action. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill is exactly in the terms of a bill which has 
already passed the Senate for the same purpose. The subject-matter, 
therefore, has received the assent of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and I am advised by the proper officer of the Treasury 
Department that it is very important, if the bill is to be passed, that it 
should be passed at a very early day. 

Mr. PASCO. This is in the terms of a bill which has already passed 
the Senate? 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely. 

Mr. PASCO. I see no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
Pasco; and Mr. MORRILL were appointed. 

THOMAS WYNNE. 

The bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Thomas Wynne, late a private of Company 
C, United States Infantry, at $50 a month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 6, after the words ‘‘Company C,” I move 
to amend by inserting the words ‘‘Second Regiment;’’ so as to read: 

Late a private of Company C, Second Regiment United States Infantry. 

It is a matter of description. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
‘was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN R. STILES. 

The bill (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of John R. Stiles, of the city of Rochester, N. Y., tate a private 
in Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of New York 
Volunteers, upon the invalid pension-rolls at $45 per month, in lieu of 
the pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

VAN BUREN BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to piace on the 

sion-roll the name of Van Buren Brown, late of Company G, Eighth 

‘ennessee Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. DAYTON. 

The bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
sendin the name of William M. Dayton, late second lieutenant 

Company I, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RUTH ANN PORTER. 

The bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Ruth Ann Porter, dependent sister of George H. Porter, late 
a private in Company D, Third Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Cay- 
alry, on the pension-roll at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT LISLE. 
The bill (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, atsuch rate as his present disabilities may warrant, the name 


-of Robert Lisle, late private in Company H, Thirty-eighth Regiment 


Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BEELE M. BAKER. 


The bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker was con- ` 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Belle M. Baker, widow of Edward Baker, late 
4 itate in Company B, Third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN CONTEL. 


- The bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Benjamin Contel, formerly druammer-boy in Com- 
pany K, Sixth United States Infantry, serving in that company from 
April, 1832, until 1837, and participating in the Black Hawk war, re- 
enlisting in same regiment in 1839 and serving until 1844; who also 
served as private in Captain Morgan’s battalion Missouri Volunteers in 
Florida war; who also served as captain Company F, Ninth Iowa Cav- 
alry, from August, 1863, until February, 1866; and who also served as 
a sergeant in Company H, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry; 
and that he be rated at $12 per month. z 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and paseed. 

CHLOE FRAILY. 


The bill (H. R. 9127) for therelief of Chloe Fraily was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Chloe Fraily, mother of John N. Fraily, deceased, late a 
private in Company B, Seventieth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Vol- 
unteers. ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 

FRANKLIN WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Frank- 
lin White, late private Company K, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-rol], at the rate pre- 
scribed by existing provisions of law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

JOHN LANGLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutesof 
the United States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 
Langland, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
toamend chapter 253, passed June 15, 1878, second session of the Forty- 
fifth Congress, so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
Do ong laws, the name of John Langland, late a private of Com y B, First 
Michigan Sharpshooters: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to prevent the said John Langland from completing his claim on file in the De- 
poroen of the Interior, numbered 109931; and the ne ranhowy) ok the Interior is 

ereby authorized and directed to udicate said claim on the evidence on file 
and to be furnished hereafter : Surther, That in case of the allowance of 
said claim by the Secretary of the Inierior he shall deduct from said allowance 
the amount of money drawn by said claimant under this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill should beamended 
so that the chapter of the General Statutes (and not of the Revised Stat- 
utes) may be referred to. If there be no objection the amendment will 
be made by reference to the Statutes so as to comply with the fact. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

CHILDREN OF MAJ. ABNER MORGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 469) granting a ion to Marie A. Salisbury and 
Almira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 
ary Army, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the names of Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only surviving daughters of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the 
first Continental troops in the war of the Revolution; and to pay each 
of them at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE E. DILLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charlotte E. Dilley, widow of Jonas Dilley, 
late of Company G, Twelfth Michigan Infantry. 
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~ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY DICKINSON. 

The bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘month,”’ to insert ‘‘and also to pay her the amount of pen- 
sion due upon pension certificate numbered 385488, both the monthly 
pension and the pension accrued on the certificate to be paid;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Bott enacted, ete., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary Dickinson, 
the daughter of Archibald Dickinson, late private of Company C, Eighth Regi- 
ment of New York Cavalry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $18 
per month, and also to pay ber the amount of pension due upon pension certifi- 
cate numbered 385488, both the monthly pension and the pension accrued on 
the certificate to be paid through her legally constituted guardian, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA B. PERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 

msion-roll the name of Martha B, Perry, foster-mother of Charles H. 

erry, late of Company G, Fourth Vermont Volunteers, deceased, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. WELLS. 


The bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary A. Wells, a resident of Marshall, Mich., at 
$12 per month, on account of disability resulting from disease con- 
tracted while serving as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL E. WYMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Samuel E. Wyman, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. ORDWAY. 

The bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Charles H. Ordway, late a private in Company 
H, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteers, from $36 to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CYNTHIA WITHERELL. 


The bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Cynthia Witherell, widow of David J. Witherell, late of Cap- 
tain Shumway’s company of New York Militia, war of 1812, on the 
pension-rolls. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. WEST. 


The bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. West, widow of Edward West, late 
corporal of Company E, First Regiment Heavy Artillery, New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMELINE C. YOUNG. 

The bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
eases the name of Mrs. Emeline C. Young, widow of Roswell 

oung, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-ninth New York 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER N. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 


pesonn the name of Walter N. Smith, late a captain of Company 
, Eleventh Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


> AUGUSTUS AXMACHER. A 
The bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto place on the 
pension-roll the name of Augustus Axmacher, late of Company C, One 
hundred and eighty-seventh New York Volunteers, at $40 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY P,- ALEXANDER. 


The bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the name 
of Henry P. Alexander, late of Company F, One hundred and sixty- 
ninth Ohio Volunteers, be placed on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL, JR. 


The bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, 
jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of William M. Campbell, jr., late 
a private in Company F, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 


alry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM P. GORDON. 

The bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at $18 per month, the name of William P. Gordon, de- 
pendent invalid son of William H. Gordon, late a member of Company 
A, Eighty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, deceased. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET E. COOPER. 

The bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Harriet E. Cooper, widow of William B, 
Cooper, late major of the Ninety-eighth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A LUCIUS B. VARNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Lucius B. Varney, late a private of Company E, Fourth 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, to $45 per month. k 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. LOVINA J. REEVES. 


The bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves, of Ellsworth, Me., 
widow of the late Forest Reeves, late of Company M, First Maine Cav- 
alry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY COMMAND. 

The bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-rolls the name of Mary Command, the widow of Thomas Command, 
late a private in Company B, Third Regiment of New York Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL D. CHASE. 

The bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nathaniel D. Chase, late of Company E, 
Thirtieth Maine Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. H. BUCK, 

The bill (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Buck was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of William H. H. Buck, late private of Company G, 
First Vermont Cavalry, and to pay him a pension in accordance with 
the degree of disability actually existing by reason of chronic rheuma- 
tism and resulting curvature of spine and varicose veins of leg. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JULIA WELCH. 

The bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Julia Welch, widow of James H. Welch, late 
private Company A, Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JOINN SHINE. 

The bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of John Shine, late of Company L, Seventh 
Regiment Michigan Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY FLORA, 


The bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora wasconsidered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toplace on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary Flora, now of Ellinwood, Kans., dependent mother 
of Daniel Flora, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Indiana Infantry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARQUIS D. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Marquis D. Davis, late a private in Company B, 
Eighty-ninth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
* a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

~- DELILAH VANDEVENDER. 


The bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Delilah Vandevender, dependent father 
of Jacob Vandevender, late of Company D, One hundred and forty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M. THIELE. 


The bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to reinstate the name of 
Anna M. Thiele on the pension-roll, and to pay to her the same amount 
of pension to which she was entitled and for which she was rated as 
the widow of Peter Simonson, deceased, late captain of the Fifth Indi- 
ana Battery, and chief of artillery on the staff of General Stanley. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN LONG. 

The bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Franklin Long,-of Havana, Kans., late of 
Company A, Sixty-first Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-ro]l the name of John E. Lewis, a private, late of Company 
F, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT M’CLEAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ension-roll the name of Robert McClean, late a private in Company 
, Second Illinois Cavalry Regiment. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MATILDA C. KING. 


The bill (S. 3060) providing a pension for Matilda C. King was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at $50 per month, the name of Matilda C. King, widow ofthe 
late Col. John H. King, brevet major-general of the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the report in relation to the bill just passed 
be-printed in the RECORD, with a letter from General Shermanattached 
thereto. The committee desired that the report should be read, and 

rhaps it would have been done if the chairman of the committee had 
i present at the moment the bill was under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed, if there 
be no objection. 

The report, submitted by Mr. DAvis June 19, 1888, is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill (S. 3060) providing a 
pension for Matilda C. King, have examined thesame and report: 


Accompanying the petition in support of the bill is a mass of testimony illus- 
tratin; the long and honorable military career of the late Col. and Byt. Maj. 
Gen. John H. King, husband of the petitioner; but the whole is so clearly suin- 


marized in the eloquent tribute to his services and memory by General W. T. 
Sherman that the committee adopt his letter as their report, and in its spirit rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill, 


{Indorsement of the “état de service” of the late General John H, King, 
United States Army.] 
New YORK, June 5, 1283. 


I was well acquainted with General John H. King, whose death was reported 
at Washington, D. C., April 7, 1888, and I have just read the above ‘état de serv- 
ice,” prepared officially by General Drum, the Adjutant-General of the Army. 
The period of his service was his whole manhood, from 1837 to 1883, fifty-one 
years, covering the most important e 1 of American history, and very few 
men of to-day realize what they owe of the growth in power, physical resources, 
cultivation, and refinement to the little regular Army commanded by such men 


as John H. King. 
His career, full of dates, resolves itself into three periods—before the civil war, 


during it, and after. In the first and last of these he was on the frontier push- 
ing back the Indians to make room for the enterprising emigrant, establishing 
military posts whence radiated the influence of order, system, and gov- 
ernment. When in 1851 this whole country became convulsed by civil war, and 
when so many of his comrades abandoned their colors, he stood fast, firm in the 
faith, and did a man’s whole share, as above shown, at Shiloh, Stone River, 
Chickamauga, Resaca, New Hope, Kennesaw, and Neal Dow Station, 

It would take a volume to do justice to the subject, and as much of his service 
was directly under my command, I do a simple but grateful duty in adding this 
small tribute to his memory. 

I k for his widow and children the watchful care of a Government made 
rich and powerful by the manly conduct of such faithful servants as was John 


H. King. 
W. T. SHERMAN, General. 
ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 

The bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alex- 
ander was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Eliza J. Alexander, widow of Francis Alexan- 
der, formerly a lieutenant in the United States Navy, from $25 to $50 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DENNERT. 


The bill (S. 3050) ganting a- pension to John Dennert was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof John Dennert, Company K, First Minnesota Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH R. FISHER. 

The bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Sarah R. Fisher, mother of James K. Fisher, late Company 
A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA SETTLE. 

The bill (S. 2990) granting a pension to Eliza Settle was considered 
us in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Eliza Settle, widow of Thomas E. Settle, who was a 
private in Company C, of the Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

E JANES PARKER. 

The bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Parker, late a private in Company E, 
Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA F. DYKE. 


The bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol] the name of Isabella F. Dyke, mother of Edward G. Dyke, 
late first lieutenant and adjutant Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Smith, dependent mother of George 
Harbaugh, late of Company H, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOANNA BARRY. 

The bill (H. R. 4653) to grant a pension to Joanna Barry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joanna Barry, widow of Lieut. Jolin Barry, late 
of Company C, First United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. ORR. 
The bill (H. R. 6761) for thereliefof James H. Orr was considered as _ 
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in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of James H. Orr, late private in Company D, Twenty-first 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and to pay to his legally constituted 
guardian the pension to which he will be entitled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 

JAMES W. HARRIMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James W. Harriman, late of Company E, 
First Regiment Maine Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS BENSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Thomas Benson, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Thirty-second Regiment Maine Volunteers, at $35 per month, 
in heu of the amount he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. HUCKABA. 


The bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John F. Huckaba, a private of Company H, 
Second Regiment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MAGHER. 


The bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Jobn Magher was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Magher, late of Company F, Tenth Regular 
Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN L. WATSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Susan L. Watson, widow of Adolphus E. 
Watson, late pay director, United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMSON M. DAVID. 


The bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Samson M. David, late a private of Company 
E Thirty-first Regiment Missouri Enrolled Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall pension bills favorably re- 
ported this morning be considered ? ; 

Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) 
vi a adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 21, 1888, at 12 
o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. ' 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—ELIZABETH BURR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: A 
To the House of Representatives : i ° 

I return without approval House bill No. 488, entitled “ An act granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Burr.” 

It is proposed by this bill to grant a pension to the beneficiary therein named 
as the widow of William Burr, who enlisted for one hundred days in 1864, and 
was discharged on the 3d day of September in that year. 

He is iy xe as present on all roll-calls during his service. He died April 
7, 1867, of dropsy, never having made any application for a pension. 

His widow filed an psig for pension in 188v, thirteen years after the sol- 
dier’s death, alleging that the disease of which he died, claimed to be dropsy, was 
contracted in the service. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the dropsy 
causing his death was not due to his military service, but that he was subject to 
the same before his enlistment. 

Iam perfectly satisfied that the rejection upon the poma claimed was correct. 


ROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 19, 1888. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message be printed, 
and, with the accompanying bill, be referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. Á 

The motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD FITZGERALD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, requesting that the papers in the case of Edward Fitzger- 
ald be taken from the files of the House and transmitted to the War 
Department for use by the Quartermaster-General; and it was so or- « 
dered. : 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE NOXUBEE RIVER, NEAR GAINESVILLE, ALA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8343) to au- 
thorize the construction ofa wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Noxubee River, at or near Gainesville, in the State of Alabama, with 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The bill and amendments were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent of the 
House that a recess be taken at 5 o’clock this afternoon until 8 o’clock 
p-m., the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the considera- 
tion of bills authorizing the construction of bridges across navigable 
streams and bills granting rights of way. These bills are very long, 
members have a great interest in them, they involve no appropriation, 
there are a good many of them, and I think thatif we devote one night 
session to the business a large number can be of. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. The bills granting rights of way involve, I sup- 
pose, no appropriation of public lands beyond that made for depots. 

Mr. CRISP. Ipresumeso. Iwill say tothe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that the Committee on Commerce, which I virtually represent 
in making this request, do not consider those right-of-way bills, but I 
coupled them in my request because I was informed that there were a 

many such bills, which involve no appropriations, 

Mr. RANDALL. Bills involving right of way might be subject to 
amendment by making grantsof lands. I do not object to giving land 
for depots if they are 10 miles apart. 

Mr. CRISP. If there is any question about the right-of-way bills I 
will modify my request soas to confine the evening session exclusiveiy 
to the consideration of bridge bills to which there is no objection. 

Mr. PEEL. There is a Senate bill which I intended to ask unani- 
mous consent to have considered now. While itis a bill granting a 
right of way to the Utah and Northern Pacific Railroad Company, it 
also ratifies an agreement with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians. I 
should like to have that bill included in this order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
modify his request, or does he desire to have it put in its original form ? 

Mr. CRISP. If there be no objection, I shall leave the request un- 
modified. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the request to be for the 
consideration of bills of the character indicated to which there is no 
objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. But some of us might not come here if we knew 
that no bills involving grants of the public domain were to be consid- 
ered, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that there are some 
bridge bills, one for a bridge in my own district-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to bridge bills if they con- 
form to the general law. š ° 

The SPEAKER. The question isin relation to bills granting rights 


way. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There is neither a right of way nor an appro- 
priation involved in the bill to which I refer. It simply authorizes 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River. 

Mr. RANDALL. Bills granting rights of way might involve con- 
tests between corporations for the construction of railroads, and I 
would feel it incumbent on me to object to including right-of-way 
bills in the order unless I knew that they were free from the objections 
I have indicated. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I will modify the request so as to confine the 
evening session to the consideration of bridge bills. 

Mr. MAISH. A good many bills haye been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs granting rights of way, which ought to be 
considered as soon as possible. They are bills which, I think, involve 
no controversy whatever. 

AC DATORE, The Committee on Military Affairs is likely to 
get a day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] asks 
unanimous consent that a recess be taken at 5 o’clock until 8 o'clock 
p. m., the evening session to be devoted exclusively to the considera- 
tion of bills authorizing the construction of bridges to which there is 
no objection. TheChair supposes the request to include Senate amend- 
ments to House bills of that character. Is there objection? 

Mr, BUCHANAN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia, whether the Committee on Commerce intends 
to make any effort to recover the two lost days. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, yes. I will state to the gentleman that the Com- 
ae Hog Commerce have reported perhaps more than one hundred and 

Mr. BUCHANAN. - Because there are bills reported from that com- 
mittee which are just as important as these bridge bills, and we have 


of 


-5422 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


y . i 
> ~ 


JUNE 20, 


already passed more bridge bills than almost any other kind of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘The Committee on Commerce have a proposition pend- 
ing before the Committee on Rules to secure two days for the consid- 
eration of their business, and from conferences that I have had with 
the Committee on Rules I think I can state that if time is given to any 
committees the Committee on Commerce will retain its place. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, That, however, is rather a nebulous assurance. 

Mr. CRISP. That is as far as I ean go. 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. Crisp for an evening 
session for the consideration of bridge bills, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2527) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North 
by the. Duluth, Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Railway Com- 
pany, the bill having been returned from the Senate with amendments, 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that this bill retain its place on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the order just made by the 
House would permit the Committee on Commerce to report back at 
this evening's session any House bill with Senate amendments to which 
there is no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL, Regular order. 

The bill, with the amendments of the Senate, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

. GENERAL G. CLUSERET. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 474) for 
the relief of General G. Cluseret; which, with the amendments of the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate billsof the follow- 
ing titles; which were respectively read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction ofa bridge for railway 
p across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 
Alma, Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2875) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment cf 
certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries of 

mblic lands,” approved June 16, 1880—to the Committee on the Public 
ds. 


The bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridgeacross the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road—tothe Committeeon 
Commerce. 

‘The bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 2515) to provide pneumatic gun-carriages for the War 
Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (S. 2658) to Validate acknowledgments, taken before United 
States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the United 


' States or by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of deeds 
“recorded in said District—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia. 

The bill (S. 3134) for the erection of an additional fire-proof building 
for the use of the National Museum—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

FORT HALL RESERVATION, IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 2266) to accept 
and ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians 
for the surrender and relinquishment to the United States of a portion 
of the Fort Hall reservation in the Territory of Idaho, for the purpose 
of a town site, and for the grant of 9 right of way throngh said reser- 
vation to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and ior other pur- 


Mr. PEEL. I desire to make a request in reference to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The lar order has been demanded. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] will allow me to ask unanimous consent that this bill be in- 
cluded in the order for this evening’s session. It is a bill which the 

ent is very anxious to have passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI yield in one direction I may have to yield in 
en ee 
Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will allow me to submit the re- 

mest for unanimous consent. A bill similar to this has been reported 

m the House committee and is on the Calendar. This bill meets the 
approval of the Department, and its passage is very important. It 
proposes to ratify an agreement which has already been made. 

Mr. RAND. An agreement between what parties ? 

Mr. PEEL. An agreement by the Shoshone and Bannock Indians 


for the surrender of a portion of their reservation in Idaho fora town 
site, and for a right of way to the Utah and Northern~Railway Com- 


Me RANDALL. I understood the gentleman to say, a while ago, 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs had reported no bills granting 
rights of way through Indian reservations. 

Mr. PEEL. This is to carry out an agreement by the Indians them- 
selves. The bill is well guarded. 

Mr.,RANDALL. I prefer to have the regular order. 
eae PEEL. I hope, then, the bill will be retained on the Speaker’s 

e. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will withhold the bill for the present, 

if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. d 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BELMONT, Mr. 
RUSSELL of Massachusetts, and Mr. MORROW as conferées on the part 
of the House on the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international ma- 
rine conference, etc. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


‘Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; 

A bill We R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; 

A bill (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan; and 

A bill (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winne- 
bago reservation in Nebraska. 


” LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
‘To Mr. Crouse, for six days, on account of important business; and 
To Mr. SHERMAN, until July 10, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of certain 
bills granting pensions which were postponed by the order of the House. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, the bills that are set down for a hear- 
ing to-day were brought into the House with the object of having a 
full attendance, and a quorum of members present; the most of them, 
I think, having been brought here at the instance of my colleague 
[Mr. CHEADLE]. He informs me that he will still insist upon a 
quorum being present to vote upon them. It seems to be impossible 
to get a quorum now; and I understand the Committee on Appropria- 
tions desire to proceed with the consideration of the sundry civil bill, 
Considering the importance of having that bill passed before the end of 
the fiscal year, I ask that these pension bills, thirteen in number, I 
belieye, be postponed for two weeks from Friday next. ; 

Mr. MILLS. I can not consent to that. I think the pension bills 
ought to have. remained in the Friday night sessions, and been there 
disposed of. It is a violation of the agreement for gentlemen who meet 
here on Friday nights to take up and partly consider bills and then 
send them forward to block other legislation in the House. If my 
friend frum Indiana wants to postpone these bills—and I think they 
ought to be postponed—to some Friday night, and consider them at 
night, as was originally intended in making the order for night sessions, 
why, then, there is no objection. But I do object to setting aparta day 
for their consideration. We have important public business pending 
to be considered in the day séssions. 

Mr. MATSON. In reply to the gentleman from Texas, I desire to 
state that it is not the fault of the members present at Friday night 
sessions that these bills were not considered then. It is the fault of 
those members who were not present, and who by their absence pre- 
vented a quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; but it is the fault of those present to send them 
forward on the ground that a quorum was not present, and thus take 
up the time of the House for their consideration. It is a violation of 
the agreement. 

Mr. MATSON. There is no violation of agreement. These bills are 
entitled to be considered just as much as any other bills. 

» Mr. MILLS. They are entitled to be considered on Friday nights. 

Mr. MATSON. They are entitled to be considered on Friday nights; - 
but when any gentleman makes the point of order of no quorum, the 
only possible way to dispose of them is to have them considered when 
there is a quorum present. If my friend from Texas and others would 
be present at Friday night sessions there would be no such trouble. 

Mr. BRYCE. One of these bills was made a special order for the 
following day, just before the other bills were referred from the com- 
mittee to the House; and itseems very hard that in that particular case 
a farther postponement should be had, and that consideration should 
not be promptly given to it. It has now waited a long time. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Texas will 
allow me to make a suggestion or explanation, I think he will not in- 
sist upon his objection. Perhaps the gentleman does not exactly un- 
derstand the position of these bills? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. They passed during the pension 
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night sessions, except that on’the final vote under the previous ques- 
tion the ‘point of no quorum was made, and consequently under the 
rules of the House these bills came, forward for consideration on the next 
day; but by consent their consideration was fixed for a certain date, to 
which day they were postponed with the privilege of fifteen minutes 
debate on each side. The previous question was ordered upon the bills, 
and they came over under that condition of affairs. 

Mr. MILLS. I understand that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not suppose that they could 
come up to-day; because there is nota quorum present, as the gentleman 

` who objected perhaps to their consideration atthe Friday night sessions 
does not wish them considered without a quorum. But it would be 
very unfair to those who were here upon the nights when the orders 
were made if they should not have a hearing in this House, and es- 
pecially after the previous question has been ordered upon the bills. 

Mr. MILLS. They ought to have been disposed of at the Friday 
night session. Gentlemen present ought to have had a call of the House 
if necessary to compel the attendance of a quorum. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the first bill. 

Mr, MILLS. I ask, for information, if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is gomg to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the ap- 
propriation bill? 

Mr. RANDALL, Ihave no right to make that motion. 

Mr. MILLS. Youean by moving to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. These bills are in order immediately after the 

| reading of the Journal, the previous question having been ordered 
upon them. 

The SPEAKER. ‘They were not made a special order immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, but were postponed until to-day; and 
under the practice they can be called up at any time. Of course the 
question of consideration can be raised against any one of them. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the previous question operates. 

TheSPEAKER. Yes; but still the question of consideration can be 
raised against any bill, the House having the right at any time to de- 
termine whether it will or will not proceed to consider. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 381) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland, 

Mr. MATSON.. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that no debate is allowed on 
this bill. Five of these bills are postponed with the agreement that 
there shall be thirty minutes’. debate, fifteen on each side. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to postpone the further consideration of these 
bills until Friday night next. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only move to postpone the one 
under consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move to postpone that one. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Better move to postpone it until some 
day session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to postpone the 
further consideration of this bill until next Friday evening. 

Mr. RYAN. LI hope that will not be done, because if postponed to 
some evening a quorum will not be present and the result will be that 
no action will be taken whatever. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The object of the committee is to have 
a quorum present, 

Ir. MATSON. I want to make a proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct a statement which 
was just made by the Chair. The Chair stated that there were five of 
these bills upon which, by order of the House, there was to be allowed 
thirty minutes’ debate. The Chair discovers that there are twelve of 
these bills, upon each of which debate is allowed for fifteen minutes on 
aside. 

Mr. MATSON. I move toamend the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas by fixing the time for the consideration of the bill for next Fri- 
day a week; and further, to provide that the bill shall be considered 
immediately after the House assembles for the evening session, It will 
be impossible to get a quorum here on next Friday night. 

Mr. MILLS. I will accept that. ; 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that that order may be 
made as to all the bills; and I hope we will have a quorum here at that 
time. 

Mr, BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that be- 
yond all question there will be no quorum at that meeting, and the re- 
sult will be to block all pension legislation. 

Mr. MATSON. Why will there not be a quoram? 

Mr. BURROWS. Because members will not come. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If they want the bills passed why will they 
not come? 

Mr: BURROWS. ‘The point is this: Understhis agreement these 
bills are to be taken up first, and therefore that will block all pension 
legislation. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This isa part of the pension legislation that 
has been laid over. ~ 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course there are many cases in which no ob- 
jection is made. 


Mr. RYAN. This order was made because there was no quorum on 
the evening when the bills came up for consideration. The intention 
was to bring the bills up before the whole House, so that the action of 
aquorum of the House could be had upon the bills. We have nota 
full House now. I think that these bills ought to be postponed. 
They should be postponed to a day, not toa night. Iagree that they 
ought to be postponed to some other time. It is a notorious fact that 
there is never a quorum here at evening sessions. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Furtherthanthat, Mr. Speaker, if this motion 
is adopted it will simply have the effect to defeat the passage of any 
other pension bills; nothing more nor less, _ 75 

Mr. BURROWS. Why could not some day be fixed for the consid- 
eration of these bills under an agreement that a vote be taken on all 
of them without debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, no; that will notdo. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and was in doubt as to the result, 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for a division. > . 

The House divided; and thereupon there were—ayes 53, noes 42. 

Mr. MORRILL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
ee [Mr. MILLS] and the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Mor- 
RILL]. 

While the House was dividing the following took place: > 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask the attention of the House for a moment. 
It strikes me, sir, that this is a question which can be solved now if 


gentlemen will have a little consideration one towards the other. I * 
am prepared to go as far towards taking an early opportunity for legis- - 


lation on pension matters as any member of this House, and notwith- 
standing my disabled condition I am willing to come here any evening 
that may be set aside for the consideration of these bills. I believe, 
sir, that is the shortest way to reach them; to fix either Friday night 
or some other night specially to consider these bills. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the proposition now pending. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is the proposition which, in my judgment, 
should prevail. Istate that in the interest of the applicants for pen- 
sions. 1 believe if we adopt some course of that character we will be 
able to reach this legislation and dispose of it in the most satisfac- 
tory manner to all who are interested. I trust our friends will not 
make the slim excuse that we can not get a quorum at an evening ses- 
sion. We have agreed in our contract with the people of the United 
States to come here and discharge all our duties; and on this side of 
the House there seems to be no trouble. I appeal to our friends on 
the other side to unite with us in disposing of these matters at evening 
sessions. Let us not waste all our energy and all our sympathy at 
home in behalf of the soldiers; but let us discharge our duties toward 
them here. I believe, sir, this is the shortest possible way to do it; 
and I ask our friends on both sides of the House to consent to come 
here on some evening which shall be designated by a vote of the House 
to-day. It is evident wecan not get action now. Every one knows 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do we ever have a quorum on Friday night? 

Mr. SPINOLA. If members can not come let them stay at home, 
and let the soldiers understand they have suffered because members of 
Congress have been derelict in the di of their duties. 

Mr. MILLS. I will modify my motion to meet the views of the 
gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. MORRILL, Let us fix upon three weeks from Thursday night. 

Mr. MILLS. All right. à ' 

Mr. MORRILL. Isimply wish to say I am not pressing for the 
consideration of these bills to-day. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that these bills may go over 
until three weeks from Thursday night: 

Mr. MORRILL. I am utterly indifferent whether it be one week, 
two weeks, or three weeks. i 

Mr. MILLS. Then let it be three weeks from Thursday night; a te- 
cess to be taken from 5 o'clock until 8. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. RANDALL, Inow move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MOMILLIN in the chair. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the further consideration of appropriation bills. The Clerk will re- 
port the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 46, line 15, strike out “ fifty-five thousand dollars” and insert “sixty-five 1 
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Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand an itemized 
statement from the Commissioner of the General Land Office showing 
in detail the requirements of local land offices throughout the country 
for clerk-hire and incidental expenses. The amount is $217,000. Of 
this amount $171,600 is for clerk-hire, $32,115 is for office rent, $5,020 
is for furniture, $3,618 is for fuel, $2,549 is for registration fees, and 
for findings the amount is $2,876. There are employed in the local 
land offices two hundred and one clerks, not including the clerical 
force employed in contest cases. In other words, there are employed 
for the necessary clerical work, exclusive of contest cases and the mak- 
ing of abstracts and copying of plats, two hundred and one clerks, and 
for payment of that service and all classes of incidental expenses this 
bill allows only $155,000. Deducting from the appropriation in 
this bill the amount that is absolutely necessary for rent of offices, 
there is left $123,000 for the payment of clerical force and other inci- 
dentals. 

This makes the salaries of the clerks in the local land offices $615 
each per annum, or about $51 per month. Now, it must be conceded 
by all that competent clerks for the performance of this service can not 
be employed for anything like $50 per month. In addition to that, the 
expenses for new furniture, for registration fees, and for findings must 
be deducted from this amount. ‘This compels the registers and receiy- 
ers of the local land offices to pay the excess of clerk-hire, and it isim- 
possible to employ a competent clerk for less than $100 per month. 
‘The adoption of the appropriation in the bill compels the registers and 
receivers to pay from their own salaries of $3,000 a year each—not from 
the office fees, but from their salaries—$50 per month for clerk-hire. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office informs me that his esti- 
mate for this service was $217,000, but that when it was sent to the 
Secretary of the Interior he was compelled by that officer to accept the 
estimate of $165,000, knowing when he did so that it would be impossi- 
ble to pay for the service with that amount. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
with this statement of facts before him, I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations will at least accept the pending amend 
ment adding $10,000 to this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I want the attention of the com- 
mittee fora few moments, because I wish to speak plainly in relation 
to this and kindred matters in connection with the public service. If 
I understand what brought the Democratic majority to this House, it 
was the assurance they gave the country that they would abolish all 
needless offices and reduce public expenditures wherever it could be 
done with safety. To that line of policy the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, in its majority at least, has strongly adhered. 

We see that the last administration in its final year spent for these 
purposes $140,000; and in the face of that we are told by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Lands that the sum of $217,000 is necessary for this 
purpose for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. McSHANE. That is, since the fees have been taken away from 
these officers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, take from that the $80,000. The fees were 
never obtained fairly. 

Mr. McSHANE. Still, they were in the hands of these officers all 
the same. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yesterday this House increased the appropriation 
for registers and receivers $24,000 over the amount recommended by 
the Committee on Appropriations. Now, I want to say to this side of 
the House at least that the Committee on Appropriations have given 
months of attention to these qtestions, and have made an investigation 
into every item of this bill; and when they make their recommenda- 
tions they make them upon a thorough review of all the facts. I say 
with deliberation that the Committee on Appropriations understand 
perfectly well that a number of these land districts ought to be dis- 
pensed with. Twoof them have been di with, as I understand, 
in Michigan; two more ought to be dispensed with in Minnesota; two 
more in Wisconsin; two more in Kansas. Why? Because in those 
districts nearly all the lands subject to entry have been surveyed, and 
the officers could be dispensed with without injury to anybody. In 
view of these circumstances the Committee on Appropriations think they 
have a right to ex at least from the majority side of this House, 
support in their effort to adhere determinedly to the policy which put 
the representatives of our party in power here. 

When in this paragraph we give $155,000, the sum which was ex- 
pended last year, we make an adequate appropriation; and I say further 
that there is no purpose on the part of members of the Committee on 
Appropriations on either side to cripple the public service in any de- 
gree. I hope that, under these circumstances, the amendment will be 
voted down. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BLANCHARD to 
strike out ‘“‘ fifty-five’’ and insert “‘ sixty-five,” so as to make the ap- 
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propriation for contingent expenses of land offices $165,000, it was not 
agreed to, there being—ayes 15, noes 59. : 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber 
on the public lands, $75,000. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out ‘*75’’ and inserting ‘‘90,”’ so as to make the appropria- 
tion ‘'$90,000’? instead of ‘‘75,000.’? I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is ready to accept this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not think that paragraph has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk has just read the ph. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in his remarks a few moments ago, to state that 
there has been a consolidation of certain land offices, and that others 
ought to be consolidated; but he did not tell this House that there are 
now more land offices in existence than ever before in the history of 
this Government. He argued that there had been this consolidation, 
in order to show that the amendment adopted yesterday was improp- 
erly adopted; and he makes that statement in the face of the fact that 
although $500,000 was appropriated in the last sundry civil bill to 
cover salaries and commissions of the registers and receivers of land of- 
fices there was at the end of the year a deficiency of $60,000; and that, 
we when there were fewer land offices in existence than there are to- 

ay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, since we have passed that paragraph, I will pro- 
ceed to address myself to the amendment I have just sent to the desk. 
I will take occasion, however, to state that when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania asserts that this side of the House should keep in line 
with the policy of economy which brought the Democratic party into 
power, Iam fully in accord with him. I believe as thoroughly as he 
does in just and properly applied economy. But when we have before 
us the experience of past years, showing that every one of the appro- 
priations which have been made to cover the expenses of this branch 
of the public service has been insufficient, I say a continuance in that 
line leads beyond economy and trenches upon parsimony. 

Not one of these appropriations, made in years past, under the head 
of ‘‘ Expenses of the collection of revenue from sales of public lands,” 
has been sufficient to defray the just expenditures of that branch of 
the service, and the Committee on Appropriations know this fact. 
Under the head of ‘‘ Depredations on public timber’’ they propose to 
appropriate $75,000, when the amount asked for by the Secretary of 
the Interior is $90,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is done under this head of ‘‘ Depredations 
on public timber?’ The special agents appointed by the General 
Land Office are paid out of thisfund. Their operations extend all 
over the United States where there are public lands, and their duty is 
to protect the timber on the public lands from those who would tres- 
pass upon it, The agents of the Government who protect the Yellow- 
stone National Park are paid, I believe, out of this fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ob, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. We make a distinct appropriation for that. The 
military authorities now take care of that park. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Atany rate the timber on all the public lands 
of the United States is protected by the special agents of the Land 
Office, who are paid out of this fund. The number of these special 
agents I do not know, but they are many. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERMANN obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Commissioner of Public Lands in his last 
annual report, speaking on this subject of depredations on public tim- 
ber, says: 

TIMBER TRESPASS, 

The appropriation of $75,000 for the prevention of depredations on the public 
timber is totally inadequate. The vast field to be covered, stretching from 
Florida to Alaska, can not be supervised by twenty-five special agents, nor can 
the determined efforts of timber depredators, many of them corporations with 
millions of dollars at their command, to despoil the forests of the country, be 
met by puny attempts to check their unlawful and disastrousacts. The serv- 
ice is more than self-supporting, and draws no money from the Treasury that 
is not more than returned to it by fines and recoveries. 

It is no part of an intelligent or defensible policy to make timber depredations 
a source of revenue. The object to be attained is to save the forest lands from 
unlawful destruction, and if this can be accomplished by appropriating the 
whole of the ie derived from trespass prosecutions there should be no 
hesitancy in allowing the administrative department the aid, at least, of the 
money it recovers. estimate for the next fiscal year is $100,000 for this pur- 
pose, a modicum only, X must say, of the amount that could be beneficially and 
profitably expended, , 

It will be observed that the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice recommends $100,006 for this service. The Secretary of the In- 
terior reduced that $100,000 to $90,000, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations has still further reduced it to $75,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat what I said in reference to the salaries 
of receivers and registers of the land office; that they are no charge 
tothe public Treasury. The amount recovered by these special agents 
in the way of prosecutions, criminally and civilly, amounts to more 
hegre’ ne wee which the Committee on Appropriations have embodied 
in this bi 
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I hold in my hand a statement made by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, to which I call attention. 


Statement showing actual results accomplished by the special-service division 
of the General Land Office from March 4, 1885, to April 30, 1888. 
TIMBER-DEPREDATION BRANCH. 

[Legal proceedings recommended for timber trespass.] 


Amountin- | Crimi- 


Civil. volved. nal. 
March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1885... 41 $215, 147. 83 61 
July 1, 1885, to June 30, 1886 . 275 5, 774, 272. 84 679 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887 ... 222 082, 236. 72 493 
July 1, 1887, to April 30, 1888. 372 3,011, 206,72 579 
RENAL AE A EE T E estos 910 | 11,082, 864.11 | 1,812 


[Amount recovered on account of timber trespass. ] 


March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1885 (estimated) $30, 000. 00 
July 1, 1885, to June 30, 1886 (from official records) ~ 101,086.44 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887 (from official records) 128, 642.09 


July 1, 1887, to April 30, 1888 = official records).... peaks 
July 1, ye to April 30, 1888 (estimated amount recoverd not yet re- 
ported 


Total amount recovered ...........s+00essecesseossesenecsenes sossen season sn saucers 

Civil suits pending June 30, 1887, 323, involving $6,907,820.55. 

Criminal suits pending June 30, 1887, 436. 

Three hundred and ninety-nine thousand six hundred and seventy- 
five dollars and thirty-six cents is the amount recovered in the time 
mentioned and paid into the Treasury through the civil and criminal 
prosecutions of parties who had depredated on the public timber. It 
thus ap that this service is more than self-sustaining. If this is 
so, why should not an adequate appropriation be made to cover the ex- 
penses of the service? 

There is no economy, Mr. Chairman, in a policy which denies it. I 
submit to the House that the sum of $75,000 is inadequate, and should 
be increased to the full amount of the estimate of $90,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, during the last year of the Repub- 
lican administration $75,000 was given for this service. Every year 
since then that sum has been given, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommend no increase be made therein. 

It is true, with the expenditure of this money we got more back than 
we paid. One year we got $126,000 with $75,000 expended; but I sub- 
mit to this House the object of appropriation is not so much to get 
money back as to create an apprehension in the minds of these depre- 
dators, so as to keep them away from these lands. 

There is no deficiency and has not been during the number of years 
to which I have alluded. I hope, therefore, the amendment will not 
prevail, but that, on the contrary, the appropriation provided by the 
Committee on Appropriations shall be voted instead of the $90,000 asked 
by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last 
word. 

I agree to much that the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions states in reference to this amendment, but I think when he un- 
derstands what has been done by this Administration with such appro- 
priations he will not longer object to the increase asked by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

While this appropriation is the same as the one made for the last 
year of the Republican administration, that administration produced 
no such results as have been produced by the present Administration. 
It is not a waste of money to give all the Commissioner asks for, and 
so I think the amendment should be adopted. I havg in my hand a 
statement prepared at the General Land Office showing what has been 
done, and I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations and of the country to the facts which it discloses. 
There are 910 civil suits pending for timber trespasses, involving nearly 
$7,000,000, and 1,812 criminal actions. 

Since the 4th day of March, 1885, the present Administration has act- 
ually recovered in money on account of such trespasses npon timber 
the sum $399, 675.36. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you not know all that is paid for out ofanother 
appropriation by the Department of Justice? 

Mr. MCRAE. Which? 

Mr. RANDALL. That. 

Mr. MCRAE.. I understand the expense of all suits are paid out of 
the appropiration made for the Department of Justice, but these suits for 
timber trespass are instituted by reason of investigations made by these 
agents. They are Ss acer for that purpose and are paid by the In- 
terior Department. ithout them it is utterly impossible for the dis- 
trict attorneys to prosecute successfully. If the Government expects re- 
sults the Department and the courts must have the aid of the agents. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say they have enough of agents, and Isay when 
you come to look at the aggregate expense to the Government, it is 
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largely in excess, and instead of the service being remunerative, when 
you come to add the fees of district attorneys, jurors, and everything 
of that sort, you will find in this matter of depredation on timber lands 
more is paid than is received. I think it is desirable to keep up the 
system in order to continue the apprehension on the part of these tim- 
ber depredators, that they are not only to be mulcted in damages, but 
they are to be prosecuted criminally. 

Mr. MCRAE. Itis hardly fair to count all the court expenses. I 
hardly think they are any larger than they otherwise would be. There 
are 1,812 criminal suits pending, instituted, I presume, on account of 
the vigilance of the timber agents or inspectors now in the field. If it 
is the policy of this Administration to continue to protect against such 
t , then let us give money enough to get all of the agents needed 
in the field. It is, I think, the duty of this House to give the Depart- 
ment all the money that may be needed to get through with the inves- 
tigations already commenced, and let these cases serve as a warning to 
trespassers in the future, rather than dole it out annually to keep up 
an apprehension in the minds of the evil-doers. 

I do not want an organization of agents kept solely to terrorize the 
settlers of this country. ‘The settlers require no such watching. If 
there is no necessity for these agents, no appropriation should be made, 
and the offices should be abolished. If the pending suits and investi- 
gations already commenced are to be prosecuted, I know that there is 
a necessity for them, and I hope the committee will give all the money 
that is necessary to get through with the matter and call off the force. 

I will ask in this connection to insert in the RECORD a statement 
prepared at the Land Office, giving the figures bearing upon this ques- 
tion. i 
Statement showing actyal results accomplished by the special-service division 

of the General Land Office from March 4, 1885, to April 30, 1888. 
TIMBER-DEPREDATION BRANCH. 


[Legal proceedings recommended for timber trespass.] 


- Amount Crim- 
From— Civil. | involved. inal, 
March 4,1885, to June 30,1885... $215, 147. 83 61 
July 1, 1885, to June 30, 1886... 5,774, 272. 84 679 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887... 2, 366.72 493 
July 1/1887, to April 30, 1888. 3.011, 206.72 579 
a A 2 coke acest A EN O Sas tence vacate} 910 | 11,082, 864.11 | 1,812 


[Amount recovered on account of timber trespass. ] 

March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1885, estimated 

July 1, 1885, to June 30, 1886, from official records... 

July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887, from official records... 

July 1, 1887, to April 30, 1883, from official records....... 

July eid to April 30, 1888, estimated amount recovered 
port 


Total amount recovered .. 


Civil suits pending June 30, 1887, * 323, involving $6,907,820.55. 
Criminal suits pending June 30, 1887, * 436. 


* These figures are taken from the United States attorneys’ reports to this 


office. We can not make a statement of suits pending to a later date (except 
almost entirely by estimate), as but few of the United States attorneys’ reports 
have been received for any portion of this fiscal year. 
FRAUDULENT gjND ENTRY BRANCH. 
Entries and filings canceled: 


March 4, 1835, to June 30, 1855... 395 
July 1, 1855, to June 30, 1886 1,168 
July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887 153 
July 1, 1887, to April 30, 1888.. 960 
Unlawful inclosures: 
Estimated area of public lands from which the illegal fencing has been 
removed, by or through the instrumentality of the agents of this 
I ESSA E NE E E E A A E O OENE acres... 3,591, 179 
Total area restored to settlement.............cccsssseesenscereesees eres... 4,223, 339 


Respectfully submitted. a : i 
s Chief Division “ P” 

Mr. RANDALL. These agents get about $1,400— 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, I think from $1,200 to $1,400. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, $1,200 and $1,400; and get their fare—that 
is, their mileage—and per diem for support, $3 a day, if I recollect. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir. I think that is about correct. They get 
their salary and all ex or allowance for expenses. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. And I hupe, in this connection, that the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations (being of opinion that 
this amount of money was sufficient for the employment of these 
agents) will be sustained. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not of course pretend to know how many men 
are needed, and therefore defer to the Interior Department, whose 
duty it isto know. It asks for $90,000, and the committee gives$75,- 
000. The difference is too little to be considered very long, when time 
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is as valuable as itis to the House at this time. Mr. Chairman, I do 
know that the adjustment of claims growing out of alleged trespasses 
by citizens of this country and manufacturers of the lumber, as well 
as the litigated cases and prosecutions, are very often delayed and con- 
tinued for months, and sometimes years, on acconnt of the inadequacy 
of the force whose duty it is to get the witnesses and a clear understand- 
ing of the case. It takes time and money to do this. People are slow 
to furnish evidence to the Government voluntarily. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the appropriations for this service come 
under the head of the Department of Justice. As I remember, the 
amount appropriated here goes simply to agents. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand that, but the investigation of the facts 
necessary to be known before the actions are commenced or the prose- 
cutions instituted must be made by these timber agents, who are also 
expected in some cases to be present at the trial to aid the district at- 
torney. The Department wants more help. 

Mr. RANDALL, Put more agents in. 

Mr. McRAE. ‘Then the appropriation is not enough, the agents 
will not work without pay. : 

Mr. RANDALL. The appropriation ought to be reduced to get rid 
of the dead wood. If these men are not competent to perform the duty 
others ought to be put in their places. 

Mr. McRAE. The men are competent, and do perform their duties 
faithfully, as far as I am advised; but there are not enough of them to 
do what ought to be done. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, a word more in support of the 
amendment. Ofcourse Iam not fooling myself at all with the idea 
that the Committee of the Whole is going to adopt the amendment in 
the face of the objecticns of the Committee on Appropriations; but I 
am going to do my duty and point out the insufficiency of the appro- 
priations so far as they pertain to the Land Office Department. 

‘These special agentsof the General Land Office, whose duty it is to pro- 
tect the timber on the public domain from trespass, are relied upon to 
furnish the names and addresses of witnesses to prove the trespasses, 
whether it be under criminal prosecutions or in civil suits. On the 
30th day of June there were pending in the courts of the United States 
three hundred and twenty-three civil suits, involving $6,907,520, and 
at the same time there were pending in the United States district courts 
throughout the country four hundred and thirty-six criminal proseca- 
tions against timber trespassers. 

. In these cases the Department of Justice pays the expenses of wit- 
nesses who attend the courts to prove up the cases on the part of the 
Government; but the special agents of the General Land Office are re- 
lied upon by the Department of Justice to furnish the names of the 
witnesses to prove the facts and make up the case. This is the condi- 
+ tion of affairs; and yet for this service throughout the length and 
breadth of this great country the Appropriations Committee recommend 
$75,000 instead of $90,000 asked for by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and that, too, in face of the fact that both the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office have stated that 
$75,000 has heretofore proven entirely inadequate for this service. 

Now if, in view of this statement of the facts, this House shall see 
proper to ddat the amendment, then let the responsibility rest where 
it belongs. i 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BLANCHARD, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 

Protecting public lands: For. tko protection of public lands from illegal and 

fraudulent entry or appropriation, $109,000. 

Mr. MCSHANE. [I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “one hundred thousand,” in line 24, and insert “ fifty 

thousand.” 

Mr. McSHANE. This, Mr. Chairman, is one branch of the public 
service where, in my judgment, a portion of the public money is use- 

essly ex It is intended by this bill to appropriate $100,000 to 

be used for the employment of twenty-three special agents at nearly 
$5,000 per annum, including e per diem, etc. One hundred 
thousand dollars for prosecuting fraudulent land entries, and only 
$125,000 for the clerical force of two hundred and one clerks employed 
in performing the service, in all the local land offices, one hundred and 
eleven in number. 

Now, it does seem to me that it does not require $100,000 to provide 
fands for twenty-three special agents, if any portion of that amount is 
used to persecute the honest settlers on the public domain. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is correct. 

Mr. McSHANE. I make the charge here on this floor upon well- 
founded information that a portion of these appropriations has been 
used by some of these special agents in the procurement of fraudulent 
affidavits against honest settlers on the public lands. 

I repeat, for the procurement of fraudulent affidavits; and so far as I 
am concerned I am not in favor of appropriating a dollar for that pur- 
pose. Ido not object to the appropriation of the public funds for hon- 
estly prosecuting fraudulent land entries; but I am opposed to appro- 

i the public funds for the persecution of honest claimants, 


ti 
For reason and in view of the fact that the appropriation for per- 


forming the clerical service in that department is, in my judgment, far 
below what it ought to be, and, as is well stated by the department 
itself, namely, that the department must be managed upon a starva- 
tion basis, I am in favor of reducing the amount for the prosecution of 
work in this branch of the service to a reasonable sum, at the same 
time giving them all the n funds in my judgment to prosecute 
the work of detecting fraudulent entries and to carry out the inten- 
tions of the law in that è 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MOSHANE]. Really I think the 
Land Department ought to have in this instance, as in the other, what 
itasks for. Certainly the amount proposed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations should not be reduced from $100,000 to $50,000. There is 
no question but that this Administration has done a great service to 
the country in protecting the public domain, as wellas reclaiming that 
which has been fraudulently entered by individuals and withdrawn for 
and granted to corporations under the Republican administration. 

The showing is an excellent one, and reflects much credit upon the 
Interior Department. It was a difficult and hard work, and to be tlior- 
ough and complete necessarily involved hardships andinjustice to some 
honest people whose entries have been suspended temporarily. We 
all deprecate this fact, and as far as can be we want to avoid it in the 
future. With an increased force of good men under the control of the 
Interior Department as it is now organized, the practice about which we 
have heard so much complaint will cease. Much fraud has becn com- 
mitted against the Government, and in reaching and punishing it sus- 
pensions have been made that ought not to have been made, but there 
was no other way to get at it. 

The fact that honest claims are suspended increases the necessity for 
an early investigation. To get this the Department must have more 
men. I desire to call attention to exactly what has been dono with 
the small foree employed with money that has been given for this pur- 
pose. The administration has in regular course of examination and 
proceedings canceled for abandonment, illegality, and other causes en- 
tries under the peer homestead, timber-culture, desert-land, 
mineral and timber-land laws from the 4th of March, 1885, to the 
12thday of May of the present year, aggregating 27,460,608 acres, to say 
nothing of the thousands and millions of acres yet suspended and awnit- 
ing examination. I know among thesuspended entries there are thou- 
sands of cases, perhaps, where the suspension ought not to exist; but 
with such results as these this House ean not afford to say we will aban- 
don the investigation and give nothing to aid in this important work. 

The public domain must be protected against fraudulent entries of 
every character and kept as homesteads for actual settlers.. This side 
of ee House is pledged to that, and I think it intends to keep that 
pledge. 

I do not indorse all that has been done by this Administration about 
these entries, because I think in a few cases they have suspended en- 
tries in localities where nothiag ought to have beendone. Butit wasan 
honest effort to protect the public lands. Taking it as a whole, ihe 
good is tenfold more than the injury that has come to the couniry. 
Coming into power under the pledge that we would reclaim and re- 
cover the lands that had been granted to corporations and syndicates, 
the Administration entered honestly and faithfully to work to do it. 
The work, as far as it has gone, has been thorough. The quantity re- 
stored by the executive department, exclusive of legislative forfeitures, 
amounts to over 52,000,000 acres. 

The following table and statement shows the quantity of land actu- 
ally restored to the public domain by the present Democratic Admin- 
istration since March 4, 1885, exclusive of forfeiture bills: 


Land actually restored to the public domain. | Acreage. 
Lands in ted railroad limits restored .......,.-cscs-ssescccerpeseeeesere>ee} 2,108, 417, 38 
lands restored 00 
576, 000, 00 


Entries under pre-em 
mineral, and timber 


amination and proceedings in General Land for abandon- 
ment, illegality, and other catses.........1.0.0..crccsensensessecsseses sovs 27, 460, 608, 74 
Invalid State selections restored to United States ......s...ssesisssssssses 968, 747.52 

Total actually restored to the public domain and opened to 
entry and settlement... seses.. ssrocsecesssrneserou senpeseescesee coveeseee| OS; 437, 872. 00 


With this showing there ought to be no objection to this appropria- 
tion from any friend of iheadministration. The settlers whose entries 
are suspended demand it as well as the Administration. How do you 
expect ever to dispose of these questions unless Ae provide the means? 
It is neither economy nor justice to withhold the money asked. Háv- 
ing suspended all entriesin certain localities until we can overhaul and 
overtake the dishonest settlers, it is absolutely cruel to refuse to delay 
consideration. Give thema ce to be heard at once, and if their 
entries are honest let them have their patents. Itison behalf of the 
honest settlers of the country as well as the Department that I speak 
and ask that the appropriation be made. So I hope the amendment 
will not be adopted; butif there is to be any change at all let the 
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amount be increased to $150,000, as the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office has asked. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

This is by no means a partisan matter. It concerns the rights of the 
people, their rights in a particularly precious respect, their rights of 
property, their rights to possess their property without aggravation and 
embarrassment by uncalled-for surveillance on the part of the Govern- 
ment; it concerns the right of the poor to their all, their homes, I 
want sincerely to congratulate the Democratic party upon one thing: 
That at last there has come to this House a man with courage enough 
to stand up and tell the truth as he knows it about the management 
of these land affairs in the West. 

We have had enough of detraction heaped upon these settlers by a 
ministerial officer regardless of the consequences of his reckless accu- 
sation or without a considerate examination of the premises on which 
he gésts an accusation against a great class of people and a great section 
of country. I congratulate my colleague from Nebraska [Mr. Mc- 
SHANE] upon the fact that he has stood here upon this floor and de- 
nounced a system which has grown up foreign to freedom, outrageous 
as far as the property rights of the people are concerned, and yet which 
has gone on for years, during the present Administration unchallenged, 
at the hands of men on the Democratic side who have scores of times 
told me in private conversation that they denounced the conduct of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office so far as his treatment of the 
Western settlers was concerned. 3 

‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] tells the House of the 
fruits of the labors of the secret agents of the Government. I have a 
great deal of respect for the gentleman from Arkansas. I have a pro- 
found respect for the gentleman who at present presides as Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. I can scarcely measure, I am frank 
to say, the absence of respect with which I view the gentleman who 
was his immediate predecessor,and who has fastened upon this country 
a policy infamous in its operation upon the rights of honest men. 

The gentleman from Arkansas speaks of the number of claims that 
have been rescued from the hands of thieves and scoundrels in the West. 
I think my friend is mistaken generally, and so far as the agricultural 
West is concerned I know he is. I think the information from which 
the gentleman speaks—the daily history of the Land Department—is 
colored by the accursed policy of the man that Mr. Cleveland was com- 
pelled to fling fron: the official position which he had disgraced for three 
years, and this in deference to the inalienable rights of the settlers of 
the West whose property and honor he had assaulted without the justi- 
fication of truth. And now let mesay this, and in saying it let me add 
that my colleague from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] and myself can 
speak upon this subject with that authority which comes from personal 
knowledge. : 

We have known these men in Nebraska “from the ground up,” be- 
cause we knew them when they lived in the sod house, and have seen. 
them evolve themselves from the sod house into the frame house and 
the happy home, and have seen the wild prairie, which science con- 
demned twenty years ago asa desert, pass from the sea of grass in which 
the bison swam into a great land of schools, churches, colleges, thrift, 
civilization, and wealth. [Applause. ] 

Now, I say that the great presumption is, springing from the accom- 
plished fact of the settlement and development of the West, that that 
which these men have done could not have been done by conspirators 
against law, could not have been done by perjurers, could not have 
been done by thieves, could not be accomplished by scoundrels. And 
yet until now the uncontested allegation has stood, so far as the Dem- 
ocratic side of the House is concerned, that these men were in a con- 
spiracy against good government, that they were stealing the public 
domain by millions of acres, that they were achieving States by iraud, 
falsehood, and perjury. 

Now, for the first time I have heard a Democratic voice raised to as- 
sert the truth as I know it, and scores of you Democrats of the South 
and West know it, and yet you and your party have through all those 
years stood mute while the fraud-frantic head of a great department 
of the Government was, in the name of reform and by means that would 
have disgraced the inquisition, robbing the settlers of the agricultural 
West of the homes they were struggling to fourid at the expense of 
every comfort, in the face of every privation, and sometimes at the cost 
of life itself. 

I say I have listened for a voice to be raised on the Democratic side 
in behalf of the honest men, making the bravest struggle for a home 
that men have ever made since labor set its conquering foot upon the 
rock at Plymouth. I have listened for three years, and never until 
* now have I heard it. You have dismissed our pleas saying they were 
partisan and for effect. Alas! can the soul of mortal man become 
deadened with prejudice that justice must speak through the prosti- 
tuted voice of politics or remain unheard ? 

The gentleman from Arkansas says that 13,000,009 acres have been 
*‘ rescued ” by the policy of this Administration from cattle syndicates, 
etc., and I remember from my investigation of that subject that what- 
ever amount may have been rescued from the clutches of the so-called 


conspirators against the public domain there are upon the records of the 
office something like 87,000,000 acres belonging to'actual settlers now 
tied up, and how tied up? Tied up upon the complaints and the secreti 
“informations” of these special agents that you are asked to give $100, - 
000 to maintain them in the field. 

Thirteen millions of acres taken from the guilty and 87,000,000 acres 
taken from the innocent—an undivine mission this. Punishmentis ak 
portioned by all the laws from God to man for the guilty and not for the 
innocent. From this ‘'tieing’’ process the land west of the Missouri 
will never escape if you continue the policy of paid spies, whose confi- 
dential whispers, conceived and considered in secret, are received and ac- 
cepted by the authorities here as sufficient ground for the cancellation 
of the prima facie title otherwise unchallenged and unimpeached. 

Will this House vote money to further continue a system in which 
accusation is accepted as proofand suspicion as conviction? Whereare 
the loud-voiced and long-tongued advocates of the Constitution on that 
side of the House who usually go about seeking for something to de- 
vour? Where are they, and why do they not lift their voices for the 
laws and the people, both of which must go down before this system? 
Where else than here, under any system, earthly or unearthly, isa man 
robbed of the presumption of innocence and convicted by assuming the 
truth of the charge that he is guilty? Out upon this un-American in- 
famy that we are asked not only to endure but to pay for. 

Let me give you an example. A friend of mine, if you please—a 
constituent—was accused by one of these agents. It was stated that 
his land had been procured by indirection, and that the evidence of the 
fact would be found upon the files of the General Land Office in the 
report of a special agent. I went to the Land Office and asked Mr. 
Sparks if I could see the report. He said: ‘‘In what capacity do you 
come??? Isaid: “Iam asked to do so by this constitnent.’’ 

A MEMBER. What do you mean by ‘‘procured land by indirec- 
tion?” 

Mr. LAIRD. It was charged by this special agent that the man 
from whom my constituent had purchased the land had not'complied 
with the land laws 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN was recognized. 

Mr. LAIRD. Let me complete this statement. It is due to public 


justice that it should be done. 


Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. LAIRD. Five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. LAIRD. It was also charged that the man who had taken the 
land under the land laws had taken it with the understanding that 
he was to sell it to this constituent, who invited me to go to the Land 
Office and look at the record. I was asked in what capacity I came. 
I showed my letter asking me to examine the record. I was refused 
the opportunity to do so. I then asked, ‘ Will you allow me as a 
member of Congress to see it?” The answer was, ‘‘No, sir.” I said, 
‘*What have you done upon the accusation of this agent?’’ The re- 
ply was, ‘‘The claim of your friend has been canceled. It has been 
suspended, and he has been told that if he desires to appeal from the 


decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the Secre- ` 


tary of the Interior, he may do so within a certain length of time.” 
Now, here was an accusation involving the title to tty which, 

so far as the United States is concerned, is final. The title which he 

had received from the original settler was based on the final receipt, so 


called, of the register and receiver of the land office in the district in - 


which the land was taken, which receipt, under the decisions of the 
courts, is not only prima facie evidence of title, but, under all the State 
and a recent United States circuit court decision in Oregon, vestthe pur- 
chaser with a vested right, of which under the Constitution he can not 
be divested except by due process of law; and you, the makers of law, 
do not need to be told that due process of law is trial, public trial be- 
fore a court of ¢ mpetent jurisdiction provided with a jury, and ac- 
companied by the precious privilege of confronting and cross-examin- 
ing the accusing witnesses. 

This money is asked to perpetuate a system which possesses only the 
damning merit of the substitution of secret accusation for public proof, 
of the ex parte decision of a mere ministerial officer, based on the ex 
parte hearsay and unsyorn statement of a spy, for the formal, public, 
and reviewable decisions of a court. The question is: Will you con- 
tinue a policy which spoils men of their title on private accusation by 
a special agent, and denies the Representative in Congress, or any other 

n interested in behalf of the settler, access to that accusation, 
which is treated by officers of the Department as a private paper? 

I have spoken from my personal knowledge of the matters discussed 
here and their effect upon our people, and I say there is scarcely a man 
in this Honse who, if he knew the facts as my colleague [Mr. Mc- 
SHANE] and myself know them, from actual observation, would con- 
tend for an instant in favor of granting a dollar of this appropriation. 
It is outrageous, it is infamous in its operation upon the rights of set- 
tlers. You gentlemen of the South come here pleading against the in- 
vasion of your homes and premises by the revenue officers of the Govern- 
ment, and in the discussion of that subject you naturally grow warm. 
I come here in the same spirit, pleading for the right of my people to 
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enjoy their property without being harassed by the paid spies of a free | Mr. RANDALL. I hope that amendment will be agreed to. 


government. [Cries of ‘‘Good!’’ on the Democraticside. ] 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). Help us to wipe them out. 
- Mr. LAIRD. I will. > 

Mr. Chairman, what is the state of business in the Land Office, and 
what are you doing by this amendment to afford a remedy? Do you 
not know that there are millions of acres the title to which is im- 
peached by the mere ipss dixit of an executive officer having no par- 
ticle of judicial power, millions of acres the title to which is tied up 
and nobody contests, nobody asks that the title of the settler shall be 
put in question? They are condemned unheard and hold their very 
homes at the mercy of a body of men paid to hunt them from the land 
into which is merged their toil and torture. 

I will vote any amount of money which Mr. Stockslager, whom I 
believe to be an honest and conscientious officer of the Government, 
may ask for the purpose of expediting business and bringing to an end 
the delays which, by reason of the want of mere clerical force, have 
become so burdensome to the people of the West—the people interested 
in getting titles from the Government totheirlands. But while I will do 
that, I will never vote a cent of money which will add to burdens that 
can never be relieved by any amount of clerical force at this end of 
the line. While there may be some trouble here, the great trouble 
which is causing this delayin regard to land titles is at the other end 
of the line, arising out of this system of special agents, who by the 
mere breath of suspicion can overturn the muniments of title which 
settlers have acquired by compliance with the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to fix by consent a time within 
which debate on this paragraph may be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. PETERS. I would fke to occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ivwould like five minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And I, five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would be glad to have five minutes. Isug- 
gest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that he had better allow the 
debate to go on for a while without limitation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Three-quarters of an hour ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask consent, then, that the debate be limited 
to forty-five minutes; and I am willing to leave the distribution of the 
time to the Chair, except that I would like to control the last five 
minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I shall object, unless the gentleman will in- 
crease the time to sixty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to allowing sixty minutes, 
except that I mean to try and pass this bill to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is right; we will stay with you. 

Mr. RANDALL. If there is to be an hour’s discussion on every 
paragraph, we shall not be able to do that. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘This is one of the few paragraphs on which there 
should be considerable latitude for debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to limit debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto to forty-five minutes? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I propose sixty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the House decide between us. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The question recurs first on the amendment 
making if sixty minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My proposition is to object to the forty-five 
minutes suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL]. 

Tae CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the committee rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Webhave no quorum present. There areonly 
fifteen minutes in dispute. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
object to granting us sixty minutes, as this isa very important question. 

Mr. RANDALL. [insist upon my motion that the committee rise, 
as I want to pass the bill to-day. 

Mr. PETERS. There is much more money recovered in these 
prosecutions than the appropriations which have been made for the 
service. 

Mr. RANDALL’s motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10540) making appro- 
priations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, and had come tono 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill; and 
pending that motion I move that all debate on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto be closed in forty-five minutes, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to make it sixty minutes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to make it thirty minutes. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We understand this proposition as well 
now as we will by any further debate. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question first recurs on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, that the debate be limited to 
thirty minutes. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 19. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This question does not seem to he understood. 
Some members think the proposition is to give thirty minutes in addi- 
tion to the forty-five minutes proposed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope gentlemen will consent to limiting the de- 
bate to forty-five minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No; we must have sixty minutes. ŢȚ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. FOR- 
NEY and Mr. BLANCHARD. ; 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, noes 36. 

Mr. FORNEY. No quorum has voted, and I now ask, by unani- 
mous consent, that, as a compromise, debate be limited to fifty minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion and the amendment and the amendment thereto were 
withdrawn. f 

The question then recurred on Mr. RANDALL’s motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole, and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. McMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and by order of the House all debate 
on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto is limited to fifty 
minutes. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]. : 

Mr. RYAN. How is the time to be divided? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule limiting debate to five minutes 
the Chair will recognize gentlemen on hoth sides, giving an equal por- 
tion to each side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to be recognized for the last five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana rise to oppose 
the amendment or to favor it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. . I rise to oppose it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Task, by unanimous consent, to be permitted to in- 
sert in the remarks made by me on this subject some tables and other 
matter in addition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 


dered. = 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
LAIRD] has spoken with too much passion to be either just or fair. I 
do not know what personal reasons the gentleman may have for bring- 
ing his personal controversies into this House, and that does not con- 
cern me. But itis not often thata member deems it just and proper 
that he should assail on this floor an absent citizen, especially one who 
for many years had been an honored member of this House, with 
terms of abuse and denunciation. 

The judgment of the country, Mr. Chairman, is, I think, that in 
the employment of its officers and agents this Administration has been, 
as a rule, singularly fortunate. Whatever else may be said about the 
administration of Grover Cleveland, I think that all men of both po- 
litical parties throughout the country accord to his administration an 
honorable purpose and a desire to secure to the people the blessings of 
good government. And I feel sure, sir, that the public j udgment, in 
reviewing the multitude of men who have held offices under this Ad- 
ministration and the services rendered by each, if it selected one who 
had rendered a service of special and enduring value to the people, 
reflected ial honor on the Government, whose integrity rose above 
all question, who left the public service with the regrets of millions 
of people, that public judgment would without hesitation designate 
General Sparks, of the State of Illinois [applause], so recently at the 
head of the great bureau of the public lands. 

I need not stand here, sir, to defend General Sparks. If any man of 
this period has established himself in the confidence of the people of 
this country for rugged integrity and firmness of character, of exalted 
devotion to the public service, that man is the late Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the sun in his course around this globedoes not shine 
upon a man of purer heart, more sterling integrity, or of a higher sense 
of honor and duty than General Sparks, of Illinois. Itisnotn ea 
sir, I repeat, to vindicate General Sparks. He is vindicated by all men 
who esteem high qualities and honorable and valuable public services. 

And it was humiliating to this House to hear this gentleman, so 
long an honored member of this House, so recently filling with ability, 
unfaltering firmness, and unblemished character a high office of Gov- 
ernment, whose great services are fresh in the memory of all men, de= 
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nounced as leaving the public service with discredit—driven from the 
public service by the President of the United States. 

He was not driven from the public service. 

What were the facts communicated to the American people by the 
Chief Magistrate of the nation in this connection? ‘That he parted 
with the services of General Sparks with reluctance and regret; with 
a high appreciation of the services he had rendered the people and the 
honor he had done the Administration. The only charge that ever has 
been or can be made against General Sparks as an officer of the Govern- 
ment, was that he was too strongly devoted to his duties and too in- 
tensely abhorred injustice and fraud. 

Mr. Chairman, men from both sides of this Chamber, something un- 
known in our past experience in this body, and perhaps in the his- 
tory of Congress, Democrats and Republicans as well, impressed with 
the high value of the services General Sparks had rendered to the 
country, urged that his resignation should not be accepted, notwith- 
standing the embarrassment which they realized arose from General 
Sparks’s conflict of opinion, on questions of the administration of the 
land laws, with the head of the Department, and requested in the public 
interest alone that the people should have the benefit of his services. 

Let another instance be found in our time inthe history of this body 
where its members in appreciation of the service of a man who had 
served on this floor with distinguished honor and credit, both to his 
State and himself, impressed with the value of his services in publie 
station under the Administration, had appealed, without regard to po- 
litical differences, for his remaining in office, notwithstanding the em- 
barrassment to the public service of a conflict of opinion between the 
head of a great bureau and the chief of the Department. 

The condition of that, the greatest of the bureaus of the Government, 
the General Land Office, charged with the interests of our public do- 
main, the existence of countless organized schemes of wealth and cor- 
porate power to rob the people and obtain by fraud the lands which 
should be their future homes, demanded the presence of such a man 
as General Sparks, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the Chair will recognize me, and I will yield 
my time to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been the desire of the Chair to recognize 
gentlemen alternately on each side in this discussion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yielded, in the firstinstance, my time to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has promised to recognize the gentle- 
man from Iowa next. 

Mr. WEAVER. If I can be recognized I will yield four minutes of 
the time to the gentleman from Indiana, as he is saying what I wanted 
to say better than I could. 

Mr. LAIRD, I want to ask the House to extend the same courtesy 
to Judge HoLMAN that it extended to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has been limited by order of the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understood that this debate was given 
for the purpose of discussing the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was coming to that in a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to divide the time as 
nearly equal as possible. 

The Chair understands the gentleman from Iowa to yield four min- 
utes of his time to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ness. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole country is well informed as to the circum- 
stances under which General Sparks left the public service. A disa- 
greement between himself and the chief of his Department rendered it 
impracticable for both to remain. General Sparks tendered his resig- 
nation,and under such circumstances the President was bound to con- 
sider the importance of harmony in the public service for the good of 
that service; and the President of the United States, with sincere regret, 
accepted that resignation. General Sparks left the service of the United 
States with the regrets of the whole people who loved honorand purity 
in public office, and with the regrets of the Chief Magistrate of the 
country. All coming time will appreciate the value of General Sparks’s 
services and hold him in high esteem. 

A word in regard to the amendment. Iam surprised at the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE]. 

I am surprised that when all men know the publiclands, now nearly 
exhausted, have been made a prey to plunder on every hand; that when 
a brave,strong, manly, honest effort has been madeand isstill being made 
to secure to the people the portion of the once great public domain yet 
remaining, a policy should be tolerated that should embarrass the 
most searching inquiry into the extraordinary means now being em- 
ployed to appropriate the public land in violation of law, thus actu- 
ally encouraging it by the refusal of Congress to adopt any means to pre- 
vent and defeat the frauds well known to exist. 

Was it a Democratic measure to reclaim the public lands sought to be 
taken from the public domain by fraud and in violation oflaw for the pur- 
pose of dishonest monopoly? Weare notentitled wholly to that honor. 
Mr. McFarland, an honest and upright gentleman, the predecessor of 
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General Sparks, appealed to Congress for $400,000 for the purpose of 
ferreting out these frauds and reclaiming these lands from the public 
plunderers. 

General Sparks renewed that recommendation and request, and still 
but $100,000 was given. I call attention to one single instance of the 
countless number—the Redwood plunder scheme of the Scotch syndi- 
cate, by which the fraudulent entry of 60,000 acres of the most valua- 
ble timber land of Humboldt County, California, was secured and a 
trust created through American agents by aScotch syndicate, no mem- 
ber of which was a citizen or resident of this country—60,000 acres 
valued at $11,000,000. 

Is it possible Congress shall say for the purpose of defeating such 
frauds no reasonable sum shall be given from the public Treasury? Is 
it possible a body of gentlemen can go from New York by proxy, 
not in person, into the Territory of Wyoming and enter under your 
desert-land law 54,000 acres of land and turn it over to a syndicate, 
an absolute fraud, such as my friend from Iowa exposed last evening, 
and Congress refuse to inquire into the fact? Do you say no money 
shall be furnished to ferret out that fraud, defeat it, and secure those 
lands eg the benefit of the people? Your public domain is almost ex- 
hausted. A 

Do gentlemen know that such is the desire of monopolists to reach 
through fraud what remains of your public domain, now so fearfully 
reduced in extent that last year alone the entries and filings in your 
land system reached the enormous proportion of 38,377,039 a¢res, 
more acres than the great State of Ohio, more than the great State of 
Tilinois, entered and filed upon in a single year. Do gentlemen believe 
this is all honestly done? 

The reports of McFarland and of Sparks inform you that a large per- 
centage of lands that are entered are entered fraudulently; notto secure 
homesteads, but to secure land for the purpose of speculating, for the 
purpose of monopoly. And yet itis proposed that the most precious 
wealth of this country, lands for homes for your people, shall remain 
without protection, while fraudulent schemes on all sides assail it. 

Sir, the public interests are aroused on this subject. They demand 
that every acre of this land that can be secured for homes shall be se- 
cured for homes, and that not one acre of itshall be appropriated for mo- 
nopolies or speculation through fraudulent means, through which, ac- 
cording to the best information we have, millions upon millions of acres 
have been taken. Can Congress afford to neglect so important a public 
interest? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. In the moment reserved to me I want to say that 
I hope this committee will make ample appropriation to enable the In- 
terior Department to protect the residue of the public domain from 
fraudulent entries. I want to say one other thing in defense of the late 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, General Sparks, of Illinois. 
Amore conscientious and able public servant never occupied that posi- 
tion. Very few have ever occupied any position in this Government 
who were abler than he. Not only that, but I want to say here that 
if this Administration has made a mistake it was in allowing General 
Sparks to retire from that bureau. With his magnificent courage and 
his incorruptible honesty he was fighting a continent of thieves almost 
unsupported, single-handed, and alone. [ Applauseon Democratic side. ] 
Thatis what I believe about it. Iwanttosay another thing, that there 
is not a land-grabber on this continent of America who will not indorse 


the speech the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] has made to this « 


committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. PETERS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas rise to speak 
in favor of the amendment? 

Mr. PETERS. Iam opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, no one can be so strong in the use of language as to 
displease me in the denunciation of all unlawful appropriation of the 
public domain. No one will go further than I will in supporting the 
integrity and honesty of Mr. Sparks, the lateCommissioner. I have 
no fault to find with himasaman. I have no fault to find with his 
endeavors in trying to retain for the benefit of the public those por- 
tions of the publi¢ domain that have been sought to be monopolized 
by foreign syndicates, by cattle syndicates the world over. Iam with 
him and with all those who commend him heart and soul. 

But the difficulty with Mr. Sparks was not with the man, but the 
system that he used; the failure on his part to discriminate between 
sections which were given up for homestead and pre-emption and sec- 
tions which were valuable only for cattle-pasturing or for the timber. 
That was the difficulty with Mr. Sparks. He placed the prairies of 
Kansas and Nebraska side by side with the large cattle ranches of Col- 
orado, New Mexico, and Wyoming. He yoked the homesteaders and 
pre-emptors upon the lands of Kansas side by side with the men who 
attempted to defraud the public out of thousands of acres in Wyoming 
and in the Territories. In other words, he yoked the humble home- 
steaders who aimed to take possession of 160 acres of land in the same 
yoke and and branded them both equally with the foreign 
syndicates that came in here for the purpose of robbing our public do- 
main of this land. 

There is where I find fault with Mr. Sparks, and there is where I 
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find fault with this infamous system of sending out detectives to go to 
the houses and the homesteads of pre-emptors upon the prairies of 
Kansas and Nebraska, and there seek to spy out something that will 
enable them to make a report that will sustain or cancel the entry of 
the homesteaderor pre-emptor. I bid these detectives God-speed when 
they go out to search for the great land grabs that have been sought to 
be appropriated by the cattle syndicates and the foreign syndicates. 
Contine them exclusively to that field, where they can do effective 
work, and where they will not commit injustice and outrage against 
people who have gone out. to settle honestly on the Western domain, 
and then I will have no complaint to make, and neither will the peo- 
ple whom F represent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. PETERS. Ihave but five minutes. As to my own district I 
speak knowingly, because I have been a resident of that distriet for 
yan, I have seen the first furrows plowed in every county in it, and 

are thirty-six of them; I have held courts in eighteen of those 
counties; I have held the first courts in nine of them; I have repre- 
sented the district here since the Forty-eighth Congress; so I know 
whereof I speak when I say that this system, while it may be applicable, 
perhaps, to Colorado and Wyoming and some of the other Territories, is 
not applicable to my disfrict or to my State. There was a time—and 
I suppose that is what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
was going to refer to—when there were cattle syndicates in the south- 
western portion of my district, but they have disappeared before the 
settlers as the snow disappears before the noonday sun. There is not 
acattle syndicate now in any portion of my district unless it be the 
“syndicates ’’ that are organized by the homesteaders who have gone 
in there in good faith and taken up their 160 aeres of land each and 
have thrown their cattle together into large bodies in order that they 
may be taken care of and herded more economically. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You have traveled through your district? 

Mr, PETERS. Every part of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have you not traveled for miles and miles in that 
State without seeing a single homesteader’s cottage, although every 
acre of the land had been taken for homesteads? 

Mr. PETERS. Ihave not. Years ago that was the case, but there 
is nota county of the thirty-six that has now a less population than 
4,000 people. r 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman admits that formerly the 
land had been taken for homesteads, although no homesteader’s cot- 
tages could be seen upon it. 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; Ido not admit that it was taken by home- 
steaders. I admit that it was squatted upon by cattle syndicates. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] which is to 
reduce the appropriation under consideration from $100,000 to $50,000. 
In my judgment the amount should be increased $50,000 instead of 

ing reduced that sum. The object of this appropriation is to protect 
the public lands from illegal and fraudulent entry. In other words, 
it is to furnish means to enable the Land Department of this Govern- 
ment to prevent what are called the cattle barons from absorbing and 
fencing in large portions of the domain of the people of the United 
States in the West, and also to prevent frandulent homestead entries. 

It was but a few years ago that the press of the country teemed with 
reports of the large area of the public domain in the West that was being 
. fenced in by cattle syndicates without any warrant of law. The gen- 

tlemen from Nebraska, both of them who have addressed the commit- 
tee, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] who has just taken 
his seat, all know that in their own States in 1884 and 1885 there were 
cattle companies, some of them foreign, that had fenced in without au- 
thority of law vast tracts of the public land. 

T hold in my hand a statement of the extent to which this had been 
done. In Kansas there were whole counties fenced in and large areas 
in the counties of Kingman, Pratt, Barbour, Butler, Harper, Comanche, 
and Lane. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have only five minutes. It'is true that in 
most of these cases, perhapsin all in the district of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Perens], these nnlawful inclosures of the public domain 
have been done away with. We all remember the action taken by 
Congress to abolish the evil and the proclamation of the President fol- 
lowing it, and the vigorous action of the Government has doubtless re- 
sulted in the tearing down or taking away the majority of these fences, 
But all of them have not disappeared. Many still remain. 

I hold in my hand a statement of the General Land Office, showing 
the number of acres wrested from these cattle barons to be 3,591,179; 
but there are still cattle companies and firms, and also individuals in 
the West, occupying portions of the public domain without warrant 
of law or right. It is in order to ferret out these people and establish 
the fact that they have inelosed the public lands without authority of 
law that this expenditure of $100,000 is required. The amount rec- 
ommended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office for this 
purpose is $200,000. The Committee on Appropriations gave only half 
that amount, yet now the gentleman from Nebraska proposes to reduce 


the committee’s amount one-half, making the appropriation $50,000, in- 
stead of $100,000. The estimate ofthe Secretary of the Interior is $150,- 
000, and that isthesum which should be appropriated. I can not, Mr. 
i better conclude my remarks than by quoting from the last 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office on this subject. 
I commend his language to the House. 
He says: 

Three years ago my predecessor recommended an appropriation of $100,000 
to protect the public lands from unlawful and fraudulentappropriation. Since 
that od the need of such protection has increased with the intensified de- 
mand for publie land holdings for monopolisticand speculative purposes, Yet 

sum regarded 


Congress at the last session allowed but one-fourth of the as requi- 
site under the preceding administration of the Government. 
Both Congress and the Executive, not less than political es, annually 


for actual settle- 


of the remaining body of public lands, and to re- 
sei: absorbed, If 


Pp Jj property in coal and other 
special classes of lands. Any less appropriation than that asked for would be 
wastefulness of the inestimable treasure of the pupie domain for a penny sav- 
ing in the taking care of it. Property wortha thousand millions at some nomi- 

cash price can not be protected at the same expense as property worth a 
hundredth of that sum. The appropriations heretofore made appear to have 
been upon little or no estimate of the value of the property, the extent of 
territory covered, the widespread persistence and enormous magnitude of fraud- 
ulent claims, nor the shrewd, unscrupulous character of the vast moneyed and 
other influences of the despoilers. 

Public land is already scarce in the public-land Statesand T: ies, not be- 
cause there are no considerable bodies of land still belonging to the Govern- 
ment, but because of wholesale seizures and fraudulent dominion which bar out 
settlers and home seekers, or lay the tribute of speculative prices for the relin- 
quishment of speculative ciaims. Much of this can be prevented, and much 
valuable land now unlawfully held or dominated can be recovered to the legit- 
imate uses of the people if Congress furnishes the means to enforce the laws and 
stay their violation. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, it is true that there have been frauds 
perpetrated on the public domain, and I have always been an advocate 
of every measure that would tend to secure a home for somebody upon 


every quarter section of land in the country. 

I would do nothing that would take away from any one a home upon 
a quarter section of the public domain. But, sir, five years ago it was 
ascertained that cattle syndicates were fencing in the public domain 
where there was no settlement, that other syndicates were fraudulently 
entering the public lands and appropriating them to their own use. 
The lands thus occupied were always in large bodies, and were such 
lands as would attract the attention of those desiring to make settle- 
ment. Those were always notorious cases, the facts being easily as- 
certained, so that very little detective work was required. Congress 
then provided by law for this system, and appropriated $75,000 to en- 
able the Department to send out agents to ascertain the real circum- 
stances in the class of cases to which I have referred. That system 
has been followed up year by year. The Second year we appropriated 
$90,000, the next year $90,000, for the current year $100,000. 

Now there is not a solitary case where there has been a misappropri- 
ation of the public domain in large bodies that has not long since come 
to the notice of the Department. The only office now performed by 
these agents who are sent abroad over the country is to hunt out some 
irregularities in the entries which have been made by settlers, and re- 
port them to the Department, so as to have a settlement or adjustment 
of the settlers’ claims arrested, and the entry possibly canceled on ac- 
count of such irregularities, thus uently expelling from his home a 
man who has in good faith made settlement, and perhaps putting in his 
place another who had incited the action of the agent against the set- 


tler. 

Tn the State of Kansas to-day, I verily believe, no just complaint can 
be made that frauds against pablic land laws exist, although some set- 
tlers upon the publie domain may have unintentionally committed 
some sh Sar po in making their entries. Complaints from this class 
come daily against this pernicious spy system. What is the result? 
One of these agents goes into a settlement, and from some one obtains 
information that is supposed to disclose an irregularity of some kind in 
the making ofan entry. That irregularity is reported, and the settler 
is notified that he must defend his home. Whatis the effect? The 
whole neighborhood is thrown into consternation; a cloud is cast upon 
the settlers’ titles in all that section of country. The result is that the 
settlers stand there constantly menaced with the danger of losing their 
homes, and the result is a general paralysis. Some of these settlers 
have been there for ten years; they hold what is known as the certif- 
cate of payment, upon which transfers have been accustomed to be made 
throughout the Western country. In many cases upon such transfers 
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others have succeeded to the homes of the original settlers. These 
agents having gone around and found irregularities in cases where the 
land has been occupied for & period of several hare the settler is either 
subjected to enormous expense in defending his home or is compelled 
to lose it altogether. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the remarks of 
the gentleman from Arkansas, or the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
McSHANE], who occupied the floor before I came into the Hall. Idid 
hear a portion of the remarks of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
LAIRD], who last spoke, and I sought the floor immediately after he 
had taken his seat for the purpose of uttering some words in defense 
of the policy of the present Administration in regard to the public 
lands, and of refuting the insinuations which the gentleman has cast 
upon the character and services of General Sparks. The gentleman 
from Indiana and the gentleman from Iowa have, however, said per- 
haps all that is needed in defense either of the policy of the Adminis- 
tration or of General Sparks. : 

It is true, as has been said by the gentleman from Indiana, that no 
defense is needed of the course pursued by General Sparks in his ad- 
ministration of the Land Office. The record of his action there refutes 
every imputation upon his ability, fidelity,and honor. But, sir, while 
on the floor I may say that he is a constituent of mine and I have had 
knowledge of him for thirty years; through that period he Lag frend rye 
various public positions, and in all of them he proven hi to 
be the T of incorruptible honesty and unflinching courage in 
the Rachaves ot public duty. : 

What has General Sparks done? When he was placed in charge of 
the Land Office he simply endeavored to faithfully enforce the policy 
of the new President. When Grover Cleveland came into office he in- 
angurated a new land policy—the policy of the party which elected 

m. 

Mr. LAIRD. What do you say in regard to that officer’s suspension 
of the homestead and pre-emption laws? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman must not interrupt me now. 
I have only five minutes, and no time to go into details. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr, Chairman, during the period the Repub- 
lican party was in power nearly 200,000,000 acres were given away to 
corporations. These were lands which belonged to the people, and 
should have been reserved as homes for actual settlers. One of the 
reasons why the people placed Grover Cleveland in the White House 
was that he might redeem the pledges of the Democratic party as de- 
clared in its platform, and reclaim the lands which had been stolen from 
the people. He faithfully entered upon the discharge of the duty which 
the people had assigned him. He selected as Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office one who was noted for his sterling integrity and cour- 
age in the performance of public duty. While in that ofice General 
Sparks simply endeavored to carry out the will of the President and 
the will of the people. The only accusation that is made against him 
by his enemies is that he was overzealous in the performance of his 
public duty. Sir, he should be proud of such acharge. No higher 
compliment can be paid toa public man than that he is free from every 
charge except that of extra zeal in behalf of the public interest. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] has said that Mr. Sparks 
was ejected from his office by the President. There is not a scintilla 
of evidence or fact upon which to base that charge. 

The letter which the President sent to that officer when accepting 
his resignation testified in strong terms of his ability and rugged in- 
tegrity. The President paid him one of the highest compliments which 
ever came from a President to a subordinate officer. Mr. Sparks was 
not removed from office, he resigned of his own will. - 

What was the condition of affairs when General Sparks went into 
the General Land Office? It has been stated by a distinguished Re- 
pouan memberof Congress, my colleague from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON], 

the debate on this floor: 

Take the i gid of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the last 
four gos and you can hardly find a page that is not bristling with accounts of 
fraudulent and fictitious entries—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. Five min- 
utes remain in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I should like to have two or three minutes 


longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. -Thatcan not be done, as there are only five min- 
utes remaining in opposition to the amendment. 

se McSHANE. How many minutes remain in favor of the amend- 
ment n 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining in opposition 
to the amendment, and fifteen minutes in support of it. 

Mr. McSHANE. If no other gentleman desires to speak in favor of 
the amendment, I will yield five minutes of that time, if there be no 
objection, to the gentleman from Illinois to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Illinois 
occupying five minutes longer out of the fifteen minutes remaining in 
favor of the amendment? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman,when interupted I was reading 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD some remarks made by my distin- 
guished colleague [Mr. Payson] June 7, 1886. 

He then said: 

Take the reports of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the last 
four you can hardly find a page that is not bristling with accounts of 
fraudulent and fictitious entries, sometimes amounting to 30,000, 40,000, or even 
as high as half a millionacresin inclosures based on these fraudulent entries. I 


have papers in my desk covering cases where at least a half million acres haye 
been taken under fictitious entries. 


I have no time to go into the details of the many iniquitous frauds 
which have been practiced under previous administrations of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. Ido not say who was responsible for the frauds; I 
only say now they existed, and a strong hand was needed to stop them. 
The new President, his Secretary of the Interior, and Commissioner of 
the General Land Office set themselves faithfully to the task of prevent- 
ing further frauds and reclaiming lands obtained under fraudulent pre- 
tenses. And well have they discharged that solemn duty. 

Sir, one of the grandest of the many great achievements of reform by 
the present Administration is that which it has accomplished in re- 
claiming the lost homes of the people and protecting them from far- 
ther spoliation. AsI have already said, nearly 200,000,000 acres were 
taken from the homes of the people and donated to corporations un- 
der Republican administrations, not one single acre of which was re- 
claimed or attempted to be reclaimed under any of the preceding Re- 
publican administrations. 

Now, what has been done since the Democratic party came inte 
power here and in the White House? What have we done in redemp- 
tion of our pledges? I have official data to show that during the last 
three years the Democratic Administration has restored over 80,000,- 
000 acres of lands to the public domain; and,in addition to that vast 
area, the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office have recommended further reclamations to the extent 
of over 65,000,000 of acres, showing as the grand total result of Dem- 
ocratic policy in this regard, when fully carried into effect, restoring 
over 145,000,000 acres of the nearly 200,000,000 of ‘acres taken from 
the public domain by improper legislation. 

I desire to call attention to the following table, containing a reca- 
pitulation of statement showing the quantity of land actually restored 
to the public domain, and of land recommended for recovery by the 
action of the General Land Office and Secretary of the Interior from 
March 4, 1885, to May 12, 1888: 


LAND ACTUALLY RESTORED TO THE PUBLIC 
DOMAIN, 


Lands in granted railroad limits restored........... 
Forfeiture of railroad grants under acts of 
Railroad indemnity lands restored... A 
Private land claims, withdrawn lands restored.. 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber- 
culture, desert, mineral, and timber-land laws 
canceled in regular course of examination 
and proceedings in General Land Office for 
abandonment, illegality, and other causes....... 
Invalid State selections (internal improvements 
GUA: WWII) ooo ise as ced N E EA 


Total actually restored to the public do- 
maata and opened to entry and settle- 
MONG 225s snc coscadeeessvevonece senccadhoqeooenoscoessoses}aess6o accssensecapoecees 


80, 690, 720. 59 
RECOVERY OF LANDS RECOMMENDED, 
Land within railroad grants recommended for 


mits recommended 
MBIA OE s RSEN EIN N ESS 
Railroad forfeitures under bills now before 
E SER REDAN EAI EEA SEIAS SDS tack „| #54, 323, 996.00 
Private land claims; 
Recommendations to Congress to reject 
claims fore favorably reported....| 4,732, 480.15 
Resurveys ordered reducing areas of 
OMB i sacs iania aaa noka aia 629, 500. 00 
Suits recommended to vacate patents... 635, 255. 00 


Lands forfeited in Oregon and recommended 
for Papel under grants for military wagon- 


Grand total actually restored to the pub- 
lic domain and recommended for re- 


*Under the bill which recently passed the Senate the quantity of land for- 
feited will equal 5,627,436 acres: but the aggregate quantity forfeited under 


the bills of the two Houses, if adopted, will equal 54,323,996 acres as above. 


I have nothing further to say but to thank the House for the exten- 
sion of my time. 
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Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of indifference to me 
what the gentleman may think of a question not at issue, namely, Mr. 
Sparks. I have no malice toward the official dead. 

But since gentlemen on that side wish to drag the name of the de- 
fanct Commissioner into the debate I certainly have no objections. I had 
no respect for him in office and none out; he was oppression incarnate 
to the West; with a bigoted madness which you confuse with virtue, 
he struck down the rights of millions of toiling men and drove other 
millions of half-starved and half-clothed women and children out from 
the shadow of miserable homes. scarcely better than those of the beasts 
of the field, but still their all. He not only did this, but he led a 
conspiracy against the destinies of the yet unborn Dakotas, Montanas, 
and Wyomings. If you love him for what makes him abhorrent to the 
settlers of the West, do so; let even the devil have his due. 

Sparks suspended all the claims in the Western country, and sus- 
pended them without authority of law. I charged it here, and I re- 
peat it now, and I challenge contradiction of the statement, that he 
did it without authority of law and upon perjured testimony and subor- 
nation of perjury of these special agents, hirelings of the Government, 
and instituted by himself. 

That was the policy which was pursued so unhappily and so oppress- 
ively to my own part of the country and my own people. 

But the gentleman says there is not a land-robber who will not ap- 
plaud the remarks that I made, Even so, because the land-robber not 
yet morally dead can appreciate the distinction between justice and 
injustice. But let me tell the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
this, that there is not a homesteader west of the Missouri River who 
will not approve of what I have said, not a toiler who is eking out his 
miserable existence in the tedious battle day by day with the sod and 
the sun but what thanked God when this Herod of the Land Office, 
whose spies were hunting the innocent and the guilty alike, was sacri- 
ficed by a long-suffering Administration, which at last, in very self-de- 
fense, removed this appalling menace to the rights of the people and its 
own perpetuity. 

Irepeat, not a homesteader engaged in the honest effort to hold a claim 
but what took new hope from his political demise, and who will now 
applaud what you provoke me to say. And this is true regardless of 
party. Sparks’s career began and ended in suspension. Hesuspended 
the claims, the laws, and was himself suspended. After the suspen- 
sion of all the claims, which order was revoked by the Secretary—and 
the Secretary was rewarded by having a place on the wool-sack, and 
he might have had the golden fleece—after suspending the claims he 
suspended the laws, and after suspending the claims and the laws he 
was finally suspended, by the gentleman at the head of the Government, 
himself. 

And now, in the estimation of my distinguished friend from Dlinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND], he is sanctified and glorified, and if so, political 
death was a thing for him. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He was not suspended; he resigned. 

Mr. LAIRD. Resigned! Well, perhaps he was resigned, but I doubt 
it, and if so, he had to be. 

I want to say to the House, outside of all this political rot about 
Sparks—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is, in behalf of Sparks—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, that is another question. 

Mr. LAIRD. That the reason why, in the agricultural regions af- 
fected by this system, there is no possible need for surveillance is to be 
found in this fact: There are, for example, a thousand claims in a 
county, each one of which when it passes from the Government into 
the inchoate title under the guaranty of the receiver’s receipt being 
worth from $500 to $1,000. For every thousand claims covered by 
such titles there are from five to ten thousand seekeis, and if there 
is a flaw in the title the man who has possession, if he has not made 
a careful compliance with the law, if he has not plowed, if he has 
not made improvements, if he has not built a house, if you please, 
and if his occupancy has not been in accordance with the law, 
there are a hundred men to point out the defect and prove it in a con- 
test. 

The contestant can go to the Land Office, contest the title as against 
the man who holds the land, and take it from him by due process of law 
on showing the facts; and the rights of the people are thereby protected 
against the interest of those who hold the title illegally by contests in- 
stituted by those who are seeking to obtain honest title to the public 
domain. All these harangues, therefore, about monopolies and about 
cattle syndicates operating on the public domain, and all that sort of 
thing, are, as a matter of fact, the merest humbug so far as Nebraska, 
Kansas, and most of Colorado is concerned. There are no cattle syn- 
dicates in Nebraska and Kansas, nor are there many in the country 
east of the Rocky Mountains—in Colorado. 

The cattle business many years ago struck the high-water mark when 
the rain-fall passed hundreds of miles into the interior; when buffalo 
grass gave way and was supplanted by the blue joint, which is not of 
the character required for grazing purposes. That condition of things 
brought about many changes. The ranches are abandoned and owned 
by settlers; the cattle hare gone to New Mexico and Arizona and to 
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the other Territories; and under the operation of natural causes the 
great herds will soon exist only in history. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. McSHANE. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr, PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor simply to call atten- 
tion to an instance which ap in a paper published in my district 
showing the operation of this system of detectivesin a homestead State. 
This paper says, and I desire to call the special attention of the commit- 
tee to it: 

We had a case come to our observation the other day. It is thatof a lady in 
the south part of this pans who, coming to this county when the best claims 
had been taken, bought a piece of land from the pre-emptor, and up to date has 
paid out for purchase money and improvements the sum of $850, The other 
day, three years after proof had been made, she received a letter from Rowe 
citing her to appear before him at Larned in four days from the time she re- 
ceived the letter with witne: to convince him that he ought not to report 
the land for cancellation. This ret! belongs to the noble army of Kansas school 
ma’ams, and is struggling heroically with the hardships of this year, Itis a 
case of special hardship, but is only one in many that this man has selected for 
interference, 

Now, that will instance one of a good many similar cases that take 
place in that country. Here is the case of this lady who went and 
purchased the right from the pre-empter when he had proyed up and 
obtained his final certificates from the land office. ‘There was a guar- 
anty given by authority of the land officer that this man had com- 
plied with all of the provisions of the law. She goes out, pays for this 
land, and gets his right, and then three years from the time that she 
proved up and paid out her money, going on all the time making these 
improvements, she gets a notice from this land detective, giving her 
four days in which to go back three years, look up the witnesses that 
proved up for the pre-emptor from whom she bought, and get those 
witnesses to the land office 75 miles away, in order to convince him 
the former pre-emptor had complied with the law. 

A MEMBER. Suppose she did not do it? 

Mr, PETERS, In that case her title would have been canceled and 
all the money she paid to the pre-emptor and all the money she paid 
for improvements, $850, which this poor woman had made by school- 
teaching and by hard work, would have been frittered away and would 
haye gone into the coffers of the Government; it would simply have 
been stolen from her, because some man had the impudence to go down 
and complain to the detective that the person she bought from three or 
four years ago had not complied with the law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McSHANE. In offering the amendment to this paragraph and 
in any remarks I made in support of the amendment I do not recall 
that in any manner I cast any reflection upon the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office or the management of the Gencral Land Office so 
far as the administration of that office is concerned. That was far 
from my mind, but the action and procedure of the special agents in 
the field is what I object to. In providing the necessary funds to en- 
able the General Land Office to detect frauds and prosecute fraudulent 
entries I will go as far as any gentleman on this floor. 

But Isay here that the special agents of the General Land Office in 
the field do not confine themselves to the fraudulent entries on the 
public lands, but rather, in my section especially, to the prevention ot 
honest homesteaders from securing titles to their claims. This is 
what I object to. I believe $50,000 is amply sufficient to provide the 
necessary special agents for the detection of fraudulent entries by cattle 
syndicates, or any other syndicates, either foreign or domestic, in their 
fraudulent land entries. Hence, it is not necessary that we should ap- 
propriate $50,000 additional for the purpose, as I have named, of per- 
secuting honest homesteaders in the agricultural States of Nebraska 
and Kansas. - 

I say that this money has been to a certain degree squandered, and 
I say further that this fraud has not been perpetrated by Democratic 
officials or special agents, but in most cases by Republican special agents 
who have held over from preceding administrations. 

Mr. LAIRD. Put them out. 

Mr. McSHANE. Some of them have been put ont. 

Mr. LAIRD. Put the rest out. 

Mr. McSHANE. I say that those special agents have carried on this 
process of the persecution of honest homesteaders to an extent working 
great hardship and inconvenience to those poor people who have under- 
gone the hardships and sacrifices of frontier life to the end that they 
might secure homes for themselves and their children. 

I have knowledge of cases where the special agents have expended 
$1,800 in an endeavor to procure testimony that would defeat the claim 
ofa settler. After expending this amount of money they found the 
title of the settler complete as it was possible to make it; that he had 
in every particular complied with the law. Even after expending this 
amount of money the special agent made request of the General Land 
Office for $1,200 more to continue the prosecution and the gathering of 
testimony against this settler. That would make $3,000 expended in 
prosecuting one case. 

After spending the $1,800 and finding nothing, he suspended the 
case until he could get $1,200 more. 

This isa matter I am opposed to. Those are the proceedings to 
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which I am opposed toappropriate money to continue. But so faras the 
honest prosecution of fraudulent land entries, whether they are made 
by indiviđuals, cattle syndicates, or any other syndicates is concerned, 
I;will go as far as any gentleman in appropriating the necessary funds. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations made an ex- 
haustive investigation, and amid conflicting statements on the one 
hand that frauds were practiced in the expenditure of the money and 
that the money was dishonestly gotten rid of, and on the other th t 
this appropriation was essential to the recovery of the land disposed of 
under fraudulent and illegal entries, we reached the conclusion to give 
the same amount this year we did last year, $100,000. There is nobody 
but what advises the expenditure of this money for the breaking up 
of illegal and fraudulent entries. If this money was expended im- 
propery then the responsibility rests with the administrators of the 

aw not with Congress. We give the amount necessary, and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and those under him had better 
see that the money is honestly expended, rather than indulge in such 
flippant utterances as that Congress is keeping the Land Office on a star- 
vation basis. There is plenty of time for the officials to look after the 
integrity of the expenditure of this money instead of taking the trouble 
to reflect upon the acts of those here in a representative capacity. I 
hope, therefore, the judgment of the committee in giving $100,000 will 
be adhered to, and that no amendment to increase or decrease it will 
be adopted. 

Now, a single word in conclusion as to General Sparks. I sat here 
many years with General Sparks and learned to know that he was a 
man of the strictest integrity, and in his public career quite beyond 
temptation; and I realize the fact, as many others do here and else- 
where, that his removal was a public misfortune. 

Mr. HOLMAN. His resignation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand resignations enforced and I under- 
stand removals; and I think I applied the proper term when I said he 
was removed. But I do not think he was removed by the wish of the 
President of the United States. The responsibility rests in that con- 
nection elsewhere. Perhaps there was a sort of general co-operation 
or machination on the part of those who were interested in the omis- 
sion of the execution of the law. 

That was the trouble with Mr. Sparks, and in my judgment he can 
stand before his country as a public official against the utterances of 
any man. I believe that his public career is without blot or blemish. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now I ask for a vote. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Has the committee voted to limit dis- 
cussion upon this amendment? 

Pepe enn ek There was a limit fixed and that limit has been 
reached. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I was desirous of speaking a few minutes 
upon this amendment, not against it nor in favorof it, but to correct a 
matter of history which has been brought into the discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeis exhausted. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE]. 

The amendment of Mr. McSHANE, reducing the appropriation from 
$100,000 to $50,000, was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 54. 

So the amendment was rejected. S 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, is there an amendment to 
tbat paragraph pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is not. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to amend by inserting, after the 
word “ hundred,” in the twenty-fourth line, the words ‘‘and fifty;’’ 
so as to make the appropriation $150,000. That is the amount recom- 
mended by the Department. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘fifty’’ and inserting “twenty-five.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend the same amount as 
last year. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. TOWNSHEND to 
the so MS of Mr. Stone, of Missouri, and it was rejected—ayes 
8, noes 49. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Irise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that debate is exhausted 
upon the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto. The Chair 
fe recognize the gentleman from Ohio on the next paragraph if he 
desires. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If the committee are willing to increase 
the amount $25,000 I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That the reports of the special agents made pursuant hereto shall 
be open to public inspection, and parties interested in the good faith of the en- 


ee ee shall be entitled to acopy of any report affecting such entry upon 
app: n. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the pointof order that that is new legisla- 
tion. I think it is very safe to trust this matter with the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, who has been cordially indorsed by 
both sides of the House. 

Mr. LAIRD. I make the ers gue that on the information fur- 
nished by these reports of special agents the judicial rights of entry- 
men are affected, and consequently the reports ought to be open to 
inspection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair knows of no Jaw which authorizes the 
action proposed by the amendment. The Chair therefore thinks the 
amendment is subjéct to the point of order, and the point is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Settlement of claims for swamp-land and swamp-land indemnity: For sal- 
aries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, and 
for indemnity for swamp-lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others em- 
ployed under this and the appropriations for “ Depredation on public timber” 
and “ Protecting public lands,” while traveling on duty, shall allowed per 
diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual 
necessary expenses for transportation, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a motion to amend this paragraph. 
It is very seldom that I submit a motion to increase the amount of an ~ 
appropriation, but I think that the Committee on Appropriations, in 
view of the condition of this branch of the service, ought to permit a 
slight increase in the amount. It isveryimportant to the swamp-land 
States, as well as to the Gencral Land Office, that the selection of 
swamp lands shall be completed at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. RYAN. Does not your proposition exceed the estimates ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not looked at the estimates, but I presume 


not. 

Mr. RANDALL. The annual appropriation for this purpose has 
been for many years the amour fixed in this bill, and that has also 
been the amount of the estimate for many years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, if that is the estimate, I shall not press my 
amendment; but at the same time I am satisfied from my knowledge 
of this matter, with which I have become familiar of late, that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office makes a mistake. I think 
that the examination of these swamp lands ought to be concluded at 
the earliest possible moment for many reasons; but inasmuch as the 
Commissioner has not suggested any Jarger sum than is appropriated 
here, I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have heard to-day in the discussion of 
a previous proposed amendment, and frequently at other times in the 
House, statements concerning the granting of public lands to corpora- 
tions, which I wish to correct. 

It has been assumed that the Republicans initiated the policy of such 
grants, and that the Democrats initiated the policy of forfeiting such 
grants so far as they were unearned. Both these assumptions are un- 
founded. The Democratic party, between 1851 and 1860, before the 
Republicans came into power, granted to railroad corporations, as I now 
remember, some 42,000,000 acres of the public domain. 

The Republicans in the Forty-seventh Congress, through their Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill relating to the grant to the 
Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad under an act of Co 
in 1856, it being one of the most objectionable of all the grants. I re- 
ported the bill myself from that committee. I presented it to the 
House under the suspension of the rules, and it failed, members on 
both sides of the House voting against it. - 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ido not yield. Five minutes do not af- 
ford me more than sufficient time to say what I desire to say. 

I think my statement correct, and according to my recollection, 
though I may be mistaken, that was the beginning of the attempt to 
forfeit land grants. I remember no earlier case. The principle on 
which forfeitures of land grants might and should be made was fixed 
by the Forty-seventh Co: which was Republican. 

The fact is that granting lands to aid railroads was at no time a party 
measure, nor has the forfeiture of such grants since become a party 
measure. 

We see now that such grants were carried too far, and that they 
were unwise, as well as vicious in principle. 

Isay that in view of the circumstances the indiscriminate condemna- 
tion of those grants is an indiscriminate condemnation of all parties. 
When the occasion arose for the people to see that a change of policy 
was necessary, men of all parties went forward jointly to redeem, as 
far as possible, and restore to the public domain the lands which, hay- 
ing been granted for railroad p , Were subject to forfeiture. No 
political capital should be claimed in this matter on either side; for 
surely none justly belongs to either party. The Democratic party gave 
away 40,000,000 acres of the public land in the beginning—the best 
of all the lands we have ever had. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say a few words by way of reply in part 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. If I remember 


rightly, all the lands granted for the purposes referred to prior to the 
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advent óf the Republican party to the political control of the country 
did not exceed 30,000,000 acres, and all of that land, I think, with 
scarcely any exception, was granted to the States. =< 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Notasingle acre was ever granted to any cor- 
poration by the Democratic party. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
allow me—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not yield now. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines to 
yie 

Mr. RANDALL. In respect to those grants made before the advent 
of the Republican party to power, the responsibility for the objects to 
which the land was devoted was with the States, fot with the Federal 
Government or any branch of it. I wish to say further, that when the 
Democratic party came into power in the Forty-fourth Congress there 
ceased to be any land grants to corporations. 

Mr. RYAN. I want to ask—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Icannotyield. During the period of Republican 
ascendency there was granted to a single corporation, the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, 50,000,000 acres of the public Jands—20, 000,000 
acres more than had been granied in all directions prior to the advent 
of the Republican party to power. Idesire tosay, to the honor of those 
in control on the Democratic side of this House, that after that party 
came into power in the Forty-fourth Congress not au acre of the public 
domain was ever given to any corporation whatever. We completely 
reversed the policy which had prevailed under the rule of our political 
opponents; we gave no land to corporations, but did all that we could 
to dedicate every available acre of the public domain to the use of actual 
settlers for homesteads. Thisis the truth of history; itcan not be con- 
troyerted. On this record the Democratic party can fairly stand and 
demand the approval of the country. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. ` 

= ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, the richest land grant ever made 
by Congress was a land grant nearly 600 miles long through the State 
of Illinois, through the richest portion ofall.the public domain. This 
grant, which was made to the State of Illinois for the purpose of con- 
structing railways, was through a country every portion of which con- 
tained settlers, a section of country where private interests were already 
constructing railroads, a section of country bounded on the south and 
west by navigable rivers covered with steamers; a section of country 
through the center of which passed a navigable river covered with 
steamers and connected with the Great Lakes by a canal; and on the 
northern border of this section of country were the Great Lakes. That 
was Democratic land-grant on which was made the reputation of one 
of the greatest Democrats who ever lived, Stephen A. Douglas. 

When you talk about the number of acres embraced in land grants, 
it is to be remembered that there is a difference between acres in a 
settled country worth twenty, thirty, or forty dollars an acre, and 
acres in the-desert which without a public grant tu encourage settle- 
ment would not be settled for five hundred years. These land grants 
which penetrated the far West made possible the settlement of that 
Western country. Beyond the pathway of the pioneer, beyond river 
navigation, beyond the possibility of settlement without public en- 
couragement, kesona the possibility of the construction of railroads by 
private enterprise, these later land grants pushed the construction of 
railways and built up homes for the people and empires as a part of 
this Union. This wasa wise policy. Itconnected the twogreat oceans 
which bound our country. It has made of Dakota a magnificent Ter- 
ritory of 600,000 people. It built up the State of Kansas, the State 
of Nebraska, the State of Colorado. 

By and by lands became more valuable, because settlement had 
made it possible for private enterprise to build other railroads, The 
time came to change the policy of the Government and to reclaim what- 
ever portion of these land grants had been abandoned or had not been 
earned according to the terms of the charters. Largely your reclama- 
tions were reclamations of old grants made prior to 186 ts long 
ago abandoned so far as concerned the purposes for which the grants 
had been made. 

Let us treat this thing honestly and fairly. In this House there has 
been on either side scarcely a lisp of opposition to the forfeiture of these 
land grants. Such measures of forfeiture have in general gone through 
without opposition from anybody, because the land grants have been 
abandoned. So far as these reclamations in general were concerned, 
they might have been madein a single joint resolution without discus- 
sion. Theone down in Louisiana, granted in the far-off days of Demo- 
cratic control, has always met with Democratic opposition, and is still 
unforfeited, without a shovelful of dirt having ever been turned along 
the whole line of that grant. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ` 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is strictly trme, as said by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], that under Demo- 
cratie administrations and Democratic Congresses not one single acre of 
the publie domain has been voted directly to corporations. Not one 
singie acre. The only grants ever made by a Democratic Congress or 
signed by a Democratic President were grants to States for internal im- 
provements or for educational purposes. 


The grant my colleague speaks of to the State of Illinois, which be- 
came the property of the Illinois Central Railroad, is the best illustra- 
tion of the manner in which the two different parties have made grants 
of the public domain. What was the condition on which was based 
the grant to the State of Dlinois for the benefit of the Illinois Central 
Railroad? It was provided in the grant that that corporation should 
forever pay into the State treasury 7 per cent. of its gross earnings. 

Mr. ROWELL rose, but the Chairman’s gavel rapping him to order 
prevented his being heard. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me now. I desire to make 
this assertion here now that the State of Illinois is free from bonded 
debt, and if that State was administered by an economic Democratic ad- 
ministration the 7 per cent. of the gross earnings of the Illinois Central 
Railroad which goes annually into the State treasury would pay every 
dollar of the ordinary expenses of the State government. Yet the 
people of the State of Illinois, under extravagant Republican admin- 
istration, without a dollar of State debt, are paying 53 cents on the $100 
of taxable assessment for State taxes, which is twice the sum paid 
in some States burdened with enormous State debts. 

Mr, ROWELL rose. z 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwillnotbeinterrupted. I wish tocall specia 
attention to the fact that lands voted by the Democratic Con prior to 
the war to the State of Illinois, and indirectly to the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company, were given on the condition that the railroad company, 
so long as the charter exists, is compelled to pay into the State treas- 
ury 7 per cent. of its gross earnings. If the Republican Con had 
imposed the same conditions on these Pacific railroads when the im- 
mense grants were made to them, they would have been compelled to 
pay a sufficient sum to free the country from the national debt; that is, 
if they had been compelled, as a compensation for the lands, to pay 7 
per cent. into the Treasury of their gross earnings, as was required by 
a Democratie Congress before the Illinois Central Tailroad Coranany 
could enjoy its grant. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw the formal amendment to 
strike out the last word and now move to strike out the last two words. 

The remark of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that 
the Illinois Central Railroad Company had to pay 7 per cent. of its hard 
earnings is good. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I said ‘‘gross earnings.’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No, the gentleman said *‘ hard earnings.” 
There are some members of the Democratic party who can crawl into 
or out of a small hole, but they can not crawl out of the distinction be- 
tween the grants to States and the grants to railroad companies. The 
grants in 1856 simply made the State the agent, it being a naked trustce, 
and had no more duties than were exacted of naked trustees with title 
in other cases, and was bound to convey the lands to any railroad com- 
pany claiming under the grant. There was no condition of internal 
State improvements. There was no condition of education. 

I am speaking of the nature of most of the grants, and particularly 
of those made in 1856, when the States became naked trustees and 
were bound to give the lands to any corporation on its proving that so 
many miles of railroad had been completed. They did in that way 
indirectly what others did directly, but in effect it was a grant to cor- 
porations by Congress, and intended to be so, and there is no distinc- 
tion between one and the other. 

Again, it has been stated over and over again that the Democratic party 
has done all that has been done in the matterever since. With a Re- 
publican Senate joining in every act of legislation the Democratic House 
seems to claim the whole credit. I have stated before, as I say now, 
an honest man should not undertake to make any political capital for 
party purposes in regard to original grants or the forfeiture of those 
grants. I believe an honest man, on reflection, will not attempt it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is very seldom that I refer toa 
subject on this floor from a partisan standpoint; but I feel, I think, 
justified in suggesting to gentlemen on the other side of the House that 
they misapprehend even recent history in regard to the land-grants 
and the relation of each of the two great parties to them. 

The Democratic party obtained in the election of 1874 control of the 
Forty-fourth Congress and for the first time in many years this House 
was under Democratic rule. That election occurred, so to speak, on 
the heels of one of the great land grants made by the Republican party, 
the Texas Pacific. Now whatoccurred? The very moment the Dem- 
ocrats took control of this Hall I believe the very first resolution sub- 
mitted was one declaring that that policy of land grants should cease; 
and my friends will bear another fact in mind, that that proposition 
had beeu submitted twice before, and was defeated in a Republican 
Congress on a yea-and-nay vote; and more singular still, in view of 
what has been said during the course of the debate this afternoon, on 
both the former occasions to which I have referred the vote was ina 
large degree partisan. It was not, however, when the subject was 
voted upon at the opening of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

What is the history of this matter? Prior to 1861 19,000,000 acres 
of land had been granted, the largest grant being 3,500,000 acres in 
one body; the grants running up in the aggregate to the neighborhood 
of 180,000,000 acres between 1861 and 1873. ‘The first step, then, to 
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meet this was the declaration onthe part of this House in the opening 
of the Forty-fourth Congress that that policyshould cease. During the 
Forty-seventh every land grant had expired, the last on the 
4th of July, 1882. Pending that expiration bills were prepared and 
ready for introduction to declare a forfeiture of the entire unearned 
lands, and in addition thereto to declare the forfeiture of the Northern 
Pacific land grant specifically. 

Every effort to bring one of these measures before the House from 
the termination of these grants in the Forty-seventh Congress up to the 
expiration of that Congress absolutely failed, and one of the most inter- 
esting contentions that I have ever witnessed on this floor was the at- 
tempt to get a vote in some shape or form upon the report submitted 
with regard to the forfeiture of the Northern Pacific land grant, then 
amounting to something over 27,000,000 acres, and subject to forfeiture 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean. But every effort to secure 
even a vote upon it, or upon any incidental question relating to it, was 
voted down and defeated by our friends upon the other side of the 
House and by arbitrary rulings of the Speaker. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And amongst them was the gentleman from 
Ohio himself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatwasthenextstep? Thevery moment thatthe 
Democratie party assumed control of this House, the very first measure 
passed, the very first resolution adopted after the reassembling of Con- 

on the 2ist day of January, 1884, was to declare the sense of this 
House that all these grants which had not then been earned should be de- 
elared forfeited. The subject was taken from the Judiciary Committee, 
and also from the Pacific Railroad Committee, and, concentrating all 
these nieasures in the one committee of the House so as to give efficiency 
toits action, the House authorized that Committee on the Publie Lands 
to take control of the matter, with the privilege of reporting at any 
time, and at the same time giving to its bills a priority to those of all 
‚the other committees and all other measures except appropriation bills 
and measures relating to the finances. 

‘These are the facts, Mr. Chairman, which will be berne out by the 
investigation of the history of our land legislati I must insist that 
the most striking commentary is found in the fact that this side ‘of 
the House could not obtain, notwithstanding every effort made to se- 
cure action upon the forfeiture of some of these grants during the Forty- 
seventh Congress, a moment for the consideration of forfeiture bilis 
while from the very opening of the Forty-eighth Congress they were 
given priority of consideration, and as a result of that 56,000,000 acres 
have been restored to the public domain. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman to be withdrawn in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ROWELL, I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is an admitted fact that in this country the Dem- 
ocratie party has claimed as a cardinal doctrine until these modern 
times opposition to internal improvements. Their practices have al- 
ways been, as usual, in opposition to their professions, and they have 
done about as much in granting away the publie domain as they could 
do while in power, because they reached out just as fast as settlements 
reached, while the Republican party reached beyond. That is the only 
difference. 

But 1 want to call the attention of my friend from HHnois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND | to some littlemistakes thathe makes. The Democratic 
party controlled the State of Illinois from 1819 to 1856, and had en- 
gaged in a system of public improvements that absolutely bankrupted 
the young State and drove emigration around it. When our party 
came into power in 1856—and thank God they have held executive 
power from that day to this—they found the State loaded down with 
debt. ‘To-day it owes not a dollar. To-day it has institutions for the 
care of its insane, deaf and dumb asylums, blind asylums, feeble- 
minded children asylums, soldiers’ homes, and soldiers’ orphans’ homes, 
and not a dollar of debt. Twice in recent history it was our misfor- 
tune to get a Haines Democratie Legislature, and each time they trans- 
ferred a million of dollars of indebtedness to a Republican successor to 
be provided for. 

And now my colleague speaks of thatlevy of 53 cents on the hundred 
dollars to support all these magnificent institutions, forgetting that prop- 
erty is assessed at only about 25 cents on the hundred dollars, forgetting 
that we support our public schools in part by State taxation, making 
the levy according to property and distributing the sum collected over 
the State according to population, instead of by local taxation; forget- 
ting that in all its history Illinois has never had but one disgrace in 
the shape of a thief in a State office, and that was the embezzler who 
for the time held the place of governor by the grace of the Demo- 
cratic party. My colleague speaks of the 7 per cent. of the gross earn- 
ings of the Illinois Central Railway paid to the State in lien of all 
taxes. That is by virtue of an act of the Legislature of Illinois in the 
first place, and by virtue of a constitution made in 1870 in the second 
place. Congress had nothing to do with it, nothinginthe world. INi- 
nois is not a very good example torefer to for the failure of Republican 
legislation. No State, East or West, North or South, has so proud a 
record in its financial ement; so proud a record in its care forits 
unfortunates; so proud a record in its care for its soldiers and soldiers’ 
orphans; so proud a record in all the financial management of the State; 
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so small a burden of taxation thronghont the State. Go where you 
please and where else can you find an average taxation on $8,000 worth 
of land at $26 a year? Where else can you find it, including State, 
municipal, and all kinds of taxes? That in my own district, except 
in some towns burdened with local debts, is a fair average amount on 
160 acres worth $8,000. Letany Democratic State show such a record. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCADOO was recognized. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment, to 
make a suggestion ? 

Mr. MCADOO. I can not yield, as I haye only five minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, we challenge a contrast between the policy of the 
Democratic party and that of its political opponent on the question of 
the public lands. There is no prouder and brighter page in the his- 
tory of this great political organization than its defense of the public 
domain. There is no blacker page in the history of the United States 
and of the Republican party than the way it has managed the lands of the 
people. The Democratic party has been for the people, the Republican 
party against them, It has often been said by our political opponents 
that although they gave away a great deal of the public domain to 


railroads, these enormons grants of land helped to develop the West, _ 


and as the result of the gifts to these companies civilization has fol- 
lowed the pathway of the locomotive; towns and cities have up 
on the desert cB rp and the hum and bustle of multitudes has broken 
upon savage solitudes. Mr. Chairman, there never wasa greater outrage 
against the people of this country than the granting of lands to rail- 
roads, The same resaits could bave been had without giving away 
a single acre. 

It would have been infinitely better for the future history of our 
people; for the railroads themselves if they are honest corporations; for 
the honesty which should characterize the administration of a repub- 
lican government, if the money in bulk had been given to the railroads 
instead of the people’s land, The system of giving lands to the rail-~ 
roads was iniquitous in this, that there was no way of estimating the 
exact amount that the railroad was getting. It was said we were giv- 
ing them grants of land in the desert which they were to redeem them- 
selves. Under a forced, unnatural, and utterly uncalled-for system of 
forcing settlements on these lands we have made the managers of these 
great companies enormously and dangerously rich, The great gulf 
which separates them from the masses of their poorer and yet harder 
worked countrymen is a dangerous menace to popular government. 
There was no necessity to force emigration to these publiclands, They 
are being settled all too rapidly for the landless millions of our people. 
Money grants would have built the railroads if any grant was neces- 
sary; Jand grants are crimes against the country. 

Instead, as Ë have said, of giving them a desert to redeem, the enor- 
mous emigration which is pouring in on our shores, with the natural 
increase of our people, this land became almost fabulous in the aggre- 
gate of its value after the railroad was built. 

Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allowed me I want to say afew words 
in answer to the eloquence which has been poured out here in denun- 
ciation of what is called the spy system inaugurated under General 
Sparks. General Sparks himself needs no vindication. If there ever 
was an aggressively honest man in a public office, if there evér was an 
upright, fearless, unselfish man determined to do his whole duty to the 
people of the United States against monstrous combinations of capital- 
ists and railroads, against Jand-sharks, Jand-thieves, and land-grab 
cattle rings and alien freebooters, that man was William Andrew Jack- 
son Sparks, an honest man and a sterling Democrat. 

A great deal has been said as to these spies. I am as much opposed 
to espionage of Government over the private affairs of citizens as any 
man on this floor. But it was made necessary by the abuse of this sys- 
tem of loosely constructed land laws that the Government should place 
a i ip over the public domain. In 1886 the North-American 
Review, one of the leading periodicals of our country, invited over Mr. 
Thomas P. Gill, a member of the British Parliament, who had seen the 
wrongs of a bad Jand system in Ireland, and asked him at the expense 
of that great publication to go ont to the West and to give the impar- 
tial observations of an intelligent foreigner as to what he thought of 
the management of our publie domain and as to the growth of land- 
lordism in America. 

I hare before me in a bound volume of the Review the statement of 
this intelligent and impartial gentleman. I will beg leave to incor- 
porate it in my remarks if time will not permit metoreadit. Hesays 
he never saw such abuses, such wholesale stealing; that there is not 
known in history any parallel for such land-grabbing, men getting 
land through dummy entries, frauds, and perjuries, and defrauding 
the people of the United States of the land which is the life-blood of 
the country; all this under the direction of loan agents and fronties 
land-sharps. Noman on this floor attacks the honest settlers in the 
West. There is no man on thisfloor who does not venerate and admira 
those rugged, honest, typical Americans who go out into the frontier 
and fight the Indian and the wild beast; who have contended against 
storm and desert and all the loneliness and hardship of frontier hfe, and 
who have redeemed the prairies and made the West great and prosper- 
ous. And when gentlemen who believe as I do stand on this floor to 
vindicate Mr. Sparks and the policy of the Democratic party in guard. 
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ing the public domain, it is unjust to us to accuse us of reviling or be- 
littling the honest settlers of the West. Weare the friends of the hon- 
est settlers, and Mr. Sparks in his administration was their true and 
genuive friend, and I bespeak that his successor, whom I well and fa- 
vorably know as a former member of this body, will follow in his foot- 
steps. 

The portion of the article referred to by Mr. McAnoo is as follows. 
It is to be found in the February number of the North American Re- 
view for 1886: 

No one can travel in the border States, where there yet remains some public 
land to be disposed of, and inquire among the land offices there without feel- 
ing that by paltry and occult methods the United States is being defrauded of 
meaty as much of its domain as by the depredations of rail corporations 
and the extravagance of Texan legislators. In ota and Minnesota I have 
seen men farming land and paying half the crop as rent to quasi-landlords who 
actually had no title whatever to the holdings. They had filed timber-culture 
entries, by which, on paymentof a fee of $14 and signing an agreement to plant 
10 acres of trees within four years’ time, they were allowed to use 160 acres of 

rairie land, to which their title would be perfected when the agreement was 

ulfiled. The entryman, under the timber-culture act, is not compelled to 
plant any trees until the third year from date of entry, when if he likes he may 
tile a relinquishment of his claim, and the land is again open for entry. (Act 
of May 14, 1880, section 1.) 

Thus aman without the faintest intention of planting a tree or doing a stroke 
of work can get ion of 160 acres of land, let it to a tenant, and pocket a 
ware & rental—half the fruits of another's toil—for three years! The most as- 
tonishing thing about this is that sucha man can findatenant. Others file tim- 
ber-culture entries solely with a view to holding the land out of market until 
the wth of the community around it puts up its value. Atthe end of the 
third year the entryman will agree with another for a sum of money to make 
a written relinquishment so that the other may file a new entry on the spot. 
The second speculator will repeat the process, only charging a heavier consid- 
cration to the next entryman when the time comes for his relinquishment. So 
the Eora goes on without a tree being planted on the land, and the honest 
settlor is kept hopelessly out of it. This sort of thing is carried on by whole- 
sale; and on a langst scale still are frauds perpetrated under the desert and tim- 
ber land acts, which enable capitalists in combination, by means of dummy 
entrymen, to pi yeaa miles of territory. The dummy entryman is also 
— by capitalists on an immense scale under the homestead and pre-emption 

nws. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. De- 
bate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

The pro forma amendment was rejected. ` 

Mr. FUNSTON. I renew the amendment. d 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be renewed. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the amendment. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 
{Langhter.] I fully agree, sir, with the gentlemen on this floor who 
have spoken as to the injustice and unfairness of taking the public do- 
main and turning it over to the railroads of the country, or to any 
other corporations. I am fully in accord with gentlemen who have 
expressed their disapprobation of the Government pursuing that course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I congratulate you. ; 

Mr. FUNSTON. Maybe you will not when I get done. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire the floor for a few moments only. 

‘This debate on the public lands item of this bill has been led by the 
other side of this House into the old and hackneyed that the 
Republican party has robbed the people of the public domain and 
given it away to railroad and other corporations, and that the Demo- 
cratic party has reclaimed it to the public. Both of these assertions 
are exaggerated and false in the impressions which they convey. That 
the Republican party has granted lands for railroad purposes no one 
denies, but such of those lands as have been restored to the Govern- 

. ment have been restored under laws which were enacted by the Re- 
ublican party at the time the grants were made; in other words, the 
ante have fallen back to the Government because the corporations 
have not complied with conditions exacted by the Republican party. 

Iam, and I believe the Republicans are, opposed to further grants to 
railroads. I believe the principle to be wrong; but I stand here to 
assert that the whole system is a child of the Democratic party, con- 
ceived by them, carried out by them, and chargeable to them, notwith- 
standing theassertion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
that the Democratic party had not granted an acre to railroads. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I said “directly to railroads.” 

Mr. FUNSTON. I hold in my hand a United States record, called 
the Public Domain, in which it appears that before the Republican 
party came into power the Democratic party gave away torailroads and 
other corporations from sixteen to twenty million acres of the public 
lands. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] says they did 
not give it directly. What is the difference whether they gave it di- 
rectly or indirectly, so they gave it? 

But the public document from which I get this information says it 
was ‘‘land grants for railroads,” and the gentleman can not hide his 
party behind the subterfuge that the lands were granted to the States for 
railroad purposes. In doing this his party was directly responsible for 
the act and should have the manhood to admit it and stand byit. So 
were nearly all the grants made by the Republican party made to the 
States for railroad purposes, and the Republican party also might try 
to hide itself if it were coward enough to attempt to doso. And now, 
gentlemen, if you desire to make this a political question, if you will 
turn to this public document you will find that under President Pierce’s 
administration of four years there were granted to’railroads 19,678,000 
acres, while under President Grant’s administration of eight years there 
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were granted 19,231,000, not half as much according to time as was 
granted under President Pierce. Mr. Chairman, the Kepublican party 
is ready to go to the people on the public-lands question on the records. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to limit this debate. 
We have indulged in national politics long enough, I think, and I de- 
sire to draw the attention of the committee back to the paragraph under 
consideration. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether it is not highly important that we should know who has been 
voting these land grants? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I recommend the gentleman to read the 
record. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to occupy only a minute. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I am willing to have the limit fixed so as to 
allow five or ten minutes more for debate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam in favor of the shortest possible 
time, provided I may be permitted to occupy it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. Say ten minutes, five minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments be limited to ten minutes, five minutes on each side. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. LAIRD. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to make it twenty minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no objection to that, provided I can have 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that debate on the pending paragraph and 
amendments be limited to twenty minutes? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, all I- desire to do is to 
call the attention of the House to a few simple historic facts which can 
not be disputed, because they are matters of record. The attempt to 
cover the whole public-land question would require, of course, a vast 
deal more of time than five minutes, but I can suggest a few things 
pertinent to the discussion now in hand. 

it is a well-known fact, Mr. Chairman, that all the public domain 
acquired since the great Northwestern cession was acquired under Demo- 
cratic administration—not as an accident, but as part of the deliberate 
policy of that party—often, too, against turbulent opposition. The 
Louisiana purchase, the Florida purchase, the land acquired from Mex- 
ico under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and the Gadsden purchase, 
aggregating 1,810,123 square miles, or 1,158,478,720 acres, were the 
acquirement of the Democratic party—its gift to the nation. Out of 
this magnificent territory fourteen of the sovereign States of this Re- 
panus and nine great Territories, now the fair infant children of the 

epublic, fast growing into the full development of statehood, have 
been created. This great possession was under the management and 
control of Democratic administrations for nearly three-fourths of that 
partof our national history from the organization of the Republic to the 
ascendency of the Republican party to power in 1861. During all that 
period, covering some eighty years, only 31,601,346.58 acres of land were 
granted by all parties and all administrations, but not one acre of that 
directly to any sort of corporation. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
FUNSTON] says it was given to States and other corporations. 

Mr. FUNSTON. For railroad purposes. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It was a gift to the States to be used by 
them in the development of their internal improvements. 

Mr. FUNSTON. But the record says ‘‘railroads,’’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. For railroads, wagon-roads, canals, and 
various other purposes. Only 31,000,000 acres were granted during 
eighty years, and only about 20,000,000 acres under Democratic admin- 
istration. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I can not yield. 

Now, sir, in 1861 the Democratic pan turned this grand domain 
over into the possession of the Republican party. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAIRD obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] may be permitted to continue his remarks for 
five minutes. 


Mr. McSHANE. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gentle-_ 


man from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph has been limited, and 
the time can only be extended by unanimous consent. Is there con- 
sent that the gentleman from Missouri be allowed an extension of five 
minutes? 

Mr. PARKER. With a like extension of time on this side. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will not object if I can have five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri be allowed five minutes, and that an equal time 
be given to the other side? 

Mr. DAVIS. I am compelled to object unless an equal time be given 
to our side. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, objection is made, 
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Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I listened with attention to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], and I was 
interested particularly in one remark of that gentleman. He com- 
mented upon the policy of the Democratic party with reference to the 
bestowal of the public domain upon the States as a medium of itsdis- 
tribution to corporations. The State of Illinois is to be congratulated 
in that regard, as is the gentleman himself, so far as he may have been 
a factor in the adoption of that policy. 

I observed the remark of the gentleman, that had the same policy 
marked the bestowal of the grant upon the Pacific railways which 
marked the bestowal of the grant upon the State of Illinois for the ben- 
efit of the Illinois Central Railroad, then by a deduction from thegross 
earnings of the Pacific railways the national debt would have been paid. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I spoke ofall the Pacific railroads, not only 
the Union Pacific, but the Northern Pacific, the Central Pacific, and 
the Southern Pacific. 

Mr. LAIRD. TIunderstand, and I wish to confine myself to so much 
of the gentleman’s remark as applied to the original Pacific roads. I 
want to hold the gentleman up to his record, if the remarks of a mem- 
ber of Congress can be said to be his record, and I wish to ask him, as 
a test upon the proposition involved in his criticism of the policy of 
the Republican party concerning the bestowal of the grant upon the 
Pacific roads, whether he will vote “‘ay ” upon the passage of a bill which 
proposes to defer to eternity the payment of the money which such roads 
now owe to the United States? When the Democratic measure pro- 
posing to postpone to eternity the payment of that debt comes up for 
passage will the gentleman vote for it? Saying nothing of the na- 
tional debt, letting that go, as the gentleman did not suggest it in time, 
what do you.say to having them pay their own debts? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman wantan answer now? 

Mr. LAIRD. The Democratic party has been, in its own estimation, 
particularly happy in its guardianship of the public domain of this 
country, and of one of its achievements in this respect it ought to be, 
and doubtless is, very proud. I refer to its repeated defeat of the 
homestead Jaw, a law under the operation of which the land west of 
the Mississippi has been reclaimed from theregion of ‘‘ desert ’’ as scien- 
tifically declared, and made by the labor of the homesteaders to blossom 
like a rose. 

And it was thus that by the passage of the homestead act, which 
your party opposed, that the millions upon millions of acres of land 
in all the great Western States settled since 1861 was saved to indi- 
viduals for homes, and rescued without your legislative aid from the 
all-devouring syndicate and cattle and land monopoly before whom 
‘hie so yirtuously pale and tremble, just as you pale and tremble 
pa Senator PAYNE and Secretary Whitney of the Standard Oil com- 

e. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to answer the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, if he is willing. 

The CHAIRMAN. ` Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield? 

Mr. LAIRD. No, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman ought not to ask a question 
if he is unwilling to have it answered. 

Mr. LAIRD, All right; Idid not understand you. Answerit now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I answer the gentleman that I know of no 
such bill as he has described; but I am ready to stand here and vote 
for a bill to compel the Union Pacific Railway Company to pay all its 
indebtedness to thé Government. 

Mr. LAIRD. Butwhen? Intime, asjustice demands, or in eternity, 
as the Onthwaite bill proposes ? 

The Democratic party has a bill pending before this House to prac- 
tically give to the Union Pacific Railway Company $150,000,000, which 
the company owes to the Government of the United States, although 
the property of that company as a matter of stock is worth upon the 
stock market of New York sixty-six or sixty-seven million dollars over 
and above the indebtedness and liabilities of the corporation, as isshown 
by the Wall street stock quotations. 

I will ask the gentleman, since he has referred to it, whether it will 
receive his support? Iam unable to say how soon it will be passed, 
but I hope gentlemen will stand up to the Democratic policy in this 
respect which he prescribes for the Republican party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it will not pass. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, in answer to what has been said on the 
other side of this Chamber I desire to have read from the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of the Forty-ninth Congress an extract from a speech 
I delivered June 14, 1886, which will show when, how, and in what 
quantity the grants to railroad corporations were made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The following table will show by what administration made and the extent 
of these grants, and how much has been patented to the companies: 


Acres, 
During President Fillmore’s administration there were grants to 
the States in trust for the railroads aggregating..............-.s00 ss 8, 198, 593.73 
Of which there have been patented. ............ccccssecsceteseerrscssseeeeesceeee 7, 372, 883. 85 
During President Pierce's administration there we: ts to the 
s.. 19,678,179.79 


States in trust for the railroads ting... 
Of which there have been patented ARRA TAA 


. 14, 886, 396, 47 
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Acres, 
During Fresident Lincoln’s administration there were grants di- 
rectly to railroad companies aggregating ..ss.eses...errensesesersrsneseesne 74, 395, 801.61 
Of which there have been patented,.......ccccsssreressescsecsseseeeeteneeenes 17, 164, 270. 87 
During President Johnson’s administration there were grants di- 
rectly to railroad companies aggregating......cccsceseressccerseceeeneees 34, O01, 297. 77 
Of which there have been patented ®,...cccccmseseseceesarsessererseceneenenen 5, 020, 107. 20 


During President Grant’s admifistration there were grants di- 
rectly to railroad companies aggregating... 
Of which there have been patented..... 


The total grants PR ae 504, 994, 2 
Tine S0Gek Tales Ged EER RE A A PEE ETAS E E . 45, 647,847.48 


“At this late day I will not undertake to pass upon its wisdom. Many of the 
best and ablest leaders of publicthought of those times, including Hon. Stephen 
A. Douglas and Lewis Cass, favored the policy; but whether right or wrong we 
will all agree that it should now be abandoned. The time has come for us to 
take our rings and see where we are drifting. Our population is increasin, 
with wonderful rapidity. The landless and homeless are to be found all aroun 
us, while our public domain is being absorbed by railroad bey sagen ae. cattle 
and foreign syndicates. The grand object to be accomplished by such a policy 
was to secure an early completion of the road through and the deyelopment of 
the great Western States and Territories, to people them and unite their com- 
merce with that of the Eastern and Middle States, The policy did not accom- 
plish this result. It might well be doubted if the policy materially aided in 
what has been done. 

Eighty grants, covering 155,504,994 acres, have been made to companies that 
have altogether constructed less than 20,000 miles of road, while during the 
same time over 100,000 miles have been constructed by other companies with- 
out the aid of-land grants, and not a few in the undevelo West were built 
far in advance of and before the completion of those aided by large and valua- 
ble grants. In many cases the construction of the land-grant roads appear to 
have been purposety delayed until the country through which the routes were 
projected had n settled toa sufficient extent to justify the building without 
aid. Under the law and practice of the Interior Department in permitting the 
lands to be withdrawn as soon as maps were filed the railroads lost nothing by 
such delay. They paid no taxes, and the land was all the time increasing in 
value. It was a profitable policy for them, They have been allowed to build 
wherever and whenever they desired, either within or without the limit, and 
often allowed to change the route to suit their desires. 

There are many railroads uncompleted to-day to aid which land grants were 
made nearly twenty-five years ago,and when the time fixed in the granting 
act for completion long since expired, and yet the landsare still withdrawn 
from sale and settlement and the legal title in the company, with no power in 
the executive department to restore them to the publie domain, 

Mr. McRAE. Thattable I think shows all the grants made to rail- 
roads, exclusive of indemnity withdrawals, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not include the Atlantic and Pacific. 

Mr. MCRAE. It includes that grant as well as all others to rail- 
roads or to States for railroads, as well as the amount earned and pat- 
ented up to that time. I think the table is correct. It has never been 
questioned that I know of, and it was published two years ago. 

While it shows by what administrations the grants were made, and 
how little of the grants made by the Republicans was earned in time, 
still, Mr. Chairman, the most important question for us now to consider 
is how to recoverso much as was not legally earned. Instead of asking 
whether the grants should have been made or not, let us ask how much 
has been earned, and, if not earned, whether the Government should not 
enter and take the granted estate. Ifthe Democratic party initiated the 
policy of aiding the railroads, it has also initiated the policy of demand- 
ing that the terms of the grants should be complied with. The Demo- 
cratic party stands pledged and ready to forfeit all not earned in time. 
That is the question to which we call the attention of our Republican 
friends. I call upon them now to show what they have done to recover 
the unearned lands so recklessly granted by their party. I charge that 
party with favoring the railroads as against the settlers in this fight for 
forfeitures, not all the members, but particularly the Senate, which is 
under the control of Republicans, I point with pride to the record of 
our party and the efforts of leading members. 

Mr. HOLMAN, of Indiana, a Democrat, now the able chairman of the 
House Committee on the Public Lands, on the 18th day of January, 
A. D. 1869, when the Republican party had fall control of all the De- 
partments of the Government, offered the following resolution in the 
House: 

Resolved, That grants of the public lands to corporations ought to be discon- 
tinued, and the whole of such lands ought to be held as a sacred trust to secure 
hom to actual settlers, and for no other purpose whatever. 


A Republican, Mr. H. D. Washburn, with the House about two-thirds 
Republican, moved to table the resolution, and the motion was agreed 
to by just about that proportion. The vote was 110 yeas and 55 nays, 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who was a member 
of the Fortieth Congress, says he only remembers three Democrats who 
voted to table. With only a handful of Democrats in Congress, the 
leaders of that grand old y of the people that had acquired so much 
of our public domain undertook to stop such grants, and, if possible, 
to recover some of the lands that had been recklessly given to money- 
less corporations for speculative purposes, and they were_met by the 
Republicans, then in power, by a vote to table, which in effect said 
to the country that the Jands ought not to be held for settlers, but for 
corporations as well, and continued to make grants. 

In connection with this resolution I desire to call attention to the 
platforms of the Democratic party of 1884 and 1888 upon this subject: 


We believe that the public land ought, as far as possible; to be kept as home- 
steads for actual settlers; that all unearned Jan heretofore improvidently 
ted to railroad corporations by the action of the Republican party should 
restored to the public domain, and that no more grants of land shall be made 


to corporations, or be allowed to fallintothe ownership of alien absentecs.—Na- 
tional Democratic Platform, 1884. P 
It (the Democratic party) has reversed the improvident snd unwise policy of the 
ublican party touching the public domain, and has reclaimed from corpo- ` 
ns and syn alien and domestic, and restored to the people nearly Name of railroad. 
000, valuable land to be sacredly held as homesteads for our 
citizens,—Nalional Democratic Plalform, 1888. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see what has been done to redeem these 
k promises. . 
The Forty-cighth Congress passed bills to forfeit the following-named 
land-grants to railroad corporations, all of which bills were initiated in | Qntonegon ane Brine iver. 
I 


pleted 
piration 
portion 
now un- 


of acres granted 


for that 
of road 


of acres granted 
completed, 


for that portion 


of road com 


E 
E 
: 
Ż 
i 


Estimated number 


of grant. 


after ex 


and passed by a Democratic House in accordance with the policy ofthat | La Crosse and Milwaukee 149, 760,00 |.... 
party, namely: > á ; North Wisconsin, now Ch 

x Acres. neapolis and Omaha | 1,446,400. 00 f... 

rhe ae Š isconsin Central... À 57, 600. 00 
(Pee ast bce! te 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba. 1,113, 660,00 |... 

Iron Mountain, of Missouri.. re aOR Western Railroad, formerly Brainerd 

Total arca by acts Forty-eighth Congress......:...::escereerssceeseeeseee 19, 610,880 | „ Of St. Paul and Pacitic........... wesnnceeves ; 243,712.00 |.. 


Southern Minnesota Railway Extensior 


The Forty-ninth Congress, which began with the Cleveland Adminis- | Hastings and Dakota,........0 


iti ing- il- | Northern Pacific Railroad. 
tration, enacted laws forfeiting the following-named land grants to rail Pad eset pase Simao AIOR AOne 1S Shair ia 


road corporations, initiated and insisted upon by the House, namely: | Oregon and California Railroad Company .,....... 576, C00. 00 
ores. Southern Pacific Railroad Company,.............00+- 8, 072, 000. 00 
Atlantic and Pacific, estimated at —........2......:10.--ceesecedevesccccsrseccensceseeses 23, 871,360 — 


Total area restored by Forty-ninth COngresS....s.ss.:teeiresress ssis 30, 871,369 Mowe ee: together the oes of os fed eona of this list we get 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call special attention to what the execu- | the estimated amount of the lands that will be restored by the House 

tive department of the present Administration is doing to recover so | bills, 53,733,562 acres, The Senate bills will only restore 14,544,352 

much of the public domain as had been fraudulently withdrawn by or | 80788, and that of lands of little value as agricultural lands. IfI could | 
disposed of under the Republican administrations. I ask the Clerk to | bave my own way, I would go even farther than the majority of the’ 
read the following table and statement which I have prepared from data committee have gone and forfeit the whole of every grant where the 
furnished me by the present able and courteous Commissioner of the | 78d was not completed in the time fixed in the granting act. My 
General Land Office. It will show the quantity recommended for re- | Views upon this point are fully expressed in the separate views sub- 
covery. mitted by my colleague [Mr. STONE] and myself to the report on the 


The Clerk read as follows: general forfeiture bill reported as a substitute for Senate bill 1436. I 

2 = Acres. | make the following extract fromit. We then said: 
Lands within railroad grants recommended for recovery: _ We have favored and advocated, and still do, all the exceptions contained in 
Recovery of land recommended and pending for review of the substitute, as to right of way, lands for depots, machine shops, ete., and for 


12,200.00 | lands appropriated for town sites, and all exceptions in favor of actual settlers. 

= and of bona fide purchasers for value. We say we favor all that. We would 

1,500, 000.00 | freely give to the company whatever lands are reasonably necessary to the con- 
813, 687.18 | yenient operation of its road. 


Suits recommended for the recovery of land 
Railroad forfeitures under bills now before # We wonld not disturb titles and create confusion where towns or cities have 
ported from the House Committee on the Public Lands......... 53,735, 562.00 | been built, nor would we disturb or distress actual settlers or persons who have 
Private land claims; A in good faith | Songer lands from the company for a valuabie consideration. 
Recommendations to Congress to reject claims heretofore fa- Whatever defect there may be in such titles we would remove by an act of con- 
vorably reported..............+ PEROT LO s3 
Resurveys ordered reducing arcas of claims... š 629, 500.09 | quire claboration. 
Suits recommended to vacate patents. ws. 635,255. 09 Jf the company is protected in ils right of way; if town sites are left undis- 
Lands in Oregon granted by Congress to that State for mili- turbed, because excepted from the forfeiture; if honest actual settlers and bona 


4,732,480.15 | firmation. The reasons for such a course, we assume, are too manifest to re- 


tary wagon-roads recommended for TeCOVEFY......cescsssenereeeee 2, 358, 320.00 | fide purchasers for value are protected from harm by having their titles con- 

. : ——————— | firmed; if all equities, and ail questions of this character, are eliminated from 
Total recommended for recovery by the Administration and the legislation proposed, then there is nothing left but a naked issue between - 

the Public Lands Committee of the House..............::cee00es .. 64,530, 104.33 | the Governmentof the United States, representing the people, on the one hand, 


1 = and the railroad companies on the other, It is a simple issue between the 
Mr. McRAE. When we add all of these items together we have a a end thu grandee. with bil tapecrenieg Aik Bori eg 


meai record and showing. The Pan mao in the Jate Saint | ” We have, then, three propositions: 
uis platform, large as it appears, is nearly three millions less than | 1. The Senato bill to forfeit lands where no road has been constructed, 

i . 2. The House committee's substitute to forfeit all lands across which no road 
the amount actually restored. Here are the items: A BLN ES tE A AR at the expiration of the period limited for the completion 
Area forfeited by Forty-eighth Congress. 19, 610,830 | "Tas amendment tothe substitute, which pro: to forfeit the entire grant 
Areal orfeited by Forty-ninth Congress... 30, 871, 360 y gra 
‘Area restored without legislation by actio 52, 437. 373 ols orin has been a failure of compliance with the terms and conditions of 
AE aaah A TOES for accepting the substitute in preference to the Senate bill are set 


Total actually TestOred.......0csesessesccecerensererseseseseesnessseeerecnennssees 102, 929, 613 forth with great clearness and force in the report of the committee made b; 
Add to this the total qosni ser BIE A = ESCOT. antte Judge Hormax. The Senate bill is a mere subterfuge. Itamounts to nothing. 
feiture by the Adm on and the Pabic Lands Co tee It proposes to restore to the public only the deph tail-ends of the vast ts 
of the House ..........0+ O E EA N NA seams coanetonsives saashpecgip tees bonane 64,530,104 made by Congress to raliroad companies—the discarded remnants } l 
7 and thrown aside by the companies because they were esteemed worthless, or 
And we have a grand total Of. .........-ssssesseecersscnsresceeresseseoperenses 177, 459, 717 because they were not considered sufficiently valuable to justify the expense of 
If the Democratic party made a mistake before the war in making a | “earning” them. That bill proposes graciously to give the roads all they claim, 


few grants to the States in trust, it has more than made it good by re- | measure from a very accommodating, albeit a very exalted source, ne 
covering many more millions granted to corporations by the Repub-| The substitute is a beneficent and meritorious legislative proposition. It 


lican party since the war. tna tcnicy weeks Ture comalon io SETA TAIS TIIE 40) MERIL tah whee 
. Py . . z the coun wou ve onto con, § ut for we in- 

The following isa list of grants that the Committee on the Public | sistit oun gofarenough. Take the Southern Pacific again as an example, 
Lands seek to forfeit: What did this company do? Within the time limited for the construction of 


the road, the company built its line for a distance of 50 miles through a mag- 
nificent country on west side of the Coast Range of mountains, and n 
leaped clearacross the mountains and builtanother section of 182 miles through 
a fertile region on the east side of the range. 

Thus it endeavored to cover and secure the most valuable lands in the grant, 
Since 1878 it has extended its line to the Colorado River so as to form its eastern 
connections with the Atlantic and Pacific. The Senate bill, if it should become 
a law, would forfeit only the rough mountain lands, across which no road has 
been constructed, and whichare of little orno value. Thesubstitute would cover 
the same lands, and also the lands lying along the 242 miles constructed since 
1878; but the lands adjacent to the 242 miles are of little value compared to those 
lying along the 232 miles constructed prior to 1878. The 232 miles coverthe cream 
of the t. “The road will get the best end of the bargain under either the Sen- 
ate bill or the substitute. 

Now, ifthe company did not comply with the conditions of this pen nt 
which it was infamous to have made in the first place—if the title to the lands 
have not passed irrevocably to the company; if the Government has the 
right to reclaim these lands, then why not doso? Why give to the company 
all that is of real value and say to a justly outraged public opinion that it must 
be content to take the meaner share? Mark you, no innocent resident on any 
of these Janda, no innocent purchaser of any of these lands, is in peril bere.. 

It is a question between the original parties to the transaction—the Govern- 
ment which made,and the corporation which accepted, the t. No cther 

STG a E a E person and no other interest is involved. If it be conceded that Congress has 
= the legal right or power to reclaim these lands and restore them to the public, 
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Golf and Ship Island .........,... 
Coosa and Tennessec.. 


20 
972, 524. 80 
679, 620. 00 
153, 600. 00 


Selma, Rome and Dalton. 
Atlantic, Gulf and West I: 
nsacola and Georgin.............. 


1888. 
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I can find no satisfactory excuse for failing to doso. If the corporations receiv- 
ing the grants have any equities to urge in their own behalf, they have neglected 
their pee to do so, Mough they may expect to have it done for them 
upon the floors of. the House and Senate. In the committee-room they have 
combated the forfeitures upon purely legal grounds. They claim the lands as 
a matter of legal right, and deny the power of Congress to disturb them. And 
it is purely a question of law. f 

We claim that the grants were made upon such conditions as vests in the Goy- 
ernment the right tore-enterafterthe breach thereof. Weshall notdiscuss that 
question here. In the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, it was discussed at 
much length in a report made on a billforfeiting the lands granted to the South- 
ern Pacific (Report 706). We refer those who may feel an interestin the matter 
to that report, and to similar reports made during the Forty-eighth and Forty- 
ninth Congresses by Messrs. COBE, Henley, Payson, and others; all of which 
can be found in the House document-room. 

Itmay not be inappropriate to say that nearly all the older members of the 
House Committee on the Public Lands have uniformiy maintained, both in de- 
bate and in reports made by them, that Congress has the right and power to 
declare a forfeiture of these grants where there isa clear breach of the conditions 
ofthe grant. We know of none who deny that Congress has the same right to 
foxfcit the lands covered by the road constructed “in time’? that it has to forfeit 
the lands covered by road constructed * out of time.” 

The question as to how far the forfeiture should extend has been treated as 
one of legislative policy, looking to practical results, rather than as one of right. 
There is very litUe diversity of opinion in the House committee as to the legal 

bases of this question, and there is a strong sentiment prevailing in the mem- 
Pecenis of that committee in favor of forfeitures; but there isa wide divergence 
of opinion as to the wisest and best policy to be pursued. 

For ourselves we insist as a matter of law, as a matter of equity and good 

. conscience, as well as of public right, that there should be no half-way measures 
of compromise in this business, and hence we feel it our duty, as members of 
the committee having these matters in charge, to advise the House to declare 
an entire forfeiture, and if this legislation should fail again, as it has failed in 
the past, let the responsibility rest with those who obsiruct or prevent it 


When the Democratic House offers a bill forfeiting all the grants hot 
earned in time, involving over 50;000,000 acres of valuable lands, it is 
met by a proposition from the Senate to forfcit only about one-fifth of 
what we ought to have. I call upan: my Democratie friends and gen- 
tlemen on the other side who agree with us tostay here until a vote can 
be had on these propositions, so that we may see who are in favor of 
forfeiting and who are not. Let us see whether the Senate or House 
will yield in this great contest between the wicked, faithless land-grant 
railroads and the landless settlers of our glorious Republic. I chal- 
lenge our friends on the other side of the House to the test. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, it tries one’s faith in human na- 
ture to witness the agility with which the average demagogue will climb 
into some high position and from thence cry aloud about the sins of 
some other fellow. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, I know it was thoughtat onetime by members of all parties to 
be good policy to donate lands in aid of railroad enterprises.’ At one 
time both of the great parties advocated that policy in their ive 
party platforms. At the time the grants were made to the Union and 
Central Pacific Railroads it will be found men of the two parties agreed in 
voting for the measure. Why, I once hearda distinguished gentleman 
who occupied a leading position on the other side of the House, and 
who to-day is high in the councils of the Democratic party, defend upon 
this floor his vote in behalf of that measure on what seemed to him 
sound reasons and patriotic pu 

And I am not free to say, Mr. Chairman, had I been a representative 
of the people at that time these reasons would not have appeared 
sound also tome. As year after year has rolied on we have come to 
see that this thing has been carried to excess. I have occupied a po- 
sition in this House during three successive sessions. At each one of 
these sessions, whenever any bill was brought forward to reclaim any 
of these land grants, I have, and my recollection is that every gentle- 
man on this side of the House has cast his vote in favor of the passage 
of each one of those bills. 

There is a great deal too mnch election rot in this whole business, 
in my judgment. Our views of national expediency have changed 
with changing years and changing circumstances, and what may be 
regarded as extravagant profligacy in 1888 may have been honestly 
looked upon as statesmanship in 1860 and 1861, and it will not do to 
pass judgment on the action of those gentlemen from every party who 
voted for those measures because the experience of twenty years after- 
wards has proved to us they then went too far in carrying out the pol- 
icy of making land grants to railroads. 

Another word. I believe that the gentleman who has been spoken 
about here, the late Commissioner of the General Land Office, is a man 
of as pure purposes and honest intentions as any man who eyer filled 
the position. If he erred at all it was an error in judgment in not be- 
ing able to distinguish between the actual settler and the scoundrel who 
was robbing the Government by taking unlawful possession of the pub- 
lic lands. Bat I believe, I repeat, that his motives were pure and good, 
and that his way, blind though it was at times, stumbling as it unques- 
tionably was on occasions, was an honest way, and that he was doing 
the Government of the United States upon the whole a good service. 
And, Mr, Chairman, I rejoiced when I read in the newspapers of the 
day that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and others had 
gone to the President of the United States and asked him to retain that 
official in his position. But, sir, he made a fatal mistake for a public 
official. He struck a railroad company with the same steady devotion 
to principle that he had applied in the cases of individuals, and from 
that moment we find that his fate was decreed; and it will not do for 
gentlemen upon the other side to say that the king can do no wrong. 


‘ 


The king is king; and if Grover Cleveland has not influence enough 

with his own Administration to retain a subordinate like Mr. Sparks 

in power it is time for him to abdicate and allow some one to run the 

Administration who would have at least that much influence with it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Reproducing plats of surveys: To enable the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to continue to oan worn and defaced official plats of surveys 
on file, and other plats constituting a part of the records of said office, and also 
to furnish local land offices with the same, $2,500. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to strike out the last word; and 
I desire now to complete the statement I was making when objection 
was interposed to my proceeding a short time ego. 

I said, sir, that during the control of the House by the Democratic 
party and Democratic Administration only about 20,000,000 acres of 
the public lands were granted to the States, and none to corporations, 
ior the purpose of carrying forward and developing their internal works. 
When the Republican party came into power in 1861 and took control 
of the public domain, in one year, 1862, while it was yet upon its first 
legs, before it was fairly and firmly established, in that one year it 
granted to railroad corporations directly 23,504,001.61 acres. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Granted to what corporations ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I can not give the gentleman the names 
of the corporations. 

Mr. BROWNE, of indjana. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

„Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
vision. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 


Well, in the Pacific lines? 
Yes, sir; principally to the Pacific lines. 
Because I desired to defend that pro- 


Between 1862 and 1874, during a period 
of eleven years, the Republican party granted direct to railroad cor- 
porations 129,629,261.54 acres of the public lands. Not only so, Mr. 
Chatrman, but they supplemented this princely donation with the loan, 
or rather the gift, of the bonds of the Government, by guarantying 
their payment, to the amount of $64,623,512, ting now, with 
principal and interest combined, $122, 482,606.32. The gentleman from 
Nebraska reproached the Democratic party now represented in this 
House for bringing in a bill from a committee for the adjustment of 
this indebtedness. The gentleman had better have reproached his own 
party for having created the debt and permitted it to accumulate as it 
has accumulated. 

Mr, Chairman, from the day that the Democratic party came into 
this House after the election of 1874, and took possession, not one sol- 
itary acre of the public lands has ever been diverted from the uses for 
which it was originally intended—for the homes of the actual settlers 
of this country. And not only so, sir, but they have inaugurated a 
reform in that respect, and inaugurated a movement to reclaim and 
recover, or at least to restore it to the public use, as far as could poš- 
sibly be done in accordance with the grants. Of all these granted lands 
over 50,000,000 of acres have already been reclaimed by bills which 
originated in Democratic Houses, and many millions more would have 
been reclaimed except for the obstructive processes of the upper branch 
of this legislative body. Not only that, but the Interior Department 
have reclaimed 28,000,600 of acres that had been taken by fraudulent 
entries other than those granted to railroad companies, aggregating a 
reclamation of nearly 80,000,000 of acres. 

Why, the gentleman spoke of a bill forfeiting the land grants, and 
wanted to know why we did not provide soand so. Last Congress we 
through the House a bill forfeiting the Jands granted to the 
Northern Pacific “Railroad Company, and the Senate, Mr. Chairman, 
refused to concur in that bill to the extent of the forfeiture of one sol- 
itary acre, except where no road had been completed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee for more than a couple of minutes. I think the 
gentleman from Missouri makes a mistake whenever he makes a party 
question of this forfeiture of land grants, not only because uncalled for 
but because the facts are against his party. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What facts? 

Mr. PETERS. Whenever that party or any member of the party 
desires to claim the honor of the reclamation of the lands granted by 
the Government, that have been forfeited because the terms of the 
grants have not been complied with, then he falsifies history or is ig- 
norant of the record. J 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the record? 

Mr. PETERS. I assert, Mr. Chairman, and I assert it without the 
fear of successful contradiction, that every single bill that has been 
drawn and that has passed through this House has been introduced by 
a Republican on this side of the Honse; that every bill that has been 
passed has been either a bill introduced by a Republican, or a bill in- 
troduced by a Republican has been made the groundwork of the legis; 
lation that finally passed the House. I could with the same propriety 
Say it is the Republican party that has inaugurated the proceedings to 
reclaim this land to the public domain; because, as I said, every single 
bill that has become a law or every bill introduced which was made 
the groundwork of any law that passed this House was introduced by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. My friend will understand that the state- 
ment which he now makes is contradicted emphatically. I contradict 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 20, 


it; I contradict it with full knowledge, because I have served for two 
Congresses upon the Committee on Public Lands, and know whereof I 


speak. 

Mr. PETERS. Ihave not time, Mr. Chairman, to present the record, 
but simply appeal to the record. The record will bear me out in what 
Isay. I challenge an examination of the record at the gentleman’s 
leisure. I state I have information from a positive source that there 
never has been a bill passed by this House forfeiting any of the land 
grants that was either not introduced by a Republican or sucha bill 
made the basis upon which the legislation was framed. 

Now, I say I could with some consistency claim all this credit for 
the Republican party, but the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] 
as well as other members of this House, knows that members upon 
this side of the House with whom I have stood have always voted to 
forfeit every unearned land grant that came before this House. Ihave 
always stood up and argued in favorof it. I might state further, as I 
stated several weeks ago, that the strongest opposition that came to 
the passage of some of these laws came from the Democratic side of 
the House. Bat I do not charge that up to the Democratic party.: I 
wish to be fair. I wish to be treated fairly in this matter. I wish to 
have my party treated fairly in this matter. I do not want to claim 
forit anything that does not belong to it, but I do want to claim for it 
all itis justly entitled to. Ishall resist any claim that I think should 
not be made, any claim on behalf of the Democrati¢ party which is er- 
roneously made. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is one simple statement I wish to 
make for the benefit of my friend from Kansas [ Mr. PETERS]. I know 
to whom he refers—the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson], who, up to this time at least, has been a consistent advo- 
cate of the forfeiture of public lands, but from some cause or other 
which I suppose he will be able to explain he has joined the forces of 
the enemy and has deserted the Democratic party in its effort to re- 
store these lands to the public domain. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope the gentleman will make his charge when 
the gentleman from Illinois is present. He is not present. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. I donot make any charge. I amsimply 
stating the facts. : 

Mr. RYAN. It would be better to state that fact when the gentle- 
man is present. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. See whether it is correct. The Senate 
passed a general forfeiture bill which forfeits 5,627,436 acres of land. 
The Democratic Committee of this House on the Public Lands have 
reported a substitute which forfeits 54,323,996 acres of land. The gen- 
tleman from California who interrupted me [Mr. McKENNA], and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON], and one other, the Republic- 
an members of the committee, have filed a minority report in which 
they insist upon the passage of the Senate bill which covers only 
5,000,000 acres, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to challenge the correctness 
of a remark made by the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. BUCHANAN] 
if he will give me his attention. He said that all the parties in times 
past had been in favor of these grants to railroad corporations. I make 
the assertion that in the pure days of the Republican party, before 
they obtained power and were brought face to face with the tempta- 
tions incident to power, they were not in favor of anything of that 
kind. I read the eleventh and twelfth planks in the platform of the 
Free-Soil party of 1852, made by the grand old men who made the Re- 
publican party: 

11, That all men coh a natural right to a portion of the soil; that as the use 
of the soil is ind nsable to life, the right of all men to the soil is as sacred as 
their right to life itself. 

12, That the public lands of the United States belong to the people and should 
not be sold to fndividuala nor granted to corporations, but Hs d be held asa 
sacred trust for the benefit of the people, and should be granted in limited quan- 
tities free of cost to landless settlers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the right kind of doctrine. 

Mr. WEAVER. That, sir, was the platform of 1852, upon which 
John P. Hale and George W. Julian ran for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States. George W. Julian is to-day, in his vigorous 
old age, still working to carry out the principles of the platform he ran 
upon in 1852. 

A MEMBER. He is notin the Republican party. - 

Mr. WEAVER. As soon as the Republican party got into power it 
turned around and granted the public domain to corporations and 
opened to private speculators also, in violation of the principle an- 

nonneed in the platform I haye quoted. The gentleman from In- 
‘diana [Mr. BROWNE] says he defends the grants to the Pacific rail- 
roads; of course he does, and his party has taken that position be- 
fore the country for years, and very recently, byselecting Mr. Thurs- 
ton, of Nebraska, a Pacific Railroad attorney, with a record that will 
not bear investigation, as temporary i of its convention. 
Now, if they will just nominate Depew and Thurston, their trul 

representative men, they can sweep the country, perhaps. [Laughter. 

But, Mr. Chairman, these land grants were a mistake, to draw it 


mildly—and we may as well all admit it now; it was a great wrong 
to grant a single acre of the public domain to corporations. The cor- 
rect policy —— f 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WEAVER. Task unanimous consent that I may have two min- 
utes more. ‘ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will not object if the gentleman will 
say a few words now about Estee, who has been made permanent chair- 
man of the convention. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, that was an afterthought. Youfound you-had 
got your foot into it, and you tried to get it out by putting Estee in 
the chair. Your sorrow was not toward Heaven, but toward yourself. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Towa [Mr. WEAVER] asks 
unanimous consent that he may proceed for two minutes more, 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. WEAVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I say we may as well admit, 
because that is the sentiment of the people of the country, that there 
should never have been an acre of the public domain granted to arailroad 
corporation beyond what was necessary for the construction of their 
road and depots. Every acre of the public lands should have been 
held for homes for the people, under a well-guarded homestead 
law. That was the proper way to deal with the public domain; but 
instead of that it was thrown open to ruthless speculators, who have 
speculated in it until the poor people of this country to-day have to 
fight for standing room. I despise to look upon the dreadful record of 
the past. Itpresents a picture dreadful to contemplate, and it smacks 
of everything on earth except statesmanship and integrity. Where are 
our 60,000,000 of people and their countless posterity to find homes? 

In the name of God, I ask, where will they find rest and shelter? 
Children born upon this continent fifty years from now will have no 
right to live upon it unless they obtain the consent of those who 
will have preoccupied it. The very gift of God to all his children has 
been squandered, and weare acting as though the earth belonged to this 

eneration, and as though posterity had no interest whatever in it. 
Tips) Shame on suci a policy. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I was out when the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] was talking, but I understand that he said 
something about Mr. Thurston. I do not happen to have the pleasure 
of the acquaintance of Mr. Thurston, or to know anything about his 
private affairs, but there wasa convention held a week or two previous 
to the one that is now in session, and in that convention a distinguished 
gentleman offered, as a sort of appendix to the platform, a resolution 
approving the revenue measure now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

That distinguished gentleman happens to be a member of this 
House—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, we have heard all that before. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Itwillnot hurtyouto hearitagain. The distin- 
guished gentleman who offered that resolution happens, I say, to be a 
member of this House, and in his autobiography in the Congressional 
Directory I find the following: 

Subsequently became Jargely interested in the manufacture of iron and the 
mining of coal, as well as in the construction and operation of railroads, either 
as president or director of various lines, ing over 22,000 miles of com- 

leted road, the greatest number of miles of railroad, probably, which any one 
individual was ever an officer or director of. 

I commend this record to the thoughtful and sérious consideration 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; but that distinguished gentleman neverran 
away from a commission that was investigating his roads and went 
“fishing” in Canada or in the wilds of Wisconsin, in order to keep 
from testifying. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As the gentleman is so well informed on these 
subjects, will he tell me whether it is true that the distinguished gen- 
tleman whose record I have read is a director in the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad ? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I am very well satisfied, sir, that 
the gentlemen who have spoken upon the other side have no intention 
to cast ons upon their predecessors in office, and yet they have 
boldly charged that the Jand grants to the Pacific railroads were made 
by the Republican party. I submit that at the time those grants were 
made party lines were not drawn upon them, and on reference to the 
record I find that onthe 8th of April, 1862, when the bill was under 
consideration granting what was then believed to be about 45,000,000 
of acres to the Union Pacific Railway Company, 14 Democrats voted 
in favor of it, and only 25 Democrats voted against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How many Republicans? 

Mr. ATKINSON. There were 79 votes in its favor. Deducting 14 
from that number would leave 65. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How many Republicans voted against it? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Twenty-five Democrats voted against it. Forty- 
nine was the aggregate vote against it; so that 24 Republicans and 25 
ager Y and no more, voted againstit. [Applause on the Republic- 
an side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How many Republicans voted for it? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ihave told you. The aggregate vote was 79, and 
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there were 14 Democrats who voted for the bill. I call attention to 
the further fact that when that bill came up in the Senate 8 Democrats 
voted in favor of it and only 2 against it. 

` Mr. TOWNSHEND. How many Republicans in the Senate voted 
for it and how many against it? , 

Mr. ATKINSON. There were not so many Democrats in the Senate 
in 1862 as there are now. The gentleman may remember that some of 
them were hedged behind a wall of bayonets south of the Potomac, and 
therefore they had no opportunity to give an expression to their senti- 
ments upon this subject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, will the gentleman tell how many Re- 
publicans voted for it? 

Mr. ATKINSON. I decline to yield to the gentleman unless I can 
have further time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman dare not tell us how many Re- 
publicans there were who voted for it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Extend my time and I will tell you without hesi- 
tation. I have nothing to conceal. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the vote upon the Jand 
grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. This vote was taken 
on the 31st of May, 1864, a period when Democrats were less numerous 
in this House than they are now. By reference to that vote find that 
24 hee ocrats voted in favor of that land grant and only 30 Democrats 
against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Not now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will furnish the names of the 
Democrats who voted for that grant. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir; I will mention their names. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to strike ont the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
SON | moves to strike out the pending paragraph. 

r. TOWNSHEND. Now that the gentleman has secured an ex- 
tension of time, I hope he will state how many Republicans voted for 
the Union Pacific land grant. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. ATKINSON. I willina moment. I wish first to reply to the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will give us the names of 
‘no Democrats who voted in favor of the grant to which he has just re- 

erred, 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side to the names of some of the Democrats who voted in favor of 
this Northern Pacific grant. Among others I find the names of Mr. 
James C. Allen, Mr. Augustus C. Baldwin, Mr. Alexander H. Coffroth, 
and, without reading the entire roll, I will conclude by citing the name 
ofa gentleman now conspicuous in public life, and who, I believe, is 
ready to defend his vote on this question—DANIEL W. VOORHEES, of 
Indiana. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And Thomas A. Hendricks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think thegentleman has read about all the names 
of Democrats that he can find. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How did Mr. Hendricks vote ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He was not here. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am inquiring how he voted on the 
Northern Pacific grant. Isay he voted for that grant, the largest land 
subsidy ever voted in any one bill, and he made a speech in favor of it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
these were not Republican measures; that there was a larger propor- 
tion of Democrats voted for them than of Republicans. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, Iask the Clerk to read a resolution 
which was submitted to this House on the 18th day of January, 1869, 
the vote upon which discloses, I think, the attitude of the two parties 
in regard to the repeal of the land grants better than any other propo- 
sition which has been referred to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That grants of the public lands to corporations ought to be discon- 
tinued; and the whole of such lands ought to be held as a sacred trust to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers, and for no other purpose whatever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in those few words this whole 
question is as well presented as it could be. There can be no misun- 
derstanding of that declaration, which is that land grants ought to 
cease, and that the public lands ought to be reserved for the benefit of 
actual settlers only. Gentlemen will be surprised to see how the vote 
stands on that resolution. 

A Member. What year was that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. In 1869—five years before the Democrats obtained 
control of this House. Within a very short time after this resolution, 
as gentlemen will find by looking at the records—I called the attention 
of one of my colleagues to this matter not long since—this side of the 
House brought forward a proposition to grantland to soldiers of the late 
war, without requiring settlement on the same—the principle on which 
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the soldiers in all former wars had obtained grants of land. I hope 
gentlemen who are claiming that they have favored the policy of secur- 
ing these lands to the people will examine the vote on this bill, which 

, to be sure, in a Republican House, but was promptly rejected 
in the Senate, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What was the vote on the resolution to which 
the gentleman has referred ? 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. Upon the submission of that resolution declaring 
that “‘grants of the public lands ought to be discontinued, and the 
whole of such lands ought to be held as a sacred trust to secure home- 
steads to actual settlers, and for no other pu whatever,” Mr. H. 
D. Washburn, a Republican member from the State of Indiana, and a 
very excellent man, moved to lay the resolution on the table. Of the 
Republican votes in favor of that motion I will simply call attention 
to the following: WILLIAM B. ALLISON, Nathaniel P. Banks, John A. 
Bingham, SHELBY M. CULLOM, Columbus Delano, James A. Garfield, 
Samuel Hooper, WILLIAM D. KELLEY, CHARLES O'NEILL, Luke P. 
Poland, Robert C. Schenck. I mention these as distinguished Repre- 
sentatives of the Republican party. The Democratic vote in those days 
was not very strong, and gentlemen will remember that the effects of 
this policy had not then been fully felt by the country, and until they 
had been felt it conld scarcely be expected that this House would very 
decidedly change its attitude on this question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What was the vote for the resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. One hundred and ten to fifty-five. 

Mr. WEAVER. How many Democrats? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ionly recognized three, hastily running over the 
list. There may be others. 

The proposition I wished to call attention to is that this was in the 
midst of the land-grant policy. After this the Texas Pacific was passed, 
granting 14,500,000 acres. 

The Democratic party came in, and there were no more ts of 
land for any such purpose. There it ceased. Not an acre has been 
granted from that day to this. That act authorized 14,500,000 acres. 
That expired in 1882, 

That was the point I wished to call the attention of the House to, 
that as soon as the Democrats came into power they instantly intro- 
duced a bill declaring the forfeiture of the remaining unearned land 
grants. During the Forty-seyenth Congress no vote was obtained ex- 
cept in reference to a little road in Michigan, known as the Brulé 
grant. It was the deliberate purpose—I do not say that of gentlemen 
on the floor—but the record will show there was a deliberate purpose 
this House should not have the opportunity to vote in reference to 
forfeiture of these land grants. And it was not until the next Con- 
gress, when the House adopted a new rule, that we were able to pre- 
st and vote on propositions looking to the forfeiture of these unearned 

an nts. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Letme inquire of the gentleman from Indiana 
whether any law was ever passed in a Republican House looking to 
the forfeiture of any one of these land grants? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I think there was not. I voted against all 
these grants, and therefore have no explanation to make. 

Mr. ATKINSON. - Had the time for the completion of these roads 
expired before the end of the Forty-seventh Congress? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The grant to the Northern Pacific expired in 
1879, some three or four years before the end of that Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ATKINSON’s amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Transcripts of records and plats: For furnishing transcripts of records and 
plats and paying therefor, $12,500,to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move to strike out that~paragraph, and I will 
say candidly thatit is for the purpose of enabling me to reply to some 
remarks made by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] while the 
amendment moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
SoN] was under consideration. 

I think the gentleman’s partisan enthusiasm has led him into ex- 
pressions his cooler judgment would not approve. He made accusa- 
tions against Mr. PAYson, of Illinois, in to his [Mr. Payson’s] 
pee on these land-grant forfeiture bills which in cooler moments 

e would not have made. If he had reflected one minute he would 
have found that Mr. Payson, of Illinois, does not in any action taken 
in this Congress or in committee militate against the positions he occu- 
pied in this House in previous Congresses, 

Sir, I have nothing to do with which party was responsible or which 
party was not responsible for the railroad land grants. We have come 
to a point somewhat beyond that, and instead of looking back to in- 
quire into the responsibility for the past, it more concerns us to con- 
sider what should be done now—to consider the positions of parties 
now. 

But passing even that, what is Judge PAyson’s position to-day on 
this question? Mr, Chairman, several bills have been reported to this 
House from the Committee on the Public Lands with reference toland 
grant forfeitures, one of which was reported by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], forfeiting the Southern Pacific 
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MOoRAE]J, forfeiting the Northern Pacific grant; and still another, a 
general forfeiture bill, reported by the distinguished chairman of the 
committee, Judge HOLMAN. 

Mr. PAYson concurred in the bill reported by the gentleman from 
Missouri; Mr. PAYSON concurred in the bill reported by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, and Mr. Payson did not dissent from the bill re- 
ported by the gentleman from Indiana, the distinguished chairman of 
the committee, but Mr. PAYson does urge that in view of the fact, Mr. 

that it is impossible, conceded to be impossible, to pass a 
bill at this session of Congress forfeiting lands lying opposite and con- 
tiguous to completed portions of road, as well as forfeiting lands lying 
opposite and contiguous to the line of road uncompleted — 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why impossible? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Impossible by reason of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court declaring the conditions in the granting acts to be con- 
ditions subsequent, not conditions precedent. Impossible because these 
decisions have steadily advanced, and strengthened as they have ad- 
vanced, to almost positive and absolute decision that Congress has no 
power to declare a forfeiture of lands lying opposite completed road, al- 
though not completed within the time designated in the act. At any 
rate, respectable legal opinion asserts the decisions of the Supreme 
Court must be so construed. But, sir, I shall not stop to discuss the 
legal propositions involved. I state the fact of the decisions and the 
fact of the opinion of them as possible obstacles to an extreme course. 
Another fact and obstacle is the opposition of the Senate to forfeiting 
lands lying opposite completed road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was told by a Senator but yesterday that he 
thought the general forfeiture bill would pass the Senate. 

Mr. MoKENNA. I hope the gentleman will not occupy my time, 
as I have but very little, and I want to explain the position of Mr. 
Payson because he is absent. I do not care anything about'the polit- 
ical discussion of the subject whatever. 

I have heard a debate similar to that which has occurred to-day 
three times—as aimless and as purposeless as that to-day. I heard in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, as the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] said he did, the distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, Mr. Morrison, rebuke the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and his party for trying to make political cap- 
ital out of the Pacific Railroad land grants for the Democratic party, 
declaring that they were necessary; that they were the development 
and issue of the patriotic sentiment of the country in its desire to 
unite the East and the West and to quicken communication between 
them. 

But, as I have said, I have nothing to do with the political aspects 
of the question. But I haye something to do with the correction of 
misstatements on the floor of the House, whether they be intentional 
or unjntentional, be they coolly and deliberately made, as I do not think 
they were in this case, or whether-impulsively made, and I am satis- 
fied the gentleman will not adhere to them when the facts are stated 
to him. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, can we not have a vote on 
this question. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, rose. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I just want a minute or two more. . 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. How much time doesthe gentleman want? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ido not know; only a few minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iwill yield to the gentleman two min- 
utes of my time. 

Mr. McKENNA. I will state the position so fairly that I do not 
think the gentleman will object. I may not get through in the short 
time allotted to me, but I will endeavor to do so. 

Now, sir, to direct myself to the purpose for which I rose, namely, 
to put Judge Payson in a correct attitude before the House and pos- 
sibly myself. I wish to say that there is not a word uttered by my 
distinguished friend, Judge Payson, or the position taken by him, 
that militates against his former record that he has made in favor of 
the forfeiture of these land grants; but he supplements his record by 
submitting a report candidly reviewing the legal situation and the leg- 
_ islative situation of this subject, and declaring that, in his judgment, as 
a business proposition, if you mean business, we must concur with the 
Senate as far as the Senate will concur with the House, and then pass 
the other bills besides. But let us make sure of that which we can. 
That is his position, and that is the whole of it; and when the gen- 
tleman from Missouri says he | Mr. PAyson] has deserted the ground 
he formerly occupied he uses a word of obloquy which is unjust, and 
in the assertion he makes an accusation which I am satisfied on reflec- 
tion he will withdraw, because I do not think he could have meant it 
in an offensive sense, but only in a Pickwickian sense. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I certainly desire to say 
that I would not make one remark intentionally offensive to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, Judge PAYson, a gentleman for whom I enter- 
tain the kindest feelings and the highest regard; a good mian, a good 
citizen, and a good Representative. What I said was provoked by a 
remark of the gentleman from Kansas, who stated that alt efforts made 
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with a view to forfeit the land grants had originated with the gentle- 
man from Illinois, and that he was really the power that had been 
pressing them forward, and that it was a Republican measure. I sim- 
ply desired to say, in response to that, nothing that would be a reflec- 
tion upon him or offensive to Judge Payson or any other gentleman 
upon this floor; and if I have said anything that ean be so construed, 
which certainly was not my intention, I wish to withdraw it. 

What I meant to say was that the Republican Senate had passed a 
bill forfeiting only such lands as lie adjacent to that portion of the 
routes of these railroads where no road has been constructed, aggreg t- 
ing a little over 5,000,000 acres of land, all told. The Democratic 
committee of this House reported a substitute, now pending, to that 
bill, forfeiting all lands lying coterminous with the roads constructed 
outside of the limitation fixed by the statute for the construction of 
the whole road. To that report Judge PAYsoNn, my friend from Cali- 
fornia, who has just taken his seat [Mr. McKENNA] and one other filed 
a minority report, in which they seek to prevail upon this House to 
adopt the Senate view and pass the bill forfeiting 5,000,000 acres and 
virtually confirming all other lands to the railroads. 

Mr. MCKENNA. You do not want to misrepresent. You are un- 
wittingly doing so. We are simply saying that as a practical business 
proposition, in view of what we can do, let us pass that one bill and 
we will pass the others afterwards,” 

Mr. STONE, of Missonri. Is it not true that your minority report, 
now to be found in the document-room of this House, does advise this 
House to pass the Senate bill ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Certainly it does. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If you pass the Senate bill, which forfeits 
only 5,000,000 acres of land, that is an end of the whole business; and 
I say it is practically an abandonment of the position which gentlemen 
have occupied here. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, in the course of my remarks a few moments ago I had 
occasion to say that this policy of granting land for the construction of 
a railway to the Pacific was non-partisan in its character; that Demo- 
crats and Republicans both favored it. I now desire to lay before the 
House extracts from the platforms of the respective political parties in 
1860. The Democratic (Douglas) platform adopted at the convention 
held in Baltimore June 18, 1860, had this declaration: 


Resolved, That one of the necessities of the age, in a military, commercial, and 
tal point of view, is speedy communication between the Atlantic and Pacitic 
tates; and the Democratic party pledge such constitutional Government aid as 
will insure the construction of a railroad to the Pacific coast at the earliest prao- 
ticable period. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There is no land grant there. 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘They pledge constitutional Government aid. 
They had previously given Government aid in the way of land grants 
for the construction of canals and for the construction of railroads; 
these grants of land were masked under a thin trust, but they amounted 
to the sime thing. 

Mr. JACKSON. Expressly for railroads. 

i RE ATKINSON. The Democratic (Breckinridge) platform de- 
E A 

Whereas one of the greatest necessities of the age in a political, commercial, 
postal, and military point of view is a speedy communication between the Pa- * 
cific and Atlantic coasts: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge themselves to use 
every means in their power to secure the passage of some biil to the extent of the 
constitutional authority of Congress for the construction ofa railroad from the 
Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean at the earliest practicable moment. 

Those are the deliverances of the Democratic parties, each calling 
itself the Democratic party. The Republican platform of the same 
year declares: j 

That a railroad to the Pacific Occan is imperatively demanded by the inter- 
ests of the whole country, that the Federal Government ought to render imme- 
diate and efficient aid in its construction; and that asa preliminary thereto a 
daily overland mail should be promptly established, 

Here then we have a consensus of opinion, a union of policy among 
all the then existing political parties. When these bills were introduced 
into Congress political lines were not drawn, but Democrats and Re- . 
publicans alike voted for and against them. I believe it was a wise 
policy; that those men made no mistake when they did this thing. 
It was a grant only of alternate sections of land to the railroad compa- 
nies along the line of the railroads. What was reserved to the Gov- 
ernment was increased in value twenty or thirty fold. Moro than that, 
it rendered all of the vast region west of the Missouri accessible to set- 
tlement. More than that still, it cemented the Union of the States, 
uniting the Pacific with the Atlantic by an iron bond which will be in- 
dissoluble forever. 2 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad grant stands upon an entirely different footing from any 
other ever made by Congress. It was made in the midst of a great con- 
flict, and the importance of easy and rapid communication between the 
Pacific States and the Atlantic States was known to all men and recog- 
nized by all. At the then time I did not myself vote for that bill, for 
the simple reason that, in my judgment, imperatively necessary as was 
the construction of the road, the grant in bonds for that purpose was 
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ample, and the grant of 27,000,000 acres of land was never justifiable 
or excusable. ; 

The grant in money was known at the time to be sufficient. It was 
known then to those who understood thesubject as well as it was known 
in 1864, when the real act was passed authorizing the construction of 
the Union Pacific Railroad. By that time it was known to all men, 
because several successive surveys had been made, that the grant of 
$64,000,000 in bonds was ample, and that in view of that fact a bonus 
of 27,000,000 acres of land was without justification or excuse. And, 
sir, it affords me a great deal of pleasure to recall the fact that fore- 
most among the men who most strenuously opposed that measure, on 
account of the land grant and on the ground of the palpable injustice 
done to the Government in giving the corporation mortgage an inside 
position as against the Government mortgage, Hon. E. B. Washburne, 
then a Representative from the State of Illinois, was most conspicuous. 
Basing his opposition on the two grounds I have stated, he led the 
opposition in this House when the measure was finally forced through 
at midnight. ‘Thosetwo measures must be considered together. When 
the Jast bill passed, that of 1864, the law under which the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad was constructed, while Mr. Washburne led the opposi- 
tion, Thaddeus Stevens led those in favor of its passage. It passed at 
the hour of midnight, and nearly the entire negative vote was cast by 
the representatives of the Democratic party here. I must state that 
fact, while at the same time I mention with great satisfaction the fact 
that Mr. Washburne—the most valuable member of this House I have 
ever known—was the most strenuous and active and able in trying to 
defeat the measure upon the grounds I have mentioned. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish toask the gentleman from Indiana whether 
he now asserts that those land grants were Republican legislation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must say that, taking into consideration all that 
had occurred prior to 1861 and all that had occurred afterwards, as a 
matter of fact, it was a Republican policy. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Was notthe policy of the Democratic party upon 
this subject outlined in their platform of 1860? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that no reference to a Jand grant. 

Mr. ATKINSON. It speaks of constitutional aid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, even in 1860 if a proposition had been made 
before the Democratic convention, or even fore the Republican con- 
vention, to appropriate public lands to a great railroad corporation it 
could not have been carried. ‘The influence of the movement of 1852 
of the free-soilers was then fresh in the country, the first movement 
of the Free-Soil party at Pittsburgh, in favor of a policy securing the 
whole of the public lands for homesteads. 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘The Democratic party pledged itself to give such 
constitutional aid as would insure the construction of the railroad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly, but that did not imply a grant of land. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Did it imply agrant of money ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it did imply a grant of money or credit. 

Mr. ATKINSON, Is there any difference constitutionally between 
a grant of land and a grant of money ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are not diseussing the question of constitu- 
tional power. Both parties were committed to that. The Whigs made 
such grants; the Democrats have done it, and the Republicans have 
done it; but the two old parties did it only in limited degree, not with a 
regular and definite system. The largest grant made by either of them 
was only three and one-half million acres, the grant to Illinois. 

Mr. ATKINSON, Then the difference was only in degree? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The difference was in the sy ate this, that with 
the two old parties it was not a policy, while it me the policy of 
the Republican party from the beginning of its power and continued 
until the party declined and the Democrats controlled the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate upon this amendment be closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ATKINSON] tostrike ont the paragraph. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I withdraw that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SURVEYING THE PUBLIC LANDS, 

For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $100,000, at rates not exceeding $9 
per lineal mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township. and $5 for sec- 
tion lines: Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference shall be 
given in favor of surveying land occupied, or to be eae re in whole or in 

by actual settlers. And of the sum hereby approp: ted not exceeding 
$20,000. may be expended for the examination of surveys in the field, to testthe 
accuracy of the work, and to prevent payment for fraudulent and imperfect 
aso returned by deputy surveyors; and for inspecting mineral deposits, 
coal fields, and timber districts, and for making such other surveys or examina- 
tions as may be fu (yy for identification of lands for purposes of evidence in 
any suit or proceeding in behalf of the United States, 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to offer an amendment to perfect this par- 


agraph. 3 3 ; 
Mr. HERMANN. I wish to make a point of order upon the par- 


agraph. 
que CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon will state his point 

of order. 
Mr. HERMANN. I submit to the Chair that this paragraph isa 
change of existing law, and therefore in violation of the rules of the 


House. In support of this proposition I call the attention of the Chair 
to sections 2404 and 2405 of the Revised Statutes, which read as follows: 

Sec. 2404. The Commissioner of the General Land Office may authorize, in his 
diseretion, public lands in Oregon, densely covered with forests or thick under- 
growth, to be surveyed at auginented rates, not exceeding $18 per mile for stand- 
ard parallels, $15 for townships, and $12 for section lines. 

Src. 2405. The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his discretion, may 
hereafter authorize o lands in California and in W: n Territory, 
densely covered with forest or thick undergrowth, to be surve; at augmented = 
rates, not exceeding $18 per linear mile for standard parallels, $16 for townships, 
and $14 for section lines. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state the date of the law to 
which he has referred ? 

Mr. HERMANN. The first of the sections I haye just read was en- 
acted July 15, 1870, and the second June 10, 1872; they are both em- 
braced in the Revised Statutes, edition of 1878. 3 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my proposition is that the rates proposed to be 
allowed in the paragraph read by the Clerk for surveys of the public 
lands are in effect a restriction upon the rates already allowed by ex- 
isting law as embraced in the two sections which I have just read from 
the Revised Statutes. Ido not think it necessary to ces * 4 time in 
arguing this question, but submit it for the decision of the Chair upon 
the provisions of law which I have cited. 

Mr. RANDALL. The act to which the gentleman has referred in 
reference to rates of payment for surveys was, if I remember rightly, 
passed in 1871. Ithink from the time of the Forty-seventh Congress 
there have been continuously allowed by law different rates, the same 
rates provided for in the pending clause of the bill. This clause is in 
the nature of a limitation upon the expenditure of money, and is, I 
submit, in order. I think we have had rulings to this effect. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Anddid not the appropriation bill which originally 
provided for the present rates repeal any conflicting laws on the same 
subject? 

Mr, HERMANN. Ican find no change of statutory Jaw in refer- 
ence to this particular provision. 1 wish to say in addition that in 
other appropriation bills reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
himself, as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the rates 
allowed have been in accordance with the statutory law, except in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, and now in this Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. I may have been wrong in my statement as to the 
action of the Forty-seventh Congress. Butatany rate the clause in this 
bill is a limitation upon the expenditure of the money appropriated, 
and, according to rulings heretofore made, is in order. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman will permit me to say it isnot only 
that, but it is a restriction as to the rates provided by law, and which 
shall be paid by the public land office for surveys in certain portions 
of the country, my own State in particular. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has always been held that where there was a 
statute, for instance, fixing a salary, if Congress did not appropriato 
the full amount there would exist a claim against the Government, 
unless there should be incorporated in the bill some such phrase as “in 
full compensation;’’ but where any such language has been incorporated 
it has always been recognized as a limitation. The language in this 
paragraph is in fact a limitation on this appropriation, providing that 
it shall not be expended by the payment of higher rates than those fixed 
in the paragraph. : 

Mr. HERMANN, Does not that in itself constitute a change of ex- 
isting law? 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN] that this bill fails to make any appropriation for the class of 
surveys to which the provisions of law read by him refer. Therefore, 
in my judgment, the paragraph is not subject to the point of order. 
The gentleman’s remedy is to offeran amendment to appropriate money 
for that class of surveys. 

Mr. HERMANN. Under the statute law, it is provided that as to 
standard and meander lines the price paid shall not exceed $18 per 
mile, while under the terms of the pending paragraph the rate of pay- 
ment is limited to $9. Surely the bill makes a very radical change in 
the existing law. The language of the bill is: 

For surveys and resurveys of public lands $100,000, at rates not exceeding $9 
pe Hye mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 for sec- 

The provision of the Statutes at Large is that— 


The Commissioner of the General Land Office may authorize in his discre- 
tion public lands in Oregon, densely covered with forests or thick undergrowth, 
to be surveyed at augmented rates not exceeding $18 per mile, ete. 

It is therefore plain that the provision of the bill isa restriction upon 
the payment of the rates allowed by existing law, and hencea age i 
Therefore I submit that the clause is ontof order as violative of the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. The language in this bill is the same as that in 
the bill of last year applying to the current fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman affirm that the language in 
the two cases is identical ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is, word for word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I desire, as my only remedy, to offer an 
amendment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon will withhold his 
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amendment until an amendment sent to the desk by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has been read and acted on. 
The Clerk read the amendment of Mr, RANDALL, as follows: 
In line 7, page 48, strike out the word “land” and insert “townships,” and 
in the same line strike out the words “ or to be occupied.” 
Mr. RANDALL’s amendment was adopted. 
Mr. HERMANN. Ioffer the following amendment to the paragraph 
under consideration. A 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word “lines,” in line 5, insert “except that as to mountainous lands 


or lands covered with dense timber or underbrush the rate shall not exceed $13 
for standard and meander lines, $9 for township, and $7 for section lines.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not think we want to survey that kind of 
land at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is notthat amendment subject to apointof order? 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask to be heard. 

Pog CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think that amendment changes existing law. I 
ask it may be read again. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw 

is point of order until I can be heard on the proposition itself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withhold my point of order so the gentle- 
man from Oregon may be heard. 

Mr. HERMANN. In the few remarks, Mr. Chairman, which I de- 
sire to submit on the pending proposition, I wish especially to appeal 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. I submit to 
him and to the gentlemen who honor me with their attention that 
so far as Oregon, Nevada, Washington Territory, and I may say so far 
as all the Pacific Slope is concerned west of the summit of the Rocky 
Mountains, very few lands will be surveyed hereafter under the limited 
appropriation provided for in this paragraph. That is certain, and for 

simple reason that it can not be done, and the evidence is before 
the House, conclusively showing that owing to the character of the 
country now remaining unsurveyed, the land being largely mount- 

. ainous, with heavy undergrowth of brush, it is impossible to get sur- 
veys extended at the limited rates provided in the present bill. Sur- 
veyors-general of the States of Oregon, California, Nevada, and of the 
Territories on the Pacific coast have at different times during the past 
few years urgently appealed to the Department for a change of rates. 
They show that competent surveyors will not take contracts for sur- 
veys on this class of lands at existing rates. In support of the posi- 
tion taken by them, and as a further argument for my amendment, I 
desire to read to the committee from the recent report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on this subject: 

The estimates of the surveyors-general submitted with their annual reports 
amount to $518,640. My estimate of a little more than one-half of this sum may 

roperlybe increa sed in the discretion of Congress, but should not be reduced. 

Nearly all the easily surveyable lands were suryeyed or returned as surveyed 
in former yearsunde r larger rates of compensation than now prevail, leaving 
the difficult and expens veJands unsurveyed. Itis not possible to survey mount- 
ainous lands at existing rates. Yet such lands, within railroad land-grant lim- 
its at least, must be surveyed under positive law. An attempt made to expend 
the appropriation of the last fiscal year chiefly in Montana, within the limits of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, failed for want of bidders for the contract at the 
rates provided by law. Much of this class of work will have to be done by spe- 
cial contract or at per diem rates, in which some augmentation in the scale of 
prices is unavoidable. 

To meet this emergency I have recommended the restoration of augmented 
rates for heavily timbered or mountainous lands, limited, however, to $13 per 
mile for standard and meander lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines. 
The Revised Statute rates are: For Oregon, $18, $15, and $12, and for California 
and Washington, $18 and $14 (sections 2404 and 2405, Revised Statutes). I have 
also recommended that the provisions of section 2411 now applicable to Oregon 
and California, authorizing compensation for surveys in discretionary cases by 
the day instead of by the mile, be made general. 

I desire to read still further from this report what is urged by the 
Commissioner in reference to the State of Oregon: 

About two-thirds of the area of Oregon have been surveyed. Further surveys 
are needed to keep up with the progress of settlement. In many instances the 
lands settled upon are in small valleys, where the r part of the land is 
mountainous and unfit for cultivation, or else containing more or less timber. 
Some of these lands are rough country, covered with dense undergrowth, so 
that no competent surveyor will attempt to make the surveys at the rates al- 
lowed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move tostrike out the last word, for the purpose 
of reading to the House the communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a petition from all the district land officers in 
Oregon, asking appropriations for extending the surveys of public lands 
in Oregon for the fiscal year 1889, and for an increase in rates as to 
mountainous and timber-covered lands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting a petition from the dis- 


trict land officers in Oregon asking appropriations for extending the surveys 
of public lands in Oregon for the scal year 1889. . 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 22, 1888. 
Srr: In compliance with a request of the Actining Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, I transmit herewith a copy of a petition of the district land 
officers in the State of Oregon relative to necessity for a liberal appropria- 
tion for extending the public surveys in the said State during the ensuing 


year. 
Very respectfully, WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
We, the naaman, district officers of the General Land Offi 


oi 
veyable lands in the State. Nearly the petitions asking for surveys come 
from localities where the lands are more or less mountainous, or covered with 
timber or dense undergrowth, making surveying difficult and expensive, and 
unless the rates for this class of work are very materially IGA competent 
surveyors can not be found to execute the surveysithat are actually necessary 
in the interest of settlers. 

For the relief of the settlers and in the interest of this State w e do most re- 
spectfully ask your favorable consideration, to the end (as recommended 
by the honorable Commissioner General Land Office in his last annual report) 
ample appropriation may be made for the surveying service for the ensuing 
fiscal year, and the rates therefor be fixed high enough to provide for honest 
surveys by reliable surveyors, so that settlers can not be called upon to con- 
tribute, directly or indirectly, towards the expense of such surveys; and we, 


your petitioners, will ever pray. 
Catt a eS 
n rveyor-General for Oregon. 
Register, United States Land Office, Oregon Oily, Ore 
egisler, Uni es , Oregon City gon. 
ail B. F. BURCH, e 


Receiver, United States Land Office, Oregon City, Oregon. 
Register, United Slates Land 0; ONSA Onep 
egister, nm A g! On, 
A.C. TONES. 
Receiver, United States Ea n os ih, Oregon. 
Receiver, United Slates Land Office, Lakeview, Oregon. 


SL 
ver, The Dalles, Oregon. 
HENRY RIN T, 
Register, United States Land La Grande, Oregon. 


J. T. OUTHOUSE, 
Receiver, United States Land Office, La Grande, Oregon. 

Mr. RANDALL. This isan appeal for higher pay to certain survey- 
ors, and does not involve any real wants of the actual settlers; as in 
fact for that portion of the land proposed to be surveyed there is not 
much demand at any rate, or very little demand from persons wishing 
to acquire actual settlement. I hope there will be no change in the 
law. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iappeal once more tothe chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that he permit this amount to be increased; it is 
totally inadequate. I can assure him it isn . The increase is 
demanded by the great emigration which is now setting in from all 

of the Union and seeking homes even in the remotest places— 
in the small valleys, along the foot-hills, on the narrow creek bot- 
toms, and even on the steep mountain sides, for in the western portion 
of the Coast Range even the declivities of the highest hills are suscepti- 
ble of cultivation, and especially in dairy grasses which the humid 
atmosphere keeps verdant in the dryest seasons, 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that in California 
the demand for the survey of public lands is very urgent for the reason 
that it has been found that the lands on the mountain slopes now cov- 
ered by brush and timber are the most valuable lands that we have for 
vineyards and fruit-growing purposes, being Jands lying on the lower 
or foot hills of the mountains. This demand has been expressed to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office by the people interested 
in taking up these lands, and he has conveyed the request to Congress 
in the report which has been read from by the gentleman from Oregon, 
and I desire to call attention to that part of the report which refers to 
California. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office says: 

The greater part of unsurveyed land in California that is now 
surveyable is considered very valuable, consisting of brush-hills producing the 
best vines and choicest fruits, and great demand exists for surveys of such lands. 
The surveyor-general Lk that higher rates for surveys be allowed in order to 
prevent fraud and collusion induced by the surveyors relying upon interested 
parties for assistance when the meager rates for surveys are insufficient. 

Now, the surveyor-general of California, in his report to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office (and in a supplemental report) calls 
attention to the necessity for increased appropriations for these surveys. 
He says: 


rded as 


I respectfully urge in the interest of the many settlers, of those contemplating 
settlement but who are dete from so doing on account of trouble in obtain- 
ing titles, and in the interest ofgood government that I may be allowed to survey 
such lands during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, as are settled upon and 
are surveyable. - 

The great immigration into California during the past twelve months and the 
prospect of a still greater number of people coming hither this year to make 
this State their homes would seem to be sufficient inducement for the Depart- 
ment to order such surveys of the unsurveyed public lands as are surveyable, 


Mr. Chairman, as stated before, all the lands that are now survey- 
able are lands which will tequire more labor, more service, and larger 
expenditures than the surveys heretofore made. I am in favor of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon. It is necessary to ob- 
tain proper surveys of the public lands in California. 

. TOOLE. i 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two words. 
I rise to confirm the statements just made by the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], the gentleman from California [Mr. Mor- 
Row], and the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
touching the inadequacy of the present prices allowed for public sur- 
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veys in the mountainous and timbered regions. Iam advised by the 
surveyor-general of Montana that if the present prices obtain we can 
not expect any considerable amount of the land grant of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad in Montana to be surveyed. The people of Montana 
have 2 direct interest in this amendment. Ihad intended to offer it 
myself. 

The Forty-ninth Congress passed a law whereby we could tax the 
lands of that company as rapidly as surveyed, whether the company 
had the patents to the lands or not. In other words, it provided in 
effect that a failure on the part of the railroad company to pay the 
costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying the lands as provided by 
the charter should not operate to defeat the collection of taxes thercon 
by the Territory. We are vitally interested in this amendment. I 
ought to have said in advance that ont of the $50,000 appropriated for 
public surveys last year Montana received $20,000 in the apportion- 
ment, every cent of which went back into the Treasury, because no 
contracts could be let at present prices. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company grant in Montana amounts 
to 20,000,000 acres of land. Under present law they pay upon about 
5,000,000 acres, that amount, I believe, having been surveyed and cer- 
tified to it under the grant, leaving about 15,000,000 acres unsurveyed 
and upon which no taxes are paid. These lands are worth all the way 
from 50 cents to $30 an acre. Bonds for deeds have been given by the 
company in many instances, and the lands are cultivated and improved 
by the purchaser. The company, its property, and employés are en- 
‘titled to and receive the protection of our laws. The tramps, male- 
factors, and lawbreakers following in its trail are made charges upon 
our counties, and we demand that it shall pay its just proportion of 
the public burdens; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania says it is 
time enough to provide for this when the company pays the 10 cents 
an acre for surveying the lands, 

Mr. RANDALL. Whenever that road will agree to pay for the sur- 
veys of the land which the Government gave them, then I am per- 
fectly willing to appropriate the amount of money necessary to survey 
them, but not before. 

Mr. TOOLE. That, sir, is the point that the bill referred to as hav- 
ing passed the Forty-ninth Congress designed to cover. The company 
claim that their grant was in presenti; that they have a perfect equita- 
ble title, and that nothing but the naked legal title, the mere evidence 
of the grant wasin the Government. Holding to this theory it is plain 
that the railroad company would never pay the cost of surveys and 
take out patents; certainly not as long as they could evade the payment 
of taxes—hence the necessity of the law of the Forty-ninth Congress, the 
proposed amendment, and an adequate appropriation. 

If there are gentlemen here who still cling to the hope of forfeiting 
the grant of the Northern Pacific, I want to say that the ‘taxation of 
the grant by the Territories in no wise commits the Government against 
the forfeiture. Section 3 of the act authorizing taxation upon the sur- 
yeyed land expressly reserves the right to forfeit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, pass this 
amendment, it will insure the survey and taxation of these Jands, it 
will add $10,000,000 at once to our assessable valuation. We need it 
to build school-houses, colleges, and public institutions. The munifi- 
cent dowry of public lands given us by the Federal Government is of 
no avail until we become a State. 

For four years we have been appealing for constitutional government, 
for the benefits of statehood, and a closer connection with the Ameri- 
can Union. We have appealed in vain. If we are to be kept out of 
the Union longer, give us all proper facilities to collect all the revenue 
to which we are justly entitled. With an ample appropriation to sur- 
vey ail our lands, and a fair price paid for the surveys, we will have 
money enough from surplus revenue to provide ourselves with the best 
educational facilities, as well as all other necessary public institutions. 

It has been claimed, sir, that the land grant of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad was subject to forfeiture; and this House at frequent sessions 
has passed bills looking to that end. The act by which we propose to 
collect these taxes provides, in section 3— 

That this act shall not affect the right of the Government to declare or enforce 
a forfeiture of any land so granted, butall the rights of the United States to said 
lands or to any interest therein shall be and remain as if this act bad not passed, 
except as to the lien mentioned in the first section hereof. 

That gives the Government of the United States the right to buy these 
lands in when they are sold for taxes, in the event the railroad declines 
or fails to pay for them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a simple act of jus- 
tice. If this money is required to be paid out by the railroad company 
to the United States, so that it will not be at the expense of a single 
dollar for the cost of these surveys, and if the lands are ultimately for- 
feited to the United States, the lands are surveyed as they ought to be 
surveyed, so that they can go into the public market. We need them. 
There are 20,000,000 acres of these Jands, which, if estimated at the 
moderate rate of 50 cents an acre, would yield to the Territory of Mon- 
tana $10,000,000. We need the money to build school-houses, colleges, 
and seminaries of learning. Under Congressional enactment a munifi- 
cent dowry of public land has been awarded to us for school p ; 
but we do not get the land until we shall have been admitted into the 


Union, so that so far as that dowry is concerned it is of no benefit to 
us now. We have made repeated calls for constitutional government 
and foradmissionintothe Union. Ourcallshave beeninvain. Weask 
now simply that the land in the Territory of Montana that is claimed, 
dominated, and controlled by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
shall be made to respond to its just proportion of the public burden ex- 
actly as every citizen is made to respond. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Have you offered an amendment 
touching that? - ‘ 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment which is offered now is to raise 
the rate of payment for the survey, and the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. TOOLE] advocates it on the ground that he wants to induce the sur- 
veyors to go forward and survey all of the Northern Pacific land grant, 
so that the Territory of Montana shall be enabled to assess that prop- 
erty and secure the payment of taxes by the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company into the Territorial treasury. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think the gentleman from Montana omitted to 
etate that in all sections inside of that line settled upon by actual set- 
tlers they are interested in this survey equally with the railroad. 

Mr. TOOLE. Bonds have been given in the case of individuals. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatapplies to the Territory of Montana; but it 
is not wisdom on the part of the United States to enforce that mode of 
survey at that increased rate. The price we do pay is adequate to the 
requirements of homesteaders. In this connection let me say thatthe 
committee have doubled the amount for the survey, so that the whole 
of that reservation in Northern Montana may be thrown open to settle- 
ment by survey, as provided in this act. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that I am inclined to think per- 
haps he does not appreciate the gravity of this matter. These lands 
while the property of the railroads are exempt from taxation; but in 
order to evade this taxation the lands are sold, a contract given, and 
the money paid, but no deed made; and as I understand the gentleman 
from that Territory [Mr. TOOLE], in order to have this specific itis neces- 
sary to have the lands surveyed, so that there can be an exact description 
ofthe land. That these Jands should be taxed as soon as they are sold - 
is a fact that must be clear to any one who examines it, and keeping 
the lands covered upin this way is one of the mošt grievous acts of in- 
justice in the West. It amounts to holding the property of a private 
individual exempt from his share of taxation, because theland stands 
nominally in the name of the railroad company. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then you would be willing to pay the exorbitant 
rate? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I would be willing to pay whatever 
is necessary in order to secure their survey, in order to make the land- 
owners pay their share of the taxes. I would pay whatever is neces- 
sary in order to reach that end. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to have the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] inform us as to the necessity for putting the 
limit in. Why not leave it to the discretion and judgment of the De- 
partment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because we found in the past they were paying 
largely in excess of what the Government should pay; and therefore 
not the Committee on Appropriations, but Congress, fixed these rates 
which we are endeavoring as members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to adhere to. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman indulge me for one question? 
If the gentleman from Pennsylvania is satisfied from all the evidence 
before us, and from the recommendations and appeals of the various 
Departments, that surveys can not be extended over the lands of my 
State orover other large portions of the Pacific coast at the present rates, 
then I ask him whether he will insist upon those rates and refuse to agree 
to the larger amount proposed in the amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The entire amount of the current appropriation, 
$50,000, has been expended at these rates. 

Mr. HERMANN, I desire to correct the gentleman. The larger 
portion of the amount allowed for the State of Oregon remains to the 
credit of that State unexpended, for the reason, as the surveyor-gen- 
eral informs me, that he can not get competent surveyors to perform 
the work at those rates. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not recollect how much was allotted to 
Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think there was about $10,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 

Mr. MORROW. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. I 
want to state to the committee that I indorse every word that has been 
said upon this subject by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] 
and the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow]. I claim to be 
tolerably familiar with Oregon and also with California, and I know, 
and it is well known generally, that the lines can not be run or the 
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surveys made there for the rates proposed in this bill. Forthat reason, 
sir, I hope the amendment will be adopted. We have between three 
and four million acres of lands in our State that will have to be reSur- 
veyed because of a defective or bogus survey. We find that the foot- 
hills and where the chaparral grows is the finest fruit and grain land 
in the State. ‘That land is unsurveyed in several counties of my State, 
and it is necessary that it should be surveyed in order that settlers may 
know where their homesteads are. 

I went to the committee aud tried to point this out to the chairman, 
and to show him the great need there was for a liberal appropriation 
for these surveys, and I say now that we might as well stop the work 
altogether and close up the surveyor’s office in California, as to attempt 
to make surveys there at the rates named in this bill. If this commit- 
tee choose to prevent the bringing into market and into use and under 
taxation ali these valuable lands in California, in Nevada, and in great 

rtions of Montana and Idaho and Washington Territory, all they 

ve to do is to adopt this bill as it stands. 

‘There is a greatimmigration to the Pacificslope at this time. I trust 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is not jealous bc- 
cause we are getting a good deal of immigration from his State. 
[Laughter.] We invite them to come; we want them to come, but 
when they do come there and settle on a piece of land we want to have 
it surveyed so that they will know the metes and hounds of their prop- 
erty. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. TOOLE. I move to strike out the last word. I-want the com- 
mittee to understand that out of the $50,000 which was appropriated 
last session, $20,000 was awarded to the Territory of Montana, every 
dollar of which was covered back into the Treasury of the United States 
simply because there could not be found any contractor who was will- 
ing to take the contract to do the work at the maximum rate fixed by 
the apprdpriation bill. So that we did not get any service at all in the 
Territory last year, although we had $20,000—two-fifths of the whole 
amount—allotted to us. The reason I have given was stated in the 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office by the surveyor- 
general, and I made known, or attempted to make known, the facts to 
the Committee on Appropriations. f 

Mr. RANDALL. Ten thousand dollars for Oregon, $20,000 for Mon- 


i tana, $10,000 of the $50,000 for a specific object stated in act leaves 


only $10,000 for all other points in the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made the point of order on this amendment that 
it proposed new legislation, but I wish to suggest that so far as I am 
concerned I am perfectly willing to withdraw the point of order if it 
ean be understood that the surveys will be confined to lands suitable 
for agriculture. The most expensive lands to survey are the timber 
lands, and I do not think they ought to be surveyed at all until we 
have a better land system than we have now. 

I think that while such is the state of the law that parties can enter 
the lands almost without restriction at $2.50 an acre and without set- 
tlement, these surveys ought not to be made. If it could be agreed 
that the surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to agriculture, I, 
for one, should be inclined to favor a policy which would place at the 
disposal of the Commissioner of the General Land Office a larger sum 
of money. 

Mr. HERMANN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as I under- 
stand, proposes just such an amendment—that surveys shall be made 
of such lands only as are fit for actual settlement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, that does not exactly meet my suggestion. 

I wish to suggest that the paragraph might be amended so as to pro- 
vide that in extending the appropriation it shall be confined to lands 
adapted to cultivation. In that event the discretion might be safely 
left as to the roads which should be paid for surveys. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to explain, if the gentleman wiil permit 
me—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove toadd after the word ‘‘settler ™ the fol- 
lowing words: 


And the surveys shall be confined to lands adapted to agriculture and lines 
of reservations. 


I do not want timber lands surveyed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I well remember the former law. Prior to the 
estimates for the fiscal year 1887 there was a provision which per- 
mitted higher payment. I think it was in amount what is provided in 
the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon for timber and mount- 
ainouslands. In the estimates for 1887, submitted by General Sparks, 
the words ** mountainand timberlands at rates ’* thereafter dropped out 
of the estimates, and left the rates as fixed in this bill to be the rates 
ar lands of all descriptions. Let me read from the law. Itis as fol- 

ows: 


Except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow for the 
survey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mount- 
ainous, or covered with dense unde: wth, a sum notexceeding $13 per linear 
mile for standard lines, LI for township, and $7 for section lines, or where for 
any cause not provided for by law, in Oregon or Washington Territory, he is 
unable to get the necessary surveys made at the rates aforesaid, he may allow a 
sum not exceeding $12 per linear mile for standard lines, $10 for tow! ip lines, 
and $6 for section lines. 


Mr. HERMANN. Whatever may have been the position of the De- 
partment heretofore upon this subject so faras the Forty-ninth Congress 
was concerned when the first deviation was brought in the appropri- 


ation bill, yet at the present time you have before the committee an 
urgentappeal from the Department asking rates be restored as to mount- 
ainous and timber lands, 

Mr. RANDALL. AsIhavestated,intheestimates of General Sparks 
for 1887 these dropped out. Like many other reforms of his the Land 
Office seems to have adopted other methods and gone in another direc- 
tion. 

_ Mr. HERMANN. ‘That isnot so, so far as Oregon is concerned, be- 
cause the larger portion of the appropriation for thatState still remains 
unexpended because it has been found impossible toget any surveyors 
to make surveys at the rates provided. 

Mr. TOOLE. Every particle of the appropriation so far as Montana is 
concerned has lapsed. 

Mr. HERMANN. The statement which I had read showed exactly 
the existing condition of facts in reference to this whole matter, 

Mr. RANDALL. In the statement made by the Delegates of the 
Territories and by the gentleman from Oregon I am willing, so far as 
I am concerned individually, to give discretion to the Secretary of the 
Interior in this connection, provided the rates allowed shall not exceed 
the rates fixed under the law for the character of survey. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Let the gentleman from Oregon prepare his 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the pending amendment, moved by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN ], be read. 

Mr. HERMANN’s amendment was again read, as follows: 

After the word “lines,” in line 5, insert "except that as to mountainous 
lands or lands covered with dense timber or underbrush the rate shall not ex- 
a fe for standard and meander lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section 

Mr. RANDALL, I would rather have the language of the old law, 
except that I wculd make the Cabinet officer responsible. So it will 
read: That the Secretary of the Interior may allow for survey of stand- 
ard and meander lines the rate provided under the old law. 

Mr. HERMANN. My amendment covers that. 

Mr. RANDALL. The language I have read is in the language of 
the old law. The language of the gentleman’s amendment is the same 
except—— . 

Mr. HERMANN. I propose to add the words ‘“‘subject to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as follows: 

After the word “lines,” in Jine 5, insert; 

"Exceptas to mountainous lands, or lands covered with dense timber or under- 
brush, the rates shall not exceed $13 per mile for standard and meander lines, 
$11 for township, and $7 for section lines, subject to the discretion of the Seere- 
Jary of the Interior.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that, in view of the debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know the effect of the words ‘‘sub- 
ject to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I think the word ‘‘approval’’ would be 
better. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or Iwill say ‘subject to the order of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or ‘‘approyal.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, *‘subject to approval.” 
that manner. 

Mr. RICE. I object to it as new law, and Imake the point of order 
upon it. Iask the Clerk to read sections 2404 and 2405 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. There has been debate for some time on this amead- 
ment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
who now makes the point of order is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the gentleman from Indiana had made a point of order orig- 
inally, and indicated that he would withdraw it on certain conditions, 
which conditions bave been considered in this colloquy. 

Mr. McCREARY. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say now, in view of the remarks of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations on this subject, that if 
the following words be added I shall be very willing to withdraw the 
point of order I have made. My objectis to prevent surveys of timber 
lands at $2.50 an acre, now being so rapidly exhausted without settle- 
ment; and would ask the insertion of the words, ‘‘and shall be con- 
fined to lands adapted to agriculture.” 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the suggestion the gentleman makes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will send the amendment to the desk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania think that 
would carry out the purpose he has in view? 

Mr. RANDALL. My wish originally in this regard, I will state, was 
not to pay any more money for the surveys of any land, no matter what 
the character of it should be. But thereis a sentiment, it seems, here 
that makes it plain that no restriction should prevent the survey of 
certain lands necessary to be surveyed in some of the Territories, known 
as mountainous and timber lands, and I am willing to throw the re- 
sponsibility for this work upon the Secretary of the Interior, in whom 
I have the fullest confidence. 


I will modify it in 
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Mr. BLOUNT. That is what I understood to be the purpose of the 

gentleman; but I was apprehensive that the change here did more than 
that. 
Mr. RANDALL. If it does more than that I do not agree to it. 
If the gentleman thinks that any other conditions should be applied, 
I am willing to insert them, or withdraw consent to the amendment 
if it is objectionable. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It seemed to mefrom a casual reading of the amend- 
ment that it goes beyond the scope the gentleman intended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not beyond the rates fixed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let it be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not ascertained as yet whether the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is satisfied with the other provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the modification proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ settlement,” in line 8 of the proviso, insert: “and shall be 
confined to lands adapted to agriculture and lines of resurveys,"’ 

Mr. RANDALL. Nowread the paragraph as proposed to be amended, 
or as it will read if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $100,000, at rates not exceeding $9 
per lineal mile for standard and meander li $7 for township, and $5 for sec- 
tion lines, except that as to mountainous lands, or lands covered with dense 
timber or underbrush the rates shall not exceed $13 per mile for standard and 
meander lines, $11 for township, and $7 for section lines, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior : Provided, elc., That in expending this— 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to change that to make it subject to 
he approval of the Secretary of the Interior. Ido not think the gentle- 
man will object to that. 

Mr. HERMANN. I do not object to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or perhaps it would be better to state it in this 
form: ‘‘when made upon the order of the Setretary of the Interior.” 
I shall meve to add those words. 

Mr. MORROW. Isit the purpose of the gentleman to graduate the 
pay for the surveys per mile according to the difficulty of the survey? 

hr, RANDALL. I want wherever we raise the price that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall be responsible for the increased pay. 

Mr. MORROW. I understand the amendment to have that effect. 
He will order certain surveys, and then will have to pay the sum fixed 
by this amendment. I suppose the purpose of the amendment was to 
give the Secretary of the Interior authority to graduate the pay for the 
survey according to the difficulty, or what he thought the price should 
be. 


Mr. HERMANN. That is the intention. If the Secretary of the 
Interior is satisfied that it is mountainous land, if the surveyor-gen- 
eral of Oregon or California calls for the survey, then it is his duty to 
fix the rate according to the conditions of the amendment. 

Mr. MORROW. There will be two rates of survey, then; one fixed 
by the law, and one by the amendment, and nothing between. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment as modified was again reported. 

Mr. RAN DALE. Let the words be added ‘‘ where the survey is 
made, 

Mr. MORROW. That is all right. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the first clause of the proviso be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference shall be given in 


favor of surveying townships occup in whole or in part by actual settlers, 
and shall be ed to lands adapted to agriculture and lines of resurveys. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN] if he is now content with this amendment? 

Mr. HERMANN. As I understand it, it fixes the particular price 
which has been named for the survey of mountainous or thickly tim- 
bered land subject to the discretion of the Interior Department. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to go back 
and offer an amendment to the bill providing fora post-office building 
at Hoboken, N. J. A bill came to the House yesterday signed by the 
President authorizing an appropriation of $60,000 to complete the build- 
ing. Iask the usual appropriation of one-half, $30,000, to purchase 
the site and commence the building. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman indicate the page? 

Mr. McADOO. Page 4, after line 3. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say there are nine buildings in a like 
situation provided for in this bill, and it would be unjust to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey and to those he represents if I prevented the 
Hoboken building from being added to the nine. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman withdraw his amendment 
until the previons amendment is completed ? 

Mr. McADOO. Yes. F 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAnN]? If not, it wiil be 
considered as ado F 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon the amendment pro- 


posed by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] as modified by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. Does the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. RICE] withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. MORROW. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. RICE. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
asks unanimons consent to return to page 4 of the bill and offer the 
amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, after line 3, insert: 

“For post-office at Hoboken, N. J.: For purchase of siteand commencement 
of building, $30,000.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The limit for this building is $60,000. Under 
the provisions of this bill, if it becomes a Jaw, the appropriation for the 
current year would be $30,000, with power to the Treasury Depart- 
ment to contract for the whole amount under the limit for completion 
of the building. 

The CHAIRMAN. This paragraph can only be returned to by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to ask a question be- 
fore consent is given. Has the bill been passed for the erection of this 
building? 

Mr. McADOO. Yes; and signed by the President. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I have no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘ Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry 
civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

* MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, returned 
to the House the bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, 
changing the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia; 
said bill having been recalled from the House on the 17th of April last. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at 
Wichita, Kans. ; requested a conference with the House on said bill and 
amendment, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Mr. Vest, Mr. Pasco, and Mr. MORRILL. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested the bill 
(H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. son granting a pension to James McCaftrey; 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie A. Salisbury and Al- 
mia Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 
ary Army; 

A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 

A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis B. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 


A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; 

A bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 

A bill (H, R. 4653) to grant a pension to Joanna Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and 
Jessie Piatt; 

A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 

A bill (H. R. rie granting a pension to Matthew H. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender; 

A bill a R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 

A bill (H. K. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F, Byers; 

A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree; 

A bill a R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley; 

A bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; 
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A bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to- Benjamin Contell; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. sse granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 

A bill (H. R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. Cheeks; 

A bill (H, R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 

A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 

A bill Or R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 

A bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

A bill (H.R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 

A bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 
ae bill (E. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

. Buck; i 

A bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Cleveland; and 

A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon. 

The message also announced that the Senate had joint reso- 
lution and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S.R.96) authorizing the District commissioners 
to designate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin; 

A bill (S. 1291) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Staunton, Va. ; 

A biil (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A, Beltzer; 

A bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willard A. Jackson; 

A bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Wilford White; 

A bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Andrew J. Hadley; 

A bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James McGowan; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 2872) granting a pension to Thomas R. Sturman; 

A bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; 

A bill (8. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thornton; 

A bill ts. 2990) granting a pension to Eliza Settle; 

A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 

A bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher; 

A bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to John Dennerf; 

A bill (S. 3060) providing a pension for Matilda C. King; 

A bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne; 

A bill fs; 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexan- 
der; and 

A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, under its previous 
order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro tem- 
pore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1888, 


Sim: Hon. Breyton MCMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at the session of the House this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon, Jonny B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which this evening’s session of the House is held, 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1888. 


„Ordered, Thatthe House takea recess at5 o'clock thisafierndon until 8 o'clock 
this evening, which evening session shall be set apart for the consideration of 


bills of the House and Senate providing for the erection of bridges over navi- 
gable streams, to the consideration of which no objection shall be made, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that most of these 
bills are in Committee of the Whole, and it will be necessary either to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole or to discharge the committee 
from the further consideration of the bills, 

Mr. CRISP. These bilisare on the Private Calendar, and whatever 
course will most facilitate the business will be most agreeable to me, 
whether the bills be considered in Committee of the Whole or in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. I ask unanimons consent that 
the bills for the consideration of which this evening session is held 
shall be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman objects, I will ask 
that the reading of these bills atlength bedispensed with. I will state 
to the House that they all contain the usual provisions, and all meet 
with the approval of the Secretary of War. If there is any omission 
of any of the provisions or safeguards they should contain, it is due to 
an oversight, but I do not think that will be found to be the fact. 
Therefore, as the bills are quite long I ask unanimous consent that they 
be read only by title. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Amendments reported from the Committee on Commerce to bills of 
the following titles were severally agreed to, and the bills as amended 
were respectively ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H, R. 2170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge at or near Burlington, lowa; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R: 4759) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to build certain bridges in the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ockmulgee River in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 2807) authorizing the Columbia River Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of 
Oregon and the Territory of Washington. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills were 
severally passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, : 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI, NEAR CLINTON, IOWA. 


The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 6610) 
to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Clinton, Iowa, reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been reported favorably 
from the Committec on Commerce, but pending its consideration here 
the Senate have passed a similur bill, which also has been referred to 
the Committee on Commerce and reported favorably to the House. Itis 
Senate bill No. 1882, and I ask that that bill be now taken up and sub- 
stituted for the House bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. . 

The Senate bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Clinton, Iowa, was accordingly taken up, and the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Commerce was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAYES moyed to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House bill H. R. 6610 was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE WICHITA RIVER. ARKANSAS. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 322) to 
authorize the Southwestern, Arkansas and Indian Territory Railroad 
Company to build a bridge across the Wichita River in Arkansas, re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. CRISP moved toreconsiderthe vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 

The next bridge bill onthe Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7871) 
to amend chapter 165 of the Revised Statutes of the United States au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge at Memphis, Tenn., passed Feb- 
ruary 20, 18%5.~ 

Mr. CRISP. This is a bill which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and favorably reported to the House, toamend anoutstandin 
charter for a bridge at Memphis, which charter was repealed by a bil 
that was subsequently passed. I ask that this bill be laid onthe table. 

There was no objection, aud it was so ordered. 


1888. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED AND LITTLE RIVERS, ARKANSAS. 


The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7676) 
authorizing the Kansas City, Texarkana and Gulf Railroad Company 
to bridge the Red and Little Rivers, in the State of Arkansas; reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, if was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as amended 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7899) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near 
Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other purposes. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 
agreed to. 

“The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CANAL ENTRANCE TO DULUTH HARBOR, MINNESOTA. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5191) for the 
construction of a bridge across the canal entrance to the harbor at Du- 
luth, Minn. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will be 
passed over informally, without losing its place on the Calendar. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAY OF SUPERIOR, MINNESOTA. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5192) for the 
construction of a bridge across the Bay of Superior from Rice’s Point to 
Minnesota Point, in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iobject also to the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, this bill also 
will be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT FOREST CITY, DAK. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6699) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest 
City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company. 

ae amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 

to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU D’ARBONNE, LOUISIANA. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2412) author- 
izing the Little Rock and Alexandria Railway Company to maintain 
and construct a bridge across Bayou D’Arbonne, in Louisiana. 

Mr. NEWTON. ‘The Senate has passed a bill similar in substance 
to this; and it has been reported by the House Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. I ask that the Senate bill be considered in 
place of the House bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana. 

‘The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. NEWTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

House bill No. 2412 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT MUSCATINE, IOWA. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6570) to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Muscatine, Iowa. 

Mr. HAYES. In this-case, as in that last under consideration, the 
Senate has passed a bill similar in substance, which has been reported 
with amendments by the Committee on Commerce of the House. I 
ask that the Senate bill be consédered in lieu of the House bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
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and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- ~ 
catine, Iowa. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 

to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAYES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

House bill 6570 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER IN MONTANA. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3070) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River in Mon- 
tana. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CANEY FORK RIVER, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the House take up 
and consider out of its order the bill (S. 1526) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Caney Fork River, between Rock Island 
and Carthage, in Tennessee. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 

to. 


The pill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and if was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER NEAR WINONA, DAK. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7438) grant- 
ing to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and Northwestern Railway Company 
the right to construct and maintain a bridge across the Missouri River 
near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 

to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. "CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. j 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3523) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, und to 
establish it as a post-road. 

The conte reported by the Committee on Commerce were 


The bii as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT OQUAWKA, ILL. 

Mr. GEST. There is a bill on page 28 of the Calendar which ap- 
pears to have been overlooked. It is the bill (H. R. 3524) toauthorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the 
ay of Oquawka, in the State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post- 
road. 

Mr. CRISP. I suppose the reason that bill has been overlooked is 
that it was placed on the House Calendar, instead of being referred, as 
most of the other bridge bills have been, to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GEST. I know of no reason why the bill should not be taken 
up and passed. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the gentleman will call it up. 

Mr. GEST. I ask for the consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3524) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of 
Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were 


agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr, GEST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER BETWEEN BRIDGEPORT AND 
SHEFFIELD, ALA. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to take up out of its 
regular order the bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala., for 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendments 
recommended by the committee adopted, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed, 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. HERMANN. Iask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration the bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a 
bridge across the Columbia River in the State of Oregon and Territory 
of Washington. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI, WABASHA, MINX, 


The next bridge bill considered was the bill (H. R. 7749) to author- 
ize the building of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Wabasha, 
Minn., with amendments by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted, and 
the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI AT SIOUX CITY. 


Tho next bridge bill considered was the bill (H. R. 8946) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high or low wagon bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT NATCHEZ. 

The next bridge bill considered was the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi Riverat ornear Natchez, 
Miss., with amendments by the-Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment, I think, to be 
offered to that bill on the part of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY], the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, who is not 
now in his seat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk informs the Chair that there 
is an amendment now pending. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What is the committee amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tt is proposed to add to section 9 of the bill the words: “And equal privileges 
in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all eg pe companies; and the 
United States suall have the right to use the same for telegraph purposes.” 


Mr. CRISP. I will ask that this bill be passed over informally for 
the present, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection that order will be 
made, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, SIOUX CITY. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 8946) which was passed 
a few moments ago should have been amended, and I would ask unan- 
imous consent to go back with a view of reconsidering the vote by which 
the bill was , for the purpose of submitting an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that the vote 
on that bill was not reconsidered, the Chair determining to make one 
order apply to all of these bills instead of reconsidering each one as 


Mr. CRISP. The bill provides that ‘‘it shall be lawful for any per- 
son or persons to erect a bridge.” We want to change that so as to 
provide that ttit shall be lawful for the city of Sioux City, Iowa, or any 

n,” etc. 

Perhaps I had better ask to substitute the Senate bill, No. 1701, and 
lay the House bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that will be 
done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. CRISP. I nowask to insert, after the word ‘‘for,” in the third 
line of the bill, the words “‘the city of Sioux City, Towa, or;’’ so that 
it shall read: 

That it shall be lawful for the city of Sioux City, Iowa, or any person or per- 
sons, etc, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 

The vote by which the bill-(H. R. 8946) was passed being by unan- 
imous consent reconsidered, the said bill was ordered to be laid on 
the table. 

3 BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI, PONCA, NEBR. 


The next business considered was the bill (H. R, 2625) anthorizing 
the erection of a bridge across the Missouri at Ponca, Nebr., with 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER INFORMALLY. 


The bill H. R. 8492 and the bill H. R. 6440 being the next bills 
on the Calendar were, on requestof Mr. Crisp, passed over informally, 
not to lose their place on the Calendar. 

Mr. CRISP. My impression is that both of these bills have heen 
passed in the House, and therefore until that matter is determined I 
ask that this course be taken. 


BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ETC. 


The next business considered was the bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Coosa River, or bridges across the 
Oostananla and Etowah Rivers, at or near Rome, Ga., with amend- 
ments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. There are one or two other amendments which should 
bo made to this bill. 

I move to strike out in section 2 the words beginning at the end of 
line 4— 

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be a Ja+s ful 
structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-road, and the same is 
hereby declared to be a post-road. 

These words appear to be duplicated in the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CRISP. There is a further amendment in the next line. The 
word *‘also’? should be stricken ont; and in the third section, at the 
end of line 9, the word ‘‘or’’ should be ‘‘at;’? so that it will read: 

All matters at issue, ete. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


BRIDGE ACROSS HALIFAX RIVER AT DAYTONA, FLA, 


The next bill considered was the bill (H. R. 8354) to authorize the 
construction and maintenance of a pile bridge over tae Halifax River 
at Daytona, Volusia County, Florida. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT OR NEAR NATCHEZ, MISS. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, Mr. CLArpy is present now. I 
ask that we return to Senate bill 1669, which was passed over. 
Tra SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 

ill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A ‘bill (8. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad 
Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi Liver ai 
or near Natchez, Miss., with amendments. 

The amendments proposed by the committee were agreed to. 
. = CLARDY. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 3. Before approving the plans for said rei the Secretary of War shall 
order three engineer officers from the Engineer Bureau to be detailed to the 
Ses ofexamining by actual inspection.the locality where said bridge is to be 
built, to report what shall be the length of the main-channel span and the other 
spans: Provided, That the main-channel span shall in no event be less than 700 
feet in length or the other spans less than 650 feet each in length, and if the report 
of said officers shall be approved by the Secretary of War, the spansof said bridge 
shall be of the length so uired, The lowest part of the superstructure uf 
said bridge shall be at least 75 feet above extreme high-water mark as under- 
stood at the point of location, and the bridge shall be at right angles to, and its 

le] with, the current of the river. No bridge shail be erected or main- 
under the authority of this act which shall at any time substantially or 
materially obstruct the free navigation of said river; and ifany bridge erected 
under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such 
eisea to cause such cha: 


piers 


w. urisdiction any port of said obstruction or bridge may be 
located: "Prouded father That nothing in this act shall be so penn an gia 


; 
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repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the 
protection of the navigation of rivers or to exempt this bridge from the same, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLArpy] is to strike out section 3 and in- 
sert in lieu thereof what has been read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The original bill provides for 600-foot span in 
the case of the two shore spans and 700-foot span in the current. This 
amendment provides for a span of 650 feet. I move to amend so as to 
make the shore spans 600 feet and the span in the current 700 feet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] that the original section 3 has been 
stricken out. 

Mr. CLARDY. I can not assent to that amendment. The board 
appointed to determine the length of spans and the height of the bridge 
have reported in favor of 700 feet instead of 650 on the shore spans and 
1,000 feet on the middle span. , 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will withdraw the amendment. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, ETC. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 560) 
to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of 
Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish it as a post- 


road, 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask for the consideration of that Senate bill. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Commerce was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The House bill (H. R. 2807) for the same purpose having been pre- 
viously passed, the action of the House in passing the bill was recon- 
sidered, and the bill was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 667) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Commerce was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE HILLSBOROUGH RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The next bridge billon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8353) 
to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the Hillsborough River, at a point in the town of New 
Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State of Florida. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Commerce were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE NEAR KNOXVILLE. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9079) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at 
or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

Tho senna reported from the Committee on Commerce were 

to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
times. and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


pa: 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. JOHNS’ RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8355) 
to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge across the St. John’s River, between De Land Landing and 
Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Commerce was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, OQUAWKA, ILL. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1405) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Illinois, and to establish 
it as a post-road. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Commerce were 

to: 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The action of the House in ing the bill (H. R. 3524) for the same 
purpose was reconsidered, and the bill was laid on the table. 
HOUSTON, CENTRAL ARKANSAS AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

BRIDGES. 
The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9420) 


authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and Northern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and maintain bridges across Bayou Bartholomew and 
across the Wichita, Red, Little, and Sabine Rivers, in Louisiana, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE BLACK WARRIOR, ALABAMA. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9611) 
to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birmingham Railroad Com- 
pany to build a bridge across the Black Warrior River, in Alabama, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, DECATUR, NEBR. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar wasthe bill (H. R. 8841) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near Decatur, Nebr., reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TOMBIGBEE, ALABAMA. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9610) 
to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New Orleans Railway Com- 
peny to build a bridge across the Tombigbee River, in Alabama, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, NEAR THE MOUTH OF THE KANSAS. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9519) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
some accessible point within 1 mile north and 1 mile south and east of 
the month of the Kansas River, reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2528) 
to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across the Red River 
of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific Railroad Company, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments of the 
Senate thereto. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI NEAR NEBRASKA CITY. 

The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2674) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other purposes, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CUMBERLAND, BURNSIDE, KY. 


The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1525) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Cumberland River 
between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennessee, or the south fork 
of said river, between Burnside and Tateville, Ky. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. - 

: RAILROAD BRIDGE, FORT SMITH, ARK. ; 

The next bridge bill onthe Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9816) 
to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark., re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


RAILROAD BRIDGES ACROSS SNAKE AND CLEAR WATER RIVERS. 


The next bridge bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2601) 
authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across the Snake River 
and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company, reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER AT HOOK’S FERRY, TEXAS. 

The bill (H. R. 10083) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little 
Rock Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or 
near Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas, was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OCONEE. 

Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment the bill (H. R. 10128) to au- 
thorize the construction and maintenance of a railroad bridge by the 
Birmingham and Atlantic Air Line Railroad Banking and Navigation 
Company across the Oconee River, in Laurens County, in the State 
of Georgia. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Red River of the North by the Duluth, 
_ Rainy Lake River and Southwestern Railway Company, with the 
recommendation that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACEOSS TRAIL CREEK, INDIANA. 

Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, 
Ind., with the recommendation that the amendments of the Senate be 
concurred in. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE NOXUBEE RIVER, ALABAMA. 


Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction 
of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or 
near Gainesville, in the State of Alabama, with the recommendation 
that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 
“ Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on Commerce with an amendment the bill (S. 1404) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, and to 
establish it as a post-road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILWAY COMPANY BRIDGES. 


Mr. CRISP also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with amendments, a bill (H. R. 5509) to grant 
to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company the right to con- 
struct bridges over navigable water courses. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. CLARDY offered the following amendments; which were sev- 
erally agreed to: 

Sec, 6. No structure of any kind shall be built upon the military reservation on 
Doiphin’s Island until the location and nature of the same shail have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, and such structure may be removed in his 
discretion, and may be used by the United States free of cost. 

Sxe. 7, This actshall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge or 
bridges herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the several votes by which the sev- 
eral bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Qn motion of Mr. Crisp (at 9 o’clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 10582) for the relief of Charles 
Roth—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10583) granting a pension to 
James Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10584) to grant a pension to Will- 
iam Kirsten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the New Orlcans (La.) Stock 
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Exchange for the restoration of the Bayou Lafourche appropriation to 
the river and harbor bill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Lonoke 
County, Arkansas, in favor of amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of Henry W. Howe and 43 others of Sum- 
mit County, Ohio, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENMAN: Petition of William H. Kniffin and Edwin 
L. Carpenter, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of James Burke, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: Papers in the case of Mrs. L. E. Boatwright—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of William W. Harris, of Coffee 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Burnet County, Texas, in 
reference to violations of the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Cotton Exchange 
and Board of Trade of Houston, Tex., for better postal facilities in 
Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of W.G. Barnes and others, 
of Rigdon Peeples, and of William H. Dowling, administrator of James 
T. Dowling, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of William Kirston, fora pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 66 citizensof Bucks County, of 252 
citizens of Montgomery County, and of 106 citizens of Doylestown, 
Pa., against the admission of Utah as a State so long as Mormonism 
controls the civil power—to the Committee on the Territories. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HATCH: Of 27 citizens of Schuyler County, Missouri. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of 60 citizens of Brown County, Kansas. 

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
Ser aga was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads: 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of P. P. H. Sherbondy and 66 others, citi- 
zens of Mendon, Pa. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 21, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of vesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 6th instant, a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, inclosing a report made by R. L. Owen, United States Indian 
agent for the Union agency, relating to the claims of Indians of the 
Creek tribe for reimbursement of expenses of travel and for a year’s 
support when those Indians were emigrated to the Indian country 
west of the Mississippi River, and other papers in regard to that sub- 
ject; which, on motion of Mr. MoRGAN, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact and 
of law of that court in the matter of the French spoliation claim of the 
schooner Mary; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

PATENT-OFFICE APPOINTMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the United States Civil Service Commission, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of April 24, 1888, a list of appointments 
to the Patent Office; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 


printed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. x 
Mr. PLATT. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ until Monday next. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philae 


1888. 
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delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2851, proposing cer- 
tain amendments to the inierstate-commerce law; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of citizens of Summit County, Ohio, 
praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO. On the 18th instant an amendment was offered by the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], intended to be proposed to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, the effect of 
which seems to be to consolidate the internal-revenue districts of 
Georgia and Florida. I was not consulted in reference to that matter 
and I do not know its full purport, but the import of the amendment 
has evolved some opposition in my own State at two points, Key West 
and Jacksonville, where there are large manufacturing interests of 
cigars, Petitions have reached me by telegraph objecting to the pro- 

consolidation. I ask leave to present the petitions and to have 
them referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that a copy of 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance, that being the 
reference which was given to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Georgia. One is from the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla., 
and the other from the Board of Trade of Key West, Fla. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be received and 
referred, as suggested by the Senator from Florida, to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, ard a copy to the Committee on Finance. — 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Commiitee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River, in Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 7776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and 
in the county of Burt, State of Nebraska, and to make the same a post- 
route. 

Mr. VEST. I report from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I move that it be printed and lie on the table until 
that bill reaches the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2337) for the relief of Maria N. Abbey, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Maria N. Abbey, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted 
a report thereon, and asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 422) for the relief of William Gray, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2813) for the relief of Joseph G. Swank, reported adversely and moved 
its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3196) for the relief of Joseph G. Swank; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I report, 
with amendments, the bill (S. 707) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for the use 
of the Light-House Department, and I ask that it may receive present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the 
bill reported by him. It will be read at length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

T PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipro to make a motion, and I do not wish to give 
way for any general business. However, I will withdraw the objec- 


on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
Geuine Is there any necessity for the immediate passage of. 

© Dill? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not understand upon what principle the objec- 
tion is made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I propose to make a motion as soon as the formal busi- 
ness is concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of a 
site and the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the 
mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to Milton Merwin; 

A bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to F. G. Mittag; 

A bill te R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; and 

A bill (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2529) making an appropriation for the establishment of a 
light or lights and other aids to navigation to guide into St. Andrew’s 
Bay, Florida, reported it adversely. 

Mr. PASCO, I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie 
L. Ham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Mur- 
phy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3199) to donate to the State Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Monument Commission of Indiana one hundred pieces 
of captured or condemned cannon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3200) granting a pension to 
Scott S. Hawn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3201) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3202) to increase the pension 
now paid to Mrs. D. P. Woodbury; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3203) for the relief of Rufus Lowe 
and C. M. Loftin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN. Isubmit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- ` 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

I will niention also that a copy of the action of the Court of Claims 
accompanies oe A ene amendment. 

I move that the amendment, with the accom i be 
prnticband celerrell ta tua Commies an Gti ee 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known as the Bowman act; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET A. FITHIAN, 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to Margaret A, Fithian, the sum of $210.35, for damages sustained by her 
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and expenses of medical attendance caused by her being run into by one of the 
Senate mail-wagons, on the 7th day of September, 1885. 


AWARDS UNDER MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday I made a report from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations upon the bill (S. 994) to amend and enlarge the act 
approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the distribu- 
tion of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th 
day of July, 1868,’’ and intended to ask the Senate to-day to hear some 
remarks upon it, but I conclude that it is not in accordance with the 
rules of the Senate, and I therefore ask that the bill go upon the Calen- 
dar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Will that preclude a calling up of the billatany 
time, if I should desire to submit remarks upon it? I did not hear 
the request of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the bill may go upon the Calendar. I 
decline to speak upon it this morning. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What is the purpose of the Senator, then, in re- 
gard to speaking upon it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Whenever I can get the bill before the Senate for 
consideration I propose to discuss it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill being on the Calendar, it is 
subject to motion, and is at the disposal of a majority of the Senate at 


any time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will ask unanimous consent, while I am up, that 
the bill be made a special order for this day a week at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the bill (S. 994) to amend and enlarge the act 
approved June 18, 1878, entitled “‘An act to provide for the distribu- 
tion of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day 
of July, 1868,” be made the special Order for this day a week at 2 
o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall not object if the Senator will make his mo- 
tion subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. MORGAN. Always, of course. 

Mr. FRYE. Including the bill making appropriations for rivers and 
harbors? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. How will that order affect the special orders already 


made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The preceding special orders will 
take their assignment in the priority of time, if not at that time con- 
cluded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has consent been given to the order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been so ordered. 


JOHN HANCOCK. 


Mr. HARRIS. Some weeks ago the bill (H. R. 1071) granting a 
pension to John Hancock was adversely reported and indefinitely post- 

med. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed may be reconsidered and the 
bill with the adverse report placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is no pressing legislative business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

CENTENARY OF RATIFICATION OF CONSTITUTION BY NEW HAMP- 
SHIRE, 

Mr. BLAIR. Myr. President, it will be remembered by the Senate 
that the convention which framed our Constitution made provision that 
upon its ratification by nine States it should become operative as among 
the States by which it should thus have been ratified. 

One hundred years ago to-day the State of New Hampshire,in con- 
vention assembled,at the capital of the State, ratified the Constitution, 
and thus consolidated the States into the American nation. It seems 
that our convention had assembled in the month of February before, 
and after discussing the subject somewhat had adjourned until the 21st 
day of June, 1788. 

Mr. Bancroft says: 


While the long winter of New Hampshire intercepted the labors of husbandry, 
the fireside of the frecholders in its hundreds of townships e the scene 
for discussing the merits of the Federal Constitution with the delegates of their 
choice one another. Their convention reassembled in June, Four 
days served them to discuss the Constitution, to prepare and recommend twelve 
articles of amendment, and, by 57 voices against 46, to ratify the Constitution. 

* = % * * = 2 

As the glad tidings flew through the land the heart of its people thrilled with 

joy that at last the tree of union was firmly planted. Never may its trunk be 


riven by the lightning, nor its branches crash each other in the maddening 
storm, nor its beauty wither, nor its roots decay. 


In the capital of our State appropriate ceremonies are now in prog- 
ress for the celebration of this great event, and I believe that as the 
second centennial of our constitutional epoch approaches this day will 
be observed by unanimous consent as the one most appropriate for such 
memorial exercises. 

Mr. President, in commemoration of this great event, the greatest of 
all the victories of peace, and in honor of my native State, which I 
have the privilege of representing in part upon this floor, I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 25, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1888. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 


John F. Philips, of Missouri, to be United States district judge for 
the western district of Missouri, vice Arnold Krekel, resigned. 
James G. Jenkins, of Wisconsin, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Wisconsin, vice Charles E. Dyer, resigned. 
p INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Edmund Mallet, of Owego, N.Y., to be an Indian inspector, vice 
Robert S. Gardner, whose term of office will expire June 30, 1888. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 21, 1888. 


William B. Franklin, of Connecticut, to be commissioner-general of 
the United States to the international exposition to be held in Paris, 
France, in 1889. 

Somerville P. Tuck, of New York, to be assistant commissioner- 
general of the United States to the international exposition to be held 
in Paris, France, in 1889, Į 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 21, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’elock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. _ 


VALUE OF OLD COPPER COINS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Director of the Mint, 
of appropriation to cover the difference between the nominal value of 
the stock of old eh cents, and their value as metallic copper, on 
hand in the mint at Philadelphia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOONER MARY AND GEORGE G. SILL ET AL. VS. UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and 
law in the spoliation case of the schooner Mary and George G. Sill 
et al., clajmants, vs. The United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

PUBLIC LANDS, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
10585) to withdraw the public lands of the United States in the State 
of Louisiana from sale at ordinary private entry and to restrict dis- 

thereof under the general statutes to homestead settlers only; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, WICHITA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of the public building at 
Wichita, Kans. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Task unanimous consent to non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the conference asked thereon. 

There was no objection. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the conferees during the 
course of the day. 

MARY DICKINSON, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment cf the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 

Mr. MORRILL, I ask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 
amendment, 

The Senate amendment was read, and there being no objection it was 
concurred in. 

Mr, MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
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ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REFERENCE OF BILLS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills, which were sev- 
erally read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing 
the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Joint resolution (S. R. 96) authorizing the District commissioners to 
designate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin—to the Committee 
on the Library. : 

The bill (S. 1291) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Staunton, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A. Beltzer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willard A. Jackson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Wilford White—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Andrew J. Hadley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Gowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J, Martin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2872) granting a pension to Thomas R. Sturman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (8. 2934) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. t 

The bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thornton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to Eliza Settle—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (5. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to John Dennert—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3060) providing a pension for Matilda C. King—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Wynne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker—to the Com- 
ħittec on Invalid Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, Rowers, 
until the 26th instant, on account of sickness in his family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. WILLIAMs to with- 
draw the papers in the case of Ralph O. Twitchell. 


BILL LAID UPON THE TABLE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 8492) authorizing the construc- 
tion of bridges over Northeast River, Black River, and Cape Fear River, 
in the State of North Carolina, should be laid upon the table, the House 
having passed at its session yesterday evening a Senate bill of the same 
title; and if there be no objection, that order will be mado. 

There was ‘no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering bills under the special order. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that several gentlemen have 
applied for recognition to make reports from committees—— 

Mr. RANDALL. That can be done after dispensing with the morn- 
ing hour. I will make that motion now. 

r. DIBBLE. I think the special order comes immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well, then, I raise the question of considera- 
tion. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have no objection to gentlemen filing reports. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, gentlemen can hand their 
reports to the Clerk’s desk at any time during the day. 

There was no objection. ” 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
t The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


MARY ISABELLA R. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. HUTTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- - 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. BETSY LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Seer Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL L. M. PROCTOR. ; 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R, 9491) for the relief of Samuel L. M., Proctor; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MES. MARIA HULSE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (IT. R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MES. FANNIE A. BOYD. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. 
Boyd, widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS DAVIS. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported hack with 
the amendments of the Senate the bill (S. 5903) for the relief of Lewis 
Davis, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was referred to ihe Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW T. M’REYNOLDS. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; which 
was relerred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MOBILE RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10464) to authorize the United States en- 
gineer in charge of Mobile Harbor to act as a member of the Mobile 
River Commission; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MOUNT CARMEL DEVELOPMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES also, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4496) toauthorize and empower the Mount 
Carmel Development Company to draw water from the Wabash River, 
or its tributaries, in the county of Wabash and State of Illinois; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NASHUA, N. H. 


Mr, SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 385) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Nashua, in the State 
Ks New ipl pis a referred to a Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the state of the on, and, with the accom in, rt, 
ordered to be printed. : rie E ects 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WATERBURY, CONN. 


Mr. SOWDEN also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 2319) 
for the erection of a public’ building at Waterbury, Conn.; which was 
referred to the Commitice of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. SMITH. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 68) for the relief of James H. Smith, late postmaster at 
Memphis, Tenn.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. BEVENS. 

Mr. SIMMONS also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 317) for the relief of William A. Bevens; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES E. WALKER. 

Mr. SIMMONS also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 773) for the relief of James E. Walker; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. W. WELCH. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2557) for the relief of W. W. Welch; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate lendar and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
A EDWARD BRADEN AND JOB W. ANGUS. 

Mr. SHAW also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. 
Angus; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 10350) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza J. Alexander; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5846) to restore Charles H. Campbell to 
the rank of captain in the Army; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I now renew the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the special order. 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to raise the question of consideration, the 
only way to do it being, I believe, to vote down the motion. 

The SPEAKER. That is the only way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I presume the object of the 
sylvania is to reach the consideration of the sun 
bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is my A pacer 

Mr. DIBBLE. I understand the gentleman from Arkansas wants to 
submit a report. I will yield to him temporarily. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There isa motion pending before the House. Un- 
less the report is a conference report it can not take another motion 
from the floor. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. But the gentleman who made the motion will now 

ield. 

em RANDALL. Task for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER yee the question on the motion of Mr. DIBBLE that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House to con- 
sider bills in relation to public buildings and was in doubt as to the 
result. 

Mr. DIBBLE. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 35. 

Mr. RANDALL, I ask for tellers. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
asks for tellers, and as no quorum has voted tellers will be ordered. 
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIB- 
BLE] and the gentleman from eae a (Mr. McCreary]. 

While the House was dividing the following took place: 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the importance of this question requires 
the yeas and nays. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

. TheSPEAKER, The Chair will state that if the yeasand nays dis- 
close the fact that there is no quorum the result will be to suspend busi- 
ness for the day. 

RAND 


ntleman from Penn- 
civil appropriation 


Mr. The members who want to go on with the appro- 
riation bills ought to take the responsibility, and I believe they will. 
possess the privilege of putting myself and those who vote with me on 
record in to this matter. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman ought to consider that 
when the yeas and nays are called, if no quorum is developed in the 
House, we will be in a worse condition than we are now. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is all right. We can not help that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Can it not be agreed that the bills in relation to 

. public buildings shall be taken up to-morrow or immediately after we 

Eav finished with the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. When this order was made it was understood it 
was not to interfere with appropriation bills or revenue bills. The 
gentleman from Michigan will bear that in mind. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, after confe with the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I ask unanimous consent to post- 
pone the special order until Saturday. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to know if the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] thereby desires to have it implied that 
the House will be bound to take up the bills for public buildings at that 
time if the naval appropriation bill or any other appropriation bill shall 
be ready for consideration ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. My intention is to have the matter remain in its 
present state in that respect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask permission to say that while the Committee 
on Public Lands have felt it to be their duty not to seek to interfere 
with the passage of the appropriation bills, as against all other measures 
that committee would insist that the general land bill, the homestead 
bill, shall be taken up and acted upon at the earliest possible moment. 
Except as against appropriation bills I think the committee ought to 
insist that that bill shall be disposed of. After a struggle of three 
months that committee has had altogether one hour and a half for the 
consideration of the most important bill in many respects that is pend- 
ing in the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
asks unanimous consent to postpone the special order until next Sat- 
urday morning. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider appro- 
priation bills; 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privil report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make the report, but it can 
not be considered now unless the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is withdrawn. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understand the gentleman will withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand it is simply a request for a confer- 
ence, 
pts SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how much time it will 

e. Z 
Mr. BELMONT. It will take but a moment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs recommend a non-concurrence in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 6833 making appropriation 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
1889, and ask for a conference thereon, ? 


Mr. BELMONT. The Senate has not yet asked for a conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be well to read the amendments? 

Mr. BELMONT. There are but few amendments, nor are they of 
much importance. There are certain changes recommended in the 
diplomatic service, raising the rank of certain ministers resident to 
that of envoys and ministers plenipotentiary. In regard to the con- 
sular service there are but few changes, principally in the Mexican 
consulates, involving in amount not more than $1,000. There is a 
Senate proposition for a scientific commission to visit and report upon 
the commercial resources of the Upper Congo Basin, with an appropri- 
ation for this purpose amounting to $25,000. The committee, on con- 
sideration of these amendments, has requested that the House non- 
concur and ask for a conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If these amendments are to be opposed in good 
faith and not as a matter of form, I shall not insist upon their being 
read. If the report is mađe by my friend from New York with a 
view of opposing the adoption of the Senate amendments, I have no 
objection. = 

Mr. BELMONT. I think I may say on behalf of the committee that 
it is opposed to the amendment in regard to the Congo appropriation. 
The difficulty is there is no provision for placing the supervision of the 
proposed expenditure in the State Department, or in fact in any other 
Department. As to the increase in rank of ministers resident to min- 
isters plenipotentiary, there is no increase proposed in salaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That follows, 

Mr. BELMONT. Pardon me; it does not follow, and I think the 
conferees should be left free to confer and to consider the importance 
and usefulness of such amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
will make no opposition to the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT]. The Congo amendment is the most important 
one, because it pro to appropriate $25,000. I think the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs is opposed to that; I know Iam myself. The 
other item is not large in amount, and I believe that the committee of 
conference to which it may be referred will give it the consideration it 
deserves. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be no misunderstanding with 
regard to what shall be the report of the conferees. You are not pro- 
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viding for a conference at all when you appoint a committee to confer 
and then direct them what todo. It is the duty of the committee to 
confer with the Senate conferees for the purpose of reachinga conclusion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right, but my friend must remember 
that it is proposed to take these amendments without consideration in 
the House, and of course they never will be considered. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
asks unanimous consent that the amendments of the Senate benon-con- 

- curred in, and that a conference be requested. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 
|! The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers of the confer- 
ence on the part of the House the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BELMONT], the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEAry], and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL]. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8989) 
making SoRcenone to provide for the expenses of the | palo nora of the 
District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other porpoess, 
together with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the 
same, beg leave to report as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 
di 12, 83, 89, 90, 91, 96, 97, 98, 108, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 165, 166, 182, and 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,6, 
7, 8, 9, 10, 13,14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 
85, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43; 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 
60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, S1, 82, 83, 84, 

ë 92, 93, 94,95, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 
114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 
133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 
152, 161, 162, 163, 164, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 
181, 183, 185, 186, 187, 183, 189, 190, 191, and 192. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman presenting 
this report that this list of the numbers of the amendments furnishes no 
information to the House. I do not know what the gentleman’s mo- 
tion is, but I think we ought to have some explanation of the effect of 
the report. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The motion is to adopt the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of that paper of course furnishes no in- 
formation to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it proposed in this report to concur in the 
amendment of the Senate reducing the appropriation for the Homeo- 
pathic Hospital? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Wedonotrecommend concurrence in that amend- 
ment. We want it to go to the committee of conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right. I hope we shall insist on the 
action of the House in regard to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Georgia state 
the effect of the report. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The principal amendment in which concurrence 
is asked is the appropriation of $15,000, to enable the District author- 
ities to assess the real estate of the city and District next year. The 
permanent law requires that that shall be done every three years, and 
next year is the year in which it should bedone. The matter was not 
submitted to the House committee originally, but the amendment is 
2 proper one, and it is the only amendment which carries any consid- 
erable increase of appropriation, the amount being $15,000. Another 
amendment is for a fire-proof stairway in the Lincoln School building, 
and there are other small items. The aggregate increase, however, I 
think will not exceed $15,000. 

Mr. BURROWS. [Is this a conference report? 

The SPEAKER. It is not a conference report. It isa report from 
the Committee on Appropriations recommending non-concurrence in 
certain Senate amendments and asking a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The report does not ask fora conference. It is 
simply areport recommending non-concurrence in certain amendments. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills; and pending that motion I move that all de- 
bate on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in 
ten minutes, 

Mr. MACDONALD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Can I ask for a division of the question? 

The SPEAKER. There is only one question ata time. The first 
question is upon limiting debate. 

Mr. RICE. Imovye to amend so as to make the time twenty minutes, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL, limiting debate on the pending para- 
graph and amendments to ten minutes, was then agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pi lvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 


The pending paragraph was the following: 


For surveys and resurveys of public lands, $100,000, at rates not exceeding $9 
per lineal mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $ for sec- 
tion lines: Provided, That in expending this po pew op reference shall be 
given in favorof survéying land occupied, or to be occupied, in whole or in part, 
by actual settlers. And of the sum hereby appropriated not exceeding $20,000 
may be expended for the examination of surveys in the field, to test the accuracy 
of the work, and to prevent payment for fraudulent and imperfect surveys re- 
turned by deputy surveyors; and for inspecting mineral deposits, coal-fields, 
and timber districts, and for making such other surveys or examinations as may 


be required for identification of lands for purposes of evidence in any suit or 


proceeding in behalf of the United States, 


Mr. RICE. I move to amend by striking out in the first line of the 
paragraph just read the word ‘‘one’’ and inserting ‘‘two;’’ so as to 
make the appropriation for surveys and resurveys of public lands 


This paragraph as reported proposes to appropriate $100,000 for pub- 
lic surveys, of which $20,000 is authorized to be deducted “‘for the 
examination of surveys in the field, to test the accuracy of the work,’’ 
ete. Now, there are five States and eight Territories, excluding Alaska, 
among which this appropriation of $80,000 must be divided. This 
would allow to each of these vast Territories and Western States some- 
thing over $6,000 a piece for public surveys. So meager an appropri- 
ation as this would be perfectly useless; there might as well be none. 
In 1880 $300,000 was appropriated for this p . In 1881 and 1882 
the appropriation was the same; in 1883, $400,000; in 1884, $425,000; 
in 1885, ,000; in 1887 and 1888, $50,000 for each year. The 
small amount appropriated in these recent ya has proved a mere 
bagatelle, and its expenditure has practically amounted to nothing. 
The surveyor-general of Washington Territory alone has asked for 
$225,000 for surveys in that Territory, embracing 150 townships; and 
he states that this amount will be absolutely necessary, the land being 
occupied by actual settlers. Upon many portions of the public lands 
there are settlers who have resided there for twenty years without 
having obtained a title; and they can not obtain their titles for want 
of surveys. 

These meager appropriations for surveys do great injustice to the 
settlers. The public faith is pledged to the survey of their lands. The 
Government should stand behind them and back them upin their hon- 
est efforts to acquire homes and to perfect the titles to their property. 
This is the interest of the individuals themselves and of the communi- 
ties in which they reside, so that taxes may be levied and that they 
may be enabled to proceed with the building of school-houses, the con- 
struction of highways, ete., that the settlers who have made their homes 
there may enjoy the advantages of civilization. 

I call the attention of the committee to the act of March 3, 1887, to 
provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in 
the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned Jands, 
and for other purposes. Section 1 of that Act makes it mandatory upon 
the Secretary of the Interior to adjust these land grants. I ask the 
Clerk to read that section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to immediately adjust, in accordance with the decisions of the 


Supreme Court, each of the railroad land grants made by Congressto aid in the’ 


construction of railroads and heretofore unadj 


Mr. RICE. There are probably 50,000,000 acres of lands which re- 
quire to be surveyed immediately under this act, which has now been in 
force for more than one year. In addition to this, Congress has passed 
acts contemplating the survey of the Indian reservations, embracing 
about 38,000,000 acres; and how are they to be surveyed? 


I do not wish to see the Secretary of the Interior handicapped in the ` 


performance of his duty to execute these laws. The laws make it 
mandatory upon him to make thesesurveys; yet Congress will not give 
him the money with which todoit.. Therequirementof law that these 
surveys shall be made stands as a dead letter so long as the Congress 
refuses to vote the necessary appropriations, The Secretary of the In- 
terior asks for $360,000, which I think a very low estimate. 

A MEMBER. How much does your amendment propose to give? 

Mr. RICE. This bill proposes to appropriate $80,000, and I ask that 
it be increased to $200,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. About one-halfof what the Secretary 
of the Interior asks. P 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir. I wish it were possible to obtain from Con- 
gress an appropriation for the whole amount asked by the Secretary of 
the Interior, but when Ican not get what is reasonable Iam willing to 
take what I can get. 

I will state in addition that the surveyor of my own State, Min- 
nesota, is insisting upon $30,000 for surveys in that State. There are 
8,000,000 acres of Indian reservations there that should be surveyed 
immediately under the mandatory laws of Congress, The meager sum 
which this bill proposes to appropriate, and even the amount asked in 
my amendment, will be but a ‘‘flea-bite ’’ whenit comes to be distrib- 
uted among the various States and Territories. 

In conclusion, I call the attention of the House to the following com- 
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munications from the pk bet gare deputy surveyor-general, and 


United States marshal of Washington Territory: 
UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Washington Territory, Olympia, May 29, 1838. 


Pires teense JaAn aa oy is a surprise to me, 
ington january impressed w: e that he was to 
make a revised estimate reco: a over that 
amount. My estimate of 000 for Washington ry, Was made 
from appli then in is, I am now conyinced, far less than is needed. 

idence has accumulated of the necessity for surveys in many townships not 
then considered, and I believe that at least half of the amount estimated by the 


Commissioner for the entire United States could be used with actrantaae da this 
surveying district alone. 

If any member of the committee should still think there should be a uniform 
rate for surveys, I can simply say to here about 2 miles is a good 
day’s work for a surveyor, whereas in many sections of the country they can 
cover from 12 to 15 miles a day. If,as I have said in previous communications, 
the contract system is adhered to, the augmented rates provided for in section 
2405, Revised Statutes, should be resto pee Iam fully satisfied that better 
service can be secured by paying a per diem. 

I inclose a letter from United States 


You ask for my Moem nje POTS the maximum to be a ermine dep- 


p! 
notes after the field-work is jeld, and fo all xpense 
Should be regulated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office or by the 
surveyors-general subject tothe approval of the Commissioner. This is the 
way it is done with examiners of surveys who are sent out from Washington, 
and it seems to me is the best and most practical way. 

Labor, a and transportation = much higher in some localities than 
in others. in some parts of the country the sup _ and all baggage of a sur- 
veying party can be hauled in ns or m pack-horses, while in this 
country everything is ed on backs of seas ae this of course necessi- 
tates the hiring of ed tional force. 

It would be impracticable to limit the expenses per day of a surveying party 
in this country under a salaried basis to the requirements of an open country, 
just as it is to limit it per mile vo doa the contract system. Some discretion 
should be allowed somebody, but if it is desired to establish maximum rates 
for everything I would suggest the following: 


te surveyor, per day........... $10.00 
a AE earriers, each 4.50 
Two axmen, each $2,25...... 4.50 
One cook 2.25 
Transportation in the field, either wagon “and team or packers 5.00 
Provisions for 7 men per day, at GO cents Oireann CEE © 

Total expense of a surveying party in the field, per day ................ - 29.75 


write up his official notes from acl aren mice te in the field. No provisions 
should be made for the pannas of as every practical 
surveyor is supposed to be provided with an outfit of his own. 

of cooking k d be by the nee 
of the General Land Office. I can be done for the relief of the 
many wortby settlers in this coun’ 


country who are suffering great inconvenience on 
account of not being able to perfect titles to their lan 

lam reliably informed that nosurveys have been made for several years 
except at a heavy expense to the settler, and from a recent letter from the 
missioner a the subject I infer that, in future, even this poor privilege will be 


denied 
Youn ‘truly, J. CABELL BRECKINRIDGE. 


Hon. EDMUND RICE, 


Washington, D. C. 
DISTRICT 0; OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY, 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
< Seaitie, Wash., February 15, 1888. 
Srm: I ask permission to sia a word about the appropriation for extension of 


Lr aes toe re in this 
In the discharge of my official duties I am obliged to travel all over this Tar- 
imental and have had occasion to converse with settlers throughout the Terri- 
From my conversation with them, and from observations made by me, I 
fo agreat many people living upon u public lands who are anxiously 
awaiting for surveys, which, in my judgment, ought to be made in the interest 
of honest settlers. 
Tam therefore led to believe that there will be needed for the purposes of 
mck Se the sum of at least $250,000 or $300,000. 
ery Y: 


T. J. HAMILTON. 
Hon, CMAIRMAN COMMTTTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Sy on wate irs) Washinglon, D.C. 


OLYMPIA, WASH., May 23, 1888, 

Dzar Sm: In reply to your inquiry as to the time posune in the survey of 
an average township, in what is commonly called the timber belt west of the 
Cascade aiitem th I would ng asa aa submit the following statement, after 
some eighteen or Uron yeaa service as a deputy United States surveyor 

A deputy surycyor with one party in the field is doing good work when he 
averages lf miles per day. In the most favorable localities he may average 2 
miles, but in many of the most choice ices belts his average will be re- 


duced to 1 mile per day. 

Our best agricult ‘are the most difficult te thick gro ey being river 
and creek bottom lands, These lands, in PEPI a thi rowthot timber, 
are alwa; ae covered with an almost adage und ergrowth, t generally con- 
sisting of vine, maple, willow, rose brush, (Seer 

After the above statement, the question will ee can the lands 


described be surveyed, even for the aanre araar Bre SIS pox miles 

opin ai ech say many of them can not, and the only way the majority of 

Pecah AUIE SAE Sista AAA AA PAS eons eat cenit ist 
nee e uty as was necessary 

a EA ASAE 


Very Y, D. S. B. HENRY, 
respectful]; £ ? 
Hon. J. O. BRECKINRIDGE, = 

Surveyor-General Washington Territory, Olympia, Wash. 


The moneys derived from the public lands for the year 1887amounted 
to $12, 289,008.37, and outof this amount the insignificant sum of $80,- 
000 is applied by "this bill for public surveys. 

Gentlemenon this floor who oppose thisamendment on yesterday paid 
very high encomiums upon the integrity, ability, and wisdom of the 
late Commissioner of the General Land Office. If they are sincere in 
this, as I doubt not they are, they would be more consistent if they 
would vote for his recommendations. Here are some of them: 

MINNESOTA, 
There remains in this State one hundred and eighty unsurveyed townships 
of public lands and one hundred and seventy-five townships of Indian reserva- 
tions. The development of fraudulent returns of swamp lands in surveys here- 


ere made render a thorough examination of such lands in this State a matter 
importance to the Government and to settlers, 


MONTANA. 


The progress in office work on agricultural surveys was small, owing to the 
totally insufficient appropriation for clerk-hire for 1887. During’ the year 1885 
contracts were let amounting to $23,330 for surveys of publiclands. None ofthe 
work was returned during the year ending 1896, but in 1887 several deputies 
made returns, the principal portion of which remains unexamined for want of 
clerical force todo the aoe The surveyor-general declines to makeany recom- 
mendation as to further surveys in hie district, believing it necessary pro- 
vision be made for the office work on surveys already contracted for before enter- 
ing upon additional surveys. 

Important suryeysin this Territory, needed the past year for use in suits in the 
courts E OSOE. a pecuniary interest to the Government of upwards ofa mill- 
ion dollars, could not be contracted for at the rates allowed by the present ap- 
propriation acts of Congress. 


Here is what the Secretary of the Interior says: 


PUBLIC SURVEYS. 


I renew the suggestion in my last annual report in favor of the enactment of 
alaw ing false and fraudulent returns of public surveys s panai oftense, 
and providing also penalties for the willful destruction or removal of surveying 
monuments, Special attention is called to the recommendation of the Com- 
missioner for the appropriation of $300,000 for executing public surveys. I con- 
cur in this recommendation. 

The pkey for 1884 were $425,000, whilst those for 1887 and 1885 were 
respectively only $50,000. This is a very serious ater. It would be less dis- 
astrous to the interests of the people to abolish the present mode of adminis- 
tering the public surveys and remit the whole subject to the States or dispose 
of it in some other way if the Executive is not afforded the cope peal of properly 
administering this branch of the publie service. Our pas surveying the 

ublicland isa most admirable one, and its correct admin ma EN liesatthe very 

‘oundation of our established land system. Butif the public surveys are not 
conducted with honesty and exactness, they are a snare and delusion to all 
who obtain title under them, 

The Commissioner shows that where surveys have been made in many in- 
stances it is impossible to throw open the surveyed land because of the want of 
means to cause the surveys to be verified in the field or to have the necessary 
office work done. In addition, he shows that large bodies of Nag to land are 
unsurveyed and no means available for the E tse purpose of surveyingthem. Public 
interests demand that those lands be pane n such a condition settlersmay 
be able to uire title to them. If pe ee eee E O E Rein 
view is to facilitate the acquisition of homes by the homeless and industrious, 
the impolicy of retarding surveys of the public lands is the more apparent; 
and when we reflect that the public land system is _ a burden upon the tax- 

yers of the country, but the source of a large and unneeded income to the 
Fre the policy which hampers this m is the more unaccount- 

able. uently cases come before the De ent where, after years of resi- 
dence and improvement, the settler indtan ut having been able to secure title 
to the Jand, leaving that which ought to be the erg of his helpless family to 
fall into the damage poner ay TE Aa all because, in the absence of a survey, 


there is no means of securi 

Another evil of these i t appropriations lies in the fact that several of 
the railroads to which land ts have been made for a considerable ex- 
tent through unsurve x acts to these companies 
isa clause directing the to be su hah ba pen ng the 
line of the road, so that the lands to which it ay be ontillcd shal! be made 
over to the company as fast as the road is constructed. But the Executive has 
been unable to comply with these directions because Congress has not thought 
proper to furnish the means to make the necessary surveys, and there was no 
ott fe impoenible for a eetiler to tell or an unsurveyed wild 

t le fora oreven erness 
the even section from the odd, and he is as ince to make his settlement and 
his home upon the one as u poe the other. When the survey is made, if that 
settler is found located wit! the primary limits of a t upon an odd sec- 
tion, or any portion of one, he loses the land, —— a banded ig rhe to the com- 
pany. The same trouble would occur within the indemnity limits so long as 
the withdrawal thereof stood, for then under the law the rights of subsequent 
settlers were subordinate to those of the com ies. Now, under the recent 
action of this De cas Aa sb oie bo = indemnity with drawals, whilst the 
actual settlers 
the companies most 
lands from which they ving Miearonted equals for losses within parantaa 
omg eR losses an not be ascertained the surveys aries odd 
m the even 

In view, therefore, oi of the general interests of the public, those of the settlers 
and ak piso and with crates tag on dea Boge adjust- 
ment sreee vane varices Ja land grants in obedience to the 


appro} n for these surveys should be fully 2 adequate to the results contem- 


yi this connection attention is called to the polar statement found on 
page 92 of the of the Commissioner. Attention is also called to the fact 
that because of the want of funds to make necessary surveys in Montana the 
Government sustained a loss ae that ag ner? Reed rt) estimated by the Com- 
missioner at over $1,000,000. (See page 14 of his report.) 

Special attention is also called to the several reports of the governors of the 
Territories, all of which are burdened with complaints of the want of public 
surveys within their ive jurisdictions. 

I have above indo: ə recommendation of the Commissioner for $300,000, 
but I beg to urge the appropriation of $200,000 not asked for by him, to be spe- 
cially devoted to the survey of lands with thin the granted and indemnity limits 
of the different land-grant railroads. There are lands along the lines of all 
three of the routes tothe Pacific which are Micon sen ei 
completed, country Aana which these roads pass been mostly set- 
tied by an industrious m who are unable to K btain title to the unsur- 
veyed lands, whether ce belong to the Government or to the railroad 
Fa one So Bend as these rk remain unsu it is impossible to adjust 

the lan eriaren] tiene to ascertain what are the losses of the rations within the 
ts, dan to what indemnity lands they are entitled. Greatconfusion 
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and many hardships have resulted for the want of the necessary appropriations 
for the survey of the lands along the lines of said roads. Á 

} It is manifest that it was the intention of Congress in making the grants that 
the survey should keep pace with the construction of the roads, making it 


‘practicable to adjust the grants as the roads progress. Itisnow urged that Con- 
gress afford a remedy for these long-standlng evils by appropriating the sum 
asked, to be devoted specially to the survey of the land referred to. 


DEPOSITS FOR SURVEYS, 


A further experience of the pernicious practices that have obtained underthe 
ogo of deposits for surveys confirms me in my former recommendation for 

e repeal of those laws, which I here renew, 

PRIVATE GRANTS. 

Another nases which, I would respectfully su , demands immediate 
1 lation is the matter of private grants claimed to be derived from the Span- 
ish or Mexican Government. This legislation, in my opinion, should be di- 
rected to two points: (1) to providing for a trial and final determination of such 
claims, subject only to ap; to the Supreme Court; (2) an act of limitation 
barring the presentation of new claims of this character within a stated period. 

By section 8 of the act of July 22, 1864 (10 Stats., 308), it is made the duty of the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico to ‘ascertain the origin, nature, character, and 
extent of all claims to lands under the laws, usages, and customs of Spain and 
Mexico.” He is to make zapori of all such claims, with his decision as to the 
validity or the invalidity of the same, which report shall be laid before Congress 
for action, and until final action of Congress on such claims all Jands covered 
thereby shall bo reserved from sale or other disposal by the Government, Un- 
der the provisions of this law from time to time since its passage many claims 
have been made and acted upon, whilst a number are yet pending before Con- 
gress unacted upon. The extent and number of the unconfirmed claims can 
not be accurately stated, as such claims are being continually made, and those 
heretofore presented seem to grow enormously in area with each passing year 
in the issuance of patents thereon, At the present time it is approximately es- 
timated that the amount of public land actually reserved from entry and settle- 
ment because of such claims is a little short of 6,000,000 acres, Most of this land 
has been thus reserved for many years, used, enjoyed, or transferred and sold 
aey by the pretended claimants as though their title had been fully con- 

e 


. 

These reports bristle all over with wise recommendations for ade- 
quate appropriations to enable them to administer the affairs of the 
public domain in accordance with law and the traditional policy of the 
Republic for more than one hundred years. 

The system now is in a wretched condition. It would be better to 
turn over all the public lands to the States and Territories in which 
they are situated to continue it as at present. 

The domesticand foreign immigration for settlement upon these lands 
is now larger than ever, yet they can not know whether after making 
homes thereon they will, this year or twenty years hence, be able to 
obtain a title tothem. Very poor encouragement indeed to the actual 
settler, for whom so much sympathy is due and so freely expressed 
upon this floor, which dies apparently inside these walls. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment will not be 
adopted. In 1886 the appropriation for this purpose was $300,000, 
of which there was expended during the year only $176,000. The 
next year, 1887, $50,000 was appropriated, of which $25,408.23 was 
expended, leaving a balance of $24,591.77. The estimated unpaid ex- 
penses for that year were $12,532.77, showing about $12,000 covered 
into the Treasury. The Committee on Appropriations in this bill, 
doubling the appropriation of last year, propose to give $100,000. It 


is true that in the body of the estimates the Secretary of the Interior’ 


does mention the sum of $300,000, but in carrying out the gross esti- 
mates the estimate is stated at $250,000. 

I do not want to make another appeal to the House, as I had to do 
yesterday, touching the increase of the expenditure of the Government 
iI want to say an additional word. In the increase from $50,000 to 
‘$100,000 we have made special stipulations it shall be used for survey 
by townships wholly or in part for actual settlers who may desire to 
occupy the public lands for cultivation, 

In addition we had in view the opening of the Piegan reservation, in 
Northern Montana. The committee has doubled what was given last 
year. It is not well to go beyond the amount recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

In this amendment Nevada is one of the States provided for. That 
State received, exclusive of the $50,000, $30,000 for last year. 

I can appreciate the position of the gentleman from Minnesota, his 
people are urging him; and I am quite sure he will not do more than is 
prompted by a sense of duty. I may say that the Committee on Appro- 
priations at both ends of the committee fayor, so far as I know, this 
amount. I hope, therefore, the amendment will be voted down, and 
that$100,000, which is double the amount given for several years, will 
be allowed to remain. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask the debate on this subject be extended. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must object. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I know very well this is an important subject, 
and the House ought to fully understand it before members are called 
upon to vote on it. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have heard sufficiently to understand the 
amendment and to be able to vote on it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. We havea right tobe heard fully on the mat- 
ter, and we ought not to be choked off in this way. 

The question recurred on Mr. Rick’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 45. 

Mr. MACDONALD. No quorum. 

The Chair appointed Mr. FORNEY and Mr. MACDONALD as tellers. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 24, noes 
74. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I movethat the amount be increased to $150,- 
000. 


Mr. RANDALL. Debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McSHANE. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized to transfer to 
the secretary of state of the States of Nebraska and Iowa, or to such officers as 
may be entitled to receive them, the field-notes, maps, records, and other papers 
appertaining to land surveys in said States which are now stored in the district 
Jand office at Lincoln, Nebr.; and the office of surveyor-general for the dis- 
trict of Nebraska and Iowa is hereby abolished: Provided, That the aforesaid 
fleld-notes, maps, records, and other papers pertaining to the State of Ne- 
braska shall not be delivered to the proper authorities until said State shall 
have provided by law for the safe-keeping,of the same as public records, and for 
the allowance of free access to field-notes, maps, reco and other papers by 
the authorities of the United States, as provided by section 2221L.of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, the State of Iowa haying heretofore enacted the 
requisite legislation, . 

Mr. RANDALL. Iunäerstand there is no further use for this office, 
and hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment abol- 
ishing the office of surveyor-general for Iowa and Nebraska I desire to 
make the statement that this office was practically abolished by Con- 
gress refusing any appropriation for the expense of that office in the 
Porty-ninth Congress. 

The object of this amendment is to legally abolish the office, so that 
the General Land Office may have control over the same and may com- 
plete the surveys where the contracts for surveys have not been carried 
ont. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN. By direction of the Committee on the Public 
Lands I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word * work,” in line 11, page 48, insert “including in this, if found 
necessary by the Secretary of the Interior, the resurvey of township 3) south, 
of range 4 west of Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending paragraph. 

Mr. HERMANN. I merely desire to make a word of explanation. 
he amendment is recommended by the Committee on the Public 

nds, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 
man, as debate has been exhausted on the pending proposition, that I 
may be permitted to publish in the RECORD some remarks on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

The Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 

tee bag he of confirmed private land claims in New Mexico, at rates prescribed 

Ww, $3,000. 

(Mr. Jackson withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope we will have a vote on this proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asserted 
that a marked contrast could be drawn between the policy of the Re- 
publican party, when in power, making grants of public lands, and the 
policy of the Democratic party in the same connection. I state to him 
that the Democratic party when in power never gave away to a railroad 
corporation one single acre of land, It did make a grant to the State 
of Illinois of several million acres of lands, but it was done upon the 
express condition that if these lands were given to a rai company 
that it should be upon the consideration that the railroad company 
should forever pay into the State treasury of the State of Illinois 7 per 
cent. of its gross earnings, And I say here now, sir, that the lands 
granted to the State of Illinois under the Democratic administration 
were the best sold lands this Government ever disposed of in its his- 
tory. The Illinois Central Railroad Company will find, after it has 
finished its payments forrthese lands, if it ever is released from that ob- 
ligation, that it has paid thousands of dollars for every acre they re- 
ceived under that grant. 

It was that wise provision inserted in the bill by the great Demo- 
cratic leader, Stephen A. Douglass, which enabled the bankrupt State 
of Illinois to pay off its State debt, and which, under an honest ad- 
ministration of affairs in Illinois, would enable that State to pay all 
the ordinary expenses of the State government. But, Mr. Chairman, 
I rise more particularly for the purpose of calling attention to the 
amusing position oceupied by the gentleman from Ohio yesterday, 
when he said that the Democratic party had not initiated the move- 
ment to forfeit or repeal grants made to railroad corporations. Why, 
sir, I dare any man to put his finger upon a single motion made or 
vote that was cast in a Republican Congress prior to the time the Dem- 
ocrats came into power here, in 1874, in favor of forfeiting or repealing 


5460 


a grant to a railroad corporation. Grants to railroad corporations of 
public lands did not cease until a Democratic majority appeared in 
this House in 1874. 

The only Republican Congress that has found power here since 1°74, 
was the Forty-seventh Congress, elected in 1882 and presided over 
by Mr. Keifer. What was done then? As a member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, the gentleman from Ohio sitting on that commit- 
tee, the Democratic portion of the committee, with the help of but one 
Republican [Mr. Payson], sought sedulously and industriously to se- 
cure the forfeiture of the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad. Un- 
der the terms of the grant, it had expired in 1879, some three or four 

ears previously, and was forfeitable. We sought to forfeit the grant 

y legislative enactment. What was the result? A bill to that 
effect, which had been referred to the committee, was practically sup- 
pressed. The Republican majority refused to report the bill. They 
did report a resolution back to this House declaring it was not in the 
power of Congress to forfeit that grant, and when we offered an ad- 
verse report to that resolution and sought to put members upon 
record ‘upon that proposition, the right to bring in a minority report 
was denied on a point of order, and every effort to obtain an expression 
of the House on the subject was suppressed. They absolutely stifled 
any action on the bill. e 

Now contrast the action of the Republican House of the Forty-seventh 
Congress and that of the next, the Forty-eighth Congress, which was 
Democraticand which passed bills forfeiting many grants oflands to rail- 
road corporations. It is amusing to hear members say the Republican 
poy has ever attempted to forfeit one acre of public land when it has 

en in power here. It is ridiculous and absurd to charge that the 
Democratic party in Congress and the Executive Departments have not 
forfeited and restored to the public domain 80,000,000 acres since they 
came into power. The most stupendous lie I have heard this year 
emanated to-day from the Republican convention at Chicago in a plank 
in its platform, declaring that the Democratic party has never restored 
an acre of land to the public domain. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent that debate on this para- 
graph be closed. 

Mr. JACKSON. I object unless I can have five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman only asks for five minutes. 

Mr, RANDALL. We had a day of general debate yesterday. Ido 
not want to have it reinaugurated to-day. There will be plenty of 
time for this kind of discussion before we adjourn. 

Mr. JACKSON. I had no time yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
“pose of considering appropriation bills; and pending that motion I 
move that all debate upon the paragraph under consideration be closed 
in one-half minute. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, is an amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Imove to amend by inserting ‘‘ten minutes” in 
place of ‘one-half minute.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the original motion. Before 
the result was announced the following took place: 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 12. 

Mr. JACKSON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of no quorum being made the Chair will 
appoint as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON] 
- and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope that point will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. JACKSON. I do not wish to obstruct business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON] 
has occupied five minutes and has had the privilege of extending his re- 
marks, Ithink that is all he ought to have and all he can reasonably 
ask. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House thereupon resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole. 
The debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments is limited 
to one-half minute. 

Mr. RICE, I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to ‘he paragraph the following words: 

“For the survey of Indian reservations, required by law to be done under tho 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $50,000; and for a suryey of the lands 
mentioned in the act of 8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to provide for the adjust- 
ment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, 
and for the forfeiture of uncarned lands, and for other purposes,’ $50,000.” 


Mr. RANDALL. We have passed the paragraph which relates to 
surveys and have gone to another paragraph. This amendment is not 
germane. 

Mr. RICE. The paragraph under consideration relates to surveys. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not germane to the paragraph. 

Mr. RICE. I think it is germane to the paragraph. I want a vote 
on it; that is all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I contend that this 
amendment is germane to the paragraph. The paragraph is one mak- 
ing provision for surveys. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis not. We have passed that survey paragraph 
and are on a paragraph in relation to confirming private land claims in 
New Mexico. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. For surveying private land claims. 
This paragraph makes provision for surveys. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the difference is that the paragraph which we 
have passed makes appropriation for public surveys, while this is for 
private land claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You might as well say that one is for 
the survey of mountain lands and the other for the survey of valley 
lands. Both paragraphs provide for the survey of public lands. 

Mr. RANDALL. Private land claims are not public lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It does not make any difference. 
This paragraph provides for surveying these lands. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks thisamendment would properly 
be in order at the end of the paragraph in relation to the surveys of 
public lands, which has been passed; and the point of order is sustained, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For topographic surveys in various $ oreo of the United States, including 
the pay of temporary employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, 
minty an materials, and all other necessary expenses connected there- 
with, ,000. 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 1 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out ‘* $199,000,” in lines 10 and 11, page 50, and insert ‘' $270,000.” 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered to bring 
the appropriation up to the amountof the estimate for this service. In 
the Book of Estimates I find that $270,000 is the amount estimated as 
necessary for topographic surveys in the United States. This bill as 
presented makes appropriation for all the employés of this bureau, 
twelve geologists, two chemists, four geographers, three topographers; 
the whole of the office administrative force is appropriated for, but, sir, 
when it comes to an appropriation for the field-work—that work which 


‘| is indispensable to the success of the bureau, and without which they 


can do nothing—we find that there is a deduction of $71,000 from the 
amount estimated. Now this deduction can not be made on the ground 
that the management of the bureau is ineflicient, because we have the 
highest testimony in our records as to its efficiency. In the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior I find the following: 

I ask special attention to the report of the Director of the Geological Survey. 
Apart from the achievements of the bureau as one of the great instrumentali- 
ties of the advancement of scientific research, I desire toexpress my admiration 
of its organized tem for the transaction of business, In order to determine 
whether it was consistent with my duty to sanction the estimates of the Director 
tor this bureau, it became necessary for me to look into the details of its prac- 
tical operation. While undertaking to perform this duty I was struck with the 
perfect adaptation of the system to securing efficient work and rigid economy, 
as well as to fixing py apane evidence the responsibility for the business 
E TETEN, and making the documentary and the actual responsibility coinci- 

ent, 

This is high testimony as to the efficient management of this bureau. 
Now, what will be the effect of reducing thisappropriation? Wehave 
all the scientific officers provided for, but when it comes to making pro- 
vision for field-work, that work which was estimated for by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior after carefully investigating the work of the bureau 
and having his admiration excited by it, when it comes to making pro- 
vision for that work, the appropriation is cut down $71,000. How 
would this money be expended? It would be expended in field-work, 
not in the office here; and in making this reduction we act like a man 
who should construct a factory, employ a superintendent and overseers 
and put in all the necessary machinery, and then, though finding a de- 
mand for his products, should, for the sake of ‘‘ economy,” reduce the 
number of his workmen. Without workmen the factory would be less 
productive, and without adequate field-work in the Geological Survey, 
the amount of work that can be accomplished by the whole establish- 
ment will be diminished in that proportion. The Director of this sur- 
vey, in a communication to the Committee on Appropriations, declares 
that— 

The work of the Geological Survey is largely expert work, necessitating the 


employment of special. and there are in the colleges and universities of the 
land and in the Paine and metallurgical works of the country many 
learned and experts whose labors for a week or a month can be secured 
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at a reasonabie rate and who can thus perform work for the survey at a very 
much less price than it would cost if permanent employés were engaged therein, 


Mr. RANDALL. In 1885 the appropriation for the Geological Sur- 
vey was $386,000. In 1886 the estimate was $500,000 and the appro- 
priation $100,000. The estimate for 1887 was $550,000 and $400,000 
was appropriated. The estimate for 1888 was $450,000 and $400,060 
was appropriated. The estimate for 1889 is $500,000 and we give 
$400,000. It will be observed that $400,000 is the maximum amount 
that has ever been given as far as my knowledge goes, is the exact 
amount given three years back, and is $14,000 more than was given in 
1885. = 

Heretofore this appropriation has been made in a lump sum, but un- 
der the last appropriation act, in accordance with an amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], subdivisions 
have been made in reference to the character of work to be done under 
the appropriation. In this bill we have conformed to the subdivisions, 
as the Director has in his estimates, and the amounts given under these 
eight subdivisions are exactly in accordance with the Director’s esti- 
mates based upon the gross appropriation which the committee were 
ready to recommenti—$400,000. I think the House will be quite safe 
in adopting the recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iwill ask the gentleman what was the whole 
estimate of the Director? 

Mr. RANDALL. Thewhole estimate was $500,000, We have given 
$400,000, the same amount which has been appropriated for many years; 
and we have obtained from him his own distribution of this amount 
under the eight subdivisions which the law requires shall be provided 
for. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Has the Appropriations Committee any informa- 
tion to indicate that $500,000 could not be properly and economically 
expended for this work? 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee heard Mr. Powell fally; he had 
the opportunity of saying all he desired to say on this subject, though 
I understood he wished to submit something additional in support of 
his original estimate of $500,000. The committee fully considered this 
subject. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Is there any objection to au appropriation of 
$500, 000 ? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is, decidedly. 

Mr. ATKINSON. What is the objection? 

Mr. RANDALE. Four hundred thousand dollars isthe sum which 
has been appropriated for some years, and the committee do not con- 
sider it proper as a matter of public policy to increase the amount at 
this time. I do not know but that I may say there was very little 
dissent in the committee on this point. A 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ATKINSON, it 
was not agreed to; there being—ayes 12, noes 41. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For geological surveys in the various portions of the United States, including 
the pay of temporary employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, 
pan ca the ae materials, and all other necessary expenses connected there- 
with, ,000. 


Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend by inserting after ‘‘one hun- 
dred,’’ in the ph just read, the words ‘‘and twenty-five;’’ so as 
to make the amount of this appropriation $125,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I assume from the action of the House on the amend- 
ment previously offered by me that this amendment also will be voted 
down. I desire, however, to occupy the time to which I am entitled 
in calling the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] to the act of Congress making the land grant to the Illinois 
Central Railroad Company. It appears there is some misunderstand- 
ing about this matter, and I have taken the trouble to obtain the text 
of the original act. I find that in this act Congress grants to the State 
of Illinois ‘‘for the purpose of aiding in making the railroad and its 
branches as aforesaid every alternate section of land,” ete. So that 
under this act of Congress the State of Illinois was a mere naked trus- 
tee, and had no right to retain a single acre of that land or to divert it 
to any other purpose. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. My colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has twice re- 
peated the statement that in the granting act by Congress there was a 

rovision that 7 per cent. of the earnings of the railroad should 
paid to the State of Illinois. As the gentleman has repeated that 
statement, I desire distinctly to contradict it; and I want this Com- 
mittee of the Whole to understand that there is not and never was any 
such limitation in the granting aet. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND rose. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was not the Democratic party in power at that 
time in Illinois? I affirm that the Democratic party, then in power 
in that State, required the railroad company to pay to the State 7 per 
cent. of its gross earnings. 

Mr. ROWELL. But the gentleman said that Congress in the grant- 
ing act made that requirement; and the statement is of the same class 
as the gentleman’s statement this morning that the first plank of the 
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Republican platform as reported to the Chicago convention to-day is a 
“stupendous lie.’’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I adhere to that statement. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
son] is entitled to the floor and declings toyield. His rights must be 
respected, 

Mr. ATKINSON. LI hope that this colloquy will not come out of 
my time. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] has anticipated a point 
which I was about to make. But I will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to the fifth section of this act, 
which authorizes the State of Illinois to sell parts of this land if it is 
not given to the railroad company, and it is required to account for 
the proceeds to the United States; and it is provided that if, after the 
expiration of ten years, the railroad should not be constructed, any 
land unsold by the State should revert to the United States. So here 
we have aland grant made in direct terms to a railroad company. 
This was a precedent which was followed through subsequent years; 
and when the Democratic platforms of 1860 referred to aid for the con- 
struction of a railroad to the Pacific, ‘‘ within constitutional limits,’’ 
this precedent stared in the face every man who voted for that resolu- 
tion; and it was well understood, I presume, what this ‘‘ constitu- 
tional aid ” should be. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask by unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending paragraph be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChairhearsno objection and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ATKINSON’S amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States Geological Survey: 

For salaries of the scientific assistants of the Geological Survey : For five geol- 
ogists, at $4,000 each; ‘ 

For two geologists, at $3,000 each; 

For one geologist, $2,700; 

For two geologists, at Eo z 

For two geologists, at $2,000 ; 

For one paleontologist, $4,000; 

For one paleontologist, $2,000; 

For one chemist, $3,000; 

For one chemist, $2,000; 

For one chief geographer, $2,700; 

For three geographers, at $2,500 each; 

For one general assistant, $3.000; 

For three topographers, at $2,000 each; in all, $67,700. 

For general expenses of the Geological Survey: For the Geological Survey, 
and the classification of the public lands, and examination of the ghee 
structure, mineral resources, and the products of the national domain, and to 
continue the preparation of a geological map of the United States, including the 
pay of temporary employés in the field and office, and all other necessary ex- 
penses,to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
namely: For pay of skilled laborers and various temporary employés, $15,900, 

For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States, including 
the pay of temporary employés in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, 
apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected there- 
with, $199,000. š 

Mr. MORROW. I offer the following amendment: 

After line 21 insert: 

* For the classification of the public lands of the United States, including pay 
of temporary fe wr tee in field and in office, the cost of all instruments, charts, 
and materiais, and all other necessary expense connected therewith, $25,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, the Geological Survey was organized under the act 
of March 3, 1879, in which it was provided— 

That this officer— 

The Director— 


shall have the direction of the Geological Survey and the classification of the 
public la: and examination of geological structure, mineral resources, and 
products of the national domain. 

In another place it provides— 

For the expenses ofthe Geological Survey and the classification of the public 
landsand examination of the geological structure, mineral resources, and prod- 
ucts of the national domain, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, $100,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under this provision of law the Geological Survey 
has proceeded to perform the last requirements of the statute, but 
has failed to perform the first requirement, namely, the classification 
of the public lands of the United States. 

_ The question naturally asked is, what is the classification of the pub- 
lic lands of the United States contemplated by this act? This ques- 
tion is answered by the first annual report of the Geological Survey, in 
1880, immediately after it was organized under the law. 

In this report, dated November 1, 1880, it is stated by Mr. King, 
the then Director, that— 

Two special and distinct branches of duty are imposed on the Director of the 
Geological Survey : first, the classification of the public lands; and second, the 
examination of the geological structure and mineral resources, 

In another portion of the report, Mr. King, the Director, gives his 
views as to the purpose of Congress in providing for the classification 
of the public lands as follows: 

I have therefore concluded that the intention of Congress wasto begin a rigid 
scientific classification of the lands of the national domain, not for purposes of 
aiding the machinery of the General Land Office by furnishing a basis of sale, 
but for the general information of the people of the country, and to produce a 
series of land maps which should show ali those features upon which intelligent 
agriculturists, miners, engineers, aud luinbermen might hereafter base their 
operations, and which would obviously be of the highest value for all students 
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of the political economy and resources of the United States. Studies of this 
sort, entirely aside from the administration of the Land Office, can be made of 
the highest practical value, and to this end a carefal beginning has been made. 


Mr. King in making this report calls attention to the fact that he 
had made a careful beginning of the classification of the public lands 
for agricultural purposes. But the execution of the law in the work 
required of the Geological Survey as to classification of the public 
lands has not been entered upon beyond the beginning referred to by 
Mr. King. The Director has indicated that he would proceed to make 
that classification as required by the statute with the amount of $25,- 

000 for the coming year. For that reason I have offered the pending 
amendment. 

This matter bas been discussed considerably in the West. The farm- 
ers and others interested in the publie lands ask that this Geological 
Survey (which has already rendered such important service to the coun- 
try) shall be extended so as to carry out the primary requirements of 
the statute and make classification of the publie lands. I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read resolutions adopted by the California State 
Grange in the meeting last fall. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas agriculture lies at the very foundation of our national prosperity, 
and is justly Santeg to an ample share of the fostering care of the General Gov- 
Garaa ar the opinion of this body itis of the highest importance that ac- 
curate and reliable information concerning the agricultural features and pecu- 
liarities of the country, and particularly of the newer States and Territories yet 
to na settled, should be within thereach of the intending settlerand immigrant; 
Whereas the law creating the Geological Survey of the public domain of the 
United States provides for “the classification of the public lands and exami- 
nation of the logical structure, mineral resources, and mineral products of 
the national domain,” but in the actual execution of the work the first provision 
has thus far remained a dead letter, so far as any of the information needed by 
agrioniturists is concerned, while the most elaborate and minute investigation 

even the most recondite matters relating to the logical structure and min- 
eral resources has received abundant attention: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the State Grange earnestly prays the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives that steps be taken and provision made to the end 
that the Geological Survey shall discharge the first duty intrusted to it by law, 
to yin “the classification of the public lands,” together with such other sery- 
ice to the agricultural development of the country as properly belongs to that 
bag vn That copies hereof be transmitted to the honorable representatives 
of California in Congress, and that their approval and support of such meas- 
ures as are n to attain the result be most earnestly solicited. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. While the statute may authorize the character of 
survey the amendment proposes, the Geological Survey has not entered 
upon that work. If it chooses to enter upon it there is $400,000 as 
heretofore given. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations only a moment ago informed the 
House that this bill provided for specific appropriations for the use of 
the Director of the Geological Survey; but under the statement of the 
gentleman and the wording of the bill it is manifest that the Director 
of the Geological Survey would not be enabled to appropriate one dol- 
lar in the way of doing the work provided in my amendment. Iam 
aware of the fact that the Geological Survey is doing a most valuable 
work in its examination of the geological structure of the public do- 
main, and in investigating the mineral resources of the United States. 
Furthermore, I know that its Director is a very competent man, and 
eminently qualified to conduct the agricultural survey, but he now 
simply submits to the direction of Congress whether his work shall 
now include a classification of the public domain for agricultural pur- 

It is therefore proper that some action should be taken in the 
direction of the amendment. o 

It is not a large appropriation and would be of the greatest benefit 
to the agricultural people of this country. Iwould like, if I had time, 
to read the views of one of the ablest men in this country on this sub- 
ject. Irefer to Professor E. W. Hilgard, of the University of California. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lhope the gentleman will allow that to be printed, 
and not take up the time by reading it. 

Mr. MORROW. Ishould like to read a portion of it. It will take 
only a few minutes, and is important as inducing favorable action on 
the part of this committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Director of the Geological Survey did not im- 
press me with any urgency in this icular. 

Mr. MORROW. I hope I will be permitted to present to the com- 
mittee the reasons in support of the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; I yield to the gentleman the rest of 
my time, 

Mr. MORROW. Professor Hilgard, who occupies the position of pro- 
fessor of agriculture in the University of California, has written and de- 
livered an interesting and able essay upon this subject, and points out 
some of the preliminary matters connected with this question of the 

Geological Survey, and the classification of the agricultural lands. He 
gives reasons which I think strongly support the amendment I have 
offered. I will read extracts from this essay, and print the whole of 
it. It is as follows: 
AGRICULTURAL WORK BY THE GEOLOGICAL SURYEY. 
[Essay by Professor E. W. Bien. ot of agriculture, University of Cali- 
orn 


As, owing tothe pressure of official duties at this season, Iam unable to attend 
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the meeting of agricultural chemists connected with experiment stations, I beg 
leave to submit in writing, for its consideration, a brief discussion of some 
points which, to the ONOS of those likely to be present, may not su; t 
themseives as forcibly as in the case of those who, like myself, have labo! and 
are now laboring chiefly in regions in which, from whatever causes, sgriculture 
is still passing through its first period of developrhent. When it is considered 
that such regions comprise nearly all the United States lying west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, the only material exceptions being the older settled portions of 
Missouri and Iowa and parts of adjacent States, it is not easy to overestimate 
the importance not only to that immense territory but to the United States at 
large of avoiding the mistakes made by the settlers in the older States, of plac- 


ing within the reach of the actual or intending settler or immigrant a knowl- 
edge of the facts and conditions with which he has to deal in his practice, and 
of the best means to be employed in overcoming the numerous difficulties with 


which he bas to contend in a terra incognita. 

It has been broadly claimed, and even somewhat d atically contended, in 
the course of some of the discussions on the subject of the proper functions of 
the experiment stations, that their main duty and object should be to enlarge 
the knowledge of agricultural science, and that to act as bureaus of reference 
and information for the farming population is a departure from their true spirit 
and intent. I think we can not be tvo SM Ge in the repudiation of any such 
point of view, and it must be patent to all who have followed the disoussions 
relating to the bills for the establishment of experiment stations, whether by 
the States or the National Government, that a totally different view of their 
functions was taken by their advocates, and that on any other basis than that 
of effectually aiding in the solution of practical questions as they arise no such 
measures would have had the least chance of acceptance by the several legisla- 
tive bodies. Itis not, however, merely as a matter of f pects faith with Legisla- 
tures and tax-payers such a course is advisable and necessary. 

I contend, and am most thoroughly satisfied from a somewhat protracted ex- 
perience in such work, that in no other way can we obtain such fruitful subjects 
of investigation in the domain of agricultural science or be so sure that what 
we hold to be true does not need a host of corrollaries and | ot dae in order to 
render it applicable to all cases. It is the endless multiplicity and variety of 
the problems presented for solution by the practical farmer that serves as the 
touchstone of our theories, and by continual attrition, now at this point, now at 
another, modifies our conceptions into a shape in which we may feel sure of 
their correctness. 

In the presence of the multitude of suggestionsand “live” problems thus con- 
tinually presented to us in the newly-settled regions, the laborious search for 
proper subjects for investigation, that sometimes troubles our colleagues in the 
Old World, becomes an unknown quantity, the only danger being that the 
pressure of details may be so at as to drown to a certain extent the proper 
pursuit of a subject until it s! have been evolved intoa definite form or prop- 
osition. The occurrence of such aggravation lies doubtless wi the experi- 
ence of many here present. It can of course be remedied only by a more ade- 
gaa supply of means, such as is, or will be, afforded by the “Hatch bill” when 

lly ca) into effect. 

It should then, in my view, be distinctry understood that the experiment sta- 
tions so endowed must perform the double function of a bureau of reference 
and information, and of a laboratory (in the widest sense of the term) where 
those points in icultural science most directly interesting to the region for 
which it is established are investigated to their uttermost ramifications, theo- 
retical and practical s 

But that in order that these functions may be fulfilled tó the best advantage, 
the institution should not be obliged to await the tardy and irregular nction of 
applicants for information. Itshould have the means for getting possession of 
the actual facts of the case in advance of the settler, or at least of the time when 
the farmer by irrational practice shall have gotten himself into difficulties 
which the station will be called upon to solve for him. 

The attainment of such knowledge involves, of course, the operations and re- 
sults of an agricultural survey; and whero such work has been done by the 
States (as is the case in the majority of those lying east of the Mississippi River) 
the work of the experiment stations will be greatly facilitated, Garo Fa it is 
unfortunately true t in but toomany cases the "geological and agricultural” 
surveys provided for by law have rested content with the fulfillment of the first- 
mentioned attribute, and have left agriculture to shift for itself as best it could, 

Even where an attempt has been made to describe and investigate the agri- 
cultural featu it has too often been done in such a manner as to indicate, on 
the part of the director or writer, eithera very slim acquaintance with the mat- 
ter or an unwillingness to give to so distasteful a subject more thought and at- 
tention than was absolutely uired by the letter of the law. 

But for the newer States and Territories, where itis now most ntly needed, 
no such work has been done and none is at present in prospect. It is true that 
the law creating the United States Geological Survey provides for “ the classi- 
fication of the public lands, and examination of the geological structure, min- 
eral resources, and products of the national domain;" and the first report of 
the Director of that work (1880) states that in his opinion “the intention of Con- 
gress was to n a rigid scientitic classification of the lauds of the national 
domain * * * for the general information of the poople of the country, and 
to produce a series of land maps which would show all these features upon 
which intelligent agriculturists, miners, engineers, and timbermen might here- 
eee Sees Orr operations. * * © And to this end a careful beginning has 

n made. 

It is curious to note that both in the wording of the law and in the remarks of 
the Director, Mr, Clarence King, the agricultural side of the work is mentioned 
first,and to compare therewith the actual peionnanes of osare duringthe 
last six years. It has done excellent work in the way of the much-needed to- 
pographical maps; it has Jaid down on these the geological and mineral feat- 
ures of the regions explored with a degree of accuracy and minutoness which 
has comman: the admiration of the civilized world and has aided power- 
fully in the development of the mining industries of the United States. But 
when we inquire what has been done to benefit the agricultural industry, to 
give to the farmer or immigrant the needed information so copiously afforded 
the miner, we ny come to the conclusion that the agricultural side of the 
work has been left exactly in the state of “ careful beginning” referred to by 
Director King in 1880. 

It is no part of my object to discuss in detail the causes of this pointed omis- 
sion. It may be said in general that in doing as it did the United States Sur- 
vey followed the lead of the majority of State surveys; its work was done 
in the direction in which there was the greatest active demand, so that while 
farmers got nothing it is also true that they asked for nothing. 

The Land Office has, through its surveyors, actually collected more or less of 
the information wanted concerning the agricult adaptations of the lands 
traversed by them. But this information is of so very general a character, and 
collected by men so little versed in the subject, that even if it were published in 
an available form it would be of little avail to replacing agticultural sur- 
veys. The maps and pigeon-holes of the Land Office are not what is wanted 
either by the farmer or the rroen stations. 

It has been su; that this work be undertaken by the Department of Ag- 
rieultare. But this would be a revival of the undesirable multiplicity and du- 
plication of public surveys that was done away with by the ial actof Con- 
gress consol llunderonehead. The phical and geological work 
now so well carried out by the Geological Survey is absolutely essential to an 
intelligent discussion and description of the agricultural features, All the ma- 
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chinery is there, dnd it only needs an additional endowment and the employ- 
ment of competent agricultural experts to doall that isn in the premises. 
Were the agricultural work undertaken de novo, endiess and unnecessary €x- 

ms¢ would be incurred in the duplication both of work and of appliances. 
The functions of the Department of Agriculture and those of such a survey are 
so clearly distinct that jt is difficult to see how any conflicts could arise, as has 


been feared, 
to be provided, or the department of 


But whatever may be the machin D 
Government under which this work be carried on, it is essential that it 


should be inaugurated and carried forward as quickly as possible. It is needed 
by the resident farmer, in order to guide him in his methods of cultivation. It 
is needed by the immi, t, in order to give him reliable information asto where 
he may find a home adapted to his wants, outside of the recommendations of 
interested parties. Itis needed by the experiment stations, in order that they 
may have a basis of well-ascertained facts upon which to conduct their experi- 
ments and investigations so as to result in the greatest good to the greatest 
number, and so as to avoid the most serious mistakes resulting from imperfect 
reports from persons unused to accurate observation. 

. but not least, such work forms a most needful basis for truly practical 
instruction in ouragricultural colleges; instruction which shall tell the student 
not only what he shall do in certain supposititious cases, but also what, in fact 
andin practice, are the conditions each will have to deal with in his own State. 

Without such a basis of accurately observed facts, the experiment stations 
will never be able to do their best work, from unavoidable ignorance of the con- 
ditions under which agriculture exists in their respective fields of action. It is 
impossible for them to obtain this basis{{hrough their own exertions, within any 
reasonable limits of time. It should be done for them, and for the agricultural 
population at large as a Government work, 

It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that the omission up to the present 
time in the Geological Survey, spoken of by Professor Hilgard, relates 
to the failure on the part of Congress to provide for the classification 
of the public lands for agricultural purposes. He shows further that 
this is for the benefit of the experimental stations recently established 
by acts of Congress in the last year, and points out the fact that in Cal- 
ifornia the experimental stations will be to a large extent useless with- 
out the agricultural survey which was originally contemplated by the 
act of 1879. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. When the farmer buys lands he generally knows 
what he is going to buy. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Morrow, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 44. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

r the purch of necessary books forthe Lib A 
transmission of publie documents through the Preah aca exchange $5,000 : on 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr: Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I make this motion in order to have an opportunity to reply to the re- 
marks made by my friend from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND] in regard 
to the action of the Republican convention to-day at Chicago. He evi- 
dently feels the force of the charge made by that convention, that the 
Democratic party is not entitled to any credit whatever for forfeiting 
land grants and restoring them to the public domain. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest to the gentleman that my col- 
league is not in his seat at present. 

Mr. JACKSON. I regret that he is not; but this is the proper time 
to meet this early attack, and I do not want to miss the opportunity. 
Republicans hold themselves ready on all occasions to defend their 
principles and give reasons for the faith thatis in them. Possibly 
what I am going to say will be equally applicable to any Democrat on 
your side. The Republican platform is an arraignment of the Demo- 
cratic party before the American people. . 

Its charges can not be met by simple denials. It isan appeal to 
facts, to the law, and to the testimony. 

Mr. Chairman, when the Republican convention at Chicago stated 
in its platform of principles, this day adopted, that the Democratic 
party was not entitled to credit for having restored a single acre of 
land to the public domain for our people, it was correct and true. It 
is not necessary now to speak of the disposition and purpose of the 
Democratic party in this matter, but I consider it sufficient to call at- 
tention to the fact that when the land-grant forfeiture bills were 
passed that party did not have full control of legislation, and could 
not have passed them if it had wanted to, and hence what is said is 
strictly correct. 

Another thing, when that party claim that 150,000,000 acres of the 
public domain heretofore granted to corporations have been restored, 
they make a misstatement of the facts. There is no such quantity in- 
volved. Certainly not exceeding 50,000,000 acrés have been restored, 
and it required the Republican Senate, Republican votes in the House, 
and a Republican Executive to do that. The Democratic party never 
had an opportunity to do these things, to say as little of their dispo- 
sition. 

To this day not a single acre of Jand opposite constructed road has 
been forfeited, no matter whether constructed in or out of time accord- 
ing to the granting acts. All forfeitures of lands granted by a Repub- 
lican Congress have been made by reason of provisions contained in the 
granting acts and placed there by Republicans. Still more, the bills 
making these forfeitures have at least in most cases, and I believe in 
all, been introduced by Republicans. 

It was the Democratic party, when in power before the war, that in- 
augurated the policy of granting lands to build railroads. They did 


this to build roads in the old-settled States, where the grant was a pure 
gift and not necessary to open up a new country. 

Our Democratic friends have so little to be proud of on this whole 
land question that after they search through their whole record they 
are compelled to rest it all upon the reputation of ope man, Hon. 
W. A. J. Sparks, late Commissioner of the General Land Office. - 

Day after day our attention is called to his wonderful and extraordi- 
nary honesty, until the impression is created that he was the only 
original honest man in the present Administration. He was at least 
so conspicuous an instance in that party that he is pointed out as a re- 
markable exception. [Laughter.] Unfortunately for Democratic ora- 
tors, as soon as his reputation was firmly established the Democratic 
Administration kicked him out of its inclosure. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
claims some credit to his party from the fact that the lands it voted to 
build railroads were made as gifts to the States. He does this in the 
face of the fact that the State was thereby made a mere trustee, and 
the acts expressly stated on their face that they were for the use of 
railroads. Why, let me ask, is it not just as much a gift if made toa 
State in trust for railroad purposes as if made to the railroad direct? 
It is simply the roundabout way of doing the same thing. 

It is as much harm to take the public lands and grant them to 
a State to be squandered in railroad uses as it is to grant them direct 
to the railroads, 

But, sir, if I had time, I would like to point out some other 
ways the Democratic party squandered the public lands when it was 
in power. It would be easy to show its inconsistency in this regard. 
Among these I would call attention to its gifts of the swamp lands, the 
most stupendous frauds ever practiced in this country—millions of 
best Jands given away under the pretense that they were worth- 

ess. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania on my right [Mr. ATKINSON] has 
well shown that in the grant of lands to the State of Illinois, by reason 
of which the Illinois Central Railroad was built, that there was not a 
reservation in that act as claimed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND], and is a full answer to the gentleman’s remarks on that 
point. I have them here before me, and I might quote from other acts, 
some passed earlier than the Illinois act and some subsequent to it, of 
the same character, showing that the Democratic party when in power 
made many grants of public lands for building railroads, and without 
any reservations whatever. 

I refer to the acts in relation to Alabama, to Florida, and to many 
other States. Grants were made for the express purpose of construct- 
ing railroads. Mr. Chairman, the Republicans may well go before the 
people pointing totheir record upon this question. Thegeneral policy 
of the Republican party has always been to give the public lands to 
actual settlers. That has been the record of the party, a record of 
which it may well be proud. Its history is indissolubly associated 
with the grand homestead act,introduced inte Congress by a Republican, 
the honorable gentleman who formerly presided over the deliberations 
of this House, Hon. Galusha A. Grow, of Pennsylvania. It is a part 
of the history of our country that the homestead law has given more 
homes to actual settlers than any other legislation we have ever had. 

It is true the Republican party made grants, made gifts, if you choose 
to so call them, of public lands to aid in the construction of important 
continental railroads. They were made at a time of great peril to the 
country, at a time when the country needed the aid and assistance ot 
these lines of transportation for military p Some may even 
doubt the policy of going to the extent to which the Republican party 
then went; but its motives were good, its purposes were right, its pur- 
poses were to open up that vast country—a country without rivers, 
and that could not be settled without railroads. ‘The policy of the 
Democratic party has always been wrong. It has made gifts where 
there was no special or urgent need of public improvements. It has 
made gifts to corporations to build railroads in settled communities 
like Illinois, Alabama, Mississippi, and Florida. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for a vote on the pending paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
JACKSON] withdraw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Minierat and se co bree of oe Springs, so tear For providing a sys- 
rvoi um y N 
collection and pospomicel AOINA ofthe hobwaler, BLO a S T 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strikeout the last word. 
I do it for the purpose of obtaining information with reference to the 
necessity of thisappropriation., I have some information upon the sub- 
ject gathered upon the spot; but I am not certain it is sufficient or ac- 
curate enough to determine my course in the matter. I understand 
that at the Hot Springs, Arkansas, there is a Government reservation. 
I understand that upon that reservation are erected a number of hotels, 
boarding-houses, and some private dwellings. Ido not know whether 
the owners of the buildings erected give any recompense to the United 
States for the privilege they enjoy. It isa very valuable privilege to 
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be allowed to erect buildings upon that reservation. They have the use 
of the hot water which has, I believe, some curative properties. Upon 
the face of this paragraph itseemsas though it was intended the United 
States should expend $30,000 in collecting, gathering together, and pip- 
ing this hot water which is used by the hotels and at these boarding- 
houses, Unless I understand that the proprietors of these institutions 
pay something for this privilege Iam opposed to making the appropria- 
tion. The Government has there a free bath-house and also hasa hos- 
pital to which may go officers of the Army whose past course of life 
has been such that they find it necessary in their declining years to rid 
themselves of discase which has accumulated and clogged their systems. 

But aside from that I know of no governmental use to which that 
can be put. As I said at the outset, my information is not as full as 
I desire, and it may be inaccurate. But until informed as to whether 
the Government receives anything for these privileges I am opposed 
to making this appropriation. < 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In company with the superintendent 
of the Hot Springs Reservation and the representative from the Con- 
gressional district, who is not now here, I passed over this reservation, 
or so much of it as produces hot water. 

A very brief explanation will show the necessity for this appropria- 
tion. All the hot water furnished upon the reservation is from the 
base of what is known as the Hot Springs Mountain. I should think 
the distance of the water flow would be about one-quarter to one-half 
amile. At the base of the mountain the hotels and baths are situated. 
This real estate belongs to the Government. It has been leased tem- 
porarily for theuse of hotels and bath-houses to those who have erected 
and occupied them. For this use the Government of the United States 
receives rents. All the bath-houses with one or two exceptions are 
situated at the base of the mountain; but at the north end of what is 
known as Wichita avenue, the principal avenue of the city, they have 
in two or three instances allowed the water to be conveyed to bath- 
houses at or beyond the reservation. < 

The city has extended to the south to a very considerable extent. 
Hotels have been built at the south end of the reservation; but no hot 
water is furnished to the south part of the city atall. It is going to 
waste. It passes from the base of the mountains to these reservoirs 
and from the reservoirs to the baths; and that which is not used 
into the Hot Springs Creek, runs off and is wasted. Now, it was 
thought, and it seems to me a very fair proposition, that it was best to 
create additional reservoirs to save this waste of water, to store it at 
the south end of the reservation so that it might be passed off and used 
in the bath-houses and the hotels in the south end of the city. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Free? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 
ment. 

At the north end of the city they are already supplied. Along the 
base of the mountains they are amply supplied, At the south end of 
the city there is no hot-water supply at all, and this water is going 
to waste. Now, the United States in all instances rents the use of its 
reservation and the use of its water from the Hot Springs, and the pur- 
pose is to charge water-rents for the additional supply that is to be fur- 
nished by this appropriation. The object of the appropriation is to 
reservoir a supply of water to accommodate additional bath-houses, for 
which the Government is to collect rents, and the fact is that by those 
rents the Government will not only reimburse this outlay, but will 
make a profit beyond. More than that, I understand it is provided 
that hereafter the rents to be charged by the Government for the bath- 
houses and the hotels shall be increased. 

From the information which I have I know that the Government can 
increase its income there by 100 per cent., and I understand that it in- 
tends to do so just as soon as the present leases expire. The object of 
this appropriation, therefore, is simply to reservoir this water and sell 
it; and in a year, or perhaps in a less time, the Government can reim- 
burse itself for this entire outlay, Furthermore, it is an outrage to 
allow the north end of the city to monopolize the use of this hot water. 
A very large part of the southern portion of the city is totally unsup- 
plied, and people who have to go to the hotels there have to take the 
street-cars and then walk a considerable distance to reach the baths, 
while at the north end the customers of the Arlington and other houses 
there can walk from under the roofs of the hotels into a bath-house. 
In my opinion there never was anything more proper than this appro- 

riation. 
k Mr. RANDALL. The statements of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWNE] are so clear and conclusive, and I hope so satisfactory 
to the gentleman from New Jersey, that I will not detain the committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thephysical facts I was acquainted with before. 
I have been there, and I know the topography of the whole region. 
But I would like to know under what Department of the Government 
this business of renting out the water is conducted ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Under the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I never knew before that the Government had 
gone into the water business. I knew that it had been in the whisky 
business for a long time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. | Well, this shows that it is reforming, going from 
whisky to water. [Laughter.] 


No, sir; I will come to that in a mo- 
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Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] has very clearly and fully stated the situation of this mat- 
ter. Isimply want to add that these new bath-houses are to be sup- 
plied with water as theexistingonesare, at so mucha tub. Ibelievethe 
charge is to be $40. Under the regulations a hotel can not have less than 
ten, nor more than fifty tubs, This appropriation is in the interest of 
economy of the water, and itis alsodesigned to accommodate the public 
and the hotel people alike. I trust, therefore, that the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw the amendmen 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 


For the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, 
without reference to race, $25,000. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 20, 21, and 22, and insert as follows: 

“For the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, 
without reference to race, $50,000; and for the support and education of Indian 
pupils of both sexes at industrial schools in AMAER $20,000; the whole fund for 
education in Alaska to be under the control of the Bureau of Education, under 
regulations prescribed and to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I shall want more than five min- 
utes to discuss this amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that I 
be allowed ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it is due to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to say that the remarkable deficiency of the appropriation 
for education in Alaska is not the fault of that committee; nor, as I 
said the other day, is it the fault of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The situation is such now that everybody wants to appropriate $45,000, 
and yet nobody has tried to appropriate more than $25,000, and it is 
the fault of the Department of the Interior in not properly distribut- 
ing its estimates. 

‘The Secretary of the Interior recommends ‘‘in addition to the $20,- 
000 heretofore given for the education of Indians in industrial schools 
in Alaska the further sum of $50,000 for the education of children of 
school age in the general schools without regard to race.” 

Mr. Chairman, that sum of $50,600 is what [ am now contending 
for. I presume that nobody will oppose the giving of the $20,000 and 
the $25,000, and I simply appeal to this House, as a matter of human- 
ity, to give the whole $50,000 instead of the $25,000 which is proposed 
to be allowed by this bill. 

This Territory has no representative here. There is no politics in 
this matter. But up yonder in the land of the midnight sun are 39,- 
000 people, 27,000 of them being Indians, 5,000 white people, and the 
rest Aleuts, civilized and intelligent. There are 5,000 children of 
school age, of whom only 1,700 are now attending school. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to repeat a 
statement which has been made to me, a statement which calls for a 
reply, if any can be had? A gentleman who has been intimately ac- 
quainted with the schools in Alaska and all the affairs of that Terri- 
tory told me recently that the schocls are entire failures in this respect: 
That the young children are allowed to go to school for the purpose of 
getting rid of them, but just as soon as the girls come to the age of 
womanhood they are taken away from the schools by their mothers 
and sold for purposes of prostitution. This, he informed me, is the 
extent of the whole business. I am not responsible for his statement, 
for I have no personal knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For any statements I may make I have the au- 
thority of Rev. Sheldon Jackson, the agent in charge of the schools 
there, and also the authority of the Commissioner of Education, who, 
since the passage of the last appropriation bill, went to Alaska under 
the order of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the way most of the money is used—in 
paying salaries and in going back and forth. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, sir; not as the matter now under con- 
sideration. It is not the fault of the Secretary of the Interior that 
Alaska is pretty far from Washington. Butitis the fault of this Honse 
if after the compact we have made in regard to the care of that Terri- 
tory we leave those people to take care of themselves because that 
country is 5,000 or 6,000 miles distant. 

In reply to the statement referred to by the gentleman from Ohio 
LMr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] I will say that the trouble in that country is 
rather with polygamy than with the system of prostitution. It is 
sought now to obviate that trouble by sending out there married school 
teachers. Missions have been established there by the Catholics, the 
Moravians, the Presbyterians, and possibly other denominations, and 
the Russian Greek Church flourishes. There is abundant proof to 
justify a denial of the statement of the informant of the gentleman from 
Ohio; and this denial shonld certainly be sufficient as against the in- 
formation of one man who traveled in Alaska, and who perhaps ob- 
tained his information from somebody else, for the chances are that he 
went there in the summer time, when there was no school, and did not 
ascertain personally the facts. 

What are the facts? Of five thousand children in that Territory who 
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are entitled to school privileges we are now providing for but seventeen 
hundred. Whatmore? When we acquired Alaska by treaty from Rus- 
sia we promised that we would care for the common schools of that Ter- 
ritory. We sent our officers there to take possession twenty years ago, 
and the first request of the people was for common schools. We waited 
for nearly twenty years before, by the act of 1884, we began to war against 
immorality, before we gave them any schools at all under an organic law. 
This is our Territory, extending as far in one way as the distance from 
San Francisco to Washington and as far in the other direction as the 
distance from Maine to Florida; yet we have no schools in that vast Ter- 
ritory except in the southeastern corner. What has Russia done for 
that Territory? Russia to-day supports seventeen schools in that Ter- 
ritory by annual appropriations of her own funds. For churches and 
schools in Alaska the great Empire of Russia gives $60,000 this year, 
whereas we are giving only $45,020. I say this is not only a breach of 
honor and treaty compact, but a disgrace to our civilization. I appeal 
to this House that when Russia, an alien power, upon the ground of 
humanity and without any obligation in the matter, has expended 
$60,000 a year for education in Alaska, we should give at least $70,000 
for the same object in this our own Territory. 

Those people thereare our people, not the people of Russia; yet Rus- 
sia is spending as a matter of charity and humanity $15,000 more for 
schools in that Territory than this bill proposes to appropriate on be- 
half of the United States. In contrast with the conduct of the great 
autocratic power of Russia, which makes provision for the people there 
without any contract obligation on her part, aud without any claim of 
citizenship or nationality on behalf of those people,we propose to ig- 
nore our obligations and to appropriate only $45,000. 1 ask Congress 
to expend in behalf of those 39,000 people the very moderate sum pro- 
posed in my amendment. 

Why, sir, we have pending in this House an appropriation bill for 
the District of Columbia, which proposes to expend for a population 
of 225,000, $1,036,000. I am asking forthe education of 39,000 people 
in Alaska only $70,000. This is the whole expenditure asked for this 
people situated remote from this capital. It is true that much of the 
money must necessarily be spent in travel, which can not be shortened. 

Sir, the Territory of Alaska had a commerce in the last year of $7,- 
000,000, She poured into the coffers of this Government during that 
year $525,000. That amount we took from her. She has no legisla- 
ture and can raise no revenue. Having collected from her $325,000 
we spent $16,000 for official salaries in that Territory. My amend- 
ment asks you only to give back to her $70,000 of her own money, 
which she can not appropriate and which we ought not to wring from 
her people, denying to them the common schools which they would 
provide for themselves if they had a legislature and an organized gov- 
ernment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I would like a little more time on this question. 
I have occupied no time on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, when we took possession of that 
Territory there were five schools in Sitka. Russia having kept up her 
seventeen schools, we have managed to increase the number of ours to 
fifleen. It appears that the Government has organized there a school 
board, consisting of the governor of the Territory, the judge of the court, 
and Mr, Jackson, the educational agent. This board asks for $77,000; 
but the Commissioner of Education, a very reliable officer, who has made 
a personal inspection of affairs there, says that they can get along this 
year with $50,000. Now, I ask the committee to look at this calcula- 
tion and see how far $50,000 will go in this work. The sum of $15,000 
is expended for salaries. You send out there as school-teachers men 
with wives, in order to avoid the danger and disgrace of polygamy and 
that the system of American civilization may prevail in that Territory. 
‘These mothers and fathers teach the schools and the monogamic life of 
the Christian home and family. ‘They teach the language of our own 
country in the schools that have been established under our laws. 
‘These fifteen school-teachers have had their salaries reduced because 
of tho scant appropriation, They have now but few school-houses. 
They have fifteen schools, the Commissioner reports. They want at 
least eleven more schools, located in as many centers of population. 

Under this hot summer’s sun we are far away from that land of the 
midnight sun, where arctic cold prevails for nine months in the year; 
they need good, warm school-houses. They have no access to their 
own revenues. If my amendment were adopted you could give them 
the eleven new schools which they require, and they could have eleven 
new teachers provided for them. This is not too much for us to do for 
the Territory of Alaska, which embraces 600,000 square miles of the 
public domain. The schools can not get along with less. 

‘Theteachers who went out there under the promise of $800 and $1,000 
a year found their salaries reduced because of the smallness of the ap- 
propriation made by this House. I repeat, it is a disgrace to our coun- 
try, because these people have no votes and no friends, to deny them 
common schools. I ask that we give them money enough to carry out 
the beneficent policy which has been lately inaugurated there in their 
behalf. It does not concern you or me, but it does concern the honor 


of our Government. It does concern the statesman who, taking long 
views, looksinto the future and foresees the growth, after railways cross 
Behring Sea to Asia, of this great Territory of Alaska, and who would 
therefore make proper provision in time for the education of that com- 
munity. 

If the amendment be adopted as I have offered it the result will be 
to give one school to each settlement in the Territory of Alaska. When 
the Territory was in possession of Russia there were five schools for a 
single settlement, It will also provide one school for each Indian set- 
tiement in Alaska. And on that proposition I invoke the favorable 
judgment of this House as a matter of humanity. The Secretary of 
the Interior recommends $50,000 as a sufficient appropriation to keep 
these schools in a flourishing condition in Alaska. The Commissioner 
of Education, who went there and examined into the matter for him- 
self, reports in favor of it. My amendment will only make the aggre- 
gate appropriation $70,000, which is only $10,000 more than the au- 
tocratie Government of Russia appropriated for a like purpose for our 

eople. ; 
P Mr. COBB. What has become of- the $20,000 appropriated in the 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘That was struck out by the Senate because the 
Secre wished it appropriated by this bill. 

Mr. COBB. Isit not in this bill? 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, it is not in the Indian appropriation bill nor 
in this bill; but it is provided for here by my amendment, here where 
the Department desires it. . Consider the rebuke of autocratic Russia 
when she supports for our citizens common schools which we deny 
them—we, the representatives of the greatest Republic on earth. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the House at 
the time, and voted to pay Russia $7,500,000 as the purchase money 
for Alaska. In doing so, I did not, however, agree to purchase any 
of the methods of the Russian Government, which the Greek Church 
exercised in control of the education of the children in that Territory 
under the Russian Government, 

I agree in what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ezra 
B. TAYLOR], that the amount appropriated in this connection has been 
more or less a waste of public money. It has been largely absorbed by 
people going out to Alaska and coming back again. 

When the gentleman cites the testimony of Sheldon Jackson in that 
connection I would say the House had better not take what he says 
without some degree of allowance. My observation of the gentleman’s 
method warrants me in saying that much at least. If he were here I 
would say much more. j 

Mr. MCCOMAS. What does the gentleman say about Mr. Dawson, 
who is Commissioner of Education ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe Mr. Dawson, the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, is an upright gentleman. In this matter I think he is governed 
more by sentiment than by any belief that it is going to benefit the 
children in that Territory. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. He was there himself last sammer. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have always looked upon this appropriatjon 
with doubt, because a close investigation of it has convinced us it has 
not been properly expended, and did not reach any substantial benefit 
in the way of education to these children. But the House by a moder- 
ate vote disagreed with me on the last sundry civil appropriation bill 
and appropriated $25,000. Now we have a proposition to increase that 
amount to $50,000. I hope that will not be done, and I hope the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] will not press his amendment 
to increase the appropriation. 

As to the governor of the Territory of Alaska, I should be glad if the 
appropriation for his salary could be put in such a shape as would com- 
pel him to remain in the Territory of Alaska and discharge the duties 
of his office instead of running around the halls of Congress. It would 
be a wise expenditure of the public money if that could be done. 

I do not want to see any more money than is recommended by the 
committee attached to the bill in this particular; because I do not be- 
lieve experience warrants it; and I agree fully with what the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] on the other side said when he 
expressed the opinion that from information derived on what he be- 
lieves to be reliable authority, and from the personal knowledge of the 
party from whom he received the statement, that this appropriation, 
and the whole of it, is a waste of the public funds of the Government. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

I did not intend to assume the statement involved in my question 
propounded to the gentleman from Maryland as being true. I said I 
had been informed recently by a man who was thoroughly acquainted 
with this country and the matter of schools out there that the facts 
which I suggested in my question were true. It made such an im- 
pression upon my mind that I could not avoid thinking that before any 
other money is expended in this direction the truth of the statement 
should be made known. 

I will say farther in this connection, what I did not say then, that 
the details of the information which came to my knowledge so unex- 
pectedly and so strikingly did convince me that there was substantial 
truth in his statement; and if the statement be true the expenditure 
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of this money is worse than wasted. Itis simply bringing a class of 

people to a position where they are desirable for the p I have 

suggested, and leaving them in the hands of what are called in that 

country the ‘‘squaw men’’—lazy white men, loafing about the mines, 

who, by means of a few blankets, purchase these school children, who 

z taken away, and lose everything they have in their prospective 
mes, 

I do not make it as my own statement; but it comes to me from a 
well-informed source, a man who has spent years out there, and who 
knows every one of these educators; a man who hasseen the very trans- 
actions of which he speaks, and hence speaks from personal knowledge 
of the facts. 

Mr. MceCOMAS. I would like toask my friend from Ohio before he 
takes his seat a question, with his consent. 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In the first place, let me say that the Commis- 
sioner of Education went out there atthe instance of Secretary Lamar 
and investigated the matter, and talks here at great len in favor of 
these schools. But my question is this: If there should be among a 
semi-civilized people a low grade of morals, am I to understand the 
gentleman from Ohio tosay that the remedy would be totake away 
from the people the common schools with a view to their moral im- 
provement? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No; but I would begin by taking away 
that kind of schooling which operates only in the way I have sug- 


But there is a way of getting at it, and of giving these people com- 
plete protection in this regard at the same time; and the way to get 
that protection is to reorganize thoronghly—reorganize the whole sys- 
tem, if this system is such as has been Se 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, lastsummer—in August and October—the 
whole system was thoroughly organized; and there are pure men and 
pom women, husbands and wives, teaching out there, and gradually 

reaking up this polygamy and prostitution which prevails through- 
out the country, establishing the system on a thoroughly Christian 
basis, with ministers of the Presbyterian Church and other ministers 
of churches gathered out there, all working in the interest of charity 
and humanity, and bringing about good results in the civilization of 
this class of people. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I propose a pro forma amendment for the purpose 
of saying a word. 

I understand the gentleman from Maryland to say that under some 
treaty obligations we are to educate these children in Alaska. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I say that under the treaty made between Russia 
and the United States—between Mr. Seward and the Russian minister 
here—promises have been made by which these people are to have all 
of the rights, privileges, immunities, and advantages of American citi- 
zens, and you recognize that obligation by the organic act whereby we 
pledge them a common-school system by the appropriation of $25,000 
for the beginning of it. And not only so, Mr. Chairman, but we 
pledged them by acts of Congress recognizing the validity of that treaty 
obligation and interpreting it for ourselves by the appropriation act of 
1884, whereby we provided a fund for the schools out there, besides the 

- moral obligation which rests upon us under the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The statement of the gentleman from Maryland 
is not quite correct, I think. It is not a quite correct statement of the 
action of the Government to say that we pledged anything by simply 
an act of legislation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I stated that we were morally obligated, and that 
this Government was pledged by the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. .I understood the gentleman to say that by the 
treaty obligations we were required to educate the children out there. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The language of the treaty which I have already 

oted—— 
ie SPRINGER. Well, I will read the language of the treaty. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Very well; the gentleman will find, I think, that 
my statement was entirely correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The language is— 

That they shall be admitted to all the rights, advantages, and immunities of 
citizens of the United States, and shall be maintained and protected in the free 
enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 

That refers to their political rights and protection under our form of 
Government. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does not that include the right which our laws con- 
fer upon any poor man of sending his children to the common schools? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman claim that the act by which 
we acquired Texas, and by which we acquired control of Louisiana, or 
of any other portion of foreign territory upon this soil, created any ob- 
ligation on our part to educate the children? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the gentleman tell me what State or Terri- 
tory does not provide a common-school system ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, that is maintained throughout the States 
at their own expense. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And in the Territories. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This only isclaimed on the ground that there are 
some indigent Indians and half-civilized people there that we are 
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obliged to take care of and educate, which would not be the case if 
they were civilized people capable of looking after their own interests. ~ 
I am opposed to an increase of appropriation. What the people of 
Alaska require is not the education of these half-civilized nomadie 
tribes or their children. -They require some form of Government by 
which the rights of persons and of property can be secured and people 
can acquire title to their lands. Thisis what is needed in order to de- 
velop that Territory. The efforts of humanitarians in the direction of 
educating the youth of that Territory are all very well. I think we 
should leave this matter to the missionary societies. They are doing 
great good in their work, and are not asking any aid from the Govern- 
ment. Let them go on in their efforts to civilize these Indians and 
educate their children. I haye no objection to appropriating the sum 
provided in this bill, $25,000. Lthinkitisample. Iam utterly op- 
posed to the large increase of appropriation provided for in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland, namely, $70,000. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Does the gentleman understand what the increase 
really is? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr, McCOMAS. How much? 

§ Mr. SPRINGER. Seventy thousand dollars. The bill provides for 
25, 000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, sir. The conceded sum is $20,000 for Indian 
industrial schools, and $25,000 for general education. My increase is 
$25,000 added to the $45,000. I want to appropriate the sum Secretary 
Lamar and Commissioner Dawson asked for, namely, an increase of 
$25,000. My friend misunderstands me. Itis only an increase of 
$25,000. The committee would have granted the increase if it had 
been brought to our attention before this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then your increase is $25,000? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That isal. The bill now provides for $45,000, 
and I simply add $25,000, according to the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And also $25,000 provided in the Indian bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The $25,000 which has been in the Indian bill for 
the last eight years now goes into this bill. It is an increase of from 
$45,000 to $70,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] withdraw his pro forma amendment ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ido ' 

[Mr. JACKSON withholds his remarks for revision. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


See APPENDIX. ] 
Mr, Chairman, I now ask that debate on this para- 


ph be closed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like te have about six min- 
utes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lam willing to— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Say ten minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, Iam not going to waste.the public time in 
that way. 

Mr. McCOMAS. We have wasted two days here digging up old 
politics. 

Mr. RANDALL, Entirely without my consent. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I appeal to the gentleman to allow us ten min- 
utes. : 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I want five or six minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
asked fifteen minutes for himself and got it. 

Mr. McCOMAS, But other gentlemen desire to be heard on this 
amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then you ought to have given them apart of your 


time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr, RANDALL] that all debate on the pend- 
ing paragraph and amendments thereto be closed? 

in McCOMAS. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ar- 
kansas, having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore; Mr. MCMILLIN, 
from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under 
consideration the sundry civil appropriation bill and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of general ap- 
propriation bills, and pending that I move that debate upon the pend- 
ing paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to one-half min- 
ute. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to amend that by making the time ten 
minutes. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. McComas, and 
the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RANDALL. . I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 40. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Task for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 


` 


1888. 


Tending the vote by tellers the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I want only five minutes for the pur- 
of saying that I have known Sheldon Jackson fifteen years and 

ow him to be an honest man. 

Mr. RANDALL. I spoke of him only in his public capacity. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, I have known him personally 

and intimately, and I know him to be aman of integrity, intelligence, 

honesty, energy, earnestness, and as thorough a Christian as I ever 

knew, and I would vouch for him through and through. 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot know anything about his Christianity, and 
I have not said anything about that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is all I desire to say. I only 
wanted my statement on that point to appear in the RECORD as against 
that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL]. 

The tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 62. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Theamendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] to the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is not agreed to. 

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. And pending that I move that when the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
the appropriation bill, all debate upon the pending paragraph and 
amendments thereto be limited to half a minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
further consider the pending appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. MoMILLIN in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto is limited to one-half minute. 

f no gentleman wishes to occupy that time—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. If nobody else desires to speak—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwishto say that the effect of the amendment—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ithought the gentleman might be willing to yield 
the half minute to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. RANDALL, I have already allowed the gentleman to lug into 
the RECORD a remark which was out of order, in reply to a remark of 
mine. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If you object to that remark, with- 
draw what you have said. 

Mr. RANDALL: No, sir; I do not desire to take back anything I 
have said, nor to have the gentleman withdraw anything he has said. 

The effect of this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time allowed for debate has expired. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McComas, it 
was rejected; there being—ayes 32, noes 45, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter it shall be the duty of the Interstate-Commerce Commission to 
include in their annual report to Congress a statement showing in detail their 


expenditures for e l year, including the number of persons employed 
and the amount of compensation to each. 


Mr. TOOLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
bie lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for 
irrigation, and to make the necessary maps, including the pay of employés in 
field and in office, the cost ofall instruments, ap tus, and materials, and all 
other necessary expenses connected therewith, the work to be performed by 
the Geological Survey, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
sum of $250,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I make a point of order on this amendraent, but 
Iam willing to reserve it to allow the gentleman who offers the amend- 
ment [Mr. Toor] to be heard. 

[Mr. Toore withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point of order against the 
amendment is well taken. 

The Clerk read as follows, under the heading ** Watervliet arsenal, 
West Troy, N. Y.:”? 

For two steam-boilers for running steam-engine at shops, and for heating pur- 
poses, $8,000; in all, $44,850. 

Mr. TRACEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 12 and 13, the words "in all, $44,850" and insert: 
“For necessary railway facilities in arsenal grounds, connecting shops with 
Delaware and Hudson al Company Railroad, Erie Canal, and with the 


Hudson River, $8,458; for replacing the present old and unsuitable wooden 


bridge over the Erie Canal with an iron bridge adapted to the present wants of 


the arsenal, capacity 130 tons, $15,000; in all, $68 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday last, when the military 
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sype prialo bill was under consideration, I offered anamendment de- 
signed to supply this arsenal with machinery and implements, the sam 
proposed to be appropriated being $126,000. Thatamendment had the 
support of the Committee on Military Affairs, and the Chief of Ord- 
nance and the Secretary of War had sent letters to the committee urg- 
ing an appropriation of that amount, The amendment was, however, 
ruled out on a point of order. 

It was my intention during tho consideration of this bill to offer an 
amendment proposing a larger expenditure than that now under con- 
sideration—in all about $100,000, But after consultation with my 
colleague from New York [Mr. GREENMAN] and the members of ths 
Appropriation Committee, we have come to the conclusion that the 
work now being carried on there would be very much advanced by the 
appropriation embraced in this amendment, and it being of somuch 
importance to secure something, I have deemed it proper not to urge 
an appropriation for a larger amount. I hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. y 

Mr, RANDALL. Iam instructed by a majority of the subcommit- 
tee to accept this amendment; and I believe such is the judgment and 
wish of the majority of the Committee on Appropriations, upon further 
information which has been obtained from the gentleman representing 
the Albany district [Mr. TRACEY] as well as the Representative from 
Troy [Mr. GREENMAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For improvement, maintenance, and care of Smithsonian Grounds, including 
construction of asphalt roads and parks, $10,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend by striking out in the paragraph 
just read the word ‘‘parks,”’ and inserting ‘‘paths.’? This amendment 
is merely to correct a misprint. 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Military Posts: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
posts asin the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $250,000, 

Mr, RICE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the paragraph just 
read by striking out ‘'$250,000” and inserting ‘*$400,000.”’ {do nod 
wish to occupy the time of the Committee of the Whole, but will state 
briefly the purposes of the amendment. In 1886 the now general of 
the Army recommended the enlargement of the buildings at Fort 
Snelling for the purpose of establishing a rendezvous there for a regi- 
ment, to be distributed over the Northwest as emergencies might 
arise. There are now there fifteen buildings, partially unoccupied. 
There are five companies now established there. The original esti- 
mate of the Secretary of War was $65,000 for the enlargement of the 
barracks and establishment of four companies at that post. He has 
made a revised estimate, recommending an appropriation of $85,000 
for the purpose of rebuilding barracks, making, with the buildings 
now occupied, a convenient rendezvous for eight companies. There 
are now five companies. The original estimate was for four companies. 
The old barracks at Fort Snelling are now in such a state of dilapida- 
tion that they can not be used with proper regard to the comfort or 


health of the troops; and the proposed enlargement is absolutely neces- ` 


sary, as, in addition to the five companies already there, three more are 
to be placed there by the Secretary of War and the general of the Army. 

For Fort Snelling barracks, Book of Esfimates, pages 181-2, March 
3, 1887, $65,000; for additional barracks, June 4, 1888, $150,000; mak- 
ing the whole amonnt for barracks, construction, and enlargement 
$791,287; which added to the revised estimates of $85,000 would make 
a total of $876,287. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropriations 
give $50,000 more for military posts than for many years. Only to- 
day the Quartermaster-General was present in the room of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and expressed himself satisfied. 

The object of the amendment is to make an increase at Fort Snell- 
ing. The Committee on Appropriations have never de¢med it to be 
wise so to legislate. They have fixed the amount and permitted the 
Quartermaster-General or the War Department to determine the points 
at which‘the money should be expended. 

Fort Snelling is not one of the points, so far as the investigation has 
gone, which is likely to receive the first consideration. I believe At- 
lanta is the point which will have first consideration. The second one 
is San Antonio. Some gentleman near me suggests Fort Porter, I 
forget the name of the third place. 

I think this is large enough, when we come to recollect there has been 
put into the Army appropriation bill an item for a military post at 
Chicago. The appropriations this year, as recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and by the Committee on Appropriations, 
will be double what they have been for many years. 

Mr. RICE, Task to have published, as part of my remarks, the let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RICE. It will be seen from this letter what the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary is. 

- Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 4, 1838, 
Sim: I baye the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, 
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copy of a communication from the Secretary of War of the 1st instant, submit- 
ting a modifed estimate of appropriation of $150,000 for the erection of barracks 
at Fort Snelling, Minn., in lièu of the estimate for such object on page 182 of the 
Book of aoe for 1889. 
Respectfully yours, 
C. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 1, 1888. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit, for the consideration of Congress, a modi- 
pon manene of $150,000, as required for the erection of new barracks at Fort 
Spelling, n, 

In Book of Estimates for 1888 and 1889, page 152, it will be seen that an item 
of $85,000 appears for barracks for four companies. 

As itis proposed to increase the garrison to eight companies, it is recommended 
that the sum first proposed, namely, $65,000, be increased to $150,000, which will 
also cover the cost of the necessary apparatus for heating and lighting the bar- 
racks, an item which was not included in the estimate as first submitted. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


ESTIMATSS OF APPROPRIATIONS REQUIRED FOR THE SERVICE OF THE FISCAL 
YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1889, BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Military posts: 
For the construction of new barracks at Fort Snelling, Minn., for eight 
companies. (March 3, 1889, vol. 24, p. 531, sec. 1.) Submitted 


HoUsE or Representatives, Washington, D. C., May 28, 1888. 

Sın: Referring to the item, $05,000, for the construction of barracks at the post 
of Fort Snelling, Minn., contained in the estimates for the next fiscal year, now 
pending before the Committee on Appropriations, I bave the honor to uest 
the views and recommendations of the War Department upon the proposition 
to increase the amount ofthe bap gos en for this purpose to the sum of $150,000, 

Iam informed that plans and estimates for the enlargement of the post were 
prepared and fo ed by Brigadier-General Ruger, commanding the Depart- 
ment of Dakota, more than a year ago, and are now on file in the War Depart- 
ment. These, I understand, provide for the construction of barracks to accom- 
modate eight companies of infantry, at a cost of about $131,000, with $16,000 
additional for heating and lighting, and it is presumed that it is upon these 
estimates that the appropriation of 5000, to accommodate four companics of 
infantry, is based. 

The reasons for the allotment of a larger amount are as follows: 

First. The sum recommended ($65,000) will, Iam informed, not be sufficient 
to furnish accommodations for the present garrison at the post. Atthe date of 
Gefieral papra action upon theestimate the garrison consisted of four com- 

nies ofinfantry and a battery of artillery. This force has since been increased 
E the addition of one company, which, after the completion of the new bar- 
racks, must of necessity remain in their present quarters and be isolated from 
the rest of the command, $ 

Second. No provision whatever is made for heating and lighting the barracks. 
This is a serious matter, and it is believed should be provided for, both on the 
ground of economy and for climatic reasons. 

Third. The objection that quarters recently occupied by the department com- 
mander and his staff are insufficient for an eight-company post can be obviated 
by the use of the six sets of frame quarters in the rear of the office building and 
the seven sets of officers’ quarters (frame) near the same building and now used 
by the officers of the garrison. 

For many years past the enlargement of Fort Snelling to a regimental post 
has been eagerly desired by the Bong le of the Northwest,and I have now before 
me a memorial of the citizens of St. Paul, through a committee of the Chamber 
of Commerce, urgently requesting action on the part of the representatives 
from the State of Minnesota for an appropriation sufficient to carry out this ob- 


ject, 
Very respectfully, 


$150, 000 


EDWARD RICE, 
Member of Congress, Fourth Minnesota District. 
Hon, WILLIAN C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 


[First indorsement.] 

WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 1, 1888, 
tfully returned to the honorable the Secretary of War. 
‘ebruary 18, 1887, the Lieutenant-General recommended the erection of 
two new barracks for four companies, at a cost of £65,000; and an item calling 
for that sum appears in the Book of Estimates for 1888 and 1859. This amount 
made no provision for the expense attending the lighting or heating of the 
buildings. 

From thése papers it appears that shelter should be provided for eight com- 
panies, and that the Lieutenant-General is in favor of increasing the sum first 
proposed from $65,000 to $150,000. 

It is recommended that Congress be asked for this increased amount, namely, 


$150,000, 
8. B. HOLABIRD, 
Quarlermaster-General, 


Res 
On 


[Memorandum.] 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., May 29, 1888. 
The Lieutenant-General (as his annual reports will show) has for some time 
been of the opinion that as the location of Fort Snelling possesses such military 
advantages, the ñ should be increased. An appropriation of $150,000 
would suffice for the éonstruction of barracks for eight companies; the build- 
ings formerly complet by the headquarters of the department would afford ac- 
commodation for the officers of four companies, and the adjacent officers’ quar- 
ters of the old post would shelter comfortably the officers of the other four com- 
panies until such time as an additional appropriation might provide more per- 
manent arrangements. 
For these reasons the Lieutenant-General is in favor of the eee to in- 
crease the sum first proposed for this purpose from $65,000 to $150,000. 
By command of Lieutenant-General Sheridan. 
S. E. BLUNT, 


Lieulenant-Colonel and A. D. C. 
Mr. RIcE’s amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Cavalry and artillery school, Fort Riley, Kans.: For continuing the work of 
buildings for the cavalry and artillery school, $100,000. 


Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For macadamizing roads at Fort Leavenworth, $10,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Sonestary of War, are 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order there is no Jaw author- 
izing such an amendment? 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the Chair sustain the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kansas 
on the point of order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no desire to make any remarks on the sub- 


ject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order and rules 
| the amendment out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


New York, N. Y.: For completing the work of remodeling the old Produce 
Exchange building, $85,000: Provided, That the Secretary of Warshall cause the 
public building in New York City, erected in place of the old Produce Exchange, 
to be completed and occupied without unnecessary delay ; and to Tacilitate the 
work on said building, ail expenditures upon the same shall be subject to the 
control and direction of the Secretary of War. 


| Mr.RANDALL. Imove, on page65, line15, after the word ‘‘ same,” 
| to insert “including those from the appropriations for the support of 
| the Army.” 

I submit this amendment under direction of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. It is in accordance with the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For maintenance and repair of military and seacoast telegraph lines, ineludin 
rent of offices, salaries of civilian operators and repairmen, lights, stoves iol 
fixtures, supplies, and general repairs, $23,000, 


Mr. MORROW. I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 6, page 69: = 

`“ Provided, That whenever it is in the interest of economy tho Chief Signal 
Officer is authorized in his discretion to rent wires in telegraph lines and spare 
Po an in submarine telegraph cables owned by corporations or private in- 

v s. 

* For the rental, in the discretion of the Chief Signal Officer, of two wires be- 
tween the signal office in the city of San Francisco, Cal.,and Black Point, $100, 

“ For the rental, in the discretion of the Chief Signal Officer, of a conductor in 
the submarine cable between Fort Pointand Lime Point, across the Golden 
Gate, at San Francisco, Cal., $600." 


Mr RANDALL. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for the amendment 
arises out of the following state of facts: An appropriation was made 
in the Forty-ninth Congress for building a line of telegraph from San 
Francisco to Point Reyes for the purpose of transmitting weather re- 
ports and other Government messages to San Francisco. Contracts 
were made for a line from the opposite side of the bay trom San Fran- 
cisco to Point Reyes. It was then supposed that the Signal Office would 
have the use of the Government cable from Black. Point to Aleatraz, 
and then all that would be required to complete the line across the 
Golden Gate would be a short line of cable from Alcatraz to the main 
land. Within three months this Government cable between Alcatraz 
and Black Point has parted. On investigation by the Signal Office it 
has been determined that it would be more economical to rent spare 
conductors rather than to repair the present Government cable. The 
Signal Officer calls attention to that fact in the following language in his 
annual report to the Secretary of War: 


Congress appropriated the sum of $2.500 forthe pu of buildinga line from 
San Francisco to Point Reyes, Cal. The appropriation amounted to but one- 
half of the original estimate, and it is doubtful whether the line can be built via 
Point San José, While the land line can be built from Point Reyes to a point 
on the Pacific Railway, thus insuring reliable telegraphic communication be- 
tween Point Reyes and San Francisco atavery small cost, itis doubtful whether 
the entire line could be built, since the wording of the law would certainly re- 
quire a cable. 

It has been suggested that one of the spare conductors of the Western Union 
cable between Fort Winfield Scott and Saucelito could be rented; but this is not 
practicabie unless specially authorized by Congress, since the Treasury officials 
will not pass vouchers for the renting of other lines unless there ís a specific ap- 
propriation for that purpose, 

The Government system of cables in San Francisco Harbor has been most ex- 
pensive, and, so far, unsatisfactory. The cable between PointSan JosSand Al- 
catraz Island has already cost this office nearly $3.800. It is almost four years 
since the cable was laid, and it has been in operation less than one-half the time. 
Situated as the cable to Alcatraz is, in a line where strong currents prevail, and 
where vessels frequently, by choice or necessity, anchor, it results that the 
chances of breakage are very scriously enhanced. The Chief Signal Officer is 
of the opinion that a cable can not be economically maintained between Alca- 
traz Island and Fort Mason, even ifa new cable should be laid between those 
points, and it is doubtful whether the old one would longer serve the purpose, 
since it has been broken and underran three times. Proposals bave been in- 
yited, however, for the repair and maintenance of this cable, which will soon 
be in working order. 

I also call attention to a letter addressed to me on this same sub- 
ject: 

SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, April 13, 1888. 

My Dear Str: Referring to the Point Reyes telegraph line, which, nnder the 
law, is to be built to San Francisco via Point San José, I regret to inform you 
that the submarine cable from the latter point to Alcatraz Island, and which 
was tohave been an important and necessary link in the line, has for the fourth 
time been broken, presumably by a mote anchor, as in all other instances, and 
within less than three months after the last repairs had been made. 

This only confirms what.the Chief Signal Officer’s experience and familiarity 
with the subject had led him to anticipate, as will be seen by reference to my 
annual report for 1887, a copy of which I inclose for your information, and to 
the marked portion of which, on page 35, your attention is respectfully invited, 


` 


. President Van Every, I beg 


1888 
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This cable, which already has fourteen splices in it, isso badly strained, flattened, 
and kinked, and is generally in such wretched condition as to preclude the idea of 
further repairing it; nor would it be at all advisable to repens it bya newone, 
since the chances of breakage from anchors are many and unavoidable. 

It becomes n , then, to provide other means of crossing San Francisco 
harbor, and the only ae route would be to lay a cable across the Golden 
Gate from near Saucelito to Fort Winfield Scott. As, owing to the swift cur- 
rent and rocky bottom, a very heavy cable would have to be contracted for over 
this ronte, the cost would be at least $3,000. hen the Point Reyes line was 
originally discussed before the Senate Committee on Fy ear sib year ago, 
Senator ALLISON suggested that instead of laying a cable for this line it would 
be better to hire a conductor in the commercial cable already in position be- 
tween the points named. 

If we can succeed in renting a spare conductor it would undoubtedly be in the 
interest of economy to do so, since the deterioration of a cable, repairs, and in- 
terest on the money expended amount to at least 20 per cent. per year, or, in 
this case, to $600 per annum, a considerably larger sum than it is thought will 
be pears to rent a conductor from the commercial company. ~ 

In view of the foregoing, and knowing the active interest which you take in 
this matter, permit me to suggest that you see Hon. Mr, RANDALL, with a view 
of having the following clause added to the sundry civil bill, under the proper 
heading, making an appropriation for the military telegraph lines, namely: 
“Provided, That whenever it is in the interest of economy the Chief Signal OF 
ficer is authorized to rentas conductor insubmarine-telegraph cablesowned 
by corporations or private individuals.’ As stated in my annual report, such 
a clause is indispensable if the conductor is to be rented, since the Treasury De- 
partment has decided that the leasing of lines by this service is illegal with- 
out if, 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Oficer. 

Hon. W. W. MORROW, A 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. f 
In further explanation I ask attention to the following papers: 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, is&. 

Dear Sir: I inclose herewith for your information copy of a letter from Vice- 
President Eckert, of the Western Union Telegraph Com y, in connection 
with the letter from this office to you of the 13th instant, which shows the con- 
dition of affairs with reference to the Point Reyes line and the appropriation 
which will be necessary to secure the use of a conductor in the submarine cable 
of the Western Union Company. 

Very truly, yours, 


Hon. W. W. Morrow, 
House of Representatives. 


A. W. GREELY, Chief Signa! Officer. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 
New York, April 28, 1888. 
My Dear Sim: Referring to your letter of April 10, addressed to Acting Vice- 
to say that this company will lease to the Signal 
Office a conductor in its submarine cable between Lime Point and Fort Point, 
across the Golden Gate, San Francisco, Cal., at $600 per year, that being the 
rental that we are already receiving for a conductor in the same cable. 
Please advise me whether this rate is acceptable to the Department, and I 
will have a formal lease draughted and sent to you. 
Yours very truly, ae 
THOS. T. ECKERT, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 
General A. W. GREELY, 


Chief Signal Officer, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 
Washington, D.C., June 14, 1888. 

Dear Sm: Lieutenant Maxfield reports from San Francisco that he has been 
unable to obtain permit for the erection of line from office to Point San José. 
He has made various attempts in the past four or five months, but the city au- 
thorities did notact. Their failure to act and a contract to be made before June 
30 will prevent the completion of the Point Reyes line until another appropria- 
tion s made. 

I advise you, since you were interested especially in the matter. 


Nee eee A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Officer 
Hon. W. W. MORROW, ne $ 3 
House of Representatives. 


SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, June 19, 1888. 

Dear Str: I have the honor to invite your attention to the report of Second 
Lieut. J. E. Maxfield, Signal Corps, in charge of the station at San Francisco, 
Cal., which is as follows: 

“It has been found impossible to obtain from the board of supervisors of this 
city a permit for the erection of the poles for the telegraph line from this office 
to Blask Point. The objection found is to the erection of poles in the business 
center of the city. Thereseems to be no objection to the erection of poles fortwo- 
thirds of the line nearest Black Point, and endeavors have therefore been made to 
obtain permission from some of the parae companies to erect the lines for the 
city end of the line upon their poles. It is found, however, that one com- 
pany has secured nearly all the available routes by securing from the smaller 
companies their franchise in return for the use of a certain number of wires. 
This company is the Pacific Bell Telephone Company, which refuse to allow the 
erection of the lines upon their poles. The best terms that could be obtained 
from this company was the erection and maintenance of two wires between the 
signal office and Black Point for the sum of $100 zay As the instructions 
received were not to issue bids for the erection of this part of the line until a 
permit had been obtained, no bids have as yet been invited. On account ofin- 
payi to obtain the necessary permit from the board of supervisors further ac- 
tion is stopped.” 

Your attention was previously called to the fact that this officer had been un- 
able to obtain permission to erect the line in question, and that if such permis- 
sion were not obtained before June 30 the money necessary for the completion 
of this line must lapse into the Treasury and be of no use to San Francisco. 

The proposition to rent wires from private corporations is not possible under 
existing law, it having been decided some years since by the Treasury officials 
that the appropriations of this service did not warrant such expenditures. You 
were once written to the insertion of a clause in the sundry civil bill 
authorizing the ares keg wires in the Western Union cables. In addition to 
such a clause should be inserted a clause authorizing the leasing of two 
wires between the l office and Black Point, for the sum of $100 yearly, 
which sum should be inserted in the sundry civil bill, on page 69, after the item 
for maintenance and repair of military and seacoast telegraph lines. 

It is to be tted that this office was not earlier advised regarding this mat- 


regre 
ter, but the supervisors of San Francisco have been so uncertain, as would ap- 


pear from Lieutenant Maxfield, that he could not report earlier on this subject. 


Tam, v respectfull ‘our obedient servant, 
Sal si A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Oficer. 
Hon, W. W. Morrow, 


House of Representatives. 

Now in reference to the proposed appropriation of $100 for the rental 
of the line from*the city office to Black Point it seems to be advisable. 
The city of San Francisco has certain municipal regulations in refer- 
ence to the construction of telegraph lines through the city; and as tho 
obtaining of a permit has caused delay, it has been found on a careful 
investigation by the officer in charge at San Francisco that it will be 
economy to rent one of the lines from the main office in San Francisco 
to Black Point rather than to build an independent telegraph line 
through the city. So that this amendment, calling for an app 
tion of $700 in all, is to enable the Government to finish the line of tele- 
graph to Point Reyes and put it into immediate operation. 

It is an economical proposition, Mr. Chairman, much cheaper than 
to undertake to lay the cable and build the city line. And, further- 
more, because of the fact that the Government has not constructed the 
cable from Alcatraz to the main land, and has not built the line from 
the San Francisco office to Black Point within the fiscal year, there 
will revert to the from the appropriation for that purpose a 
sum of money larger, I think, than the amount required by the amend- 
ment. Therefore, not only will the Government be benefited by the 
adoption of the amendment in the immediate completion of the line, buf 
it will carry out the object already contemplated by law in a more 
economical manner than was originally intended. I hope, therefore, 
the objection will be withdrawn, and that,in view of the proposed 
economy, the amendment will be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I will reserve the point of order for the present. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, the Department has never in any way 
called the attention of the committee to this appropriation. It was 
never presented to the committee for consideration by the ent, 
and yet it would seem to be a very proper appropriation for the serv- 
ice. The amendment leaves the matter entirely in the discretion of 
the Chief Signal Officer, and if it should be necessary for that service, 
as I apprehend it may be from what has been said here by that officer 
himself, I think we ought not to object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say that as far as the amendment goes, 
in beth connections the limitation as to the amount of money is in- 
adequate. 

Mr. MORROW. The limitation is fixed in the amendment; it pro- 
vides $100 for the line in San Francisco, and $600 for the rental of the 
cable. 

Mr. RANDALL. But that, I think, is too much. 

Mr. MORROW. That is the amount ascertained from the documents 
I have read; and the Signal Officer informs Congress in the annual re- 
port that it will be economy to make this rental rather than to con- 
struct the cable. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
who had special charge of this portion of the bill, whether the Si 
Officer during his investigations has impressed upon him the necessity 
for these appropriations ? 

Mr. RYAN. I have just stated, and if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had done me the honor to listen—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I alwaysdo myself that honor, but I can not well 
listen to two persons ata time. My attention was temporarily drawn 
away. 

Mr. RYAN. The subject was never presented to the committee by 
the Department. It never came before the committee in any way for 
consideration. The Chief Signal Officer, in no interview with him, 
asked for this appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why should it be done? 

Mr. RYAN. And all I know about it is derived from the statement 
of my friend from California, and the communications which he has read 
showing the necessity for this work. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no law authorizing this mode of rental. 

Mr. MORROW.. Itis simply a matter of economy, and I should not 
ask it if I did not think it was necessary. 

The Signal Officer called attention to it in his annual report, and I 
am under the impression that he believed I would call the attention or 
the House to it. He has all the time been pressing upon me the ne- 
cessity for action in this connection, and I believe that is the only rea- 
son why he has not called special attention to it hi , thinking that 
I would take the matter up and bring it before the House, Both these 
propositions have received the attention of that officer; and further, 
as I have already said, appropriations for these subjects have already 
been made, which will lapse at the end of the year, and more money 
will then be required than is asked in this amendment. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be the signal officer mentioned it in his 
report to the Secretary of War, but he does not report to Congress. 

Mr. MORROW. Imean in his report to the Secretary of War. He 
made his recommendation in that direction. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask aruling on the point of order. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to sustain the point of 
order. 
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JUNE 21, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For superintendents of natiopal oa For pay of seventy-three super- 
intendents of national cemeteries, $00 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Diaa) To offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I in line 21, 74, after the word “cemeteries,” “fi f ty- 
Aapan ipade nf hakee pariona Tepana rah ary Bs bon = 

Quincy, LiL, $00,720." 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order, bnt I yield to the 


gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The object of this amendment is 
simply to provide one more superintendent of cemeteries. In former 
years we had a superintendent at the national cemetery at Quincy. 
Through some legal trouble there with the Grand Army, Secretary 
Lincoln, when he was in authority, removed him, and since then we 
have been unable to get one, the Secretary of War aiming tbat the 
number of superintendents was fixed by theappropriation he could 
not go beyondit. The object of that amendment, therefore, as will be 
seen, is only to increase the number by one. At Quincy we have a 
State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home located, and we have, we think, merit 
enough to justify us in asking this additional appropriation. It only 
increases $720 the total amount for the superintendent there; and 
besides, it is already a national cemetery. 

We formerly had a superintendent, and since his removal we have 
had located there the Illinois State Soldiers’ Home; and that, in addi- 
tion to the number of soldiers there in our beautiful cemetery, we 
think justifies us in asking for this increase. 

Mr. RANDALL. If we had any estimate or any recommendation in 
this connection I would hesitate before making the point of order; but as 
I bave made the point of order all through the bill on every matter 
which was subject to it, I do not like to make an exception in this case. 
But I do say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON] that if 
he will get any recommendation in eonnection with the cemetery, so 
that we can take the subject up under the rule, I will see that it is 
carefully considered. He can go to the Senate in the mean time and 
do what is best there. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I will say that I have 
letters from the Secretary of War in which he suggested this method. 
I went before the Committee on Military Affairs with the papers. In 
some manner they havebeen lost. Imadediligent search for them, but 
on account of the shortness of notice—— 

Mr. RANDALL. You can get them duplicated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ` Thisis not subject to the point of order, it seems 
to me, because we are already employing superintendents for cemeter- 
ies throughout the country. Here isacemetery-—— 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Illinois. A national cemetery. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would préfer to have the gentleman from Ili- 
nois adopt the course [havesuggested tohim. He will find no obstacle, 
I think, putin his way; certainly not by me, and I think the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will put no obstacle in his way. Of course 
if there is a cemetery there they ought to have a superintendent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose we putit in now, and if you find there 
is anything wrong about it you can take it out. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman asks me to break a fixed rule. 
Let the ponaos go over to the Senate and put it in, and I will not 
object to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has lost the papers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no pa 
> Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. e reason of the removal was on ac- 
count of a local trouble there. We had a superintendent there before. 

aes RANDALL. -I do not know anything about the merits of the 


oor. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly not; but yon have my 
word for it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I would take your word. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It seems to me if we were entitled 
to it previous to the removal of the soldiers’ home we ought to have 
it now, and I hope the House will vote for it. 

Mr. MANSUR. I would ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
that by unanimous consent this amendment be agreed to. They had 
a su tendent for a number of years. There is no reason why he 

d not be provided for. This bill gives superintendents to ceme- 
teries where there are not one-fifth of the number of soldiers buried 


The CHAIRMAN, The question before the committee is the point 
of order made by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam making this appeal for his benefit. 

Mr. RANDALL. . This is a matter of administration. We have 
given all that is estimated for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The point of order does not apply to this case. 

Mr. RANDALL. The will determine that. 

Mr, SPRINGER. There are numbers of these cemeteries, and the 
law does not assign a pope a to each one, but leaves the as- 
signment to the Secretary of War. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois claim, from 
the fact that there are already from seventy to eighty superintendents 
provided for, the House would be justified under the rule į in increasing 
the number indefinitely ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. it there has been acemetery established, the em- 
ployment of a sufficient force to carry it on is authorized. That is a 


work already in The establishment of a cemetery there car- 
ries with it the obligation of the Government to see there is a proper 
administration at that point. It isa work authorized by law. If there 
was no ugg there it would be a different thing, but where there is 
a ceme there is an implied obligation to keep it up. 

Mr. ERSON, of Illinois. Not only is there a cemetery but we 
used to have a superintendent there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There wasa superintendent there at one time and 
his salary was provided for; but by some misapprehension of the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the case that salary was left out of the bill or 
the superintendent was dropped by the administration. We do not 
know exactly how that was. We do know there is no superintendent 
there now, and we think there ought to he one. There is a superin- 
tendent at Springfield, INI., where the cemetery is not much larger than 
the cemetery at Quincy. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDER- 
SON] say there was an officer employed there assuperintendent in former 
years? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. 
tablished there. 

The CHAIRMAN. And by administrative act he was dispensed 
with? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It was established there, and there 
was a superintendent appointed who remained there for some time. 
There was a charge made by some of the local men there that the super- 
intendent made a dicker with the Grand Army post by which he gave 
them a part of his salary to indorse him. On this charge Secretary 
Lincoln removed him; and ever since then there has been no superin- 
tendent. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no law fixing the assignment. By the 
amendment pro this officer will be assigned to Quincy. 

Mr. ANDE N, of Illinois, If I may be allowed to modify my 


Yes, sir; and there was a home es- 


amendment I will do so by inserting ‘‘national cemetery at Quincy, 4 


il. » 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a change of law. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I will modify my amendment 
a as to fix the number at seventy-four, and the appropriation at 

,720, © 

Mr. LAIRD. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations whether he made the point of order against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. RANDALL. I did, because we have no information whatever 
from the Department about this. I asked simply that the gentleman 
might secure that information, and, that being secured, there will be 
no obstacle thrown in the way of their having a superintendent at 
that cemetery, or any other in the United States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I move to strike out, in line 22, the 
words ‘‘seventy-three”’ and insert ‘‘seventy-four,’’ and also to make 
the appropriation, in lines 22 and 23, $60,729. 

Mr. LAIRD. I wish to say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that in the Military Committee this matter has been 
incidentally investigated, and we have some information as to the 
number of interments in this cemetery and to the necessity of having 
this officer, or some one, to take charge of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isit proposed to put this same man back there ? 

Mr. LAIRD. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 
administration. 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the Chair rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is in doubt as to what would be the 
correct ruling on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, and 
will submit it to the committee, 

The amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was js agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chafrman, I find a mistake in the next para- 
graph of the printed bill. After line 24, ‘‘ Headstones for graves of 
soldiers,” there should be inserted “‘ for “continuing the work of fur- 
nishing headstones for unmarked graves of Union soldiers, sailors, and 
marines.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Maintenance of roadways to national cemeteries: For maintaining the road- 
ways to national cemeteries which have been constructed by special authority 
of gress, $10,000. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment at 
this point, and also to have read a letterfrom the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Kane gehen t for repairing roadway to National Cemetery at Fort Scott, 
Kans,, 


That performance was not under our 


s 


1888. 
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The letter was read, as follows: : 
Wak DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Wi D. C., June 16, 1888. 

. Sm: I have the honor to suggest that an appropriation of $5,000 be made for 
repairing the roadway constructed under the authority of Congress from the city 
of Fort tt, Kans., to the National Cemetery, near that place. 

The Fort Scott National Cemetery is situated about 1} miles southeast of the 
center of the town, and contains a little over 10 acres. Number of interments, 


The road heretofore constructed, 7. feet in length, is very much worn from 
the heavy teams passing over it, and it is estimated that the sum of $5,000, ap- 
propriation of which is recommended, will be required for the purchase of the 
DOIS S carn ine at = labor re put it in proper condition. 
‘our o! servan 
= “ion i 8. B. HOLABIRD, 


Quartlermaster-General United States Army. 
Mr. Janes C. COURTS 


Clerk Committee on A ropriations, 
United Slates Housa of Representatives. 


Mr. FUNSTON. This report of the Quartermaster-General was not 
made to the Committee on Appropriations in time to get the item into 
the bill, if they were so inclined, on account of the absence of the en- 
gineer, but when he returned the Quartermaster-General made the re- 
port which has just been read. Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to 
what he states with reference to this matter, I desire tosay that I have 
been over the road and have observed it personally, and while it is true 
that near the city it has been badiy cut up by heavy teams, yet that 
cause applies to only a short portion of it. The whole road all the way 
to the cemetery is in bad condition. 

The fact is the road was repaired by grinding limestone by means of 
a machine instead of putting on good broken rock, and the result is 
that in wet weather it washes away, and in dry weather it. blows away 


[laughter], so that much of the last improvement made has disap- | road from 


, and instead of it there are great holes in the roadway, making 
it uncomfortable for visitors or others going to the cemetery. This is 
perhaps a matter of more consequence to the National Government than 
to the city of Fort Scott; and as the Representative of the district in 
which the cemetery is located I call the attention of, the House to it. 
The road was built at the expense of the Government, and it has been 
once improved at the expense of the Government. That ‘‘ improve- 
ment,’ however, has, proved a failure, and we now ask that $5,000 
shall be appropriated. I do not believe that is sufficient to put the 
road in perfect order, but I understand the hopelessness of getting more, 
and that is the amount that is asked for by the Quartermaster-General, 
I leave the whole matter now to the good sense of the House, and I 

pe the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will agree to 
let this amendment be adopted. 

Mr. LAIRD. What is the length of the road? 

Mr. FUNSTON. It is given in the report. 


Mr. LAIRD. ‘The distance is about a mile and a half, I believe ? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Itis 7,390 feet. 

Mr. LAIRD. Does the road go through the city ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir; no part of it is in the city. It is alto- 


gether outside, I think, though I can not speak positively. 

Mr. LAIRD. What is the number of interments in the cemetery ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Five hundred and ninety. 

Mr. LAIRD. When was the road built? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Some six or eight years ago, and it was repaired 
some four years ago. 

Mr. LAIRD. You say it was built ont of crushed lime-rock? 

see FUNSTON. Yes; repaired with limestone crushed by ma- 
chinery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether 
he will not yield two minutes to my colleague [Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. I will follow the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, we appropriated last year for these 
purposes $3,000. In this bill we have increased the appropriation 
$7,000, making $10,000 in all, the full amount of the estimate of the 
Quartermaster-General. That officer, in his communication on the 
subject, states that the object of the appropriation is to repair roads 
leading tò nine cemeteries; and among the cemeteries which he enu- 
merates is this one for which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funs- 
TON } is trying to get a separate appropriation. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman will allow me to say that the es- 
timate to which he refers was made without sufficient knowledge of 
the condition of the road. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that this road has been used to 
some extent by, citizens asa public road, and that partly in conse- 
quence of such use these repairs are made necessary. 

Mr. FUNSTON, _It has been so used for only ashort distance. The 
whole road is in bad repair. 

Mr. RANDALL. In fact, this is, I understand, a public highway in 
part. The matter had better be left under the care of the Quarter- 
master-General, to whom we give the full amount of his estimate; 
and he enumerates Fort Scott as one of the places for which the appro- 
priation of $10,000 is to be spent. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
RANDALL] is correct in stating that the estimate of the Department 


for repairs ot all these roads was $10,000, the amount reported in the 
bill. But that embraced only ordinary repairs of the roadways to the ` 
national cemeteries. Here is a roadway that needs to be constructed - 
in order to make it at all serviceable or useful. Without the appro- 
priation asked in the amendment this cemetery is practically inacces- 
sible. The clerk of our committee, Mr. Courts, telegraphed to the 
Quartermaster-General, General Holabird, to ascertain whether he de- 
sired the $5,000 mentioned in a letter from the Department as addi- 
tional to the $10,000 included in the bill. General Holabird sent in 
reply the following telegram: 


To J. C. Courrs: 


Five thousand dollars additional wanted for Fort Scott road. 
8. B. gti wei 
uart: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, June 18, 1889. 


I think there ought to bẹ no objection to this appropriation which 
General Holabird asks for and states to be necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask whether this is a national cemetery 
exclusively. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand it is. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir; exclusively. 

Mr. RYAN. Itis used for no other purpose. The amount asked in 
the amendment is a small matter, and I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. `I hope the estimate will be adhered to and the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations sustained. 

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. Funsron, it was 
rejected, there being—ayes 29, noes 46, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

National Cemetery, Antietam, Maryland: For the construction of » macadam 
$15 000 Antietam Station to the Antietam, Maryland, National Cemetery, 

Mr. PETERS. At the request of my colleague [Mr. PERKINS], who 
is not now present, I move toamend by inserting what I send to the desk 
as a separate paragraph after the paragraph just read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the construction of a road from Baxter Springs, Kans., to cemetery con- 


taining monument erected by the Government to the memory of the members 
z eg ird Wisconsin Cavalry, massacred at that place during the recent war, 
500, 


Mr. RANDALL, The amendment is subject to a point of order, I 
believe. The committee have never heard anything about this mat- 
ter. We have received no communication on the subject, either oral 
or written. 

Mr. PETERS. I suppose it can not be contended that this amend- 
mentis notsubject toa pointof order. But this monument was erected 
atthe expense of the Government. It is situated about a mile from 
the town of Baxter Springs; and the road by which it is reached is in 
a very bad condition. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have never heard of this matter. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘This is a monument erected in pursuance of law. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman never called our attention to the 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Burial of indigent soldiers: For expenses of burying, in the Arlington National 
Cemetery, nee ex-Union soldiers who die in the of Columbia, $500, 
u 


x- 
said sum to be rsed by the Secretary of War at a cost not exceeding $25 for 


such burial expenses in each case, exclusivo of cost of grave. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to amend the paragraph just read by strik- 
ing out the words “five hundred dollars” and inserting “‘ eight hun- 
dred dollars; ” also by striking out “twenty-five dollars’? and insert- 
ing ‘‘ forty dollars,” 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move, as an amendment to the amendment, 
the proposition which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “Arlingto: ie 
insert “or other EEA pag ny Ditch of oclobies pyptis parégraph; 

Strike out in the pending paragraph, $500"? and insert ‘* $1,000,” 

Strike out also, “$25” and insert “$40.” 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no law authorizing these expenditures as 
to the various cemeteries in the District. We had better not confuse 
this question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I do not care whether the point of order be made 
or not; but I want to say distinctly that if the United States Govern- 
ment can not do for its indigent soldiers after their death, what various 
States of the Union do, we may as well dispense with this class of 
legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order being made against the amend- 
ment, no discussion on its merits isinorder. If the gentleman wishes 
to discuss the point of order, the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the point of order is sustained. I 
move to strike out the last word. There is no illiberality atall in this 
provision of the bill. The body of every indigent soldier dying here 
without friends to care for him is placed in Arlington Cemetery. There 
the ground is free; the grave is dug without expense; everything 
is done by the Government. This $25 refers to the incidental expenses 
of his burial, and we supposed it was fully adequate, The Grand Army 
of the Republic wanted to be relieved of this expense to which they 
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were subjected heretofore in this District of Columbia, and we desired 
to relieve their treasury to that extent. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As to the expense outside of the grave, we have 
found in the State of New York it is not less than $40. How, in this 
expensive city of Washington, they can get along with $25 is beyond 
my conjecture. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no expense for digging the grave or other 
like incidental expense. This $25 is put under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. It has been asked for by the Grand Army of the 
Republic, and the object of it is to relieve their treasury in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from this burden. I do not believe the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] is in favor of any unnecessary out- 


y. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Notatall. I donot mean any extravagant out- 

lay. But I do say if the State of New York has not been able to get 
with less than $40, I do not see how in an expensive city like 
this itis possible to get along with $25. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a new step, and if after it has gone into 
effect it is discovered that the amount is not sufficient I am ready at 
the next session to change it and make the appropriation sufficient for 
the purpose; but we are advised by those who understand the matter 
that $25 is all that will be needed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I only speak from the experience of those mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic who have been compelled to 

mt their hands into their own pockets to pay these expenses. In the 
tate of New York the amount is $40. 

Mr. RANDALL. If wehad fixed the amountat $50, no doubtsome 

tleman would rise and say it ought to be $75. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If you patit at $40 you will find no one will 
object or ask that it shall be increased to a higher figure. When the 
whole amount is only $1,000, it seems to me to be small arithmetic in- 
stead of $40 making it $25. An indigent soldier is not a pauper. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have been generous as far as the Union sol- 
dier is concerned. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam willing to say that, and especially in ref- 
erence to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, who was a soldier himself. 
But I hope gentlemen will not indulge in economy in reference to this 
matter, which seems to be small arithmetic when the whole amount is 
only $1,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the gentleman to characterize this 
as a small business. Now, I donot think such language should be 
used ah ema on this floor. 

Mr. QUHAR. The gentleman is mistaken. Imerely said that 
when the whole cost was only $1,000 it seemed to me to be a small 
piece of arithmetic to fix the amount at $25 instead of $40. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I was sitting between the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the gentleman from New York, and heard what was said 
by both, and am satisfied they misunderstood each other. 

Mr. RANDALL. Such language is not such as should be used in a 
i body, and there is no justification for it. 

. FARQUHAR. I did not use the language in any such sense as 
that attributed to it by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I merely 
said when the whole amount involved was $1,000 it seemed to be a 
small piece of arithmetic. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The gentlemen have misunderstood each other. 
They are trying to reach the same point, and that is to provide for the 
proper burial of the indigent Union soldier. No one will say that gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber have favored anything else in 
respect to Union soldiers. 

It illustrates the value of my amendment. From the statement I 
hold in my hand it appears the proper burial of a Union soldier in this 
District will reach a higher figure than is here provided. It is true 
they have ample ground at Arlington for the burial of Union soldiers. 

Mr. RAN. DILL. Do you not see the advantage of putting them at 
Arlington, where we have perpetual protection for the graves of the 
soldiers of the Government? If they were scattered about in private 
cemeteries they would be left without care and unprotected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. So I have stated, that if they were scattered in 

ivate cemeteries they would not have the protection which they will 
keva buried at the national cemetery at Arlington. Whether Jew or 
Gentile, Catholic or Protestant, in that immense place there will be 
found consecrated ground for all, and where all will be properly cared 
for and protected. 

Now as to the amount. We have made a careful inquiry, and the 
department commander, Colonel Lincoln, and others, have given the 
information which I am satisfied is reliable, and which indicates that 
$40 is the minimum sum that will be available for this purpose. If 
you include only the coffin, you will find the price running from $30 
to $35. Then besides you must include the hearse and the shroud for 
the body of the indigent soldier of the Union who dies here; and when 
all these are included you can not possibly inter him in any sort of 
proper manner short of at least $40. You can not put a decent shroud 
about his body, you can not put him into a cofin, you can not geta 
hearse to take him to his grave across the river at Arlington, and put 
his body under the sod for less than that sum. It may be as much as 


is claimed in this paper, $60; but [am careful, as the chairman of the 
committee says, not to go beyond a proper limit in making such an 
appropriation. 

I believe that $40 will be sufficient. But one thing is certain, we 
can not get it done for less than $40; and consider the costof the shroud, 
the coffin, the hearse, and the transfer of his body to the grave, and 
you can not haggle it and make it less by one penny than $10. My 
amendment, therefore, is as small a sum as should be appropriated; 
and I believe that it is thecorrectamount. The addition of my friend 
here on the right [Mr. FARQUHAR], to apply it to the other cemeteries, 
I think is wrong. I ask the House to accept the amendment fixing 
the sum at $40. 

Mr. RYAN. My own State pays $50 for this. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the House is willing to do so, I will agree to 
accept $50, but I want to make sure and get $40. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that in Ohio we 
have a law to inter indigent soldiers of the Union, and fixed the sum 
originally at $35. Iwas on the committee for the disbursement of 
this money for some years, and I never found it sufficient to provide 
a decent coffin and hearse for the soldier. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And a uniform to put him in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Did that include the ground ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; we allowed nothing for digging the grave. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or for the ground? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir. I think the amendment ought to pre- 
vail. Ifyou bury the indigent soldiers of the war of 1861, bury them 
decently, or not atall. Let the people do it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say, in answer to what has been stated 
by the gentleman from Ohio, that there has been on the part of every 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, and it was unanimous 
on the subject, a purpose to do exactly what is right and liberal in this 
particular. I must confess that it is a little irritating, to me at least, 
to have gentlemen coming here and proposing amendments in larger 
sums, and undertake to reflect upon the Committee on Appropriations 
for trying to keep expenditures within reasonable limits. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want it understood, Mr. Chairman, now, that 
I have made no reflection whatever upon the committee. I believe 
that they have undertaken to do, with the information they had be- 
fore them, just what was right and proper. It was only a matter of 
information; and whenever it is shown to a committee of the House 
that the sum fixed in the bill is not sufficient, and that it should be 
increased to the $40 asked in this amendment, then it is proper that 
incidental information in support of the amendment should be given, 
and when so given there ought to be no objection on the part of the 
committee. When I stated thatif the Union soldiers are to be buried 
atall, they should be buried decently, I made no reflection upon the 
committee, and I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania is a little 
tender upon the subject in accepting it in that light. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, rather than haye—because some 
of us in the committee are peculiarly situated in connection with the 
Union soldiers—any misapprehension existing in regard to the attitude 
of any one of the committee Ishall yield my assent to the amendment. 
I do not want to have any one of these gentlemen placed in an incor- 
rect position, because I know theirimpulse is to yield everything in this 
connection that could be desired. And so if the House wants $40 let 
them have it, as far as the committee is concerned. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think it is only proper that I should say that the 
information I have here came since the committee passed the bill. 

Mr. MAISH. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no other objection. 

The amendment of Mr. McComas was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

At the Pacific branch : For maintenance of six hundred members, at $150 per 
annum each, $90,000; 

For out-door relief and incidental expenses, $28,650; 

In all, $1,987,944.60. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 14, insert: 

“ For the completion of the construction of the Pacific branch of the National 


Soldiers’ Home." 


Mr. LAIRD. Is that where the point of order comes in? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, this is an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Was there not a bill passed by your committee for 
this purpose, a separate bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will hear 
the statement I wish to make, he will see that we had no jurisdiction 
to formulate a bill, but I am glad the gentleman seems to confess the 
propriety of this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I confess nothing atall. I donot know what it 
is. The gentleman runs too fast. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In thelastCongress, Mr. Chairman,the House 
pasi a bill providing for the establishment of a national home to be 

wn as the Pacific Home west of the Rocky Mountains. An appro- 
priation was made for it which falls more than $100,000 below what is 
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actually needed for the construction of the necessary buildings for the 
accommodation of the applicants. 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itis too late to make the point of order. I 
have been debating the question for some time. Ido not think the 
point of order will lie, anyhow. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not know what the amendment was. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. It never was read that I know of. I would like 
to hear it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk read it a few moments ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I object to being taken off the 
floor in this way. Iam occupying the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will see that the gentleman is not 
taken off the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam taken off the floor on the demand of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the amendment be read again. 

The Clerk commenced to read the amendment. - 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will suspend. The gentleman from 
Tllinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The amendment is plain and simple. I was 
about to state the reasons for it when I was interrupted. It is offered 
for this reason: During the last Congress an appropriation was made 
for the establishment of a national soldiers’ home west of the Rocky 
Mountains. It was finally located in Los Angeles County, California. 
` Mr. MORROW. Santa Monica. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The appropriation that was made has fallen 
over $100,000 below what is actually needed for the purchase ofa site 
and for the erection of the necessary buildings. The president of the 
Board of Management of the Soldiers’ Homes, General Franklin, ad- 
dressed a letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
some timeago, urging that this appropriation be embraced in the sundry 
civil bill, but the Committee on Appropriations have ignored that re- 

uest. 
x Mr. RANDALL. We have no law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND.. Donotinterruptme. Waituntil I getthrough. 
I will give the gentleman an opportunity to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill ask the Clerk to read the letter that was 
addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. I do 
not know why the committee did not make this appropriation. The 
letter itself will indicate the necessity for it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HARTFORD, Coxs., April 16, 1888. 


Sm: Con; at its last session directed the Board of Managers National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to establish a branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in one of the States west of the Rocky 
Mountains, and appropriated $150,000 for the erection of the branch. 

Since the law was passed the board has procured 300 acres of land for a site 
for the branch,and has had examinations of the title, water and sewerage fa- 
cilities made, and has had designs and estimates for the buildings prepared. 
It has now $135,000 available for the erection of the buildings. To erect seven 
barracks, housing eight hundred and seventy-five or nine hundred men, will cost 
$171,000. A dining hall and kitchen will cost $45,000, anda boiler-house, with 
the necessary machinery for steam heat and light, will cost $25,000, making in 
all $231,000. A building for officers will cost $10,000, and officers’ quarters will 
cost $10,000 more. One of the barracks can at first be used as a hospital, but a 
hospital must be soon erected. The whole amount required, therefore, is $251,- 
000, and the amount now available is $135,000. 

I have been directed to inform the committee of these facts, and to ask it to 
insert in the weg opti bill an item of $100,000 for the construction of the Pa- 
cific Branch of the National Home during the next fiscal year, in addition tothe 
amount already asked for, and $70,000 for the maintenance of the members of 
the branch during the same time, 

Respectfully yours, 
W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers National Home Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, ‘ 

Chairman Appropriation Committee, House of Representatives, 
Washington. D. C. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, Now I make the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not finished my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The five minutes to which the gentleman was 
entitled have expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
it comes too late. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the gentleman gave me any opportunity to 
know what the amendment was or its effect he began to speak. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk read the amendment, 

Mr. RANDALL. I had no opportunity of knowing what it was. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr, Chairman, the act authorizing this home came irom the Military 
Committee. It was passed at the last session of Congress. If I am 
correctly advised, in that act a sum was fixed.. The Committee on 
Appropriations informed General Franklin that they had no power to 
recommend anything in that connection. It was necessary for the 
law to be changed in connection with the limit. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to the gentleman—— 


XIX—343 


I raise against the point of order the point that 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to reply to the point of order.’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have the law read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the board of gor rats pale of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer 

Soldiers are hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to locate, establish, 
construct, and permanently maintain a branch of said National Homes for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, to be by such board located at such place in the 
States west of the Rocky Mountains as to said board shall appear most desira- 
ble and advantageous, and that the sum of $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be paid to the said board of managers, und by them expended 
in carrying out the provisions of this act. 
- Mr. RANDALL. ‘Carrying out the provisions of this act;’’ the 
Committee on Appropriations had no power to provide for the object 
which the gentleman has in view, and the House has no power in this 
way to change the law. ButI want to say that if this building is not 
completed, as we supposed it would be completed, by the Ist of July, 
and as intimated in the letter of April last of General Franklin, then 
there is no occasion for us to put in this bill an appropriation such as 
we have inserted, of $90,000 for the maintenance of 600 persons at that 
home. I think, however, that the building will be in good condition 
by the Ist of July to receive these soldiers for whose care and main- 
tenance we make this appropriation of $90,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether the 
gentleman has been arguing the point of order or the merits of the 
amendment. If he claims that he has a point of order pending, I in- 
sist that he has not, because it was made too late. The amendment 
was read at the desk, and no point of order was made upon it, and I 
proceeded to address the committee on the merits of the amendment 
before the gentleman began to make his pointof order. But, sir, even 
if it were true that the point of order was made in time, I insist that 
there is nothing in it. 

This amendmentisin pursuance of a work already commenced; itis 
in pursuance of a law already passed. Itsimply calls foran additional 
appropriation to complete a work authorized by law. I know of no 
appropriation bill that can be brought into this House to which this 
amendment can be germane, if it is not germane to the sundry civil bill. 
The very purpose of the sundry civil bill is to take up subjects of this 
character and to provide for completing works already begun, such as 
post-oflices and custom-houses and other public works; as the pending 
bill itself will show, for it contains appropriations to make additions to 
buildings and to complete buildings of variouskinds. In the first place, 
then, I insist that the point of order comes too late. But, even if the 
Chair should entertain the point of order, I insist, in the second place, 
that it has no force whatever. Take the rules anďread the statement 
of the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations, and you will 
find that it takes in all “‘ sundry civil expenditures.” What does the 
word ‘‘sundry’? mean if it does not mean appropriations for items of 
a miscellaneous character that are not pertinent or germane to any 
other particular appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will permit, the Chair will di- 
rect his attention to a phase of the matter that the Chair thinks im- 

rtant to be discussed in this connection. The gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. TOWNSHEND] states that the sundry civil appropriation bill car- 
ries appropriations for various public buildings and other public works 
already authorized by law; but does he insist that therefore the com- 
mittee would have authority to incorporate an appropriation in excess 
of that fixed by law for the construction of a public work? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Unquestionably. 

This very bill contains appropriations to complete buildings and to 
make additions to public buildings, and if the Treasury Department re- 
quired repairs or required to have an additional building attached to it, 
this would be the proper bill to carry the appropriation for that purpose. 
We had an illustration here the other day when the post-office at Chi- 
cago was under discussion. That building is in an unwholesome con- 
dition, and an amendment was offered appropriating $60,000 to make 
sanitary and other improvements. 

Mr. RANDALL, In this very bill we provide for carrying on this 
institution to which the amendment refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there is a distinction between 
providing for the repair of a building that has been already constructed, 
and making an increase of the limit originally fixed by law for the 
construction. The Chair thinks the former would be in order on an 
appropriation bill, but whether the latter would be is questionable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg the Chair to remember that the law au- 
thorizing the erection of this building simply provides a certain amount 
of money, but does not use any language which excludes the appropri- 
ation of an additional amount. We all know that when a public 
building is authorized to be constructed, in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred we merely appropriate at first a sum which is intended as the 
foundation, to start the building, and when we make an additional ap- 
propriation to complete the work it always goes into the sundry civil 
bill. Iwas on the Committee on Appropriations for four years, and I 
know that on every sundry civil bill brought into the House while I 
was a member of the committee there were am@hdments kindred in 
character to the one now offered. 3 
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Mr. RANDALL. To sustain my position I want to show that the 
gentleman himself from his own committee reported last session a bill 
of this character for the construction of additional barracks. They 
brought in a separate and distinct bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I concede all that the gentleman claims in 
that case. The bill may have emanated from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. r 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis another act to which I now refer. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not care what committee reports a bill 
ponema for the construction of a publie building, when the law has 

passed and there is need for repairs, or for an addition to the 
building, the Committee on Appropriations takes jurisdiction of the 
matter and the letters and estimates coming to the House from the De- 
partment are all sent to that committee, because it is the only coni- 
mittee having jurisdiction of the matter. 
_ Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the act which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. I object to this dumping of matters from other com- 
mittees into the Committee on Appropriations, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act making appropriations for additional barracks at the Southern, North- 
western, and Western branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the sum of $150,000 is hereby G dape out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to expended under the 
direction of a board of managers in the construction and equipment of addi- 
tional barracks or quarters for disabled veterans at the Southern, Northwestern, 
and Western branches of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
located at Hampton, Milwaukee, and Leavenworth, respectively. 

Approved June 30, 1886. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a case exactly in point with this, where a 
separate bill was introduced —— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now let me call attention to the fact that the 
law which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has just caused to be read 
provides no plan for the building, and fixes no limit. It simply pro- 
vides that a certain building shall be constructed and a certain amount 
of money appropriated. 

Mr. RANDALL. To execute the provisions of the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to the closing language of the 
section which was previously read. After making the appropriation it 
Pongo “and by them expended in carrying ont the provisions of 

act. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That fixes no limit upon the amount which 

“may be appropriated. It simply designates a certain sum to carry out 
the law, but there is no limitation similar to that frequently put in 
other bills of this character that the whole cost shall not exceed a cer- 
tain sum. There is no such language in that law. It authorizes the 
erection of this home, and appropriates a certain sum of money to 
carry out the law, but provides no limit at all upon the te cost 
of the building. No plan is desi; by the act. My judgment is 
that even if the point of order were made in time, this amendment is 
in order, because it proposes simply to finish the construction of a build- 
ing already authorized by law and upon the cost of which no limit has 
been placed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the effect of the 
amendment would be to change existing law as to the construction of 
this building, and is compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. MAISH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 12, page 86, insert the following: 

“That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, for the erection of monuments or tablets for the proper mark- 
on aly rk oR Oa ama Oa RRE telat Army of the United 
Sosa in ys the soon ri shona KS en es the battle at oS ys- 

, and for the resto: and care e grounds, monuments, an ets 
of said battle-ficid.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MatsH] on the point of order. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, this proposition has been recommended 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. It will be observed that this 
bill contains, on page 76, a paragraph headed ‘‘ Monuments or tablets 
at Gettysburgh,’’ providing— 


tablets. 
That appropriation of $15,000 being thus devoted to the purchase of 
d, no money whatever is left for the purchase of monuments and 
tablets to mark the positions of the regular troops. I offer this amend- 
ment so as to provide funds for purchasing such monuments and tab- 
lets; and I include the Berdan Sharp-shooters, because they were for 
the time being a part of the regular Army. The propriety of this pro: 
osition, after the $15,000 heretofore appropriated has been made avail- 
able for the purchase of real estate only, seems to me very apparent. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman misconceives, I think, the object 
of the Department,jn this regard. Congress appropriated last year 
$15,000 for the objétt for which the gentleman now proposes an appro- 


priation of $50,000. The Department this year has not asked any ad- 
ditional appropriation, but has simply requested that part of the $15,000 
already appropriated may be used in the purchase of the land where they 
desire to place these monuments. Noadditional appropriation has been 
asked. We have passed the paragraph of the bill to which the gentle- 
man has referred, and the committee has done in this connection all 
that the Department has asked. 

Mr. MATISH. Ofcoursethe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] is correct in saying that the Committee on Appropriations has 
not been asked for more than has already heen appropriated; but the 
Committee on Military Affairs has been asked for even more than the 
sum proposed in my amendment. It seems to me that this is a suita- 
ble place to make the appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no law authorizing this appropriation. 

Mr. MAISH. I had hoped there would be no objection to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is altogether out of place here. We have given 
for this purpose all the money the Department has asked. 

The C. RMAN. The Chair thinks that the amendment proposes 
a new provision of law, and is out of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to amend by inscrting, after line 12, page 
88, the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That where State homes for the reception of disabled Union volunteer sol- 
diers have been established, the United States shall hereafter pay to the States 
establishing such homes an amount for each soldier maintained therein not 
exceeding the one-half of the cost of maintaining each inmate of a National 
Soldiers’ Home: and to meet this expense for the next fiscal year the sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order we have passed that 
part of the bill where the amendment would be germane. 

Ring CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
en. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam struggling to get the bill through. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I understand the gentleman makes the point the 
amendment comes too late, that the part has been passed where it 
would be in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis one point, and the otheris thatit changes 
existing law. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point of or- 
der, if he wishes it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken, N 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ishall not insist upon it, but will offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, page 88, insert: “ For outdoor relief, $50,000." 

Mr. ATKINSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, while the existing law pro- 
vides thatappropriations may be made for outdoor relief, no amount is 
fixed except in the appropriation bill for last year. The amount in 
the pending bill differs from the amount appropriated last year. So, 
if this point is well taken on the theory that the amount is fixed in the 
existing appropriation for the current year, then this appropriation as 
found in the pending bill is subject to the same point of order. The 
existing law provides there shall be an appropriation for outdoor relief. 
The point of order was made in the Forty-ninth Congress, but was over- 
ruled by the Chair and the amendment was considered and voted down. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point I make is we have passed away from 
that part of the bill, and, even if it were germane, the amendment is 
not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late, as the commit- 
tee had passed to a subsequent paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have given every dollar recommended for this 


mrpose. 

a Mr. ATKINSON. My attention was not directed to the reading at 
the time or I would have submitted the amendment before the com- 
mittee passed away from the paragraph. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will withdraw his pointof order against this amendment 
and allow it to come in. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have given every dollar asked by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. ATKINSON. These men are entitled to the relief which they 
ask for. There may be those who ean not avail themselves of the re- 
lief afforded at the Soldiers’ Homes. ‘The recommendation of the Board 
of Managers is in favor of granting outdoor relief, and the Seeretary of 
War recommends that their suggestion shall be carried ont. Therefore 
I think this House should consider the proposition to inerease the ap- 
propriation to give these soldiers the relief they are entitled to, 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will read the report of the Board 
of Managers, which is embraced in the report of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations on this bill, he will find that we have given every dollar 
asked for by the Board of Managers. 


I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
the amendment out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, $1,987,944.60, And hereafter the provisions of sections 3690 and 3691 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States shall apply to all appropriations made 
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for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers: Provided further, That 
it shall be the duty of the managers of said Home, on or before the Ist day of 
October, in each year, to furnish to the Secretary of War estimates, in detail, 
for the support of said Home for the fiscal year commencing on the Ist day of 
July thereafter, and the Secretary of War shali annually include such estimates 
in his estimates for his Department, © a 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point against that paragraph that 
it changes existing law. 

Mr, RANDALL. When you come to understand it you will not 


oppose it. 

oe TOWNSHEND. Ido understand it. I well understand what 
it 

Mr. RANDALL. I will inform, then, the rest of the House what 
it is. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. My point of order is pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will reserve it and let me state—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me state the reason why it should not go 
into the bill. I will state, if I am permitted to discuss the merits, that 
the law at present does not require the board of managers to return into 
the Treasury the amount left on hand at the end of the fiscal year. I 
think that is wisely left to the discretion of the officers. Suppose one 
of these homes should be burned down. It is necessary they should 
have on hand something with which to meet the emergency and to erect 
temporary shelter for the soldiers turned out. 

It is said, perhaps, that if any public building is burned down the 
occupants are turned out from under shelter; but the application is not 
of that character which should refer to such a condition at these sol- 
diers’ homes, for it is a well-known fact, Mr. Chairman; that they 
are in their nature to a certain extent hospitals; holding men who are 
disabled, many of them crippled and sick; whereas ordinarily when a 
public building burns down the occupants are able to take care of them- 
selves and provide for themselves. 

The managers of the soldiers’ homes should be permitted to retain 
in their hands in these institutions the amounts which may be left over 
from the expenditures of the preceding year, to meet just such emer- 
pcies as might arise, and which can not be provided for by any general 


Further, Mr. Chairman, I want to state that the managers of the 
soldiers’ homes—and every one knows they are men of the very high- 
est character, men, every one of whom has the perfect confidence of 
the people, at the head of it General William B. Franklin—but I need 
not take up the time of this committee to mention their names, and 
only desire to mention the further fact. that in making the estimates 
for the ensuing year the managers of the homes deduct the amounts 
which remained on hand at the end of the preceding year. Not adol- 
lar of that surplus is used without authority. They follow the law 
strictly; and they desire now to do what the law allows them to do, 
and what the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to deprive them of 
the power of doing by adopting here a new law on an appropriation 
bill—that is, the power of holding in their own hands the small sum— 
comparatively insignificant—which may remain in their hands at the 
end of the fiscal year. 

Now I have stated the question upon its merits, and it remains for 
the gentleman rom Pennsylvania to reply. 

Mr. RANDALL. The calamity which the gentleman from Illinois 
alludes to as likely or possible in connection with soldiers’ homes is 
just as likely or possible in relation to any other public edifice or in- 
stitution in the country. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I admit that; but the occupants are of a dif- 
ferent character. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now listen to me for a moment. We give $2,- 
000,000 per annum to maintain these homes, By prudent management 
of the officials in charge of them there has been at the end of the year 
a balance remaining on hand in excess of the expenditures necessary to 


aya the homes. 
The Committee on Appropriations say, with reference to that balance, 
as they say with regard to every other branch of the public service, that 
such amount so left over in excess of the expenditure shall be turned 
back into the > 
There are some $60,000 or $70,000 over last year, under the appro- 
iations, at the beginning of the current year, of the appropriations 
‘or the last fiscal year that was not used. What does the Committee 
on Appropriations recommend ? That this amount of money shall go 
back into the Treasury. The Committee on Appropriations have given 
in this bill every dollar that these managers have asked, irrespective of 
what may be the balance left over from the last year. 

But I want the gentleman from Illinois to draw a distinction in his 
point of order between the first part of this proposition and the pro- 
viso. The proviso, I will say to him, is asked for by the managers, 
and was incorporated at the instance of the managers themselves. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is right as to that, and I will 
modify the point of order to that extent. 

Mr. LAIRD. What is the point? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That the point of order is not made against 

-the proviso, Let that stand. 
. LAIRD. Iam not going to attack the proviso. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question 
presented. 

Mr. LAIRD. I want to be heard on the point of order for a moment. 
In the remarks which I wish to submit, Mr. Chairman, I want to refer 
exclusively to the question of law, not so much to the question of policy. 
I do not care to discuss that except perhaps by a word. 

I think the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is mistaken, 
if I caught the import of his statement to the House correctly or un- 
derstood it correctly. It seemed to be to the effect that the Board of 
Manses of the Soldiers’ Homes were entirely satisfied with the para- 
graph. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, I said that the proviso was incorporated at 
their instance. We had a controversy in the committee between Gen- 
eral Franklin and the members of the subcommittee on that point, but 
he failed to convince the subcommittee, and then, of course, sought 
other sources to remedy it. 

Mr. LAIRD. Very good. It would be clearly a mistake on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations if the House understood the 
chairman of the committee to assert that the Board of ers of the 
Soldiers’ Home were satisfied with the provision that would take this 
unexpended appropriation from their custody, as proposed in this par- 
agraph, and turn it into the Treasury. 

I hold in my hand a letter written by the president of the board, 
and transmitting as a part of it another letter written by W. W. Up- 
ton, the Comptrollerofthe Treasury, in which he discusses the question 
of law involved in the point of order presented here, and I will send this, if 
necessary, to the Clerk’s desk and haveit read as a part of my remarks, 
as it is pertinent to the issue and covers the question involved. It 
may be possible, however, to state the substance of it more briefly than 
to take up the time of the committee by reading it. 

There are two sources under the law, Mr. Chairman, from which 
the directors of the soldiers’ homes derive revenue to support the homes, 
one by direct appropriations from Congress, and another is by the de- 
duction of certain fines and penalties, and the proceeds of the sale of 
certain property sold under condemnation proceedings in the Army 
and applied to the fund for the support of the soldiers’ homes. 

Now, under the decision of the Comptroller and by operation of sec- 
tion 3681 of the Revised Statutes, so much of the proceeds of the fines 
and the money derived from the sale of property upon condemnation, 
etc., in the Army as is turned over to the support of the soldiers’ homes 
is required to be covered into the Treasury of the United States, pur- 
suant to the section to which I have referred. But so much of the 
money for the support of the homes as is derived from appropriations 
of Congress passes into the hands of the Board of and remains 
in their hands and in the hands of their successors, they having perpet- 
ual succession, as though it were in the Treasury of the United States; 
and the opinion of the Comptroller is that this money under existing 
Jaw is authorized to remain in the hands of the of the homes. 
Consequently the point of order is well taken that this amendment 
changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman point to the statute which 
permits it or requires it to remain in the hands of the managers and 
not be treated as part of the surplus? 

Mr. LAIRD. The statute does not specifically require it to remain 
in their hands. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
of the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is important 
statute, if there is a statute, in view of other provisions 
the Chair has examined. 

Mr. LAIRD. There are two statutes, as I have said: one which con- 
trols the funds derived, for the support of the homes, from fines, etc., 
imposed in the Army. Under the statute the money is specifically re- 
quired to be covered back into the Treasury. I have cited the Chairman 
to thatstatute. It is section3618 of the Revised Statutes, which requires 
specifically that the money be covered back into the Treasury. The 
other statutes—there are several of them—make no requirements on 
the subject. 

I will read the opinion of the Comptroller: 


In reply I would say I deem it clear that such of said balances as haye not 
been transmitted by request of the Secretary of War to the corporation men- 
tioned in section 4825, remaining thus unexpended, should be covered into the 
Treasury in pursuance of section 3690, Revised Statutes, and the fifth section of 
the act of June 20, 1874 (18 Stat.,110),and I suppose there is no doubt as to that 
point. But as to such 8 of the appropriation as have regularly drawn 
from the Treasury and paid over to the said corporation in pursuance of the 
act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., 359), the covering-in acts do not seem to apply. 


I have before me the statute referred to. 

Congress has given to the National Home ‘‘ perpetual succession, with 
power to take, hold, and convey real estate and personal property,’’ and 
while this corporation is a trustee, and its acts are in many respects 
similar in their effect to the acts performed by disbursing officers, its 
functions are in some respects entirely different from those of an or- 
dinary disbursing officer, inasmuch as the money placed in the custody 
of the latter remains the sole and exclusive property of the United 
States, and is still a part of the money in the Treasury; whereas, when 


It remains in their hands by a mere construction 


show the 
law which 


se o 


money is lawfully placed in the custody of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers in pursuance of said act of March 3, 1875, the 
legal title vests in that corporation for the time being and until Con- 

shall otherwise order. Congress has nototherwise ordered by law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does it refer to current appropriations? 

Mr. LAIRD. Yes, sir. 

Mr, RANDALL. We argued all that in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Nebraska will allow the 
Chair to call attention to what he regards as the especial point in this 
discussion, he would like the gentleman from Nebraska to point to some 
existing law which excuses the managers and officers of soldiers’ homes 
from complying with the general provision of sections 3690 and 3691 of 
the Revised Statutes, which provides: 

The balance which is not needed for such purposes shall be carried to the 
surplus. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If that provision applies, this amendment is 
out of order. It is unnecessary to re-enact a law already in existence. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be unnecessary; but what we want is 
some statute which excuses these officers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isit not incumbent on the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to show some necessity for such enactment? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order the only question for the 
aaa te determine is as to whether the amendment changes existing 

W. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all the Chair has to deal with. 

The CHAIKMAN, As to the wisdom or unwisdom of the amend- 
ment, that is a question for the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘There is one point to which I wish to call the 
attention of the Chair. The purpose of this bill is to make appropria- 
tion for the current year. The word ‘‘hereafter’’ is inserted, not *‘ dur- 
ing the ensuing year,” but the word is used as ‘applying to the future. 
The bill reads, ‘‘ and hereafter the provisions of the statutes” shall be 
applicable. 

Why, it is as clear as the noonday sun that that is the enactment of 
a new law. It certainly will be assumed by the Chair as well as by 
every one else on this floor that the intelligent members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations would not commit the absurdity of coming in 
here and asking us to re-enact a statute already in force, and it seems 
to me to be absolutely absurd for the inquiry to be made whether this 
board of managers are subject to the provisions of the statute or not. 
The committee confess by their bill that the managers are not subject 
to them; else the committee certainly would not now ask us to enact 
a permanent law bringing them under those provisions of the statute. 

Mr. LAIRD. If the Chair will permit me to proceed with this, I 
think it will be seen that it covers the interrogatory of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 

Mr. LAIRD. Well, if the mind of the court is made up there is no 
need of counsel taking up further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman can point to a statute of the 
nature the Chair has indicated, the Chair will be glad to have him do so. 

Mr. LAIRD. Ifthe Chair will notice sections 3690 and 3691 of the 
Revised Statutes, he will see that at the end of 3690 there is a provision 
that ‘‘ this section, however, shall not apply to appropriations known as 
permanent or indefinite appropriations.”’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. These are not such. 

Mr. LAIRD. This isa continuous appropriation as ruled by the 
Comptroller. * 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand that what you have read us re- 
fers to annual appropriations by Congress, but only to such funds as 
may be realized from other sources. 

Mr. LAIRD. No,sir. I willinsert the whole letter in my remarks, 
and the gentleman will see what the Comptroller says about the ‘‘ cov- 
ering in’’ of appropriations. 

The letter in full is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 4, 1878. 


Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the l7thof July 
Jast, submitting the following questions touching the accounts of the “ National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers :" 

First. “ Are balances of appropriations remaining unexpended at the end of 
each fiscal year to be covered into the Treasury as provided by section 3690, Re- 
vised Statutes?” Š 

Second. “Ought the amount realized from sales by said Home to be covered 
Into the Treasury as p s of Government property, as provided by section 
3618, Revised Statutes?” = . 

In reply I would say I deem it clear that such of said balancesas have not been 
transmitted by requisition of the Secretary of War tothe corporation mentioned 
in section 4825 remaining thus unexpended should be covered into the Treasury 
in pursuance of section 3690, Revised Statutes, and the fifth section of the act of 
June 20, 1874 (18 Stat., 110), and I suppose there is no doubt as to that point. But 
as to such parts of the appropriations as have been regularly drawn from the 
Treasury and paid over to the said corporation in pursuance of the act of March 
3, 1875 (18 Stat., 359), the covering-in acts do not seem to apply. 

Congress has given to the National Home “ perpetual succession, with power 
to take, hold, and convey real and personal property ;" and while this corpo- 
ration is a trustee and its acts are in many respects similar in their effects tothe 
acts performed by disbursing officers, its fanctions are in some respects entirely 
different from those of an ordinary disbursing officer, inasmuch as the money 
placed in the custody of the latter remains the sole and exclusive property of 
the United States, and is still Spa of the money in the Treasury; whereas 
when money islawfully placed in the custody of ** The National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers,” in pursuance of said act of March 3, 1875, the legal 


title vests in that corporation for the time-being and until Congress shall 
wise order, 
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Toavoid all aifficulty which might arise from an unnecessary amount of money 
becoming thus setapart, Congress has, by the last-named act, besides requiring 
the annual estimate made for the information of Congress, required the man- 
agers of said home to furnish to the Secretary of War quarterly estimates of 
the probable expense of each ensuing quarter, and “an account of all their re- 
ceipts and expenditures forthe quarter immediately preceding.” In this man- 
ner the Secretary of War is furnished with such data as to be able to determine 
with reasonable certainty whether at any time an unnecessary part of the a 
propriation has been placed in the reape of the corporation, and to remedy 
any probable evil of this kind when issuing subsequent requisitions. This 
check upon the amounts to be intrusted to the administration of the corpora- 
tion seems to have been designed by Congress as a substitute for the covering- 
in process which applies when the money is in the hands of disbursing nts 
having no corporate power and no legal title to the money intrusted to them. 

I think there is no doubt your second interrogatory may be answered in the 


negative. 
W. W. UPTON, Comptroller, 

Hon. E. B. FRENCH, Second Auditor. 

Mr. LAIRD. I think there is no doubt that the managers are not 
called upon under existing law to turn this over, as the amendment 
objected to requires them to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was perhaps because of that decision of the 
Comptroller that the committee wanted to make the Jaw in this appro- 
priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of 
order. The Chair will have read sections 3690 and 3691 of the Revised 
Statutes, which, in the absence of other provisions of law, the Chair 
thinks determine this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3690. All balances of appropriations contained in the annual appropria- 
tion bills and made specifically for the service of any fiscal year and remaining 
unexpended at the expiration of such fiscal year shall only be applied to the 
payment of expenses properly incurred during that year, or to the fulfillment 
of contracts properly made within that year, and balances not needed for such 
purposes shall be carried to the surplus fund. This section, however, shall not 
apply to appropriations known as permanent or indefinite appropriations. 

Sec. 3691. All balances of appropriations which shall have remained on the 
books of the Treasu: ing drawn against in the settlement of accounts 
for two years from the date of the fast appropriation made by law shall be re- 
ported by the Secretary of the Treasury to the Auditor of the Treasury whose 
duty it is to settle accounts thereunder, and the Auditor shall examine the books 
of his office and certify to the Secretary whether such balances will be req 
in the settlement of any accounts pending in his office, and if it appears that 
such balances will not be required for this purpose, then the Secretary may in- 
elude such balance in his surplus fund warrant whether the head of the proper 
Department shall have certified that it may be covered into the general 
ury or not, But no appropriation for the payment of the interest or the prin- 
aay of te panio debt, or to which a longer duration is given by law, shall be 
thus treated. 


Mr. LAIRD. The Chairman will notice that the first section read 
is the section that is construed by the Comptroller. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only exception made to the requirements of 
section 3690 of the Revised Statutes is found at the end: 

This section, however, shall not apply to appropriations known as permanent 
or indefinite appropriations, 

Appropriations made for the support of soldiers’ homes are not of 
that class. These permanent or indefinite appropriations are appropri- 
ations providing for coinage, providing for payment of interest on the 
publie debt, and others that might be named; but appropriations for 
the support of soldiers’ homes, as just stated, do not come within that 
class. Section 3691 provides that— 

If it appears that such balance will not be required for this purpose— 

That is, for such outstanding accounts or claims— 
then the Secretary may include such amount in his surplus fund, whether tho 
head of the proper Department shall have certified that it may be covered into | 
the general Trensary or not. 

Construing these two statutes in the absence of any statutory exemp- 
tion of the officers in charge of soldiers’ homes from the requirement to 
report the surplus fund on hand, the Chair thinks that they are not ex- 
cepted from those requirements. 

If the Chair were to construe the law he would hold that they are 
now required to do so. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. The Chair understood the point of order to be withdrawn as to 
the proviso. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. DoI understand that the Chair holds that the 
point of order is as to the first clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
Chair has held that as to the first clause the point of order is not good. 
The Chair understands the gentleman to withdraw the point of order 
made against the proviso. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido notsee any use in urging the point of order 
agains: the proviso, because I think it is more in order than the first 
clause. As the Chair has laid down a proposition which retains in the 
bill the first clause, I will not urge the point of order against the pro- 
viso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did notinclude the proviso in the rul- 
ing. He understands the gentleman from Illinois to indicate now his 
purpose to withdraw the point of order as to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not think the point of order is applicable 
to the second clause unless itis applicable to the first. ‘Therefore I 
withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies, 
$675,000: Provided, That not exceeding $300,000 of this appropriation may be ad~ 
vanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the residue to remain 
in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the payment of the accounts of mar» 
shals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised Statutes, 


without 
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Mr. OATES. I make a point of order upon the proviso just read, 
which, it seems to me, is new legislation and, under the rules of the 
House, not in order upon a general appropriation bill. I am aware it 
may be claimed with some plausibility that this clause is merely a 
limitation upon the expenditure, or a mere direction as to the method 
in which the money appropriated shall be disbursed; and on that ground 
it may be argued that the proviso is not subject to the point of order. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this proviso certainly changes existing Jaw. It 
provides a new method of payment. Under the existing statute the 
Attorney-General has authority to direct the apportionment of the 
money appropriated for the payment of marshals and their deputies; 
and this money may be used in the payment of fees to enable them to 
discharge their duties. Then when they make the reports which the 
law requires, the First Comptroller adjusts their accounts and makes a 
settlement, they being responsible upon their bonds for all the money 
that goes into their hands. Under the change of law proposed in this 
proviso only $300,000 of the sum appropriated will be allowed to go 
into the hands of the marshals of the United States, and $375,000 will 
be held in the Treasury. Why held in the Treasury? It will be held 
there, according to the terms of this proviso, to be paid out under sec- 
tion 856 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that all proper claims 
against the United States in favor of these officers are to be paid upon 
the settlement made with the accounting officers. In that respect 
there is a change of existing law. 

I am not complaining about the amount, which I understand isfally 
up to the estimate; but it is well known to every one who has taken the 
pains to look into the matter that there has been great difficulty in the 
adjustment of the accounts of marshals and their deputies and the 
obtaining of payment on those accounts. To such an extent has this 
difficulty gone that in one case within my knowledge—the case of a 
marshal in my State—his accounts were not adjusted for eighteen 
months, in spite of all the energy he could bring to bear in the matter; 
and to such an extent were the fees which he and his deputies had 
earned withheld in consequence of small objections (all of which were 
at last waived) that he informed me he could not obtain the services 
of competent deputies unless that method was abandoned. 

Now, this proviso proposes a continuation of that method. The First 
Comptroller, as I remember, ruled that where the marshal wes not 
provided with ready money to pay the expenses of holding United 
States courts, so that jurors and witnesses had to go unpaid, or sell or 
deposit their certificates, the marshal could not pay on these claims 
money which afterward came into his hands except to the juror or wit- 
ness himself, although in many cases the jurors and witnesses lived 
more than 100 miles away from the court. ‘The First Comptroller, in 
construing the statute, held that the certificates of witnesses or jurors 
were not negotiable, though the Attorney-General had adopted a con- 
struction precisely the reverse. That ruling of the First Comptroller 
he himself has modified, because he saw the dilemma in which it put 
these marshals and the great inconvenience to these parties who had 
carned their money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will permit the 
Chair to call his attention to the closing part of the proviso: 

The residue to remain in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the pay- 
ment of the accounts of marshals in the manner provided in section 856, Re- 
vised Statutes. 

The Chair desires to ask the gentleman whether a diréction that 
this money shall be paid in accordance with a certain existing provis- 
sion of law is new law or is a change of cxisting law, and as such ob- 
noxious to the rule? 

Mr. OATES. I maintain thatit is, because there are in the statutes 
a great many directions in regard to the payment of these accounts; 
„that section is but one of them; and under this provision the payment 
of this whole sum of $375,000 is to be made in accordance with the 
provision of that single section, thereby suspending other provisions 
of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman refer the Chair to such pro- 
visions of law as will be rendered nugatory by the provision in the 
bill? If there are such provisions, the Chair would be glad to take 
them into consideration. 

Mr. OATES. The construction which has been placed by the De- 
partment upon all these different sections has operated in effect to 
place all this money with the marshals for the purpose of meeting these 
expenses. Unless the provision now pending were intended to effect a 
change in that respect, it would have nothing to operate upon. 

If this proviso is to have any effect, the construction heretofore pre- 
vailing will be ignored, and the amount of the appropriation here re- 
served will be paid out in accordance entirely with the section referred 
to, which provides that— 

The fees of district attorneys, clerks, marshals, and commissioners, itr cases 
where the United States are liable to pay the same, shail be paid on settling 
their accounts at the Treasury. 

This provision extends to several classes of officers—not simply to 
this particular class. I submit that the proviso does change existing 
law. Ifsuch were not designed to be the effect—if it did not change 
the method of paying out this money—it would be nugatory; it would 


accomplish nothing. 
The CHAIRMAN, What the Chair begs to direct the attention of 


a a sess? 


the gentleman from Alabama to is that he will point out what statute 
it is this provision in the bill changes. If it changes a custom or prac- 
tice of the Department, that of course may be quite a different thing 
from a change of the law. 

Mr. OATES. It is legislation introduced here for that very purpose. 
Now, there is nostatute which inso many words directs that this money 
shall be paid over at all. That is the construction of the body of the 
statutes in relation to the payment of marshals and deputy marshals 
which has prevailed all the time. The purpose is to overturn thatleg- 
islatien. Itis of course in the nature of new legislation, for the object 
sought to accomplish is to change the existing practice under the pres- 
ent law. 

Mr. RANDALL. That refers to a mere interpretation of the law, 
and not to the law itself. I wish to say to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama it has been inserted upon the urgent request of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. OATES. Iam aware of the fact that this provision has been 
suggested by the Comptroller of the Treasury. Iam also aware that, 
owing to the dilatoriness of accounts in that Department, bills have 
been introduced to expedite the settlement of these officers with the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty which the Chair sees, if he sus- 
tains the point of order, is this: Here is a gross sum of $675,000 to pay 
these officers; then a limitation placed on that by a clause in the bill 
providing, not that it shall be paid underany new law, butunderexisting 
Legit clause providing how the amount appropriated in this bill is to 

paid. 

Mr. OATES. Where a practice or custom in reference to the pay- 
ment of these officers has continued for a long time it must be accepted 
as the law of the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not hesitate to sustain the 
point of orderif it can beshown the payment under section 856, which 
is directed by the clause in the appropriation bill, isa change in the 
law now upon the statute-book. 

Mr. OATES. ‘There are various modes of settlement adopted in 
reference to marshals, deputy marshals, commissioners, and other of- 
ficers connected with the courts. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That relates to advances made to marshals. 

Mr. OATES. The construction these statutes have received has 
gone into practice for many years. This money has been paid over in 
advauce to marshals. 


The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman point out the statute where 
that is required? 
Mr. OATES. I am stating the construction put upon the statutes 


and the practice which has prevailed in reference to the settlement of 
these accounts. They are verified of course with the amount advanced, 
and proper credits are allowed in the adjustment. This provision 
changes that method to the extent that this sum is withheld and re- 
quires it to be paid out under section 856, which applies not only to 
marshals and their settlements but to district attorneys and other court 
officials. This money is retained from them. They must render their 
accounts and wait before they can reach it. 

I find there is no statute which shows in so many words the whole 
amount appropriated for marshals shall be paid over to them, but the 
construction placed on the body of the statutes by the Department of 
Justice, by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, and 
under which they have acted, is to pay over the money as the statutes 
require, and to require them from time to time to render accounts 
which, when properly verified, are passed npon by the Comptroller ot 
the Treasury. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
tice if this is passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair was trying to get at; 
that it, whether it was merely the practice of the Department which 
was proposed to be changed, or whetherit was a change ofthe statutes. 

Mr. OATES. It strikes me if new legislation changes the construc- 
tion which has becn placed onthese several statutes, or attempts to do 
so, and adopts a different practice, it is as much a change of the lawas 
if it changed the words of the law itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. I draw a line of distinction there. 

Mr. OATES. A settled construction, as every lawyer knows, if 
changed, amounts to what is equivalent to a change of the law itself. 

Mr. RYAN. It may be admitted that the practice of the Depart- 
ment which has obtained for a great many years has been to authorize 
the payment to marshals of these moneys in advance; but it is a mat- 
ter of constraction in the Department. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think, Mr. Chairman, the 
point made by the gentleman from Alabama is perhaps of this nature: 
Here is an appropriation which is to be expended according to a cer- 
tain section of the Revised Statutes, which section is cited in the bill. 
Now, all agree that under that section this money can only be expended 
in a certain manner. All agree that that section places a limitation 
upon the power of the officials acting in their various capacities. AIl 
agree that the action of the officials heretofore was perfectly lawful—I 
am not speaking now of the construction of law, but that they have 
been acting in a perfectly lawful manner. 

Now, it is perfectly obvious that if the statute here cited will not 


I admit there is a possibility of a change of prac- 
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permit the exercise of that power as a part of the functions of these 
officials, then they drew it from some other part of the statutes. 


This clause in the bill therefore seeks to cireumscribe the scope of thé 
power of these officials, by saying that they shall be officials only to 
the extent laid down in that part of the statute, and shall not be offi- 
cials in the sense laid down in the other undisputed section of the stat- 
ute from which they drew undisputed lawful power heretofore. In 
that sense if may be a change of Jaw, by imposing a limitation upon 
existing law, which is in effect a change of the statute. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of or- 


der. The appropriation is made in this language: 

For paymon, of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies, 
$675,000: Provided, That not exceeding $300,000 of ad appropriation may be 
advanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the residue to re- 
main inthe Treasury to be used, ifatall, only in the payment oftheaccounts of 
marshals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised Statutes, 

The guestion for the Chair to determine is whether it is competent 
for the Committee on Approprmtions, in framing an appropriation bill, 
to include a clause providing that while $375,000 shall be ded in 
a dy spear way, $300,000 of the appropriation made shall be expended 

y under another statute, which is the law. 

The Chair thinks that it is competent for the Committee on Appro- 
priations to do so, If there were any statute that could be cited which 
was infringed by this action of the committee, the Chair would hold 
that it would all have to be construed together, and that the infraction 
could not be made. But in the absence of any such showing the Chair 
holds that it is competent for the Committee on Appropriations to desig- 
nate in their appropriation bill that the expenditure shall be made 
under a special statute now existing, and overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the sundry civil appropriation bill, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. DIB- 
BLE, Mr. JOHNSTON of North Carolina, and. Mr. Post as conferees on 
the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich- 
ita, Kans. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 8565) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with an amendment, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 
253 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, passed June 15, 1878, 
granting a pension to John Langland. 

BRIDGE BILLS ERRONEOUSLY PASSED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to inform the House 
that certain House bills, which were erroneously upon the Calendar, 
were considered and passed at the last evening session, while similar 
bills, or bills covering precisely the same subjects, had been previously 

at other sessions of the House. The Chair will direct the Clerk 
to report the titles of the bills which were erroneously passed. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4759) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Railway Com- 
pany to build certain bri = the State of Arkansas. 

A bill (H. R. thing ng the Kansas Sam fey ge meee and Gulf Railroad 
Company to bi the Rea Tend Little Rivers, in the State of Arkansas, re- 
ported from the mittee on Commerce with amendments. 

A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmi: Selma and New Orleans 


ngham, 
Railway Company to build a across the Tombigbee River, in Alabama, 
reported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the several 
votes by which these bills were passed will be reconsidered, and they 
will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

And then (the hour of 5 o'clock having arrived) the Speaker pro 
tempore declared the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRYCE: A bill (H. R. 10586) granting a pension to Moses 
Mayer—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: A bill (H. R. 10587) granting a pension to Mrs. 
L. M. Whitted—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 10588) auth the con- 
struction of a bridge over the St. John’s River, in the State of Florida— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10589) granting a pension to 
Henry Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10590) for the relief of Ludwig 
Kirtzmeier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10591) granting a pension to John W. Smith—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10592) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Brougher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10593) granting a pension to Mary Henderson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10594) granting a pension to Jacob Hicks—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10595) forthe relief of 
William A. Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10596) increasing the 
pension of all dependent parents over seventy years old—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Memorial of Jonathan'M, Miller, concerning Sand- 
ter Ferry, on Savannah River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

TS. 

By Mr. HOVEY (by request): Petition of James P. Gray, of Van- 
derburgh County, Indiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Memorial of the Medical Society of Tennessee, for 
removal of duty from all medicines, medical and surgical appliances, 
ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, favoring certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of Typographical Union No. 2, in 
favor of the Chace-Breckinridge international copyright bill—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the administrator of William 
Martin, of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of James Armstrong and others, citi- 
zens of New Hartford, N. Y., for protection of American industries— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of the widow of Charles Colton, 
of Davidson County Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Henry Hayett, of Jonathan O. 
Cooper, of Russell M. Kilburn, of Wyatt Oates, of Margaret M. Har- 
gett, of F. W. Waugh, and of Caroline York, of Alabama, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of widow of John Nicholson, of 
Maury County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of John C. Jenks, heir of Angustus A. Jenks, 
of Chesterfield County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 86 citizens of Huntington Valley, 
Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as 
a State with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Of J. B. Hale and others, citizens of 
Fredericksburgh, Va. 

By Mr. McADOO: Of citizens of Hudson County, New Jersey. 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. 5. T. HOPKINS: Of 13 citizens of Cabin Hiil, N. Y. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of 47 citizens of Fayette County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 149 citizens of Schoolcraft and Houghton 
Counties, Michigan 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of 132 citizens of Ellsworth and Mitchell 
Counties, Kansas. 

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 

tmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. BARRY: Of citizens of Reid, Calhoun County, Mississippi. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman later to 
present his privileged report. The gentleman from Pennsylvania being 
on the floor, desires to make another motion. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with private business for the 
ay. 
The motion was agreed to. 
DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present this privileged 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution approved May 14, 
1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States—— 

Mr. RANDALL. How is that privileged? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know yet. The gentleman 

from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] stated that he desired to present a priv- 

ileged report. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resoived by es en Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the joint resolu- 

tion relating to the Opaal of public lands in certain States, approved May a 


1888, be,and the same is hereby, amended so as to extend the provisions 
to the States of Florida and Louisiana. 


Mr. MCRAE. Iam authorized by the Committee on Publie Lands 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 22, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

LIST OF CLAIMS ALLOWED BY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER Iaid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental list of claims allowed by the 
aecounting officers of the Treasury under appropriation the balances 
of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 
LIGHT-SHIP, COLUMBIA RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-Heuse Beard 
of appropriation for a light-ship, with fog-signal apparatus, outside of 
the bar of the Columbia River, Pacific coast; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. è 

LIGHT-HOUSE, CEDAR POINT, MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House Board 
of appropriation for a light-house at Cedar Point, mouth of Cedar River, 
Green Bay, Michiyan; which was referred to the Committee on Com- to report that resolution with the recommendation that it be adopted. 
merce, and ordered to be printed. The SPEAKER. The joint resolution which this proposes to amend, 

FINDINGS OF FACT IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS. as the Chair understands, withdraws public lands from sale in certain 

The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House letters from the clerk of States and reserves them for homesteads, and this extends its provis- 


au 


the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of findings of fact in the fol- | ions to two other States. 
lowing cases; which were referred to the Committee on War Claims, Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; so as to embrace all the States of the 
and ordered to be printed: South. 


William H. Wilson rs. The United States. 

Susan 8S. Egler, administratrix, rs. The United States, 

George H. Wenner vs. The United States. 

John Dillard vs. The United States. 

Jeremiah B, Simmons rs. The United States. 

Philip Lindsey rs. The United States. 

T. S. Galloway, administrator, vs, The United States. 

Eliza Marstetter rs. The United States. 

Samuel J. Peper rs. The United States. 

John Rolator, administrator, rs. The United States. 

Elizabeth J. Finney vs. The United States. 

Thomas 8. Fogg vs. The United States. 

William A. Brown, administrator, rs. The United States. 

Jeremiah F. Darris rs. The United States. i 

James A. Richardson, administrator, vs. The United States. 

Almira E. Still, administratrix, rs, The United States. 

Alexander Chavis, administrator, rs. The United States, 

The heirs of Solomon George vs. The United States. 

JOHN LANGLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 885) to 
amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, passed 
June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John Langiand, with Senate amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is simply an amendment to the 
title of the bill. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WICHITA, KANS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I desire to present a confer- 
ence report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion ofa 
public ae, at Wichita, Sans having met, after full and rel each 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same. 

SAMUEL DIBBL 


THOMAS 2 J OHNSTON, 
P. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
G. G. VEST, 
5. PASCO, 
5 JUSTIN 8. EAEE 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The managers of the conference on the part of the House submitted 


EEE 


The Clerk read as follows: the following statement: 

It is proposed to amend the title of the bill so as to read: The managers on the part of the House on the conference between the two 

“An act to amend chapter 253 of the acts of the second session of the Forty- Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) for the comple- 
fifth Congress, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John Langland.” tion ofa yane building at Wichita, Kans., respectfully su b the following 


tatemen: 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendment will be | * ‘The billas passed by the House increased the limit of cost of the Wichita public 


concurred in. PE x building $50,000. The Senate amendmentsubstituted an increase of $100,000, The 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. effect of the action of the committee of conference isin favor of the latter as the 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. STS EE Teens SAMUEL DIBR 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as foliows: Cee ro: a D. JOHN: 


To Mr. TAULBEE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. Foran, until July 5, on account of important business. Managers on the part of the House. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

ae? OE See Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the | which the conference report was agreed to; and also moved that the 

Whole be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 212. | motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? The latter motion was agreed to, 
Mr. RANDALL. Ishall have to yield for one from each side. I FILING OF 
can not make fish of one and flesh of the other. feet 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order, | Mr. MCCREARY. Task unanimous consent that members having 
Mr. Speaker. reports from committees to present be allowed to file them with the 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. Clerk, to be referred to the appropriate Calendars. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
call of States. The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
The motion was agreed to. desk: 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged t sepak MARY C. DAVIS. 
Mr. RANDALL. Has the morning hour been disposed of? Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
‘The SPEAKER. It has. back favorably the bill (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Mr. RANDALL. I wish to make another motion. Davis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker, to present a | the Private Calendar, and, with the accom report, ordered to 
privileged report. be printed. igi 


‘ 
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COUNTERFEITING TRADE-MARKS, ETC. 


Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Patents, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7732) imposing punishment for 
counterfeiting trade-marks, labels, etc.; which was referred to the 
Foui Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MOSES P. COFFEY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses P. 
Coffey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

FREDERICK C. SHAW. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. 
Shaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM H. STARR. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Starr; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

. EDWARD WATERS. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Ed- 
ma acan; Balis se oe to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private endar, and, with the accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. : j ga 

EPHRAIM NYE. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to 
oe el i Yoich Poe re A the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the Private endar, and, with the accompanying re 
ordered to be printed. á ve ey 
WEBBER S. SEAVEY. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from -the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 10358) granting a -pension to 
Vebber S. Seavey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
C. T. MAPHET. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. 
Japhet; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
WALTER 0. WATSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Walter 
O. Watson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN J. LOCKERY. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 220) granting a pension to John 
J. Lockery; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN DENNERT. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3056) granting a pension to John Den- 
nert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ta 9 Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM M. DEAN. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William 
M. Dean; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 9 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA J. RUSHFORD. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Rushford, widow of John Rushford; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS WYNNE. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3116) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Wynne; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT PLATTSMOUTH, NEBR. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported the bill (H, 
R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL BOUNTY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3407) to extend the time for filing 
claims for additional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866; which was 
referred,to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARLES EARLY, ETC. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1602) to provide for the closing of 
parts of two alleys in square 132 in the city of Washington, D. C., and 
for the relief of Charles Early and Corbin Warwick; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALLEY CONDEMNED. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7364) to appropriate and pay for 
alley condemned in square No. 493; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company to extend a side track into square No. 
1025, in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and; with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of: pp opriation bills. 

‘Lue motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment of United States district attorneys, the same being for payment 
of the regular fees J radom by law for official services, $225,000. 

For payment of district attorneys, the same being for payment of such specia! 
compensation as may be fixed by the Attorney-General for services not covered 
by salary or fees, $3,000. 

Mr. MORROW. I desire to offer an amendment to the paragraph 
just read. I want to make the amount ten thousand instead of three 
thousand. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 93, line 2, strike out “three” and insert “ten.” 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I believe the committee rose yesterday 
just after the argument and decision on the point of order on the pre- 
ceding paragraph. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. OATES. The point of order was overruled, and then the com- 
mittee rose. I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph. I 
move to amend by striking out the proviso, for reasons which I gave 
yesterday. I do not know that I care to say anything in addition to 
what I then said. 

Mr. RANDALL. Though we have passed this paragraph, I do not 
object to going back. 

Mr. OATES. This is exactly where we left off last evening. 

Mr. RANDALL. But several paragraphs have been read this morn- 


ing. 

Mr. OATES. I did not hear them read. I thought we were at the 
same point. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that one or two paragraphs 
have been read this morning. The paragraph to which the gentleman 
from Alabama directs attention can be returned to by consent. 

Mr. OATES. I will withdraw my motion to strike out the proviso, 
and content myself with offering an amendment to the prcviso, allow- 
ing it to stay in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idonot want to take a ‘‘snap judgment” on any- 


1888. 


body; -therefore I do not make the point that we have passed the para- 


raph, 

E The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman from 
Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. OATES. The objection to the proviso, in my judgment, wasthat 
it would operate so as toembarrass the United States marshals and 
their deputies in obtaining the money that they actually earn. This 
provision withholds in the Treasury $375,000 of the appropriation in- 
stead of allowing it to be paid over to the marshals; it would remain 
there to be paid out to them ona statement and adjustment of their 
accounts. There may be some forcein the argument that if the whole 
of this money should be at once distributed among the marshals at the 
beginning of the next fiscal year it might not be properly disbursed. 
It is argued further that there would be no stimulus to that vigilance 
and promptitude in the rendition of their accounts which is necessary 
to a proper keeping of the accounts of these officers in the Treasury. 
If these objections hold good the amendment which I propose would so 
arrange this matter that no harm could result. My amendment issim- 
ply to add this proviso: That the accounting officers of the Treasury 
shall audit, adjust, and settle the accouuts of marshals and their dep- 
uties within sixty days after the same are presented for allowance. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. OATES. If this amendment be adopted I do not see that it can 
do any one any harm. All I wish in this matter is a prompt settle- 
ment of the accounts after the services have been rendered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that this proviso was urgently pressed by the First Comptroller, Mr. 
Durham, and was adopted by the subcommittee after elaborate dis- 
cussion. So far as we have heard, it has not been objected to by the 
Department of Justice. ‘The gentleman understands that if the entire 

‘sum is distributed to the marshals, some get more than they need, 
others less; and thus a deficiency is created, unless the accounts are 
promptly adjusted, perhapsin the manner which the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. OATES. Ifthe accounts are promptly adjusted by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, I do not see that any great inconvenience 
can result. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] what reason the First Comptroller gave for ask- 
ing the adoption of this limitation. It seems to me that under section 
856 of the Revised Statutes, which is referred to in the proviso, the 
Comptroller has now full control over this money. c 

Mr. RANDALL. The reason given was that it is desirable to pre- 
vent the distribution of the entire appropriation at the beginning of the 
fiscal year, when it can not possibly be ascertained, or even guessed at, 
how much each marshal will require. This provision allows the dis- 
tribution up to the amount indicated; then the accounts are adjusted, 
and the balance of the money in the Treasury is drawn upon. So far 
as I am concerned, I have no objection to the amendment just suggested 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the first mo- 
tion indicated by my colleague [Mr. OATES] to strike out the proviso 
ought to prevail. As I understand, this whole matter is now under 
the control of the Comptroller. He advances the amounts appropri- 
ated in such sums from time to time as his discretion may dictate. 
Here is the provision of section 856 of the Revised Statutes: 

The fees of district attorneys, clerks, marshals, and commissioners, in cases 
where the United States are liable to pay the same, shall be paid on settling 
their accounts at the Treasury. 

When the point of order was pending yesterday the Chair very prop- 
erly asked, Where is the law which would be changed by this proviso ? 
In other words, where is the law that compels any distribution of the 
fund to be made by the Comptroller? ‘There is no such law; it isa 
matter entirely within his discretion. He advances the money for the 
purpose of enabling the several marshals to pay as they go in cash for 
the services of each witness and juror and for all other expenses incurred. 
The Government is amply secured by the bonds of the marshals, which 
are always sufficient to cover the amounts placed in their hands. That 
is the object of having those bonds. I know personally, by reason of 
having acted occasionally on behalf of the marshal in my district, that 
this matteris within the discretion of the Comptroller; and I can notsee 
why he should come here and ask us to take away from him this dis- 
cretion and compel him by law to keep more than half of this appro- 
priation in the Treasury until the accounts have all been audited and 
settled. It does seem to me that the arrangement now proposed would 
add to the numerous complaints coming from all over the country in 
regard to the delay experienced by marshals in getting their accounts 
settled at the Treasury Department. 

I venture to assert, Mr. Chairman, that there is scarcely a gentle- 
man here who represents a district in which there is a United States 
marshal who has not had occasion to go or write to the Treasury De- 
partment in relation to the settlement of these accounts. 

Now, it seems to me that this is placing just another obstruction in 
the way of a prompt and speedy settlement of these accounts, and Con- 
gress is asked to take the responsibility of putting that obstacle in the 
way. I hope it will not be done. There is no need for it. I do not 
see why we should do it, 
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It is a matter altogether in the discretion of the officials of the De- 
partment, and certainly if this is adopted complaints will be far more 
numerous in the future than they have been in the past in regard to 
these settlements. 

There is no possible need for it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not fully considered the effect of the proviso, or he 
would not take the position he has assumed. Under the law, as it is 
now administered, this fund is all distributed at the beginning of the 


year. 

Mr. HERBERT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I am sure he does 
not want to be in error, but he is entirely mistaken in that assertion. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then Iam misinformed. I understand it is all dis- 
tributed at one time. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; itis not distributed; it is only distrib- 
uted from time to time as it is needed. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam informed by the chairman of the committee 
that the statement I make is correct; and that it is all distributed at 
the beginning of the year. 

Mr. HERBERT. [beg the gentleman’s pardon; that is an entire 
misapprehension of the fact. Itis not distributed. 

Mr. RANDALL, ‘The committee understood it was distributed. 

Mr. BYNUM. And that has been my information. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thecommittee has been misinformend, for I know 
it is not the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can be distributed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the information conyeyed to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HERBERT. Of couse it can be distributed; but itis not dis- 
tributed. It is a matter within the discretion of the Comptroller, and 
he does not distribute it. 

Mr. BYNUM. That, however, has been the administration of the 
Department in this particular. It is not in the hands of the Comp- 
troller, but is distributed by the Department of Justice or the Attor- 
ney-General, who apportions and places in the hands of the various 
marshals throughout the United States such sums as in his opinion the 
business of the several offices will require for the ensuing year. The 
result of this distribution has been an inequality in the amounts of the 
funds left in the hands of the various marshals at the end of the year. 
In one district the expenses may be greater or less than they are in an- 
other, and they may vary owing to conditions which can not be foreseen. 
In some large amounts may remain on hand, while in others there is 
a deficiency. The amount allotted to one marshal may be largely in 
excess of the amount required, and at the end of the year there will be 
a surplus, whereas in another district there will be a deficiency in the 
fund. 

When that condition of affairs is ascertained, when one marshal has 
a superabundance of funds and another has nothing, you can not get 
it from the one and transfer it to another until the end of the year. If 
is therefore desirable to have a portion of the funds reserved in the 
Treasury, and not be compelled to wait until the end of the year to 
enable the Department to equalize the funds. If a distribution is made 
semi-annually instead of annually,the Department can then determine 
with greater accuracy about how much is needed by each marshal, and 
if there has been allotted to one marshal for the first six months of the 
year more than is needed and another marshal in another district a less 
sum than is needed the error can be remedied without a deficiency be- 
ing reported. This provision, therefore, will enable the Department 
to more speedily adjust the accounts of the marshals, because the fund 
will be more equally distributed and the Department will have funds 
on hand with which to adjust any inequalities, instead of, as now, hay- 
ing to wait until the end of the year and for the new appropriations. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask the gentleman to point to any law 
which compels such distribution. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know that there is any law compelling it. 
It has only been the practice, 

Mr. HERBERT, ‘There is no such statute, I can assure the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BYNUM. Bnt as I understand it, the Department asks this 
legislation for the purpose of making the distribution. It has been 
the practice, I believe. 

Mr. HERBERT. The whole matter is in the discretion of the Comp- 
troller, and you ask this House now to tie his hands absolutely, and 
prohibit him from exercising that discretion which the law confers 
upon him. That is not where the trouble is. 

Mr. BYNUM. This fund goes to the Department of Justice, and is 
distributed on warrants to the marshals. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is distributed in the Treasury by the Comp- 
troller; but there is no law that regulates it. Itis only a matter of 

ractice. 

Mr. BYNUM. The funds are not distributed by the Comptroller, 
They do not remain in the Treasury. They are appropriated to the 
Department of Justice in an aggregate sum, and are paid over upon the 
warrants of the marshals upon an apportionment by that Department. 

Mr. HERBERT. It will be only another obstacle in the way, and 
I sincerely hope it will be rejected. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendment be again read. 
‘The amendment of Mr. OATES was read, as follows: 
Add to the paragraph the additional proviso: 
* Provided Jur Phat the accounting officers of the Treasury shall audit, 
adjust, and settle the accounts of marshals, and their deputies, within sixty days 
next after the same are presented for allowance.” s 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama by inserting a provision for jailors also. 

Mr. HERBERT. That will come in at another place. f 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ido not propose to insist upon it now 
ifitcan be inserted at another place; but certainly thejailors are treated 
worse than any other servants of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his amendment for 
the present. 

The pending amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk reaé as follows: 

iu 

SORSAIN te ESAT be tase by aoe Attorminy-Clatioral ior sur vices mos covered 
by salary or fees, $3,000. 
Mr. MORROW. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, page 93, strike out “ $3,000" and insert “ $10,000." 


Mr. MORROW. The compensation of the United States attorneys 
as fixed by the law at present provides for payment in most of the dis- 
tricts of the sum of $500 for annual compensation, and the remainder 
of the compensation is provided in what is called the fee bill of 1853, 
now incorporated into section 824 of the Revised Statutes, $6,000 being 
the limit of annual com tion under section 835; but there are serv- 
ices required of United States attorneys in many districts that do not 
properly come within the purview of the fee bill nor within the line of 
duty required under that portion of the statute providing an annual 
salary of $500. 

In the northern district of California there is a service required of 
the United States attorney in connection with Chinese cases that is 
very important to the Government, yet it is aservice that is not specif- 
ically provided for in the fee bill except upon the theory that the United 
States is a party in these cases. Therefore this provision of $3,000 is 
intended to recover such service at San Francisco and elsewhere in the 
United States, Iam advised that the sum provided in the bill is not 
sufficient to pay for the service in San Francisco and elsewhere, and 
that this service will have to be abandoned unless a sum of money not 
less than $10,000 shall be appropriated. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the necessity for 
the service in the district of California. I have no doubt but what the 
same facts will apply in other districts; but not being familiar with 
the other districts of the United States, I can only speak with regard 
to my own district. The Chinese immigration question is one of the 
most difficult questions we have to deal with in that district. Under 
the proceedings relating to habeas corpus as soon as a vessel arrives at 
San Francisco with Chinese on board the Chinese immigrant, 
who is refused a landing by the custom-house official, sues out a writ 
of habeas corpus, is landed, and gives a bond for appearance in court 
when his case shall be reached for hearing. 

He is then discharged and of course allowed to go where he pleases 
for several days or perhaps weeks or months, until his case can be 
reached on the calendar. In the meantime while he is out he is en- 
abled to familiarize himself sufficiently with the country, so that when 
he comes before the court to support his plea of ‘‘ prior residence ” he 
is able to give such information concerning the city of San Francisco 
or surrounding villages as to convince the court that he has been there 
before and was there at the date of the treaty, which entitles him to 
his discharge. Confronted with this condition of affairs the Govern- 
ment officers made an investigation as to what could be done to pre- 
vent a false plea of this character being maintained in court. It was 
determined that the best way to proceed was, as soon as the Chinaman 
was landed to have him brought before the United States attorney and 
have him examined at once by the United States attorney as to whether 
he had been here before, and to that end ascertain his knowledge of 
the country and his alleged employment when he was here. Now, 
this system which has been adopted by the Government in San Fran- 
cisco has proved the most efficient method yet devised in keeping out 
Chinamen notentitled tocomein. But this is an unofficial service on 
the part of the United States attorgey, directed by the court, and is not 
within the fee bill, unless, as I said before, we assume that the United 

States is in fact an actual party to the proceedings. Therefore the ne- 
cessity for the sum provided for in my amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘An examination of the report of the committee 
presented with this bill will show that the officer to whom the gentle- 
man alludes received $6,000 as his regular fee, and has been paid some- 
thing like $6,000 more for attending to these Chinese haheas corpus 

, cases. If that officer earns the first $6,000 and attends to the work for 
which he is chosen, his compensation is sufficient. 

Mr. MORROW. Undoubtedly. 
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Mr. RANDALL. If he performs any other functions which enable 
him to earn $6,000 more he must neglect those duties. 

Mr. MORROW. Unquestionably. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now this district attorney, Mr. Carey, receives 
$6,000, and then in another way he gets $6,000 more. That is what 
we want to break up. 

Mr. MORROW. That is precisely what I am trying to break up by 
myamendment. Under the present system the district attorney makes 
the charge for his services in habeas corpus cases under the fee bill, 
which, however, is a subject of controversy with the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. The result is his emolument accounts are swelled to 
the sum of $6,000. If you will give a sufficient appropriation to pay 
for the unofficial service according to their value under the approval 
of the Attorney-General, you will reduce the emolument accounts be- 
low $6,000 under the fee bill; but without a suitable appropriation the 
Attorney-General can not settle the accounts of the United States at- 
torneys in this way. 

I am with the gentleman from Pennsylvania in endeavoring to cut 
off these fees and extra salaries; and I would reduce the emolument 
accounts by withdrawing from them the habeas corpus cases, and pay 
the United States attorney what his services are fairly worth in such 
cases and no more. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then offer an amendment that those fees shall go 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MORROW. That was the proposition made not long ago by a 
bill reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANDALL. The only way the Committee on Appropriations 
can break up this abuse is by not giving the money. 

Mr. MORROW. Well, that money that he now receives comes under 
the fee bill, and you are not breaking up any abuses. What I want 
you to do is to give a little more under this provision so as to stop the. 
abuse you mention under the other head. 

Mr. RANDALL. Weare not going to give any more, so far as my 
advice is concerned, until we break up the system by which a district 
attorney can neglect his duty, and nevertheless draw his salary and go 
out into side work and make $6,000 more. 

Mr. MORROW. I entirely agree with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania in regard to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then let us not give the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhansted. 

- Mr. MORROW. I move to strike ont the last word. I want sim- 
ply to make a provision here so that the Attorney-General can pay for 
these services such sums as he may deem appropriate, and avoid the 
provisions of the fee bill by which this officer is to swell his fee. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not the only case of this abuse. There 
are other district attorneys who are receiving fees which we think they 
ought not to receive, A district attorney who receives $6,000 a year 
ought to be content to perform all the service that the Government of 
the United States requires at his hands within the limits of his dis- 
trict. 

Mr. MORROW. Unquestionably; and thatis why I urge this amend- 
ment. If this amendment is adopted so that the Attorney-General can 
pay for these services a reasonable amount, the result will be that the 
fee bill will not exceed what it was formerly, before these cases arose, 
namely, two or three thousand dollars in the district of California. I 
had the honor to be assistant United States district attorney for the 
district of California for four years, and the emolument account at that 
time was about $2,000, or perhaps $3,000, a year; but the charges did 
not include such services as we are now di ing, as they were not 
required. These Chinese habeas corpus cases have originated since the 
act of 1882, and when it was determined that the United States should 
be represented by the district attorney it was discovered that these un- 
official services might be brought into the emolument account of the 
district attorney under the fee bill, and then it was, and not before, that 
his accounts were swelled to $6,000 a year. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations had not the 
power to say that these fees should go into the Treasury of the United 
States, nor had they power to create an official to be appointed by the 
court at a reasonable salary to perform these habeas corpus duties in 
connection with the Chinese. If, however, the gentleman [Mr. MOR- 
ROW] will draw a paragraph that will give the court the power to ap- 
point such an official at a reasonable salary, say $1,200 or $1,500 a 
year—because the work does not require a very great amount of mind— 
T will not object to its going into this bill; but we want to cut off this 
abuse of paying United States district attorneys large sums of money 
for performing duties that they ought to be glad to perform in connec- 
tion with the service of the Government. 

Mr. MORROW. I will prepare such an amendment and submit it 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. As the Clerk has noted an amendment which I offered 
providing that these fees earned by the district attorneys unoflicially 
shall be paid into the , Lam in favor of that course. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is right in saying that 
a district attorney who receives $6,000 a year salary ought not to be 
permitted to make six thousand more in this way; and yet that state- 
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ment does not fully meet the case. I agree with the gentleman on 
that branch of it, but there are district attorneys who do not make even 
$1,000 a year, and who are called upon to perform unofficial services 
for which they ought to be paid; yet with this meager appropriation 
of only $3,000, the Attorney-General will not have the means to com- 
nsate many of them. I do not know the extent—— 

Mr. RANDALL, I will tell you the extent. Six thousand dollars 
went to one man. ‘ 

Mr. OATES. That is wrong. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; that is wrong. We want to break that up. 

Mr. OATES. The proviso thatI offered that the unofficial fees should 
go to the Treasury would enable the Attorney-General to properly com- 
pensate these officers without allowing any one to get double compen- 
sation. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. MORROW] stated 
that the service rendered by the United States attorney in these Chinese 
habeas corpus cases was compensated under the law by a fee of $10 for 
each case. Did I understand the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes. He presents his account for that amount, 
but they have not been allowed by the accounting officers, 

Mr. RYAN. If that be.true, why should not the compensation that 
he receives for that service go into his emolument returns? “ 

Mr. OATES. My understanding is that it is paid out of an appro- 
priation similar to this. 

Mr. RYAN. Thatis not what I am asking. My question is this: 
If this service of the district attorney is compensated by law, why 
should not the compensation go into the emolument return? 

Mr. OATES. I am not aware of any provision of law that gives 

ial compensation for that service. 

Mr. OATES. There are a good many cases coming up where some 
compensation ought to be given to district attorneys for unofficial du- 
ties, none being provided for in the fee bill. ' 

Mr. RANDALL. What I think is this: that if the United States 
attorney who receives $6,000 a year to attend to the duties of his office 
goes outside and gets as much more money by other work, either he 
does not earn regular compensation or else there is an abuse as to the 
latter work; and if his regular duties are sufficient to occupy his time, 
then it is plain that when he is absent the Government has to pay some 
one else to take his place in performing his proper official duties. 

Mr. OATES, I quite concur with the gentleman in thinking that 
when the Government pays a district attorney $6,000 a year, it is en- 
titled to his whole time, and toall the service he can render; but there 
are a good many of these officers who do not get that amount; there 
are a good many who get even less than $1,000 a year, and others who do 
not get more than $1,500 or $2,000 a year, which is not great compen- 
sation for a man of fair ability, and I say that if such an officer has any 
unofficial duties to perform for which there is no fee or allowance pro- 
vided by law, the Attorney-General ought to have a fund in hand from 
which to compensate him. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the gentleman think that those district 
attorneys who earn the smaller salaries have sufficient time at their 
command to pursue their private practice of the law ? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; they can pursue their private practice when 
their time is not employed by the Government. But the proposition 
I make is that the Government ought to pay for services actually ren- 
dered. Ithas not, however, been the policy of the Government to al- 
low these district attorneys to receive as their compensation fees to a 
larger amount than $6,000 except in some instances like those in Cali- 
fornia, where they have been allowed to collect double fees. I think 
that where the salary reaches as high asum as $6,000, the Government 
is entitled to all the services which the district attorney can render. 
Where less than that amount is received and the district attorney has 
duties to perform for which fees are not provided by statute, the At- 
torney-General ought to allow him compensation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that the holding of this office of district 
attorney is conducive to an increased private practice, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] to the amendment of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Morrow]. 

The amendment of Mr. OATES was read, as follows: 

Provided, That the fees earned by United States district attorneys unofficially 
shall be turned into the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest the insertion of the word ‘‘all;’’ so as 
to read ‘‘all fees. I presume the gentleman will not object to that. 

Mr. OATES. Iam requested to state what I mean by *‘unofficial’’ 
services. There are statutes providing a fee-bill, by which district at- 
torneys are paid for certain services; yet they are required to perform 
by the Government other services, for which there is no fee provided 
by statute. It is fees of this character to which my amendment refers. 

Mr. MORROW. Still they are services rendered for the benefit of 
the United States, but where the United States are not directly a party. 

Mr. OATES. But they are not provided for by statute. I will, 
however, modify my amendment so as to strike out the word ‘‘unof- 
ficial’? and insert ‘‘ services for which no fee is now provided by law.” 

Mr. RYAN. If the fees are ‘‘ unofficial,’’? how does the gentleman 
from Alabama expect toget that class of fees turned into the Treasury ? 


Mr. MORROW. Under the law in regard to fees, a fee of $10 is 
charged and should be allowed in the case of a petition for habeas cor- 
pus in which the United States Government is not directly but indi- 
rectly a party. Underthe amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama this fee of $10, which, so to speak, isa fee charged by the 
rule of analogy, will, if collected from the petitioner, go into the Treas- 
ury; and the officer will receive from the Attorney-General for his 
services whatever they are reasonably worth. 

Mr. RYAN. In this connection I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama whether he contemplates that this fee of $10 in the California 
cases which have been referred to shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States? 

Mr. OATES. Certainly; that would be the effect under my amend- 
ment. , 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask that the amendment as modified be now 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That for services rendered by United States district attorneys where 
they are notallowed to retain such fees, the same shall be turned into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Allow me tosuggest a substitute for the 
amendment. It is to insert this provision: 

Provided, That all fees earned by United States attorneys shall be included in 
their emolument returns and covered into the Treasury, 

Mr. RANDALL. That is wise. 

Mr. OATES. I have no objection to that. 
withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
TMr. OATES] being withdrawn, the Clerk will read the amendment sent 
to the desk by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to line 2, page 93, the words: “ Provided, That all fees earned by United 
States attorneys shal! be included in their emolument returns and covered into 


the Treasury.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does that allow the district attorney to retain 

any of the fees? 
veral MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ithinkit ought to read: ‘‘in excess of the amounts 
allowed by law.” 

Mr. OATES. By existing law the district attorneys are allowed to 
retain as their compensation the amount of their fees up to $6,000; the 
southern district of New York is an exception, the allowance there be- 
ing larger. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. At the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Kansas, I desire to modify my amendment by inserting after the 
word ‘‘fees’’ the words ‘‘or emoluments.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the modification will be 


made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This being a new provision of law, it should pro- 
vide fees and emoluments in excess of the salary allowed by law shall 
be covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. RYAN. Not in excess of $6,000. 
are SPRINGER. That is the provision, that he shall not have any- 

ing. 

Mr. RYAN. This provides the compensation he receives for his serv- 
ices as United States attorney through fees, or salary, or allowance 
arge all go into his emolument return to make up $6,000. Is not that 
right? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you are going to pay $6,000 all right. 

The amendment as modified was again reported. F 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. A word in addition to what I have al- 
ready said. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
pose? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The law provides that the district at- 
torney may retain out of his fees and returns the sum of $6,000. He 
is required to make an emolument return—a return of his fees and 
earnings into the Treasury Department. If he earns fees and emolu- 
ments in excess of $6,000, then he may be allowed for extra services 
in the discretion of the Attorney-General; but he is permitted to re- 
tain $6,000, and if he earns more than $6,000 then the Attorney-Gen- 
eral is allowed in particular cases to allow something beyond that. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understand fully, and the only fear I have is that 
the language of the Jaw will prevent his retaining anything. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. OATES. There are so many statutes making exceptions as to 
different attorneys in different districts, it seems to me this is rather 
blind legislation, and we can not tell what the effect of it will be. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I desire to call the attention of the 
House to this fact. If this matter is carefully investigated it will be 
ascertained there are a number of special statutes on this subject, and 
it will certainly be unwise in this inconsiderate manner to undertake 
to change the policy of the Government in this respect. This matter 
was called to the attention of the Judiciary Committee, and I remem- 
ber that in many of the States there are many statutes regulating the 
paymentof theseofficers. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BROWNE] 


It covers the point. I 


Will that amendment effect the gentleman’s pur- 
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will find after this amendment is adopted—if the House shall see proper 
to do it—it will lead simply to confusion worse confounded. The gen- 
tleman will find by investigation there are a number of statutes regu- 
lating these payments, special in their character. . 

I desire to say in addition that [ do not fully understand what he 
means by the word ‘‘emoluments.”’ Itis true thatis a legal term and 
has a legal signification, but when he says fees and emoluments shall 
be covered into the Treasury it may be a matter in which he may find 
himself involved in difficulty when he comes to have the accounts made 
up. 
My opinion is that it is better to let the law remain as it is now. 
Let these payments under the control of the Department of Justice be 
covered into the Treasury under existing law. We should not legislate, 
in my judgment, upon such an important matter in this inconsiderate 


way. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The law requires the district attorney 
every six months to report to the Treasury everything he has earned in 
every class of cases, dismissed cases, nolle cases, cases of trial by jury, 
judgments of court, which are all reported in their emolument returns, 
and are all covered into the Treasury. The district attorney, instead 
of being paid from the Department here, retains the amount out of his 
emolument returns. When I was district attorney I was never paid 
except from my emolument returns. 

* Now the only effect of this provision is to require the district attor- 
ney to cover into the Treasury, in certain cases, fees that for some rea- 
son heretofore he has not been in the habit of including in his emolu- 


ment returns. Thatisall. He draws his salary just the same under 


the law as ‘it is. 

Gentlemen are mistaken if they suppose that district attorneys are 

id by fees in the sense of retaining them. They may retain them, it 
is true; but they include them in the emolument return, and that emol- 
ument return is the measure of their compensation if it does not ex- 
ceed $6,000. Takean instance: The United States marshal in Indiana 
makes his emolument returns, and receivés his compensation, of course, 
in the same way. One United States marshal there concluded that he 
was not under obligation, in accordance with the practice, to return 
fees received in bankruptcy cases when he rendered his accounts; but 
the Comptroller refused to audit the account until he included also the 
bankruptcy fees in his emolument returns, and covered them into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Now, the effect of the amendment is to provide that he shall return 
his fees—and I have used the word ‘‘emolument’’ because it covers 
his earnings, and is perhaps a little more comprehensive than the word 
“ fees’’—it contemplates that he shall cover all the earnings of his of- 
fice into the Treasury of the United States, and the Treasury Depart- 
ment shall audit the account and pay $6,000 a year to the official as 
his fullcompensation. That is all. It is not capable of any other 
construction. It does not contemplate anything else; and there is 
nothing in the provision which can justify any other construction. 
There is no confusion about it, nor can there be any. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it is hardly to be expected that a 
layman should know exactly what the effect of such propositions are, 
when that most learned and fraternal of professions, the legal gentle- 
men of the House, differ so widely. But I venture to suggest that 
the remedy provided by the Committee on Appropriations, as far as 
they could go, is the better plan, and ought to be adhered to in the 
limitation as to the amount of money appropriated for this service. 
The Judiciary Committee, it seems to me, is the proper source for the 
cure of such abuses as I have’ indicated as occurring, or which have 
taken place in the northern district of California; and I hope at least 
that the amount fixed by the committee will not be increased. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BROWNE, of 
Indiana, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to renew the amendment with an addi- 
tion which I now send to the desk, as there seems to be some misap- 
prehension in the minds of the committee as to the effect of the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following proviso: 

“ Provided, Thatall fees and emoluments earned by the United States attorneys 
shall be included in their emolument return and covered into the Treasury, ex- 
cept the amount of compensation now allowed by law.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That makes the provision explicit—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I fear that if adopted it might by implication 
recognize exactly what I am trying to prevent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want them to put all these fees into the emolu- 
ment returns; but I will modify it to meet what I understand to be 
the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by striking out the 
words ‘‘and covered inte the Treasury.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it would be better to let the Judiciary 
Committee take charge of that subject and report bya bill. I want to 
say that there are services now rendered by the district attorneys for 
which there are no recognized fees provided by statute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest to the chairman that he allow 
this provision to pass over temporarily, with the privilege of recurring 
to it. z 
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Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then, the clause will be 
passed over. 

There was no objection. e 

Mr. OATES. What has become of the amendment of the gentleman 
from California? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood it to be withdrawn. 

Mr. OATES. I refer to the amendment proposed to strike out 
‘f three” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. MORROW. I have not withdrawn that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon. The Chair was under 
the impression that it had been withdrawn. 

Mr. RANDALL. We do not want to increase that amount. 

Mr. MORROW. This is the provision in reference to the Chinese 
question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will submit theamendmentof the gen- 
tleman from California to the committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 16, nocs 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment of regular assistants to United States district attorneys,who are 
appointed by the Attorney-General at a fixed annual compensation, $105,000, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert at the end of the paragraph the words: 
“Provided, That the respective salaries of such assistants be restored to the 
amount paid prior to July 1, 1837.” 


Mr. RANDALL. That is a change, and it belongs to the deficiency 
bill. It refers to the pastand hasno place inthis bill. We have pro- 
vided in this $105,000 that they shall receive that additional 20 per 
cent. allowed on the prior acts making the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not think the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania understood the amendment. > 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I did. A 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The amendment does not provide for paying 
them for the time which is passed. Itonly emphasizes the declaration 
of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee have emphasized this by giving 
$105,000 so that the assistants will get the additional $20,000 during 
the coming year. That is as far as we want to go. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis as far as the amendment I offered goes. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not necessary. We have provided that all 
he regular assistants shall get the 20 per cent. of which they have 
been deprived because of the fact that part of the fund was, whether 
unnecessarily and improperly or not I can not say, taken for special 
attorneys. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to say to the chairman of the commit- 
tee that this amendment, as I believe, is directly in accord with the 
plan of the committee. It goes no further and proposes nothing but a 
distinct declaration—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Ob, well, we do not want to legislate in that con- 
nection. We will take care of that 20 per cent. and emphasize it when 
the deficiency bill comes in. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Chairrhan, I address myself to the 
Chair on the point of order. The proposition is: 

Provided, That the respective salaries of such assistants be restored to the 
amount paid prior to July 1, 1887. 

Mr. RYAN. May I interrupt the gentleman for a moment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You may. 


Mr. RYAN. The Department reduced all the assistants 20 per cent. 
for the current year. They did so because, as they claim, of an inade- 
quate appropriation. The committee was informed that at present the 


aggregate amount that is being paid out to the regular assistants is 
$35,000. The amount of the 20 per cent. reduction was about $20,000. 
So the committee added that $20,000 to the $85,000 that is now being 
paid to the regular assistants, in order that the Department might re- 
store the 20 per cent. that has been taken from these officers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand that. It was done in order 
that the Department might restore the salaries. 

Now, I will address myself to the question whether this amend- 
ment is subject to the pointof order. At the date of July 1, 1887, these 
assistants were receiving certain salaries in conformity with existing 
law. The Department of Justice having paid out or proposing to pay 
out larger sums to other assistants appointed by that Department, cut 
off without action of Congress, without action of law, the salaries of 
these assistants. Now, I think clearly the committee have appro- 
priated a sum sufficient to restore that 20 per cent. But there is no 
declaration in the existing bill that the Department shall doso. My 
amendment is simply a declaration that they shall comply with exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to say, the amendment interferes 
with the discretion of the Department—that discretion which now 
rests with the Attorney-General under the law. The amendment 
oe the law in that particular. Will the Chair decide the point of 
order - 
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The CHAIRMAN. -Was the reduction made by departmental action ? 
Mr. RANDALL. There isa discretion provided in the act in that 


eonnection. At least I presume so, because the Attorney-General 
would not violate the law. He is an officer to execute and administer 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if there was a discre- 
tion given in the law for the reduction, if the Attorney-General fol- 
lowed that discretion, and if it is proposed by the amendment to take 
away that discretion by forcing the payment of a certain amount, the 
amendment would change existing law. But in the absence of the 
statute the Chair is unable to state how that is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As I understand the statement of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. RYAN], who is a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the object in making this appropriation, both in the 
language used and in the amount fixed, was that the Department 
should restore these salaries, I think the language of the bill itself is 
just as much subject to the point of order as being new legislation as 
is the proviso I propose to place in it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was it not and is it not the purpose of your 
committee that the Department should restore these salaries to what 
they were July 1, 1887. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; we give them the money that will enable 
them to do it, but we do not say they shall do it. 

Mr. RYAN. That is true; but the object of adding that $20,000 
was to enable the Department to restore the 20 per cent. to the officers 
from whom it had been taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can understand that in some of these cases the 
Attorney-General might not want to restore the old salary, on account 
of the inefficiency of the officer or some other reason. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isee that objection to the proviso, 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to leave it as the law now is, -to the 
discretion of the Attorney-General. Let us content ourselves with re- 
turning the amount of money that was taken from that fund to go to 
the regular assistants. We have separated the chp eee so that 
the amount fixed ($105,000) for those assistants s not be diverted 
to other objects. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] or the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] give the 
Chair a reference to the statute under which the reduction was made? 
The amendment takes away all discretion as to the reduction. 

Mr. RYAN. It grows out of the very law that authorizes him to 
fix the salary. He refixes the salary, and fixes it at the reduced fig- 
ure, That is where he gets the power to make the reduction of 20 per 
cent., and that is the method by which the reduction was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reduction was made by refixing the salary, 
and the statute allows him to adjust the salary ? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, in his discretion. 

TheCHAIRMAN, ‘Then, that being so, the Chair will be compelled 
to hold that the point of order is well taken, because the proviso com- 
pels this official to pay to these officers not what is proper in his dis- 
cretion, but what he was paying prior to the reduction. Therefore, if 
the law is as the gentleman says, the Chair is compelled to hold that 
the proviso would change existing law in that it would take away this 
discretion. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word, and I do it 
almost entirely for the purpose of obtaining information. I understand 
that the payments to assistant attorneys have heretofore been included 
in one item. I find that in this bill they are divided into two items, 
one being for the regular assistants, an appropriation of $105,000, and 
the other for what may be termed special assistants, $10,000 additional, 
aggregating $115,000. Now, I find by Executive Document No. 208 that 
the fees of assistant attorneys, as given therein, were for 1885, in round 
numbers, $90,000; for 1886, $98,500; for 1887, $98,645; and on turning 
to the report of the committee, I find a letter from Comptroller Dur- 
ham, under date of March 9, 1888, where he gives the special cases in 
which services were rendered and the fees allowed therein, aggregating 
in round numbers $5,000. By adding that to $98,600, I get an aggre- 
gate of $103,600, instead of $115,000. I donot know that Ihaveincluded 
all the items, but I do know that from the information furnished by 
the officials and by the committee it would seem as though there was 
an increase in the aggregate allowance. When I say the ‘‘aggregate 
allowance” I mean the allowances to the regular assistants and the 
special assistants united. 

I may be scan Be this, but I am confirmed in my idea that there is 
an increase here, by turning to another letter of Comptroller Durham, 
under date June 9, 1888, where he suggests this division of the appro- 
priation under these two heads, one for the regular assistants and the 
other for the special assistants. His suggestion is that the appropria- 
tion for the regular assistants should be $100,000, whereas the commit- 
tee have reported it as $105,000. I understand the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations well enough to hesitate to believe that 
he would recommend an increase unless the needs of the service im- 
peratively. demanded it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN] misapprehends the reference of the First Comptroller in his 


letter of March 9. That letter, with the table attached, applies to sal- 
aries paid to regular attorneys outside of their regular compensation, 
and the ‘‘special’’ amount that has been expended is much greater 
than that. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Butwherein these documents is there any speci- 
fications of the ‘‘special ” amount which has been expended, to whom 
it has gone, and in what amounts? „I must say that I have searched 
carefully every document within my reach but bave failed to get the 
information, and I want to know where this difference is. 

Mr. RANDALL. In order to simplify the matter we have provided, 
first, in a paragraph for the salaries of the district attorneys; next, for 
the regular assistants, who are paid an annual compensation; and third, 
for other assistants, who may be characterized as specials. I ask to 
have read a communication from the Attorney-General—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand that that isso in the bill, but I have 
given the figures as they were in 1885, 1886, and 1887; and in 1887, 
with the special allowances, they aggregated only $103,600, whereas 
these two items in the bill make $115,000. 

Mr. RYAN. But you aremistaken; they aggregate more; those are 
for the regular assistants. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam speaking of the special assistants. 

Mr. RYAN. But those figures refer to the regular assistants, not 
the special assistants. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to know what document gives us any 
light as to what special assistants have been employed during the past 
two years and their compensation. Can the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations give us that information? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have notthatinformation at hand; but the gen- 
tleman can get it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Where? 

Mr. RANDALL. A document which I hold in my hand shows the 

assistants for the last three years. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But it is well known there have been special 
cases prosecuted under the authority of the Department of Justice for 
the last two years. I want to know whetherthere is any appropriation 
in this bill for that purpose, and whether there is accessible to mem- 
bers any report giving the payments made on account of such services. 

Mr. RANDALL. My information—and I want to speak with care, 
because I have to rely exclusively on my memory—is that heretofore 
there has been about $55,000 expended in other directions than as pro- 
vided for, by reason of the two funds being put together, necessitating 
the 20 per cent. reduction to which allusion hasbeen made. The com- 
mittee want to break up that system, and in the very next paragraph 
of the bill have proziaed that $10,000 shall be the extent of the ex- 

to which the Government shall be put in this connection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam in sympathy with the object of the com- 
mittee, but I want to know—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imove tostrike out thelast two words. I want - 
to know whether there is any document or report which will inform us 
what those $55,000 went for. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is not in this report anything which -will 
give that information; but the information is accessible to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I take the liberty of stating to the gentleman 
from New Jersey thaton page 193 of the annual report of the Attorney- 
EE of the United States for 1887 he will find the information he 

esires. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill examinethat fartheron. Iwill now ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations another question. 
As I have stated, I find by the document I hold in my hand that in 
1885 the compensation to these regular assistants was, in round num- 
bers, $90,000; in 1887 it jumped upto more than $98,000; and now it 
is proposed to appropriate $105,000. Why the increase? 

Mr. RANDALL. I can only say that is the statement which has 
come to us from the Department. We have simplified it so that those 
assistants shall get what they received prior to the reduction which was 
made by the Attorney-General or the President—I do not know which. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But Comptroller Maynard, in a letter of June 
9, recommends an appropriation under this item of only $100,000; yet 
the committee has put it at $105,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have made the appropriation separate and 
distinct, so that under this paragraph no money can go to pay exor- 
bitant fees for special counsel. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand that. You follow the Comptrol- 
ler’s suggestion as to form, but exceed it as to figures. 

Mr. RANDALL. I guess not. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
labors under a misapprehension. 

oe SOCHADI Here is the letter, which I ask the gentleman 
to read. 

Mr. RYAN. It does not matter what the letter says. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It does matter what the letter says when the 


gentleman disputes my statement based upon that letter. 
Mr. RYAN. We have ascertained from the actual expenditures in 


the Department that $85,000 is now being paid to the regular assist- 


5486 CONGRESSIONAL 


ants, and the deduction of 20 per cent. for the last year amounted to 
$20,000. Wehave added $20,000 to the $85,000 in order to restore the 
20 per cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will read the letter of the Comptroller: 

this 

pss Mr TURUA DOANE EMSA DUDA E a A R 

Mr. RYAN. “About.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Idid not know that this committee ever ex- 
ceeded the estimates. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys who are em- 
ployed by the Attorney-General to aid district attorneysin special cases, $10,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. It 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the vicious practice which has grown 
up of employing special attorneys under the Department of Justice 
should be discontinued. The report of the Attorney-General for the 
last year indicates the number of these special attorneys and the ex- 


traordinary expense attending their employment. I have before me |. 


an itemized account of the exorbitant charges of one of these special 
counsel, Grosvenor P. Lowery. I see by the bill of items which he 
rendered to the Department of Justice, and which was certified to the 
Treasury Department—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit to the gentleman that in this bill we 
provide against the recurrence of those large expenditures to which I 
suppose the gentleman is going to refer. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I say that this gentleman charges— 

To special services in accordance with terms of contract, attendance upon 
court at tithe ourned June term in September, 1886, at Cincinnati, anargument 
of motion to iss and <9 in abatement of the defendant, the American 
Bell Telephone Company, 

That is what he charges as per contract. Igo back and examine the 
bill of particulars, and I find on the 16th of September he charges $75 
for ten hours’ work, and that he— 

Went to cas at7 p. m., arrived at Cincinnati at 6 in the morning, i7th, 
and charged $1 

In other cers he charged $100 while sleeping en route to Cincinnati. 
On another page of his bill I find he charges for traveling ard otherex- 
penses for himself and clerk to Cincinnati and return, September 16, 
$171.50. 

Here is his account and letter of Assistant Secretary Thompsoh trans- 
mitting the same tome. It deserves the careful examination of every 
member of this House before we vote for any further appropriations of 
this character. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 12, 1888. 


Sir: In compliance with your uest of the 6th instant, I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a certified copy of an account No. 100436 for $5,783.45 in favor of 
Grosvenor Lowery for services as an attorney in the case of the United States 
vs. The American Telephone Company. 


o 
Ai HUGH 8, THOMPSON, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon, WILLIAM H. Sowden, 
House of Representatives. 


[Office of the Register of the Treasury. Form la.] 
TRANSCEIPT CERTIFICATE, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER's OFFICE, 
Washington, D. 0., March 10, 1888. 
Pursuant to section 886 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, I, W. S. 
r of the T Department, do hereby certify that the an- 
nexed is a transeri nites the Docks nad Teruneetings of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, see are copies of the originals on file in the case of G. P. S OWENT RpS R 
assistant U Paes AE Se AREE eee 
ged S. ROSECRANS, Register. 


Be it remembered that William S. Rosec: who certified the annexed 
transcript, is now, and was at the time of doing so, an ninaa of the Treasury of 
ths United States; and that fall faith and credit are dno to his cmolal attesta- 


In So inay whereof I, Hugh S. TRONON mane Secretary of the Treas- 
of the vee ve hereunto subscribed my name and caused to be 
affixed the of this Department, at the city of Washington, this 10th day of 
March, in ayy 
[SEAL. zaot Perales S. THOMPSON, 
PSE cting Secretary of the Treasury. 


[No. 100136. Recorded December 20, 1886.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
December 18, 1886. 

I hereby orn mags I have examined and adjusted an account between the 
United States and G. P. Lowrey, special assistant United States attorney for the 
southern district of Ohio, and find that the sum of $5,783.45 is due papere the United 
States to him for services and expenses in the case of the United States vs. The 
American Bell Telephone Com y et als., in full to December 6, 1886, which 
sum is payabie from = appropriation for fees of district attorneys United States 
courts, RS. as as ap from the statement and iran wiped ee transmitted 
for the decision of the > First Oss dr E of the 
JAS. Q. CHENOWETIL "First Auditor. 
To the FIRST CoMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 


FIRST CoMPTROLLER's OFFICE. 
I admit and certify the above balance this 28th day of December, 1886. 
[5EAL.] J. R. GARRISON, 
Acting First Comptroller. 
To the REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 
Draft to 15 Broad street, New York. 
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No.15 BROAD STREET, NEw YORK, December 6, 1886. 
The Department of Justice, to Grosvenor P. Lowrey, Dr. 


To balance due as z= bill rendered for services and disbursements to 
Apei T THO; BUTE ahed annn aaea arsan ris sab KICS aR N AOAN „ $1,424, 83 
To KRONOR services to and including December 6, 1886, as per ac- 
ying memorandum ope 
Tod dis rsements as per statement herewith .. 
To special service per contract, bill herewith 


7, 783. 45 
The Solicitor-General says the approval for $5,783.45 is ergy Me cover all 
services, ete., not heretofore paid up to the date of December 6, 1836. 


AUDITOR'S OFFICE, December 18, 1888. 


R. M. COUSAR. 
First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, December 23, 1886. 
[sear] L. SARGEANT. 


No. 15 BROAD Street, New Yor, December 6, 1886. 
The Department of Justice to Grosvenor P. Lowrey, Dr. 


To amount of bill rendered for services and disbursments to April i, 
1886 - $3,424. 83 


By check dated April 29, 1886 . 2,000.00 
Balance due........ J, 424.83 


No. 15 BROAD Street, New York, December 6, 1886. 
The Department of Justice to Grosvenor P. Lowrey, Dr. 


To services rendered in United States vs. American Bell Telephone Company 
et al., upon the dates mentioned, consisting of study and examination of ques- 
tions affecting all the issues in this case, in company with other counsel and 
experts; examination of the records of evidence in other cases with view to 
pe paration of testimony in this case; advice concerning questions of plead- 

gs, motion to dismiss, etc.; conduct ‘of experiments with Reis and other in- 
struments; and various other physical experiments with view to proof of the 
same: 


1886. 


June 15. At New York, 2 hours. $30, 00 
June 16. At New York, 5 hours... 75.00 
June 17, At New York, 2} hours... 37.00 
June 18. At New York, 8} hours... 75.00 
June 19. At New York; 1} hours... 22.50 
June 22. At Washington. sion 100. 00 
June 23. At New York, 14 hiours...... 75.00 

Sept. 2. At New York. engaged in examination of papers in motion 
for leave to file Plea, 12} NOurs,.......c00...sese000+ 75. 00 
Sept 3. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 4 hours.... 60.00 
Sept. 4. At New York, on ples in abatement and in bar, 8 hours.. 75.00 
Sept. 6. At New York, on ples in abatement and in bar, 3 hours.. 45. 00 
Sept. 7. At New York, on plea in abatement and in bar, 5 hours........ 75.00 

Sept. 8. Consultations with Mr. Chandler, Mr. Stone, and at Bar As- 
sociation in respect to Cincinnati motions, 11 hours. 75.00 
Sept. 9. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 8 hours. 75.00 
Sept. 10. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 6 hours. 75,00 
Sept. 11. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 2 hours. 30, 00 
Sept. 13. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 16 how 75.00 
Sept. 14. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 14 hours. 75,00 
Sept. 15. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 14 hou 75.00 
Sept. 16. At New York, Cincinnati motions, 10 hours. 75.00 

[Went to Cincinnati at7 p. m.] 

Sept. 17. Arrived at Cincinnati this evening................:-seneeeerseeeerevsevenne 100.00 

Sept. 18. At Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and at- 
ten NOSES ARIE ok VRE N Sole A E S EES OE 100. 00 

Sept. 20. gA Cincinnati, in _ consultation with other counsel and at- 
PeTGanee fn CONTE q.207-..060sreqeogessssecnesstetudorsecsancnsonssansseinnanese 100.00 

Sept. 21. At Cincinnati, in PELATA with other counsel and at- 
IA SIR COURS VE EE EE AE EA 100.00 

Sept. 22. At Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and at- 
Hemdia noe Fin OUI aissosisicdcoraissos exrerescecuseccdacsdesassnpdarsisanarsonveed 100.00 

Sept. 23. At Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and at- 
tendance iN COUTE -.....,...ccecceoesesresevoroprece sascnerenses onsece scones congne 100. 00 

Sept. 24. At Cincinnati, in consultation with other counsel and ee 
tendance in court . 100. 00 
Sept. 25. At Cincinnati; remained over to attend to printing. 100. 00 
Sept. 27. Travelin; all day; arrived at t New York evening... 100. 00 


18. At New bark 12 hours 


28. At New York, 2 hours. 
27. At New York, 3 hours. 


p 


t New York, 12 hours... 
t New York, 3 hours...... 
t New York, 13 hours. 
t New York, 5 hours.. 

t New York, 5 hours.. 


Nov. 9. At New York, 5 hours. 
Nov. 10. At New York, 6 hours. 
Nov. ll. At New York, 12 hours. 

Nov. 12. At New York, 14 hours. 


% 

E 
Pramssp SB! 
A 


PEER 
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. 20. At New York, 5 hours.. 
Nov. 22. At New York, 10 hours. 
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or 
Noy. 
Dee, 
Dec. 2 
Dec. 3. 
£ Left for Columbus at 7 
Dec, 4 route for Columbus 
Dec. 6. At 


No, 15 BROAD STREET, New YORK, December 6, 1886. 
Re CE aw ere os Lowrey, Dr. 


1886. 
‘or disbursements made for your account to date, namely: 
June 22, Traveling and other expenses to Washington and es 


Mr. Lowrey and clerk $43. 89 
July 23. Cablegrams to Mr. Stetson, from June 23 to July 28... 20, 22 
Sept. 16. Shotwell, stenographer at New York, as per vou eas 
Sept. 16. Traveling and other expenses to Cincinnati and return, Mr. 
efi Be A r eee E 171.50 
Sept. 25. Printing of Mr. Lowrey’s brief-notes, Cincinnati, as per 
WORDT BLSR ONS -ap sorps vc scecsoc vecssevyenndenerseosuonesbecndopaseseneren 75.00 
Oct. 5. F. M. Adams, stenographer, services at Cincinnati, as per 
voucher UAC 65056 cons csands sapere nincerinnactacumpanenepesniidacacsasasese 63.00 
or 5. Burgoyne, printing; Hyg rou hone CS abin $192.00 
5. Less propo y hone pasara A 
for that oF al Seon by them, E 
that of all papers printed by the p sone a 
certain number of copies should be delivered to 
them in unbound sheets ......s.eesesssrsessssesesssensesaresea S7. 8S kin 
Dec. 5. Traveling and other asa to Columbus and eas; Mr. 
Lowrey alone............- E E EEE EEA 52.15 
Dec. 5. Type-writing, overwork, “ete, by Palmer thers, for 
which no vouchers can be given. i 78.14 
Small expenses on various dates, nam 
grams, express, ete 26. 80 
698, 62 


No. 15 BROAD STREET, New YORK, December 6, 1886. 

The Department of Justice to Grosvenor P. Lowrey, Dr, 

special services in accordance with terms of contract, attendance 

Tapon court a the adjourned June term in September, 1886, at Cin- 
nnati, and argument of motions to dismiss and plea in abatement 
of the defendant, the American Bell Telephone Company............... 


$500. 00 


WormM.ey’s HOTEL, Washington, D. C., June 22, 1886, 
Mr. Lowrey and clerk to James Wormley’s Sons, Dr. 
$5.00 


To poart apa TOO rpe raro eass dos aodan aaa eroso bob p iE ainas ota Spied 
JAS. WORMLEY’S SONS. 


Received payment. 
New York, September 16, 1886, 
Mr. Grosvenor P. OWES 121 Madison avenue, New York EG to George M. 
twell, stenographer, & Fulton street, Dr. 

Sept, 13. To ENSA folion, at 15 COMB ioc ecieceeetsrecerrstcceepersats saas 
To one hour’s dictation......... 

Sept. 15. To merveeee (five hours). ce port 
To use of type-writer and cartage 


Received payment. 


0O. K.—W. W. P. Ch. Gov. Sel, 


— 


CISCINNATI, Seplember 25, 1835. 
United States Department Justice to the Ohio Valley Publishing and Manu- 


facturing Sabon, (omes; No. 143 Race street, first b g below Fourth; 


telephone No. 
200 copies of brief of Judge Lowrey, United States vs. American Bell 
Telephone ere aueia BAA AN e a 
F rakes am z 0. V. P. M. Co. 
A.J. J. 
CISCINNATI, September 26, 1886. 
Mr. G. P. Lowrey and secretary to Gibson House, Dr. 
Bills payable weekly. 
Room 8} AE AAA E ENE E E hannah EE - $70.00 
234, 8} days, 
Gresox HoUsE Company, 
Per TALTY. 


[Stenographer and law reporter, Tribune building, New York.] 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT. 
The United States vs. American Bell Telephone Company et al. 
Before Jackson, Sage, and Welker, J. J. 
New YORK, October 5, 1836, 
Grosvenor Lowrey, esq., to F. M. Adams, Dr. 
To es copy of Mr. Lowrey’s remarks in above at Cincinnati, Se; 
Sa fo ZL. 1806, 300 folios at 17} cents LORS T AE AIE A EREN mi $53, 00 
iroura 


P. L. 
Charge to United States. 
New York, October 11, 1886. 
Messrs. Lowrey, Stone and Auerbach, law telephone 537. y Burgoyne’s Quick 
Printing House, 146-150 Centre street, Dr. 


To Government telephone suit, coger argument of Mr. ‘Lowrey . $151.50 
Alterations and extra proofs, 73 36.50 

4.00 

192, 00 


0. K.—W. W. P. 


Crry anp County or New YORK: 
Grosvenor P. Lowrey, being duly sworn, says: The accom ying account 

against the Department of Justice for professional services and disbursements 

in the ease of The United States vs. The American Bell Telephone Company, and 

also the bill for amount of balance due for services and disbursements 

same case, all bills being dated December 


The account is made out under em aenploymeece of February gi 1856; the times 
charged in both bills were actually y employed in investigating 
the matters embraced in the A of my paiga menfe t the travel, correspond- 
e ipsa i i charged, be $7,783. sas, Jui justly d a rt thereof has 
sum e in y due, and no pa reo! 
secured and xed Foils fr ding th bill rendered A TT 1888 x 
and are anne: to i © bill re 
NOR P LOWREY. 


GROSVE 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, this ith day of December, 1836. 
JOS. T. BROWN, 
Notary Public, N. Y. 0. 
COLUNBUS, OHIO, December 5, 1855, 
Mr. G; Lowrey to Neil House, Dr. 
McKinnie & Son, proprietors, ] [H. McKinnie, F. H. McKinnie, 
To 1} days’ board... E On 
To2 fires... aecoaaasias 
To messenger boy.. 
To railroad ticket. 
E SA A tein EE bap colegio sores oat a EARSTE 
Paid 
*In pencil. 
No. 100436. Department of Justice, southern district of Ohio. 
Statement: 
Received December 17, 1336. 


Dated December 16, 138-. 
From Assistant ier States Attorney G, P. Lowrey. 
Appointment February 3, 
Ont April 2, 1836. 
Subject, 1887: 
$7,783.45. Services and expenses from April 7, 1886, to December 
eluding balance due April 7, 1886, in United States vs. The American 
phone Company et al., being compensation per agreement. 
Action: 


1889, in- 
ll Tele- 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, December 18, 1886, 


or the 


‘This account isapproved for $5,783. 
Auditor of the Treasury, payment to be made from fons United Farn attor- 
neys roa Be 1887, to G. P. Lowrey, 15 Broad street, New York Pee 65 N. Y. 


[SEAL. 
Aeling 
‘This account speaks for itself, and needs no further comments at my 


Mr. RANDALL. If my colleague will examine the amount appro- 
priated in this bill, he will find that it will prevent anything of this 
kind being done hereafter. 

Mr. Chairman, I find that there aay egi 
paid to special attorneys in this one case an amount exceeding $40, 
In my judgment it is time to call a halt on such expenditures. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what the committee have done. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Iam glad to hear it. It should have been done 
long ago. It seems to me that my amendment ought to prevail. Over 
eee ee attorneys, and according to 

en fore me, from the Treas: Department, Mr. Lowrey 
still claims $911.12. sf . 

Mr. RANDALL. Theclaim to which the gentleman refers is not 
covered by this bill, but will have to be provided for in the deficiency 
bill. Iam advised there is an item of $20,000 in the deficiency esti- 


mates. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Ihope my colleague will see to it that no appro- 
priation is made for any such purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Theamount in the bill, as the gentleman 
will find by jenne at it, will prevent damene the kind > ATREA 

coming fiscal y 

Mr. SOWDEN. But we ought to see that this balance for which 
this man makes claim should not be paid to him. 

Mr. RANDALL. “Snfficient unto the day is the evil thereof,” 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in support of his 
motion, discussed only estimates put in by the Attorney-General in the 
employment of counsel in the prosecution of what is known as the tel- 
ephone case. The suit was brought and contracts entered into by Mr. 
Goode, except as to the contract made with him after he went out ot 
office. Subsequent contracts in reference to suit in United States court 
= Massachusetts were made by the present Solicitor-General, Mr. 

And, sir, when any gentleman looks into the character of that liti- 
gation and the character of talent necessary in order to prosecute the 
suit properly he can not object to these expenditures. 

It is true in the case of Lowrey the expenditure seems to be not in 
accord with the charges made by other attorneys, but in excess of 
them.. I have not the official information at hand, but it is a fact, 


` 
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nevertheless, that his services have been dispensed with, and he is no 
longer in the employment of the Government in that case. So, too, 
Mr. Goode has ceased to have any connection with the prosecution of 
that case, which has not been finally disposed of, but is still pending 
on an appeal before the Supreme Court. And itis necessary to retain, 
for the proper prosecution of it, all of the other counsel that the Solic- 
itor-General, acting as Attorney-General in this matter on account of 
the disability of the Attorney-General from interest, has employed. 

So instead of striking out the $10,000 which the committee has seen 
proper to report, that amount should be at least multiplied by four. 
It is too small, sir, for a proper compensation of the attorneys in this 
particular case. In addition to that we have but to look over the re- 
port of the Attorney-General and we will see that special attorneys 
are employed, and necessarily so, in other litigations in which the Goy- 
ernment is largely interested. One suit in the State of California 
alone involves the interest of the Government to the extent of some 
two million of dollars, and we see by the report that Mr. D. M. Delmas, 
a lawyer of eminent ability in San Francisco, has been employed at a 
rate of compensation fixed at $100 a day. 

___ The PEEN The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expire 

Mr. OATES. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, sir, from the very character of that suit, which is instituted to 
recover damages of the Nevada Lumber Company for cutting timber 

_ and trespassing upon the lands of the United States, vast numbers of 
witnesses will be called upon to testify. During the present session 
money has been appropriated to pay for land surveys in order to have 
correct and accurate evidence in the case. There will be hundreds of 
witnesses, and it will take many days in time to posre the suit, 
bg a large amount of money to pay the necessary expe 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriation of $10,000, 1 repeat, is rae wily in- 
sufficient to meet the expenses necessarily involved in these cases alone; 
and the Government ought not to trust entirely to the ability of the 
district attorney in the prosecution of cases involving such vast in- 
terests. 

But a few words now in reference to the telephone litigation. I be- 
lieve I am the only member upon this floor who was en in the 
special investigation of the telephone matters for about four months, 
under a resolution adopted by the last Congress. I ought to know 
something of the litigation which has been instituted in those cases; 
but it is sufficient to say at present that the first suit brought at the 
instance of the Solicitor-General, Mr. Goode, was dismissed, it was un- 
derstood at the instance of the President, because it had not been re- 
ferred to the Department of the Interior, which was the practice then 
prevailing. 

Then another application was made, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior summoned both his assistant and the Commissioner of Patents, and 
invited the Bell Telephone Company with the other competing companies 
interested to appear, all of whom came before them, and they had a 
hearing day after day, represented on both sides by the ablest counsel 
in the United States for a long time. Testimony was taken which 
penn a volume of many hundreds of ; and after this full inves- 

igation by these officials, and after the First Assistant and the Com- 

missioner of Patents all delivering opinions without consultation to 
the Secretary of the Interior, they were all of opinion, as well as the 
Secretary himself, that this suit ought to be brought in the interest of 
the people at large, on the allegation of facts tending to show that the 
patent was obtained by fraud, that it was not the invention of the 
original patentee, and that therefore a great monopoly with an aggre- 
gated capital amounting to some two hundred millions of money 
ought not to be permitted to continue its business if these allegations 
were true. And it was but just to the people of the United States 
that a suit should be brought at the instance of the Government, that 
being the only character of suit in which there could be an annulment 
of the patent in such a case. 

In the other suits that had been brought and were pending in the 
Supreme Court, but which were recently decided, they were brought 
under the law which permitted them only for infringement, and the 
main question underlying was incidentally and not directly involved, 
and has never yet been decided. That question has never as yet been 
decided, important though it may be, by the Supreme Court; and 
while this committee deny to the Acting Attorney-General, Mr. Jenks, 
a sufficient sum of money to retain the services of efficient counsel in 
order to prosecute that suit to a final termination there can be no de- 
cision. It seems to me most unwise. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN] complains that 
some $40,000 have already been paid to counsel. Well, suppose it be 
true that $40,000 has been paid to counsel; suppose that a greater 
amount was paid than ought to have been paid i in the judgment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that is no reason to stop here and 
deny an appropriation which would be practically ordering a dismissal 
of the cases on the part of the Government. But we should appropri- 
ate money enough to enable the Acting Attorney-General in that matter 
to prosecute the case to a final decision, as well as the other important 
suit to which I have called attention in California, and several minor 
ones, for which the sum of $10,000 here appropriated is utterly insuffi- 
cient, 


Mr. RANDALL. I can state to the House that there was paid about 
$40,000; andas I understand it there is a deficiency asked for onaccount of 
assistant attorneys of $25,000more. Now, it occurred tomethatamount 
mightnotgo tothe regular assistant attorneys but to thespecial assistants, 
How much it will be I do not know because I have not examined the 
papers; but it occurs to me that $40,000 to these attorneys is sufficient 
compensation to enable them to pursue this case to the end, in connec- 
tion with what is here provided for. We have divided the appropria- 
tion so that the amount provided for the regular assistants shall not be 
disturbed, and separate provision is made for the special attorneys. I 
think $10,000 is quite adequate for that purpose. We do not know or 
believe that a case is likely to occur again of so great magnitude as the 
one to which the gentleman has alluded. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is doubtless aware 
of what I stated I knew unofficially, that the services of Mr. Lowrey 
and Mr. Goode have ceased. Mr. Goode has been paid in full. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave a letter here, dated March 8, from the De- 
partment of Justice, which, after reciting that $38,591.74 has been paid, 
says the balance unpaid, as near as can be stated or estimated, is as fol- 
lows: To John Goode, $5,000-—— 

Mr. OATES. Not $5,000. 

Mr. RANDALL, No; six days at the rate of $5,000. The amount 
due to Mr, Lowrey is $911. Theletter goes on tostate that Hon. A. G. 
Thurman has not rendered his bill for services in the case at Boston. 
This shows there must be some balance due. 

Mr. OATES. Doubtless there is some balance due; but the two gen- 
tlemen to whom I have referred, Goode and Lowrey, have ceased their 
connection with thecase. Probably Judge Thurman’s connection will 
terminate also. 

Mr. RANDALL. We thought $10,000 was enough for this purpose. 

Mr. OATES. When you examine the contracts existing as to the 
other attorneys — 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say, in justiceto the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES], that I confirm his statement that the Attorney- 
General has had no connection whatever with the cases; that all the 
procordings have been conducted wodor the direction of the Solicitor- 
Gene 

Mr. OATES. The Solicitor-General has had charge of all the pro- 


ceedings. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whether the Solicitor-General conferred with any 
other officer of the Government or not I do not know. It has been in- 
timated he did. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the pending question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to strike opt lines 7, 8, and 9. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am opposed to the motion tostrike out. When 
opportunity is given I want to move to increase the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irenew it. I agree with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama in what he has to say in reference to the importance of the case 
of the United States against the Bell Telephone Company; but I take 
issue with him when he proposes to defend the immensely large sums 
of fees charged by these special attorneys, and more particularly the 
fees charged by Mr. Lowrey. 

I say his claim is wholly unjustifiable. He charged $500 for attor- 
ney fees while attending court at Cincinnati—$100 a day while there— 
besides $8 a day for hotel expenses, and $171.50 for traveling expenses 
to and from Cincinnati for himself and clerk. This charge is beyond all 
reason, and I hope the House will refuse to appropriate any further 
money with which to meet his demands. I would like to know, Mr. 
Chairman, by’ what authority these special attorneys are employed 
through the Solicitor-General. If I correctly understand the act ot 
1870, under which these attorneys are employed, they can only be em- 
ployed by the Attorney-General himself. No compensation can be 
allowed to any person besides the respective district attorneys and as- 
sistant district attorneys for service as attorney or counsel to the United 
States or to any branch or department of the Government, except in 
cases specially authorized by law, and then only on the certificate of 
the Attorney-General that such services were actually rendered, and 
that the same could not be performed by the Attorney-General or So- 
licitor-General, or the officers of the Department of Justice, or by the 
district attorneys. 

I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, whether the district attorneys 
representing the Government in the different districts of the United 
States, together with their assistants, are incapable of properly repre- 
senting the Government in these suits? Is it true that the Attorney- 
General with his corps of able assistants or deputy attorneys-general, 
with the Solicitor-General and his assistants, can not perform this work? 
As I understand the law, the Solicitor-General, or any officer of the De- 
partment of Justice, may be sent by the Attorney-General to any State 
or district in the United States to attend to the interests of the United 
States in any suit pending in any of the courts of the United States or 
in the courts of any State. Why can not the Solicitor-General or some 
other officer of the Department of Justice be sent into the different 
States or districts of the United States where suits are pending in which 
the United States have an interest, and assist the United States district 
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attorneys where they are incapable properly to represent the interests 
ofthe Government? Thus theseextraordinary expenses might be saved 
to the people. Forty thousand dollars to $60,000 for special counsel 
fees in a single case is entirely too much, and can not be regarded as 
proper economy in the management of the Department of Justice under 
this Administration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On examining the report of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to which I was referred, I find there is scarcely any information 
fgrnished upon the point about which I inquired. The names of the 
special counsel are stated, but that is all. There is no statement of 
what is paid them. The statement is that compensation is to be fixed 
by the Department of Justice. Now, as is well understood, in this 
Hall for some time past, and to-day as we have been sitting here, the 
thermometer has mounted up into the nineties. But when the sug- 
gestion was made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that 
the Attorney-General was not responsible for the origin or conduct of 
this legislation, and the Solicitor-General alone was responsible, the 
suggestion struck this House with such a degree of refreshing coolness 
that the thermometer fell 10° instanter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, as remarks upon this side of the House 
have had such a beneficial effect upon the weather, we will have a few 
more. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. OATES. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ten thousand ”’ 
and inserting ‘‘forty thousand.’’ This appropriation will be available 
in part to the use of the Solicitor-General, acting as Attorney-General 
in the prosecution of the telephone suit, and in part to the use of the 
Attorney-General in cases where he has seen proper or thought it neces- 
sary to employ assistants to district attorneys, particularly in the case 
that I have referred to in California, involving $2,000,000. 

That is a suit against a solvent company entirely able to respond in 
damages, a suit requested by the Interior Department, in the first place, 
by Commissioner Sparks, and the Attorney-General saw proper in bring- 
ing a suit of that magnitude against a company with unlimited means, 
a company which employs attorneys of the very highest ability to de- 
fend that suit, and pays them, no doubt, more than the total amount 
I propose to appropriate in this bill—$40,000. The Attorney-General, 
I say, saw proper in bringing that suit to employ assistants. Could 
the Government safely rely upon the district attorney alone to pros- 
ecute such a case as that? Why, it would have been folly to have done 
it. On the contrary, it was wise to employ the very best ability that 
could be obtained. 

That has been done, and in view of the length of time necessary for 
the trial of the cause (of which we can judge by the number of wit- 
nesses subpoenaed and the character of the contest), the payment of 
one attorney receiving $100 a day would probably absorb the greater 
portion of this ten-thousand-dollar appropriation. And is that any- 
thing to the Government in a suit involving two millions? Why pur- 
sue a policy which will cramp the Department and limit it to the ex- 
penditure of $10,000 when, if there were no more than two suits of the 
character I have indicated, that amount would be quite inadequate, 
and we all know that there are a good many minor suits in which it 
is necessary to employ assistant counsel? Why, sir, attorneys of the 
ability and standing of those employed specially are men who would 
not accept the office of district attorney, men who earn $25,000 or 
$50,000 a year in their general practice, and you can not expect to ob- 
tain their services for a mere song. 

The Government when it employs their services must expect to pay 
them reasonably, otherwise it will not be able to secure them. In the 
telephone suit all of the preliminaries, all of the details, have been 
already gone through with, and it is now in a shape to go before the 
Supreme Court for argument and consideration. Would it be wise to 
deny to the Acting Attorney-General in that case a sufficient amount of 
money toretain the counselalready employed for the proper presentation 
of the case before that court? With this meager appropriation, to be di- 
vided between that suit and the other suit in California, it could not 
be expected that the Solicitor-General would be able to retain the serv- 
ices of the counsel who have been in the telephone case from the be- 
ginning and who therefore ought to know all of its features and be able 
to argue it to so much greater advantage than any new men could possibly 
do. For these reasons, while I acquit the committee of all wrongful 
intention in the matter, I do insist that they have not attached the 
importance to this suject that it deserves, that they have not gone to 
the bottom of it as they should have done; and I believe that if they 
had done so they would have appreciated it properly and would have 
recommended a more adequate appropriation than $10,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will perhaps be surprised when I 
state that the expenditures of the Department of Justice for the cur- 
rent year are $350,000 greater than they have ever been before. 

Mr. OATES. I raise no question about the general expenditures of 
ne wacky This particular matter is what I have been speaking 
abou 


Mr. RANDALL. And I was almost inclined to say that instead of 
being the temple of justice, it seemed to be a sink of injustice.. The 
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citizen and his rights are trampled upon in every direction in this coun- 
try through processes of law, and there are ‘many members of this 
House—I doubt not some from the gentleman’s own State—who know- 
that what I say is true in regard to the prosecution of cases by the De- 
partment of Justice. Now, I do not want to be drawn into a discussion 
of what is adequate or inadequate pay for the attorneys in the telephone 
case, but I will say that the fees already paid to gentlemen engaged in 
that suit are large—not to characterize them in any stronger language— 
and I hope most sincerely that the House will not increase this appro- 
priation beyond the figure recommended by the committee. The com- 
mittee do not think it likely that any other such cases as those which 
have been mentioned will occur again; and if they do I incline to the 
opinion that there ought to be fewer attorneys employed and an an- 
nual compensation fixed where there is a prospect that the litigation 
will continue a sufficient length of time to justify it. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, if the general policy of the Depart- 
ment of Justice were in issue here, I might enter upon a discussion on 
that subject with my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]; but 
that is not the issue before the House, and I do not propose to enter 
into its discussion at this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not wish to reflect unjustly upon the Depart- 
ment of Justice in connection with these prosecutions in various sec- 
tions of the country, which ought never to have been entered upon; 
but I think the influence of the Department ought to be brought to 
bear upon these district attorneys and marshals who engage in these 
frivolous prosecutions, 

Mr. MCRAE. I would remind the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that deputy marshals have no authority to arrest people who have not 
been indicted without a warrant, and that such writs can only be 
issued by commissioners appointed by the courts to which they are 
amenable. The Attorney-General has no control of commissioners. 
If the courts know of the evil complained of, they have the power to 
correct it by removing the present and appointing better commissioners. 

Mr. OATES. The only complaints I have heard in my State are 
against some of the commissioners and deputy marshals, and I do not 
know whether they are true or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be that I do injustice tothe district attor- 
neys, but it does seem to me that in Alabama, Georgia, and other States 
as to which I have had occasion to make examination, many of these 
prosecutions have been altogether without justification. 

Mr. OATES. I can only say as to the two district attorneys in my 
State that Iam personally well acquainted with both of them; that 
they are upright, conscientious gentlemen, as well as men of ability, 
and I do not think either of them would do anything wrong. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATES] by striking out “ forty °’ and insert- 
ing “‘ fifty.” Iam advised, Mr. Chairman, that the Solicitor-General 
of the United States—a gentleman personally known to almost every 
member of this House, especially those on thisside, he having formerly 
been a member here; a gentleman of the highest character and abil- 
ity—is of the opinion that the sum of $50,000 is required for this 
service. He is charged with the duty of representing the United States 
in all contested cases and with the responsibility of employing such 
necessary assistance as he may think requisite. Although the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has reported only $10,000 for this service, I 
think that at least$50,000 has usually been expended for special counsel. 
The nature of the business intrusted to these special counsel is such 
as to require the very first talent in the country. 

I call the attention of the committee to some of the suits which were 
pending during the last fiscal year, as recited in the annual report of 
the Attorney-General for 1887. I find many others: the case of The 
United States vs. The Sierra Lumber Company, in the northern district 
of California; the case of The United States vs. The Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company; the suit to establish title to the Potomac Flats; the 
case of The United States vs. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
the Montana Improvement Company, et al.; the case of The United 
States vs. The Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad Company; the 
Bell Telephone cases; the Election cases, as they were called in Mis- 
souri, and also in the western district of Texas; certain cases before 
United States commissioner at Las Cruces; the case in which the East- 
ern Band of Cherokee Indians were concerned; the Fidelty Bank 
cases in Cincinnati; the case of The United States vs. The Perpetual 
poganag Fund Company and Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 

ints. 

Mr. OATES. That was not only one case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, there were a number of cases of that kind. 
Another of these cases is that of the United States against the Frontier 
Land and Cattle Company; another is the United States against the 
North Crow Land and Cattle Company. 

These were cases pending during the last year, for which the De- 
partment of Justice deemed special counsel necessary; and the impor- 
tance of the cases, together with the amounts involved, is such, it seems 
to me, as to justify, nay, require the employment of the very best 
counsel in the country to represent the United States. Such counsel 
can not be employed if the Committee of the Whole adheres to the rec- 
ommendations of the Committee on Appropriations and allows but 
$10,000 for this purpose. 
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Mr. RANDALL, You underrate the qualifications of the district 
attorneys, some of whem I know are as competent as any attorneys 
who could be employed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend underrates the Solicitor-General’s abil- 
ity and his knowledge of the needs of the service. Iam satisfied that 
this gentleman, who is well known to all of us, has the interests of 
the United States at heart and desires that they shall be subserved in 
these matters. He would not sanction the expenditure of a single 

dollar unless the public interest required it. If there is ope man in 
the public service who is more entitled to our confidence than another, 
it is Solicitor-General Jenks. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I fully concur with the 

. [Mr. SPRINGER] in what he has to say about § 
Nobody can say anything against his character. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And nobody cansay anything againstit. Yethe 
is of opinion that $50,000 is required for thisservice, and I aminclined 
to take his recommendation on a question of this kind, even against 
that of the Appropriations Committee, although asa rule, and in almost 
every case, I have stood by that committee even against my own judg- 
ment, knowing that their judgment was better than mine. Butin this 
case, to which I have paid some personal attention, I think the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] should be agreed 
to. I therefore ask permission to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last 
word, 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
remarks, in connection with the pending proposition, although not in 
logical connection with it, that the expenditures of the Department of 
Justice have largely exceeded the expenditures of that Department for 
any previous yearin our history, and furthermore, that the policy of that 
Department is one of great injusticeand oppression to our own citizens. 

Mr. RANDALL. I intended to make no charge against this Depart- 
ment of Justice, but only against the officials in that Department. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not see any difference as 
to whether it is the Department of Justice, as you stated, or its offi- 
cials who compose it who are now charged with being guilty of op- 
pression and injustice to our own citizens. That is the proposition of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is my belief. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You stated it and I have no 
doubt that is your belief. You do not mean to dispute that you stated 
it just as I have said. We understand each other. 

When the gentleman from Pennsylvania brings in a statement of that 
character, and especially when it is in no wise germane to the proposi- 
tion under consideration, I think it is proper that he should give us 
the particulars. I think we need to know how and why and where 
the Department of Justice of this Government is made a department 
of injustice to the citizens of this country. Let us know who is to 
blame. I do not believe in permitting a matter of that kind to go un- 
challenged or uninvestigated. I have no knowledge of such injustice 
or breaches of duty myself, but it seems the gentleman has, and if it 
exists it should not be permitted to go nebo fh 9 and I trust the gen- 
tleman will make good his serious charge against this administration 
if it be true, and also explain how and why expenditures in this De- 
partment have been increased. We want something more than mere 

We want the facts. 

The gentlemanfrom New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ], who is generally 
here in his seat on the other side, and who seems to cover the whole 
of that side of the House, remnarked-—— 

A MEMBER. He is over here on the Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from New 
Jersey remarked that the Attorney-General had something to do. with 
bringing what is called the telephone suit. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The tleman misrepresents me. What I 
stated was, that the suggestion that the Solicitor-General and not the 
Attorney-General was responsible for the institution of this suit was 
very cool and refreshing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Which is the same thing. 

Now, sir, that responsibility, no matter to whom the responsibility at- 
taches, is an honorable responsibility. It is an honorable and dutiful 
responsibility. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Had not the gentleman better address his re- 
marks to the gentleman from Alabama, and not to myself? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not at all, sir, because the 
gentleman from Alabama did not make his remarks in the spirit that 
you did, nor did he state or imply a charge. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey were conceived and expressed in a spirit of 
fault-finding and as a carping critic. He does not have the impression 
that it is an honorable responsibility. 

Now, as to the matter of fact, regardless of the spirit and purport of 
the remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey. That statement has 
often been made, and it has nowhere been attempted to be proved that 
the Attorney-General had anything to do with the institution of the 
suit, and however much the gentleman from New Jersey may carp he 
will not now rise in his place and even attempt to prove that the At- 
torney-General had anything to do with the bringing of the suit. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam willing to concede, if the gentleman thinks 


gentleman from Illinois 
licitor-General Jenks. 


it is necessary, that the Attorney-General has nothing to do with the 
running of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He will say it because he is 
unwilling todo justice to any one under this Administration. Hesim- 
ply makes his insinuations, but he does not and he will not attempt 
to substantiate them, because he knows they are the mere vaporings 
of animosity, and that they can not be substantiated. 

When we have suits of this character we know we need to guard 
against extravagant and unreasonable employment of special counsel. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I should like to have one min- 
ute more. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the Chair will recognize me I will yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Onesentencein addition. Our 
side of the House has made charges in times past, and perhaps with 
some measure of injustice—for it is the tendency of those in polities to 
find fault with their opponents—charging the administration of the 
other party with excessive expenditures in these or similar cases; 
and while we need to guard against excessive expenditures, we know 
there is parsimony, unwisdom, and injustice in any policy that utterly 
defeats the endsof justice. We have this case on hand, and we should 
carefully measure what would be suitable private compensation ina 
case of similar interest and importance, and so long as the demands of 
the Government are not in excess of that rule we ought to grant it. 

And that economy which withholds what is necessary for the em- 
ployment of proper counsel for the Government and the people can be 
made one of the most fruitful means to defeat the ends of justice and 
to actually establish the supremacy of the rascalities and monopolies 
which we ought to be seeking to prevent and destroy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will assume the pro forma amendment 
to be withdrawn, 

Mr. OATES. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, I purposely did not attempt to enter into any argu- 
ment by way of reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania in regard 
to the general management of the Department of Justice, nor do Icon- 
ceive that question to be involved in this discussion. I have not heard 

bo ar mplaint of it heretofore, and have not investigated so that Iam 

iently informed to givean opinion upon the question. I have had 
faith in the head of that Department, and have yet; and have not, 
therefore, investigated it. 

I address myself to the point before the committee, the amount of 
the appropriation for assistants to district attorneys. 

Now, sir, with reference to the employment of these assistants in the 
prosecution of the telephone suits, I have in my hand a copy of a letter 
furnished by Solicitor-General Jenks to Mr. RANDALL, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, which explains in detail all of the ex- 
penditures that have been made, how much money has been paid, and 
what contracts are still existing; and I desire to have it read at the 
Clerk’s desk in my time. I invite the attention of the members of the 
committee to the reading of this letter, so that they will have full in- 
formation from that officer, who seems disposed by his acts to econo- 
mize as far as possible in the proper Í presye berg of this question. 

I ask the Clerk to read the letter 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF Jusrice, Washington, March 8, 1888. 
Sm: In answer to yours of the 28th of February, addressed to the Attornay- 
General, concerning the case of the United States vs. The American Bell Tele- 
phone Company and others, which is under as Acting Attorn 
eral, and referring to Hones. ean a 
ment “show when the el be 0d counsel 
gan, the amount of money. w has Sean paid to each upto date, and the 


amount to which each is entitled under the terms of employment. the 
beginning thereof up to this time,” you are informed that the 
bobs of the suit to which your communication 


tary of th m terior afte limi hearin, hich, i fis judy, 
of the In r ra minary w „in g- 
ai, demanded the in we Seer of the Gove: y 
the United States. It was Oee aaron 
were 


agents; process was 
SSA and served, The case argument, the court 
dismissed the bill without prejudice for want of jurisdiction in that district. 
The counsel employed in case to assist the United States attorney for that 
district, and the amounts paid to each, were as follows: 
Hunton & Chandler, appointed vere 1, mers Beg a compensation 
of $5,000 for services in that case and tra ng expenses, in pur- 
suance of which they were paid in fall. eben Sipe ee 
C.S. Whitman, appointed February 1, 1886, ata wt ass ena $3,000 
for that suit and actual ae deanaantann’ "traveling Opna, rin 
which he was 7 New Y in full ... pesse 


$5,309.10 


sary traveling expenses, ler w! paid...... 11,898. 60 
Hon. A. G. Thurman SARE DN re ‘ebruary 19, 1886, 
$1,000 and such further co mpensation as might be determined, and 


m oas thereo PETERR 

Hon. ohn Goode having on the 10th of Aug t, 1886, retired from 
the office of reagan Ze and through the whole course 
of the litigation, charge o f the case, w on or about 20th of 
September following was fixed for final argument, was, on the 13th 
traveling expenses, not to at an annual compensa’ mg og ed 
eal ta er an to arsane $250 per year, ar, under which he was 


err eo 


4,629.95 


2, 485. 60 


3,162.40 
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These amounts comprise the full compensation, so far as I haye any knowl- 
edge, in that case. 

After the dismissal of the bill in the southern district of Ohio, the Bell Tele- 
pe Company being a corporation organized under the laws of the State ot 

Iassachusetts, & bill was filed in the circuit court of the United States for the 
district of Massachusetts, on which ponies wee issued and served, and the cause 
was brought on to hearing, when, r argument, the court dismissed the bill, 
from which decree an appeal is now pending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. The bill was filed in the case last named on the 13th of January, 
1887. The same counsel were employed as were concerned in the previous case, 
with the addition of W. C. Strawbridge, of Philadelphia, as follows: 


G. P. Lowrey, appointed January 18, 1887, on the same termsas in pre- 
vious case, except without additional retaining fee, He partici- 
pated in the argument on final hearing in Boston. As the labor 

neumbent on him in preparation, except for final argument, was 
supplied la y by Mr. Strawbridge, his bill is probably confined 
to the actual preparation for and final argument. He has been 
paid nothing under this appointment. He has rendered his bill to 
the 14th of June, 1887. It aggregates. .............ececcsescesseeseenecesssen nesses 
This has not been paid. No bill has been rendered since that 
date, and I am not aware of any performance of services on his part 
after the date fixed in the bill last referred to. 

Hon. A.G. Thurman was appointed on the 18th of January, 1887, on 
the same terms as his previous appolniment He partici ted in 
Bo argument on the final hearing in Boston, but has rendered no 
bill. 

Hunton & Chandler were operon on the 18th of January, 1887, at a 
compensation of $5,000 for their entire services in this case, or any 
other which may hereafter be brought for the same tn} ae $3,000 
to be gas on or after July 1, 1887, the balance on the final deter- 
mination of the suit or suits, with actual and necessary traveling 
ZE reae They have been paid in full to date, including expenses.. 

W. Ò. Strawbridge was employed on thé 18th of January, 1887, at a 
compensation of $1,000 for all services in this suit or any which 
may be prone’ for the same purpose, and necessary ses. He 
has id in full to date, including expenses, so far as rendered 

Of this $90.91 was paid out of the appropriation for 1588, the bal- 
ance out of that for 1887. 

0. S. Whitman was employed January 18, 1887, at a compensation of 
$3,000 for services in this suit and any other which might be brought 
for the same purpose, and traveling expenses. He has been paid to 
date, on this appointment, out of the appropriation for 1697 ............ 

Hon. John Goode was employed January 18, 1887, at a compensation 
of $5,000 per year, and necessary traveling expenses, not to exceed 
$250 per year, payable quarterly. He has been paid in full to the 
TBD OF a LOBB A costes ed E A cas eactay sacisencbaencaveionsasshsveesocee a 

He resigned January 24, 1888. His account for the last six days, at 
the rate aforesaid, has not been presented or settled. 


RECAPITULATION, 


$911.20 


3,114.70 


1, 283. 64 


Total paid to G. P. Lowrey in both cases. 11, 898. 60 
Total paid to Hon, A. G. Thurman in both cases. 4, 629.95 
Total paid to Hunton & Chandler in both cases.. 8, 423. 80 
Total paid to C., S. Whitman in both eases....... 4,744.90 
‘Total paid to Hon. John Goode in both cases... 7,610. 86 
Total paid to W. O. Strawbridge.............ccsessscesseceseseseeesseeencsessncensneese ~ 1,283.64 

DONO sii atdeeascaceny E e TE IT A E A E A E E A IN 38,591. 74 


The balance unpaid, as nearly as I can estimate, is: 

To Hon, John Goode, six days, at the rate of £5,000 per year. 

To G. P. Lowrey, as above stated, $911. 20. 

To Hon. A. G. Thurman, bill not rendered for services in cause at Boston. 


It may be proper to state that the jintments of the several assistant at- 
torneys in the case in Ohio, except the Hon. John Goode, were made by him as 
acting Attorney-General in e of the case. His appointment in that case, 
as well as the appointments of all the assistant attorneys in the case in 
nee were eer ey me as acting Attorney-General in charge of the cases. 

coo = G. A. JENKS, 
Solicttor-General and Acting Altorney-General in this case. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman of the Committee on A ns, 
House of esentatives, 

[During the reading of the foregoing the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCREARY was e 

Mr. HOOKER. If I can be recognized, I will yield the time to the 
gentleman from Alabama to complete the reading of that communica- 
tion. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will yield for that purpose with the understand- 
ing that I may next be recognized. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the letter as above. 

Mr. MCCREARY rose, 

Mr. RANDALL. I want five minutes—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I believe it was understood that I was to be rec- 
ognized next. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to suggest that debate close in five minutes? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; but I want to be heard for five minutes on 
this proposition. 

Mr. McCREARY. For three days during the consideration of this 
bill I have voted with the Committee on Appropriations which framed 
it, but I believe the Committee on Appropriations is mistaken in the 
Appropriation recommended in the paragraph under consideration. The 
bill provides: : 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys who are em- 
ployed by the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in special cases, $10,000. 

Now, sir, in the light of the report which has just been read at the 
instance of the gentleman from Alabama showing that during the last 
year it was necessary to have about $38,000 in order to pay these nec- 
essary expenses, Iam convinced that $10,000 is not enough. It has 
been the rule heretofore to make an appropriation for district attorneys 
and assistant district attorneys in the same paragraph, but at thistime 
the Committee on Appropriations propose to make an appropriation 


for employment of attorneys in special cases in a separate paragraph 
and only allow $10,000. That sum is so insignificant, it is so utterly 
inadequate, that the Attorney-General will be unable to employ such 
assistant attorneys in important cases as are certain to be needed. The 
Attorney-General was compelled toemploy assistants lastyearin many 
important cases. 

I hold in my hand the annual report of the Attorney-General for the 
year 1887, and it appears that during the last year there were forty-six 
cases in which the Attorney-General deemed it to be his duty to em- 
ploy special assistants. It is known to all that the best lawyers in this. 
land are employed to prosecute claims against the United States Gov- 
ernment. If we expect to maintain the dignity of the United States, 
if we expect that the business of the United States shall in every case 
be properly understood and properly attended to, then we must employ 
lawyers of the highest order of legal talent to meet the first-class law- 
yers employed to prosecute suits against the Government, Therefore 
I say that if we appropriate anything at all it should be more than the 
sum provided in the bill. 

There were forty-six cases last year in which the Government was a 
party, and in which special counsel or assistants to the district at- 
torneys were employed, cases distributed amongst the States and Ter- 
ritories as follows: In Alabama, California, Colorado, Dakota, District 
of Columbia, Idaho, Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, Missouri, New Mexico, North Carolina, Ohio, Texas, Utah, Vir- 
ginia, Washington, and Wyoming. The business extended, it will be 
seen, to almost every part of our vast country. Iam in favor of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. I 
believe we should appropriate $40,000. I believe that is the proper 
amount to appropriate, and it is about what was expended the past 
year, and I do not believe it is too large now. Ifitis not needed it 
will not be expended. 

Mr. Chairman, I haveconfidencein the Solicitor-General of the United 
States. Mr. Jenks is not only one of the ablest lawyers we have, but 
he stands out conspicuously before this country for honesty, energy, 
and fidelity toduty. Hebelievesthat we should appropriate more than 
the sum s by the committee. I have confidence in the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States. I do not believe we have had a more 
faithful, efficient, or able Attorney-General at any time in the history 
of our Republic than the distinguished and worthy Attorney-General 
now in office. Iam willing, therefore, to intrust to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, or to the Solicitor-General when necessary, the employment of 
assistants when they are required. They will only use the amount of 
money that is necessary in such cases. If you should appropriate too 
much they will only expend what is necessary, and the residue will be 
left to be used as needed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE] a moment ago seemed to criticise my statement as to the ex- 
penses of the Department of Justice during the current year having 
been in excess by about $350,000 of those in former years. I havea 
table here, which accompanies the urgent deficiency report, showing 
the expenditures for the Department of Justice and its courts since 
1878. The amount I am able to find in any other year is 
$3,385,000, while the expenditures for the current year 1888 were 
$3,574,400. There is a deficiency of $150,000, making the total ot 
$3,724,400. When the appropriation is expended and the deficiency 
is given it will cost the Government of the United States about $350,- 
000 in excess of any former year. 

Now, as to the next point, whether any citizens are improperly ar- 
rested, detained, and harassed at home or elsewhere. I want to direct 
the gentleman’s attention to the report of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations prepared by General BURNES, of Missouri, and to a paragraph of 
that report which went undisputed, and was emphasized on this floor 
by the gentleman himself. I will ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But the most painful and deplorable part of this subject has relation to the 
wrongs and outrages perpetrated, under the forms of law, upon poor and oft- 
times ignorant men by deputy United States marshals and others, because of 
some mere technical or petty misdemeanor, in order that a color of 
right may appear for retaining money of the United States for extrao 
expert of witnesses and others, If the prodigal waste under this head were 
only the loss of money to the United States the injury would be inconsiderable 
as compared with the personal wrongs upon individual citizens perpetrated 
merely as a basis for large expenditures, e system now, and for years exist- 
ing, peys a premium for cupidity and encourages assaults upon the body of the 
peop’ 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, in addition, I have derived information from 
statements of members on this floor from Georgia, from Tennessee, from 
Alabama, and from other States. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. And from North Carolina. 

Mr. RANDALL. And my colleague on the left also says Pennsyl- 
vania. Iam not so familiar with prosecutions in that State as he is. 
This very day a member from North Carolina has appealed to me to 
permit an amendment to this bill which will go to prevent what I have 
characterized as t injustice. 

Mr. OATES, I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvaniaif all this 
com u which I have no doubt is very much exaggerated—— 
ALL. It may be, but still I hearit. 


5492 


Mr. OATES. Does it not arise from the vicious system of perqui- 


sites? 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe it does. Iam not saying how it arises. 
I am saying it exists. 

Mr. OATES. I think it exists only to a limited extent. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think, myself, a good deal of it is done by com- 
missioners and deputy marshals who thereby get fees. It is a fact that 
has come to my knowledge that these very ofticials have been rebuked 
by the judges of the courts wherein they acted. I can establish that 
fact beyond controversy. I sometimes feel it a duty to speak out. I 
pa always to speak out myself against those of my own party who 

o not do quite right, rather than permit the opposition to call atten- 
tion to such things and thereby secure some possible political advan- 


tage. 

Mr. MCRAE. You say these prosecutions are instigated by com- 
missioners who are rebuked by the court. Why does not the court 
remove them? They are appointed by the court. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can bring a reliable gentleman, a member of 
this House, to say that judges of the United States courts have from 
the bench rebuked these officers. I take it the officers are deputy 
marshals who employ people to swear out warrants before the com- 
missioners. 

Mr. MCRAE. The point I want to call attention to is that the com- 
missioners are appointed by the court, and the court has power to re- 
move the commissioners, if not the power to remove the deputy mar- 


shals. 
Mr. RANDALL, The commissioners are appointed by the circuit 
judges, and these prosecutions, I think, are mostly under district 


judges. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the present amendment is exhausted. 
The Chair understands the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro forma amendment. 
I hope the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama will be 
voted down. I have here a statement which I received from the Treas- 
ury Department, and desire to have it read in order to show that $40, - 
625.07 was paid to these special attorneys, leaving only a balance due 
Grosvenor P. Lowrey of $911.20. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 8, 1888. 
Sır: Inreply to your communication of the 3d inst., asking fora detailed state- 
ment of the accounts, rendered and approved by the Attorney-General, of the 
attorneys pag) by the Government in the prosecution of the suit for the 
invalidation of the Bel! Telephone patent, and the amounts paid thereon, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith copy of letter of the First Comptroller of the 7th 
instant, and statement therewith submitted. 
Respectfully yours, C.S. FAIRCHILD, 
Scerelary Treasury, 


Hon. W.H.Sownpen, 
House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1888. 

Sir: The letter of Hon. W. H. SowpEn to you of February 3, asking for a de- 
tailed statement of the accounts, rendered and approved by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, of the attorneys employed by the Government in the prosecution of the 
suit for the invalidation of the Bell Telephone patent, and the amounts paid 
Marpa, which you referred to me on the 4th instant for report, has been ex- 
amined. 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a summary of said accounts. If the 
particular items entering into any or all of these accounts should be required, 
the same will be prepared in this office; but the above is supposed to be all that 
will be necessary under the call made in the letter, 

The letter of Mr. SowDEN is herewith returned. 


Very res: ully 
T ANN M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


No. i 
of Name. Period embraced. F 3 br Total. 
report. mm 5 
96139 | C.S. Whitman ...........| Mar. 19 and 20,1886.....| 1886 ($1, 000.00 
98100 | ........do. $ t 30 to June 30, | 1896 900. 00 
Mar. 30 to Apr.8,1886.. 1886 | 47.65 
——] $1, 947. 65 
Sept.16 to 26, 1886. 1887 65. 50 
In December, 1886......| 1887 49.25 
$ oa ca O Saa; 1887 | 1,100.00 
Jan. 24, 1886, to Jan. 30,| 1887 | 1,582.50 
1887. cme |S 797. 25 
4,744.90 
96140 | Hunton & Chandler...) Mar, 20, 1886............-. 1886 | 2,000.00 
RR Daca mabe vosspbadbiewsaud Expenses June, 1886.) 1886 52.95 
{——| 2, 052.95 
.| Sept. 16 to Oct. 20, | 1887 | 19267. 85 
1886. 
“| Te obey a Jan. | 1887 | 2,041.25 
a| Jan. 19 to Jan, 30, | 1887 | 3,061.75 
A 6,370, 85 
8, 423. 80 


* Report No. 103949 not paid, appropriation being exhausted. 
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of Name, Period embraced. F g | Amount) Total, 
report, > ka p: A 
Grosvenor Lowrey.....| Apr. 2 to 7,1886... 
NETO |. cceesee Pe Dales Gone RE Apr.7toJunel4 
100436 |......... AD ccensese .| In full to Dec. 6, 1886...) 1887 
101951 },........ GO sisis Final compensation | 1887 
to Dec. 6, 1886. 
103949 foresees RUD ANEA Apr. 23 to June 14, 1887) 1887 


.| Mar, 23 to Apr. 5,1886.. 
.| Apr 5 to July 1, 1886... 


.| July 1 to July 24, 1886. 
.| Expenses July 1 to 
c, $1, 1886. 


s| Aug. 14 to Aug. 30, 1886 
.| Expenses to Aug. 30, 
1886 


.| Aug. 14 to Nov. 14, 1886) 
Expenses Dec., 1886... 
Novy. 13 to Dec. 9, 1886.. 
Mar. 11 to Mar. 15, 1887.) 
.| Jan. 18 to Apr. 18, 1887..| 
«| June 11 to June 20, 1887) 1 
..| Apr. 18 to June 30, 1887} 


«| July 1 to July 18, 1897.. 
.| July 18 to Oct. 18, 1887.. 
.| Oct. 18 to Jan, 18, 1887.. 


as 


BEE|Balegee a8 
SRSSRSS 


883 
E 
8 


2, 744. 57 
7, 610. 85 


-| Mar.2 to Apr. 8, 1886... 
.| Suspended 96729... .... 


.| Apr. 14 to June 28, 1885 
Jan, 22.to Feb., 1887....| 1887 | ss.ssssessss.. 
A AT Dec. 3 to Dec. 8, 1886...| 1887 |. 
otas March 15 to 23, 1886....| 1886 |.. 
.| May 5to June 30, 1886.| 1886 |... 
.| July 1 to Aug. 9, 1886..) 1887 


.| July 31 to Aug. 3, 1886.. 


99334 | F, M. Adams............... To October 5, 1886...... 1887 |. 
105806 | Molecular Telephone | Nov. 30, , to Jan. | 1887 [...ssesssssess> 
Company. 3, 1887. 
108614 | W.O. Strawbridge..... Jan. 22 to June 24,1887..| 1887 
WOKGGS Eis star AO i cssncecovsnesenceoens July 1 to July 19, 1887..| 1888 


99371 


.| Sept. 17 to Sept, 22, 
1886, 


*Report No. 103949 not paid, appropriation being exhausted. 
+ No. 98403 was approved by Department of Justice for $2, 815, 45, 


RECAPITULATION. 


C. S. Whitman, attorney 
Hunton & Chandler, attorneys . 
Grosvenor P. Lowrey, attorney. 
John Goode, attorney............. 
Allen G. Thurman, attorney.. 
W. C. Strawbridge, attorney.. 


G. A, Jenks, attorney........... 41.50 

pag fest Kumler, attorney.. 48.00 

C. F. Brackett, professor of p! 1, 482, 26 

Albert Stetson, stenographer. 540.00 
F.M. A stenographer.. 30. 

840. 89 

50. 14 

Total amount allowed ...........10:.ccsorseessseccscersrenevseseyescsesserensesens seiso 41, 536. 23 

Deduct amount allowed but not paid for lack of funds, namely 
Grosvenor P. LOWeY..........:cc.sccwscrssecsvecneerasearncccesasnncepeerssenneses.renscacsesse 911,20 


Total amount paid to date...... snesen sssssesessss sesssssene kanas daspo vn sssoanhstannter 40, 625.03 


Mr. SOWDEN. This statement clearly exhibits the fact that $40,- 
625.03 has already been paid to these special attorneys, and that there 
is a balance of $911.20 still due to Mr. Lowrey. Now I want to know 
from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] why he proposes to 
increase the amount already provided for in the appropriation bill 
under consideration? Why make it $40,000? Who are the special 
attorneys that are still unpaid, either in this particular case or any 
other? Have they not all been provided for in previous appropriation 
bills? Did not the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] say that 
their services have been substantially dispensed with, and that they 
are no longer engaged in the service of the Government? From the 


letter of the Solivitor-General I infer that Mr. Lowrey is entitled to 
receive no other money than this balance of $911.20. 


1888. ` 
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Mr. OATES. This is not a deficiency bill, and we are not discuss- 


iog waat has been paid in the past. 
3 . No, sir; we are discussing what is due these attor- 
neys. 

Mr. OATES. Notatall. Thisappropriation is not intended to pay 
what may now be due to anybody. 

Mr. SOWDEN,. Oh! then this is to provide for future instances of 
this character. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not know whether of this character or of what 
character. This appropriation is to be used at the discretion of the 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
approves of the expenditure of money in this direction without limit. 

Mr. OATES. Without limit? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I have confidence in Solicitor Jenks, in his integrity 
and his economy. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Sohave I. I have as great faith in the integrity 
of the Solicitor-General as the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] 
can haye. There is no more able, honorable, and conscientious official 
in the public service than Solicitor-General Jenks. And I would not 
say an unkind word of the Attorney-General. He is one of the ablest 
officials that ever held the high and responsible office which he so ac- 
ceptably fills, My object is simply to call the attention of this House, 
and cularly this side of it, to the enormously large fees charged by 
Mr. Lowrey and the other special attorneys in the public service, with 
a view of correcting the evil, if possible, and cutting down these need- 
lessly extravagant expenditures. 

Mr. OATES. Further expenditure in this direction is entirely in 
his discretion, but I want enough money appropriated so that he may 
not be cramped for want of means for the employment of counsel to 
prosecute these suits if he thinks itis best for the Government thatas- 
sistant counsel should be employed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Unless some one else wishes to take the floor, I 
shall ask unanimous consent to limit debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. SowpEn] has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 want one minute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to occupy not to ex- 
ceed five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent that debate upon the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to fifteen 
minutes. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply want to state that the abuses which 
formerly existed in the administration of justice in the southern dis- 
trict of Illinois have been greatly lessened, if not entirely abated, and 
that while under a previous administration the expenses of the United 
States courts there aggregated over $80,000 a year, for the last year 
those expenses have amounted to only $56,000, showing that the friv- 
olous prosecutions to which reference has been made—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not refer to Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You referred generally to such prosecutions, and 
I say these figures show that in that State, at least, such prosecutions 
are no longer instituted, but that justice is administered there for the 
sake of justice by an honest Democrat. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will remember that when those 
matters were brought to public attention under a former administra- 
tion, I took care to characterize them in fitting terms. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. Isimply wanted to congratulatethe 
country upon the fact that in the State of Illinois, at least, the abuses 
which formerly existed have been remedied. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in commenting farther upon his charge that 
this Administration, through the Department of Justice, is acting with 
hardship and injustice toward the people of this country, goes now into 
a dissertation upon the system of internal-reyenue taxation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not recollect that I alluded to internal taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I thought the gentleman was 
alluding altogether to the question of collecting the spirit tax. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lalluded to the administration of the law in re- 
lation to all taxes, but the gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Was the gentleman speaking 
of the laws relating to customs taxes? 

Mr. RANDALL. Go on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood no such refer- 
ence, but I accept both. Now, sir, the gentleman has spoken of call- 
ing attention to the faults of our party and the faults of our Admin- 
istration, and first without limit, but even now the gentleman has not 
intimated that harsh and unnecessary procedures have not been limited 
and reduced under this Administration. 

I maintain that we have far fewer complaints, Just and unjust, under 
this Administration than we have had heretofore in regard to the exe- 


| 


cution of the revenue laws; for the people who pay the taxes have 
learned to know that a consistent, uniform, and maintained policy will 
be followed. 

Sir, there is harshness in connection with the collection of all taxes 
laid upon consumption, and indeed in the collection of taxes of every 
character. In reference to our customs taxation, those who seek to do 
illegal acts, those who correspond to the people who, under the inter- 
nal-revenue laws, sell without license or engage in illicit distilling— 
those who are known as smugglers—feel the hand of the law upon 
them, and have reason, like other violators of the law, to cry out with 

in. 
ayer sir, good citizens will sometimes fall under suspicion ina rigid 
and faithfal enforcement of the revenue laws, either in the interior or 
at the ports. We know that there are complaints of the searching of 
private baggage; and even the ladies who are passengers upon our ocean 
steamers are sometimes compelled to submit to the search of their per- 
sons by female officials of the Government in order that there may be 
no evasion of the customs duties. There must be travel. Can any- 
thing be more inquisitorial than this? But where is the case of undue 
injustice anywhere? It was charged. It is not cited. 

I hold, sir, that whatever may be the occasion of an increase of ex- 
penditures, it has yet to be pointed out that this arises from any im- 
proper cause; and indeed the cause and occasion, whatever it may be, 
has not yet been stated, as I trust it will be. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriatious is certainly fa- 
miliar with the occasions of the expenditures in these branches of the 
service, where, he says, there has been an increase in expenditure, Be- 
fore the incoming of the present Administration we made this country 
ring from one end to the other with the cry that the rascals were per- 
mitted to go unwhipped of justice; but, sir, when now we have been 
fairer with honest men and harsher with rascals, we find that we do 
not stop complaints, not even within the limits of our own party. Yet, 
too, when we have a summary of these attorneys employed as assistant 
counsel, far fewer in the total than under previous administrations were 
employed in cases of no greater magnitude, smaller also in the total of 
fees than were perhaps single fees in similar cases before, we have com- 
plaints without evidence, and we have what I call a pseudo-economy, 
which says that we must stop the necessary employment of talent and 
ability and let those whom we have said were the rascals of this coun- 
try go unwhipped of justice, to violate the law and marand upon pub- 
lic interests. I will not say this is the purpose. I do say it is the ef- 
fect. 

I trust the gentleman will not continue to ignore part of his charge, 
and to shift from officials to system the other, but will point out 
where these increases are, and will show the House where there has 
been any additional or failure to lessen the hardship, friction, or oppres- 
sion in the execution of the revenue laws, either in the interior or at 
the ports, I know that no one will be able to show that there has 
been any relaxation of that fair, even balance and undeviating justice 
which ought to characterize the administration of the laws of our coun- 


[Mr. OATES withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto is exhausted. 
The question recurred on Mr. OATES’S amendment. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 48. 
Mr. OATES. No quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Forney and Mr. OATES as tellers. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 37, 
noes 83. 
Mr. OATES. Iam satisfied no quorum is present, and will there- 
fore withdraw my point of no quoram. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McCREARY. I movetostrike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twenty.’’ 
I have so much confidence in the recommendation of the Attorney- 
General—— 
Mr. RANDALL. Debate is exhausted. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 53. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw my amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For fees of United States commissioners and justices of the peace acting as 
United States commissioners, $100,000. And no part of any money appropriated 
by this act shall be used to pay any fees to United States commissioners, mar- 
shals, or clerks for any warrant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prosecu- 
tions under the internal-revenue laws, unless the prosecution has been approved, 
either before or after such arrest, by the attorney of the United States in the 
district where the offense is alleged to have been committed or the prosecution 
is by indictment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 18, after the words “has been,” the following: 

“Commenced upon a sworn complaint setting forth the facts constituting the 
offense, and alleging them to be within the personal knowledge of affiant, or 


upon sworn compiaint of the collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, 
setting forth the facts upon information and belief, and,” 


I offer the following amend- 
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Mr. RANDALL. Is not that a change of the law? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No; I think it is nota change 
of the law, but, on the contrary, is in harmony with the law which we 
have passed at this session. 

Mr. RYAN. I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. It is in harmony with what 
has been enacted in legislation during this Congress. The object is to 
prevent frivolous prosecutions. It has been the practice to allow offi- 
cers to issue warrants on affidavits setting forth the facts to be on in- 
formation and belief. Whether malicious or otherwise, the result has 
been the accumulation of these prosecutions, greatly to the annoyance 
of the citizens. In one case, I am informed, more than thirty warrants 
were issued, which, upon investigation, resulted in only five being bound 
over to court. 

Now, this is only a sample of the frivolous prosecutions that are in- 
augurated by officials simply for the purpose of getting fees. They are 
paid their fees, it must be understood, whether the prosecution is well 
founded or not; hence there is a constant temptation for them, in order 
to earn improper fees, to institute proceedings against people; and what 
we ask is to make them swear to these facts of their own personal 
knowledge or have their informant do so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that that 
practice is being continued now ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I understand that to be the 
practice. In some places it is undoubtedly the practice on the part of 
these United States officers, supported by the Federal authorities. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I only wanted to know whether it was the case 
now or not. 

Mr. RYAN. Tinsist upon the point of order. This changes exist- 
ing law and is entirely new legislation. I may say, Mr. Chairman, 
that if that provision were to become a law there could be no com- 
plaints, if I understand it correctly, made against a wrong-doer, ex- 
cept by one who had personal knowledge of the fact. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. RYAN. Personal knowledge of the facts? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Of the facts, of course. 

Mr. RYAN. And it would simply be to allow criminals to go un- 
whipped of justice. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No, sir; just let me say to the 
gentleman, if the Chair will permit me a moment, that you can arrest 
persons charged with a violation of the law now upon information when 
the prosecution is instituted by a deputy collector, a collector, or rev- 
enue agent. My object is to prevent the deputy marshals or others 
from instituting suits for the purpose merely of getting the fees. . 

And, by the way, I take this position: The gentleman from Kansas 
says that the point of order he makes against my amendment is be- 
cause it is a change of existing law. But the very clause itself which 
the committee have put into this bill is new legislation, and the point 
of order not having been made against that, I have a right to offer an 
amendment which is germane to that provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. And the point of order can 
not lie against my amendment, since it was not made upon this clause 
of the pill which changes the existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatistrue. The gentleman is correct in that 

If the point of order had been made in regard to the clause, 
from lines 12 to 21, it would have been good, but not having been made 
against the clause, and it having been admitted to consideration by the 


~~ committee, itis proper to move any amendment which is germane to it. 


We are dealing with changes in existing law. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, And the point of order there- 
fore came too late. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think the amendment changes 
existing law. 

Mr. RYAN: Mr. Chairman, it has been the practice ever since the 
organization of the Government that officers or others might make com- 
plaint upon information or belief before commissioners or other officers 
having jurisdiction of the crime alleged. This proposes to change that 
entire practice, to change the iaw now so that if an officer is informed 
by a good and respectable man, or men, of the existence of an offense 
or crime he can not go before a justice of the peace or a commissioner 
and make complaint upon information and belief. I think itis a dan- 
gerous innovation, and one that should not be adopted. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. In response to what the gen- 
tleman from Kansas says, it is necessary, too, that some provision should 
be made to protect the people from the unjust demands which are made 
by these Government officers and others for the purpose of securing 
their fees. 

Mr. COWLES, The deputy collector, under existing law, is the only 
one who has a right to institute proceedings, as I understand the law 


now, and this amendment does not affect that right, but only requires 
an affidavit as to the facts alleged. 
Mr. RANDALL. Let the proposed amendment be read again. 
The amendment was again reported. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. The officers have the right to 
make the complaint. 

Mr. RYAN. Ah, the revenue agents; but the marshals can not, un- 
der your amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No, sir; and they ought not 
to he allowed todo so. I want to keep the deputy from doing 
that and harassing the citizens, and making frivolous complaints simply 
for the purpose of getting their fees; but let those from whom the: 
obtain the information make the affidavits on their own perso 
knowledge. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman refer to the deputy mar- 


shals? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir; and not only now, 
but under your administration they pursued the same policy. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I only wanted to know what officers the 
gentleman alluded to; and he need not get excited about it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Iam not excited; but I was 
only referring the gentleman to the fact that this is an abuse that is 
not of recent growth. It is an old thing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Because I understood the gentleman to say 
awhile ago, and to that I addressed my inquiry, that the deputy mar- 
shals of the United States were now pursuing that practice. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir, they are the ones 
who probably profit most by this practice, and I want to prohibit that; 
and also to break up the habit of other persons who obtain a part of 
these fees from being permitted to pursue that practice farther. 

“or COWLES. People who want to be witnesses and draw their 
per diem. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I supposed that the deputy marshals at present 
would not do such a thing. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask a vote on the amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 44, 
noes 43. 

Mr. RYAN. No quorum. I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. RYAN, and Mr. JOHXSTON of North Carolina, were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 43. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

: Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 93, line 19, after the word " by,” insert “the circuit or district judge or.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, No point of order lies. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to hear you. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then reserve the point. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will. 

M e BUCHANAN. That is all right. Let the point of order be re- 
serv: 

Mr. Chairman, as the paragraph stood in the bill originally it seemed 
to me it was as favorable to violatorsof the internal-revenue laws as 
any legislation by this House could be. An amendment has been 
adopted which makes it still more difficult to arrest such violators. It 
may be that substantial abuses exist. It may beit is not within the 
power of the Departmentof Justice to regulate by effective action those 
abuses. Ihave nothing to say in criticism of the amendment which 
has just been adopted. But as the provision now stands thusamended 
it is almost impossible to secure a warrant for the arrest of a real of- 
fender. Not only must the facts be sworn to of knowledge, 
but the prosecution must be approved of by the attorney of the United 
States. Now, I propose to go one step further, which will not injure 
innocent persons in the least, and ask that that approval may be either 
by the attorney or a circuit or district judge of the United States. It 
might be necessary to issue this warrant in a moment’s notice. The 
judge might be near by and the district attorney absent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I accept that amendment, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I simply want to add that I do not think the 
criminals of this country have all the rights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before we pass from the subject of United States 
district attorneys I wish to offer an amendment to line 2, page 93. I 
understood that leave was given to return to that point. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will reserve the point of order on the amend- 
ment until I hear it read. ~ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add after line 2, page 93: 

“In all proceedings or cases, civiland criminal, including prize cases, where 
fees or compensation of any d are now taxed against and paid by the United 
States for services of district rneys or their assistants, and in ajil such pro- 
ceedings or cases where services are performed by United States attorneys or 
their assistants in behalf of the United States, the costs are taxed against 
and paid by other parties than the United States, all such fees and com 
tion for such services shall be included in their emolument returns, and allsuch 
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fees as may be in excess of the amount of compensation now allowed by law 
shall be covered into the Treasury.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 
I want to get this bill through, and I know that an amendment of that 
character will occasion great delay in the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the substance of what was moved by the 
gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman from Indiana, but we 
could not agree upon the at thattime. I have now prepared 
this, and I hope the Clerk will read it again for the information of the 
committee, 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BYNUM. Myr. Chairman, that is clearly subject to the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLANCHARD). The gentleman will state 
the point of order. 

Mr. BYNUM. The Jaw already provides what fees district attor- 
neys are entitled to. The question is covered by sections 833 and 834 
of the Revised Statutes, with the exception of two statutory provisions, 
which allow these officers certain fees which are not included in the 
fees and emoluments returned. Section 825 provides— 


That there shall be taxed and paid to every district attorney 2 per cent. upon 


all moneys collected or real in any suit or peosentone ari under the 
revenue laws and conducted by him, in which Uni States is a party; 
which shall be in lieu of all costs and fees in such proceeding. 


Section 827 provides— 


That when a district attorney appears by direction of the Secretary or Solicitor 
of the Treasury on behalf of any officer of the revenue in any suit against such 


officer for any act done by him, ete., he shall be allowed such compensation as 


may arenes to by the court, and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
uy, 

Now, thisamendment would clearly make a change in these statutes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to this point. 
The law intended originally that the district attorney should receive 
a compensation not exceeding $6,000 a year. Five hundred dollars of 
it is paid in salary, and the remainder, so far as the fees of the office 
go, is paid in fees earned by him; and, notwithstanding the allowance 
of 2 per cent. in those revenue cases, the law provides that when the 
maximum of the district attorney is reached the balance shall be cov- 
ered into the Treasury. It was the intention of the law that all fees 
and emoluments in excess of $6,000 a year should be covered into the 
Treasury, and this amendment simply provides that that original in- 
tention of the law shall be carried out. If the aggregate emolument ex- 
ceeds that amount, it must be put in the emolument return to show 
what it was, and the excess above $6,000 must be covered into the 
Treasury. I hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] will not 
raise the point of order on this amendment, because it is simply carry- 
ing out the intention of the law at the time the compensation of these 
officials was fixed, and I have no doubt the gentleman will concede 
that $6,000 a year is enough. 

Mr. RYAN. Task to have the amendment read, 

‘Tne amendment was again read, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I contend that this amend- 
ment is in accordance with the law. I hold that that is the law now, 
but it has been construed differently by the Department, or rather, 
not by the Department, but by the attorneys in various localities who 
have refused to make returns of different kinds of fees which have been 
earned, and the Department has no official knowledge whatever of the 
amounts which they have received in that way. This amendment sim- 
ply ires the district attorney to comply with the law. 

Mr. RYAN. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois whether his 
améndment embraces all fees, allowances, and all other compensations 
to United States attorneys. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It embraces everything that they earn. 

Mr. RYAN. And provides that all those items shall be included in 
the emolument returns? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RYAN. And shall go to make up the maximum of $6,000 ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; and that all in excess of that amount shall 
be covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make any further 
argument, but simply to call the attention of the Chair to the statute. 
Here is whatis required by law to be returned as fees and emoluments, 
and the Chair will see that the statute especially excludes the fees men- 
tioned in two sections of the statute I read. Section 833 provides that— 

Every district attorney, clerk of a district court, clerk of a circuit court, and 
marshal shall, on the Ist day of January and July of each year, or within thirty 
days thereafter, make to the Attorney-General in such form ashe may prescribe 
a written return for the one-half year ending on said days, respectively, of all 
the fees and emoluments of his office, including necessary clerk-hire, together 
with the youchers for the payment of the same for such last half year. 

Then section 834 provides that— 

The preceding section shall not apply to fees and compensation allowed to 
district attorneys by sections 825 and 827 of the Revised Statutes. 

Now the gentleman’s amendment proposesto bring in the fees which 
are covered by sections 825 and 827 of the statute, and to make them 
a part of the fees and emoluments which district attorneys must in- 
clude in their accounts. 7 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you object to that? 


: Mr. BYNUM. I raise the point of order that it changes existing 
aw: 

Mr. OATES. The point of order may be well taken, but does not 
the gentleman think this a proper provision? 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not think this a proper place to legislate on such 
asubject. It is dangerous to amend the law in this hasty way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam very sorry that this point of order has been 
made by a gentleman on this side of the House. I think my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. ByNvat] has stopped a very great reform. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of United States prisoners, including necessary clothing and 
medical aid, and transportation to place of conviction, and including supportof 
prisoners becoming insane daring imprisonment and continuing insane a! 
expiration of sentence, who have no friends to whom they can be sent, $300,000. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by adding to the para- 
graph just read the following: 

Provided further, That the accounting officers of the Treasury shall audit, ad- 
just, and settle the accounts of jailors for the Pappo of United States prison- 
ers within sixty days after the same are presented for allowance, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffsand one crier ineach 
court, except when specially authorized by the Attorney-General ; of expenses 
of district judges directed to hold court outside of their districts ; of meals for 
jurors in United States cases when ordered by court; of compensation for jury 
ee alae ® per day, not exceeding three days for any one term of co’ 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Imakea point of order on the first 
part of this paragraph. I submit that this reduction in the number of 
bailiffs is subject to the point of order, as it changes existing legisla- 
tion. Section 715 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

The circuit and district courts may appoint criers for their courts, to be allowed 
the sum of $2 per day ; and the marshal may appoint such a number of persons, 
not exceeding five, as the judges of their respective courts may determine, to 
attend upon grand and other juries, etc. 

In the southern district of New York United States courts are held 
as a rule every day in the year, excepting Sundays, Christmas, New 
Year’s Day, the 22d of February, and the 4th of July, and sometimes 
four courts are running simultaneously. In these circumstances it 
would be utterly impossible for the marshal to get along with fewer 
bailiffs than he now employs. 

This reduction, I understand, is not asked for by the Department of 
Justice, which has supervisory jurisdiction of all the United States 
courts. : 

So great is the business transacted in the United States courts of the 
southern district of New York that the Government is often required 
to call in a judge from another district, as Judge Shipman has often 
been called, to hold court. 

My point of order, Mr. Chairman, is against that portion of this para- 
graph which proposes to provide for only three bailiffs, when the ex- 
isting law to which I have referred, in section 715 of the Revised Stat- , 
utes, authorizes five. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MOMILLIN). Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desire to be heard on the point of order? _ 

Mr. RANDALL., Ido. The pointof orderis made, as I understand, 
that this paragraph changes existing law. I admit that it does so in 
this respect: The existing statutes provide that the United States mar- 
shals shall appoint these bailiffs, subject to the approval of the court. 
It will be observed that the language of the law is, “not exceeding 
five,” clearly indicating that in some cases five will not be required. 
The language to which the point of order may properly apply, ‘‘ except 
when specially authorized by the Attorney-General,” and in fact the 
language of the whole paragraph, was inserted in the bill at the in- 
stance of the Department of Justice, which, through one of its officials, 
appeared before the Committee on Appropriations. I think I repeat 
his language when I say that there has existed in connection with this 
branch of the service the t abuse; that five bailiffs are needed in 
but few United States courts; and he felt it his duty to inform the 
committee that three were sufficient in almost any court. But if in 
any city more than three bailiffs are required, that contingency is pro- 
as for by the clause giving the Attorney-General discretion to allow 

ve. 

In many cases these bailiffs are nothing more nor less than body sery- 
ants to the judges; and in almost any court three bailiffs are sufficient. 
If the point of order be insisted upon, I shall have to consent that the 
words ‘except when specially authorized by the Attorney-General’? 
be struck out. Then the limitation as to the employment of only three 
bailiffs will stand without.any possible exception. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that as the paragraph now 
stands, the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. I consent that the Janguage to which I have re- 
ferred be struck out. Then this appropriation will contain an absolute 
limitation of the number of bailiffs to three. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. In reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I wish to say it is very evident that if the Attorney- 


General sent any assistant to appear before the Committee on Appro- 
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priations on this subject, the official who appeared there did not know 
what he was talking about when he said that more bailiffs are em- 
ployed than are necessary to perform the duties, 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman who a before us, Mr. 
Hodges, is one of the most intelligent officers of that Department. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. He may be intelligent out in Ken- 
tucky or Pennsylvania, but he would not suit for New York City. 
[Laughter.] We know what we wantin New York. Weask to be let 
alone. We want ‘‘ home rule.” 

As to the necessity for these officers, I wish to say that there is not 
sufficient assistance at present in the United States courts in our city 
for the accommodation of the people who have occasion to do business 
there. I believe I understand the wants of those courts; and I have 
the authority of the United States marshal, General McMahon, for the 
statement that he has not sufficient assistance to keep the courts run- 
ning in a proper manner for the accommodation of the public business. 
I do not care what may be the case in other parts of the country; Iam 
here to defend the interests of New York City. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is very evident that the point of order which 
the gentleman has made will deprive New York City of the relief which 
it would haye had under the terms of the provision as reported. 

Mr. TIMOTHY. J. CAMPBELL. I prefer to have New York as it 
stands than to submit my case to any Attorney-General. [Applause. ] 
I stand on the law, and I want it to remain as it is; I do not want to 
subject it to the caprice of anybody. There is the law, and I want 
the law obeyed. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itake out those words which have been objected 


to. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I want to strike ont “three” 
and insert “five.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment which I think will pro- 
mote harmony. Iask leave to insert the words which I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk in place of those which have been stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes now to strike out the obnoxious 
portion of theparagraph. Notwithstanding the law authorizes the em- 
ployment of a certain number of bailiffs, the gentleman thinks it is com- 
pen for the Committee on Appropriations to make an appropriation 
for such number only as they may think proper. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me propose an amendment, which I think 
if accepted will get us out of the present trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “court” insert "except in the southern district of New York 
or.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer this to get out of the trouble. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York will now see that 
the words which have been stricken out are the words which he ought 
to have retained. I always like to accommodate the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Yes; and I have always been in 
favor of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. Heisa 
gentleman for whom I have always had the highest regard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN’S amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For stenographie clerk for the Chief Justice and for each associate justice of 
the Supreme Court, at a sum not exceeding $1,600 each, $14,400. 

For payment of such miscellaneous expenses as may be authorized by the 
Attorney-General, Bondy She the employment of janitors and watchmen in 
rooms or buildings rented for the use of courts, and of inte: x phnerhs bes oe 
and stenographers; of furnishing and collecting evidence w rhere oo it 
States is or may be a party in interest, and moving of i at 


Mr. OATES. I move move to strike out ‘‘40” and aiet 753"? so 
the appropriation will be $175,000 instead of $140,000. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommend $140,000. The amount estimated 
by the Department of Justice included the preceding proposition for 
$14,400. The appropriation of $14,400 for stenographers to judges of 
the Supreme Court being embraced in a separate paragraph would leave 
the amount to be covered by this paragraph $200,000. The Commit- 
tec on Appropriations have recommended only $140,000. It seems to 
me that amount is toosmall, and I therefore move to amend by making 
it $175,000, $25,000 less than the amount estimated by the Depart- 
ment, 

_ Mr. RANDALL, This is an increase of $50,000. Mr. Hodges, of 
the Department of Justice, appeared before the Committee and stated 
the amount provided was enough. 

OATES. Does the gentleman say that the Department is sat- 
isfied with this appropriation? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what we judged from what they said. 
The gentleman will notice that the estimate for bailiffs and criers was 
$85,600. We have added $50,000 to that, which we are informed it 
was desirable to have, so they might be able to get their pay without 
being incumbered by other matters, 


Mr. OATES. Do I understand the gentleman to state that this is 
substantially what the Department desires? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, we understand it to be satisfactory. 

Mr. OATES. Then I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

UNDER LEGISLATIVE. 
Botanical Garden: 

For extension and the, gerade to DoS mpare for new sash to rotunda me 
conservatory, paint an nservatory and various hot-houses, and 
eral repairs to buildings an walk: including granolithic pavement on re 
street, leading to Botanic Garden to Capitol, under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on the Library, $4,000. 

Mr. CRISP. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, page 95, insert: 

“For allowance to contestants a ng ese in an for expenses incurred b; 
them in contested-election cases: J. B. Morgan, $701; G. H. Thoebe, $2,000; J. 
DB. White, $2,000; W. O. Arnold, $00; F. M. Simmons, $720; William Vandever, 
$2,000; N. E. Worthington, $2,000; A.C: Davidson, $2,000; J.V. McDuffy, $2,000; 
J. D. Lynch, $2,000; P. S, Post, $2,000; Sayre ‘Smalls, $2,000; J.G. Carlisle, $1,- 
207.19; William Elliott, $2,000; “in all $23,430.19, 

Mr. RANDALL. This paragraph has scans appeared heretofore on 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CRISP. The only objection to putting it there is the uncer- 
tainty of that bill and the certainty as to this. It would seem to me 
to be entirely proper here, and that it belongs to this bill of right. It 
is in no sense a deficiency; it is a provision of law. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not a deficiency, but then it is not an ex- 
penditure for 1889 either. 

Mr. CRISP. But it is one of the expenses, it seems to me, which 
should properly go upon the sundry civil bill. I suppose the gentle- 
man will have no objection to its going on this bill. I understand 
the gentleman to object? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no power to object that I know of. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask the adoption of the amendment. 

a =. ROWELL. I offer the further amendment which I send to the 
esk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After “ P. S. Post,” strike out “ $2,000" and insert “$7,668.40.” 

. Mr. RANDALL. That is subject to the point of order, of course. 

Mr. CRISP. And I raise the point of order upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. The point of order is that it is wholly —— 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman withhold the point of order 
for a moment and allow a statement? 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ROWELL. Under the law, I admit, Mr. Chairman, that we 
are limited to the expense of $2,000 in each of these cases, unless Con- 
gress in the act making the appropriation shall see proper to exceed 
that sum by making a exception. 

Now, this case illustrates the necessity of an exception. The legal, 
notarial, and office charges, in exact accordance with the law in this 
case, amounted to $1,155.70. The legal constable’s fees, charged up in 
exact accordance with the law, amounted to $501.55. For witness fees, 
ascertained exactly in the same manner, and paid in accordance with 
the law, $656.10 were paid. The record evidence, cost of copying, 
$194.65; printing the brief, $266.75; making a total of $2,774.75 of fees 
provided by statute where this evidence was taken, and required to be 
paid by the law; with other expenses not included in preparing and 
taking evidence, exclusive of attorneys’ fees, of $823.65, making an ex- 
pense on the part of this contestant, exclusive of attorneys’ fees, of $3,- 
598.40. This does not include a single dollar of the attorneys’ fees. 
The attorneys were engaged in taking testimony for three hundred and 
twenty-nine days, en, at the same time in four different counties, 
and sometimes in two or three different places, preparing an argument, 
without preparing the answer, without arguing the case before the com- 
mittee. I repeat, they were employed for three hundred and twenty- 
nine days, for which a payment was made of $3,144, or less than $10 
per day. For thepreparation of the brief, which isa very elaborate and 
very comprehensive document, the charge was only $375, whereas the 
ordinary charge of attorneys of this city in such cases would not be less 
than $1,000, and for arguing the case before the Committee on Elec- 
tions the charge was only $250. All these aggregate the sum which I 
have proposed in the amendment, and which was actually expended in 
the case. 

[Here the hammer fell. ]. 
` Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the law is explicit on this subject, 
and of course makes this subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
being heard fora moment. The Committee on Elections of which my 
friend from Illinois is a member, in passing eupan these accounts for ex- 
penses, felt themselves bound by theexisting I do not mean to be 
understood by that to say that it is not in the power of this Congress 
to repeal that law pro tanto, if you please, by making the allowancein 
excess of $2,000; but Ido mean to say that it is not in the power of this 
House to do it upon an appropriation bill when the point of order is 
made that this provision is a change of the existing law. 
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Now as to why the law was passed it is perhaps unnecessary to say 
anything. I understand, however, that the expense accounts rendered 
have been increasing from year to year, for inasmuch as it was under- 
stood that the United States was to pay the bill, no special effort at 
economy was used, no formal contract with lawyers was made, butthere 
was that kind of liberality employed which we all perhaps feel more 
or less when somebody else is required to foot the bill. 

Mr ROWELL. But in this particular case you will admit the fees 
were particularly low. 

Mr. CRISP. I frankly admit that there are many cases where this 
law operates as a hardship. I am only mentioning the reasons that 
prompted Congress to make thelaw. Wefelt bound byit. I haveno 
doubt the gentleman is largely a loser financially. I have no doubt 
that other gentlemen who have had contests have been losers; but I 
think the committee were unanimous in the opinion that we were bound 
to carry out this law. There is a specific provision of the Revised 
Statutes that in no case shall more than $2,000 be allowed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to further debate. 

Mr. CRISP. In this case we allowed the full amount the law per- 
mitted us to allow. Mr. Chairman, I now withdraw my pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. I see there is a provision in the bill in my name for $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be entertained, if in or- 
der. 3 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Can I be heard? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, if you offer an amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out ‘‘ $2,000’? and in- 
sert ‘' $5,500.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chafrman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I wish to be heard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to address the Chair 
on the point of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Yes, sir; Ido. Iwish to state to the Chair 
that this point of order will not hold good as against my proposition. 
The chairman of the Committee on Elections, with all due respect to 
him, has misconstrued the situation of this case from beginning to end. 
I do not stand here as a contestee in this case, nor do I recognize the 
gentleman that pretended to dispute my seat asa contestant. I take 
the ground that I was duly elected a member of this House without 
the slightest tinge of fraud. There was not a particle of fraud in my 
case. 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is not speaking on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please confine himself to the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I was showing that the point of order 
against me does not apply. Iam nota contestee and I was annoyed 
by a man who was not a contestant, but a deliberate pirate who at- 
tempted to steal my seat. He had norightto it whatever. Theclaim 
he made that I was not a citizen of the United States—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the gen- 
tleman is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman is outside of 
the point of order. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. IfI had not been a citizen of the United 
States that question conld have been investigated by this Congress 
without costing me a dollar. I was put to this great expense and an- 
noyance out of pure wickedness and with the expectation that money 
might be made out of it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not addressing himself to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point. The gentleman 
is going outside of the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order, 
but does not like to be discourteous to any member. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will either have my proper fees or none. 
Ifmy amendment is out of order, I move to strike out the whole amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the pointoforder. Thestat- 
ute fixes the amount to be allowed in these cases, and under section 3, 
Rule XXI, it can not be exceeded in an appropriation bill. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE] now moves to strike out what the 
Clerk will read. -- 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I would like to cite you two cases where 
this point of order, as you term it, has been decided the other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on the point of order. 
Does the gentleman appeal from the ruling of the Chair? If not, he 
is not in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “J.B. White, two thousand dollars.” 

mr CRISP. Do I understand the gentleman wants to strike that 
out? 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I insist upon it. 


Mr. CRISP. I have no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to hear the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from ia [Mr. CRISP]. 

The CHAIR . Itappropriates $2,000 for this purpose; and that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WHITE] proposes to strike out. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, and 
the Chair being in doubt as to the result the committee divided; and 
there were—ayes 14, noes 35. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Crisp was then agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for pa for the publie 
rinting, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Congress 
n the CONGRESSIONAL RD, and for lithographing, seg ay and engraving 
for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United States, the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Livrary of 
Congress, the Executive Office, and the Meal bias including salarics or com- 
pensation of all necessary clerks and employés, for Jabor (by the day, piece, or 
contract), and for all the necessary materials which may be needed in th» pros- 
ecution of the work, $2,047,000; and from the said sum hereby appropriated 
printing and binding shall be done by the Public Printer to the amounts follow- 
ing, respectively, namely. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr, Chairman, I desire to ask a question for in- 
formation of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. In 
the Book of Estimates the estimate of the Public Printer is $2,489,621, 
while the appropriation made by this bill is $2,122,000, making a dif- 
ference of $367,000, or about $1,000 a day between the estimate of the 
Public Printer and the amount which the committee gives. Now, it 
is well known that last year we were troubled with deficiencies for the 
Government Printing Office because the appropriation for that year 
was certainly inadequate, and what I desire to know nowis the reason 
for this difference of $367,000 between the estimate and the appropri- 
ation, and whether the committee are perfectly satisfied that the 
amount in this bill will carry the office through without a deficiency, 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no deficiency this year, and this is the 
long session. The appropriation in this bill is for the next year, when 
we shall have the short session, and there is not likely to bea deficiency. 
We give the same amount for the coming year that was given for this 
year, with an addition of $20,000 and two items—one for a new engine, 
$12,000, and the other ‘‘for the construction of an additional story on 
the south center of the fire-proof main building of the Government 
Printing Office, and the removal of the electrotype foundry to the same, 
$16,000.” So that this bill in fact makes an increase over the appro- 
priation of last year of about $48,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Public Printer to comply with the provisions of the law meg 
ing fifteen days’ annual leave to the employés of the Government Printing Office, 
$95,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; to pay pro rata leaves of ab- 


sence to employés who resign or are discharged (decision of the First Comp- 
troller), $15,000; in all $110,000. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I observe that there is ay appro- 
priation here of $15,000 for the prorating of leaves of absence to em- 
ployés who resign or are discharged. My recollection is that the pre- 
vious appropriation which we made for this purpose for the discharged 
printers was only $5,000, and considering that there were hundreds 
discharged from that office, many of them without reason, and that it 
took only $5,000 to pay them their pro rata, it would seem from the 
amount of the present appropriation, $15,000, that it is the intention 
to discharge pretty nearly all the balance of those in the office. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is for the coming year. It is not for any- 
thing that is due for the current year. That belongs to the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I grant that, but I say it took oniy $5,000 in 
1888 to pay the proratings of men discharged, and why should it take 
$15,000 this coming year? It looks like giving the office a premium to 
make more disc 

Mr. RANDALL. We gave the Public Printer the amount that he 
asked, but it can not be expended except in the manner provided in 
the paragraph. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But is it nota fact that the proratings of the 
discharged printers for the current year came within $5,000? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no recollection about that. My recollection 
is that there are some adjustments yet to be made in that connection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The House will recollect that there was $2,500 
extra asked for which went into the deficiency bill, and which would 
have made a total of $7,500, but now the committee propose to give 
$15,000 for these pro rata payments. It certainly looks like putting a 
premium on discharges. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the committee had no manner of calculat- 
ing to a dollar the amount that would be required under this clause, 
and therefore we were compelled to take the figures of the Public 
Printer. He said that $15,000 would be required, and we put that 
amount in the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There is simply a misunderstanding as to the 
two allotments of money in this paragraph. ‘The $95,000 to pay for 
the fifteen-days’ leave of absence is strictly correct and within the 
figures; but it is the second part of the paragraph that I am referring 
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to, to pay pro rata leaves of absence. I claim that it did not take 
$7,500 to pay that in the last year, and here we are asked for $15,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. FARQUHAR). Doyou want to reduce theamount? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ido not care particularly. I merely want to 
call the attention of the committee to this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman [Mr. FARQUHAR] with- 
draw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I do. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire unanimous consent 
to return to line 14, page 3, of the bill, to offer an amendment, which 
will come in more appropriately there than elsewhere. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have examined the gentleman’s amendment, 
and while it might come in at the end of the bill, the more appropriate 
place is that which he has indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

After line 14, page 3, insert the following: 


“For lie beiting ak Frankfort, Ky.: That the 
be,and he is hereby, directed to and report to this Congress at its next 
session the names of the who furn for, or performed 
labor on, the public building at Frankfort, Ky. (by reason of the Government 
g the construction of the building from the original contractors), for which 
they have not been $ with the amount and e value of 
such material labor.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to this amendment. 

The amendment was, by unanimous consent, considered and adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask consent to have printed 
in the RECORD two letters explanatory of the amendment just adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the letters referred to 
by the gentleman will be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 22, 1885, 
Sim: On the 24th day of A 1834, a contract was entered into with Thom: 
J. Collins for furn. and laying all the stone and brick work mired for 
the superstructure of court-house, post-oflice, ete., at Frankfort, ax The 
poama —— for the completion of the work on or before the 7th day of 
‘ebruary, 3 


On the 26th of December, 1884, the contractor reported that the building was 


ready for the roof, with the exception of the tower and two large gables, and 
that In con Saa Sopr pee embarrassment he was unable to te 
e wor 


contractor's sureties, took „in accordance with their 
contractor's plant and finished the work. The account with the contractor 
stands on the books of this office as follows: 


er, Thereupon the Government, after communicating with the 
wishes, of the 


Amount paid to contractor on account of work executed by him....... $26, 559. 00 
Amount paid by Government for labor and material com 
building after work thereon was abandoned by contractor. ........... 11,336. 65 
37, 895. 65 
PER CONTRA. 


Amount of contract for stone and brick work............. 

Amount of proposal for pine joists... 

Amount proceeds of sale of old mate: 
g 


Due the Government ............ ey ney Bat See ON ARSA EMSIRS 3 


6,355.15 


ject to the discretion of ees sara ae from the re- 
ports of the Government superintendent at the buil that the work was fin- 
ished June 1, 1885, and unless relieved by the Secretary ofthe the con- 


ding. ed by 
the Bank of Kentucky he gaves chattel mortgage upon all the machinery, fools, 
ete., constituting his plant at the building, which is dated January 8, 1885. The 
plant was taken possession of by the Government January 14, 1885. 

The amount paid out by the Government to complete this work in excess 
of the amount named in contract has encroached upon the fund intended for 
the completion of other work, and in view of the recent decision of the Solic- 
itor (September 15, 1885) as to the application of sums riated for ifie 

rposes the completion and eng meee of the building necessarily be de- 
eyed until further ap made orthe erent ee ee ere for this 
work in excess of the amountnamed in Collins’ contract recovered by suit from 


Poe co acquitted of selene the bondamen is one fi 

p y or ex! ni one for 
aeetbicehan ko clearer ing Woke oa lon we opran Se nea aA 
and as the case involves complicated questions of and several important 
= peara of law I ly recommend that the matter be refi to the 


licitor of the Treasury for examination and opinion as to the proper action 
to be taken by the Department in the premises, 


V respectfully, 
z M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect, 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


TREASURY DEPAETMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, June 16, 1888, 
Sm: In reply to your communications of the 29th ultimo, 4th and Ith instant, 
fi claims of sundry parties for labor and material supplied to Thomas 


of April, d 26th of ber, 1584, ntractor formally noti- 
fied the Department of Bis panar to proosa with the work. On the 12th of 
January, 1555, the superintendent of the building was to assume 

of the work, and complete the contract at the expense of the contractor, 
In the several letters addressed you allusion is made to the alleged liability 


of the Government under the contract of Mr. Collins for payment for labor and 
material ied for the work. The only foundation for this claim of liability 
is tobe fo on the fourth page of the specifications of contract, under the head 
of “subletting,” a copy of which is herewith inclosed. 

I also inclose for your information copy of Jettor addressed from this office to 
the the Treasury on September 22, 1885, which recites the facts in 
connection with the matter, and embraces a statement of Mr, Collins's account 
with the Government under bis contract. 

Iam unable to state definitely the aggregate of claims against the contractor 
for labor and material supplied in connection with this contract. A statement 
submitted by him to this office under date of September 29, 1854, gives as the 
amount of the indebtedness at that time, $7,805, but this amount is evidently in 
part estimated, as the bills which have since been presented to the Department 
through yourself and others differ in amounts from the sums given by the con- 
tractor in his statement, and the total indebtedness is doubtiess in excess of the 


aggregate given. n 

The inclosed copy of a statement of obligations to laborers and mechanics 
employed upon the work shows a total indebtedness on this account of $1,488.44. 
A copy of the pay-roll of the contractor, forwarded to the Department by the 
superintendent of the building in June, 1855, shows the amount due $1,523.56, 
instead of the amount named. 

The papers in this case are voluminous, but I think the inclosures herewith 
will give you all the essential information in possession of the Department upon 
the aspect of the case you desire to consider. 

I return, as requested, the letters submitted with your several communica- 
tions. 


WILL. A. FRERET, . 
Supervising Architect, 


Mr. RICE. I move to amend by adding to the bill, as a new para- 
graph, the provision which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

For a survey of Indian reservations, uired by law to be made under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $50,000, 

For asurvey of the lands mentioned in the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “An 
act to provide for the adjustment of land made by Congress to aid in the 
construction of railroads and for the ure of unearned lands, and for other 
purposes, $50,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to going back to adopt that amendment. 

„Mr. RICE, Idonot propose any recurrence to a previous part of the 


bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Where does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Rice] propose that this amendment come in? 

Mr. RICE. I propose it as a new paragraph at the end of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have already considered that subject of sur- 
ve 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true} but the Chair thinks the amend- 
ment is in order at this time as a new paragraph. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Rice, it was re- 


jected. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
with the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses, had directed him to report the same back to the House with sun- 

amendments and a recommendation that it be passed as amended. 

. RANDALL. Icall the previous question on agreeing to the 

amendments and ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not make any such request. 

The SPEAKER. No separate vote being demanded, the question 
will be taken on the amendments in 

The amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were a: to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being en it was accordingly read the third time. 

aa RANDALL. [I call for the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ; 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXPENDITURES ON CUSTOM-HOUSE AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. LAWLER. As some question has been raised in regard to the 
ditures on the custom-house at Chicago, I ask leave to have printed 
in the Recorp for information two documents on that subject. 
There was no objection. 
The documents are as follows: 
CHICAGO, ILL., June 19, 1888, 


DEAR Sin: I respectfully inclose herewith a statement of the work done on 
the United States custom-house here since I have been in charge of the same. 
The statement, as you will see, gives a list of the different classes of work and 
the respective costs of the same. Many of the items represent new work, such 
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as “renewing the tiling and concretin: 
boys,” “ flagging in boiler rooms and 
e, eto.; besides the work of bracing the building with 

g the exterior stone work. Itwill be seen that vouchers have been issued 


from this office aggregating $159,635.69, which includes the expense of running 


in corridors,” “room for messenger 
neer’s department,” plumbing, sewer- 
iron tie-rods and re- 


the office, an item of $13,190.03, which amount has been paid as salary to one 
superintendent, one clerk, one foreman (for part of the time), one i 
labor of draughtsman, drawing material, traveling expenses, ete., for over three 
years, There is yeta small balance to the credit of the building, considerable 
expense having n incurred in the Supervising Architect's office for plans, 
specifications, advertising, disbursing agent's commission, ete. 

The work which has been done has been well done and will stand inspection 
fora long time to come. But it is necessary that the building be thoroughly 
painted, both inside and outside. New driveways should be built and the cor- 
ry = with copper, that the stone work may continue in its present good 
condition. 

The building is in 

Very res 


condition in so far as the work which has been done. 
M. B. BAILEY. 


Y, 


Hon, FRANK LAWLER, M. O., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


For reference. 


STATEMENT OF WORK DONE ON UNITED STATES CUSTOM-HOUSE, CIICAGO, ILL., 
TO JUNE 1, 1855. 


Repairing and renewing tiling and concrete in Corridors... $23,774. S4 
Repairing heating Apparatus, ..s.sesserersessersss renees ressor sees ceneees 944, 
Repairing granite wagon-way on Jackson street. 101.17 
Disconnecting gas-supply pipe of post-office from custom-house......, 553, 00 
General repairs, iron columns, ete. 1, 560. 89 
Repairs to exterior stone-work .. 10, 103.75 
orior, repairing, and lowerin, 1,095.75 
Repairing and renewing roof. 5,183.40 
SRNR T E S E caseease 8320. 87 
Fitting up room for messenger boys..... 837.54 
Repairing and cleaning skylight ove 740. 00 
Repairs to Gagging in boiler rooms, re: 2,113.00 
Repairs to roofs of porticos........ «sesse. 1,147.00 
Repairing tiling of stairs...... 1, 385. 00 
Repairing and renewing flaggi 3, 350. 00 
Repairs to plastering............. 8, 835, 00 
Repairs to sewerage, renewir 1, 979. 57 
21, 343. 80 
. 983, 00 
980. 00 
997.50 
600. 93 


ing mate: 


arene: rr 


13, 190, 03 


159, 635. 69 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in Michigan City, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 


son; 
A bill (H. R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 
A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 
A bill (H. R. i for the relief of Van Buren Brown; 
A bill ce R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 
ae bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Shafer; 
A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; 
A bill a R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 
A bill (H. R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 
A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 
o bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 
Cheeks; 
A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 
A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 
A bill (H. R.8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 
A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 
A bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesyille, 


a; 

A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R.8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

A bill (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles, late a 
member of Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

A bill (H. R.8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; . 

. A bill (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

A bill tr R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 

A bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 


A bill (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Cleve- 
land; and 

A bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILD. 


Mr. HERBERT. I-move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union (Mr. McCreary in the chair) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations 
a the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other : 

Mr. HERBERT. The Committee on Naval Affairs has made a very 
full report upon this bill, and I have no desire to consume any time in 
general discussion. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not object to dispensing with the first read- 
ing, but I hope that, as we proceed, the gentleman from Alabama will 
explain the salient points of the bill. 

There being no objection, the first reading of the bill for information 


was dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read by paragraphs for 
amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iask that the report of the committee accompany- 
ing the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The report (by Mr. HERBERT) is as follows: 


The total amount embraced in the bill is $19,991,074.24. The amount apres 
priated in the act peaking. appropriations for the current fiscal year was $25,783,- 
$47.79. But that sum embraced $1,732,364 for public works and $11,048,362 for in- 
crease of the Navy. The present bill embraces $1,312,156.47 for public works 
and $6,000,000 for increase of the Navy, leaving for current expenses of the naval 
establishment prone $12,678,917.77, against $13,396,829.32 for the current year. 
This sum, which is deemed sufficient, is less, it is believed, than has been appro- 
priated or expended since 1860 for similar purposes. 

The appropriations made at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress for 
ordinary current expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1887, were less 
by $493,136.42 than for the previous year, and yet they were sufficient, The 
Treasury clerk answers a telegram by saying: ‘The deficiency estimates for 
naval establishments for 1888 aggregate only $3,882.03.” The amounts su 
gested in our bill aggregate nearly $200,000 less than was appropriated for is, 
but we think them ample. 

The building and repairs and preservation of yards and docks and of the Na- 
val Observatory were, until the Forty-ninth Con , em in the sundry 
civil bill, and are still estimated for as public works, separately and apart from 
the naval establishments. (See Book of Estimates, 170.) 

But if we include the amounts we propose to expend on these as part of the 
expenditures of the naval establishment the sum total is only (excluding in- 
crease of Navy) $13,991,074.24. Our appropriations for the repair and preserva- 
tion of navy-yards and docks, which were many of them in bad condition, was 
last year very much more liberal than for many years, and the money seems to 
have been well expended and the public property much improved. We make 
a smaller but still a liberal appropriation this year for the same purpose. 

We may obtain a fair idea of the economies of the present e nditures in the 
Navy Department if we glance back at those of the past, It will be interesting 
to go back Tor fifty years, taking a view of the expenditures every tenth year 
from the present. 

In 1878, when the Navy was not being increased, the expenditures were $17,- 
965,301.37, as given in the last annual apers of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
In 1868 the expenditures were $25,775,502. In 1858 the expenditures were $14,- 
053,264.64; in 1848, $9,408,476.02; in 1838, $6,131,580,53. 

Counting in our estimate the full amount in the bill reported by your com- 
mittee, including the $6,000,000 for increase of the Navy, say $20,000,000, and esti- 
mating our present population at sixty millions, the bill covers for purposes of 
defending our coasts and commerce about 33 cents per capita of our population. 
Estimated in the same manner, we were expending in 1868, 69 cents; in 1858, 46 
cents; in 1848, 42 cents; and in 1838, 38 cents. 

A mere glance at these figures will show that the statesmen of the past were 
far more liberal in their naval policy than we of this day, if we leave out of 
consideration the acts of the Forty-ninth Congres. This will become more a) 
tig by considering the costliness of a modern vessel and its armament. In 

854 the Government appropriated $3,000,000 for six vessels, Five of these, the 
Merrimack, Minnesota, Wabash, Roanoke, and Colorado, were the best and 
probably the costliest ships of their day. The cost was estimated at $500,000 
each, Now there are vessels costing with their armament as much as $5,000,- 


We do not advocate extravagant expenditures on a navy. Itis unn % 
By the observance of economy in the matter of ordinary expenditures we be- 
Neve we have reached a point at which appropriations of, say, $20,000,000 — 
annum Pace allow us, for years to come, $5,000,000 cach year toward building 
up our Navy. 

Our old are fe pantog rapidly away. Its wooden ships, old-fashioned en- 
gines, and sm re guns would be useless in combat with modern vessels. 
‘The chief of the Bureau of Construction reports that in six years we shall have but 
four of our present wooden vessels, and that in nine years the entire wooden navy 
will have disap We are gradually reducing the amounts expended in 
repairing it. hile reduction goes on here the amounts required to repair our 
new Navy will increase as new vessels come into service, yet we estimate that 
by the bed iy anne pon for afew years of $20,000,000 per annum we shall be able 
to ly build up a marine which, though not among the navies of 
the world, will nevertheless give us that position among maritime powers 
which the statesmen of the of all parties thought America should take, 

proper to add here that during the current fiscal year the Secre- 
under sections 3618, 3672, Revised Statutes, etc., old material no 
longer deemed to the Navy for sums amountin: altogether to $352,037.30, 

The work of buil anew navy is progressing as favorably as could be ex- 
pected under the conditions existing when it was taken in hand. 

Under the appropriations made by the last Congress the Secretary of the Navy 
has succeed making contracts which will enable us to create in this coun- 
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try everything for the production of modern guns and ships. We are now in 
this absolutely independent of the world. 

The first modern vessels we built were three steel cruisers—the Chicago, 4,500 
tons es the Atlanta, 3,190 tons; and the Boston, 3,190 tons—and the 


t Iphin, 1,483 tons. The Atlanta, Boston, and Dolphin are 
in commission, and the Chicago is completed, and as the last of her guns is 
nearly ready she will be co! oned in afew weeks. All these vessels may 


They carry fi 


t guns ese vesse 
by the act of Pa Pte gg were contracted for in July, 1883. 
Next came the act of 3, 1885, pga eh cruisers an 


power 


ized b 


: this act are the Charleston, 3,730 tons, under contract with the Union 
ron 


orks, San Francisco, Cal., and 


1&5, pre- 
e world. 


chinery in, has had her dock trial, 
whose engines were batt bt Hastan & Hollingsworth, 


have not yet been built. 

The next act was that of March 3, 1887. Underthis the Union Iron Works is 
building the San Francisco, 4,083 tons, to be completed October 26,1889. Will- 
iam Cramp & Sons are building the Philadelphia, 4,324 tons, to be completed 
October 27,1889, and N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. are building the Concord, 1,700 
tons, and the Bennington, 1,700 tons, the hulls at Chester, , and the machin- 
ery in New York. 

Thus it will be seen that when the vessels now building shall have all been 
completed the Government will have four 15-knot cruisers, three 16-knot cruis- 
ers (rating the 1,700 ton vessels as such), two 17-knot armored vessels, two 18- 
knot cruisers, and three 19-knot cruisers, besides the 20-knot dynamite cruiser. 
We append hereto a table showing the speed and number of armored and un- 
armored vessels building and built by the principal naval powers of the world. 
An examination of this table will show that other governments are now build- 
ing, principally, very fast v: 

Speed isa special requisite for an unarmored cruiser. To be of usein time of 
war it must be able to overtake merchant vessels and to get away from armored 

England has and is building, as these tables will show, nineteen ar- 
mored vessels with a sj of 16knotsandover. Seven of these make 18 knots, 
France has or is buil ling four of 16 knots, two of 18 knots, and one 20-knot ar- 
mored vessel. Armo: vessels making 16 knots and more are very common, 
An unarmored cruiser upon the ocean, confronted by an armored vessel of su- 
peon speed which could choose its distance for fighting, would be absolutely 

e 


lpless. 
Ie» would be a ve question whether in these days any administration, if we 
were at war with England, France, Germany, Spain, or other second-rate naval 
power, would take the responsibility of sending out upon the seas an un- 
armored cruiser of no more than 15 knots’ speed. Your committee believe that 
a navy has its uses in peace, yet they feel very sure that the American people 
are not willing to be taxed to support an establishment, necessarily expensive, 
unless it apres promise of usefulness in case of war. A few swift cruisers, capa- 
ble of taking care of themselves in open conflict with vessels of their own class 
and of falling with celerity upon an enemy’s commerce, would be of immense 
value. x 

Your committee, believing that speed is an indispensable requisite in a 
modern cruiser, and seeking to combine, as far as possible, this requisite with 
economy in size, have reported in favor of two cruisers of about 3,000 tons 
each, Size is essential to speed. Very small boats may be filled with machin- 
ery and thus secure great speed, as in the case of the Stiletto and other torpedo- 
boats, but this is done by a sacrifice of space necessary for coal and crew and 
armament, 

‘The 3,000-ton vessels we provide for will be large enough to carry an efficient 
armament, provide comfortable quarters for officers and men, and fuel to steam 
ten or twelve thousand knots at 10 knots an hour. We hope to get in these 
cruisers 20 knots speed, but have fixed the guaranty of the contractor at 19 
knots asa margin of safety. The other cruiser, being of 5,300 tons displace- 
ment, we hope will develop more than 20 knots. This sj been recently 
attained by the Reina te, a vessel built by Thompson, at Clydebank, 
Scotland. for the Spanish Government. 

The armored vessel we provide for in the bill is to be larger and more pow- 
erful than the Texas or the Maine. It is to be of 7,500 tons displacement, will 
carry a very powerful battery,and is expected to obtain a maximum speed of 
at least 17 Knots an hour. As to how the Government should build its war ves- 
sels, we beg to repeat here what was said by your committee in its report on 
House bill 6664, first session Forty-ninth Congress. 

Another question your committee have considered with great care was 
whether the ships provided for in the bill should be built by.contract or in the 
Government yards. There seems to be no serious question as to having all re- 
pairs done in Government workshops. The difficulty of defining and valuing 
the work to be performed renders the contract system so imp! cable that ali 
rtant navai powers have repairs and refits done in their own shops. Some, 


Power is also given to the Secretary 


shi 

the contractors have made a comb’ on 
provision will, it is believed, operate as a security for the Government, and will 
atthe same time result in haying most of our naval v procured con- 


The weight of evidence is that contract ships are cheaper; but there is some 
very strong testimony tending to show that Government-built ships are better. 
In a table recently prepared by Maj. W. A. Jones, Engineer Corps, United States 
Army, it appears that the annual cost of repairs per ton of hull of British nayal 
vessels built by contract is £1.2 per annum, and of vessels built in the Govern- 
ment dock-yards the cost is £0.8; but the report of a special mixed committee 
appointed by the English admiralty, in 1834, to inquire into the building and re- 
pair of ships, known as the Ravensworth committee, recites that the unanimous 
testimony of witnesses was that the quality of contract work in the construction 
of ships "as performed under admiralty supervision” was ‘in no oar inferior 
to that performed in the dock-yards.”’ Ships have heretofore been built in Eng- 
land, almost in equal numbers, by contract and in the Government dock-yards, 
This committee also found that it was “expedient to extend the practice of 
building ships of war by contract.” 

One of the desirable results to follow from this policy, with us, will be the en- 
couragement of private building of naval vessels, and the consequent multi- 
plication of the means of rapidly increasing our naval strength in case of need. 

It will be seen that wo provide that the President may build in nayy-yards of 
the United States all the ships authorized by the actif contractors shall be found 
unwilling to undertake them at reasonable rates, Such a I ARS seems to 
us necessary for the protection of the Government, Only afew establishments 
have the plant necessary to build naval vessels. From them combination against 
the Government is easy,and to provide by law for the building of vessels by 
contract and contract only and entirely within the limits of the United States 
seems to us to be inviting combination, The Government should be willing to 
give contractors fair profits, but itshould be nevertheless armed with the power 
to protect itself. We have therefore reek money enough to put three navy 
yards in condition to build modern ships, 

The following information has been fat pee by the Navy Department: 

‘The tabular statements following contain the namesand displacements of the 
fastest armored and unarmored vessels of the principal naval powers, 

The vessels are classified according to speed, and those building are sepa- 
rated from those already built. The figures opposite to the names indicate the 
vessels’ displacements. 

The is given are the maximum trialspeeds. The conditions under which 
these are obtained vary somewhat in different countries. Sometimes they are 
the result of six, four, or two hours’ trial, and occasionally they may be the av- 
erage speed obtained from several runs over the measured mile. 

It is probable that the maintained sea speed of these vessels would be about 
10 or 12per cent. less than those obtained on trial, but the figures given furnish 
a sufficiently fair means of comparison to indicate the number of fast vessels 
in each service. 

The want of time has not been sufficient to make the tables include all navies, 


Résumé of armored vessels. 
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15 knots, 


19 knots. | 20 knots. 


Conqueror .... 
Colossus.. 
Edinburg. 
Hero.... 


S ee 


al hel el oho 


(6) ; (6) 2) 


Unarmored cruisers, etc.—building. 


| 
15 knots. J 16 knots. 17 knots. | 18 knots. 19 knots. | 20 knots. 
Blanche. . 1,770 | Grasshopper........ 525 | Melpomene......... 2,950 9,000 
Blonde... i7 Magici 2' 950 9,000 
Barracouta. 2,950 . 
Barrora. 1,800 735 
1,800 735 
735 
735 
735 
738 
6,620 
2,800 
l 2,800 
(4) (2) (4) 6) 
FRANCE. 
Armored vessels—built, 
Indomptable........... 7,168 | Courbet.. ene 9, 652 Marceu........ ssesessse 10,581 
Devastation... a 9) 639 
Ad. Baudin 11,330 
Formidable ............ 11, 441 
(4) a) = (1) 
Armored vessele—building. 
Hoche...ssessssesiss Brennus........00 00000 000 Da de Léme.... 6,297 
Magenta... teas 10,581 2, ing s 
Neptune... 
a) a) 
3.189 | Tourville... 
2,256 | Duquesne.. 
2,256 
2,257 
2,268 
2,257 
3,192 
3,360 
1,962 
1,915 
1,915 
reur..... s. 1,658 
Hirondelle, sss... oe 1,086 


(18) @) 2 (5) (9) a) 
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FRANCE—continued. 
y Unarmored cruisers, etc.—buiiding. 


7,045 | Davousb.... 
5,706 | Suchet. 
. 4,162 

. 4,162 
4,162 
1,848 


ITALY. 
Armored vessels—buill, 

Dutliog,.ccecseressssseeere 11,188 | Andrea Doria...... 10,045 Ttalias..sssecsuseeseces 13, 898 
R ero de Lau- 

Dandolo. ..sss.ssssesssse LL, 202 Re Ly Oe Lepanto... 13,550 
Francesco Moris- 

SIRT si iaopermonsssesssesa. MA ORS 
(2) (3) (2) 


15 knots. 19 knots. 20 knots. 
Flavio Gioja.......... = 649 TAL 
Americo Vespucci.. 649 741 
Savoia.... 817 


Staffetta. 
Barba: 


Unarmored cruisers, ete.—building. 


Stromboli........... 3,530 | Monzambano........ TAL 
Fieramosco........ 3,530 | Montebello.. í mi 
4 of Dogali type... 2,200 7 
317 
74l 
317 


(6) 


Unarmored cruisers, etc.—built. s 


2,017 | Hohenzollern 1,700 
3,925 then. 975 
8,925 | Pfeil.. 1,382 
3,360 ss 1,382 
2,370 

2,370 

(4) (W) a) 
S S S O a a 


Unarmored cruisers, ete.—building. . 


isana akadan Sister to Wacht... 1, 
bisse do. ary 
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z SPAIN, 4 
x Armored cessels—built, 
EGER YO snosecisyseanesesveee 9, 902 6 armored cruisers 
building............ 7,000 
í) 

Unarmored cruisers, ete.—buiit. 
030 Ms scereemecsere S, 942 Reina Regenta...... 5, 660 
030 Reins Cristina..... = 090 caso ie iia 453 
342 Reina Mercedes... 3,090 
342 Alfonso XI1..,..... 3,090 
055 f 
152 
152 
055 
055 

(4) (2) 


Unarmored cruisers, ele.—building. 


Conde de Venaditta...1,055 


a | © 


15 knots. | 16 knots. 17 knots. | 18 knots. | 19 knots, | 20 knots, 
Wladimir Mono- | Dmitri Donskoi... 5,796 | Ad. Nachimoff..... 7,780 
E EE A 5, 796 Alexander IZ........ 8,440 
| Nicholas (aE ww 8,440 
Pamjatz Azova..., 6,000 
íi) | (1) (4) 
Armored vessels—building. 
Tohesma cesses -seees ~ 10,181 | 
SINOPE, sssessssrssssese 10, ISL | 
Catherine IL. ....... 10,181 
| - @ | | 
Unarmored cruisers, etc.—built. 
Pamjatz Merkurija... 3, 150 | Wariw isa | Admiral Kormiloff...........| Lt Dijin... 
Vitiaz. 2, 965 | Captain 
Rinda, 2, 985 l 
(3) a) z (60) (2) 
BRAZIL. 
Armored vessels. 
Aquidaban........5+. S 4,950 | Sianbnelo.. cone (05 700 | 
W | ; @) | 


7,430 | King Yuen........... a200 Chi Yuen. 
Lai Yuen...... ...... 2, 900 


@) 
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Nan Thin ..,cccsserseree 
Yang Pao....... ose 
Wei Si 

Wi Xescierbecs 


(4) 


Unarmored cruisers, etc.—building. 


Naniwa type......... 3,600 | 
u) | 


AUSTRIA. 
Armored vessels—buill, 


15 knots, 16 knots. 


zog Rudolf......... 6, 870 | 


| Kronprinz Erzher- 
| (1) 


17 knots. 18 knots. 19 knots. 20 knots. 


' Kronprinzessin | 
Erzherzogin Ste- | 
5,060 


a) icici a) a) 


UNITED STATE. 


Armuret Cease 


.. 6,618 
~ 6,360 | 


Unarmored vessels. 


Charleston... 3,730 | Baltimore... BREE: ING Wel tacosee ceo, 800 
Newark............. 4,083 4, 324 


@) : (3) ! a) 


NoTE.—All the above except the Chicago, Atlanta, Boston, and Dolphin are building. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by 


paragraphs for amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy Yard, Washington, District of Columbia; For or > clerk, at $1,400; one 
messenger, at $1.76 per diem; one foreman-laborer, at $3.5) per diem. 


Mr. COMPTON. I move to strike out, in line 354, *$3.50,"” and in 


Ordnance and ordnance stores: For procuring, prodadag, preserving, a lieu thereof to insert “$4.” 


thearmament of sh 


and labor to be used in the general work of the Ordnance ent; for fur- 


undand for prizes to 
in ordnance exercises and target practice, $130,000. 


Mr. HERBERT. I move to insert, after line 128, the following: 
For ammunition for the guns of the Vesuvius, $12,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


og Mean hem Mr. Chairman, I find by reference to the bill that at every other navy- 


yard there is paid from $4 to $4.50, $5, and $5.50 per day, while at the 
Washington navy-yard the pay is fixed at $3.50 only. I do not see 
any reason why this yard should be discriminated against. I find by 
the letter of the superintendent of this navy-yard that the duties of 
this laborer are of as onerous and responsible a character, and even 
more so, than similar laborers in other navy-yards of the country. My 


1888. 


amendment only provides that the pay shall be made at the lower rate 
provided in other navy-yards, that is, at $4 a day. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘The wages of this laborer have been put at ex- 
actly the same rate they have been for many years. The committee 
did not think it proper to raise the pay, and they allowed it to remain 
at the same rate which it has been as far back as the committee have 


gone. 

Mr. COMPTON. That may be true, but that is no good reason why 
the injustice should be continued. 

My statement will be verified by reference to the provisions for other 
navy-yards in this bill, that similar officers get from $4 to $4.50, and 
from $5 to $5.50 a day, whereas this laborer receives only $3.50. I 
can not conceive for my life why discrimination should be made against 
the Washington navy-yard in this respect. 

The CHAIRMAN, The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. COMPTON. I ask for a division on my amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 14. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For freight or expressage on 
medical stores, tolls, ferriages, transportation of sick and insane patients; care, 
transportation, and burial of the dead; advertising; telegraphing; rent of tele- 
phones; purchase of books and stationery; binding of all bound books and 
poops postage and purchase of stamps for foreign service; expenses attend- 

ng the medical board of examiners; rent of rooms for naval dispensary and 
museum of hygiene; hygienicand sanitary investigation and illustration ; sani- 
tary and hygienicinstruction; purchase and repairs of wagons and harness; pur- 
chase of feed for horses and cows; trees, plants, garden tools, and seeds; furni- 
ture and incidental articles for the museum of hygiene; naval dispensary, 
Washington; naval laboratory, sick-quarters at Naval Academy and marine bar- 
racks and dispensaries at navy-yards; washing for medical department at mu- 
seum of hygiene, naval dispensary, Washington, naval laboratory, sick-quarters 
at Naval Academy and marine barracks, dispensaries at navy-yards and naval 
stations and ships and rendezvous, and all other necessary contingent expenses, 


Mr. HERBERT. I move, in line 428, to strike out ‘‘all’’ and insert 
“un,” so it will read, ‘‘binding of unbound books,” etc., and not 
“binding of all bound books; ”’ and, in line 433, I move, after the word 
“feed,” to insert the words ‘‘of and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Labor and expenses of general store-houses, $85,000; in all, $1,061,000. 

Mr. HERBERT. Imove, inline 464, page 20, to strike out ‘‘$85,000”? 
and insert ‘‘$90,000;’? and in line 465, to make the total $1,066,000 
instead of $1,061,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Washington, D, C.: In general store-houses: One book-keeper, 
$1,200; one stationery clerk, $1,200; one bill clerk, $1,000; one shipping and re- 
ceiving clerk, $1,000. ` 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to strike out, in line 525, the word ‘‘sta- 
tionery;’’ so it will read: 

One clerk, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Erection of barracks and officers’ quarters at Norfolk, Va., $30,000. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move tostrike out ‘‘and officers’ quarters”? and 
insert ‘* towards the ’’ before the word “‘ erection;’’ so it will read: 

Towards the erection of barracks at Norfolk, Va., $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. I was about to move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House, but I will yield to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 

Mr. GOFF. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, not for the purpose of making any 
objection at all to any of the amounts recommended here, or suggested 
as an appropriation for the various purposes set forth in this bill, nor 
in fact to criticise the bill as it has been reported from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, but simply to call attention to the fact that during 
the last fiscal year, according to the report of the Department, accord- 
ing to the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs in his report, according to the suggestion of the Secretary of the 
Navy himself in his annual report, that the work heretofore author- 
ized by the Department in the completion of vessels heretofore com- 
menced, and commenced under acts passed at the last session of Con- 
gress, has been progressing in a favorable manner. And my object in 
so calling attention is to state that during the last Congress we were 
repeatedly told that it was utterly impossible for the Secretary of the 
Navy to construct the new vessels then to be authorized by act of Con- 
gress under the system of organization as it then and now and has for 
over a quarter of a cen existed. 

It will be remembered, sir, that it was claimed upon this side of the 
House that the present organization was perfect; that each, every, and 
all of the bureaus of that Department were essential to a successful 
operation of the whole; and that if it was necessary or desirable to 
concentrate any of the officials of these departments under the bureaus 
as it then existed, or transfer them, or abolish any of the bureaus it 
could be done by a stroke of the Secretary’s pen; and that he had au- 
thority under the Jaw, as it existed, to abolish virtually any bureau by 
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transferring the duties performed by one of them to another which in 
his judgment was more necessary for the successful accomplishment of 
the work in hand assigned to it. 

Gentlemen of this committee will remember that we had a bill of- 
fered during that Congress abolishing the existing system, a system 
which we were assured had brought about all of the extravagance and 
abuses under which we were told a Republican administration had 
wantonly disposed of the people’s money, or had perpetrated frauds, as 
some gentlemen chose to assert—a system under which the Department 
had been controlled for a number of years. That bill was offered, by 
which the eight bureaus of the Department were, in the first place, to 
be concentrated into three bureaus, or failing in that an effort was made 
to concentrate them into five; and it was then insisted that if the bill 
then offered should become a law—insisted upon this side of the House— 
that the Secretary of the Navy would find it absolutely essential to 
issue an order by which he would in fact restore the bureaus that were 
so abolished. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that all 
that was claimed on this side of the House during that controversy 
has been virtually conceded by the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
Mr. Whitney, to this House in December last, and I read from page11 
of that report. Permit me to state first that he does not fail to call the 
attention of the Congress to the fact that he suggested that these 
changes should be made, and the committee will bear me out in the as- 
sertion that the Secretary of the Navy and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs stated, and it was claimed on that side of the 
House, that it would be absolutely impossible to carry on the work 
without wasteful extrav; ce unless the bureaus were consolidated. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from West Virginia may be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOFF. I shall not probably consume the five minutes allotted 
tome. The Secretary says: ; 

In the last two annual reports of the Department, the neceasity for a better 
system of handling the stores and supplies and formaking the purchases of the 
Department has been fully explained. During the last year a new system has 
been inaugurated, 

Inaugurated by virtue of what authority? How wasit inaugurated ? 
It was not by virtue of any legislative enactment. It was not by au- 
thority of any statute of Congress, unless it be the authority of legis- 
lative enactment existing previous to the criticisms that had been sub- 
mitted upon the organization of the Department as it has heretofore 
existed. Then I say, sir, that the Secretary, when he calls the atten- 
tion of Congress and the country to the fact that a new system has 
been inaugurated, admits it to be true as it was stated on this side of 
the House, I myself. among others, making the statement, and my 
colleagues on this side, as well as a member of the Naval Committee 
on the other side, that this system could be inaugurated under the 
much-abused organization of that Department as it had existed from 
1846 down to the present time. 

My honorable friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] stated persist- 
ently and eloquently that it was impossible for this change to be made. 
He argued it well in his report, and argued it better on the floor of the 
House. And, sir, I am glad that he is here now to substantiate, as I 
have no doubt he will substantiate, this admirable statement of the 
Secretary of the Navy upon this particular branch of the law. 

And I am yery frank to say, Mr. Chairman, that my motive in this 
formal amendment and in making this statement to the House, calling 
the attention of the country and of this committee to these facts, is be- 
cause of the very statements of my friends on the other side of this 
Chamber, which they have been in the habit of making for years past, of 
abusing the system of organization there, which they have criticised 
and abused so long, that they are so fond and anxious on all and every 
occasion of denouncing, and have even made it a pretext to hold up to 
the scorn of the country as a system by which repeated Republican ad- 
ministrations have repaired old ships and failed to construct new ves- 
sels and squandered millions of money, and that thereby the faulty 
organization of the Department was demonstrated beyond all question 
to exist. 

I have no idea that the honorable chairman of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs will take issue with the Secretary of the Navy on this prop- 
osition. I read further: 

During the last year anew system has been inaugurated. There will hereafter 
be accountability for the property and a responsible head to the business. 

My friends, do you not, on that side of the Chamber, remember how 
the word ‘‘accountability’’ was played upon; that there had been no 
responsibility; that there had been no accountability in the Department; 
that it was absolutely impossible to have that accountability or responsi- 
bility under the existing organization? And yetwe are told now that 
we havea perfact system of organization, that we have a superb system 
organized in the last year, inaugurated since the adjournment of Con- 
gress, by which we have to-day absolute accountability. Icongratulate 
the chairman; I congratulate the Secretary; I congratulate my friends 
on the other side of the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition now and 
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shall not attempt at this time to discuss the question which the gentle- 
man raises, whether the bill for the reorganization of the Navy, intro- 
duced by myself, so earnestly pressed on this side and so persistently 
fought on the other side of the House, ought to have passed or not. I 
am not at all surprised that the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Gorr] should feel like making some excuse to the country for being so 
largely responsible for the defeat of that bill, as he was resorting, as his 
party did, to parliamentary tactics, although two of the intelligent 
members of his party belonging to the Naval Committee had favored 
the bill. 

But I desire to correct the gentleman in this. If he will look back 
to the RECORD he will see I did not state that it was impossible for a 
reorganization to be made by the Secretary. I admitted then, as I say 
now, that under the power the Secretary had to distribute among the 
eight bureas the authority vested in him he could easily do what he 
has done. 

Mr. GOFF. Iconcede that that was your argument; but it was 
coupled with this proposition: That it could not be done and at the 
same time secure a proper accountability. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think I could easily demonstrate, if this were 
the proper time and place, that even under the present organization 
there are grave defects. They were continually cropping out while 
we were preparing the appropriation bill. I shall not be tempted, 
however, to go back and discuss that question. 

Mr. GOFF. You will take issue with the Secretary if you do. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not take issue with the Secretary. I am sat- 
isfied the Secretary believes now, as he believed then, that it would 
be better to pass that bill. If the bill had become a law it would have 

ut at rest many questions that must rise hereafter. We could have 
ed under that bill, if it had become law, quite a different bill from 
that we have just passed. The Secretary made the present organiza- 
tion simply because we were not permitted to reorganize by law, al- 
though I know he thinks, and I entirely agree with him—and I am 
glad the gentleman from West Virginia does also—that the reorganiza- 
tion which he has made by his order has worked a great reform in this 


bureau system. 

Mr. GOFF. I have stated no such thing as that. I have simply 
stated that reform and reorganization has been consummated under 
existing law when we were told it could not be accomplished. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. McCREARY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 

had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 7 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 

communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, re- 
bills of the following titles, with the statement that the bills 

having been presented to the President on June 7, 1898, and not hav- 
ing been returned by him to the House of Congress in which they orig- 
inated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, they had 
become laws without his approval: 
+  Anact (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 

Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich. ; 
An act (H. R. 7264) for the erection ofa public building at Bridgeport, 


Conn. : 
' An act (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky.; 

An act (H. R. 1184) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Rock Creek, and at the Woodley Lane Road, in the District of Colum- 
bia; and 

An act (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to John Witham. 

The message further announced that the President had approved 
bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 183) authorizing the loan of tents and tent 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
P . 


otomac 

An act (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 
An act (H. R. on to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 
An act (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; - 


An act (H, R. 8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoffin; 

An act ir R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 

An act (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey; 

panes ti. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pen- 

sion-roll; 

An act (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
pension-roll; 

An act (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shozmaker on 
the pension-roll; 

An act (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the ion-roll ; 

An act as ng 6531) to pension Leah Roark; 

An act (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. Merey Knight; 

An act (E R. 3535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; > 

An act (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieutenant Morton; 

An act (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardsoy; 

An act (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O’ Neil; 

An act (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

An act (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alphens Dyer; 


An act (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

An act (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 
An act (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 
An act (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; 
An act (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 
An act (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

An act (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 
An act (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 
An act (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 

An act (H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 
An act (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning; 
An act (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton; 
An act (H. R. Lory granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
An act (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 
An act (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Herman Rankins; 
An act (H. R. 8159) granting a peusion to Jane Brown Dunn; 
An act (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 
An act (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 
An act (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abbe E. Jackson; 
An act (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 
An act (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 
An act (H. R. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; 
An act (H. R. aut for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

An act (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

An act (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

An act (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

An act (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; and 
An act (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn. 


AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up House bill No. 7801, 
which is the unfinished business. 
uae SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to secure t 
sell ia eae ies Ot ite ace oe een 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the bill was last before the House certain 
amendments were adopted. There area large number of amendments 

nding. It is for the consideration of these amendments I desire to 
have the bill taken up as unfinished business. 

I wish to say by way of explanation that the gentleman from Illinois, 
Judge PAYSON, who is a member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and a very valuable member, authorized me to say to the House that 
he was extremely desirous that this measure should go right on when- 
ever the opportunity should present itself, whether he was present or 
not. 


Mr. BURROWS. Ina conversation with Judge PAYSON after this 
matter was called up before, he expressed himself as very much grati- 
fied that I had called attention to it and had its consideration post- 
poned until his return. He said he was very anxious to be here when 
the bill was considered. It certainly is a very important bill, and, 
while I have no feeling about it one way or the other, it seems to me 
that, considering the slimness of the House, it had better lie over un- 
til his return. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ican only say that Judge Payson came to me, I 
think the same afternoon that he left the city, and said that while he 
wished to be here when the forfeiture bill came up, as he had a substi- 
tute to propose for that, he desired that this bill should go right on 
whenever there was an opportunity. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Houaran] that it is the wish of Judge Payson that this 
bill shall be taken up at the first opportunity, even in his absence, I 
will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Will the tleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN ] give way for a moment to let the gentleman from New 
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Jersey [Mr. McAnoo] take up a little bill from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs? [Laughter.] 

Mr. McADOO. The bill has been reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and I ask that it be taken up and consid- 
ered now. It will occupy only a few minutes. 

Mr. OATES. Will not the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
consent to allow this bill to go over until to-morrow ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will take a day to consider the amendments to 
this bill, and I want every minute I can get. If this bill is not passed 
I want it understood that it is not the fault of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. Although the bill has been pending before the House for 
three months or more, we have had altogether an hour and a half for 
its consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. WILKINS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order. 

Mr. WILKINS. How is it the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is unfinished business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill is properly before the House. It is un- 
finished business, 

Mr. RANDALL. And has the right of way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And has the right of way. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the House should take a recess now would 
this bill have the right of way in the morning? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It is unfinished business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis unfinished business, and has the right of way 
all the time until disposed of. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move that the House take a recess until 8 
o'clock this evening. We have been in session here almost six hours 
in a sweltering atmosphere. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, I would like to 
know what effect the consideration of this bill would have upon the 
special order assigning to-morrow for the consideration of business 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be for the Speaker to decide 
when the question comes up in the House to-morrow. | Laughter. ] 
Thé gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] moves that the 
House take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I hope the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] that the House take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BUCHANAN; and there 
were—ayes 30, noes 40. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. Let us have tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
selihsivad and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] will 
act as tellers. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now I ask that the Clerk proceed with the reading. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, tellers were demanded by two gen- 
(tlemen on this side. 

i TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair did not understand that tell- 
ers were demanded, The Chair understood that the point of no quo- 
rum was made, which made it the duty of the Chair to appoint tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers, and they were refused— 
only 19 members voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tellers are refused; the noes have it, 
and the House refuses to take a recess. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now let the Clerk read. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hor- 
MAN] whether the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has not 
an amendment pending to this bill which he considers-quite import- 
ant? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pending 
amendment, which is to section 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But no patent shall issue except to a citizen of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the amendment just read, an amend- 
ment was proposed, to add the words which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Or who has declared his intention to become such. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first proposition just read was submitted by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], the other, I believe, by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. ‘The question pre- 
sented is a very important one, and I am anxious that the gentleman 
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from Illinois should be present when it is considered. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that this amendment be passed over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, these amend- 
ments will be- passed over for the present, with leave to return here- 
after to this part of the bill. The Chair hears no objection. There is 
another amendment pending to the third section—an amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. The Clerk 
will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3, by striking out all after the words “Revised Statutes” in 
line 2, and inserting the words “is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move that the House now take a recess until 
8 o’clock. The gentleman who proposed that amendment is not here. 
This is a privileged matter, and can be brought up in the morning. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as there does not seem to be a quorum 
present, and gentlemen have some reports they desire to make, I will 
not insist on the further’progress of the bill just now, but give notice 
that I shall call it up in the morning. ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a previous order of the House, 
gentlemen having reports to make can hand them to the Clerk. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw the motion for a recess, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without allowing this bill to lose its place, I yield 
for a moment to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO]. 


CADET ENGINEERS. 


Mr. MCADOO. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S.1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engineers. 
Be it enacted, ctc., That for the purpose of placing certain cadet engineers 

uates) in their proper grade and rank in the Navy, the President of the 
States be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint and, 
consent of the Senate, commission as assistant rs in the Navy the cadet 
engineers of the classes of 1881 and 1882 now in Navy: That the 
commissions of the class of 1881 be dated from July 1, L and their names be 
placed on the Navy Register imm: yafterthename of William D, Weaver, 
and that they take precedence in their grade and corps according to their pro- 
ficiency as shown by their order of merit at the date of graduation; and that 
the commissions of the class of 1882 be dated from July 1, 1884, and their names 
be places on the Navy Register immediately after the name of Charles E, Rom- 
mell, and that they take ence in their grade and corps to their 
proficiency as shown by their order of merit at the date of graduation: vided, 
That any of such cadet engineers who failed to pass the physical examination 
at the Naval Academy made at the time of their graduation shall be subjected 
re pea examinations before receiving their appointments, as above author- 


nited 
by and with the advice and 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. I think we ought to have some explanation of it, 
the right to object being reserved. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been passed by the Sen- 
ate and isindorsed by the unanimous report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of this House. It does not add one man to the official roster 
of the Navy. The circumstances are simply these: There were two 
kinds of cadets at the Naval Academy, engineer cadets and naval cadets. 
The course of engineer cadets was four years; that of naval cadets, six 
years. Mr. Chandler, while Secretary of the Navy, construed the law 
as requiring that engineer cadets should serve two years at sea before 
finally graduating. They demurred to this decision and took the case 
to the Court of Claims, which decided in their favor; and upon an ap- 
peal the Supreme Court of the United States decided that Mr. Chandler 
was wrong; that at the end of four years these engineer cadets should 
be enli in the Navy. By the action of the Department they lost 
two years. This bill simply gives them the advantage which they 
otherwise would have had. 

Mr. HERBERT. There is a unanimous report in favor of it from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to know whether this bill applies simply 
to certain cadets who have graduated in the past, or whether it is pros- 
pective in its provisions. 

Mr. McADOO. It relates entirely to these cases in the past; it is 
not prospective. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How many persons willbe affected by it? 

Mr. McADOO. About ten, I think. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. 
which was done to them. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill 


Is there objection to the present con- 


It proposes to right a wrong 


No. 6947, similar in its provisions to the Senate bill just passed, will 
be laid on the table. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
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AMENDMENT TO LAND LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Ihave not yielded the floor. Iask that the amend- 
ment which was submitted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
DERSON ], who is not now present, be passed over. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I suppose that is with the understanding that 
it does not lose its place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course. 

Mr. McRAE. And with the further understanding that it is not to 
delay the ze of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Under the order of the House, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana can recur to this part of the billatany time. In 
the absence of objection, the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] will be passed over for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGe]. 

GETTYSBURGH. 


Mr. LODGE. Task, by unanimous consent, to call up for considera- 
tion from the House Calendar joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting 
leave of absence to certain persons employed in the service of the 
United States. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the heads of Departments are hereby authorized to grant 
to all persons employed in the service of the United States who were present 
at the battle of Gettysburgh, either in the Union or Confederate forces [be, and 
hereby are, granted}, sufficient leave of absence, without loss of pay, to attend 
the reunion to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next. 

The Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service recommended 
the following amendments: t 

Strike out ‘‘be, and hereby are, granted” and add, “such absence not to be 
taken from the allowance made by law.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 


| 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is objection. I call for 
the regular order. I move the House take a recess to 8 o'clock this | 


evening. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Indiana 
yielded, and I have moved to take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, according to previous order, takes a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MAIsuH, who directed the reading of the following com- 
munication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 22, 1888. 
Sır: Hon. Levr Marsun is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore at the 


session of the House this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jons B, CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


ANN ATKINSON. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar for present consideration the bill (S. 1844) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson. 

Mr. MATSON. Unless there is some special reason for that I shall 
be compelled to object. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This bill, if the gentleman will permit me to 
state, provides for a pension for an old lady now in her eighty-fourth 
year. She isthe widow of a veteran of the war of 1812, and is now de- 
pendent entirely upon charitable institutions for her support. She is, 
as I have said, quite aged, and unless we do something now for her I 
think she will never be able to receive any of the benefits granted under 
our pension Jaws. I willstate further that this is a Senate bill which 
has been upon the Calendar for some time. It is very far down upon 
the Calendar, and will probably not be reached this session. It only 
increases the pension from $8 to $16 a month. 

Mr, MATSON. I do not insist upon the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Atkinson, late widow of Hope- 
ful Toler, late a soldier in Capt. Henry Saint Geo Tucker's company of 
Mounted Virginia Rifles, in the war of 1812, and pay at the rate of $16 per 
month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 

The soldier, Hopeful Toler, was a soldier in the war of ee org was paid for 
twenty-eight days’ service, nine and one-half kerf travel. e claimant, Mrs. 
ree} n FR ad was pensioned at the rate of $8 per month by act approved 
A 25, 

e is now in needy circumstances, dependent upon the assistance of a char- 
itable institution and her pension. Her age is seventy-eight years. Your com- 
mittee recommend passage of the bill. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, I may state, Mr. Speaker, that this report was 


made some time ago, and I have heard since from a kinsman of this 
old lady that she is eighty-four years of age instead of seventy-eight. 
There being no objection the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
rea read the third time, and a 
Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
tobe passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REBECCA MANLOVE. 


Mr. HIRES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9808) 
granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Manlove, and put it upon 
its passage. 
Mr. MATSON. Iwill interpose the same objection in that case. 
Mr. HIRES. I would like to say a word in reference to this bill. 
This is quite an aged lady, eighty-nine years old, and is the widow of 
a service revolutionary soldier. If relief is not granted shortly it can 
be of no service to her, and I hope, this being the widow of a soldier, 
there will be no objection to considering the bill. 
Mr. MATSON. Let the bill be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca Manlone, widow 
of David Manlone, who served in the United States Navy in the war of 1512, 
from $12 per month to $30 per month, fromand after the passage of this act. 
The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 
The claimant is the widow of David Manlove, who was sailing master of the 
Delaware flotilla from November 5, 1813, to April 8, 1815, in the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain. She has been in receipt of a pension at the rate only of $8 per 
month from March 9, 1878, and $12 from March 19, 1886, under the general Jaws. 
‘It is shown by the certificate of Downs Edmunds, udge of common pleas, and 
' John Spencer, mayor, both of Cape May, N.J., where claimant also resides, 
that Mrs. Manlove is almost totally blind; isin her eighty-ninth year, and has 
no means of support beyond her small pension, She is a very worthy woman. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the pension shouid be increased to $30 
per month, and therefore return the bill to the House, with the recommenda- 
| tion that it do pass, amended, however, by changing the word “ Manlone,” 
wherever it appears in said bill, to “ Manlove.” - 

Mr. MATSON. I would like some member of the Committee on 
| Pensions to explain why it is that in this case an increase of pension 
, to $30 a month is made, while in a similar case, just passed by the 

House, $16 a month was considered sufficient? r: 

Mr. HIRES. Well, I suppose that$16 wasall that was asked in that 
case. Thirty dollars certainly is not too high a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. It strikes me that $16 a month is a very good pen- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 

Mr. MATSON. Idid. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist upon the 
objection ? 

Mr. MATSON. Unless there is some explanation, I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill is not 
before the House for consideration. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. Inow demand the regular order. 

I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
to consider the special order; but pending that I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SAWYER], who desires to have a bill recommitted. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Í 
Mr. SAWYER. Iask to have the bill of the Senate 2375, granting 
a pension to Joseph McGuckian, which was reported tothe House with 


The gentleman reserved hisobjection? 


an adverse recommendation, recommitted to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

There being no objection, the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The motion of Mr. MATSON was then ugreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order of last Friday evening be followed to-night, giving the privilege 
of calling up any bill which has been passed over, but proceeding with 
the Calendar from the point where we left off before. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to. 

ROSANNA K. GRIFFIN, 


Mr. FARQUHAR. As my own case is the first on the call and un- 
der the regular order, I call up the bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension 
to Rosanna K. Griffin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosanna K., Griffin, widow of James 


Griffin, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 
The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of James Griffin, who served 


in Com) 


y I, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Volunteers, from Septem- 
ber 3, zii p 


1 July 15, 1865, and died February 26, 1885, of aneurism of arch of 


1888. 


norta. The widow’sclaim has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
bed the evidence fails to show the connection of the fatal disease with the mil- 
ry ice. 

Soldier, as shown by the testimony of commissioned officer and comrades, 
while in battle of Cold Harbor, was struck over the left breast with a musket- 
ball, which penetrated through the folds of a rubber and woolen blanket, which 
he carried over his left shoulder, the ball lodging in his clothing, pressed against 
his breast. This any. was, in the opinion of the widow, the immediate cause 
of the soldier's death, complicated with rheumatism also contracted in the serv- 
ice, It being clearly shown that soldier received an injury to breast, while the 
evidence as to origin of rheumatism was not satisfactory, the case was sub- 
mitted tothe medical referee for his opinion as to whether the death-cause could 
be accepted as a result of the former. The opinion of the medical referee, how- 
ever, was adverse to that theory. 

Upon a re-review of the case, it was held by the legal branch of the office that 
rheumatism was fairly established, and thereupon the medical referee gave the 
following opinion: “The rheumatism being admitted as due to the service, the 
aneurism of the aorta causing death will be accepted as due to disease of the 
heart, the result of rheumatism.” 

Before final action on the claim another re-reviewer differed with the former 
reviewer, as to the origin of rheumatism in the service, and the case was sent 
out for special examination. 

The special examination failed to add to the testimony already in the case as 
to the existence of rheumatism in the service, but strengthened that relating to 
soens rheumatic condition at date of discharge and his suffering therefrom 
the er. 

Two special examiners were favorably impressed with the merits of the case, 
but the third examiner, who was directed to examine a comrade, reported 
against the case upon that comrade's negative testimony only, who at the same 
time is shown by the special examiner to be unreliable because of his un- 
soundness of mind due to a wound received in service. 

The judgment of this examiner was acce and the widow’s claim rejected. 

Your committee have carefully examined the evidence in the case, and ar- 
rive at the conclusion that the soldier's death was due to his military service, 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do 


pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD HEALY. 


Mr. LANE. I call up the bill (H. R. 6057) to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Edward Healy, being one of the bills passed over 
heretofore on page 61 of the Calendar. 

The bill is as follows: 3 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Healy, late of the Sixth 
United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: . 


His medical examination February 24, 1870, shows about the same condition 
found on first examination. June 14, 1873, his examination shows same dis- 
abilities increased, and a rating of $18 per month. Examination September 4, 
1873, shows same condition as previous examination. Examinations Novem- 
ber 11, 1873, November 18, 1874, show steadily increased disability. Examina- 
tion June 7, 1875, shows progress of rheumatic trouble and heart disease. Ex- 
aminations September 5, 1877, April 14, 1881, June 14, 1883, August 20, 1884, De- 
cember 2, 1884, and A ril 7, 1887, show progress of both diseases, rheumatism 
and resulting heart disease. Last examination shows “joints and fingers of 
both hands slightly enlarged, toes of both feet distorted, stiffness of joints of 
lower extremities ; locomotion very difficult ; area of cardiacdullness increased ; 
action of heart excited, forcible, and irregular; a rough throb over region of 
mitral valves; has yalyular lesion, with cardiac etd apeaon no doubt the re- 
sult of rheumatism. Is inca tated for performing any manual labor.” 

Drs. Draperand Eliott testified October 27, 1874, that the condition of claimant's 
fect, resulting from rheumatism, was such as to render walking impossible at 
times. 

Thomas T, Smith testified June 10,1886. that claimant “ is frequently confined 
to his bed on account of rheumatism and heart disease, and that he is unable to 
dress or undress himself.” 

Julius Emmons testifies June 10, 1886, that claimant’s disability has steadily 
increased during the ten years that he has known him, “and that he is unable 
to dress or undress himself, and is frequently confined to his bed from diseases 
of heart and rheumatism.” 

Grove Douglas testified March 28, 1877, to several years’ intimate acquaint- 
ance with claimant, and “that he is afflicted in a most terrible manner with 
chronic rheumatism in feet and legs, and directly affecting his heart to such an 
extent that he is utterly incapacitated for business and all labor,” 

Dr. Garrfett testifies that claimant's “ feet are in such a condition as to render 
locomotion almost impossible.” Dr. D. W. Bliss gives testimony fully corrob- 
orating that of Dr. Garnett. While the disability clearly shown to result from 
the claimant's rheumatism and heart troubles may not actually require the 
constant aid and attendance of another person, it is shown by facts, as well as 
testimony most reputable in charactor, that the aid and attendance of another 
person is an absolute necessity for considerable portions of the time. 

It is further shown that the claimant's heart trouble is such as to render con- 
tinuance of existence very uncertain, and that death may result almost instantly 
from some trivial cause or excitement or improvident exercise. 

The bill is reported favorably with amendments, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, 

The claimant served in the Sixth Regiment United States Infantry from June 
6, 1860, to January 20, 1866, when he was discharged on account of disability be- 
cause of žchronio rheumatism‘ with distortion of toes of both feet.” He was 
granted pension August 23, 1869, for rheumatism of both feet, at the rate of $6 
per month. Increase was nted from January 7, 1875, to $18 per month for 
rheumatism and resulting heart disease. Pension was again increased under 
act of March 3, 1883, to $24 per month, and on December 2, 1884, pension wasin- 

to $50 per month for rheumatism and heart disease as a result. His 
medical examination August 13, 1869, shows “distortion of both feet, the toes 
being flexed by muscular action, causing great deformity and difliculty in pro- 
gressive locomotion."’ 

The committee recommend the following amendments: Strike out the words 
"placed on” in the first Line and insert in lieu thereof the word “increase,” and 
also to strike out the words ‘roll the name” in the same line; also to strike 
out the words “placed on the pension-roll" in the fourth line of said bill, and 
to insert in lieu thereof the words “ increase the pension ;" and also to add, after 


the word “infantry” in the sixth line of said bill, the following words, “and 
to pay him a pension of $45 in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 


| The amendments were agreed to, 
| ‘The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
, the recommendation that it do pass, 
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FRANK H. REED. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H, Reed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank H. d, non compos son 
of George W. late a private in Company O, Thirty-first Regiment Maine 
Mite range at the rate of $18 per month, payable to his legally constituted 
guardian, 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The facts in this case are, that claimant is the son of George W. Reed, a pri- 
vate in Company O, Thirty-first Maine Volunteers, who was killed in battle at 
Spottsylvania, Va., in May, 1864. The son was pensioned until he reached the 
age of sixteen years. He is now a complete imbecile, being adjudged insane 
and placed under guardianship. The facts are all thoroughly established, and 
a petition signed by 69 citizens of the town of Harmony, Me., is on lile, setting 
forth the pitiable condition and necessities of claimant. 

Tke bill submitted to the committee is defective in form, and a substitute bill 
is reported. As both Houses of the present Congress have passed bills in form 
precisely like tho substitute, your committee recommend that it do pass, and 
that the original bill lie on the table. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY NEVELS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. Hovry) was the bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief 
of Mary Nevels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the Recmiva laws, the nameof Nevels, a blind orphan, 
whose father, Thomas Nevels. of Company G, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteers, was killed in battle in October, 1863, at the rate of $18 per month, 
during the term of her natural life. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 
7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the blind orphan daughter of Thomas Nevels, of Company G, 
Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Cavalry, who died from the effects of wounds 
received at the battle of Philadelphia, Tenn., October 28, 1863, while on the way 
to the hospital from the battle-field. His widow drew a pension from date of 
soldier's death, but died on the 6th day of April, 1874, leaving the claimant un- 
protected and wholly dependent on the charity of friends for support. 

The claimant was born December 25, 1853, and in March, 1864, was taken with 
spotted fever, which settled in her eyes and produced total blindness in both 
eyes, She has no home, no money, or means of any kind-to make a support, 
and petitions Congress to afford her relief. 

A petition accompanies this bill signed by many prominent citizens of War- 
rick County, Indiana, who are personally acquainted with the claimantand the 
facts set forth in the case. 

Your committee have established many precedents of this kind for relief, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. GIBSON. 


Mr. MAISH. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7247) to increase the 
pension of Mary A. Gibson, widow of Commander William Gibson, 
with an amendment. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Gibson, widow of 
Commander William Gibson, United States Navy, and pay her a pension of 
$50 pe month from and after the passage of this act; and this pension shall be 
in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 


The committee recommend, in line 6, the correction of the name. 
Strike out the letter ‘‘A’’ and insert the letter “M.” 

Mr. MAISH. I move to take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 
2129, which was reported from the committee, and will be found on 
the Calendar on page 90, and substitute it for the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2129) to 
increase the pension of Mary A. Gibson, widow of Commander William Gibson, 
ee one iad same under consideration, and beg to adoptand submit the follow- 

ng report: 

Phe applicant is the widow of William Gibson, late a commander in the 
United States Navy. She is now drawing a pension of $30 per month since the 
death of her husband, which occurred October 23, 1887. Such is the amount pro- 
vided for by the general law in such cases, The deceased officer seems to have 
been appointed midshipman February 11,1841, and to have been promoted by 
gradual steps until March 5, 1879, when he reached the grade of commander, 

During this long service, although itseems he was advanced and deservedly 
promoted, yet the progress was so slow that at the death of her husband, after 
twenty-nine years’ actual service, she is left with only $30, the pension of a com- 
mander. The husband served in the Mexican war, being closely en in the 
Reefer with the batteries and troops of the karo i in the two attac npon Al- 
varado by our forces, and being presentalso with his vessel at Tobasco. In 1849, 
while serving on the Ewing, in the Coast Survey, in California waters, he was 
assaulted by a mutinous crew, rescued from drowning, and thanked by his 
superior officer for “ characteristic gallantry.” He was complimented by Admi- 
ral Rodgers, commanding the squadron in the sea of Japan in 1854-55, “for zeal, 
energy, and the courage with which he endured the hardships of a dangerous 
cruise. 

During the war of the rebellion he commanded the United States war steamer 
Yankee, of the Potomac flotilla. He was present during all the operationsupon 
the James River pA A ee campaign of General McClellan against Richmon 
and was thanked for services by Commodore Wilkes upon capturing seve 
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in three attacks against Fort McAllister, 
mpont in his dispatches for his ‘great spirit 


gaged against the Confederate batteries at Charleston, was officially 
commended by Admiral ns and Rowan, and was thanked by Major- 
Seen) Newt ae able co-operation with the land forces" in the expedition 
"October, 1806, he rode outa hurricane near the Bahamas, and was thanked 

by the British Government for aid rendered those islands after the catastrophe. 

We think such a record demands special consideration. He seems to have 
been exceedingly deserving of the rank at least of a commodore—never at- 
tained—doubtiess prevented by some *‘ rules of the service.” 

The widow, allowed now $30, asks an increase to $50 per month, 
In distinct recognition of her husband’s long and faithful service we recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understand the desire is that this bill shall go 
over until Thursday night, July 12, 

Mr. MAISH. I understood objection would be made, and I there- 
fore move that the same order be made in this case as was made in all 
similar cases—that the bill be puton the Calendar for Thursday night, 
July 12, for consideration after the bills heretofore set for that evening, 
fifteen minutes’ debate to be allowed on each side, and the previous 
question to be ordered, with the right to offer amendments. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The CHAIRMAN. House bill 7247 will be reported to the Honse 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. y 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave a similar case, in which I desire the same 
course taken. Iask that the Senate bill be made the special order, and 
that the House bill No. 3155 lie on the table. 

This bill has never 


Mr. MATSON. Linsist on the regular order. 
been passed yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know the status of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a Senate bill on the Speaker’s table. The 
House bill has been reported by the Committee on Pensions. I ask 
that the Senate bill be made the order, 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the Senate bill been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions? 

It has not. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Illinois? 
Mr. MATSON. Yes; I demand the regular order, 
PHILOMELIA L. DARTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. MACDONALD) was the bill (S. 1827) granting a 
pension to Philomelia L. Dartt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philomelia L. Dartt, widow of 
Josiah R. Darrt, late captain of Company A, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1827) 
granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions in this case is adopted, and 
the passage of the bill recommended. 

{Senate report.] 

l The husband of the beneficiary under this bill was Josiah R. Dartt, captain of 
the Fifth Minnesota Infantry Volunteers, who died September 11,1874. After 
his death his widow made claim for a pension on the ground that such death 
was occasioned by piles contracted inthe service. The application was ted, 
and the widow drew the ion allowed from the date of her husband's death 
until September 4, 1884, r which her name was dro from the rolls. 

The records in this case are so vol that only the most eral state- 
ment can be made. Thetestimony supporting the original applica was clear, 
ample, and uncontradicted. Between the dates of allowance and suspension 
controversies arose involving a portion of the dead soldier's estate, which en- 

gendered much bitterness, and which induced a brother of the deceased to rep- 

resent to the Pension Office that Captain Dartt was afflicted with piles before 

entering the service. The investigation made by — of the Pension Office 

brought out a mass of conflicting testimony of rei pave conc rae making the 

case before the committee rest entirely upon the o ility of witnesses. An 

en of the testimony of a hundred witnesses can not, of course, be given 
ere. 

The committee, however, partly from the personal knowl of one of its 
members, and from the credence due some of the witnesses who had al 
means of information, among whom were the colonel of the ee after- 
ward governor of the State), e regimental sı m, and othersof unquestioned 
standing and repute, do not hesitate to report t the real weight of such tes- 
oe i, in favor of the widow, and they therefore recommend the passage of 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
j JULIUS C. MONSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. SAWYER) was the bill (S. 808) granting a pension 
to Julius C. Monson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius ©. Monson, late a sergeant 
in Company D of the Fifteenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 808) 
granting a pension to Julius O. Monson, submit the followin, 2 
That committee think that the facts as stated in the 


vessels ofthe enemy. He was en, 
and was mentioned by Admiral 
ance, 


attached and made a part hereof show that this is a meritorious case, and they 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


SENATE REPORT, 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 808) granting 
a on to Julius C, Monson, have examined the same and report: 

c claimant made application for a pension in 1879, and received notice of 
his final rejection in 1887, on the ground that he had epileptic fits before he en- 
listed. As to prior soundness, Annis Nelson, Gelbrand Jenson, Andrew Fred- 
erickson, and Henry Jacobs all testify to their acquaintance with him, to his 
robust health, and he never had epilepsy or any other disease. 

The second lieutenant of his company testifies that he appeared well from 
January, 1862, to September, 1862, when he had a fitorfainting spell, Hadnone 
after that that he knew of. He wasa soldier, prompt and active. 

Two brothers of the claimant testi toa special examiner that the claimant 
was sound, never had epilepsy, and that there never had been epilepsy in the 
family. In reference to one of these witnesses the examiner says he had great 
difficulty in getting him to testify. He insisted upon knowing what questions 
would be asked before being sworn, a circumstance which the er inti- 
mates is disparaging to hisveracity. The man’s repugnance is nothing extraor- 
dinary, There are few persons who take kindly to these somewhat inquisi- 
torial investigations, 

There have been eight special examinations, and the bulk of testimony col- 
lected shows that the claimant was sound before enlistment. Such witnessesas 
testify to the contrary were doubtful as to their knowledge. They had heard 
or got an impression that he had fits before he entered the service, but they had 
no ‘itive information. 

The certificate of his discharge is one of those 
in pension It says “he was incapable of doing the duties of a soldier be- 
cause of epilepsy. Had epile; when a boy; mother had epilepsy.” 

Such statements are not evidence; they carry no weight, because they are 
not based upon knowledge and they are contrary to the sworn testimony of 
respectable and trustworthy persons. 

It is proved that the man was sound. It isa fact that he was accepted after 
critical examination—that he was a faithful soldier, “prompt and active ;” that 
he was discharged for disability; that he has been disabled since—is disabled 


now. 
The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY J. M’GREGOR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for ` 
consideration (by Mr. SAwxER) was the bill (S. 2331) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. McGregon 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bary J. McGregor, widow of Will- 
iam McGregor, late sergeant of ordnance, United States Army. X 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2331) 
granting a pension to Mary J. McGregor, submit the following report: 

‘This is a remarkable case. The soldier first enlisted in December, 1828, He 
enlisted eleven differenttimes, and died in the service in July, 1890, 

Under our pension laws the claimant could receive no pension for the reason 
thatshe was unable to show that bis death was due to his military service. On 
the iration of his several enlistments his character as an honest, reliable, 
faithful man and soldier was in almost every case fully indorsed by his superior 
officers. 

On the expiration of his tenth enlistment the certificate of his superior officer 
was that the soldier was “ a tried and experienced soldier in different branches 
of the service.” 

The committee believe that this old and destitate widow of a soldier who had 
served his country for over half a century should be relieved in her destitution 
and they therefore adopt the Senate report hereto attached as their own, ani 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


uliar documents often found 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mary J. 
McGregor, have examined the same, and report: 

The petitioner is the widow of William McGregor, who enlisted eleven times, 
and served fifty years in United States military organizations, His record is 
one of almost unexampled faithfulness and integrity. In every position in 
which he served he received commendation. His last service was at Kenne- 
bec (Me.) arsenal. In 1878 he was relieved from ali but nominal duty. In no- 
tifying hym of his relief the major Cerapan A d says: j 

“Notwithstanding your advanced age (cig nono years) it gives the com- 
manding officer pleasure to state that soldierly instincts and integrity of char- 
acter have, to the last day of your valuable service, won for you the best wishes 
and intentions of your commanding officer.” 

‘The surgeon at Kennebec arsenal certifies that— 

“He died of paralysis of the brain, at the of eighty-four. He had been in 
the service fifty years. His death was ca by long-continued, confined work 
as clerk in the Ordnance Department, in connection with his age.” 

In all the time of his connection with the anag he bad received the wagesof 
a soldier, from which, correct as were his habits, he had not been able to put by 
anything. His aged wife is destitute. 

The committee think that she should have relief, and to this end the accom- 
panying bill is reported, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SARAH A. WILCOX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar which was called up for 
consideration (by Mr. HAUGEN) was the bill (S. 802) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized EA reed on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of 
Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts, who was a nurse in the United States h itals 
during the late war.. That the said pension of $12 per month shall be lieu of 
any pension heretofore granted her. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 802) 
ting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts, submit the 


E Filo 
Senate report hereto | following report: 
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increased results 
adopted the rule of granting pen- 


th. 
mmittee therefore adopt the report of the Senate committee, hereto at- 
tached, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.802) 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, now Roberts, 
same, and report: 

The claimant was an army nurse. She was pensioned at the rate of $3 per 
month byspecialact. In December, 1886, she applied for increase atthe Pension 
Office, but was rejected on the ground that the rate having been fixed by Con- 
gress it could not be changed by the ent. 

This bill increases her rate to $12. Inasmuch as the former rate was too low, 
and she is much disabled by her hospital service, the bill is reported favorably, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY HEAP NICHOLSON. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
SAWYER) was the bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Heap 
Nicholson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Leenal, aias THES phe Baroti y GE Shp Inferiok bo and Be I8 beteby: at 
to place on i 


nting 
have Aarti pi the 


thorized and directed pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe: n laws, the name of Mary Heap Nicholson, widow 
of James W. A. Nicholson, late rear-admiral (retired) of the United States Navy, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage 
of this act. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask that that bill be laid aside, or rather that it 
go over to Thursday evening, July 12, under the same order that has 
heen made with reference to several other bills. 

Mr McMILLIN. Let us have that report read. 

The report was read in part. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the further reading of 
that report be dispensed with, because we do not expect to consider 
the bill this evening. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I am willing that it shall go over without the 
previous question being ordered upon it, but if it is to go over with 
the previous question ordered as in the other cases, I think the report 
ought to be read, and ought to appear in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. SAwYER) was read in full, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1831) 
granting a —- to Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson, submit the folowing report: 

That the eficiary under this bill is the widow of Rear-Admiral James W. 
A, Nicholson, one of the most distinguished officersof the Navy. For forty-five 
years he was in the active service of his country, until 1833, when he was placed 
upon the retired-list by operation of law, having reached the age of sixty-two 
years. Being upon the retired-list his widow is not entitled to a pension under 
existing laws. A. C. Rhoads, medical inspector United States Navy, certifies 


that— 

“The disease causing his death originated in the line of duty from exposure 
incident to long and faithful service in the United States Navy.” 

The committee think that this case comes within the principle areg ea by 
Congress in many cases where pensions for the sum of $50 per month have been 
gaat. The Senate committee report is hereto attached and made a part 

ereof. 


The committee believing the case to bea meritorious one. would report favor- 
ably and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 679, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1831) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson, have examined the same and report. 
The claimant, Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson, is the widow of Rear-Admiral 
James W. A. Nicholson, who, at the time of his death, October 28, 1887, was a 
the retired-list of the Navy. The following certificate sufficiently identifies 
the cause of death as the result of the long service of Admiral Nicholson: 


“140 Wesr FORTY-FOURTH STREET, New YORK, 
s 14, 1887. 
“I hereby certify that James William Augustus Nicholson, who was a rear- 
admiral in the United States Navy, died on the 28th day of October, 1887, of al- 
buminuria, and that the disease causing his death originated in the line of duty 
from exposure incident to long and faithful service in the United States Navy. 
"A. 0. RHOADS, 
* Medical Inspector, Uniled States Navy.” 
Admiral Nicholson was engaged in active service for forty-five yan, the illus- 
trious character of which is attested in the following sketch of his life. 
The passage of the bill is reconımended, 


Admiral Nicholson was born at Dedham, Mass., on March 10,1821. He entered 
the Navy asa midshipman in 1838, and till 1552 (from midshipman to acting lien- 
tenant) served in the Mediterranean, Mexican war, West Indies. and Pacific sta- 
tion. From 1853 to 1855 he was lieutenant on the Vandalia, in the Japaneseex- 
pedition under Commodore Perry, He wasstationedon shore for several months 
with a guard at Shanghai, China. to protect the foreign settlement during the 
Chinese rebellion, From 1857 to 1869 he was on duty on the African coast. 

Early in 1861 he became executive of the Pocahontas in the engagemert with 
Confederate batteries on Aquia Creek and the Potomac River. and aided in the 
protection of Washington. His first command wasthe gun-boat Isaac Smith, in 
the Da Pont Port Royal expedition, During the battle of Port Royal, Novem- 
ber 7, 1861, he evinced two of his characteristic traits—coolness and courage. 
When the Seminole and other vessels came to offer aid, as his ship was envel- 
oped in clouds of steam, he thanked them, saying he could take care of himself, 
and told them to keep to their own line in the battle, and he continued fighting 
until the battle was won. He rendered important service at Fort Pulaski, Fer- 
nandina, St. Mary's, and Jacksonville. 

In the spring of 1862 he was assigned the command of St. Augustine. After 
turning it over to the army of occupation, he went to the St. John’s River, and 


while in command ofa division of gun-boats on that river was attacked by Con- 
federate infantry and defeated them with considerable loss tothe enemy. He 
kept the river and coast clear of batteries and In February, 1862, he 
was in with a Confederate flotilla on the Savannah River. In 1862 


and as she steamed away she 
her s upon it as soon as she passed the forts, 

When the rest of the fleet formed a circle about the rebel craft the Manhattan 
appeared directly in front of the ram to head her off; the shots which pene- 
trated the armor of the Tennesseeand caused her surrender were fired from the 
guns of the Manhattan; and while the entire fleet did good service, the conduct 
of Commander Nicholson, in the management of the Manhattan alone. in the 
opinion of many officers of the Navy, saved the Federal fleet from either being 
driven out of Mobile Bay or being sunk beneath its waters. The Manhattan's 
boats having been shot away, Commander Nicholson was unable to get on 
board the Tennessee to receive her surrender, but Captain Johnson, of the Ten- 
nessee, afterward stated that he wished to surrender to Commander Nicholson, 
of the Manhattan, as the latter vessel had conquered him. The Manhattan was 
also engaged in the bombardment of Fort Morgan. 

Commander Nicholson, from 1865 to 1866, commanded the Moho Pacific 
Squadron, and was present at the bombardment of Valparaiso by the Spanish 
fleet. From 1867 to 1865 he commanded the Wampanoag, the fastest steamer in 
the world at that time. From 1868 to 1870 he was navigation officer at the New 
York yard. In 15871 and 1872 he was captain of the flag-ship Lancaster, Brazil 
Squadron, and brought home the Portsmouth. He was commissioned com- 
modore November 8, 1873. In 1873 and 1874 he was amember of, and in 1875 and 
1476 was president of, the board for examination of officers for promotion and 
for retirement, which board alsorevised the Navy Regulations of 1876. On Sep- 
tember 1, 1876, he took command of the Brooklyn navy-yard, whicli station he 
commanded till Mav 1, 1850. 

On September 1, 1881, Admiral Nicholson was assigned to the command of the 
European Squadron. On June 27 of the following year he anchored his flag-ship 
in the harbor of Alexandria, and awaited the exciting events that were to fol- 
low. When he received official notice, July 10, at 4a. m., from Admiral = 
mour, commanding the British naval forces, that hostilities might occur within 
twenty-four hours, and requesting him to move the vessels under his command 
out of the line of fire, Admiral Nicholson sent the information at once to the 
consulate, and p to receive any and all refugees who might seek protec- 
tion, Atè p. m. he moved outside the bar with the squadron, having one hun- 
dred and three refugees on board. At 7 a. m., the 11th, the English opened fire 
upon the forts, and at 5 p. m. the forts were silenced. Fires raged in the city 
for two days and nights. % 

On the iith Admiral Nicholson again crossed the bar and anchored in the 
lower harbor. He sent to the Khedive, stating his desire to re-establish tha 
consulate. The Khedive granted the request, and begged that the admiral 
would aid in extinguishing the fires, and alsoin preserving order. Admiral 
Nicholson landed one bundred marines, guarded the consulate, aided in ex- 
tinguishing the fires and burying the dead lying about the streets, himself vis- 
iting the consulate and the burning district. Throughout the whole Alexaudria 
episode Admiral Nicholson’s conduct was prompt, energetic, and efficient, and 
he received the general commendation of all Europe and the approval of his 
own Government. 

In February, 1883, Admiral Nicholson was relieved of the command of the 
European Squadron by Admiral Baldwin, and on March Ii was placed on the 
retired-list by operation of law, having reached the age of sixty-two years, 


Mr. SAWYER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that this bill take the 
same course as other bills of the same character; that is, that it go over 
until the evening of Thursday, July 12, that the previous question be 
ordered upon it, and that debate be limited to fifteen minutes with the 
tight to amend. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Why was this man relieved from his 
command ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not remember the facts of the case. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Then ought we to order the previous 
question upon the bill unless somebody here knows the facts of the 
case? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There will be fifteen minutes for debate. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it go over subjecttoamendment. This officer 
was one of the most distinguished officers in the Navy. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But why was he relieved from his 
command? 

Mr. SAWYER. That will appear later. 

The motion of Mr. SAWYER was agreed to, and the bill was laid 
over until Thursday evening, July 12, under the order indicated above. 


JUDSON KNIGHT. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. HAUGEN) was the bill (S. 1192) granting a pension 
to Judson Knight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the acreage irs the name of Judson ight, 
late chief of scouts at headquarters of the armies operating against Richmond, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, as though he had 
been red mustered into the United States Army with the rank of captain 
of volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1192) 
granting a pension to Judson Knight, submit the following report: 

The evidence shows very conclusively that the claimant served fora long time 
during the war with the ri the Potomac as scout, and part of the time was 
chief ofscoutsin that Army; the rendered very valuable services, and enjoyed 
the confidence of such officers as Generals Rosecrans, Phil. Kearney, Butterfield 
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and Saree „and that he is now suffering from disabilities incurred while acting 
as scout. ° 

The committee believe that, in consequence of his valuable services, his dis- 
abilities,and poverty, this is a meritorious case, and they therefore adopt the 
Senate report hereto attached, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Judson Knight, haye examined the same and report: 

This is a bill to pension Judson Knight, whose services are identified by the 
best possible proof, and whose disabilities and need are equally apparent. 

= particular account of his services is given by Bvt. Maj. Gen. George H. Sharpe, 
who says: 

“ During a considerable part of the time that I served on the general staff of 
the Army of the Potomac, and afterwards on the general staff of the armies op- 
erating against Richmond, in Virginia, Judson Knight was employed at these 

i uarters as a scout. He enjoyedan enviable reputation asa man to whom 
a bold enterprise could be intrusted without endangering the confidence of his 
superior officers, At times he rendered services that received signal praise of 
the major-general commanding the Army of the Potomac and of the lieutenant- 
general commanding the armies operating against Richmond. 

‘When he came to headquarters he brought high testimonials of his services 
with the late General Phil. Kearny. He was immediately engaged by me to 
serve with us. In 1864 he was made chief of scouts of the Army of the Potomac, 
and in that ey rea and until the close of the war, rendered most efficient 
service. Ata later date, and in preparing for the last campaign, he gave sub- 
stantial aid in establishing lines of communication between Richmond and our 
headquarters. Throughout his service his reports were ects te relied on, andI 
take pleasure in saying he is a man who deserves well of his country. He is 
now crippled from the effects of these services, and it affords me pleasure to 
make this testimonal in behalf of one who was always faithful and gallant in 

the performance of his duty.” 

In a letter to the Secretary of War General Rosecrans said: 

“Capt, Judson Knight’s services in the late war laid the foundation of his 
present grave disability; but he has hitherto forborne to ask a pension. After 
reading the high testimonials he has of service as scout and chief of scouts, and 
knowing the rare combination of courage, intelligence, and fidelity demanded 
in that service, I feel a warm interest in his case, and in! uce a bill for 
ponming him. I unite with Senator Sewell in asking you to interest yourself 

securing him some suitable employment by which he can support himself 
until he gets ey relief.” 

In a letter to in Knight the late General Winfield S. Hancock says: 

“T can state wi leasure that I knew you in the Army as one of the chief 
of scouts, and recall one occasion when you came to me on duty. My remem- 
— of you is that you were a meritorious person and performed good sery- 
ice. 


Dr. Bronson, of the District of Columbia, testifies to his acquaintance with 
and treatment of the claimant. He n to treat him in 1865 for varicose veins 
and varicose ulcers, and his disabilities are such that he can only perform such 
duties as can be done in a sitting posture. 

The committee have more testimony to the same effect. The pension laws do 
not cover his case, but it is evident that he has earned a pension and needs it, 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA W. BEACH. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for 
consideration by Mr. SAWYER) was the bill (S. 2255) granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda W. Beach. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aman Š dependent 
mother of Henry H. Beach, late a private in Company D, Seventh Regiment of 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2255) 
granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach, submit the following report : 

The evidence clearly shows that the son of the claimant lost his life in the 
service of his country; that he sent home to his parents while in the Army 
aona for their support, and that the widowed mother is now poor and de- 

ndent. 
oar committee therefore adopt the Senate report, hereto attached and made 
a part hereof, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 468, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Amanda 
W: Beach, have examined the same and report: x 

The petitioner prays for the ee of a bill panies her a pension as the 
dependent mother of Henry H. , & private in Company D, Seventh Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers, who died at Warrenton, Va., January 22, 1854. The claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office on the und of non-dependence, and on 
appeal to the Secretary the decision of the Commissioner was sustained, 

In this case only a brief statement of the facts is necessary, When the son 
enlisted the father had no property, no income from any source save his daily 
earnings and the contributions of this son. They had three other sons, all of 
whom were in the Army. At the time of Henry’s enlistment it is stated, as n 

ustification for denying the mother relief, that the father was able to work at 
is trade of mill-wright, and that he earned $2 a day and upwards; and some 
witnesses testify that they think he may have earned $450 a year, but they do 
not know. He had nothing but his earnings; all his sons had left him and gone 
to the war: he lived in a village, paid house rent, experienced the hardship of 
high war prices for all the comforts of life, to be paid for witha depreciated cur- 
rency. 

One or two of his ees, 2 bons ive a somewhat rose-colored view of his circum- 
stances, founded upon his ability at that time to earn a mechanic's wages; but, 
judging from the son Henry's advice, it seems that the family knew more about 
the pressure they were under than those who described their circumstances as 
comparatively prosperous. He wrote from the Army that he had sent them 
help in money from his pay; that he had received no pay in four months, or he 
would have sent it more prompily; that it would probably be four months be- 
fore he would be paid again, and in the mean time he says: 

“I had a letter from pa rene French, of Berkeley, ashort time ago, and he told 
me to write to you and tell you if you were to write to the selectmen of Berkeley 
and tell them how you are situated, you could draw from the State through 
them $1 a week, perhaps $2. Tell them how you are situated.” 


The family knew their own need, and the neighbors did not, There was no 
income but the product of his day’s work. He was then advanced in years; he 
w older and more infirm; he died, and his death deprived the widow of her 
sappan Husband and sons were gone, and she had no alternative but to 
ap o; 


r a pension, 


As to property, it appears that two years after the son’s death they bought a 
house. The purchase price is not stated; and this is the way ent aoe rey 
in getting a roof over their heads, They obtained $130 bounty after their son's 
death, and $50 that he had saved, and $200 from oldest remaining son after his 
ahar from service. These sums amounted to $380, and it probably covered 
the of the house, for it does not appear that there is any incumbrance 
upon it, This house has been variously estimated at $315, $400, and last as high 
as $750. There was no personal property, noincome but that resulting from the 
ttace le woke Gee Week trace chk Sects kod oi EA 

ere is not a doubt t ese old people a struggle with poverty from 
the day their four sons went to the war down to the time of the death of the 
husband; nota doubt that there has not been a day that they haye not been 
more or less dependent, and upon whom if not their son? 
4 The committee report the accompanying bill with a recommendation that it 

o pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN R. WHEELOCK. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. HAUGEN) was the bill (S. 1193) granting a pension 
to John R. Wheelock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, A Se to the Aaobarieyokd and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Wheelock, dependent 
father of William H. H. Wheelock, late of Company E, Seyenth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1193) 
granting a pension to John R. Wheelock, submit the following report: 

The evidence shows that the son of the claimant was killed in the Wilderness 
May 5, 1864; that the claimant is now poor and dependent, and for these and 
other reasons set forth in the Senate report adopted as hereof and hereto 
attached, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No, 425, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant is the dependent father of William H. H. Wheelock, who wasa 
private in ear yg, Po Seventh Wisconsin Infantry, and was killed atthe Wil- 
derness, Virginia, May 5, 1864. The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
claim on the ground that the father was not de ndentat the time of his son's 
death. Appeal was taken, and the Pension Office decision was sustained. 

There is evidence proving the dependence of the father at the time of enlist- 
ment and death of his son and ever since; that he was physically disabled to 
an extent that prevented him from earning sufficient for his own and his fam- 
ily’s support; and there is a bundle of letters in the file from his son showing 
that he contributed to their necessities from his soldier's pay. 

Silas B, Rist, sr., testifies that he knew claimant since they were boys. They 
lived in the same vicinity in Wisconsin, and their families visited each other 
all through and subsequent to the war. Claimant’s financial condition was lim- 
ited; he was hard pressed to meet his engagements; his transactions in real 
estate were trading one piece of barren, sandy land for another. He was a 
farmer, but his physical condition was such that he had to quitfarming. He 
did not speculate or make money, for he had but little capital. 

H. von Lilienthal lived at Harrisonville, the claimant's home, from 1851 to 
1881; was all this time engaged in merchandise; had dealings with claimant, 
and knew his financial condition, which was very limited. fe did some team 
work for affiant, but was physically unable todo much, He traded one piece 
a poor aay land for another a few times, but he did not speculate to amount 

o an: a 

Walter Bissell testifies that he was greatly dependent upon his son at the time 
of his enlistment and death. 

Michael Finnegan, assessor of the town in which claimant lived and after- 
wards register of deeds, says be does not believe claimant's income from real 
estate has been but little more ps pipes on anave to pay thetaxes; that 
from his physical condition he was not able to do work; and that his in- 
come from all sources would not much exceed $100. 

Jason Shurtleff gives similar testimony, and adds: Claimant is a man of 
steady habits; that claimant’s opponents at Harrisonville are men of doubtful 
pena: Ae that he has livedin Harrisonvillefrom 1860 to 1871, and knows whereof 

e speaks. 

James Tarleton has been acquainted with claimant more than thirty years; 
knows that the small property owned by him with his own labor was not suffi- 
cient for his support in and during the year the soldier died; that he is still 
dependent upon those not legally bound for his support. 

n 1864 the assessment rolls show that the claimant owned some unproductive 
vill lots, the assessed yalue of which was about $400. There isno evidence 
that he had productive Lt ate or that he was a speculator, 

There are many more affidavits, to which the committee do not think it nec- 
essary to refer. It is shown beyond question that he wasdependent. As to his 
phys cal incapacity at the time of his son's death and since, Dr. Meacher, exam- 

ning surgeon, says: 

“This man sustained a fracture of lower end of ulna of left arm twenty years 
ago. There is considerble deformity, with more or less impairment of func- 
tion. He sustained at same time an injury to right shoulder, causing anchylo- 
sis of shoulder-joint to a considerable extent, though not total. When hewasa 
boy_he received a cut with a scythe on right knee, which evidently severed 
the ligamentum patella and injured the joint more or less; its movements are 
impaired to some extent, and I have no doubt it is weak and incapable of much 
exercise, as walking. I think the wound of the knee disabled him about one- 
third since boyhood, and the injuries of wrist and shoulder one-third more for 
the past twenty Appin. or since he received the injury.” 

The evidence is conclusive as to his dependence, as to his physical incapacity, 
as to his son’s contributions, 

There were two special examinations, at which several witnesses gave strong 
testimony in favor of the claim. 

In his report the special examiner speaks of the enmity existing against the 
claimant, and of the bad reputation of those who testify oem m—all no- 
toriously bad citizens, he says. The chief ground of prejudice is political. To 
show the extent of it, he says: 

“I was notified by an anonymous letter that if a pension was granted him I 
FaR never be able to appear in that community again without danger to my 

e, 

He reported in favor of allowance, and notwithstanding this and the ample 
ey, in support of the claim it was rejected. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


: ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 
Mr. MAISH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to call up House 
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bill No. 7708 to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates, which has | Mr. MATSON. But the proposition of the committee is to increase 


been passed over. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the ponsi of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Annie Gibson Yates, widow of 
Capt. George W. Yates, late of the ‘United States Army, and pay her a pension 
of per month from and after the passage of this act, and t pension to be 
in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

Mr. MAISH. I move now to take up from the Speaker's table the 
Senate bill and substitute it for the House bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I object to that. The Senate bill has not been 
reached for consideration. 

Mr. MAISH. It is true that it has not been reached on the Cal- 
endar. 
The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7708) to in- 
et the pension of Annie Gibson Yates, having considered the same, report 
as follows: 

Capt. George W. Yates came from a family distinguished both in Army and 
State. His grea ndfather, Colonel Barber, of the Revolutionary army, was 
killed in action while at the head of his regiment. 

Captain Yates was a distinguished soldier and served during the rebellion 
first as a lieutenant in Fourth Michigan Volunteers, then successfully as aid-de- 
camp on the staff of Maj. Gen. Alfred Pleasonton, with whom he served for 
about four years, participating with him in all the great cavalry fights of the Po- 
tomac. He accompanied that officer to the West and served with him in the cam- 
paign oe er General Price, who invaded Missouri in 1864. He was appointed 
captain in the Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, but remained on the staff of General 
Pleasonton till the close of the war, when he was appointed by the President 
captain in the Seventh United States Cavalry. He received the appointment of 
major for gallant and “meritorious services” during the war, and was ap- 
pointed lieutenant-colonel for * conspicuous gallantry at Gettysburgh.”" 

At Fredericksburgh Captain Yates was dangerously wounded by a shell which 
exploded in the stomach of the horse he was riding. 

tain Yates was mustered out of service January 11, 1866, and accepted com- 
mission as second licutenant Second Cavalry May 5, 1866, and served as such 
until August 19, 1867, when he accepted appointment as captain Seventh Cay- 


alry. 

He was killed June 25, 1876, in action with Sioux Indians, on Little Big Horn 
River, Montana, the same battle in which General Custer fell. 

The extraordinary sad details of this unfortunate battle are too fresh in the 
minds of the American people to require repetition here. F 

Mrs, Yates is the only widow of a captain in the Custer disaster, She is greatly 
dependent on her own exertions for a living, having for ten years Jabored un- 
tropy for the support of her three children. 

Although her children are at present receiving $2 per month, yet even the 
youn: will shortly arrive at age at which her pension will cease, and in 
consideration of this fact, and also that she is in delicate health, unable to work, 
ay having nea jeri able to a aw a aporiaan; Mrs. Yates asks 

for a special of Congress granting her $50 per month, 

Your committee are of the opinion that the widow of this valiant officer ought 
to be granted an increase of on, and they therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill, with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “to” in line4, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“increase the pension of $20 now received by Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, widow 
of Capt. Soans W rates; to $30 per month, to take effect from and after the 

thisa 


passage o: 

Mr. MAISH. I move to amend the bill'by striking out “$30” and 
inserting ‘‘$40.’? The original bill as introduced by me provided for a 
pension of $50 a month. The Senate reduced the amount to $40, and 
the House reduced it to $30. Afterwards the Senate bill came over to 
the House and was reported favorably, and now the Senate bill as re- 
ported to the House recommends a pension of $40. That is the reason 
I offer this amendment, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereisan amendment pending reported by the 
committee. The amendmentof the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Mats] is an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions what is the usual pension allowed by the committee to 
widows of this class? 

Mr. MATSON. The committee on Invalid Pensions has never in- 
creased the pensions of widows of captains so far asI know. I have 
never known of an instance. The Committee on Pensions have done 
so in some instances—not many. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the Committee on Invalid Pensions has de- 
clined to do so? 

Mr. MATSON. I can not recall an instance in which that commit- 
tee has done it. 

Mr. MAISH. I understand that this bill has been reported favora- 
bly by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been reported with an amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “directed to” and insert "increase the pension of $20 


now received by Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, widow of Capt. George W, Yates, to 
$30 per month, to take effect from and after the passage of this act.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAIsH] pro to amend that amendment? 

Mr. MAISH. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. I did not listen very attentively to the reading of 
the report in this case, but if there is any strong reason given why the 

‘widow of this captain should have her pension increased it has escaped 

my notice. 

Mr. MAISH. I withdraw my amendment, 


. 


her pension from $20 to $30 per month. The bane of our pension leg- 
islation is this increasing of the pensions of the widows of officers. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, so far as I remember—there may be 
some exceptional cases—has refused to recommend such increases, ex- 
cept in the cases of general officers, and those increases were wrong. I 
admit that. I donot stand upon that action of the committee as fair, 
nor have Iadyocated it, although in one or two instances I have been dis- 
posed to tolerate it for special reasons. There is a case pending now in 
which I would be disposed to tolerate an increase, the case of the widow 
of General Stannard, of Vermont, whom we all knew as a very gallant 
man, and whose widow has been bedridden for years. But to increase 
the pensions of the widows of officers generally to these large amounts 
is an outrage upon the other pensioners, an outrage which the House 
ought not to commit, and whenever I am called upon to speak of it at 
all I must speak in this way, because it is my honest conviction and 
sincere belief that such action is a very great wrong and outrage upon 
the other pensioners, and especially upon the widows of the private 
soldiers. ‘The proposition in this case, as I understand it, is to give 
this widow $30 a month instead of $20, and if there is any strong or 
good reason for the increase I would like to hear it. _ 

Mr. MAISH. I quite agree with the sentiment which the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat has expressed upon the question ot 
granting pensions; but I think this an unusually meritorious case. I 
have no personal acquaintance with this applicant. She is the widow 
of Captain Yates, who was one of the victims of the Custer massacre. 
By the death of her husband she was suddenly left almost penniless, 
a widow with three children to support. 

Now, I maintain that if large pensions are granted to general officers, 
cases like this present a very strong appeal to our consideration. If I 
am not mistaken, the pensions of widows of officers who were killed in 
that disastrous engagement have been increased. I am not quite cer- 
tain about that, but such is my recollection. 

This being, as it seems to me, a very meritorious case, I trust the 
bill will as recommended by the committee. It seems to me that 
the increase of $10 is a very small boon, which the House may very 
well grant. This man was a gallant soldier, who served during the 
war, and lost his life in the massacre to which I have referred. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I trust the Committee of the Whole will not agree 
to the increase asked in this case. This claimant is already drawinga 
pension of $20 a month, the full amount allowed to the widows of of- 
ficers of the rank of her husband. I grant that this man was a gallant 
soldier; but that is no reason why Congress should discriminate in this 
way and give to the widow of one soldier who died in the defense of 
the Government a greater pension than that authorized by law. Sup- 
pose the widow is poor; we are all very well aware of the fact that 
there are one hundred thousand other claimants whose cases are pend- 
ing and who are equally poor. We ought to be just before we are gen- 
erous. 

The question being taken upon agreeing to the amendment reported 
by the committee, it was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ANN VERNEUIL. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I desire to call up a bill which has 
been passed over—Senate bill 1004, granting a pension to Ann Verneuil. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann Verneuil, widow of Francis 
Verneuil, late of the Ordnance Department, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1004) grantin 
a pension to Ann Verneuil, haye considered the same, and report it back wi 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The facts in the case are correctly set forth in the following Senate report: 

[Senate report No. 342, Fiftieth Congress, first session] 

The claimant, Ann Verneuil, is the widow of Francis Verneuil, who enlisted 
January 19, 1858,in Company G, Second United States Infantry, and served cone 
tinuously until April 16, 1881, when he was discharged on su 's certificate 
of disability for “epilepsy contracted in the service.” At the time of his death 
Verneuil was drawing a pension of $50 a month on account of this disability, 
which resulted from an injury to the head incurred while the soldier was on 
duty at incon gl a Ey during the Centennial, November 15, 1876. Asa further 
consequence of injury he became insane, and was subject to such frequent 
attacks that he was discharged as above. May 23, 1882, he was admitted to St. 
Elizabeth Government Insane Asylum, near Washington, and continued there 


until his death, January 7. 1885. 
The widow’s claim for pension was maine by the Pension Office on the 
ground that the fatal disease (pneumonia) did not result from the service of the 
soldier. On this point Dr. W. W. Godding, superintendent of the asylum, sub- 
mitted the following statement: 

“The immediate cause of his death was pneumonia, mberventor upon an at- 
tack of acute hepatitis, the latter due probably toa general enfeebled condition 
of the general aes: and pey SILALE. poaa . Epilepsy, combined 
with the n indoor life when accom ed with re (mania), asin this 
case, has a powerful depressing effect on all the organs of the body, rendering 
them peculiarly susceptible to and ill able to resist any intercurrent disease.” 

The statement is also made that ee resulted from a cold taken 
while the patient was in a nearly naked condition, as, during an attack, he had 
torn nearly everything off himself. 

This soldier served more than twenty years in the United States Army, faith- 
fully and well. The cause of his death would seem to have been at pt danas 
able result of the injury received and the various diseases he suffered dur 
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ing this long period of service, and it is only just for his widow to receive a 
O) 


n. 
Psor committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. AURELIA HILLYER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
HAUGEN) was the bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia 
Hillyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer, mother of 
Lucius W. Hillyer, late a private in Company E, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The committee believing the above to be a meritorious claim, the fact of the 
death of the son in the service, and the present dependence of the claimant bo- 
ing shown, would adopt the Senate report hereto attached as their own and rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


, 


SENATE REPORT, 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2151) granting 
a ion to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer, bave examined the same and report: 

Phe claimant is the mother of Lucius W. Hillyer, Fourth Wisconsin Cavalry, 
who was mustered into service July 2, 1861, and died in Charity General Hos- 

ital, New Or! August 8, 1862. The claim was rip co eg Ne the Pension 

on the ground of non-dependence. To arrive at this decision a special 
examination was made, which brought out testimony relating to the business 
transactions of the father, 

John L, Chapin, a neighbor of the Hillyers, and who has known the father of 
the soldier-son, testifies as to the pecuniary condition of the former. From this 
it appears that in 1862 the father made his living by purchasing produce, his 
brother furnishing the money, He had no personal rty of any value, He 
hada small house, valued at $600, in which the family lived. He had another 
house, valued at $1,500, on which there was a mortgage of $1,400, and a ware- 
house, valued at $600, mortgaged for $500. This statement shows that he had 
no income from his heavily incumbered property, which was finally sacrificed 
to the ineumbrances. His income was solely from his attendance to the 
business Ses which he was in s bai: ay 4 we a ay, sys g uane 
Pension ce regards as an ample suppo y he was deprived oi is, 
and his family were obliged to de upon contributions from their children, 

It is distinctly stated in the evidence t the revenue from the morigaged 
property barely covered interest and taxes. 

In his testimony, taken by the special examiner, Hillyer, the father, tells a 
straightforward , covering all the years from 1582 down to 1887. Te haa 
a hard struggle, and came out of it an old man, with nothing—no resources 
whatever upon which he could depend for pappor for himself and wife. There 
is evidence that the son ized his obligation to his mother, and that dur- 

ALa at tha IS 0 eapinodad ta Dò ccd E respect by all 
he mutation o y is conce to n every 
who testify. The conclusion su ed by all evidence bearing upon the point 
of non-dependence is that the father made a courageous struggle to succeed in 
various ventures; that he was unfortunate in all; that he was never free from 
embarrassment; that from his best efforts his income was inadequate to a com- 
fortable support; that at the present time they are very aged people, without 
means except such as comes in contributions from a son-in-law. 

it may not be a case to which the pension laws are strictly applicable for re- 
lief, but it is sree one to which Congress may extend the small pittance for 
which the bill provides, 5 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. = 
RACHEL PLUMMER. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
SAWYER) was the bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Plummer, mother of Charles 
Piummer, late a private of Company B, Seventh Regiment of Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The evidence shows that the beneficiary is now “ advanced in rs, strug- 
ging with poverty, and takes in washing thatshe may have bread.” Her son 
eas killed i the battle at South Mountain, Maryland, September 4, 1862, and 
while living contributed to the support of his parents. The Pension Office re- 
jected the solely on the ground that the beneficiary was not dependent 
be os time of her son’s death, although two special examiners reported in favor 
of her claim. 

The fact of death of son, his contributions to the mother’s support, and her 
present poverty fully a „and the committee believe that this case comes 
within the rule eniverinlly resnguieed by this committee and indorsed by Con- 
gress, as well as by Executive approval, and they therefore report favorably and 
recommend that bill do pass. 

‘The Senate report is hereto attached and made a part hereof. 


4, 
[Senate Report No. 651, Fiflieth Congress, first session.] 
. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the b‘ll (S, 2183) granting 
a pension to Rachel Plummer, have examined the same, and r r 
his is a bill for the relief of Rachel Plummer, mother of Charles Plummer, 
B, Seventh Wisconsin Regiment, and was killed 
ry. K tember 14, 1862. 

The poung of rejection —— nsion Bureau is that the claimant was not 

at Joga of and prior to enlistment dependent upon her son. 
in 


y to her support 
letails are given as to the 


ed 
real property, which was the case, amounting to a few hundred dol but it 
was meted. red aga! haa iraha tand 
sold, which the mother admits they did, but there was no accumulation. The 


trade, and washing. 

The Commissioner of Pensions says the claim was rejected after a careful 
special examination on the ground of non-dependence. There were two 
special examinations, In his report one of the examiners says: 

“Itis my opinion, formed from a review of the testimony and from the j= 
eral demeanor of the claimant and witnesses, hat there is clearly a case of de- 
pendence, and that pension should be granted.” . 

The other special examiner says: 

* It is my opinion that the case is made and should be admitled.” 

The husband was not apparently discased, but it is in. evidence, and so ro» 

rted by both the special examiners, that he was a feeble man at the time of 
is son's enlistment, and that he continued so. He could not support his wife, 
faithfully as he tried to do so. The son knew this, and he recognized his duty 
to make his mother comfortable, and in doing so he performed the part of a 
dutiful and loving son. He was killed; bag were deprived of his sympath 
and assistance, and the mother, who gave her son to save her country, poe d 
oe in years and struggling with poverty, takes washing that she may have 
read, 

The committee agree with the s 
granted, and they regard it as 
was not of the same opinion. ' 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY M. BRIGGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 899) for 
the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ponon laws, the name of Mary M. Briggs, a volunteer nurse 
during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: i 


The committee think, from the statements contained in the Senate report 
hereto annexed and m a part hereof, that the claimant is entitled to a pen- 
sion asarmy nurse. It apppears that she is now sixty-seven years of age, a 
widow, her husband serving as a soldier, and that she acted as nurse nearly 
four years, But the committee see no special reason why the same be allowed 
for a sum greater than the usual sum allowed. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do 
ment striking out the words “twenty-five,” in the seven 
in the place thereof the word “twelve.” 


examiners that the pension should be 
ortunate that the Commissioner of Pensions 


, with an amend- 
line, and inserting 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill for the relief of Mary 
M. Briggs, have examined the same, and report: 

Mrs. Briggs was a volunteer nurse, and employed by the Military 
Department. She served one year at the hospital in St. Louis, and at Ironton. 
and again at Harvey Hospital, Madison, where she remained until the close o; 


è r. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
five,” in the 7th line of the bill and insert ‘‘twelve,’’ was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House wi 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Bills of the following titles (reported adversely from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions), being the next pension business on the Private 
Calendar, were severally laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that they be indefinitely ope ears 

A bill (5. 1041) granting a pension to Mary E. Walker, M. D.; 

A bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Sarah Errickson, widow of James 
S. Errickson, late seaman United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 817) granting a pension to Peter Stusse; 

A bill (S. 830) granting a pension to David Williams; and 

A bill (S. 897) for the relief of Rev. Corydon Millard. 


ANN CLARY, 


Mr. MACDONALD. I call up the bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of Samuel Clary. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of the widow of Samuel , late a 
private in Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, war of 1861, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


Samuel Clary was enrolled in Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, June 20, 1861, and was discharged March 1 
F le Ara AN captain commanding company, in his certificate of disability 
for says: 
“The above-named person osc ra Clary) has been unfit for duty from the 
above-mentioned time any & ys) by a chronic affection of the spine, caused 
the service of the United States as teamster."” 


under treatment at intervals durin; 
Latterly the system has become considerabl 
has been unable to perform military duty of the lightest character, 

The evidence on special examination shows that the soldier was a confirmed 
invalid from the date of his until the date of his death, February 12, 


visited the soldier three or four times before his death, 
,and there is no medical evidence on file as to the immediate cause 


fore his d 
E. 


All the testimony, and 
who knew the deceased soldier, co ven, 
While there is no medical evidence before us as to the immediate cause of death, 
yet the committee are forced to the conclusion that the death of the soldier was 
caused by the diseases con’ in the Army and in line of duty. 

Your committee believe this to be a very meritorious case, and therefore sub- 
mit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill, with the follow- 
ing amendment: line 6, after the word “of,” insert the words “Ann Clary,” 


The amendment reported by the committee, to insert, after the word 
“of,” in line 6, the words ‘‘Ann Clary,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PETER THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 


which was requested by Mr. Dockery) was the bill (S, 1997) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
and required to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the Jaws and regulations, 
the name of Peter Thom late a private of Jeremiah Smith's company, 
Second Regiment Illinois Mounted tia in Black Hawk war. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1997) 
granting a pension to Peter Thompson, have had the same under consid ion 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 

“ Claimant enlisted in the Black Hawk war, in Capt. Jeremiah Smith's com- 
pany, Second Regiment Illinois Mounted Militia, as a sergeant, April 20, 1832, 
and was discharged with the company May 27, 1832. 

“ The claim was rejected May 23, 1884, on the ground of no record evidenceand 
claimant's inability to furnish satisfactory testimony connecting the aileged 
rheumatism with the service and line of duty. 

“The testimony in the claim is as follows: 

“ The claimant states he is now seventy years of age, and is suffering from 
sciatic rheumatism contracted by exposure in the service, in line of duty, May 
or June, 1832; that he is unable to furnish testimony showing origin of rheuma- 
tism in the service for the reason that he has been unable to ascertain the where- 
abouts of either the officers or enlisted men of his iv; the rheuma- 
tism was contracted by sleeping on the ground in wet weather, and mainly 

. affects his left leg; that his occupation is that of a farmer, and he is unable to 
do but little work of any kind; that he is credibly informed that all of the ofi- 
cers of his comreay, are now dead. 

“Tn affidavit filed September 25, 1883, John W. West, of Lamonte, Mo., testifies 
that claimant is the identical Peter Thompson who served in Captain Jones's 
company of Illinois Volunteers in the Black Hawk war. 

“ Millie Boon, of Barnetts, Mo., testifies that claimant was lame upon his re- 
turn home from the war, ca by exposure incident to the service; t his 
ype was caused by sciatic rheumatism, which has continued to the pres- 
ent time. 

“Thompson M. Howser, of Eldon, Mo., testifies that he has been acquainted 
with claimant since 1850, and that the said claimant has suffered from injury in 
the left hip during all the time of his acquaintance with him. 

* Malinda Howser, of Aurora Springs, Mo., testifies to a crippled condition of 
claimant's leg since 1850. 

“G, M. Bandy, of Eldon, Mo., testifies that claimant has been lame in his left 
leg from rheumatism contracted in the Black Hawk war since 1854. 

“Henry W , of Litchfield, Il., testifies to continuance of chronic rheu- 
matism since 1858. 

* Toward Jackson testifies to the continuance of rheumatism since 1867, 
greatly disabling claimant for manual labor. 

“ Moses Kelsy, of Eldon, Mo., testifies that claimant has been disabled for 
manual labor since 1867, by reason of disability causing lameness. 

“Samuel T, Harrison corroborates the testimony of Moses Kelsy. 

“Dr. L, M. Camp, of Aurora Springs, Iil, in affidavit filed May 26, 1886, testifies 
that he has known claimant for four years; that u examination finds the 


sey of his left Jeg quite stiff and growing worse all the time, incapacitatin, 
“a Aei eag ual r, and tbat the said stifness of joints is caused by chronic 
rheuma f 


“The examining surgeon, under date of September 5, 1883, gives claimant a 
total rating for disability caused by rheumatism. 

“ Although there is no evidence showing the existence of rheumatism in the 
service, it is quite clearly established that claimant was affected by rheumatism 
on his return from the war in 1832, and has suffered from the same disability to 
the present time. 

“The facts in the case seem to warrant favorable action, and your committee, 
therefore, recommend the passage of the bill.” 

Your committee concur in the conclusion reached therein, and return the bill 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MATILDA BLEUMNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1906) 
granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the 
thorized and directed 

limitations of the 
mother of Charles 
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The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


was referred the bill (S, 1 
the same under Sete 


“The soldier was at the battle of Chickamauga, and after the engagement is 
cha: wi his charge of pisand pana as ap- 


been 
mant, 
d 


The claimant is eighty years old, in very poor and dependent circumstances. 

“ We think the claim meritorious, and recommend the of the bill.” 

Your committee concur in the conclasions reached, ana return the bill with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MACDONALD moved that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 11. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Bills of the following titles were passed over, no one asking for their 
consideration: 

A bill (S. 2137) for the relief of Rosalvo Sage; and 

A bill (S. 1922) for the relief of Thaddeus 8. Stewart. 


CHARLES TIDMARSH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was requested by Mr. HUNTER) was the bill (S. 2100) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Tidmarsh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to placeon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Tidmarsh, late of Company 
C, First Kentucky Regiment Frankfort Battalion Capital Guards, 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2100) 
granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh, have had the same under consideration 
and make the following report: 

This claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that at the time 
of receiving his disabilities the claimant was a member of a State organization. 
and so, under the provisions of section 4693, Revised Statutes, the claim should 
have been Sam plated by July 4, 1874, whereas it was not filed until June 24, 1886. 

Tidmarsh enlisted May 20, 1864, under the name Charles Williams, as a mem- 
ber of Company C, First Regiment Kentucky Capital Guards, and was honor- 
ably discharged February 28, 1865. While in the line of duty, during an attack 
by nuas, the claimant was wounded in the left side, the left shoulder, and 
the left arm, and also slightly in the breast. His disability israted at total, and 
his suffer: is great. During the winter season he suffers intense pain in his 
yrounds, and has had to remove South to escape the Northern winters, The 
only question is whether there is sufficient merit in the casc to warrantits allow- 
ance, notwithstanding the statutory limitation. The claimant savs: 

“The reason I did not apply for a pension years ago was I was making a very 
good living, and as my expenses were small, I did not need it.” : 

The claimant has a wife and four children to nig: ay and iscertainly a worthy 
object of relief. He thought he could make a living without asking the Gov- 
ernment for what was due him,and now that his wounds are troubling him 
more and more and he is getting old, this self-sacrifice ought not to stand in the 
bes of his receiving his equitable deserts. _ 

our committee deem this case an exceptional one, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MACDONALD moved that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accerdingly rose; and Mr. Maisu having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the special 
order, had directed him to report to the House sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

BILLS PASSED. 

House bills of the following titles, reported without amendment, 
were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. 9346) grantiig a pension to Frank H. Reed; and 

A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels. 

Amendments reported to bilis of the following titles were severally 
agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read tho 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

A bill (H. R. 6057) to place on the pension-roll the name of Edward 
Healy; i 

The title was also amended to read “‘A Dill to increase the pension 
of Edward Healy;’’ and A 

A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel Clary. 
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LAID ON THE TABLE, 


A bill (H. R. 7247) to increase the pension of Mary A. Gibson, widow 
of Commander William Gibson, was, in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole, laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles were severally ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bi $ 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Morison; 

A bill is 2331) granting a pension to Mary J. McGregor; 

A bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 
A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight; 
A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; 
A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 

A bill (S. oth granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; 

A bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer; 

A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; and 

A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh. 

An amendment to the bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs 
was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS POSTPONED. 


The consideration of bills of the following titles were postponed till 
July 12 under the same order as in other cases: 

A bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson; and 

A bill (S. 2129) to increase the pension of Mary W. Gibson, widow 
of Commander William Gibson. 

Bills of the following titles, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee, were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 1041) granting a pension to Mary E. Walker, M. D.; 

A bill (S. 830) granting a pension to David Williams; 

A bill (8. far granting a pension to Peter Stusse; 

A bill (S. 887) granting a pension to Robert Foss; and 

A bill (S. 822) granting a pension to Sarah Errickson, widow of 
James S. Errickson, late seaman United States Navy. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider theseveral votes; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. T. VINCENT. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pen- 
sion to J. T. Vincent, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pores and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. T. Vincent, of Clinton County, 
Kentucky, late a private in Company D, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry. ; 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


It appears from the evidence before your committee that claimant was en- 
rolled as a private in Company D, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, at Albany, Clinton estat, (Mager mre „on the 15th day of October, 
1861. That on the Ist day of November, 1861, while on a march with said com- 
mand from Albany to Somerset, Ky., he contracted measles and was left at 
a enset Degen and taken from there to his home in Clinton County, Kentucky, 
where he remained in a precarious condition for some months with said mal- 
ady and resulting lung complication. On his partial recovery from the acute 
stages of this attack it was discovered that his lungs, which were deeply in- 
volved during his sickness, had become permanently affected, rendering him 
thereby unfit for further military duty, in view of which he did not report to 
his command, and was not therefore mustered into the United States service. 

Claimant has been unfit for any kind of active manual labor whatever since 
leaving the Army, by reason of the shattered condition of the system, conse- 
quevt on the sickness referred to, and now, being a physical and financial wreck, 
rendered so in defense of his country, he appeals to the generosity of Congress. 

Your committee find that this isa meritorious claim, and report back the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

amena by adding the letter “D” after the word “Company” in the seventh 
e. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit that bill. The 
report does not set forth any testimony atall, and nothing upon which 
the House canact. It is only pretended that he was enlisted. The re- 

rt ought to set out the facts shown by the testimony, so that we may 
$ able to render proper judgment upon the bill, 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 


JOHN TAAFFE. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 

R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Taaffe, late a member of Com- 
pany F, Sixth Kentucky Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, John Taaffe, was a private soldier in pee “posed F, Sixth Regi 
ment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, having enlisted in November, 1861, He 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 22, 


served until January 5,1865. At the battle of Stone River, in December, 1862, he 
received a gunshot wound in the groin, and was under medical treatment from 
December 31, 1862, the day he received his wound, until May 1, 1863. Notwith- 
standing this wound, he recovered sufficiently to serve with his company until 
his in January, 1865. 

Tn the month of October, 1866, cong bog tle from the gunshot wound, and 
thinking that the Government which he had faithfully served should care for 
him when he was disabled and unable to help himself, he asked for a pension. 
After litigating his rights for years in the Pension rtment, and constantly 
becoming more and more disabled, the case was finally rejected, in 1886, because 
the medical board could not rate the case, the wound Dey ee sparen ny healed; 
but it is pEr that the claimant can notretain his bine that the gunshot 
wound the effect to completely destroy his manhood. It has also n so 
debilitating to his system that he is unable to engage in any business. The 
medical board certify that at the examination “ his underclothing are wet; there 
is a urinousammonical odor about him indicating leakage.” Dr. H.H.Gwinn, 
who examined him, swears, under date of March 8, 1887: 

“ I certify that I have this day carefully examined John Taaffe, and find him 
laboring under impotency, a total loss o wer, an irregularity of action in the 
generative organs; laboring under the deepest depression, caused by an old 
wound of the scrotum and testes, with neuralgia of the testical cord as a se- 
quence of said wound. * * * Lalso find him very despondent, and a total 
loss of manhood, all of which, in my opinion, is caused by said old wound.” 

Your committee think that this man, who is now over sixty-eight years ofage, 
should be pensioned, and report this bill with an amendment, fixing the rate at 
$8 a month, and, as amended, recommend that the bill do pass. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pareen; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REBECCA MANLOVE, 


Mr. HIRES. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Manlove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca me, widow 
of David Manlone, who served in the United States Navy in the war of 1812, 
from $12 per month to $30 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is the widow of David Manlove, who was sailing-master of the 
Delaware flotilla from November 5, 1813, to April 8, 1815, in the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain. She has been in receipt of a pension at the rate only of $8 per 
month from March 9, 1878, and $12 from March 19, 1886, under the general laws. 

It is shown by the certificate of Downs Edmunds, judge of common pleas, 
and John Spencer, mayor, both of Cape May, N.J., where claimant also re- 
sides, that Mrs. Manlove is almost totally blind; is in her og pcre year, 
and has no means of support beyond her small pension. She isa very worthy 
woman, 

Your committee are of the opinion that the pension should be increased to 
$30 per month, and therefore return the bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, amended, however, by changing the word ‘* Manlone” 
wherever it appears in said bill to ** Manlove.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
mans and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed. 

The title was amended to conform, 

Mr. HIRES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERRY D. MARTIN. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin, and put it upon 
its e. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Perry D. Martin, formerly a member 
of Company G, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteers (Infantry), on the pension- 


roll, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month during the rest of bis 
natural life. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin, and beg leave to recommend 


that the same do k : 

Said Perry D. Martin entered the United States service in October, 1861, as a 
member of Company G, Third Minnesota Volunteers; that prior to his enlist- 
ment he was a man of sound health and a member of the legal profession; that 
while in the United States service, in July, 1862, he was stricken down by sun- 
stroke, from the effects of which he apparently partially recovered soon after. 
But as time went on there has not been any improvement; on the contrary, he 
has Pee ge worse, and from the effects of said sun-stroke he is a mental and 
physical wreck beyond hope of recovery or improvement. 

‘hat he was sound and healthy, mentally and physically, when he entered 
the service, and that he is now physically and mentally a wreck, is shown by 
the affidavits of Sarah L. Cross, Dr. Vilas, Dr. Lewis, Dr. Cary, and Dr. Adams, 
as well as by his own affidavit. The member of this House, too, from the First 
district of Minnesota, being the district in which Martin lived prior to the war, 
and in which he now lives, certifies of his own knowl to these facts. The 
records of the United States in the Adjutant-General’s ce show the date of 
his enlistment and discharge, and that he was discharged for disability. The 
certificate of the SOREN board of surgeons at W. Minn., shows that 
while he was a bright and intelligent man before the injury complained of, he 
is now of defective intelligence and that there is now mental impairment and 
loss of memory. 


1888. 
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The certificate and report also show that his present disabilities “may bethe 


result of sun-stroke and it is very probable that ini are. 
The cle to obtaining relief under the law in the Pension Office is the loss 
of mem and.mental impairment of said Martin by the sun-stroke and its 


effects, Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amend- 
ment striking out all after “ pension-roll,” in line 6, and inserting “ subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WILSON , of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
` FRANCIS MARION WALKER. 


Mr. GEST. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S. 2168) 
granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub; to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis ion Walker, late pri- 
vate in Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at $18 per 
month ai and after the passage of the act, and in lieu of the pension at pres- 
ent receiy 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth fully the 
facts in case, and is adopted, and the passage of the bill recommended. 


[Senate Report No. 393, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 115 ex-sol- 
diers and citizens of Dallas City, Il., and vicinity, praying that Francis Marion 
Walker, who is now entirely disabled as a result of his military service, be placed 
upon the Fm pay gio have examined the same and report: A 

The tioners, ex-soldiers and citizens of Dallas City, Ill., pray that Francis 
M. Walker, who now receives a pension of $$ a month, may be ted such an 
increase as would be just on behalf of the soldier, whois poor, with a dependent 
family, who can move about only with the aid of crutches, and has become to- 
tally disabled for manual labor, The pension to soldier was granted for fract- 
ure of right clavicle and injury to back, incurred in the derailment of a railroad 
train on which he was en in the line of duty. An application to the Pen- 
sion Office for increase wit the past year was rejected, 

The question in the case is one of rating. A medical board in March, 1887. 
pronounced the soldier totally disabled from injury to back, or rheumatism- 
while another medical board in November, 1887, gave him a rating of twelve- 
eighteenths of third e, divided equally between fracture of clavicle, diar- 
rhea,and disease of heart, ignoring injury to back or rheumatism altogether. 
Meantime, according to the representations of overa hundred of his neighbors, 
while the medical men disagree about the cause and extent of his disabilities, 
the soldier remains unable to move ee aid of crutches, continues disqual- 
ified for labor, and by petition shows t he would gladly compromise the 
whole medical question for aid enough to assist him in some material degree in 
furnishing necessary food and raiment for his family and himself. 

This, your committee think, he is entitled to; and they report by bill grant- 
ing him a pension for total disability of the grade in which he was rated, or $18 
a month from and after the passage of the act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN A. GRIFFEY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on 
the pension-roll. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of John A. Griffey, dependent father 
of Griffey, late private of Com y D, Second North Carolina Regiment, 
subject to the limitatations and conditions of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. Lyncw) is as follows: 


Soldier enlisted October 1, 1363, was mustered December 9, 1863, as a private in 
Company D,Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry Volunteers,and was 
killed March 22, 1865, near Jacksborough, Tenn. 

The claim made by John A. Griffey, father of the soldier, was selepa: Janu- 
ary 25,1886, upon a report made by A. B. Cassellman, special examiner ; not in 

- line of duty when killed. Soldier served creditably from day of enlistment 
until death, which occurred, as nearly as can be ascertained, as follows : 

The iment was on the march from Cumberland Gap to Knoxville, Tenn. 
Colonel Bartlett was absent from the regiment, which was under command of 
Major Bainly, who put the regiment in cha: of Lieut. Charles Hartzell, of 
Company ©. The regiment marched to J: rough, while Major Bainly re- 
mained back at Cumberland Gap. By the time it got to Jacksborough Lieuten- 
ant Hartzell was drunk and was arrested. 

It seems that Lieutenant Hartzell sent a detail out and Griffey was one of the 
detail. What the detail was for is not explained. While Griffey was out on 
this detail he was shot and killed, There is no evidence except hearsay and 

ip as to how he was killed, or exactly what he was doing at the time. 

me of the witnesses say that they heard that Griffey was, at the time he met 

his death, attempting to take a horse by force. If this were true it would have 

been easy to have furnished the testimony of the person upon whom the at- 

tempt was made. It seems, for some unexplained cause, that the only person 

who could give the exact cause which led to the death was not called as a wit- 
ness by the special examiner. 

It is true that Griffey was a good soldier; that he was detailed as above set 
out by Lieutenant Hartzell; and also that Hartzell was at last censured for his 
conduct, if not dismissed the service. 

When the case is carefully examined it will be found that a good soldier, of 
long service, was ordered by his superior officer to do certain duty and was shot 
and killed by an unknown man, and in an unaccounted for manner, while ex- 
eouting those orders. 

Your committee is disposed to give the benefit of the doubt which exists in 
this case to the claimant, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. There is an amendment to 
this bill. Inthe fourth line, after the word “‘ place,” insert the words 
‘t on the pension-roll.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e: and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY FITZMORRIS. 

Mr. DE LANO. - I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Fitzmorris, 
widow of Edmund Fitzmorris, late of Company K, Twelfth New York Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension under the provisions and limitations of the ge ieral 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


rej y 
Bureau because the fatal disease of lungs is not clearly shown to be due to the 
wound, as alle; 


The Pe aon the case shows that the soldier suffered amputation, after 
having remained on the battle-field six days without attention. The wound was 
in the right shin, but when reached, the condition of the leg was such thatampu- 
tation at the point above stated became necessary. is constitution became 
undermined and weakened, and in consequence thereof his lungs became af- 
fected. He died February 15, 1874. 

Dr. John P. Shumway, who attended the soldier during his last illness, and 
who had personal knowledge of his condition for some years previous thereto, 
testifies that about February 1, 1874, he made an examination of the soldierand 
found his left lung studded with tubercles, some dischargi ing, producing copious 
purulent expectoration, lower lobe of right lung hepatised, y very much ema- 
ciated, and physically excessively debilitated, arising no doubt from the condi- 
tion of left lung. Affiant did not see the stump of the leg, and does not know 
its condition further than that it was claimed at the time that the stump did 
suppurate and discharge at intervals. 

e claimant is quite old and an object of charity, as shown by an officer of 
the poor office at Syracuse, N. Y., who testifies that she has been assiste | by the 
authorities ever since her husband's death. 

Your committee are clearly of the opinion that the soldier's death is directly 
traceable to his military service, and therefore report favorably on th» accom- 
panying bill, and ask that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. - 

Mr. DE LANO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN ETZELL. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I havea bill here which will take 
but a moment to pass as it issimply to amenda pension already granted. 

Mr. MATSON. R ar order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the title of the bill be read, and then it can 

over. 

Mr. MACDONALD. There still remain a few moments of the hour, 
and I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill now. 

Mr. MATSON. If gentlemen on the other sided» not object, Ihave 
no objection. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill 
(H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John Etzell, ap- 
proved March 3, 1879. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act approved March 3, 1879, granting a pension to 
John Etzell, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

That a pension be, and is hereby, granted to John Etzell, late a private in 
Company B, Second ‘Minnesota Regiment Infantry, and that the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to the name of 
said John Etzell on the pension-roll at the rate of $6 per month, subject to the 
provisionsand limitations of the pension laws, including the right to an increase 
of the same if he shows himself entitled thereto. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iask now to consider a bill. 

Mr. MATSON. Regular order. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, I thought this side was also to have a chance, as 
there was no objection made to the other request. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. having ar- 
rived) the Speaker pro tempore declared the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10597) for the relief of Emily J. Rowe 
and Elizabeth Patton—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 10598) granting a pension to 
Olive J. Stonghton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 10589) granting a pension to Polly 
A. Gammons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 10600) for the relief of James V. 
Symons—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 10601) granting a pension to 
Louisa Selden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10602) providing a charter for the city of Colfax, 
Wash.—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: A bill (H. R, 10603) for the relief of Julia Bod- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the 
Winona and Southwestern Railway Company to construct a bridge 
cine the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn.—to the Committee on 

mmerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Rev. H. H. Williams 
and others, for the relief of Elizabeth Dobyns—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
for an appropriation of $200,000 for the purchase of headstones for de- 
ceased soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition for the reference of the claim of John 
W. Vance, of Kentucky, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of Leah Ward, of Craven County, North 
Carolina, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Papers in the pension claim of Lonisa Selden— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Hugh B. Hudson; of T. G. Green- 
hill; of Elizabeth A. Card; of Mary L. Payne, executrix; of Armstead 
Payne, and of G. G. Lilly, of Alabama, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of cifisens o! of Springfield, Qhio. 


The following petition, praying a. the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 182 citizens of Washington Territory. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 23, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MARY F. HARKINS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without Se House bill No. 3016, entitied “An act granting a 

Arkins,” 


masang ag tere military service i 
toe & panties wound Ee ths right foot af tke wate of 90 


1865, and was 
~ perm 

He in seventeen after his “ from rupture of the heart, 
cornet nt basting ea ping afte Uae the ia Wena 

The claim is now made was the result of the wound in the foot. 


An application to the Pension Bureau was rejected on the ground that the 
death cause was not the result of the wound. 

Tam satisfied that this was a just conclusion. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1888. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MARY MINOR HOXEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 
I return without approval House bill No. 600, entitled “An act increasing the 


inor Hoxey.”” 
named in this bill was, while on military duty, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


pension of Mary 

The husband of the beneficiary 
wounded in the left hand and afterwards inthe thigh. He was pensioned n 

is . He died in December, 1881, of consumption being at that time 
in the pt of a pension onth, K 

Jn 1884 his widow was allowed A ona OR rate, with $2 a month 
each for two minor children, The have now attained the age of six- 


teen years, but the widow still receives oe na awarded to ber, which is 
ig aE pager to all widows of her class. 

I discover no reason of any substance why this pension should be increased; 
and if it shouid be done it we would only be a manifestation of unjust favoritism. 


t 
melon, who would be against if this proposed bill becomes n 


Itt seems to me that there is a chance to do injustice by unfair caprice in fix- 
ing the rates or he yeas as well as by refusing them altogethcr when they 


should be grant 
: GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcvurTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1888. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ‘ 

JAMES G, W. HARDY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

Treturn without a pidas, are bill No. 8281, entitled “An act for the relief 


of Lieut. James G. 

itis pro: dss Mal da cated piesa bo ibe Samsalldivicy Sbore danol. 
In the month of January, 1864, be was on recruiting service in the State of In- 
diana. On the 15th day of that month he was traveling between Indianapolis 
and La Fa ina ror A alleges that he raised a window of the 
carto n air, and his arm on the window sill, when it was struck by 
something from on Sanss and one of the bones of his arm broken. 


In February, 1865, he resigned on account of disnbility caused by the accident 
ears mentioned, the medical certificate then stating that he had a fracture of 
been properly ad- 


right humerus of ten months’ standing, which had not 
rs à 


j He made an application for a pension to the Pension Bureau, which was re- 
REEN 
ae it is stated in a general way that he was traveling on business con- 
th his recruiting service at the time of his injury, he has given no in- 
penari as to the precise purpose of his journey; and it is conceded that he 
was guilty of such negligence that he had no right of actio: 


O ON wre eine eon was per- 
rack paranan 


military service in all circumstances and at stirred times.and p 


GROVER cl CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansiox, June 22, 1888. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ELLEN SEXTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 
I return without approval House bill No. 8174, entitled “‘An act granting a 
pension to Ellen Sexton.” r 
The husband of the beneficiary served in the Union volunteer arm 
October, 1862, to June, L864, having been during the last seven months ef 
ice in the Veteran Reserve Corps. He was discha: 


from 
is sery- 
for a disability which, 


to say the least of it, certainty had no relation to his military service, unless 
ent is to be held responsible for injury arising from vicious indul- 

gence. 
He died in of Cork, Treland, May 29, 1875, of pyre tee certified 


the 
by the health authorities there to have been of seven years' durat 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1888. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
CHARLES GLAMANN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives 

I return without ‘approval 3 Nous bill No, 2215, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Charles Glamann.” 

This beneficiary served in an Mlinois regiment from September, pir ye July, 
engage PE oat mah Aaa E AS, of remitient 


arm, 

There is no doubt ty he thus incurred was the result of 
Apanan himself an: man who threw the j 

‘he extent to which the power to grant pensions by special act has been made 
eee eee a ds illustrated by the fact that, in tho rie Forno 
pensions have been case, though presenting m, 
does not to be much out of the way. The of as an in- 
ducement to increase and 1d causes for pensions is also shown 


d for 
and granted pension 


I believe that if the veterans of the war knew all that was going on in the 
TY OE n ese by private bills they would be more disgusted than 


any class of our 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Exxcrrive MANSION, June 22, 1888. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
DEFICIENCY IN APPROPRIATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates to supply deficiencies of 
appropriations for the various Departments of the Government and for 


1888. 


the postal service; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent an indefinite extension of leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. HATCH, on account of sickness in his family. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 


Mr. ROWLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union may be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill 8721 to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Charlotte, N. C., and that the House now proceed to con- 
sider the same in the House. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I call for the regular order. 
MARINE CONFERENCE, 

Mr. BELMONT. I desire to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Conference reports are in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international 
marine conference to secure greater safety of life and property at sea, having 
met, after fuli and free conference have to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
and agree to the same wilh amendments as follows: 

1. In section Í, in lines 3, 4, and 5, strike out the words “in the city of Wash- 
ington on the Ist day of October in the year 1835, or at such other” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “at such.” 

2. In line 5, after the word “designate,” insert the word “and.” 

3, In line 6strike out the word “ tive” and insert the word “seven.” 

4. In line 6 strike out the word “‘one” and insert the word “two.” 

5. In line 6 strike out the word “officer” and insert the word “officers.” 

6, In line 7, after the word “service, insert *two masters from the mer- 
chant marine (one from the sailing marine and onefrom the steam marine), and 
two citizens familiar with shipping and admiralty practice.” k 

7. In section 2 strike out the words “rule of the road at sea,” in line 2, and in- 
sert the words “ rules, regulations, and practice concerning vessels at sea and 
navigation generally.” 

8. in section 3 strike out the word “fifteen,” in line 1, and insert “twenty.” 

9. In line 2strike out the word “funds” and insert the word “ money.” 

10. In sine 10, after the word “necessary,” insert a paragraph as follows: 

t 


“The ers and authority conferred by this act upon the persons appointed 
by the President by force thereof, shall terminate on the Ist day of January, 
A. D. 1890, or sooner at the discretion of the ent.” 


PERRY BELMONT, 

JOHN E. RUSSELL, 

WILLIAM W. MORROW, 
Managers on the pari of the House. 


GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The following statement under the rule was submitted by the con- 
ferees on the part of the House: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following statement to ac- 
company the conference report on the bill providing for an international marine 
conference to secure safety for life and y at sea: 

Tho bill as now amended leaves the place of meeting of the conference, as well 
as the time of meeting, discretionary with the President; it increases the num- 
ber of del for the United States from five to two of whom are to be 


PERRY BELMONT, 
WM. W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move the conference report be agreed to. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The Lasbitgeer 9 The bill (S. 27) to preven t the obstruction of nav- 
igable waters to protect public works against trespass or inju 
was erroneously referred to the Committee on Commerce. If there be 
no objection that committee will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill and it will be referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, which has the same subject under consideration. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, ‘The regular order has been demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BELMONT. Thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
I understand will yield a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frora Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE is the gentleman who demands the regular order, and he does 
not yield. The regular order is the special order of the House provid- 
ing for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. 5S 
the Committee of the 


er, Imove that the House resolve itself into 
hole House on the state of the Union for the 
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purpose of considering bills reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds under the special order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from South 
Carolina perhaps does not wish to cut off reports from committees. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] wishes to submit a 


report. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection all gentlemen having re- 
ports to make from committees can hand them to the Clerk for refer- 
ence. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

desk: 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 9534) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the 
United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 9613) to execute certain treaty stipulations prohibiting 
Chinese immigration. 

Mr. BELMONT also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10605) to prohibit the coming of 
Chinese laborers to the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

EDSON SAXBELRY. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; which 
was referred to the Committees of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA SETTLE. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2990) granting a pension to Eliza Settle; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS R. STURMAN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2872) granting a pension to Thomas R. Stur- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. y 

MRS. SARAH MARTIN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. 
Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, BALLAST POINT, SAN DIEGO BAY, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1228) making au appropriation for es- 
tablishing a light or lights and a fog-signal on or near Ballast Point, 
entrance to San Diego Bay, California; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, PORT OF LINCOLN, NEBR. 


Mr. CLARDY also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 7903) to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 

tion of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” to the port 
of Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for the 
foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10606) to extend the provisions of the act of 
June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
to the port of Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska;’’ which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH O'LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth 
O’Laughlin, the helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, 
late a member of Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 
which was referred to the Committce of the Whole Honse on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest to the gentleman from South Carolina - 
[Mr. DIBBLE] that it would be well to postpone this special order to 
some time in July and allow the more important business to be trans- 


acted now. 
[Cries of “Vote!” ‘* Vote!’?] 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Last 
evening, when the House adjourned, the general homestead bill was 
before the House as unfinished business, and it is therefore, I think, 
entitled to consideration in preference to all other bills, except appro- 
priation bills and bills in relation to the revenue. But if that bill is 
not entitled to priority, I submit that, as the gentleman representing 
the Committee on lic Buildings and Grounds has had two or three 
days already during this session, and as the Committee on Public Lands 
have been able to obtain only an hour and a half for the consideration 
of this bill, although they have had it before the House for the last 
three months, it seems to me the gentleman from South Carolina ought 
not to press his measure, even if it is entitled to priority. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Indiana EMr. HOLMAN] must 
understand that this order under which I make the motion is not a 
continuing order; that it is limited to to-day only; whereas the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands is a committee which has the privilege of re- 
porting and bringing up its measures at any time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Pinnuek as the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds has already, I believe, two days set aside for its busi- 
ness—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. Three. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the order for what- 
ever time may still remain to that committee be made a continuing 
order, so that they may bring in their business at some future time, 
enabling us to-day toconsider the land bill, a matter of the very highest 
public importance. 

Mr. DIBBLE. If unanimous consent can be obtained that the spe- 
cial order in reference to business of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds be made a continuing order for the number of days 
to which it is now limited, I am perfectly willing to assent to that ar- 
rangement, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation of the question. 
Under the order of the House two days have been set apart for the 
consideration of business of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. Three days. 

The SPEAKER. Three days were set apart originally, but two days 
still remain, one having gone by lapse of time. the days set apart 
the business of thiscommittee was to begin immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. The gentleman from South Carolina now asks con- 
3ent—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Indiana—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] now 
asks consent that the order with reference to this committee be con- 
tinued until two days are pcan Aateccete by the committee. The 
gentleman from Indiana makes 
view of having the House proceed to-day with the consideration of the 
public-land bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is intended to give the committee twomore 


days. 

The SPEAKER. There are two days remaining under the order 
already made. The proposition is now simply to make the ordera con- 
tinuing one. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. _I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope there will be no objection. 
on with the land bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not, I understand, object to 
the committee having two days. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can state his purpose in objecting. 
The Chair stated the request for unanimous consent, and objection was 
made. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What gentleman objects? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is proper I should say that there 
is a measure pending before Congress which I think of more impor- 
tance than any other. The business now proposed to be assigned to 
two future days will necessarily come into competition with the reve- 
nue bill. Until that is disposed of, Ido not propose, so far as I can 
poen it, to allow any measure to be thrust in front of the revenue 

ill. 


We desire to go 


Mr. DIBBLE. Sofar as the revenue measure now pending is con- 
cerned, that is already excepted by the order; and I do not propose to 
antagonize it, if this be made a continuing special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, it is all right; let the gentleman withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know that the order now existing is in the form 
which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] states; but I 
know what difficulty often arises in respect to questions of considera- 
tion. Such questions have heretofore been raised 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will not raise that question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds go on to-day, if they propose to go on at all, and work out 
this business, 
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JUNE 23, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina be voted down, will it then be 
in order to call up the homestead bill ? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
be not agreed to, the regular business of the House will proceed: 
first, the morning hour for the call of committees, unless it should be 
dispensed with; then the hour for the consideration of bills called = 
by committees; and when the time for general legislation is reached, 
it will be in order to consider the bill referred to by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, then, that the House will not go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DIBBLE, there were— 
ayes 73, noes 26. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As no quorum has yoted, I must ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DIBBLE and Mr, HOLMAN were ap- 
pointed. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. HOLMAN (before the result of the count by tellers was an- 
nounced). Mr. Speaker, it is quite apparent there is no quorum pres- 
ent, and as the House seems to be inclined to give priority to the busi- 
ness of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds over that of 
ee Conimitses on Public Lands, I will not press the point of order 

urther. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws the point 
of order that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Chair will announce the vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I insist on the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is insisted upon by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who will take the place of the gentleman from In- 
diana as a teller. Gentlemen desiring to vote will please come forward 
and do so. 

The tellers continued the count; and after some time reported—ayes 
119, noes 45. 

Mr. LANE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, one-fifth not voting in favor 
thereof. 

So the motion of Mr. DIBBLE was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
a the state of the Union for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTLAND, OREGON. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I call up the bill (S. 20) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Portland, Oregon, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ét enacted, etc., That the vernal of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au. 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
custom-house at the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon; and plans, specifi- 
cations, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and sp- 
proved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building com- 
plete, the sum of $500,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unex- 
I to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 
40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no snp ptitn ges riated for this purpose 
shall be available until a valid title to the site of said building shall be vested in 
the United States, nor until the State of Oregon shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, forall purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein; nor 
shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building which 
will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited 
after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said 
building, shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an ex- 
penditure exceeding the said sum of $500,000 for site and building. 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended 
amendments striking out the words ‘‘five hundred’’ where they oc- 
curred in the bill and inserting ‘‘three hundred and fifty;’’ so as to 
make the amount appropriated , 000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will have the report read as a part of my remarks. 

The report (by Mr. Post) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred House 
bill 1757 and Senate bill 20, providing for the construction of a public building 
at Portland, Oregon, and for the purchase of a site therefor, have had the same 
under consideration and submit the following favorable report, with amend- 
ments: 

Portiand, Oregon, has a population of about 40,000, with an additional eerie 
tion of 10,000 in the suburban towns adjoining. The report of the Supervising 
Architect demonstrates the urgent necessity for such a building. There is now 
crowded in the present building the post-oflice, with twenty-four employés, the 
custom-ho; collector's office, surveyor-general’s offices, the United States 
district and it court-rooms, with bailiff rooms, jury and witness rooms, 
postal nt’s room, judges’ chambers, and clerks’ rooms, and the United States 
Laomoc te, and United States district attorney’s offices. Other roomsare rented 
in various parts of the city for the offices of collector of internal revenue, United 


States appraisers, local inspectors of steam-vessels, light-house inspectors, light- 
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house engineer of the Department of the Columbia, the quartermaster and chief 
ymaster of oe pve ora of the Columbia, the marine-hospital surgeon, the 


nited States Si; ce, 
It is proposed that all these various offices, including the offices of the customs 


district, shall be in the new building, and thus save a present annual rental of 
over $6,000, and at the same time adding to the safety of the records and with 
greatly increased convenience to the pob ic. Itis proposed to leave to the pres- 
ent old building the post-office, with its various divisions, which will crowd the 
first floor; the second floor to be used wes the United States district and circuit 
courts, marshals, with bailiffs, jury, witness, clerks, and district attorney's 
rooms, while the third floor, attic, to be used by the surveyor-general’s division. 
All the room to be provided in the new building will at once be needed and 
fully occupied, with great saving and safety to the Government. 

It is the opinion of this committee that in View of the damp and wet winters 
at Portland said building should be of enduringand substantial material. This 
city is the entrepot largely for the entire northeast, including Oregon, Idaho, 
Montana, and Washington Territory. Its domestic and foreign exports for 1887 
were valued at $5,135,945, and the exports of wheat to foreign countries are 
valued at $2,651,070, and flour to the value of $1,152,854. These were chiefly to 
England, China, Japan, Peru, Sandwich Islands, British Columbia. The im- 

rts are valued at nearly halfa million dollarsfor 1887. The aggregate capital 

nvolved in the actual business establishments of Portland, not including that 
in banking and railway enterprises, is $54,000,000. There are eleven banks, with 
a capital of $7,307,318.82. Thereare six railroads tributary to Portland, of which 
four are transcontinental lines. The real estate transfers of last year equal 
e $6,000,000 in value, palng tusas times that of the oe year. The amount 
expended last year in buildings, streets, and suburban improvements equals 
£3,000,000 in vaiue, The local manufactures of last year are valued at $7,000,000, 
being an increase of 30 per cent. over the preceding year. The largest of ocean 
steamers and sailing vessels, flying the flags of every maritime nation, reach 
her wharves. 

The postal needs for additional room are urgent. The business and receipts 
are rapidly increasing. The receipts for the past year (ending March 31) were 
$75,142, and for the year ending September 30, $82,201. The customs receipts for 
1887 (fiscal year) were $197,921.15, The internal-revenue receipts for the same 
period were $150,757.81. = 

Your committee recommend the pa of Senate bill 20, with the following 
amendments: Strike out the words “five hundred ” wherever they occur in the 
bill and insert the words “three hundred and fifty.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Senate bill proposed, I believe, 
an appropriation of $500,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes; the Senate bill proposed $500,000, and the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds reduced the amount to $350,- 


000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend by making the amount $300,000. 
Mr. LANE. I move to amend the amendment so as to reduce the 
amount to $200,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Portland, I believe, is a city of 40,000 people. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ five hundred ” and insert "three hundred and fifty.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
moves to amend this amendment by striking out the words ‘‘ and fifty,” 
thus making the amount $300,000. 

Mr. LANE. And I move to amend that so as to make the-amount 
$200,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN], being an amendment to an amendment, no other is in 
order until it is disposed of. ‘The question is first on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the amendment of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. LANE] may be voted on first, I withdraw mine for 
the present. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LANFE, striking 
ont ‘' 350,000 ” and inserting ‘‘200,000;’’ and it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 16. 

Mr. LANE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint tellers. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LANE] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] will 
please act as tellers. 

The tellers took their places, and the count proceeded. 

Mr. WILKINS (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is it in order to move that the House do now ad- 
journ? 

* The CHAIRMAN. Itisnot. Itisin order to move that the commit- 
teerise, The House isin Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and the tellers are taking a vote; when their report is made 
it will then be in order to make any motion that can be made under 


the rules, 
Mr. LKINS. With the consent of the chairman of the Commit- 
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tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam not prepared to give that consent, Mr. Chair- 
man, at this time. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Chairman, 
if the tellers have not reported I insist upon their reporting. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. If all members in the Hall have voted the tell- 
ers will make their report. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I think there are several who have not yet voted who 
desire to vote. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How many are lacking of a quorum ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that 59 additional 
votes are required to make a quorum. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the Clerk call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Adams, Cutcheon, Kean, Russell, Conn, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Kelley, tt, 
Anderson,Kans. Davenport, Kerr, Seney, 
Arnold, Dingley, La Follette, haw, 
Atkinson, Dorsey, Lehl Sherman, 
Baker, N. Y. Dunham, Lind, Shively, 
Baker, N Dunn, Lodge, Smith, 

Bank K Ermentrout, Long, Snyder, 
Barnes, Finley, Lyman, Sowden. 
Bayne, Fisher, affett, Spinola, 
Belden, Fitch, Mahoney, Spooner, 
Bingham, Flood, Mason, Stahlnecker, 
Bland, Foran, Matson, Steele, 
Boothman, Fuller, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Boutelle, Gaines, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowden, Gallinger, McKinley, Struble. 
Brewer, Gear, McKinney, Symes, 
Brown, Ohio Gibson, Moflitt, Tarsney, 
Brumm, Glover, Montgomery, ‘Taulbee. 
Bryce, Granger, Morgan, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Buckalew, Greenman, orse, Thomas, Ky. 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Nelson; Thomas, Ill. 
Burnett, Grout, Norwood, Thomas, Wi», 
Butler, Guenther, Nutting, Thompson, Ohio 
Butterworth, Hall, O'Neall, Ind. Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell, Ohio Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. ‘Turner, Ga, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. Vance, 
Cannon, Hayden, me, Wade, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Owen, Warner, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Patton, Weber, 

Clark, Henderson, Ill. Payson, West, 
Cockran, Herbert, Perkins, White, N. Y. 
Soret Hitt, erry, Whiting, Mich. 
Collins, Holmes, Phelps, iting, Mass, 
Conger, Hopkins, Il. Pidcock, Wickham, 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. Pugsley, Wilber, 
Cothran, Houk, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cox, Hunter, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
Culberson, Johnston, Ind. Rogers, Yost. 
Cummings, Jones, Romeis, 


The committee rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union finding itself without a quorum 
had caused the roll to be called, and had directed him to report the 
names of the absentees to the House to be spread upon the Journal. 

Mr. DIBBLE. How many members have answered to their names ? 

Mr. McCREARY. One hundred and sixty-five, which is more than 
a quorum. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to state, on behalf of my colleague [ Mr. 
CULBERSON ], that he is absent from the sessions of the House on ac- 
count of sickness. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (S. 20) to provide for the construction of a public building at Port- 
land, Oregon. ‘The pending question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CRISP. Was not the committee dividing when the want of a 

uorum was developed ? 

TheCHAIRMAN, ‘The committee was dividing by tellers, the point 
of no quorum having been made and tellers having been appointed by 
the Chair; but the roll having been called and the names of the ab- 
sentees having been reported to the House and a quorum having ap- 
peared, the Chair is of the opinion that the appointment of tellers is 
vacated and the question must be put again to the committee. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What is the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 7. 

Mr. LANE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. DIBBLE and 
Mr. LANE. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 89, 
noes 6. 

Mr. LANE. No quorum. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, McCreary haying taken 
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the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had under consideration the bill (S. 20) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Portland, Oregon, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DIBBLE. As this day has been specially assigned by the 
House for the consideration of these public-building bills, I now ask, 
by unanimous consent, the order be made a continuing one, not to ex- 
ceed two days, and not to interfere with appropriation or revenue Dills. 
The Committee on Rules allowed the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds three days for this purpose, and we have already lost one 
of those days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We will do the business assigned for this day 
or none. á 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 20. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Give us this afternoon. There is no trouble about 
the amendments. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmativc—yeas 
66, nays 59, not voting 199; as follows: 


Is there objection? 


YEAS—66. 
Allen, Mass, Davidson, Fis. Hooker, Rice, 
Atkinson, Hovey. Rowell, 
Biggs, Dibble, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Dougherty, Lawler, Semi, 
Browne ,T_H.B., Va. Felton, Macdonald, Seymour, 
Brown, J. R., Va. French, Maish, Simmons, 
Buchanan, Funston, McCullogh, Stephenson, 
Burrows, Gest, McKenna, iliman, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Gott, Loore, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Granger, Morrill, Washington, 
Chipman, Grimes, Parker, White, Ind. 
Ciardy, Hare, Penington, Wilkins, 
Cobb, Haugen, eters, Wilkinson, 
Compton, Hayes, Phelan, Williams, 
Crain, Hermann, Plumb, Yoder. 
Crouse, Hiestand, Post, 
Dargan, Hires, Reed, 
NAYS—59. 
Allen, Miss. Farquhar, Martin, Rowland, 
Anderson, Iowa Forney, McClammy, Russell, Mass. 
Anderson, Miss, Gay, McComas, Sayers, 
Anderson, Ill. Glass, McCreary, Smith, 
Barry, Heard, MeMillin, Spinola, 
Belmont, Hogg, Mckae, inger, 
Blount, Holman, McShane, Stone, Ky. 
Bound, Jackson, Mills, me, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Johnston, N. C. Morrow, Tracey, 
Browne, Ind. Kilgore, Neal, Walker, 
Candler, foon, O'Donnell, Weaver, 
Clements, e, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Crisp, Lanham, O'Neill, Mo, Whitthorne, 
Davidson, Ala. Lodge, Ric Wilson, Minn. 
Enloe, Mansur, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—199. 
Abbott, Clark, Hall, Mason, 
Adams, Cockran. Harmer, Matson, 
Alien, Mich. swell, Hatch, McAdoo, 
Anderson, Kans. Collins, Hayden, McCormick, 
Arnold, Conger, Hemphill, McKinley, 
Bacon, Dopa Henderson, Iowa McKinney, 
Baker, N. Y. ran, derson, N. Merriman, 
Baker, Cowles, Henderson, Ill. Milliken, 
Bankhead, Cox, Herbert, Moffitt, 
Barnes, Pere ta 5 Hotnes, SORT, 
Boyun mmings, o organ, 
Belden, Cutcheon, Hopkins, M Morse, 
Bingham, Dalzell, Hopkins, Va, Nelson, 
Bland, ` Da maig Ho ic Nun ls, 
ven: o! 
Fron AN De Lano, Ho No 2 
i Dingley, Hudd, Nutting, 
Boutelle, ery, Hunter, Oates, 
Bowden, Dorsey, ution, O’ Neall, Ind. 
, Ark. Johnston, Ind. O'Neill, Pa. 
Brewer, " ones, Osborne, 
. Brower, 9 Outhwaite, 
Brown, Ohio Ermentrout, és Owen, 
ey, Kennedy, Patton, 
ce, isher, Kerr, Payson, 
Buckalew, Fitch. Peel, 
Bunnell, Flood, La Follette, Perkins, 
Burn Foran, n, Perry, 
Burnett, Ford, rd, Phelps, 
Butler, , . Pidcock, 
Batterworth, Gaines, Latham, Pugsley, 
Bynum. r, Randali 
Campbell, Ohio Gear, Rayner, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y. Gibson, Lind, Rockwell, 
Cannon, Glover, Long, Rogers, 
Carlton, Greenman, L; Romeis, 
oa i ar L; =i Russell, Conn. 
wW rou Rusk, 
Catchings, Guaaiher, Mahoney, Eyan, 
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Scott, Stewart, Ga. Thomas, Wis. White, N. Y, 
Seney, Stewart, Vt. Thompson,Ohio Whiting, Mich. 
Shaw, Stockdale, Thompson, Cal. Whiting, Mass. 
Sherman, Struble, Townshend, i 2 
Shively, Symes, Turner, Kans. Wilber, 

er, Tarsney, Tarne Ga. Wilson, W. Va. 
Sowden, Taulbee, Van 
Spooner, Taylor, E. B., Ohio Wade. Woodburn, 

er, Tene J. ae "Ohio Warner, Yardley, 

Steele, oe A Weber, Yost. 
Stewart, Tex. otpao West, 


So the motion was to. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have voted ‘‘no’’ on this question, 
although Iam paired with Judge Payson. I know if he were present 
he would vote in the same way, and consequently I will allow my vote 
to stand. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ilinois. I voted ‘‘no’’ on this motion, but 
am paired with my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hopxuys], and hence 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Moraan] upon all political questions. Ido not consider this” 
such a question, but will withdraw my vote in order to be on the safe 
side and avoid any cause of complaint. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam paired with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox]; otherwise I should vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam paired with Mr. WARNER. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘no.?’ 

Mr. WISE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE], and hence withdraw my vote. 

Mr. LANDES. Iam paired with Mr. Yosr. If he were present, I 
would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam paired with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
JOHNSTON]; otherwise I should vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. I find that Iam paired on all questions 
with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN]. I voted in the 
negative on this question, but I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
tleman from New York (Mr. FLoop], and withdraw my vote. 
wise I should vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. Foran with Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr, TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. ROMEIS. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER. 

. MAHONEY with Mr. LEHLBACH. ' 

. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLOOD. 

ABBOTT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. CuLBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. KERR. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Other- 


. Bryce with Mr. BUNNELL. 
ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. HoPKINS, of Minois. 
Bacon with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Cox with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
Hopxryss, of Virginia, with Mr. MOFFITT. 
. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. WADE. 
TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. 
. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. CANNON. 
. PEEL with Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
. O’ FERRALL with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. PAYson with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
. GLOVER with Mr. PATTON. 
. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. LATHAM with Mr. WILBER. 
. MoSHANE with Mr. GUENTHER. 
. MORGAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
. COLLINS with Mr. WICKHAM. 
. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. 
. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. COCKRAN. 
Mr. Wisk with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. Hupp with Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWDEN. 
The following members were announced as being paired on all ques- 
tions until further notice: 
Mr. VANCE with Mr. WEST. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. CoNGER. 
The following were announced as being paired on all questions, both 
in Committee of the Whole and in the House, until further notice: 
Mr. Hurron with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. STocKDALE with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 


Iam paired with the gen- ` ` 


7 
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Mr. CARUTH with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. Rocrrs with Mr. FULLER. 

. FISHER with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

. COMPTON with Mr. WEBER. 

. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGĦAM. 

- MATSON with Mr. OWEN. 

. GLASS with Mr. HOUK. 

. Hayes with Mr. GEAR. 

. MCKINNEY With Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCormick. 

. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN. 

. Bynum with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Lyncu with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. PERKINS, on all political questions, and 
on the tariff bill. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. YODER, on all questions in Committee of the 
Whole and in the House; Mr. YODER reserving the right to vote in 
favor of pension bills. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. STEELE, in the House and in Committee of 
the Whole until further notice. Mr. SHIVELY would vote for the Mills 
bill, and Mr. STEELE against it. 

Mr. Howarp with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, on all political ques- 
tions, until the 25th of June. 

Ma: LANDES with Mr. YosT, on all questions except on tariff bill, for 
ten days. 

Mr. Lone with Mr. MORGAN, from the 15th to the 25th of June, on 
all questions. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. OATES, on all political ques- 
tions, for two weeks. 

Mr. Carcasas with Mr. COGSWELL, on all political questions, for 
ten days. 

Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HAYDEN, in the House and in Committee of 
the Whole, on all questions. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, for Friday and Sat- 
urday, on all questions while engaged in the Reading investigating 
committee. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON, until Monday next, on all polit- 
ical questions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLEY, on all political | 
questions, until Tuesday. 


By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 10608) granting a pension to Mary 
I. Maltby—to the -Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of J. A. Fisher and 49 others, citizens 
of PierceCounty, Wisconsin, for amendment to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McRAE: Protest of the Dalark Wheel, of Arkansas, against 
appropriations for funeral expenses of judges, etc.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. = 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Thomas G. Hardy, of David- 
son County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of George P. Loehr, of heirs of John McCor- 
mick, and of heirs of Mathew McCormick, fof reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 25, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from theSecretary of War, transmitting a request of the Adjutant- 
General that an appropriation be made for the military prison at Fort 
Leavenw , Kans.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Surgeon-General of the Army 
requesting that provision be made in the Army appropriation bill for 
the Army and Naval Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a letter from the Surgeon-General of the Army setting 
forth the necessity for the appropriations requested for the building 
for the Army Medical Museum and Library; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, on all tariff ques- | ordered to be printed. 


tions, for ten days from June 16. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. OSBORNE, in the House and in committee 
on all questions, from the 16th to the 25th of June. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. GROSVENOR, on all political questions, 
and the tariff, both in the Committee of the Whole and in the House, 
until the 30th. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. Scorr, on all political questions, until the 
26th instant. f 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. LYMAN, in Committee of the | 
Whole and in the House, until June 25, on all questions. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York, on all questions, until | 
the 25th of June. | 

The following were announced as being paired on all political ques- | 
tions for this day: 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. Symes. 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I find that the gentleman from New York [Mr. | Army, lieutenant-colonel Corps of Engineers, engineer in 


PARKER], with whom I understood I was paired, has voted, and I 
therefore desire to let my vote stand. 

Mr. BIGGS. My colleague [Mr. THOMPSON ] is detained at home on 
accountof illness. He is paired, as announced, with Mr. McKENNA. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I find I am still paired with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], and withdraw my 
vote. I thought my pair had expired. 
Mr. McSHANE. I find that I am paired with Mr. GUENTHER; but 
that pair is only intended to refer to the tariff bill. I shall therefore 
vote on this question. : 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
j a accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned, 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 10607) gran a pension to Rachel 
Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Fone = 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact 
and law in the French spoliation claims of the sloop Farmer, the 
schooner Elizabeth, the brig Sally, and the ship Speculator; which 
were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Washington Monument Commission stating that thirty- 
seven memorial tablets have not been inserted in walls, and recom- 
mending an appropriation of $1,500 therefor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ask for the reading of the communication. 

from the President, and ought to be read, by the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows:_ 

> i OFFICA JOINT COMMISSION FOR THE 

COMPLETION OF THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, i888, 
Sir: By the inclosed communication from Col. John M. Wilson, United States 


It 


1s 


seen that there are thirty-seven memorial blocks yet to be inse or attached 
to the interior walls of the Washington Monument. the cost of doing which is 
estimated by that officer at $1,500. This commission respectfully ask that the 
appropriation for filling and grading the grounds around the monument and for 
other expenses connected with the shaft, as it appears on page 64, line 11, of the 
sundry civil bill as Hy ne to the House of Representatives for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1859, increased that amount for the purpose named. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
President of the United States, 
J. C. DUANE, 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
WILL. A. FRERET, 


Supervising Archilect, 
EDWARD CLARK, 

Architect United States Capilol, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
Vice-President Washington Monument Association, 

Commissioners. 


To Hon. JOHN J. INGALLS, 

President pro tempore Uniled States Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose that the communication, together with 
the accompanying papers, will be referred. There is a report from the 
commission referred to, giving a statement of liabilities, a statement of 
expenditures, and asking to be discharged from the duty imposed upon 
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them by act of Congress, I suppose the whole matter had better go to 
the Committee on Appropriations, because an appropriation is asked 
for. Let it be so referred and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection. 


` 


It will be so ordered, if there be no 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Roger A. Tubbs, late of 
the Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteers, praying for the passage 
of a bill extending the time for filing claims for arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of George W. Jacobs and 96 
other citizens of Goliad County, Texas, and the petition of B. S. Par- 
cell and 27 other citizens of Fayette County, Texas, praying for the 
passage of a law to prevent common carriers from transporting com- 
modities in cars and other means of conveyance owned by the shipper, 
and to give informers the fines imposed for violations of the interstate- 
commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate- 
Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a ce of members of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, of Lebanon, Ohio, praying that 
an appropriation be made to purchase headstones for the graves of de- 
ceased soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af 


Mr. BECK presented the petition of Crittenden Reeves and other 
citizens of Todd County, Kentucky, praying that certain amendments 
be made to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of W. F. Baker, J. B. Collins, 
and other citizens of Alabama, praying that certain amendments of the 
interstate-commerce law be made; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present the memorial of Mr. Hiram Berdan, 
with respect to some improvement in seacoast defenses. Mr. Berdan 
has been a very successful inventor and operator in the construction of 
arms which have been of great use to the Government, and he proposes 
ascheme by which the coast defenses can be made most adequate and 
successful. The memorial is very short, and I should like to have it 
read from the desk, because I intend to base upon it a request to the 
Committee on Appropriations to make an appropriation of money. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, as follows: 


To the Senate: 


Your memorialist, Hiram Berdan, of the city of New York, at present resid- 
ing at 1820 N street, Washington, D. C., fully represents that in his opin- 
ion all of the means now in use for defending seacoast cities would prove to be 
ineffective, for the following reasons: 

First. No ship now in use can stand the recoil of a gun thatis large enough to 
Gais a heavily-armored ship in the short time required to burn any city in reach 
of her guns. 

Second. Guns in ships attacking our cities would have the very great advan- 
tage over guns in our forts of much larger targets; therefore they would open 
fire at ranges which would render the firing from the forts of little or no im- 

rtance, 
P Third. The nets now amped in all of the European navies have proven to 
be a perfect defense against all mobile or fish torpedoes, and that the loss of 
caused by the use of these nets would not prevent them in any way from 


approaching our seacoast cities or entering our harbors. 
Fourth. hat the trials made with the preumatic guns are deceptive, for the 
reason that the vessel was placed at the very spot where the shells had dropped 


in former trials, 

A single trial of, ey: fifty shots at full ranges at an object in motion at un- 
known distances will prove that it can never hit a ship (in consequence of the 
very great curve of the trajectory) except by mere accident. For burning cities 
they would be very good but for their short ranges, but not for defending cities, 
either from forts or ships. 

Your memorialist represents that the defense of our seacoast cities demands 
means es sinking an enemy’s ship at once and before they are even in range 
of our cities, 

Your memorialist represents that he has, after several years of study, per- 
fected such means, which are, briefly stated, a ram (plated at the bows to deflect 
the shots), with what may be called pendulum torpedoes attached at the bows 
and so arranged that after the ram struck the ship or is broadside to her 
the torpedo is swung under the nets to the bottom of the ship by means of arms 
beep driven by steam-power, making the motion positive and therefore 


e. 

Your memorialist having just perfected all the details, is now en; mak- 

ing working drawings for six European Governments with which he has pre- 

contracts, and he would be glad to explain the system to the Naval 
Committee at its next meeting. He would also be glad if the committee would 
ask Admiral Porter (who is admitted to be the best authority in this country on 
such matters) to be present, and to give his opinion as to the importance of this 
system for the defense of our coast. 

Your memorialist prays that you will authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
contract for a ram with for pr g the spur, armed with machine 
guns and torpedo attachment at the bows, that is capable of circumventing the 
nets and gen the to o, containing 200 pounds of gun-cotton, under the 
bottom of a ship, including forty to: oes, at a cost of $2,500 , the total 
cost not to exceed $500,000; that the system and plans shall be approved by a 
board consisting of the Admiral of the Navy, the Chief Constructor, and Chief 
Engineer of the Navy Department; the payments to be made as the work pro- 

for all save the torpedoes, which shall not be accepted or paid for un- 
fi they this rd 


have been by practical trials and accepted by board. 

will not only give our Government a perfect ram (without any risk), 
which, in the opinion of the Coast Defense Board, was wpe ye ar expressed 
by its chairman in ae rponn to the Secretary of the Navy), but will, in the 
opinion of our ablest a ties, by the employment of the pendulum tor- 


pedo, entirely solve the problem of our coast defense. On the other band, if 
the torpedoes do not o satisfactorily they will not be paid for, and the 
ram can be as perfectly as it could haye been had it not been arranged for 
the trial with the torpedoes. 
Your memorialist will ever pray, etc.‘ 
H. BERDAN, 


Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Orleans, La.; praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provementof Bayou La Fourche, Old River, and Bayou Terre Bonne; also 
other rivers and bayous in the State of Louisiana; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Produce 
Exchange of New Orleans, La., praying for the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal, signed by the president, Hugh McCloskey, and the 
secretary, Hy. H. Smith; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the heirs of the estate of Louis L. 
Ferriere, late of Jefferson Parish, Louisiana, praying that their claim 
against the Government for damages sustained by the deceased may be 
referred to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a joint memorial of the Board of Trade, 
the Commercial Exchange, the Maritime Exchange, and the Drug Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, and the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ Asso- 
ciation, representatives of the commercial and maritime interests of the 
city of Philadelphia and the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the of Senate bill 1448 and House bill 4923, and sug- 
gesting the establishment of a permanent board of United States engi- 
neers to examine and revive, if necessary, all projected improvements 
and constructions, and annually recommend the sum to be appropri- 
ated for river and harbor work; the Secretary of War to be intrusted 
with the expenditure of the sum annually appropriated; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of Buena Vista Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Buena Vista, Miss., praying that certain amendments 
of the interstate-commerce law be made; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I present the petition of Edwin D. Chad- 
ick, representing the Denison and Little Rock Railroad Company, 
stating that the passage of Senate bill 2929, granting the right of way 
to the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company interferes in 
some way with rights previously granted to the company which he rep- 
resents, and praying that the bill be recalled for the purpose of allow- 
ing him a hearing before some committee of the Senate to present the 
wrongs that he thinks he has suffered by the passage of the Paris and 
Choctaw bill. 

I move that the petition lie on the table, and that the President of 
the United States be requested to return the bill which has been passed, 
for the purpose of allowing this gentleman a hearing. 

Mr. VEST. When did the bill go to the President? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkanses. I thinkabout eight days ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw 
and Little Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, 
telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes, = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the President of the United States be requested to return the bill 
to the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. Iask whether the request is to be treated as a joint 
resolution or as a resolution relating solely to the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would require 
a concurrent resolution, to be passed by both Houses. 

Mr. COKE. This, then, is not such a resolution. It is simply a 
petition, and I propose to resist the action proposed. It being a peti- 
von, and neither a bill nor a resolution, I ask that it simply lieon the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas pre- 
sents a petition as the basis of the resolution which he offers, request- 
ing the return of the bill. The petition will lie on the table. The 
Senator from Arkansas will reduce his resolution to writing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have to go over. It involves a good deal 


of difficulty. 
Mr. HARRIS. The resolution will go over on objection? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That undoubtedly will be the rul- 


ing of the Chair when it is presented. The Senator from Arkansas can 
reduce his resolution to writing and present it hereafter. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropria- 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 


1888. 


the fiscal year 1889, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BELMONT, Mr. McCREARY, 
aud Mr. ROCKWELL managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion 
of a public building at Wichita, Kans., to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the bill and the amendment, and had appointed Mr. 
DIBBLE, Mr. JOHNSTON of North Carolina, and Mr. Post managers 
at the conference on its 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: E 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River in Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road; y 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Illi- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala.; 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and-Louisiana Bridge and 
Railroad Compauy of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and toot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
eatine, Iowa; 

A bill (S, 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across 
the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 


A bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across , 


the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washington; 
A bill (8. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 
A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson; 
A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; 
A bill is. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight; 
A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 
A bill (S. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Ten- 
nessee, or the south fork of said river between Burnside and Tateville, 


Ky.; 

Xp (S. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi- 
neers; 

A bill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 

A bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A bill (S. aint granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh; 

A bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker; 

A bill (8. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; and 

A bill ts. 2331) granting a pension to J. MeGregor. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 
greater safety for life and property at sea. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreemént to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) 
for the completion of a building at Wichita, Kans., and agreed to the 
same, 
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The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the Revised Statutes of 
on Sande States, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pension to John 

2 
A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, 
in the State of Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction Of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Bur- 
lington, in, the State of Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-read; 

A bill (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to constract bridges over navigable water- 
courses; 

A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway Company the right toconstruct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 8353) toauthorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River, at a point in 
a uke of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State of 
Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
| poe ple bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia County, 

orida; 

A bill (H. R. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the St. John’s River, between De Land 
Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8841) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oostenaula River, at or near Rome, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
Bayou Bartholomew and across Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabine 
| Rivers, in Louisiana; 
| -A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birming- 
ham Railroad Company to build bridges across the Black Warrior River 
and the Tombighee River, in Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within one mile north and 
one mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark. ; 

A bill (H. R“ 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Rail- 
road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, 
in Laurens County, State of Georgia; 

A bill a R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. ean to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill E R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe; 4 

A ia H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; 


s 
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A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 


Clary; 

A bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 

A bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 
; A bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 

ove; 

A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzell, approved March 3, 1879; 

A bill (H. R. 10358) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent; 

A bill (H. R. 10556) making an appropriation for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1839, and for other pi 

A bill (H. R. 10573) to provide for one additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of Dakota, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution ap- 
pores May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain 

tates. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The messagealso announced that the Speakerof the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President po tempore: 


mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolution- 
ary Army; 
A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 


A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 

A bill f . R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 

A bill (H. R. oat for the relief of Friedericke Raff; 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Robert Lisle; 

A bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; 

A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 

A bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; 

A bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 

A bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; 

A bill (H. R. a3} granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 4653 granting a pension to Joanna Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and 
Jessie Piatt; 

A bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of Franklin White; 

A bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Matthew H. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender; 

A bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 

A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Beyers; 

A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree; 

A bill (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Lottie E. Dilley; 

A bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; 

A bill (H. R. Sre granting a pension to Mary A. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 

A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in Michigan City, Ind. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 
son; 

A bill R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) for the selist of Van Buren Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 6478) gran a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 

A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; 

4 bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Annie M. Thiele; 

A bill (H. R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. Kool granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 

A biil (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 
Cheeks; 

A bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 

A bill i R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 

A bill (H, R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 8299) for the relief of William M. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 8343) toauthorize the construction of a wagon and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, Ala. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief Mary Command; 

A bill (H. R. 8607 ion of Lucius B. Vamey; 


pert) to increase the 
making appropriations for the current and con- 


Department, and for fulfilling treaty 


A bill (H. R. 8565 
tingent expenses of the Indian 


stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles, late a 
member of Company G, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of 
New York Volunteers; 

A bill E R. 8694 granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

eea H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


‘Abi bi (H. R. 8807) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 


A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Frailey; 

A bill (H. R. 9184) granting a pension to William M. Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 

A H. E ABA ) granting a pension to Belle M. Baker; 

A bill Tes R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 

ae (H. R. 9347) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 

ack, 

A bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 

isi isa (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Cleve- 
? 

A bill (H. ae granting a pension to William P. Gordon; 

A bi QIE E i AE S DA IS Dickinson; ` 
bill (H. R. Sse) pan amend chapter 253 of the acts-of the second ses- 


sion of the Forty-fifth Congress, passed June 15, 1878, granting a pen- 
son to John Langland; 
A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree; 

A bill (H. R. 878) for the the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J. B. 
Newcombe; 

A bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city; 

A bill (H. R. 2528) ‘authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2527) anthorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor 8. Lawson; 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert E Sturgess; 

A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 

; A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 
ers; 

A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flannigan; 

A bill (S. 1267) granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley; 

A bill (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 

A bill (8. 1547) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 

A bill (S. 1687) to restore J. Rock Williamson to the pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1919) granting a pension to John Fox; 

A bill a 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 

A bill (S. 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; 

A bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motte; 

A bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Hougland; 

A bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth D Dettis; and 

A bill (S. 2930) to authorizethe Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Rail- 
way Company to construct a bridgeacross Red River at or near Hook’s 
Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Task that the message of the House concerning 
the marine conference bill be taken from the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IN THe HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, June 23, 1888. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 


the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 
Lay rr T, for life and property at sea. 


JNO. B. CLARK, Clerk, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I present from the Senate conferees the report of 
the conference committee, which I ask may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. —? “providing for an international 
marine conference to secure er safety for life and property at ” having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed o recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
s agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

. In section 1, in lines 3, 4, and 5, strike out the words “in the city of Wash- 
AS. n on the Ist day of October, in the year 1888, or at such other,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “at such.” + 

2. In line 5, after the word “ desi ,”’ insert the word “and,” 

3. In line 6'strike out the word “five” and insert the word “seven.” 

4. In line 6 strike out the word “one” and insert the word “two.” 

5. In line 6 strike out the word “ officer’ and insert the word “officers,” 


to recommend and 
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6. In line 7,after the word “service,” insert “two masters fro! 
chant marine (one from the sailing marine and one from the steam marine), an 
= citizens familiar with shipping and admiralty practice.” 

In section 2 strike out the words “rule of the road at sea” in ocr and 
lanat the words "rules, regulations, and practice concerning vessels at sea, 
and navigation generally." 

8. In section 3 strike out the word “fifteen,” in line 1, and insert “ twenty. yi 

9. In line 2 strike out the word “funds” and insert the word “ money.” 

mea line 10, vaner Eer i E 7 yeaa a as follows: inted 

“The powers and authority y act upon — 
by the President by force thereof shall terminate on the Ist E Aay of of Jan 
D. 1800, or sooner at the discretion of the President." 

And the House agree to the same, 


Managers on the part of the ‘Senate. 
PERRY BELMONT, 
JOHN E. RUSSELL, 
WM, W. MORROW. 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1182) to amend the military record of Levi H. 
Figard, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back with sundry amendments the bill (H. R. 9377) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 

of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes. I will state to the Senate that I make this report 
in print, and I shall be glad later in the day to call up the bill for con- 
sideration if there is no objection, as the printed bill will probably be 
laid upon the desks of Senators within an hour or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Commitee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3163) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mam- 
moth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
committed the bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house 
at Cob Point Bar, at the mouth of Wicomico River, in the State of 
Maryland, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2949) granting a pension to the widow of G. K. Warren, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9678) for the relief of William N. Robb, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3204) for the relief of Azariah 
Bartholf; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs., 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3205) for the relief of “Adam Kirk- 
wood; which was read twice by its title, and, withthe accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military’ Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3206) for the relief of Henry G. 
Healy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3207) granting a pension to Catherine 
P. Kesting; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William S. 
Bradshaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3209) for the increase of the 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3210) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome 
E. Morse, of the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3211) to regulate the pay of certain re- 
tired officers of the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 3212) for the relief of the es- 
tate of James M. Wayne; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3213) for the benefit of William 


t | Watkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3214) for the relief of Laura 8. Nor- 
vell, widow and administratrix of Henry L. Norvell, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3215) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Cummings’s Landing, 
Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR. By request of the American Federation of Labor Iin- 
troduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 3216) for the further regulation of vessels engaged in do- 
mestic commerce was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIRintroduced a bill (8.3217) toprevent thesale, manufacture, 
or transportation of adulterated articles of food, drink, and drugs man- 
ufactured or made in one State and intended to be sold in another, or 
intended for export or for sale in the District of Columbia or any Ter- 
ritory or reservation of the United States, and to prevent the exporta- 
tion or importation of adulterated food, drink, or drugs, and for creat- 
ing a pure-food division in the Department of Agriculture; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. This isa bill pending in the House of Representatives 
which I introduce by request of persons representing certain agricult- 
ural societies. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3218) for the relief of W. I. Smith 
and D. M. Wisdom; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3219) to increase the ion 
of Keyes P. Cool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted four amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, Mr. CALL, and Mr. HAWLEY submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. In support of the amendment which I have offered 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, I beg leave to present the petition 
of a number of prominent citizens of Augusta, Ga., praying that an 
appropriation of $20,000 be made for the construction of an artesian 
well at the United States arsenal ator near Augusta, Ga. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BATE and Mr. GEORGEsubmitted amendments intended to bo 
proposed by them respectively to the bill {H. R. 2952) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the 
United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which 
were referred to the Committee on ' Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2852) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to be printed, and, with, 
the statement of the Court of Claims, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying papers, ‘yeferred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PLATT. Iam instructed by the Committee on Territories to 
report an amendment which is intended to be proposed to the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill; and I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations without printing. 

The motion was to. 

COMPLEMENT OF NAVAL VESSELS, 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish to the Senate 
a statement showing the full complement of men which will be required for the 
Chicago and each of the other fourteen vessels named on 296 of the De- 
partment Report for 1887; alsoa similarstatement showing the full complement 
of men which will be required for the Puritan and each of the other ironclads 
mentioned in the upper table on page 24 of the report; also similar statements 
showing the full complement of officers which will be ‘required for each of the 
above ships. 

CLARK'S DEFLECTIVE TURRETS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
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what progress has been made in AE eons and testing the P migni of 
the deflective turrets designed by Chief Engineer N. B. Clark, for which inves- 
tigation the sum of $20,000 was appropriated by act of March 3, 1883; what rea- 
AEEY if any, exist for further delay, and how soon the tests are likely to be 
made, 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I present a concurrent resolution, which 
Y ask the Senate to consider now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
read, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to return to the Senate the 
bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 


The PRESIDENT protempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COKE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the concur- 
rent resolution lies over under the rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MORGAN. A resolution was submitted by myself some time 
since—two resolutions indeed—in regard to the fisheries treaty, On 
the 4th of June consent was had that the resolutions, not losing their 
attitude before the Senate, should go over for consideration to-day. 
‘There was also consent at the last time the fisheries treaty was consid- 
ered in open executive session that the treaty should also go over till 
to-day; and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had the 
floor upon it. I propose that both of these subjects, without any loss 
of their attitude before the Senate, shall go over for such length of time 
as may be suggested, a week from to-day, or go over to be called up by 
unanimous consent, inasmuch as the Senator from Massachusetts is not 
here. 

I ask unanimous consent that the Senate consider the resolutions 
and also the treaty on next Monday, in their appropriate places and 
times in the order of business, the resolutions to be considered, of 
course, at the close of the routine business or as a part of the routine 
business, and the treaty to be considered in open executive session, say 
at 2 o’clock this day a week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts being absent, I 
would rather have the matter go overinformally until he returns. He 
may be entirely prepared to go on upon his return, and I should not 
like to embarrass him. I have no objection to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama, if the Senator from Massachusetts concurs when 
he arrives. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will agree to that. I have no objection to that 
course, it being understood that I have the right to call up the reso- 
Iutions any day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it all stand over just as before. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; just as before. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is understood, then, that, by unan- 
imous consent, the resolutions to which the Senator from Alabama has 
referred, and also the fisheries treaty, stand over informally, their rights 
respectively in priority of time and assignment to be retained as at 
present. It is so ordered, if there be no objection. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. TURPIE. I give notice that on Monday next I shall move to 
take up the resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to 
refer the President’s annual message to the Committee on Finance, for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks. 

OREGON RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY BRIDGES. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the action of the House of Representatives 
on Senate bill 2601 be laid before the Senate. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2601) authorizing the 
construction of railroad bridges across the Snake River and across the 
Clear Water River by the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 3, after 
line 22, to insert a new section as follows: 


Sec, 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches thereto upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or owners of 
such bridge and the several railroad companies or any so desiring such use shall 
fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditions to 
which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between 
them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allega- 
tions and proofs of the parties. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 


ment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurring in 


other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


poses. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Resoived, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. COCKRELL. : 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the naval service 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1839, and for other purposes, was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first Order of Business on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, being Senate bill 1365, will be stated. 

The bill (S. 1365) for the erection of a public building for the use 
of the custom-house and post-oflice at Newport News, in the districtof 
Yorktown, Virginia, and making an appropriation therefor, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ purchase,” to 
insert ‘‘ or acquire by condemnation; ’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to pur- 
chase or uire by condemnation a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
custom-house, internal-revenue offices, and post-office, at Newport News, inthe 
county of Warwick, Virginia, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 2774) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Railroad 
Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me that that bill involves the dis- 
position of certain other railroad matters now pending before the Sen- 
ate, and therefore, while I have no objection to the bill, I shall object 
to its present consideration. It seems to me that it should not be 
considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under objec- 
tion and take its place on the Calendar under Rule IX. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHTS, 


Mr. DOLPH. I reported a bill this morning by direction of the 
Committee on Commerce in regard to the establishment of certain light- 
houses, it being a House bill, with amendments providing for light- 
houses, bills for which had already passed the Senate. I am directed 
to call iip the bill for present consideration. I therefore ask that the 
bill be taken up for consideration at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house at Cob Point 
Bar, at the mouth of Wicomico River, in the State of Maryland. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, after the word “dollars,’’ inline 5, toadd: 


And the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
for such purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add after the amendment just adopted: 

That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used under the d 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury in the purchase of a site and the con- 
struction of a suitable wharf at Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light Housa 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill: 


That the sum of $40,000 be, and the same Js naoa; appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of a light- 
house on the high land (main land), to the westward of Crooked River, in 
Franklin gouam Florida, said amount to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add: 


‘That the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise Sppropriarad; for the erection of a light- 
house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina : Provi 


ovided, 
That such contractors for doing this work may be selected by the Light-House 
best fitted, by reason of skill 


Board as may, in the judgment of the board, 
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Fa aiara possession of plant, and control of means, to dothe work, payments 
made th the Secretary 


in the discretion of the board, upon the approval of of 


to 

the Treasury. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add: 


That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the construction of pier 
lights at Duluth, Lake Superior, Minnesota ; Kewaunee, Lake gan, 
consin; Charlotte Harbor, Lake Ontario, New York; Port Washington, Lake 
Michigan, Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add: 


That the Secretary of the AEAN hereby authorized and directed to cause 
s light-house to be constructed at Holland’s Island Bar, near the entrance to 
K ’s Straits, in the Chesapeake Bay, Maryland, and $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose from any 
money in the ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed tocause 
alight-house to be constructed at or near St. Joseph’s Point, in Florida, and 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for this 
purpose from any money not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treas 
appropriated, the sum of $40,000, for establishing a first-class light-ship, with 
steam fog-signal, in duplicate, on or near Bush’s Bluff Shoal, entrance to Eliza- 
beth River, Virginia, and that so much of the amount of $20,000 already appro- 
priated and not used for establishing a light-house at that point be added to 
and used for the establishment of the light-ship; providing that the entire cost 
of constructing and establishing this light-ship shall not exceed $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That the sum of $80,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a first-order coast light-house on the headlands near 
the mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add: 

That there be constructed and established a first-class light-ship, with a steam 
fog-signal, off False Cape, seacoast of Virginia, the cost of which shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $60,000: Provided, That the construction of said light-ship shall 
be let to the lowest responsible bidder after advertisement, and that said light- 
ship shall be built in American ship-yards. And the sum of $60,000, or somuch 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for such purpose. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask if there is a report accompanying the 
bill. If there is, I desire to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report accom- 
panying the bill. It was reported this morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ican state in a moment to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that this is a House bill which was reported favorably from the 
Committee on Commerce. All the amendments except two are pro- 
visions for light-houses, bills for which have already passed the Sen- 
ate, and the object in putting them on this House bill is to get them 
into conference and to secure action upon them by the other body. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The reason why I asked for the reading of the report is 
that on the sundry civil bill there are great numbers of light-houses 
provided for, perhaps three times as many as ever before have been pro- 
vided for in any one year. The Light-House Board generally comes 
and reports those which are actually necessary, and those which can be 
postponed. I desired to know to what class these belong, because the 
Light-House Board generally makes very elaborate reports and sets 
forth very urgent cases and some not so urgent and some which may 
just as well as not be postponed. As all these itemsseem to carry their 
own appropriation, I desired to see the report as to the absolute neces- 
sity for them. 

Mr. DOLPH. These items have all been carefully considered by the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Commerce, and then by the full 
cominittee. The various bills have been reported separately by direc- 
tion of the committee, and now they are placed on this House bill as 
amendments by the committee with the request that the bill be taken 
up for immediate consideration. They have received the careful con- 
sideration of the committee. I presume there are reports with the 
special bills. They are all strongly recommended by the Light-House 
Board and by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not paid much attention to this bill. Ido 
not know but that it is all right, but I think we are likely to get into 
confusion by proceeding in this way. As I understand, the bill as 
amended authorizes the construction of light-houses and appropriates 
money for them. I think we are likely to get into confusion by hav- 
ing this class of bills in this way. ‘The usual mode, I think, 
has been to authorize light-houses to be built, and then let the Light- 
House Board scrutinize them and recommend the proper appropriation, 
and on their report we make the appropriation. I do not know but 
that all this may have been done, but I can see readily, as does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], that we are likely to get into great 
confusion in to light-houses unless we pursue the usual course. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think many of the bills for light-houses have car- 


not otherwise 


ried their own appropriation and others have not. It is evident that 
any bill passed after this time must carry its own appropriation, or the 
work will be postponed until after the next session of Congress. It is 
for that reason that the Committee on Commerce directed this report 
to be made and that each one of these bills should contain its appro- 

iation. 
ae I say, each one of these bills has received careful consideration, 
both as an individual bill and as an amendment to the present bill, by 
the Committee on Commerce. None of these items is provided for in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 4 

Mr. ALLISON. The usual course pursued by the Appropriations 
Committee is to examine carefully the various light-houses proposed 
through the Light-House Board. If the Committee on Commerce, 
yin which I do not wish to interfere, has examined the bill care- 
fully—— 

Mr. FRYE. The cases have all been referred to the Light-House 
Board and reported on by the board to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. The point I make is that the Light-House loard 
of course recommend a great number of lights, and undoubtedly there 
are a great many places where light-houses should be constructed; but 
it is not practicable to construct all the light-houses in a single year, 
and therefore the Appropriations Committee have concluded to take up 
those most important and which can be constructed within a reasonable 


riod. 

Mr. BECK. Ishould like to makeasuggestion. This bill was only 
reported this morning, and it is accompanied by no written report. The 
sundry civil bill has already passed the House and come to the Senate, 
Without desiring to have this bill lose its place on the Calendar, I 
should be glad to have it lie over until we can see the number or 
urgent cases reported by the Light-House Board and make some com- 
parison of them, in the absence of a report, when the bill is taken up 
to-morrow or the day after. 

Take the Senator’s own coast. There was a light-house ordered at 
Tillamook. It is a very important matter. The United States has 
lost perhaps $190,000 by making small appropriations, as, in order to 
give enough for the Tillamook light-house, we cut down others; and 
so it has been in a dozen other cases. I would like to see together a 
list of all the light-houses proposed, and have the views of the Light- 
House Board, see what they have sent to us, and the relative impor- 
tance of one compared with the others as to which weshould make ap- 
propriation for this year if we can not appropriate for all. 

Ido not make any objection in order to delay the bill improperly 
or to throw any obstacle in its way, but I think the Senate can see that 
there may be other works much more important than those named here, 
in the view of the board, although these may be advantageous; but 
some are more n than others, and a few days’ delay perhaps 
may not injure it, but rather facilitate it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course if any Senator desires to examine the bill, 
I have no objection to its being laid over for that purpose, but I will 
say to the Senator from Kentucky that the light-honses provided for 
in this bill are quite as important as, if not more important than, those 
which have had the good fortune to get through and be provided for 
in the appropriation bill. I have learned that the passage of a bill in 
Congress does not always depend upon its importance. It depends 
on whether it has friends on the committees who are favorable to its 
consideration by the committees and the House. But I adopt the sug- 
gestion of the Senator to let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to correct one statement made by the Senator 
from Oregon in regard to the way light-house items come before the 
Appropriation Committee in the sundry civil bill. I do not think we 
have ever considered the pressure of either Senators or Representatives 
or their views as to which ought to be pushed, but we have deferred 
to the Light-House Board, and to the facts furnished by them, as to 
the urgency of the case and the needs of commerce at a particular place 
as determining the question, regardless of anything else. z 

Mr. DOLPH. TheSenator did not understand my remark. I may 
be in error, but I supposed, of course, in providing for light-houses the 
course pursued was that bills were introduced in either House of Con- 
gress and passed frequently without carrying an appropriation, and it 
then was the practice of the Committee on Appropriations to appropri- 
ate the n: money to carry out the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Under the direction of the Light-House Board. 

Mr. DOLPH. What I had reference to and what I said was that I 
thought some of the bills which had not been fortunate enough to get 
through both branches of Congress were quite as important as those 
which had passed earlier in the session both branches of Congress and 
were therefore now properly before the Committee on Appropriations. 
The object in providing the appropriation in this bill for each of these 
light-houses is that when the bill passes there may be an appropriation 
so that the work may be commenced and prosecuted before anotherses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. BECK. I have only one remark to make. If the Senator from 

n allows the bill to lie over withorlt prejudice for a day, we will 


send for the Light-House Board and bave a conference with them in 


regard to this and all other bills on the subject. 
Mr. DOLPH. I will state that, if necessary, I will furnish to the 
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Senate the reports of the Light-House Board and of the Secretary of 


the Treasury in regard to each of these light-houses. All of them but 
two have passed the Senate befure. The Senate has acted upon them. 
They have been reported by the Committee on Commerce, have receivéd 
the-consideration of the Senate. and have passed the Senate. The ob- 
ject now in putting them on this House bill is to secure consideration 
in the other House. 

Mr. BECK. I will make no objection to the bill probably, if it is 

over to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be informally passed 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr, DOLPH. I ask that the bill be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed with the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Commerce. 


WASHINGTON AND SANDY SPRING RAILROAD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar in 
regular order will be announced. 

The bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring 
Narrow-Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Company was announced, 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 30, after the word ‘‘Co- 
lumbia,’’ to strike ont— 

And said corporation is hereby authorized to construct and lay down a single 
or double track railway to be operated by horse, cable, or electric power within 
the city of Washington, commencing at the intersection of New York avenue 
and the northern boundary of Boun: street, thence along the line of New 
York avenue to the intersection or crossing of Seventh street northwest, and 
said company shall cause said tracks to be laid upon an even surface with the 
pavement of the street, imbedded in concrete, and the space between the tracks 
and 2 feet beyond the outer rails thereof which this franchise is intended to 
cover, shall be at al] times kept by said corporation well paved and in good or- 
der at its own expense, subject to the approval of the engineer commissioner of 
the District; and said company shall buy, lease, or construct a depot on the line 
of said New York avenue at some point between Fourth streetand nth street 
northwest for the convenience of passengers on its said roads; and said com- 
pany shall have the right to run its tracks and cars into said depot: That— 

And insert the word “and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘Sec. 10,” io strike ont— 


That whenever the route shall coincide with the route of any other 
duly incorporated company, or connect portions of such route, but one 
set of tracks shall be used, and each company using the tracks shall contribute 


uitably to the expense of laying and maintaining them; the amount to be con- 
tributed to be ascertained when the companies disagree by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, upon application of any company interested and 
on notice to and hearing of the parties interested— 

And insert: 

That when the road shall be completed to Boundary street and put in oper- 
ation, the said corporation shall have the right to run its own street cars over 
the traks of the ington and Soldiers’ Home road, on New York avenue, for 
the purpose only of transferring its passengers between Seventh’ street 
northwest and Boun street, on such termsand conditionsas may be agreed 
upon by the two companies; and if they can notagree, the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, upon the petition of either company and reasonable notice 
to the other, shall fix the terms and conditions ugan wadi the tracks shall be 
so used; and if the Eckington and So. ’ Home Company shall bave 
failed to construct its line of road on New York avenue from Seventh street 
northwest to Boundary street by the time that the hee Sense and Sandy 
nona Narrow Gauge road is completed from Sandy Spring to Boundary street, 

sald Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railway Company shali 
have the right to construct a street railway on New York avenue from Bound- 
ary street to Seventh street northwest, on the same terms and conditions that 
are granted to the Eckin; and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company; and the 
said Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company shall have the right to 
run its cars over the tracks of said road between Seventh street northwest and 
Boundary street, upon terms and conditions to be agreed upon by tho two 
companies, and in the event of their failure to agree, the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia shail fix the terms and conditions upon which the said 
tracks shall be so used. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend, in section 15, line 2, after the 
word ‘‘alter,’? by inserting ‘‘amend;’’ so as to read: 

That Congress reserves to itself the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PROTECTION TO GIRLS. 


The bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the 
District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for the punishment 
of the crime of rape, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator who reported the bill 
[Mr. FAULKNER] being absent, it will be passed over, if there be no 
objection, until he shall return, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

ALFRED HEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Alfred 
Head, or his legal representatives, of $200, the amount of purchase- 
money paid by him for the west half of the southeast quarter and the 


east half of the southwest quarter of section 26, township 42, ran, 
22 west, subject to entry at the land office at Fayette, Mo., and su 
sequently resold by the land office and repurchased by Head. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCKRELL 
May 25, 1888: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (H, R. 860) for 
the relief of Alfred Head, have duly considered the same and submit the follow- 


ing report: 

Š the House of Representatives the following report was made upon this bill, 
H. R. Report No, 297, Fiftieth Congress, first session, by Hon. O. H. Mansur, 
from the Committee on Claims, to wit: 
rovidesfor the refunding by the United States Government of the 
sum of $200, the repu: price of certain tracts of land which, after having once 
been sold to the party for whose relief this bill is designed, was improperly sold 
again by the Government and repurchased by said Alfred Head. Conclusive 
proof is presented by the said Head of all the facts relied on, and the case is 
clearly one calling for the relief prayed for. The committee had presented for 
examination and consideration the receipts of the officers of the Government 
who sold the land, together with receipts for taxes paid by said Head for the 
years interyening between the date of the original entry and second sale, to- 
gether with the affidavits of himself and others, clearly establishing the justice 
= this claim, Therefore your committee respectfully recommends that the bill 

o ‘ 

At the instance of your committee Hon. Jonx T. HEARD addressed a letter to 
the Commisssioner of the General Land Office, and received in reply the fol- 
lowing communication, to wit: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., May 17, 1888, 

“Sim: Lam in receipt of your letter of March 2, 1588, relative to the east half 
southwest quarter and west half southeast quarter section 26, township 42 north, 
range 22 west, Missouri, claimed to have been purchased by Alfred Head No- 
vember 19, 1840, per Fayette cash receipt No. 22479. In reply I have to state 
that the only indication in this office that Mr, Head purchased said tracts is the 
follow: cil note on the tract books, namely: ‘There has been presented 
at this office a duplicate receipt signed by Uriel Sebree, receiver at Fayette, 
Mo., issued to Alfred Head for $200 for this land, dated November 19, 1840; num- 
ber of receipt, 22479.’ On the 19th of November, 1540, David entered the 
northeast quarter southwest quarter section 29, township 51 north, range 19 
ae Pree, r Fayette cash certificate No. 22479, for which patent was is- 
su p + 

* Alfred Head located the said east half southwest quarter and west half south- 
east rere section 26, October 28, 1868, per warrant No. 14477, 160 acres, act of 
1855, for which a patent was issued January 1, 1870, 

“The papers received in your letter are herewith returned. 


“Very respectful] 
i “T, J. ANDERSON, 
“Assistant Commissioner. 
“Hon, Jno, T. HEARD, 
* House of Representatives.” 

From the evidence in this case and the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, it is manifest that on the 19th day of November, 1540, Alfred 
Head entered, at the then Fayette (Mo.) land office, the 160 acres of land 
described in the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
paid for the same the sum of $200, the cash entry price, and by some error or 
omission the General Land Office failed to enter on their books this entry, and 
that subsequently, on October 28, 1868, Mr. Alfred Head located on the said 
land bounty land-warrant 14477, issued under the act of 1855, relying upon re- 
ceiving from the Government the $200 he paid the Government as the cash 
entrance money for said lands, Therefore your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 1361) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley 
Indian reservation, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 2, section 2, line 4, after the word “have,” 
I move to insert the word ‘‘lawfully;’’ so as to read: 

Src, 2. That said commission shall a the valuo of any and all tracts of 
agricultural lands within the Round Valley Indian reservation, with the im- 

‘vements thereon, which have lawfully become the property of individuals 
y purchase, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it is rather Ionely on this side, 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


MOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill ts R. nA granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 
A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 
A bill (H. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe; . 

A st (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 
Clary 3 
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bill (H. R. ee to increase the 
bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 

H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 

ill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 


love; 

A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzeil, approved March 3, 1879; and 

A bill (H. R, 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction ofa railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Bur- 
lington, in the State of Iowa; y 

A bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, at Ponca, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (Hf. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ockmulgee River in the State of Georgia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water 
courses; 

A bill (H. H. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at- Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway Company the right to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Ala., and for other pur- 


A bill (H. R. 8353) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River at a 
point in the town of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State 
of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a pile bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia County, 
Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the St. John’s River, between 
De Land Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 8841) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oostenaula River at or near Rome, Ga. ;. 

A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
Bayou Bartholomew and across the Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabine 
Rivers in Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Bir- 
mingham Railroad Company to build bridges across the Black Warrior 
River and the Tombigbee River, in Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 mile north and 1 
mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Rail- 
road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, in 
Laurens County, State of Georgia. 

The bill (H. R. 10573) to provide for one additional associate justice 
of the supreme court of Dakota, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution ap- 
proved May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain 
States, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. > 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] for the reference of the President’s message. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. SHERMAN December 19, 1887: 


Resolved, That the President's annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the people of the country have suf- 
fered for many years from excessive, unjust, and unnecessary taxation. 


ion of Annie Gibson Yates;| Our present revenue system is vicious, not to say criminal. 


It ex- 
acts from the citizen much more than is needed by the Government 
for any public or legitimate purpose, which in itself is a great hard- 
ship and a wrong; and by this means it withdraws from the channels 
of trade, commerce, and business of the country many millions of dol- 
lars annually and locks it up in the Treasury. Day by day this sur- 
plus revenue is increased, and the amount of money in circulation di- 
minished in precisely the same ratio, thus crippling every business 
enterprise and menacing the country with all the evils consequent 
upon financial stringency, if not financial panic, and operates as a con- 
stant temptation to extravagant and unnecessary appropriations. 

The reports of the Secretary of the Treasury show that the amounts 
thus unnecessarily collected and locked up for the last three years are 
as follows: 
nore fiscal year ending June 30— 


And we are informed by the message of the President that— 

Our surplus revenues have continued to accumulate, the excess for the pres- 
ent year amounting on the Ist day of December to $55,258,701.19, and estimated 
to reach the sum of $113,000,000 on the 30th June next, at which date it is ex- 
pected that this sum, added to prior accumulations, will swell the surplus in 
the Treasury to $140,000,000. 

This statement of the President, though based upon estimates, has 
been fully realized by the collections, At the end of the present fiscal 
year the surplus will amount to $140,000,000, independent of the frac- 
tional silver coin of about $26,000,000, which swells the surplus to 
$166,000,000. And this, too, notwithstanding the fact that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has gone to the full extent of his legal authority 
in the purchase of outstanding bonds for the sinking fund, having so 
invested $27,684,283.55, paying a premium for most of them as high 


as 24 percent, And in order to further relieve the wants of the people 
and restore to circulation all that it was possible to restore I y, he 
anticipated the annual interest upon the bonded debt toa extent. 


But notwithstanding these expedients to reduce the surplus in the 
Treasury, the alarming fact remains that at the end of the present fis- 
cal year, 30th June, 1888, we will have locked up in the Treasury from 
$150,900,000 to $166,000,000, with no legal method of restoring it to 
circulation except the purchase of bonds at whatever premium the 
holders may demand. 

Year by year the excess of collections over necessary public expendi- 
tures has increased, and if our present revenue system is continued it 
would seem to be only a question of time as to when the will 
swallow up the entire circulation of the country. 

In addition to this large sum, unnecessarily extorted from the people 
and withheld from circulation, technically called surplus, we have for 
several years kept in the Treasury $100,000,000 in gold coin with which 
to redeem the outstanding Treasury notes, which nobody wants to have 
redeemed. And in addition to that $100,000,000 reserve another fund 
of about $95,000,000 is held there for the redemption of the circulation 
of national banks which are retiring their circulation or have gone into 
liquidation. 

This shows an aggregate of about $350,000,000 withheld from cireu- 
Jation and unnecessarily kept in the Treasury for no practical purpose. 

It is the imperative duty of Congress to devise and apply a remedy 
for these evils at once. The first and most important of these reme- 
dies is to relieve the people from unn burdens by reducing tax- 
ation to the strict revenue standard, to the lowest point that will pro- 
duce a sum sufficient to meet the obligations of and support the Gov- . 
ernment honestly and economically administered. 

The second is to restore to circulation this large surplus in the Treas- 
ury by investing it in interest-bearing bonds of the United States and 
cancel them. 

And, third, invest the greater part of the $100,000,000 gold coin re- 
serve held for the redemption of United States Treasury notes, and 
the greater part of the $95,000,000 of currency held for redemption of 
national-hank notes, in United States bonds, and hold the bonds, 
which can be converted into coin as and when money may be needed 
for the redemption of either Treasury notes or national-bank notes. 
The interest accruing upon the bonds while so held will more than 
cover any difference that can occur between the price paid for the 
bonds and the price at which they are sold, if, indeed, they shall be 
sold for the purpose of redeeming either Treasury notes or national- 
bank notes. 

Confronted by this large and constantly increasing surplus, none 
will deny the absolute present and pressing necessity for the reduc- 
tion of taxation; but the method of reduction is the point upon which 
there is a conflict of opinion. Certainly no Senator will deny that tax- 
ation should be so adjusted as to be least oppressive to the people 
who are compelled to contribute a part of their earnings to the support 
of the Government which protects their rights of life, liberty, and 
property. Nor will it be denied that justice demands that our reye- 
nues should be raised by a tax on luxuries as far as possible, so as to 
relieve to that extent the actual necessaries of life from taxation. 

In readjusting our revenue laws we should endeavor to ascertain and 
adopt that system which will be least oppressive to the largest number ` 
of the people of the country, 
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For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, we collected— 


Under our tariff laws... $217, 286, 893.13 
Under our internal-revenue laws 118, 823, 891, 22 
And from sale of lands and misce 35, 292, 993. 31 


Raine Bn IN EE 871, 403, 277. 66 


Now, to put that $118,823,391.22 into the Treasury it cost the con- 
sumers of the distilled spirits, malt liquors, and tobacco, upon which 
it was raised, a small fraction over3 percent. Thatis, for every dollar 
tho consumers paid, very nearly 97 cents wentintothe Treasury. And 
let it not be forgotten, but emphasized, that that amount was raised 
upon non-necessaries—upon luxuries that no man is compelled to use. 

But how is it in respect to the $217,286,893.13 collected under our 
tariff laws? What did it cost the people to put that into the Treasury ? 

The following facts, material to this question, can not be truthfully 
denied: 

First. That the importing merchant could not and would not con- 
tinue from year to year to import any article of merchandise that he 
could not sell for a profit on what it cost in the foreign market, with 
the amount of the tariff tax and cost of transportation added. 

Second. If the home manufacturer sold the same kind and quality 
of articles for less price than that demanded for the imported, the im- 
porter would be driven from the market and forced to abandon impor- 

tation. 

Third. As long as the importer continues to import and sell, and the 
home manufacturer continues to manufacture and sell the same kind 
and quality of article in the same markets, they sell at substantially 
the same price. 

Therefore the conclusion is inevitable that by reason of the tariff tax 
upon the imported article the home manufacturer is enabled to increase 
the price of his product toan amount equal to the tax with the cost of 
transportation and the importer’s profits added. 

Itis, therefore, too clear to admit of doubt or argument that the con- 
sumer pays the tax, transportation charges, and importer’s profits upon 
the home-manufactured as well as upon the imported article. 

In order to get an approximate estimate of the amount of bounty the 
tax-payers of the country were compelled to pay to manufacturers under 
our tariff laws, at my request the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
prepared for me the following table, taken from the official census re- 
ports of 1880, which includes only articles in general, if not in universal 
use, showing the te value of these classes of articles imported 
for consumption in that year, with the amount of tariff tax im upon 
them, and the value of the home manufactured articles of the same 
kind consumed during the same year. 


SIRIEN showing the values of the principal articles of domestic manufact- 
ure consumed in the United States during the census year 1880, and of 
similar imported dutiable articles entered for consumption during the 
same year, with the estimated amount of duties collected and the average 
ad valorem rate of duty thereon. 


Imports, 
Dutiable 
Home manu- 
imported Aver- 
Articles and classes of arti- factured iniaa ry 
roducts ge 
cles, Paciensa of same Duties d va- 
in 1880. character collected [lorem 
X entered 1880. rate 
for con- of 
sumption duty. 
in 5 
Books, pamphlets, maps, and Per ct. 
other publications... $11,350,134 | $2,173,171 $538,482.91 | 25.00 
Brick and tile, drain-pipe, and 
tta 83, 817, 855 113, 210 25,176.43 | 22.24 


10, 450, 445 371, 138 148, 871.55 98 
13, 581, 102 1,771, 291 470,114.19 | 26.54 
1, 294, 318 432,522 150,611.04 | 34.82 
267,190,665 | 25,723,252 | 9,976,417.95 | 38.08 
Drugs, chemicals, and medi- 
cines not elsewhere speci- 
fied = 61,269,501 | 13,499,085 | 4,079,817.67 | 30.22 
7, 836, 205 5,500,994 | 2,331,154.44 | 42.37 
22,929,123 | 5,205,363 | 2,140,483.49 | 41.12 
Flax, hemp, and ju 18, 067,969 | 23,276, 964 270.00 | 35.42 
Furs and fur skins.. 834, 3, 823, 969 796,124.82 | 20.82 
Glass and glassware. 22, 939, 714 5,133,285 | 2,811,368,07 | 54.76 
Hats, caps, and bonnets: 
Of wool, fur, and silk......... 8, 317, 930 6, 420 4,395.93 | 66.91 
Of palm-leaf, straw, ete... 32,843,022 | 1,244,955 | 497,982.12 | 40.00 
Iron and se steel: 
j "Sheet, band, and hoop.. 246, 950 1, 455, 041 843,574.09 | 57.97 
Nails and spikes Nesnsaded 5, 341, 301 2,701 1,060.90 | 39.28 
All other manufact- 
pas nesses sosesssesseeseoo 577,256,221 | 31,686,947 | 13,023, 971.85 | 41.10 
Ingots, bars, sheets, 
And Wire...ccsssssseree! 19,949,200 | 1,710,190 | 646,658.84 | 37.81 


Statement showing the values of the principal articles of domestic manufact- 
ure consumed in the United States, ete.—Continued. 


Imports. 


Home manu- imported 


products of same Duties 
beer pn character | collected 
entered 1880, 
for con- 
sumption 
in 


—— aa 


bigeye ease 


ures. 
Metals, metal composi- 
Song; and manufactures 
Scales and balances...” 
Sewing-machines a nd 
WOR Ol E AS ERAS 14, 278, 658 (*) 


pa 
Jewelry and other manufact- 
ures of gold and silver.......... 83, 665, 379 289, 241 
Leather: 


Ate eeeeetoneenanncenane 


Morocco and other anes: 


sole, upper, and other... s 7,614,472 | 1,406, 319.59 
Boots and shoes, ..........cse0 196, 479, 412 
Saddlery and harness......... 87, 947, 938 
All other manufactures 4,260,788 | 2, 042,122.03 
of, not elsewhere speci- 9, 808, 661 
aer OaS A AA X 
Paints and painters’ colors.. 22, 958, 993 1,065, 964 382,600.70 | 35.89 
Paper and statio 178, 996, 240 1,795, 625 653, 622.79 | 36.40 
BAL Revincsescscccsessnes 5, 184, 609 1, 750, 175 845,293.07 | 48.35 
Silk and silk 40, 970, 082 31, 460; 947 18, 556, 398.07 | 58,98 
Sugar and molasses 
ugar and mo 4152, 227,749 | 77,030,649 | 42, 203,915.49 | 54.79 
Candy and confectionery... 25, 555, 276 9,140 6,494.75 | 71.06 
aa IS D SAAR OT 462,744 | 16,580,097 | 4,094, 883.07 | 24.70 
‘ool: 
BND E E E EA 32, 645, 982 1,313, 352 838,805.09 | 63.87 
All other manufactures of, 
not elsewhere specified...| 240,246,070 | 30,514,775 | 20,020, 952.13 | 65.94 
Total .sisssssssssesesssesssssassess] 2, 899,075,706 | 307, 850, 678 ESEE ST 712.11 


“If any imported they are returned under “ Allother manufacturers of iron,” 
Embraces domestic refined only consumed, 


Percentage of imported. 

WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau, 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF seine ier 

May 8, 1888. 

This table shows that the people of the country consumed of home- 
manufactured protected goods, in the year 1880, $2,399,075,706, and of 
imported dutiable goods of the same kind, sold to consumers in the 
same year, in competition with the home manufacturer, $307,250, 673— 
more than seven times as many home-manufactured protected goods 
as imported dutiable goods; or, in other words, it shows that under 
the operation of tariff taxation the consumers were compelled to 
$7 of bounty to home manufacturers to $1 of revenue they paid into 
the Treasury. 

Apply the same principle to the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
when we put into the Treasury, under our tariff laws, $217,286, 893. 13; 
assume that the people consumed in that year, as they did in 1880, 
seven times as many home-manufactured protected goods as of im- 
ported dutiable goods, and it shows the startling result of $1,521,008,- 
251 of bounty paid to a favored class in order to put $217,286,893 into 
the Treasury under this system. 

Add the bounty of $1,521,008, 251 collected by the manufacturers to 
the $217,286,893 of revenue collected by the Treasury, and it shows 
that the people have paid in a single year under this system the enor- 
mous sum of $1,738,295, 144. 

But when the people complain of exorbitant and unnecessasy taxa- 
tion and a surplus hoarded in the Treasury, which endangers the busi- 
ness interests of the country, the protectionists answer, we must 
protect American labor. And the manufacturer says, we must have 
protection to the extent of enabling us to pay the difference in the cost 
of American labor and the pauper labor of Europe. 

Declarations such as these appeal with much force to the mind of 
every laboring man, but are they true? Does protection protect labor? 
I will endeavor to show from authentic official data that they are not 
true, and that capital and not labor is the chief if not the only bene- 
ficiary of protection. 

On the 17th May, 1879, the Hon. William M. Evarts, then Secretary 
of State, but now a distinguished Republican Senator from New York, 
addressed a letter to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, trans- 
mitting reports from United States consuls in relation to the state of 
labor in Europe, in which he gives tablcs showing the wages paid to 
certain classes of skilled laborers in the several countries in Europe, 
and in New York and Chicago. 
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While these tables show that, when measured by dollars and cents, 
higher wages are paid in this country than in Europe, and that bread- 
stuffs, beef, mutton, veal, and pork cost a little more in Europe than 
in this country, they fail to show how much less the blankets, flannels, 
and every other necessary article of clothing costs the laborer in that 
country than in this. 

But, on page 37 of that letter Mr. Evarts says: 


One workman in the United States, as will be seen from the foregoing ex- 
tracts, does as much work astwo workmen in most of the countries in Europe. 
+ * è We haveno oppressed and stupid peasantry, little more intelligent than 
the tools they handle, All are self-thinking, self-acting, and self-supporting. 

Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability, by the bril- 
liant development of our own resources, to exclude, by honest competition, for- 
eign manufactures, to a large extent, from our shores, 

The question which now peremptorily challenges all thinking minds is how 
to create a foreign demand for those manufactures which are left after supply- 
ingour home demands. We can not stand still, for the momentum of increase 
will soon become so t that it will push us outward anyway; to push us 
safely and profitably for so much importance as to almost overtop all other 
publie questions of the hour. 

This question appeals equally to the selfishness and patriotism of all our citi- 
zens, but to the laborer it appeals with tenfold force, for without work he can 
not liye, and unless we can extend the markets for our man tures he can not 
expect steady work, and unlessour man rscan underseli foreign manu- 
factures we can not enlarge our foreign market, 


This statement of Secretary Evarts is the philosophic and statesman- 
like view of the question with which we are confronted. Our capacity 
for manufacturing is superior to that of any country in the world. 

The telegraph has put the civilized world on speaking terms, and 
steam navigation has practically annihilated distance between civilized 
countries, the products of every country being thus made available to 
every other country at small expense for transportation. 

The question for the American people to decide is, will we encourage 
the policy of exchange on reasonable terms of our surplus commodities 
for the commodities of other countries, or will we build a Chinese 
wall around our country, in the shape of a protective tariff, which shall 
handicap, if not effectually prevent exchange of’ commodities of all 
countries with us? 

The capitalists who own our manufactories and the product of these 
manufactories, are, by existing laws, protected from foreign competi- 
tion by an import tax that averages 47.10 per cent. 

The intent, purpose, and effect of this law is to enable the American 
manufacturer to sell his product to the American people for 47.10 per 
cent. more than the same kind «nd quality of article could be imported 
and sold for in our markets, and 47.10 per cent. more than they could 
be sold for on the markets of the world. 

The product belongs to the capitalist, not to the laborer who pro- 
duced it. The 47.10 per cent. advanced price goes to the capitalist, 
not to the laborer. 

I assert, and it will not be denied, that the manufacturers buy their 
labor at the lowest price that competition in the labor markets of the 
world will bring it to, and that the American laborer has to compete 
with the laborers of the civilized world (except China), there being 
‘no tax on the importation of labor; and I further assert that when some 
ingenius inventor brings out a machine that will do the work of twenty 
or fifty hands at less cost than the work can be performed by manual 
labor, the machine is bought and the twenty or fifty hands are dis- 
charged to find work, fuod, and shelter elsewhere if they can. 

This ery on the part of capitalist manufacturers for the protection of 
labor is a miserable false pretense; their real object is increased profits 
to capital, 

There is no interest in this country so worthy of consideration as that 
of labor, but to what extent is the labor of the country interested in 
or benefited by a high protective tariff? 

Does itincrease the wages of the operatives in the manufactory? No. 
The manufacturer buys his labor at the lowest price he can get it, and 
labor comes here from all countries free. 

Does it increase the wages of agricultural labor? No. It compels 
him to pay an average of 47.10 per cent. more for what he consumes, 
and handicaps the exporter of agricultural products by compelling him 
to demand in the foreign market at least 47.10 per cent. of the value 
of his cargo in cash, to enable him to pay the import tax imposed upon 
such surplus commodities of other countries‘as he may wish to exchange 
for and import. “ 

The same is true with regard to the carpenter, the blacksmith, the 
tailor, the seamstress, and every other laborer in the country. They 
are all compelled to pay the average of 47.10 per cent. for what they 
consume, while laborers may come from all countries in the world 
(except China) free of tax and enter into competition with them, and 
their employers always buy their labor at the lowest price that com- 
petition will bring it to. 

If ex-Secretary Evarts is right, as I doubt not he is, when he says, in 
the letter above quoted, that our intelligent American labor accom- 
plishes twice as much in the same time as European labor, even if we 
pay our labor twice the wages that are paid in Europe, the product is 
twice as great, and therefore the cost of labor that enters into produc- 
tion in this country and in that is about the same. 

But the question for the laborers in the American mills to decide for 
themselves is this: Is it better for them to continue a high protective 
tariff, which tempts the manufacturer to limit production to the de- 


mands of home consumption, because he can get 47.10 per cent. more 
here than in the markets of the world? If that policy is maintained, 
whenever supply exceeds demand the mills stop, to allow consumption 
to catch up with production and stimulate demand, and the laborer is 
thrown out of employment for the time. Would it not be infinitely 
better for labor to have steady employment, even at lower wages, than 
to have employment for half or two-thirds of the year, as at present, 
and be idle the balance of the time? : 

For more than a quarter of a century we have had a high protective 
tariff, and manufacturers have grownrich. Have the laborers they em- 
ployed grown rich also? Has protection protected them? Let the 
almost universal discontent which prevails and the strikes and lock- 
outs of which we see almost daily accounts from the manufacturing and 
mining districts answer. 

I quote from the able argument of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
the following data on that subject: 


The organization of workingmen into ee through which they act with 
a force and power unknown to the disorgani: mass, is the cause and secret 
of the little increase that has occurred in wages in the last thirty years. The 
concession is made to their power to take care of themselves and to resené 
injustice by inflicting damage on their employers. It is to their own efflortson 
this line and not to the tariff that any amelioration in their condition is due. I 
have before me a table furnished, at my requ by Hon. Carroll D. vapo; 
Chief of the Labor Bureau, giving s sum labor strikes in the U; 

States from 1881 to 1885, both inclusive, which shows for the period named 3,903 
strikes, in which 22,336 establishments were involved and 13,443 temporarily 


closed, z 

Jt shows that the employés actually en in these strikes numbered 1,020,- 
832, and that those actually engaged with others involved aggregate 1,324,402. 
It shows that the loss to laborers from these strikes amounted to S1,819;163 and 
to employers $30,731,653. The year 1887 is not included in the table, but the strikes 
during 1886 numbered 1,412. It shows 2,182 establishments in which lock-outs— 
that is, expulsion of employés by proprietors—occurred because of their refusal 
to comply with conditions they deemed oppressive, and 158,548 ung obo were 
locked out. These = speak nea gre of the fierce le being made 
by the American workingman for fair living wages, and of the dogged obsti- 
a with which his demands are being resisted. 

What a commentary they are upon the professions of those who contend for 
the war tariff, which produces $100,000,000 per annum more than the Govern- 
ment can spend, simply, as they say, to enable them to pay good wages to our 
laboring people. The profound discontent of which these figures, embracing 
more than half of all the people laboring in the protected industries, are con- 
elusive evidence could not exist except in consequence of a deeply coupons | 
cause, and that cause can be no other than the inadequacy of the wages pai 
for the livelihood of the laborers. What better or more conclusive proor a 
that furnished by this condition of our laboring people of the utter falsity of the 
claim that our present high protective tariff is in the interest of American labor? 
Let Republican Senators who so Sot per describe the wretchedness of the 
pauper labor of Europe ponder well the condition of American labor as dis- 
closed by the well-verilied labor-strike figures I have given; and if still doubt- 
ing lct them turn to the three volumes of er every Senator's table 
taken by the Senate Committee on Education and Labor in 1885, touching the 
relations of labor and capital. 

They will find in this testimony taken by a committee presided over by ahigh 
protective Republican chairman (Mr. BLAIR, of New Lise mangers tales of des- 
titution, misery, and wretchedness among American laborers rivaling in pathos 
any ever told of pauper labor in Europe. I can not refer at length to this testi- 
mony for want of time, but will read from the testimony of Thomas O'Donnell, 
of Fall River, Mass., commencing on page 451 of the third volume of testimony, 
I will ask that the Secretary read the paragraphs marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“ Thomas O'Donnell examined, 

$ E * * s s 
“LIFE OF A MULE-SPINNER. 

“Q. What is your business? 

“A, Iam a mule-spinner by trade. Ihave worked atit since I haye been in 
this country—eleven years. 

“Q. Are you a married man? 

“A, Yes, sir; I am a married man; have a wife and two children. I am not 
yery well educated. I went to work when I was young, and have been work- 
ing ever since in the cotton business; went to work when I was about eight or 
nine years old. I was going to state how Ilive. My children get along very 
well in summer time, on account of not having to buy fuel or shoes or one 
thing and another. 1 earn $1.50 a day and can’t afford to DAY yery big house 
rent. I pay $1.50 a week rent, which comes to about $a month, 

“Q. That is, you pay this where you are at Fall River? 

“A. Yes, sir, 

*Q. Do you have work right along? 

“A. No, sir; since that strike we had down in Fall River about three years ago 
I have not worked much more than half the time, and that has brought my 
cumstances down very much, 

“Q. Why have you not worked more than half the time since then? 

“A. Well, at Fall River if a man has not gota boy to act as ‘back boy’ it is 
very hard for him to get along. Ina great many cases they discharge men in 
that work and put in men who have boys. 

“Q. Men who have boys of their own? 

“A. Men who haye boys of their own capable enough to workin a mill, to earn 
30 or 40 cents a day. 

oe = é$ id s - s 


“ONE DOLLAR AND A IIALF A DAY FOR NINE MONTHS TO SUPPORT SIX PEOPLE 
£ TWELVE MONTHS, 


“I have a brother who has four children, besides his wife and himself. Allhe 
earns is $1.50 a day. He works in the iron worksat Fall River. He only works 
about nine months out of twelve. There is generally about three months of 
stoppage, taking the year right through, and his wife and his family all have to 
be supported for a year out of the wages of nine months—$1.50 a day for nine 
months out of the twelve to support six of them. It does not stand to reason 
that those children and he himself can have natural food or be naturally dressed. 
His children are often sick and he has to callin doctors. Thatisalways hanging 
over him and isa great expenseto him. And then if he does not pay the bill the 
trustee law comes on him. Thatisathing that is notproperly looked after, A 
man told me the other day that he was trusteed for $1.75, and I understood that 
there was alaw in this State that a man could not be trusteed for less than $10. 
It seems to methereissomething wrong in the Governmentsomewhere; w; 
it is I can’t tell. 

“Q. How much money haye you got? 


` 
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“A. Ihave not got a cent in the house; didn't have when I came out this 


morn. 

S ow much money haye you had within three months? 

“A. I have had about $16 inside of three mont! 

i = ene ail you have had within the last three months to live on? 

es; 
“SUPPORTING A FAMILY ON $133 A YEAR. 
“Q. How much have you had within a year? 

“A. Since ng I happened to get work in the Crescent Mill and 
worked there exactly thirteen weeks, I got just $1.50 a day, with the exce mo 
of afew days that I lost—because in following up mule-spinning you are obliged 
to, lose a day once in a while; you can’t follow it up regularly. 

Thirteen weeks would be seventy-eight days, and, at “$1.50 a day, that 
wou d make $117, less whatever time you lost. 

‘A. Yes. lI worked thirteen weeks there and ten days in another place, and 
then’ Sharo was a dollar I got this week, Wednesday. 


“A, No 
sQ. e Niga ou had 
“A, Well, I could Joan it up if I had time. The thirteen weeks is all I have 


e Pa wae thirteen weeks and the $16 you have mentioned? 

2 re ‘hat would be somewhere about $133, if you have not lost any time. 
ae That is all you have had? ! 

rt yourself and wife and two children ? 


es, 
“Q: No, ae you had any help from outside ? 
o, sir, 
ou mean that yourself and wife and two children have had nothing 
butt t for all this time? 
That is all. I got a couple dollars’ worth of coal last winter, and the 
wee: I picked up myself. I goes round with a shovel and picks up clams and 


“DIGGING CLAMS TO EKE OUT AN EXISTENCE. 


“Q. What do you do with the clams? 
“A. We eat them. Idon’t get them to sell, but just to eat, na the family. 
That is the way my brother lives, too, mostly. He lives close 
How many live in that way down there? 
“A. I could not count them, they are so numerous, I suppose there are one 
thousand down there, 
“Q. A thousand that live on $150 a year? 
SA. They live on less. 
“Q. Less than that? 
“A. Yes; they live on less than J do. 
at How long has that been so 
. Mostly so since I have “rol married, 
“Q How long is that? 
“A. Six years this month. 
“Q. Why do you not go West, on a farm? 
“A. How could I go, walk it? 


“TOO POOR TO GO WEST. 

“Q. Well, I want to know why you do not go out West on a $2,000 farm, or 
take up a homestead and break it and work it up, and then haye it for yourself 
and family? 

“AI can ’t see how I could get out West; I have got nothing to go with. 

“Q. It would not cost you over $1,500, 

“A. Well, I never saw over a $20 bill, and that is when I have been getting a 
month’ s pay atonce. If some one would give me $1,500 I will go. 

“Q. Isthere any prospect that anybody will do that? 
SA, I don’t know of anybody that would. 
You say you think there are a thousand men or so with their families 
lary live in that way in Fall River? 
A. Yes,sir; and Iknow many of them. They are around there by the score, 
You can see them every day; and I am sure of it because men tell me, 
x Q. on yon a good workman? 
Ea sir, 

“Q. Wero you eyer turned off because of misconduct or incapacity or unfit- 
ness ae dye ? 

"A, 

Q Orbec og eo you did bad work? 

‘A. No, sir. 
“Q Or because you made trouble among the help? 


‘QD Did you ever have any personal trouble with an employer? 
‘A. 
“Q; Yeu ‘awe not anything now, you say? 
“A. No, sir. 
ee How old are you? 
bout th: 


mas make more than you make now in three or four years, would it not? 


“ONLY A DOLLAR'S WORTH OF COAL IN TEN MONTHS. 
“A. Well, I would have no opportunity then to pick up clams, I have had no 
coal except one dollar’s worth since Christmas. 
“Q. When do the clams give out? 
“A, They give out in winter. 
“Q. You spoke of fuel—what do you have for fuel? 
“A, Wood and coal. 
Pa Where does the wood come spar 


Aam-chowder. 
corn-beef or iti aate like that. 
“Q. Have you had any fresh beef within a month? 


“A. Yes; we had a piece of porksteak for four of us yesterday. 
> ue Have you had any beef within a month? 
No, sir; Iwas invited to a man's house on Sunday. 
up. os his house, and we had a dinner of roast pork. 
“Q. That was an invitation out; but I mean have you had any beefsteak in 
yourown family, of your own purchase, within a month? 
“A, Yes; there was a half a pound or a pound, one anaes I think it was, 
“Q. Have you had only a pound or half a pound on Sunday? 
“A. That is all, 
“Q. Abalf B Sorasiped pork? 
“A. Yes. About 2 pounds of pork I guess we have had in the month, to make 
clam-chowder with, and sometimes to fry a bit. 
ire = owe are four of you in the family? 
À es, sir. 
“Q. How many pounds of beefsteak have ze u bad in your family, that you 
Tonga for Sige own home consumption within this year that we have been 
speaking o 
vA. I don't think there has been 5 pounds of beefsteak. 
“Q. You have had a little porksteak? 
“A. We had half a pound of porkstealc yesterday; I don’t know when we 
had any before. 
“Q. What other kinds of meat have you had within a year? 
“A. Well, we have had corn-beef twice, I think, that I can remember this 
Sere Sunday, for dinner. 
Q. Twice is all that you can remember within a year? 
“A. Yes—and some cabbage. 
“Q. What have you eaten? 
“A. Well, bread mostly, when we could get it; we sometimes couldn't: make 
out to get that, and have had to go without a meal, 
“Q. s there been any day in the year that you have had to go without any- 
thing to eat? 
“A. Yes, sir; several days. 
FS ae than one day ata time, 


ont Soe about the children and your wife—did they go without anything to 
too? 


He wanted me to go 


“THE CHILDREN CRYING FOR FOOD, 


“A. My wife went out this morning and went to a neighbor's and got a loaf 
of bread and fetched it home, and when she got home the children were crying 
for something to eat. 

Sey Q Have the children had anything to eat to- 

“A. They had that loaf of peas I don’t kno 
then, if they have had anything. 
“Q. Did you leave any money at home? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q, If that loaf is gone, is there anything in the house? 

“A. No,sir; unless my wife goes out and gets something. 
would mind the children while she goes out. 

ug vines she any money to get anything with? 

sir. 

“Q, Have the children pone without a meal at any time during the year? 

“A. They bave gone without bread some days, but we haye sometimes got 
meal and made porridge of it. 

“Q. What kind of meal? 

“A. Sometimes Indian meal, and sometimes oatmeal, 

“Q. Meal stirred up in hot water? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q, Is it cold weather down there now? 

“A. It is very cold now. 

“SCANT CLOTHING IN COLD WEATHER. 
“Q. What have the children got in the way of clothing? 
“A. They have got along very nicely all summer, but now they are beginning 
ae fosi uite sickly. One has one shoe on, a very poor one, and a slipper, that 
ed up somewhere. The other has two odd shoes on, with the heel out. 
t cold and is sick] now. 
ve they any stockings 
had got stockings, ae his feet comes through them, for there isa hole 
n the bottom of the shoe. 

™Q. What have they got on the rest of their person? 

“A. Well, they have a little calico shirt—what should be a shirt; it is sewed 
up, in some shape—and one little petticoat, and a kind of little dress, 2 

‘Q. How many dresses has zou wife got? 

A. She has got one since she was married, and she hasn’t worn thas more 
than half a dozen times; she has worn it just goingto church and coming back. 
She is very good in going to church, but when she comes back she takes it off, 
and it is pretty near as good now as when = > bought it. 

“Q. She keeps that dress to go to church in 

MA Yes, sir, 

“Q. How many dresses aside from that has she? 
KA. Well, she got one here three months ago. 
What did it cost? 
Tre y cost $1 to make it, and I guess abouta dollar for the stuff, ns near as I 


se he dress cost $2? 


o Wnt else has she? 
iS Well, she has an undershirt that she got given to her, and she has an old 
wre pan w Hire os es a mile too big for her; somebody gave it to her. 
nol y 
KA. No; that is all that I know that she has, 
“Q; You have had $1 or $2 worth of coal last winter? 

“A. I think it was a quarter of a ton, and I believe it was $2.25 worth, 

“Q. Is that all you have had? 

“A. That is all I had last winter, All the rest I picked up—wood. 

“Q. Did you try to get work? 

“A. I was working last winter. 

“Q. You say that a good many others are situated just like you are? 

“A. Yes, sir; I should say as many asa thousand down at Fall River are just 
inthe same shape, if not worse; though they can’t be much worse. I have heard 
many women say they would sooner be dead than living. I don’t know what 
is wrong, but ip na is ae There is an overflow of labor at Fall River, 

+ $ 


2 * 

“iQ. You live es a hired RENE, 

Pi Yes; but of course I can’t pay a big rent. My rent is$6amonth. The 
man Iam living: under would come and put me right out and give me no notice 
either if I didn't pay my rent. He isa sheriff and auctioneer man. I don’t 
know whether he any authority to do it or not, but he does it with people. 

Re Do you see any way out of your troubles—what are you going to do for 
a DA TN rdo you expect to have to stay right there? 
Yes. I can't run around with my family ? 
“Q You have nowhere to go to, and no way of getting there if there was any 


y except that, do you think? 
what they have had since 


I don'tknow who 


place to go to? 
“A. No, sir; I have no means nor an g, 80 I am obliged to remain there 
and try to to pick up something as I can. 
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In order to test the truth of the pretense that the protectionists 
‘want a tariff only high enough to cover the difference between the 
cost of labor in this country and in Europe, I present the follow- 
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ing table prepared by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics at the 


instance of my friend Senator COKE, of Texas, and heretofore pre- 
sented by him: 


Table of specified manufactures, showing amount of capital, value of materials, amount of wages, and value of product, with the per cent. of material 
and wages, also the average ad valorem rate of duty on similar importations for the fiscal year 1887. 


[Compiled from the United States census of 1880.]} 


7 
| Per cent. of— 


Total a Ad bona 
amount paid) rem rate 
Manufactures, Capital. Value of | in wages | Vana ot duty on 
materials. during the products, via i rts, 
ae Materials. pe 1897. 
aan AA EEE E O nas ieeces se anesma Loveseoseese §219, 501,794 | $113, 765,537 | $45,614,419 | $210, 950, 383 53.93 | 21.62 40.17 
Cotton manufactures (specific) «| 208,280,346 | 102, 206, 347 42,040,510 | 192,090,110 53.21 | 21.88 45.49 
Lo ESSERE ROLE RT ION 5 19, 844, 699 §, 028, 621 9, 144,100 21, 154, 571 37.95 | 47.95 59.14 
Iron and steel manufactures. a 230, 971,884 | 191, 271,150 55,476,785 | 296,557, 64.50 | 18.77 40.92 
Hosiery and knit goods.... 15,579,501 | 15,210,951 | 6,701,475 | 29, 167,227 eis} anji fee 
22, 467, 701 9, 146, 705 40, 083, 045 56.12 | 22.84 50,00 
100, 845, 611 , 836, 160, 606, 721 62.79 | 15.08 67.21 
23, 012, 628 5, 683, 027 33, 549, 942 68.59 | 16.94 X 
le 37, 227, 741 13, 316, 753 66, 221,703 56.22 | 20.11 #4. 20 
good: 123, 558, 239 81,519,419 | 194,156, 663 63.79 | 16.23 | ° 67.21 
Woolen goods and mixed materials ee 138,078,352 | 39,153,145 | 226, 828,424 60.87 | 17.27 Eo 
Woolen goods, mixed materials, and worsted goods... 161, 085, 980 44,936,172 | 266, 378,366 60.47 | 16.87 sı 
*Cotton cloths. + Woolen hosiery. t Cotton hosiery. 2Estimated 
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From this table it appears that the duties imposed by our present 
tariff laws are not only equal to the difference between the cost of labor 
in this and other countries, but are mere than double the whole cost 
of the labor which produces the home article. 

Take cotton cloth, an article in universal use. The labor that en- 
ters into its cost amounts to 21.88 per cent. The tax amounts to 45.49 
per cent., the increased price paying the whole cost of labor and leav- 
ing a profit to capital of 23.61 per cent. Take woolen goods, used by 
every member of every family. The cost of labor in producing them 
is 16.08 per cent. The tax upon them is 67.21 per cent., nearly four 
times as much as the whole cost of labor. Itleavesa net profit to capi- 
tal of 51.13. 

Take the various and multiform manufactures of iron and steel; the 
cost of labor that enters into their production is 18.77 per cent. The 
average tariff tax upon them is 40.92 per cent., leaving a net profit to 
capital of 22.15 per cent. 

This table shows that labor receives a very meager part of the bounty 
extorted in the name of labor, and what he does receive is not bounty, 
not extra allowance, not profit, but the only compensation for his hon- 
est work, while capital appropriates to itself the lion’s share. I can 
not state with precision the difference in the wages paid manufactur- 
ing operatives in this country and in England (our greatest manufact- 
uring competitor) when measured in do and cents, but assume it 
to average 50 per cent. more in this country than in that. 

But when measured by another and a truer standard, that is, by the 
necessaries of life that the wages of a week’s work will buy, the Eng- 
lish operative probably has the advantage. For while the American 
gets more money he has to pay an average of 47 per cent. more for all 
he buys than the Englishman pays, and unfortunately the manufact- 
uring operatives of both countries are so poorly paid that their earnings 
have to go on Saturday evenings for the necessaries which have sup- 
ported their families during the week. 

But for the purposes of this argument we will assume that the wages 
paid manufacturing laborers in this country are twice as great as those 
paid in any other country, and let us see how much protection is 
necessary to enable the manufacturer to pay the difference in cost of 
labor. Referring again to the official table already quoted, we see 


that the whole cost of labor that enters into the cost of the following 
products is as follows: 


eo of Ad valorem. 
Manufactures of cotton cloths.. 21. 88 45.49 
Manufactures of ironand stee 18.77 40.92 
Manufactures of woolen goods. 16. 08 67,21 


From this statement it is clear that a tax of 20 per cent. ad valorem 
would not only pay the difference in the cost of labor in this and other 
countries, but more than pay the whole cost of the labor which enters 
into the production of these articles; and this would leave a net profit 
to capital of 27.10 per cent. under our present system. 

But the argument of the protectionists for the protection of labor re- 
fers wholly to the labor employed in our manufactories and such sup- 
plies as that labor may draw from agriculture and other trades. 

But when all the demands of the manufacturers have been filled the 


WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau, 


agriculturist finds himself with a large surplus that must find a mar- 
ket in foreign countries or perish upon his hands, in respect to which 
the foreign market fixes the home price. 

‘Take the article of cotton. Weraise more than three times as much 
as can be consumed in this country. Weare compelled to send the sur- 
plus abroad; the Liverpool market controls the home price. Labor is 
the chief element of cost in its production. We are compelled to put 
it on the markets of the world in competition with the labor of all cot- 
ton-growing countries of the world. The laborer who produces itis not 
and can not be protected by any import tax, for no country would send 
cotton to this. Yet the cotton producer is taxed at the rate of 47.10 
per cent. on every implement he uses and on all that he consumes to 
pay bounties to manufacturers, and embarrassed by the fact that he 
can not exchange his cotton for supplies that he would be glad to bring 
to this country unless he can get 47 per cent. of the value of his cargo 
in cash, to enable him to pay the duties on the articles for which he - 
has exchanged his cotton. 

By this system you force the agricultural laborer to work in compe- 
tition with the labor, pauper or other, of the whole world, and to sell 
his commodity in the markets of the world at such price as that market 
may fix. The same is true with regard to breadstuffs, meats, dairy 
products, and tobaccos. Would anybody be fool enough to ship coal 
to Newcastle, or cotton, breadstuffs, meat, or dairy products to the 
United States? Wehavealargesurplus of these that we are compelled 
to send abroad each and every year or allow them to perish on our hands, 
and being compelled to send them abroad we are compelled to take the 
exporter’s price for them, and his price is fixed by what he knows he 
can get in the foreign market, less the transportation charges and such 
profit as he thinks reasonable. 

The agriculturists interested in this question are very much more 
numerous than the manufacturing laborers, and as I think equally 
worthy of consideration. t 

You can not protect the cotton-grower, the producer of breadstufis, 
meat, or dairy products by any import tax you could impose, for nobody 
would import any of these articles into this country. But yon can, and 
you ought to relieve this agricultural labor from the unjust burdens 
that are imposed upon it by the high tax that it is compelled to pay on 
every implement it uses every article it consumes. 

In 1789, when manufacturing in this country was in its infancy, and 
an experiment, and the Government greatly in need of revenue, Con- 
gress levied a tax upon importations of 8} percent. The next year it 
was increased to 11 per cent., and in 1792 it was again increased to 13} 
per cent., and even under these conditions manufacturing expanded 
and p But we have now the skill that a hundred years’ 
experience has given, and have become the greatest manufacturing 
country in the world. Yet we have a war tax of 47.10 per cent. onim- 
ports, which puts into the Treasury more than $100,000,000 a year that 
we have no public or legitimate use for, but our unselfish infant man- 
ufacturers only one hundred years old tell us if we reduce this tax we 
will bring rnin not only upon them but upon the whole country as 
well. So far as I am concerned I shall be glad to experiment with 
such ruin. 

I do not mean by this, opposition to manufacturers. Far from it; I 
earnestly desire to see the labor of the country diversified, and to see © 
all of our manufacturers, as well as all other industries, successful and 
prosperous. But I do mean that Iam not willing to see every other 
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„interest, and every other industry and enterprise in the country un- 
justly taxed to pay bounties to a small class of capitalists who chance 
to have invested their money in manufacturing establishments. 

But the present condition of affairs in this country indicates un- 
mistakably that monopoly rules. 

The favored few, whose products are protected as against foreign com- 
petition by an import tax of 47.10 per cent., fearing that competition 
amongst themselves might reduce the cost of the necessaries of life to 
the consumers, and to that extent reduce the profits of monopoly, enter 
into trusts and combinations to fix prices and limit production. 

To illustrate, I will here read the agreement of a combination of the 
cotton manufacturers of North Carolina, entered into on the 28th day 
of April, 1888. This paper was sent me by a firm of wholesale mer- 
chants. I will not give their names, but will say that their commer- 
cial standing is excellent and their respectability unquestioned. 

GREENSBOROUGH, N. C., April 28, 1888, 

The following are the resolutions adopted by the Southern Plaid Manufact- 
urers’ Association, organized this day: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Southern Plaid Manufacturers’ Associ- 
ation, this day assembled in Greensborough,N. C.,that the condition of the plaids 
market demands a reduction of production, and to this end we, the undersigned 
plaid manufacturers, do hereby agree to reduce our production one-third each 
month, either by stopping our plaid looms two days in each week or by stop- 

g one-third of our plaid looms from Tuesday, May 1, tothe Ist day of August, 


And we further bind ourselves that from and after this date, for the term of 
ninety days, we will not sell or offer to sell, either directly or indirectly, any 
25-inch 5-yard plaids at a less sum than 5} cents per yard, sixty days or 2 per 
cent, ten days; and we will not, for the term of ninety days from this date, 
sell or offer to sell, directly or indirectly, any 27-inch plaids ata less sum than 
oor per yard, sixty days or 2 per cent, ten days, with no extra cating in 

er case. 

That we agree and bind ourselves not to employ each others’ hands unless a) 
plication is accompanied by a written approval from the agent or superintend- 
ent of the mill from which said application comes. 

We do hereby agree to make a weekly report to the secretary of this associa- 
tion upon a printed form to be furnished by said secretary, showing number of 
looms in our mills and number operated each week, number of days run, and 
number of pieces produced. 

And upon failure to furnish said report on or before Tuesday ofeach week we 

to forfeit and pay the sum of $, to be used in paying the current expenses 

of this association, and that the secretary furnish each member of this associa- 
tion a tabulated statement each week of the returns. 

Granite Cotton Mills, Haw River, N. C., Thomas M. ok propre $ 

Odell Manufacturin sag A Concord, N. C. . R. Odell, 

treasurer; Empire Plaid Mills, High Point, N. 0.. E. H. C. Field, 

treasurer; Altamahaw Cotton Mills, Mill Point, N. C., Holt, Gant 

& Holt; Aurora Cotton Mills, Burlington, N. C., Lawrence 8S. 

roprietor; J.M. Worth Manufacturing Company Worth- 

ville A.C. T.O. Worth, treasurer; Manchester Milis Company, 

N.C.,A. M. Farely, superintendent; Glencoe Cot- 

ton Mills, Burlington, N.C., W. E. &J. H. Holt, proprietors; El- 

mira Cotton Mills, Burlington, N. C., W. L. & E. 0. Holt, proprie- 

tors; Huguenot Mills, Greenville, S. C., C. E. Graham, attorney; 

©. E. Graham Manufacturing Company, Asheville, N. C., 0. E. 

Graham, president; Oneida Cotton Mills Graham, N. 0., L. B. 

Holt; Bellemont Cotton Mills, Graham, N. C., L. B. & L. S. Holt; 

Naomi Falls Manufacturing Company, Randleman, N, 0., R. P. 

Dicks, treasurer; the Powhattan Manufacturing Company, Ran- 

dleman, N. C., J. E. Walker, treasurer; the Randleman Manu- 

facturing Company, Randleman, N. C., John H, Ferree, treas- 

urer; Plaidville Manufacturing Company, Randleman, N. C., 

John H. Ferree, treasurer; Fort Mill re AS n 4 

Fort Mills, S. O., B. D. Springs, director; Wennonah Cotton ‘lis, 

Lexington, N. ©., W. E. Holt; The E. M. Holt Plaid Mills, Bur- 

lington, N. C., William A. Erwin, treasurer; Carolina Cotton 

Mills, Burlington, N. O., J. H. & W. E. Holt & Co.; Alamance 

Cotton Mills, Burlington, N.C., E. M. Holt’s Sons; Ossipee Mills, 

Mills Point, N. O., James N. Will n; Central Manufactur- 

ing Company, Central Falls, N. C., A. C. McAlister, secretary 


and treasurer. 
THOS. M. HOLT, 3 
President, Haw River, N. 0. 
JOHN H. FERREE, 
Secretary and Treasurer, Randleman, N. C. 


_ But our North Carolina friends are not entitled to either the credit 
or the blame of having originated this method of robbing the whole 
people to enrich themselves. It had been invented and put in opera- 
tion by their brother monopolists all over the North long before the 
28th April, 1888. 

Here is a list of some of the trusts which antedate them, witha 
statement of the ad valorem tax on each article, which, to that extent, 
makes competition from abroad impossible, and the trust silences the 
voice of home competition, so that the consumer has no alternative but 
to submit to the exactions of the monopolists. 


2 

€j 

Name. a z 

ese 

A 

Per ct. 
Tin trust .. 32 
trust 74 
Glass trust 55 
Soap trust.. 26 
Linseed-oil trust. = 
25 
35 
25 


How tenderly these capitalist manufacturers guard the interests of 
the laboring man. They generously consent to give him, as full com- 
pensation for his labor, nearly one-half of the amount that tariff tax- 
ation, with the aid of trusts and combinations, increases the price of 
the article that his labor has produced; but when the single brain that 
controls the trust says production must stop until consumption catches 
up with supply and increases demand, the manufactory shuts down 
and allows the laborer to rest without pay and without inquiry as to 
how he is to live in the mean time, and allows the agriculturist to hunt 
for a market for his surplus products which the protectionists promised, 
should be brought to his door by encouraging manufacturing. 

It is shown by the census of 1880 that there were 17,392,099 of our 
population engaged in all kinds of industries. 

This includes— 

Persons engaged in agriculture 


Persons engaged in the professions ............ 139, 362 

Persons who were domestic servants and la 2, 934, 876 

Persons engaged in trade and transportation 1, 810, 256 

Carpenters and joiners.....cccccscereescsssseceesnenee 875, 143 

Milliners, dress-makers, and seamstresses. 335, 401 

Blacksmiths... ...0....0....s<resreecososnoses: eeeseene sees 175, 726 

Tailors and tailoresses. 133, 756 

102, 473 

‘76, 241 

41,309 

22, 083 

Persons engaged in manufacturing agricultural implements. ? 4,891 
Persons employed in such mining and manufacturing industries as it 

is claimed are benefited by a high tariff...........cccccccsssesssseesssesenresen sss ~ 2, 623, 089 


There are about three times as many persons engaged in agriculture 
alone as in mining and manufacturing. They are entitled to consid- 
eration by reason of their superior numbers—but they are entitled to 
much higher consideration by reason of the fact that they are the pro- 
ducers of wealth that did not exist before. Itistheir production which 
gives life, employment, and prosperity to all other industries and voca- 
tions. They not only feed and clothe the people of our own country, 
but, from year to year, they furnish about 80 per cent. of our exports, 
which bring to us the money and products of other countries. 

If class legislation was legitimate or proper in any case (which it is 
not), the agricultural interest is immeasurably most deserving and 
should receive the first and highest consideration. But instead of ex- 
tending the strong hand of the Government to protect, foster, and en- 
courage this greatest and most important of all of our great interests, 
the policy of the Government for the last quarter of a century has been 
to prostitute the taxing power to the illegitimate purpose of loading it 
down with burdens almost unendurable for no better reason than that 
the capital, not the labor, employed in manufacturing may reap ille- 
gitimate rewards. 

The taxing power was given to Congress for no other purpose than 
that of raising the revenue necessary to enable the Federal Government 
to perform the duties devolved upon it by the Constitution (unless used 
as a retaliatory measure in the regulation of commerce). When ex- 
ercised, revenue should be the object, and its exercise strictly limited 
to the actual revenue necessities of the Government honestly and eco- 
nomically administered, + 

It is safe to assume that with the present tax on distilled spirits, 
malt liquors, and tobacco we can raise annually $120,000,000; from the 
sales of public lands and miscellaneous sources, $30,000,000; making 
$150,000, 000. 

But it is said that the internal revenue is a war tax. Admitted; and 
so is the high protective tariff a war tax. But we have a rapidly in- 
creasing pension-roll, which, with the interest upon the war debt, is 
about equal to the receipts from internal-revenue taxation. 

Let this war tax remain to pay a legitimate war debt, because, first, 
it is raised on non-necessaries, and, second, it costs consumers only about 
3 per cent. to put it in the Treasury, while under the tariff taxation 
it costs them about seven dollars of bounty to put one dollar into the 


Certainly there are no more proper objects of taxation than non- 
necessaries, such as whisky, tobacco, and malt liquors; let those who 
consume them foot the bills, and put their $120,000,000 into the 
Treasury annually, and to that extent relieve from the burdens of tax- 
ation the actual necessaries of life which every man, the poorest as 
well as the most wealthy, must have. 

Raising from these sources $150,000,000, ascertain the additional 
amount necessary, and so adjust your tariff taxation as, to raise it by 
the imposition of the smallest duties that will accomplish the object, 
raising the largest amount possible upon luxuries. Put upon the free- 
list all articles except luxuries which do notcome in competition with 
American production, so as to give to home producers such incidental 
protection asa strictly revenue tariff will give; but let revenue be 
the object and protection theincident. And let revenue necessities, not 
the demands of the manufacturer, limit the amount of the tax. 

I deny the right of the Government to exert its power to favor any 
one class of citizens at the expense of another. 

I quote from the decision of Mr. Justice Miller in deuveing the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Loan As- 
sociation vs. Topeka, 20 Wallace, page 663. Amongst other things 
Justice Miller says: 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


directly or indirectly to all classes of the 
ce Marshall in the case of McCulloch vs, The 
wer to destroy, 
tion is seen in the fact that the 
ted States on the circulation of 


powers of government, reach’ 
ple. It was said by Ghiet 
State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the 

A striking instance of the truth of the Pie 

” existing tax of 10 per cent, imposed by the Uni 

all other banks than the national banks drove out of existence every State bank 


of circulation within a year or two after its passage, 
be employed against one class of individuals and in 
ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there 
is no limitation of the uses for which the power may be exercised. To lay with 
one hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen, and with 
the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and 
build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done under 
the forms of law and is called taxation, This is not legislation. It is a decree 
underlegislativeforms, Norisittaxation, A “tax,” says Webster's Dictionary, 
“isa rateor suin of money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by gov- 
ernment for the use of the nation or state,” Taxes are burdens or rges im- 
posed by the legislature upon persons or property to raise money for public 
purposes, 

It is a usurpation of power and a gross injustice to extort from one 
citizen a part of his earnings to increase the profits of another. 

When taxation is imposed to meet the actual necessities of the Gov- 
ernment, imposed for public not private purposes, every citizen will 
cheerfully respond; but when imposed or increased beyond the public 
needs in order to increase the profits of one class at the expense of 
other classes, it becomes legalized robbery, and the Government lending 
itself to such schemes is entitled to no higher respect than the common 
ruffian who demands of the traveler to stand and deliver. The Gov- 
ernment and the ruffian occupy the same relation to society. The act 
of each is in violation of the Constitution, in violation of every principle 

_of justice and right, and deserves the same rebuke at the hands of the 
civilized world. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution lie on the table, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU D’ARBONNE, LOUISIANA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
‘of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2199) authorizing the 
Little Rock and Alexandria Railway Company to maintain and con- 
struct a bridge across Bayou D’ Arbonne, in Louisiana, which was, on 
page 2, section 3, line 23, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to add: 

And equal privileges in the use ofsaid bridge shall be nted to all telegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for postal telegraph purposes, 

The bill and amendment were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


This power can as readily 
favor of another so as to 


NAVY AND MARINE CORPS DESERTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special order for this day will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and 
other seacoast defenses, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator in charge of that bill is notin his 
seat, and I ask that it may be temporarily laid aside and that the Sen- 
ate proceed to consider Order of Business 1150, being the bill (H. R, 
1508) to relieve certain appointed @r enlisted men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps from the charge of desertion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the special 
order will be informally laid aside, and the bill the title of which has 
just been stated will be considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill is intended to place the sailors on the 
same level in regard to the charge of desertion in which by law the 
soldiers of the Army have been placed, and it is intended to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to remove the charge of desertion against en- 
listed men and sailors on the same terms and under like circumstances 
as the Secretary of War is now authorized by law to remove the charge 
of desertion from soldiers. 

At my instance the bill was passed over in order that I might pre- 
pare some amendment soas to make itconform more exactly to the law 
as it now exists in regard to the Army. I ask that the bill may be 
oh pi ma as it is read I will offer the amendments that should be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was, in section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘war,’’ to strike out ‘‘shall”’ 
and en ‘*may in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy;’’ so as 
to read: 

That the charge of desertion now standing on the pay or muster rolls of the 
ad or Marine Corps inst any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy or 
Marine Corps who served in the late war may in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy be removed in all cases where it shall be made to appear, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, in lines 3 and 4, where the words ‘‘ on the 
pay or muster rolls” occur, to strike out the words ‘‘ pay or muster,’’ 
and oy the word ‘‘rolls” to insert the words ‘‘and records;’’ so as 
to read: 


That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls and records of the 
Navy or Marine Corps, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
XIX—347 


ee 


Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘‘war,’’ in line 6, I move to insert 
ttin the volunteer service;’’ so as to read: 


Against any appointed or enlisted man of the Na 
served in the late war in the volunteer service, may, 
Secretary of the Navy, be removed, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘appear,’’ to strike out ‘‘to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Now, in line 9, after the word “rolls,” I move 
to insert *‘ and records; ” so as to read: 

From such rolls and records. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 12 of section 1, after the date 1865, near 
the end of the line, I move to insert: 

Tiaving previously served six months or more, 

So as to make it applicable only to those who served six months or 
more, 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 2, line 3, before the word ‘‘rolls,’’? I 
move to strike out ‘‘ pay or muster;’’ and, after ‘‘rolls,”’ toinsert ‘‘or 
records;’’ so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to remove the 
charge of desertion standing on the rolls or records of the Navy or Marine Corps 
against any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy or Marine Corps who served 
in the late war, etc, 

to. 


The amendment was agreed ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 5, after the word ‘‘ war,” I move to in- 
sert ‘‘in the volunteer service;’’ so that it shall only apply to those who 
were in the volunteer service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of sec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In line 2 of section 3, before the word ‘‘rolls,’’ 
I move to strike out ‘“‘pay or muster,” and after ‘‘rolls”’ to insert 
‘for records,” and in line 4, after the word ‘‘war,’? toinsert the words 
ttin the volunteer service;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 3. That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls or records of 
the Navy or Marine Corps inst any appointed or enlisted man of the Navy 
or Marine Corps who served in the late war in the volunteer service by reason 
of his having enlisted at any station or on rd of any vessel of the Navy with- 
out having first received a discharge from the station or vessel in which he had 
previously served, shall be removed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
section 4. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘‘any,’’ in line 3, of section 4, 
I move to insert the word ‘‘such,’’ so as to refer only to those in the 
volunteer service without inserting those words again. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of sec- 
tion 5. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In line3, ofsection5, before the word ‘‘appointed,’? 
I move to insert the word ‘‘such;’’ so as to refer to the same class of 
persons. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, 
Miss, , to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, 
Miss. 

Mr.WALTHALL. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
CAMERON, and Mr, DoLpn were appointed. 


BRAZOS RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. COKE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 2831) 
for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, which is at the 
point where the call of the Calendar stopped. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 


or Marine Corps who 
the discretion of the 
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The first amendment was, in section 1, line 17, after the words “‘ pre- 
scribed by,” to strike out ‘‘the by-laws of said corporation, and in con- 
formity with the laws of the State of Texas,’’ and to insert ‘‘regula- 
tions that may be made by the Sccretary of the Treasury of the United 
SEA in conformity with the laws of the United States;*’ so as to 


That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Company, a corporation organized 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be, and are hereby, au- 
thorized, on the conditions hereinafter mentioned, to construct, own, and oper- 
ate such permanent and sufficient jetties and such auxiliary work as may be 
n to create and permanently maintain, as hereinafter set forth, a nav- 

ble channel at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, between said river and 

Gulf of Mexico, and so far into the mainland and between the banks of the 

id Brazos River as may be necessary to reach a place that will afford security 
from storms, swells, cyclones, and tidal waves, for the purpose of furnishing the 
vessels and boats adapted to the purpose facilities for navigating in and along 
the entire length of said channe), charging and collecting such toll therefor as 
may be prescribed by regulations that may be made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, in conformity with the laws of the United 
States; and for that purpose they may construct in the river, and likewise in 
the Gulf of Mexico, such walls, jetties, dikes, levees, and other structures, and 
employ such boats, rafts, and appliances as they may, in the prosecution of said 
work, deem necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word ‘‘that,”’ 
to strike out the word ‘‘if;’’ so as to read: 

That at any time during the construction of said jetties, etc, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after ‘‘ United States,” 
to strike out— 

May elect to pay the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company the cost of 
constructing and maintaining the said jetties and auxiliary works, said cost not 
to exceed one and one-half million dollars, with interest, computed annually, 
at the legal rate as-prescribed by the laws of the State of Texas, the United 
States may have the right to do so, and on such an eo being made by the 
United —— r with interest as aforesaid, right and liability on the 
part of the said River Channel and Dock Company in said channel, ere 
ties, and auxiliary works shall cease and determine: however, That 
the United States shall thereafter maintain a depth of not less than 18 feet of water 
in said channel from 18 feet of water in the Gulf of Mexico to the pointdescribed 
in section 1 of this act, if the purchase of said works is madeafter 18 feet of water 
may have been obtained by said company; but if said works are purchased 
before 18 feet of water has been obtained, then the United States shall prose- 
cute said improvement until said depth is obtained, and shall maintain the 
game as aforesaid. 

And to insert— , 


Shall have the right to pay the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company 
the value of their jetties and other worksconstructed under and by the authority 
nted to said gern age! by the State of Texas, as well as by the authority of 
is act, and on payment being made by the United States all right to 
said franchises and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock 
Company shall cease and determine; 
So as to read: 


Sec. 3. That at any time during the construction of said jetties and auxiliary 
works, or after said jetties and auxiliary works shall have been completed and 
said channel of 18 feet in depth has been obtained, the United States shall have 
the right to pay the said Brazos River Channel and Dock eons, the value of 
their jetties and other works constructed under and by the autho: ty ted to 
said company by the State of Texas, as well as by the authority of this act, and 
on such payment being made by the United States all right to said franchises 
and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall 
cease and determine, 

‘The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate ñs amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. BECK: 

CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1701) authorizing the 
construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Sioux City, Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. A number of those bills were sent over this morning 
with amendments made by the House of Representatives. I move that 
they be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be read at the desk by 
their number, and referred, with the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to the Committee on Commerce, if there be no objection. 

The bills, with the amendments of the House of Representatives, 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
ae Serena bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 

‘on, Iowa; 7 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S, 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Mli- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road; and 

A bill (8. 322) to authorize the Southwest Arkansas and Indian Ter- 
ritory Railroad to build a bridge across the Ouachita River, in Ar- 
kansas. 

CHRISTOPHER COTT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business, being thespecial order, may 
be informally laid aside for the purpose of proceeding to the considera- 
tion of the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say that it is not my intention to call up 
the fortification bill for action until there is a full Senate, but I should 
like to have the bill read as in Committee of the Whole, and the com- 
mittee amendments acted upon, and the bill reported to the Senate and 
left where it can be amended and subject to discussion, and then it may 
go over until next Monday for aught I care. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us pass this little bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon ob- 
ject to the consideration of House bill 956? 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw the objection. 

The bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘cavalry,’’ to strike out ‘‘ from 
the 30th day of April, 1864, to the 30th day of November, 1864, the 
supposed date of the said soldief’s death,” and to insert ‘‘ which may 
rebe es and unpaid to him on October 24, 1864;’’ so asto make 

e read: 


That the Poorte or the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of any moneys in the Seba op fae otherwise appropriated, 
to the heirs of Christopher Cott, late a private in Company B, McLaughlin's In 
dependent Squadron, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, the pay, bounty, and all other 
allowances of a private of cavalry, which may have the due and unpaid to 
him on October 24, 1864. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move toamend the amendment by striking out 
the word ‘‘October’’ and inserting ‘‘ November,” and adding after the 
words ‘‘eighteen hundred and sixty-four,” at the end of the bill, the 
words ‘‘the supposed date of the death of said soldier.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

. The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
STEPHEN M. COLLIS. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 
478) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M., Collis on the muster-roll of 
the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof. It is a small 
meee and is a unanimous report from the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the special 
order, being the unfinished business, will be informally laid aside. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to place the name of Stephen M. Collis on the 


muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof, 
as mustered from the 1st of April, 1865, and mustered out on the 1st 
of September, 1865. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
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the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to proceed toits consideration. I want to get 
it up so as to commence with it to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent that the formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, and that it be read first for action on the com- 
mittee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length and 
the amendments of the Committee on Commerce will be acted upon as 
they are reached, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I think I shall not ask the Senate to go on with the 
bill now. I wish to have it as the unfinished business for to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it go to the Calendar then. 

Mr. DOLPH. I supposed the unfinished business was laid aside by 
unanimous consent, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Appropriation bills, under the cus- 
tom of the Senate, have what is technically called the right of way. 
Should the consideration of this bill be proceeded with, at its conclu- 
sion the bill to which the Senator from Oregon refers will be taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’elock and 8 minutes p. m.) 
De Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 26, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. . 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 18, 1883. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
First Lieut. Francis Michler, to be captain, May 23, 1888. 
POSTMASTER. 
Thomas B. Southgate, to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, Nueces 
County, Texas. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 25, 1888. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES, 
Thomas 8. Maxey, of Texas, to be United States district judge for 
the western district of Texas. 
John F. Philips, to be United States district judge for the western 
district of Missouri. , 
POSTMASTERS, 
J. G. H. Buck, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, Hill County, Texas. 
i Moore, to be postmaster at Gatesville, Coryell County, 
exas. 


J. C. Woodworth, to be postmaster at Cuero, De Witt County, Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 25, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DE LANO, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. LEHLBACH, for four days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committeeon Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 43) granting a pension to Polly H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor 8S. Lawson; 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Joel B. Morton; 

A bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; 

A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 
in bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John Wal- 

TS; 

A bill (S. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flannigan; 

A bill (8. isa granting a pension to Joseph B, Tingley; 

A bill (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 
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(8. i granting a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty; 
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bill 
bill (S. 1687) to restore Rock Williamson to the pension-roll; 
bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to William M. Davis; 

bill (S. 1919) granting a pension to John Fox; 

bill (S. 1967) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tompkins; 

bill fs 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; 

bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motte; 

A bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Hougland; 

A bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis; and 

A bill (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or near 
Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill ie R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; 

A bill (H. R. 367) granting a pension to Nathaniel D, Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 469) granting a pension to Marie E. Salisbury and Al- 
mira Morgan, only children of Maj. Abner Morgan, of the Revolu- 
tionary Army; $ 

A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 

A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

A bill ir R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J.B. 
Newcombe; 

A bill (H. R. 885) to amend chapter 253 of the acts of the second 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress, passed June 15, 1878, granting a 
pension to John Langland; 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to John Magher; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 

A bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Fredericke Raff; 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Robert Lisle; 

A bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 

A bill i R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; 

A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 

A bill (H. R, 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
Railway Company; : 

A bill (H. R. aon granting a pension to Mary Monti; 

A bill tr R. 2690 ting a pension to Augustus Axmacher. 

A bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones; 

A bill (H. R. pe for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; 

A bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city; 

A bill a R. 4653) granting a pension to Joanna Barry; 

A booed H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ida Piatt, Leota Piatt, and 
Jesse Piatt. 


A 
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Long; 
R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

(H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Beyers; 
R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree; 
R granting a pension to Lottie E. Dilley; 

ill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; 

ill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells; 

ill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 

bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; and 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
tegular order. 

The SPEAKER, This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions. Under this call, petitions and memorials from State and 
Territorial Legislatures are in order; alsoresolutions of inquiry addressed 
to heads of Departments, 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R.10609) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at 
or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 4474. 3 

Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 10610) to amend section 
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4474 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
gee Ses the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to 
prin 


LAND OFFICES IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TURNER, of introduced a bill (H. R, 10611) creating 
three additional land offices in the State of Colorado; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. RAYNER introduced the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: J 


Whereas the Committee on Commerce has reported to this House a bill pro- 
wang =p ota construction, and maintenance of a Government postal 
telegraph; an 

Whereas petitions have been presented to Congress at this session signed by 
a million and a half of meget sy ing for the passage of said measure; and 

Whereas the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have announced 
their intention to raise a point of order in this House in reference to the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Commerce upon said bill so reported; an 

Whereas the Committee on Commerce are prepared to sustain their jurisdic- 
tion, and it is a matter of great importance that the matter should be consid- 
fa. at me present session, and not be impeded and delayed by technical ob- 

ons: Now, 

Be it resolved, In view of the large public interest involved, that Monday, the 
2d day of July next, be set apart for the consideration of the question of juris- 
diction of the Committee on Commerce over said bill and said report, and that 
cach side be allowed one hour and one-half for the discussion of the same. 


RELIEF OF SALESWOMEN IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10612) for 
the relief and protection of saleswomen in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NATCHEZ, MISS, 


Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 10613) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Natchez, State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. STOCKDALE also introduced the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be required 
to report back into the House House bill No. 5290, “to provide for the better 


postmasters of fourth-class post-offices of the United States, 


compensation of 
aces that the said bill be placed upon the Calendar of the House for considera- 
ion. 
TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions is now concluded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to report back with amendments from the 
Committee on Public Lands the bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads, and for other purposes. The committee, having made some cor- 
rections in the bill, desire that it be printed and recommitted. 

The bill was recommitted to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

VIRGINIA EXPOSITION. 

Mr. WISE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 185) making an 
appropriation to enable the Department of the Interior, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, United States Commission of Fish and Fisheries, 
and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum, to 
participate in the Virginia Agricultural, Mechanical, and Tobacco Ex- 
position, to be held at Richmond, Va., from October 3 to November 
21, 1888; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, this day is set apart 
for the consideration of business reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. If the day is not claimed for such business—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We are ready to proceed with that business. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Committee on Public Lands are very anxious 
to proceed with the homestead bill, and would be very glad if the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], recognizing the impor- 
tance of that bill, would permit it to occupy to-day. I hope there will 
be no objection to this course. We have had only an hour and a half 
en this bill, although it has been pending for about four months. 

. Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] will recognize the fact that his committee is entitled in this 
House to preference to which the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and many other committees are not entitled. Our committee has 
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had only one day for the consideration of business in the House since 
the famous ‘‘ dead-lock ™ in the spring; and if this day be not given to 
us the chances are that we shall not get any day at all during the bal- 
ance of thissession. As Congress refuses to let the District of Columbia 
legislate for itself, it is as little as it can do to legislate for the District 
at the times set apart under the rules for the consideration of District 
business. I trust, therefore, that members of the House will not take 
away the day which belongs to the District of Columbia under the 
rules, and giveit to a committee which has a preference for its business 
over most of thecommitteesof this House. The gentleman from Indiana 
can call up his bill to-morrow. There are no appropriation bills to in- 
terfere, and as it is well understood that our friends on the other side 
who are now absent will not be here to-morrow, of course the tariff bill 
will not interfere. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina must bear in 
mind that—— 

Mr. ATKINSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I now call up House bill No. 7901 to secure to 
actual settlers the public lands adapted to agriculture, to protect-the 
forests on the public domain, and for other purposes. 

TheSPEAKER, ‘The Chairwill state to the gentleman from Indiana 
that the only way in which he can accomplish his purpose is to raise 
the question of consideration against such bill as may be called up under 
the special order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will seek to get the sense of the House 
in regard to proceeding with the public-land bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
was pending as unfinished business at the adjournment on the last day 
devoted to business of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] raises 
the question of consideration. « 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire that that bill shall be laid 
aside temporarily, in order that I may call up another. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that can be done, and the 
gentleman from Indiana can raise the question of consideration on the 
other bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I prefer raising the question on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina that this bill be temporarily laid aside? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I give the gentleman from Indiana notice that 
he will have to fight me on every bill on the list. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield as to this bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was temporarily laid aside. 


DECORATION DAY A HOLIDAY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


-Mr. HEMPHILL. I give notice that I shall ask to call up this bill 
later in the day. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10053) making May 30 
a holiday in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 30th day of May in each year, usually called “ Dec- 

oration Day,” shall be, and hereby is, e a holiday within the District of 


Columbia as folly in all res as are the days mentioned as holidays in sec- 
tion 993 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will not raise any question on that bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
en , it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALES FOR OVERDUE TAXES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 10060) relating te 
notice of sales for overdue taxes, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shal) 
prepare a list of all taxes on real property in said District subject to taxation 
upon which said taxes are levied and in arrears on the Ist day of July, 1888 
and each year thereafter, including all taxes due to the late corporations o 
Washington City, Georgetown, the levy court of the county of Washington, and 
the District of Columbia; and said commissioners shall publish the same, with 
a notice of sale, in a pamphlet, of which not less than 5,000copies shall be printed 
for distributicn to tax-payers applying therefor, Said commissioners shall, on 
the first Tuesday in September, , and ofeach year thereafter, give notice, by 
advertising twice a week for three successive weeks in the regular issue of two 
daily news| rs published in said District, that said pamphlet has been 
printed, and that a copy thereof will be delivered to any home aad applying 
therefor at the office of said commissioners, and that if the taxes due, together 
with the alties and costs that may have accrued thereon, shall not be paid 
prior to the day named for sale the property will be sold, under the direction of 
said commissioners, at public auction, at the office of the collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia, commencing three weeks after the first publication of said 
notice and continuing on each following day, Sundays and Jenal holidays ex- 
soea until all such delinquent property is sold. 

cet 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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pawed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUBDIVISION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R, 3329) to regulate 
the subdivision of land within the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 


they are hereby, authorized and directed to make and publish such eral 
orders as may be necessary to late the platting and subdividing of all lands 
and grounds in the District of Columbia; and no such plat of subdivision made 


in pursuance of such orders shall be admitted to record in the office of the sur- 
veyor of said District without an order to that effect indorsed thereon by the 
engineer commissioner of said District. 

ec. 2. That all spaces on any duly recorded plat of land thereon designated 
as streets, avenues, or alleys shall thereupon become public ways, provided the: 
are made in conformity with the provisions of section 1 of this act, and as suc! 
be under the protection of the laws and ordinances in force applicable to public 
roads out of said city. 

Src. 3, That if by the extension of any of the present streets or avenues, or 
the opening of any public way, it becomes necessary to traverse any grounds 
now used as a cemetery or place of burial, the commissioners are hereby em- 
powered to secure a right of way through the same by stipulation with the pro- 
prietors thereof, or by condemnation, as in other cases now by law provided for. 

Sec. 4. That the orders of the commissioners made pursuant to this act shall 
have the force and effect of Jaw thirty days subsequent to the day of publica- 
ber tan all laws and provisions of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 


The Committeeon the District of Columbia recommended an amend- 
ment, in lines 6 and 7 of section 3, striking out the words ‘‘or by con- 
demnation, as in other cases now by law provided for.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to offer an amendment as an additional 
section, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Szo. 5. No further subdivision of land in the District of Columbia, without the 
limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, shall be recorded in the 
surveyor’s office of the said District unless mado in conformity with the general 
plan of the city of Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the 
restoration to the Reform School of boys who have been discharged on 
probation, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That whenever a boy is dismissed from the Reform School 
of the District of Columbia to his parents, or to otherwise care for himself, he 
shall be dismissed on probation merely, until he reaches the of twenty-one 

ears, and the board of trustees shall have power to send for him and return 
him to the school whenever, in the opinion of a majority of the members of said 
board, the interests of the boy will be promoted by his return. 

Sec, 2. That the chief clerk of the Department of Justice shall be ex officio a 
member of the board of trustees of said Reform School. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was paud; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


MUNICIPAL LAWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL., I now call up the bill (H. R. 8308) to provide 
for the examination, ete., of the municipal laws of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
attorney for the District be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to examine 
certain manuscript volumes prepared by Josiah Quincey Kern, upon the sub- 
mission of the same to them, at as early a date as practicable r the paraje 
of this act; and if, after such examination, the commissioners of the ct 
and the attorney for the District shall be of opinion that the volumes so sub- 
mitted and examined comprise a complete and satisfactory revision and con- 
solidation of all statutes and parts of statutes relating to municipal affairs in 
the District of Columbia in force on the lst day of December, 1887, and of all or- 
ders, rules, regulations, and ordinances relating to such affairs made in pur- 
suance of law and having the force and effect of law at the said date, and shall 
so state their opinion in writing, they shall thereupon purchase the said yol- 
umes from the said Josiah Quincy Kern, at a compensation not to exceed $5,000. 

Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this act there is hereby appropriated $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to make the payment herein provided for, one-half thereof to 

made out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
sa a and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
EC. 3. That the said commissioners shall report to Congress, on the first day 
of its next regular session, the action taken by them under the provisions of this 
act, and may make such recommendations as to them shall seem advisable in 


relation to any further action respecting the manuscript volumes hereinbefore 
mentioned. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, that bill I believe is subject to the 
point of order. : 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imake the point of order that as this bill makes 


an appropriation it must have its first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount, I believe, is small, and if it will 
ney but little time I shall not object. What is the amount in- 
volved ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Only $5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill not raise any question on this bill, but I 
must do it on the next. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to offer two or three verbal amendments 
to the bill. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 17 of section 1, strike out the word “and” and insert “they.” Strike 
out the words “their opinion,” and strike out the word “they” and insert 
“and the commissioners of said District.” 

The amendments were to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to have some explanation of this bill 
from the chairman of the committee, as I do not quite understand its 


sco 

Mr, HEMPHILL. There is a gentleman here of this city whose 
name is in the bill, Mr. Kern, who has for several years devoted him- 
self to preparing a digest of the laws of the District of a municipal 
character, relating, for instance, to the public debt, how it was created, 
how it is to be paid, all acts and laws in relation to the water-works, 
laws governing the supply of water, regulations in regard to the wast- 
ing of water, etc. This bill now proposed for adoption in the House 
provides that the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall have 
this compilation examined, and if in their judgment it contains a fall 
and accurate digest of the laws of the District relating to its municipal 
affairs, that they should be permitted to purchase the same at the sum 
named in the bill, which is limited to $5,000. 

Mr. OATES. It does not provide for a complete codification of all 
the laws of the District? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. No; there is another bill which provides for that, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We have already passed a bill providing for a 
codification of the laws. I mean by that a codification of such laws as 
are administered in the courts of justice. But this embraces all ordi- 
nances which have heretofore been adopted by the municipality, and 
which are still in force as laws of the District, embodying all minor mat- 
ters of law necessary for the use of the commissioners, as well as for 
the commissioner having charge of the debt of the District and having 
charge of the water-works, etc. 

Mr. OATES. Would it not be more convenient as well as more eco- 
nomical to provide for a compilation of all of these laws? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I think not. In the first place permit me to 
state that we bave tried to get a codification or compilation of the laws 
more than once, and the House has acted upon such propositions; but 
the Senate has never concurred with the House. The work has been 
suspended from time to time and never completed; besides that, it is 
a work that will require time, while this work has already been done. 
It is said, I may state also, to be a very complete work in all of its 
parts. We have letters from prominent officials of the District having 
charge of the department matters and others who have examined this 
compilation, and all concur in saying that it is very full and accurate, 
and will be of very great convenience to their various offices. The 
commissioners have also recommended this. 

Mr. RANDALL, Is this book published? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; it is not published; it is still in the 
hands of the compiler, and I believe the only copy in existence is that 
which he has, which is type-written. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why can not the Government purchase a copy ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Because this has never been published at all; it 
is in the hands of the compiler, and until it has been printed, of course, , 
no copies are on sale. 

Mr. GROUT. Itis still in manuscript. 

Mr. OATES. Would it not be more economical to embody in one 
Tirmo the whole compilation and codification of the laws of the Dis- 

ct? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, this embraces several volumes in itself. 
You can not put all of these laws in one volume. Besides that, there is 
no lawyer who has any practice who could devote himself to the com- 
pilation of the laws connected with the water-works, fire departmen 
etc., and generally the laws as they are administered in the courts an 
the regulations of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. OATES. And municipal ordinances, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; and municipal ordinances. But all 
these are embodied in this one volume. It will be remembered that 
this District has undergone a great many changes of government, and 
I do not know any man who could properly undertake to prepare such 
a compilation. It would certainly take a long time to do it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. When was the last compilation made? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There never has been one. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I thought the Government had published at one 
time a codification of the laws? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, they have; or there was something of the 
kind attempted in the past; but it never amounted to anything. 

Mr. FELTON. Is this is a codification of the laws? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. So far as they relate to particular branches of 
the subject that it covers, it is a codification; but it is not a fall codi- 
fication or compilation. This relates to the municipal regulations and 
ordinances. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The difficulty with the efforts heretofore made to 
secure a complete codification or compilation of all District laws has 
been that legislation was attempted which could not be enacted, and 
hence such efforts failed in this House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I think the fact is they have undertaken 
to do too much by one bill. That explains the trouble, I think. Ican 
only give the opinion of the committee and the testimony furnished us 
by gentlemen whose business it is to administer the affairs of the gov- 
ernment and who are capable of judging of the merits of such a publi- 
cation named, that this is a most excellent thing. We do not provide 
the payment at once, but that it shall be paid only when the commis- 
sioners ascertain that it contains a complete and accurate synopsis or 
compilation of every statute, order, or ordinance relating to the various 
municipal affairs of the District. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there anything in the bill authorizing the adop- 
tion of it as the law? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is a compilation of what is the law now. It 
is simply a gathering together of existing laws. The idea is to put it 
in some shape so that it can be gotten at conveniently. Take, for in- 
stance, the District Committee. In the consideration of our business 
in connection with the District we can not tell what the law is until 
either we have obtained the opinion of some Jawyer here upon the 
subject or have gotten the opinion of the District attorney. We are 
obliged to adopt that system because there is no code to which we can 
have access to get the information as to the status of the law here upon 
any particular question. 5 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to ask this question: If this is a per- 
fect compilation of the laws of the District now in force and our public 
officials need copies, why not make an appropriation sufficient to sup- 
ply our city officers, the courts, and the committees of the two Honses 
with this compilation, and allow private individuals to purchase it in 
the book-stores for whatever it will bring. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That can be done when we once get possession; 
but the work is not ours yet. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Wedo not need to get possession except as to the 
number of copies required by the Government. 

Mr. WEAVER. The owner would not part with it on those term. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No; he would not part with it on those terms. 
This compilation is the result of a great deal of labor and care. He 
says it is thorough, complete, and accurate. He is willing, notto give 
his opinion and judgment, but to let the House of Representatives ap- 

int anybody it sees fit to examine the work before a dollar is paid. 
Fr the report is favorable, then the commissioners of the District are 
authorized to pay for it. When it is paid for of course it ought to be 
published in such numbers as will supply the various officers of the 
District, and also the committees of the House and other persons who 
desire to obtain the information the work will give. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish toask the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] if this is the proposition: That money is to 
be paid for this compilation, the commissioners appointed by virtue 
of the act are to determine the question as to whether it is a correct 
code, and it is to be binding on the people of the District hereafter? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No,sir. We do not enact this compilation into 
law atall. It is simply a compilation of what is already the law in 
this District from the time the Government was established up to the 
present time. This gentleman has undertaken the work with the pur- 
pose of course of selling it when he got it completed. This bill does 
not provide that anybody shall compile the law; but it says the com- 
missioners of the District shall have a thorough examination made ot 
the compilation which has already been prepared, and upon being sat- 
isfied that it contains the law and that the work is necessary, then they 
are authorized to pay forit. When itis paid for of course Congress 
ought to publish it in such numbers as are necessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Then there is no other acceptance of the compila- 
tion than the payment for it. That is to say, there is no legal 


force—— 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no; we do not enact this into a statute. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Then of what value is it? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. For this reason: Suppose you want to know what 
is the law in this District upon any point. Where would you go to 
findout? You would not know where to go. I do not know where 


to go. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the States you go to some codification or com- 
pilation made by authority. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Exactly; that is what we want to have here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A codification with some imprint of authority 
upon it, : 


Mr. HEMPHILL. That is what we want here. We want some- 
thing that the committees of Congress, the commissioners of the Dis- 
ite a the heads of the Departments will know is authoritative and 
is the law. = 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the effect is to make it the law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no. We want to take the compilation and 
get satisfactory evidence through the commissioners of the District or 
anybody they may appoint that it does embrace the law already passed; 
and then we can enact a simple statute saying this compilation which 
has been accepted by the commissioners shall be the law of the Dis- 
trict relating to these various subjects. That is the plan we have in 
view. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much will the examination cost which you 
propose to make to find out whether the compilation is accurate or not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is not to cost anything. 

Mr. RANDALL. Who is to do it? 
xs r. HEMPHILL. It is to be done by the commissioners thèm- 

ves. 
eet ee , of Florida. How much money is appropriated by 

is 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Five thousand dollars is appropriated, to be paid 
if the compilation is satisfactory. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Why should not the District of Columbia itself 

y this money instead of asking Congress to pay it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The expenses of the District are paid one-half by 
the District and one-half by the United States Government. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The public at large has no interest in this mat- 


ter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It has as much interest in this asin any other 
part of the District affairs. The Government owns half of the property 
here. 1t would be very hard upon the people if the Government, own- 
ing half of the property, should compel the people here to pay all of the 
taxes. 

Mr. RANDALL, Ought not the District to pay half of this expense ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes; I think it ought fo do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that provided for? - 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ithink it is provided for. 
If it is not,it ought to be. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not hear the provision read. The people are 
almost exclusively interested in this. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. ‘Thatwill be added by amendment. I willstate, 
Mr. Speaker, that this bill provides that if the volumes so submitted 
and examined— 

Comprise a complete and satisfactory revision and consolidation of all statutes 
and parts of statutes relating to municipal affairs in the District of Columbia in 
force on the Ist day of December, 1887, and of all orders, rules, regulations, and 
ordinances relating to such affairs made in pursuance of law and having the 
force and effect of law at the said date, and shall so state their opinion in writ- 
ing, they shall thereupon purchase the said volumes. 

I now desire to offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I willask the gentleman from South Carolina whether 
the District commissioners are lawyers and are in the habit of doing this 
sort of work? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. One is a lawyer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The other two are not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. One of the District commissioners is a lawyer; 
another is a business man; and the third, as the gentleman understands, 
is an engineer. But this compilation embraces laws relating to the 
engineer department, to the water-works, to the fire department, and 
everything of that sort. Of course the commissioners, in examining 
this compilation, will have the assistance of their own attorney. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from South Carolina allow mo 
five minutes to make a statement? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] for five minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be a proposition to pay 
$5,000 for the manuscript of this digest, and then to havea report upon 
it by the commissioners. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Is it a digest? 

Mr. HERBERT. Itseems to be a digest of the laws and regulations in 
forcein the District of Columbia, and the proposition is to authorize the 
payment of $5,000 for this digest, which the commissionersata subsequent 
session are to report to Congress, when it will be for Congress to decide 
whether this digest or compilation shall be printed or not. It seems 
to me that a better proposition would be that the printing of this work 
be left in private hands, that it be printed by the author, and that Con- 
gress agree to take as many copies of the work as may be for 
the use of the District officers. If it be necessary in this way forus to 
pay $1,500, $2,000, or $2,500 for a certain number of volumes which 

mgress may see proper to take, let us do that. But let this work be 
printed as a private enterprise, if it is to be printed at all. According 
to the present proposition, the manuscript is to be bought, and then the 
Government is to print that manuscript at its own expense. It seems 
to me this course will entail a much greater cost to the Government 
than is necessary. I submit that if Congress will agree to subscribe 
for a certain number of volumes—how many I do not know—the gen- 
tleman who is the author of this work ought to be willing to printthe 


Iam not positive. 
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work at his own expense. All we want is to’secure the printing of the 
hte even upon the statement of the chairman of the District Com- 

ening Bak e want it printed, and the method I suggest seems to me a 
much better way of reaching this result than the proposition now pend- 
ing, and is, as I understand, the mode generally adopted by the States 
in matters of this kind. What is the necessity for the Government it- 
self undertaking to do this printing? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman from South 
Carolina a few moments ago whether there had been any code adopted 
by Congress for the District of Columbia, The gentleman replied that 
he did not know. Ihave before me a volume called ‘‘ Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the District of Columbia and toads and public 
treaties.” This revision and consolidation of the statutes relating to 
the District of Columbia was made in the Forty-third Congress and 
embraces all the laws relating to this subject up to thattime. The 
laws which have been passed since and which are embraced in the 
volumes of the Statutes at Large, furnish, together with this compila- 
tion, very ready information for any gentleman who seeks to know 
anything in relation to the laws applicable to the District of Colum- 
bia. The laws since enacted relating to the water-works, the police 
force, ete., are small in number and very accessible. I can not there- 
forte see any necessity for a new codification. We are not in the dark 
as to the laws passed in former years relating to the District. ” The re- 
vision to which I have referred, made in the Forty-third Congress, be- 
came after examination by the House and the Senate the permanent 
law in relation to this District, and this revision, as I have said, to- 
gether with the few laws since enacted, which are to be found in the 
Statutes at Large, meets, it seems to me, every public want in this re- 
gard. Why should there be anything additional ? 

The compilation now proposed would, I think, prove unsatisfactory. 
The gentlemen who will undertake this work will, in the first place, 
take what has already been done up to the Forty-third Congress, and 
will incorporate with that revision the legislation since adopted. But 
by whom is this work to bedone? This difficult work, which my friend 
from South Carolina thinks could scarcely be performed by any living 
man except the person who has prepared this manuscript revision, is 
to be passed upon by three gentlemen, two of whom are not even law- 
yers; and after this is done somebody is to have $5,000 

There ure continually being prepared in’ the various Departments of 
the Government compilations by one officer on one subject and another 
officer on another subject, with the view of having such compilations 
recognized by Congress and their authors paid from the public Treas- 
ury. Ican not see that anything more than this is proposed in the 
present case; and the compilation of District laws having already been 
completed as far as the Forty-third Congress, the charge proposed ap- 
pears to be an outrageous one. I trust that under the circumstances 
the House will not agree to the proposition. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think that if the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BiountT] had read the bill he would not have made the speech which 
he has made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend will allow me to say that I have read 
the bill, though I may not have done so as intelligently as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The revision of the statutes to which the gentle- 
man has referred undertook to give in a consolidated form the laws of 
the United States so fur as they relate to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do they not govern here? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Those statutes do govern in this District; but 
that revision does not pretend to embrace all the ordinances passed by 
the old cities of Washington and Georgetown; it does not pretend to 
contain the regulations of the levy court, which was in existence here 
for a number of years; it does not pretend to include all the laws, ordi- 
nances, and regulations relating to the water supply, the fire depart- 
ment, etc. These do not appear anywhere in the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and it is very proper that they should not. : 

This that we are endeavoring to get hold of now is a thorough com- 
pilation of what have been the city ordinances of this city and of George- 
town, the levy court of the District of Columbia, and the other bodies 
which have had authority at different times to pass ordinances and to 
make laws and regulations relating to the various departments of the 
city government; so that the statutes to which the gentleman refers 
have nothing whatever to do with this matter. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is about three or four months behind time. 
We have already passed a bill providing for a compilation of the laws 
of the District of Columbia, and that bill is now pending before the 
Senate. 

This simply provides for getting a compilation of matters in relation 
to which lawyers have no special knowledge. A lawyer who has any 
practice in the courts does not undertake to keep up with the regula- 
tions relating to the various departments of the city government, and 
therefore it is not n that lawyers should examine this compi- 
lation, although if it were necessary there happen to be lawyers on the 

rd of commissioners. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the very ordi- 
nances to which he is referring have not been printed by the District, 
and whether they are not to be found in the Library? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, if they are to be found there, all I can 
say is that it is impossible for the District Committee to get hold of 
them. Iam told by gentlemen who ought to understand the matter, 
by the commissioners and by anoflicer in the Treasury Department who 
has to do with the debt of the District of Columbia, that it is simply 
impossible for any man to know what these laws and regulations are, 
unless a man devotes his whole time to inquiring into the matter. ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does my friend mean to say that it is impossible to 
get at a statement of the District indebtedness? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No; I do not mean that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then what does the gentleman mean, and to what 
debt does he refer? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ispeak of the rules, regulations, and city ordi- 
nances that have been passed from time to time, and I say no man can 
tell what they are unless by long and patient investigation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman referred to the debt of the District 
by way of illustration, and I want to know whether he proposes to 
stand by that statement. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I propose to stand by it to this extent, which is 
all that I mean. I say.we have a letter from the gentleman who is 
particularly charged with that subject in the Treasury Department—I 
do not recall his name at this moment—to the effect that he has exam- 
ined this compilation, and that he gives it the highest commendation 
possible,and thinks it particularly desirable thatit shall be gotten hold of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend referred to the District debt awhile ago, 
and said that we could not get a statement of it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No; I never said that you could not get a state- 
ment of the District debt. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In what connection did you speak of the “debt?” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If my friend from South Car- 
olina [Mr. HEMPHILL] will permit a suggestion, is it not the best plan 
for Congress to pass a law providing fora commission to prepare a code 
for the government of the city, and then pass that code into a statute, 
and repeal all these unknown laws and rules and regulations? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I think that would be a capital idea, but as soon 
as you brought your proposition in here somebody would object to it; 
so that as to this bill it is only a question whether we shall do some- 
thing or nothing in this direction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a volume, published in 1875, entitled 
“Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia.’’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, we heard of that from the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That compilation contains the laws of the District 
up to 1875. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It contains the statute law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, if you publish this compilation it will be 
simply this gentleman’s opinion as to what old statutes of Maryland 
are still in force in this District. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROUT. No. It does not relate to that subiect at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And also his opinion as to the various statutes 
that remain unrepealed. 

Mr. RAYNER. Does that book which the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] refers to contain the municipal regulations of the 
District and the city ordinances? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are no city ordinances here. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, there are. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are none since the city government was 
abolished. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ob, yes, there are. What regulates the fire de- 
partment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those are not ordinances. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly they are. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are simply orders executing the laws of 
Congress. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman assumes that the District com- 
missioners are a board of aldermen who can pass laws for the District 
of Columbia, Ido not so understand it. They are executive officers 
and are required to execute the laws of Congress. Their orders are 
simply directions they give to city officials to carry out the laws. If 
these commissioners are assuming legislative authority here they are 
transcending their powers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman does not know what he is talk- 
ing about. The commissioners have some powers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say legislative powers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. They have power to make rulesand regulations— 
you may ¢all it legislative or what you please; they have some privi- 
leges, and when they lay down rules and regulations the people of the 
District are obliged to obey them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no difficulty about knowing what are 
the orders, rules, and regulations of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. There is nothing mvsterious about it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If you knew as much as you claim to know, you 
would not make the speech you are making. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I know nothing about it, except that the gent le 
man from South Carolina is trying to get Congress to buy a compilation 
in manuscript. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am trying to do no such thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What then? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am pressing upon Congress and asking them 
to pass a bill which has been already once passed in this House. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must cometoorder. Gentlemen must 
address the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not through. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not be inter- 
rupted except by his own consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from South Carolina stated that 
I misstated his position. Isimply stated he is asking Congress to pass 
a law—yes, it is before me—to purchase a compilation of the District 
laws, rules, or regulations, or ordinances, or whatever you may call 
them, of the District commissioners. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Oh, no; the gentleman does not state the prop- 
osition fairly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the bill? Let it beread. Iwill read the 
title. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman knows that the title has nothing 
to do with the particular kind of bill this is. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 wish to state what the bill is if I can, and that 
the House may understand it I will read it. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
attorney for the district be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to examine 
certain manuscript volumes prepared by Josiah Quincy Kern, upon the sub- 
mission of the same to them, at as early a date as practicable after the passage 
of this act; and if, after such examination, the commissioners of the Districtand 
the attorney for the District shall be of opinion that the volumes so submitted 
and examined comprise a complete and satisfactory revision and consolidation 
of all statutes and parts of statutes relating to municipal affairs in the District 
of Columbia in force on the Ist day of December, 1887, and of all orders, rules, 
regulations, and ordinances relating to such affairs made in pursuance of law 
and having the force and effect of law at the said date, and shall so state their 
opinion in writing, they shall thereupon purchase the said volumes from the said 
Josiah Quincy Kerr, at a compensation not to exceed $5,000, 


Now, is that understood? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend, just here in connection, state what 
he is reading? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly; I am reading the bill that is pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You have been referring to a District code. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have referred to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You have. Will thegentleman allow me? Is his 
time limited ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Iwill give way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from South Corolina stated a few 
moments ago this code included rules in reference to water rates. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No; I did not, sir. I said there was nothing in 
relation to orders and regulations for water. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood him otherwise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not like to take up the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois, but I am unfortunate in misunderstanding my friend 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, is this: It occurs 
to me if we have a revision of this book, a consolidation of the statutes 
of the United States, general in their nature, in the District of Colum- 
bia, in force on the Ist of December, 1887, then all that is required to 
secure the consolidation of the statutes since that time, and such orders 
in the District of Columbia as have had the force and effect of laws 
since that time, those orders, whatever they have been, have all been 
printed and are accessible to everybody in the District who has had 
anything to do with them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the gentlemen state what has been printed 
in this connection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have already stated; I have the volume before 


me. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes; you referto the Revised Statutes of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; and I have stated further that all acts 
of Congress since this codification was made are in print, and the ordi- 
nances and regulations and orders and rules of the District of Colum- 
bia, I presume, have been printedif they expect anybody to obey them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Oh, you presume they have been printed. , 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. If they are orders directed to municipal 
officers they are presumed to be printed; because no one is expected to 
take cognizance of them except the officer to whom they are addressed. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does my colleague know that once there was a Dis- 
trict Legislature here which passed laws, and which laws are now in 
force? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; but they are presumed to be consoli- 
dated in this volume. 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, no; you are entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why, itso states here in the very caption of it 
which I have read. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, no; that says the statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia. That is all. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Districtis now under the exclusive jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, in fact it has always been, and whatever stat- 
utes were made here by the municipal government were made in pur- 
suance of the laws of the United States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the proposition here is to pay $5,000 for the manu- 
script compilation to which reference is made in this bill, the impres- 
sion being that the laws and ordinances therein contained are still in 
force in the District of Columbia. After this volume is printed, which 
is already in manuscript, what does it amount to under this bill? It 
is simply the expression of opinion on the part of the compiler as to 
what laws are in force. It is not given the force of law by the passage 
of this act. It can not be given the force of law unless it is enacted as 
law by Congress. It may prove to be true that through inadvertence 
statutes have been omitted altogether, or else that laws which have 
been heretofore repealed are re-enacted by this compilation. That is 
one of the dangers arising from this method of legislation. The fact is 
that the statutes are now either in force in the District or they are not 
in force; and the only advantage that this digest would produce would 
be the convenience of reference and facility of reference it would afford 
which has heretofore not existed. That is the only advantage, the 
convenience of reference, and it would be of advantage to the profes- 
sion in this city in that connection, The gentleman desires to appro- 
priate $5,000 by this bill for that purpose; that is to say, the bill pro- 
poses to purchase the compilation outright. 

Now, if we desire to use it after purchasing it we must print it at 
the Government Printing Office, and copyright the book. WhatI was 
going to suggest is that if it is necessary to have the compilation at all, 
and I admit it is valuable, then instead of buying the manuscript for 
$5,000 and having it copyrighted and printed at the Government 
Printing Office, and thus deprive the profession of the means of secur- 
ing copies of it in the ordinary method, heing only able to get them 
through the members of Congress, beg them at the Departments, or buy 
them in the junk-shops, let us do it in a business-like way, and say,as 
the book is probably valuable, we will buy some copies to supply the 
District authorities. 

We will buy 500 copies of it for the use of the District, which will 
be enough to supply the various District officials, the courts of the 
District, and the Houses of Congress, and you can yourself have it 
printed, and retain your own copyright on it, and cell to the members 
of the profession in this city, or any other persons who choose to pur- 
chase it. We are willing to pay you $3 a volume for 500 copies, which 
is a good price. Then he will own the copyright himself, and he can 
sell it to anybody else. The Government, I repeat, has no use for the 
book except to supply such officials of the District as it may be neces- 
sary to supply, and it is not the business of the Government to furnish 
the profession in Washington with their law-books. 

I yield now so much time as the gentleman from Georgia may want. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the remaining part of an hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, my friend from South Carolina gets 
a little neryous upon this subject-—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I trust the gentleman from Georgia will not be- 
gin his remarks in that way. He totally misapprehends me. Itisa 
matter of entire indifference to me whether the bill passes or not. I 
am only doing my duty. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman would hardly have told me that 
I did not know what I was talking about, I presume, if he had not 
been a little nervous. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I thought you knew something about 
what you were talking of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I am glad to know that the gentleman from 
South Carolina is assuming his usual equanimity. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I assume the gentleman from South Carolina to be 
a little nervous, because he has been kind enough to insinuate that I 
had not read the bill, and that—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I think the gentleman is mistaken. I did not 
say exactly that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was apparently the intimation, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois was charged time and again with ignorance of the 
laws of the District—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, that may be. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Which indicates decided nervousness on the part of 
my friend from South Carolina, for it is not his ordinary style. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman whether there had been a 
codification of the laws of the District. He was uncertain. He did 
not remember whether there was a code or not. I think the notes of 
the stenographer will show that there was a lack of information, ac- 
cording to the statement of the gentleman from South Carolina, in re- 
spect to the water regulations; and he made a further statement that 
there was lack of information in regard to the public debt of the Dis- 
trict, about which, Mr. Speaker, there is just as much reasonable doubt 
as there is as to the public debt of the United States, and that it was 
necessary by this compilation to supply this deficiency. ` 

But, sir, we have the code here. I have it before me. It has been 
said that there was nothing in it with reference to regulations about 
the water-works and what had been done in reference to the water 
taxes, levying assessments for water, collection of water rents, the levy 
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court, and other matters of that kind. I find in this code a compila- 
tion upon all these subjects, and that in reference to the water-works 
covers all subjects relating to that branch of the city’s service: ‘‘the 
unlawful tapping of the water mains;’’ “penalty for tapping, or for 
injuring the pipes or fixtures;’’? ‘‘how prosecuted;”’ ‘‘schedule of 
water rates;’’ “how established and collected;’’ ‘‘not to be a source 
of revenue forany other purpose, but to constitute a fund for the mainte- 
nance of the water service;’’ ‘‘ water rents derived from Washington 
Aqueduct;”? ‘Show applied;”” “water service;’’ ‘‘supply from aque- 
duct main, or pipes;’’ ‘‘how regulated;’’ ‘‘water rates;’’ ‘‘how estab- 
lished;’’ ‘‘ waste of water to be prevented;’’ ‘‘ water may be shut off, 
when;’’ ‘‘use of water for mechanical and manufacturing purposes al- 
lowed, when;’’ ‘‘for private purposes, etc.;’’ ‘‘regulation of supply 
to manufacturing establishments;’’ water rents;’’ ‘‘ how to be ap- 
plied;’’ ‘‘ penalty for unlawful tapping;’’ “injuring water pipes,” and 
various other regulations of the city made by the District of Columbia 
to which reference has been made in the general title under this head 
in the volume before me. 

Then it has been said that there was nothing here in reference to the 
laws of the levy court and those provisions of law and ordinance that 
have continued in force: in relation to the collection of money, the en- 
forcement of contracts, the collection of unpaid taxes; suits for or 
against not abated by the act of February, 1871; property of county 
vested in District, ete. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think I have made a statement here in reference 
to matters that have not heretofore appeared and that are likely to be 
of some value in reaching a proper conclusion in relation to this bill. 
So far as I am individually concerned I do not care a great deal about 
it. Ihave happened in times past to come across compilations made 
by Government officials, first in one Department of the Government 
and then in another. Their preparation has generally been accepted 
by the House as a very nice scheme, perhaps not wanting in some con- 
venience to the public, but largely impelled by the idea of compensa- 
tion to the person doing the work. I haye had some experience in this 
regard, and when this matter came up I took the liberty of expressing 
my dissent, nothing more, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
a question. I did not quite hear him. The gentleman was referring 
to the statutes, general and permanent, codified in the general revision. 
Is not that so? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. What did the gentleman say with respect to the 
ordinances and regulations passed by the District Legislature and by 
the several boards of control at different times, which have now the 
force and effect of law and are not included in that book ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand they are not included. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Does the gentleman from Georgia understand that 
this codification embraces all the acts of the District Legislature? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido. Was it not made the law? Why should it 
not be? 

Mr. RAYNER. It does not, though. It is the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me 
I will say that I find in the index—lI have not time to hunt it up now— 
what laws and ordinances of the levy court continue in force, etc, 

Mr. McCOMAS. In force at what time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. At all times. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In force up to what time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. In force in 1875. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In force up to 1875. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The District government was not change® until 
after that time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. To what time do you refer now ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Eighteen hundred and seventy-eight. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would be three years afterward. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That was prior to that time, and since the ordi- 
nances, regulations, and municipal statutes which were made by bodies 
and authorities competent to enact them, which haye the force of per- 
manent law, and are not statutes of the United States. But Iam tak- 
ing up the time of the gentleman from Georgia, and unless he is will- 
ing to yield to me—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly; the gentleman may go ahead. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman will yield me a little of his time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly; I am not interested in this matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. These important municipal regulations are no- 
- where contained in that volume. They are a floating and nebulous 
mass. They are in thebooks of the old District government in their 
several board regulations which under the authority of the Legislature 
had the right to pass certain health and other ordinances which would 
have the binding effect of law. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. 

Mr. RAYNER, As I understand it that book contains none of the 
ordinances of the levy court, no municipal legislation, no District leg- 


islation. It is a book containing the Revised Statutes of the United 
States in reference to the District of Columbia; nothing else. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Just there, under the head of ‘‘levy court,” there 
is a declaration in terms of what laws and ordinances of that levy court 
are continued in force. 

Mr. ATKINSON. ‘Turn to the text and see what it says. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will hunt it up. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Meantime I want to say this, that it is simply a 
codification of the statutes of the United States passed by Congress re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, which are general and permanent in 
their nature; and it contains nothing else. ‘The immense body of 
municipal regulations of the recent District government and of the sev- 
eral boards of control which from time to time by act of Congress or by 
act of the District Legislature had the power to make ordinances—all 
those permanent ordinances are now floating out in a chaotic way. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know forinformation whether there has 
not been a printed compilation of the ordinances, rules, and regulations 
sought to be printed under the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iwill say to the gentleman that the history of at- 
tempts at codification and compilation in this District has been just 
what the gentleman can see this morning here. 

When I was a member of the committee in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress I had a bill providing for the codification of the criminal code of 
this District, and looking back over twenty years to find out what had 
been done in this direction, I found that effort after effort had been 
made and had been killed in Congress; so that after six years spent in 
this body I am now in favor of anything that comes up for this pur- 
pose, either for a compilation of the general code or the criminal code, 
Three or four years ago I saw apart of this compilation which was then 
being made by the same gentleman. He came to me with letters from 
the then commissioners, or from one of the judges of the court, and I 
spent threeor four evenings looking over the volume and also over an- 
other volume by the same compiler, the publication of which I under- 
stand this House has already provided at this session. There were, as 
Mr. Kern well knew, two distinct bodies of law. The other compila- 
tion to which the gentleman from Georgia refers is a compilation of the 
statutes which are general and permanent in their nature, and I am 
informed by my friend on the committee that nearly three months ago 
a bill providing for the publication of that compilation passed this 
House and is now pending in the Senate. The compilation we are 
now considering is to cover the rules and ordinances of the various 
bodies which have had jurisdiction from time to time of the munici- 
pal affairs, not of the District of Columbia, but of the municipality of 
Georgetown and the municipality of Washington, and therefore it will 
cover the two combined, 

Mr. DOCKERY. How was the compilation which the gentleman 
says passed three months ago authorized ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that this House passed a bill providin 
for a commission to make a compilation of the statutes, and this bil 
simply proposes to supplement that, not for the whole District, but for 
the most important parts of it—the city of Washington and the city of 
Georgetown. Now, I confess that I think it would have been better 
to have had the District court examine and approve this compilation, 
but having seen how for twenty years every attempt to get these laws 
and regulations into definite shape has been defeated, I am now pre- 
pared to vote for any proposition that will tend to clarify and make 
certain the rules and regulations and ordinances relating to the munici- 
pal affairs of the District. The general laws have already been pro- 
vided for. ‘The municipal ordinances and regulations of Georgetown 
and Washington are cared for in this bill, and though it is not in the 
best shape, yet I am in favor of it in any shape. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is 
through I wish to say a word, although I hardly think it is necessary 
after the explanation which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Comas] has given in reply to the position taken by the gentleman from 
Illinois [ Mr. Brerckn | sod the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
on thissubject. The gentleman from Maryland, however, has said that 
he would have this compilation settled and approved by the District 
court. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I shall vote for this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Iunderstand that; but I was about totell the House 
why the committee did not recommend that this should be referred to 
the District court. They thought that as inasmuch as there is al- 
ways at least one lawyer among the District commissioners, and in- 
asmuch as this is a subject purely municipal in its character coming 
so little to the knowledge of the court and so entirely within the 
knowledge of the commissioners as the executive power of the District, 
the commissioners would be the more suitable tribunal to review and 
consider the completeness of the compilation. If, however, the com- 
mittee was in error in that respect, the court can be substituted as the 
tribunal to pass upon the compilation; but it still seems to me that 
the commissioners are the better judgesof the matter. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] says that the compilation of statutes 
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which has been referred to keeps in force the laws of the levy court 
and of certain other municipal organizations. So it does. It leaves 
them in force, but it nowhere gathers up those laws and tells us what 
they are. It may do so to some extent, but it certainly does not do it 
fully. Iask the gentleman from Georgia to read the provisions which 
keep these laws in foree, as I see he has the volume before him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Those very statutes are referred to in this codifica- 
tion and are published. = 

Mr. GROUT. Published where? 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are printed like the other documents cited by 
Congress in the adoption of this very statute. 

Mr. GROUT. Laws running through the whole histoty of this ter- 
ritory since its colonization, because at one time it was under the laws 
of Maryland and was afterwards ceded to the United States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Those were general statutes; and my friend does not 
undertake to say that those laws are not embraced in this codification. 

Mr. GROUT. I undertake to say that those laws are not arranged 
and set forth in the compilation to which the gentleman refers. They 
are ized as in force, but we are left to struggle through mazes of 
uncertainty in order to ascertain what they are, not only in regard to 
municipal matters but in regard to general provisions of Jaw relating 
to the District. Here and there we may have a gleam of light upon 
the subject; that is all. 

Gentlemen, when they look carefully atthis bill, will find that it pro- 
vides simply for a revision of all the laws, rules, regulations, etc., re- 
lating to the municipal affairs of the District—relating to the city of 
Georgetown as well as to the city of Washington—for the provisions of 
law relating to these two divisions of the District are not in all cases 
the same, because these two cities had separate municipal organizations 


_ for many years. 
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Mr. OATES. But you do not propose to embrace in the compilation 
all the laws of the District. 

Mr. GROUT. That is provided for in a bill which has passed this 
House. Steps were taken some weeks ago, as the chairman of the 
committee has stated, to ascertain what those laws are. That bill I 
had the honor myself to report; it looks to inquiry in that direction. 
But the present bill relates to a system by itself; it applies to munici- 

affairs. 


Now, as to the revision of the statutes of the District of Columbia. 


' When you find there something in relation to the water-works of the 


city you find but a mere outline or skeleton; you find provisions giv- 
ing the executive authorities of the city certain powers to make rules 
and regulations. Those rules and regulations of recent date have been 
printed and preserved and can be found; but when you undertake to 
go back to the regulations of the levy court, relating not to the water 
supply, but to taxes, you must, of course, refer to the municipal enact- 
ments—the city ordinances of Washington and Georgetown; and in that 
respect the enactments applying to the District are, as my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas] has said, nebulous, so that only the most 
diligent inquiry can ascertain what they are. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, What do we want at any rate with 
those old rules? 

Mr. GROUT. I must say that when the subject was first brought 
to my attention I was inclined to say as the gentleman from Illinois 
would now suggest, ‘‘ Let us clean out all these oldrules by a codifica- 
tion of the laws of the District; let not the spectacle longer exist of the 
capital of the country being absolutely in confusion as to its public and 
municipal laws. But I found a sentiment strongly prevailing with the 
courts, with the bar of the District, and with the commissioners that 
these old rules be got together and retained as a system; and finally, 
as one member of the committee, I came to the conclusion that these 
old rules, when collected and intelligently presented in a compact form, 
would probably answer every purpose. 

The commissioners have recommended this legislation. If, when 
they come to make the examination contemplated, they find this pro- 
posed revision is not in proper form, they will reject it, as they have 
the right to do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me asuggestion. It wasstated afew moments 
ago—I do not know whether by the gentleman himself or by one of 
his associates on the committee—that efforts heretofore made to codify 
the various laws, ordinances, etc., relating to the District have failed 
in previous Congresses. 

Mr. GROUT. ‘Thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] said 
that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my friend whether the discussion, the 
delay, and the failure attending such effort did not grow out of an at- 
tempt to ingraft new legislation into that codification. 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir. As I read the records of those debates, the 
difficulty grew out of objections of gentleinen who had not made a care- 
ful study of this matter and were not quite willing to credit the District 
Committee with the ability to instruct them. The failure was due also 
in part to various other causes which operate in a large body like this— 
such as the fact of the District legislation failing to receive its proper 
share of consideration, and other causes entailing delay from which leg- 
islation often fails. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to state a single fact which I am quite 


sure the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Indiana 
will remember, that in the Forty-sixth or Forty-seventh Congress there 
was a failure of the proposed codification of District laws, principally 
because of attempted changes in the laws relating to taxation. That 
is why the proposed codification was opposed and why it failed. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Illinois has asked me, why not 
wipe ont the old rules and bring in new rules? In reference to that 
suggestion, I for one finally concluded that the safe way was to gather 
up these fragments scattered through the history of the District and 
collect them together with the hope that they would be a sufficient 
rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not complaining at all of that suggestion; but 
I did not want the statement to go uncontradicted that hitherto codi- 
fications have been obstructed, when in fact those attempts were not 
for codification, but for new legislation, to a very large extent. : 

Mr. GROUT. I presume the gentleman is right with reference to 
the matter to which he has referred. I now yield to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, everybody who has had anything to 
do with the District laws knows how difficult it is, how much time it 
takes, to find ont what are really the existing laws applicable here. 
There are the laws of the old corporation of Georgetown, which apply 
within the corporate limits of what was once Georgetown. There are 
the laws of the District Legislature as it existed for some time. There 
are the laws of the municipal councils, which regulated the government 
of the District when it had not a local legislature. There are the laws 
of the old levy court, under which all the roads were laid out. These 
various provisions of law are only referred to in the Revised Statutes ot 
the District, and are not incorporated there. 

Now, this manuscript volume which this bill proposes to have exam- 
ined I have examined quite critically. It purports to gather up and 
put into a volume all of the various enactments pertaining to munici- 

affairs, with a complete index showing where each one of them may 
found—a complete tracing up of the history of municipal legislation. 

So far as I have been able to examine it, it will supply completely 
the purpose for which it was intended. It will enable Congress and the 
committees of Congress, without searching for weeks, to find out exactly 
the situation of the law here, and if there is anything wrong to apply 
the remedy with certainty, with exact kasnis of the law as it is, 
and therefore with opportunity to wisely change whatever is wrong. 
Without it it is utterly impossible to properly revise the laws of the 
District. Without it it is utterly impossible for the District Commit- 
tee to wisely consider questions coming before it. 

Whenever there is any question about a change of regulation we have 
to resort to the District commissioners and they to the attorneys, who 
hunt down and trace out what it is through those printed volumes and 
all those manuscript books, and even then we have no certainty they 
have not overlooked something. Here is a proposition to consolidate, 
to properly index all these laws for the information of the people of 
the District and for the information of the committees of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe there ought to be a complete codifica- 
tion of the criminal laws; that there ought to be a new code here as 
we have it in the States. I believe there ought to be a new civil code 
for the District of Columbia. Such codes could be readily prepared by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia if they had this volume 
printed and accessible, but they could not be prepared without it, and 
without it in the hands of members of Congress such a code could not 
be by Congress, Š 

I do not know how we could spend money better, not only for the 
District of Columbia, but for the members of Congress themselves. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to consume the fur- 
ther time of the House in reference to this bill. It is a simple ques- 
tion whether the municipal ordinances and orders passed by the various 
tribunals here shall be codified in a way that they shall be accessible 
to the people who shall have to use them or not. I have heard noth- 
ing since my remarks which has shaken my view as to the passage of 
the bill. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman it me to move an amend- 
ment striking out ‘‘ $5,000” and inserting ‘‘ $2,000?” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If you do that I do not think he will sell for 
$2,000, or, if he does, he ought not to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithink the valueof the book has been exaggerated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not want any such amendment introduced 
if I can help it. I withdraw the amendment which I submitted pro- 
viding for the payment of one half by the District and the other half 
by the United States, as I learn it is already provided for in the second 
section. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the gentleman allow my amendment 
to be submitted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will withdraw the previous question for that 
purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL, I move to strike out “$5,000” and insert ‘“‘at a 
sum not to exceed $2,000.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I demand the previous question. 
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Mr. GROUT. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me to 
ask him if the commissioners think this manuscript volume worth $5,- 
000, if after examination they are satisfied of that fact, I do not see 
why they should be limited to the payment only of $2,000? Why not 
let the sum remain as it is in the bill, and then let the commissioners 
pay what they are satisfied the volume is worth? 

Mr. RANDALL. My experience is that wherever you appropriate 
money in a bill the full amount appropriated goes out of the Treasury. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I agree with the gentleman about that. 

Mr. GROUT. This is not appropriated. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes, itisappropriated. I should like to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he has seen these volumes. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, I have not, butI do not think they are of the 
value you expect in reference to this District. 

I know the fact that the police attend to such regulations as the gen- 
tleman refers to; and whatever may be the course of the committee, 
whether they purchase this compilation or not, that must be the end 
Fs it after all. All these things must be looked after by the police au- 
thorities. 

Mr. OATES. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
as a fair compromise to make it $3,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; I have no objection. The trouble is 
that it will be sent over to the Senate, and, speaking with the utmost 
respect of that body, it is very apt to beenlarged after it reaches there. 
If I could get the assurance of the chairman of the committee that he 
will stick to $3,000, then I will feel more confident. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. My information is only such as we have been 
able to gather in committee, I know the book isadmirably compiled. 
It is hard to fix the value of such a thing. It has, of course, no value 
outside of the District. It could not be sold to advantage anywhere 
else than here. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, it is of more value to the lawyers who come 
in contact with the city government than anybody else. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, we can make the lawyers pay for it, and 
iust in the same way that they pay for the Supreme Court reports. 

Mr. RANDALL. This looks also to the printing of this compilation 
after we have paid the money to obtain possession of the right. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. When it is found to be satisfactory after this in- 
vestigation, then we may also have it printed and give the right to pur- 
chase it to anybody who is willing to pay the price which may be fixed 
upon it at the Government Printing Office. 

I call for the previous question upon the bill and pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment 
to allow another amendment to be pending under the operation of the 
previous question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. What is the amendment? é 

Mr. SPRINGER. To insert after the word ‘‘purchase,’’ in line 18, 
page 2, the words ‘‘five hundred copies of—at the sum of $3 each.”’ 

soe Royan for the purchase from the compiler of 500 copies at $3 


an HEMPHILL. I can not yield for that. It changes the whole 
scope of the bill and the scheme of the committee in framing it as it is. 

The previous question was ordered; on a division there being—ayes 
34, noes 13. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of Mr, RANDALL. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


neo 19 strike out “five” and insert ‘‘two;" so it will read “not to exceed 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I did not gather from the reading of the 
amendment that the gentleman had modified it as I understood him to 
agree to do. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon reflection, and after conference with others, 
it is thought that $2,000 is enough. 

The question was taken; and onadivision there were—ayes 32, noes 18. 

So the amendment of Mr. RANDALL was adopted. 

The same amendment was adopted in line 2 of section 2. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The question being upon the third reading of the bill, the question 
was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 37, noes 12. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill as amended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, I move that this bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, HEMPHILL. Is that debatable? 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question not having been ordered, 
the motion is debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move toamend the motion 
to recommit the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to recommit is susceptible of amend- 
ment, and whether before or after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I move to amend the 
motion to recommit by instructing the Committee on the District of 


Columbia to seats the I a bill providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to laws of the District. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw my motion and agree to the mo- 
tion to recommit with that amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman aliw me to ask that he limit the 
expenses of that commission to $50,000 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe gentleman wil allow me, I will puta limit 
upon it that it shall not exceed $1,000. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that it be done by convict labor [laugh- 
ter] or Chinese labor. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will not send this bill back to the 
committee. ‘We all know that it amounts to nothing to pass a bill pro- 
viding for the codification of the laws of the District. It has been tried 
for twenty years without success. This isa provision to get something 
like a compilation of the laws as they exist, in order that the District 
Committee may have something to act upon when they come to con- 
sider matters relating to the District. 

I call the previous question upon the motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hardly thinkit fair that the 
gentleman should call the previous question upon the motion of this 
side. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Very well, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Theideain making themotion 
is that every compilation of the laws of the District of Columbia is a 
step in the wrong direction. That every attempt to obtain a compila- 


‘tion of these Jaws, many of them being obsolete, part being the old 


common law system, part the laws of the State of Maryland, and part 
the ordinances of the city council or municipality of the city of Wash- 
ington under the various forms of the city government extending back 
for nearly a hundred years is, I repeat, a step in the wrong direction; 
and the right thing to do is for a code to be prepared for the govern- 
ment of the District, which code can be enacted into law by the Con- 
gress of the United States, which will work a repeal of the old obso- 
lete forms of law; and in that marner alone can we make a satisfactory 
system of laws for the District. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Do you not know that has been attempted here 
and has failed every time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I would like to say 


there has been a so-called attempt to codify, but the effort has gone be- ~ 


yond acodification and aimed at important legislation. There has been 
resistance to that legislation, not to codification. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. You are obliged to have new laws in a codifica- 
tion; otherwise it is a compilation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ina certain sense the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] is right. There may be 
new laws in the codification in the sense that they have new validity 
given to them by the legislative act of Congress. But a codification of 
the laws that ought to govern the District of Columbia is not an im- 
possibility. It has been done in various States under the name of re- 
vised statutes, general statutes, and other names. There are a num- 
ber of lawyers at the bar of the District of Columbia that can do it. 
The gentleman himself is wholly competent to do it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I agree to everything you say; but it never has 
been done. You know perfectly well we never can get a quorum here 
to pass a District bill. We have only one day atatime. Unless we 
get a compilation of the laws, so we can know what they are before we 
undertake to codify them, we never will get a codification 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The whole argument of the 
gentleman, when reduced to plain English, is that the Congress of the 
United States will not perform its duty and is incompetent to codify 
the law for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Not incompetent, but it will not do it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am not willing to pass a 
law to print a compilation of certain laws of the District of Columbia 
upon the hypothesis that Congress will not perform its duty and is in- 
competent to perform its duty. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The three commissioners, two of which are not law- 
yers, can do it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe it is easier to pre- 
pare a code for the government of the District of Columbia than it is 
to make an intelligent and reliable compilation of the various laws 
which may apply to this District. It is a very doubtful legal question 
concerning many of thesestatutes and ordinances as to whether they do 
now have the validity of law or whether they have been repealed by 
subsequent acts. That legal question is to be decided by the compiler. 
It does not have to be decided by the codifier who is making a statute 
which is to be enacted. That is the ground upon which I moved to 
amend the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER], 
that it was a step in the wrong direction to attempt to make an au- 
thoritative compilation of the laws that might now apply to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for it postpones the possibility of doing what ought 
to be done, to wit, the codification and enactment of a statute which 
gach $ be passed by Congress for the government of the District of 

umpa. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word? 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. It is this: We concede the importance of the codifi- 
cation of the laws; but I ask the gentleman if it is not necessary, or 
certainly if it is not a step in the right direction, to have a compilation 
of the District laws, or what is understood to be the District laws, to 
make the foundation of the codification ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly the more the 
man who is to codify knows of the law and its history the better he 
will be competent to discharge his duties; but it is not worth $2,000 
to purchase this compilation for the purpose of codifying the law. If 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] and the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] will undertake to draw up a code for 
the District of Columbia I have no doubt they would draw a better 
code than the law now in existence in the District of Columbia. I 
think I can say that without being guilty of any fulsome flattery of 
the two gentlemen. 

Mr. HEARD. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky for his flat- 
tering remark—— 

i; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not flatter. Iam only 


ust. 
, Mr, HEARD. But I think it is a very doubtful compliment when 
he says that we or any other two lawyers could draw a better code. I 
believe the District of Columbia has the poorest apology for a code that 
exists on the earth to-day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And yet you think you can 
not draw a better one. 

Mr. HEARD. Yet, Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to know whatis 
understood to be the law here to-day, I believe in order to get an in- 
telligent code we ought to have a compilation of the law as it is sup- 
posed to be to-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to whether it is worth $2,000 or $1,000, that is 
a question for the House to determine. The committee have given the 
matter a good deal of attention. I submit this to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. He says our suggestion proceeds upon the hypothesis that 
Congress is incompetent to codify these laws. I say the gentleman is 
wrong. We do not proceed upon any such hypothesis. We do pro- 
ceed upon the hypothesis that the gentleman meets us on that these 
laws ought to be compiled and codified, that there ought to be put be- 
fore the people of the District and the country a code of laws for the 
District that can be understood. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
whether the tleman proposes to have Congress itself codify these 
laws? Does he propose to raise a commission from the membership of 
this House to codify these laws? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What I proposed was that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, in whose intelligence I have 
great confidence, should themselves, under the instructions of the House, 
report a suitable mode of carrying out the will of the House, which, if 
this resolution is adopted, will give us a code drawn up by a commis- 
sion which shall be appointed in the mode reported by the committee. 

Mr. HEARD. Now I think I clearly understand the gentleman’s 
proposition. It is that the House in the first place shall disagree to our 
proposition to have the laws as they are supposed to exist compiled as 
the material for a codifying committee when raised. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That the House disagree with 
the proposition of the committee to have printed at the expense of the 
Government the present manuscript compilation. That is what the 
House does, not merely by disagreeing and stopping at that point, but 
by going astep further and directing a codification, the mode of which 
shall be left to the commission; and if they choose this mode I for one 
have no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I accept the issue as made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and I submit that it is the 
judgment of the Committee on the District of Columbia that there 
ought to be a compilation of what is supposed to be the existing law as 
a predicate for the work which he recommends. Whether the price 
named here is too great or not is a matter to be determined by the 
House, butit is the judgment of the committee that there should bea 
compilation of what are supposed to be the existing laws as a predicate 
for the work which the gentleman from Kentucky himself recommends. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 'Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is correct as far 
as it goes; but I know of nothing which is more needed than a thor- 
ough compilation and codification of the laws of the United States as 
applicable to the District of Columbia. When I came herein the early 
part of this session I had occasion to examine a question in which it 
was necessary to ascertain what were the laws appertaining to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia upon a given subject. I inquired of one or two of 
the very reputable lawyers in this District where I could find a code or 
compilation of those laws, and nowhere could they point me to it. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
it seems to me, is, however, defective in this. With regard to many 
suits now in existence, op that may hereafter be instituted, it becomes 
necessary to know, not only what is the existing code of laws apper- 
taining to the District, but also what have been the laws heretofore 


under the various forms of government which have existed at different 
times in the cities of Washington and Georgetown and the District of 
Columbia. In such cases a codification or compilation merely of the 
future laws of the District would not of course apply. 

You want to know not merely the existing law bat the former laws, 
and in order to get that knowledge a compilation of this general char- 
acter is necessary, and, as I have already said, I know of no work which 
is more imperatively demanded by the people resident in the District, 
by the Congress of the United States, and by the attorneys who prac- 
tice law in this District than such a compilation of the laws and regu- 
lations appertaining to the District. This bill proposes to give the com- 
missioners of the District discretion, under the advice of their District 
attorney, to examine the work which has been done by the gentleman 
named in the bill, and ascertain whether it constitutes a proper com- 
pilation of these laws and regulations, and whether it is worthy of being 
purchased and published as such. The commissioners are given dis- 
cretion, under the advice of their attorney, to examine the work and pass 
upon it, and the sum of $5,000 which is named in the bill is in my 
judgment a mere bagatelle in view of the importance of this work, 

Mr. McADOO. I want to make a suggestion to the chairman of the 
committee. I have been voting against this bill, and my idea has been 
this: I have thought that we could get for about a thousand dollars a 
compilation of the laws of the District which would serve every pur- 

It ought not to be difficult to get the work done. The city 
which I represent is a large city; it has a legislative history of nearly 
sixty years; our legislative sessions are annual, and the number ot 
charters and enactments with reference to the city is very great; yet 
the whole body of these charters and laws was very intelligently com- 
piled at a cost of about $500. I admit that it is necessary that there 
should be not only a compilation but a codifieation relating to the Dis- 
trict; but the first step is a compilation, and I suggest to the able 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia that he allow 
this bill to be recommitted, and let us have some one or two men des- 
ignated to make such a compilation as the first step. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But here is a compilation already made, which is 
to be subjected to the scrutiny of the commissioners and of the attorney 
for the District, four gentlemen who are certainly as well qualified to 
pass judgment upon it as any that we could find here. The work is 
already done. If it is satisfactorily done we may as well buyit. Of 
course, if it is not properly done we shall not buy it and shall not pay 
a cent for it. 

Mr. MCADOO. It seems to me that the price is very high. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, the bill does not say that we shall pay 
$2,000; it simply says that the price shall not exceed that sum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not the gentleman know 
that when we authorize the purchase at not more than that price, it 
necessarily means that we shall pay that pea I do not myself ob- 
ject to the price. In fact, I do not know but $5,000 may be a proper 
price for the work. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, the amount has now been limited to $2,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not object to the price, 
My idea was that the compilation would rather postpone than hasten 
the codification. 

Mr.HEARD. Notatall. It is the first step toward codification. 

Mr. McADOO. The greatest code ever made in this country was 
the New York State code, by Mr. David Dudley Field and his asso- 
ciates, and I think you will find that the price which this bill proposes 
to pay for codifying the laws of this District is very much larger than 
what was paid to that distinguished lawyer for his code, which has at- 
tracted international attention. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will call 
the previous question and let us dispose of this matter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the motion to recommit. 
Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] propose to modify 
the motion so that the expenditure shall not exceed $1,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not press that modification; that matter 
can be arranged in the committee. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions, it was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes 10, noes 31. 

The bill was then passed; there being—ayes 40, noes 12. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, = y 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 


RECORD OF WILLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (H. R. 1514) relating to 
the record of wills in the District of Columbia. This bill has been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment, in which the District 
Committee recommend concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trustthe gentlemen from South Carolina will now 
permit the Public Lands Committee to go on with their bill. I think 
the gentleman ought to consent to that, 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman will be patient a little while, 
I think we shall soon get through with our business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall have to raise the question of consideration. 
We are losing a great deal of time on unimportant measures. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Indi- 
cal 9 the amendment proposed to this bill is simply to insert a few 
words, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this is merely a formal amendment I do not ob- 
ject to its being acted upon. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “‘ Columbia,” insert “or by the late orphans’ court 
of said District.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 
AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up another bill which has been re- 
turned from the Senate with an amendment—the bill (H. R. 3290) to 
amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
Columbia. > 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the District of Columbia rec- 
ommend non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. With the consent of the members of the com- 
mittee I withdraw the recommendation for non-concurrence and ask the 
House to concur in this amendment. It simply provides that in case 
of serving a summons, the party shall not be bound by service at his 
residence upon a person who is less than sixteen years of age. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 11, page 1, strike out “ twelve” and insert " sixteen.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up House bill No. 7647 to incorporate 
the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia, This bill was the unfinished business of the last District 


day. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that at the adjournment on 
the last day when District business was under consideration, House bill 
No. 7647 was pending upon a motion made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], not now present, to strike out the enact- 
ing clause. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the question of consideration against this 
bill and in favor of the land bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina, on behalf of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, calls up House bill No. 
7647, to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Com- 

y of the District of Columbia. On this bill the gentleman from 
ndiana raises the question of consideration, stating that he desires the 
House to consider the bill known as the public-land bill. The ques- 
tion is, Will the House now proceed to consider House bill No. 7647? 
The question was decided in the negative—ayes 15, noes 34. 


REFORM SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will now be no objection to permit- 
ting the public-iand bill to be called up. Ishall have to raise the ques- 
tion of consideration against any bill which the gentleman from South 
Carolina seeks to have considered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the 
Reform School for Girls of the District of Columbia. This bill has been 
returned from the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this bill the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] raises the question of consideration, for the purpose already 
indicated. The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider this 
bill ? 

The question was decided in the negative—ayes 15, noes 28. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, In view of the expression of the sentiment of the 
House, I hope my friend from South Carolina will not further press 
District business, I call up the public-land bill, which is unfinished 
business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There are a number of bills which are very im- 
portant as the people of the District believe, to their interests. ‘There 

as been but little opportunity to have such business attended to. 
Later in the day, if my friend from Indiana wants to take up this bill, 
or even if he wants an evening session, J. will not object. I ask the 
gentleman from Indiana how long his bill will take. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are forty-two amendments to the bill; and 
the amendments are the important matter. 

Mr. WILKINS. It will take a week. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the gentleman will agree that the District busi- 
ness shall not extend beyond 2 o’clock—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to make a statement: There are 
two measures which were left in an unfinished state on the last Dis- 
trict day—one the bill to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennally- 
town Railway Company, which was reported from the Committee of 
the Whole to the House; the other the joint resolution in regard to the 
case of Samuel Strong, which, when we adjourned, remained in Com- 


mittee of the Whole. If we can get through those two bills, I will 
then yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They will occupy the whole day. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, they will not. We will soon get through 
with them, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Call up the first bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will make that proposition. I desire to dis- 
pose of the resolution in the Strong case, and then the bill in reference 
to the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let them be read, and let us vote upon them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let there be fifteen minutes of debate on each 
side upon the resolution in the Strong case. Does the gentleman agree 
to that proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. My proposition is that the debate shall be lim- 
ited oh the Strong resolution to fifteen minutes on each side, and on 
the Georgetown railway bill to five minutes on each side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this require unanimous consent? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Say fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that it is not to ran be- 
yond 2 o’clock. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SAMUEL STRONG. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up joint resolution (S. R. 26) to ar- 
bitrate and settle the questions at issue between the District cf Co- 
lumbia and Samuel Strong. 

The SPEAKER. That is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of that resolution; and pending that motion I move that all debate be 
limited to fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question of consideration can not be rai:ed. 

The SPEAKER. It can not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question isas to whether the Honse will go 
into committee or not. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question which will have to be voted on. 
The question now pending is on limiting the debate. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to say, when this matter was under con- 
sideration two weeks ago and the hour expired within which it could 
be considered, I had the floor for the purpose.of offering an amend- 
ment in connection with one of the sections of the bill. If I may be 
recognized for a limited portion of the time, I have no objection to con- 
senting to the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. As the proceedings took place in committes, the 
Chair has no knowledge of the status of the resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. If I may be recognized when this matter shall come 
up in the committee, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina limiting debate to fifteen minutes on either side. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 12, 

Mr, HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If we are not permitted to have a vote on this joint 
resolution, I give notice I shall object to everything else and demand 
the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this will occupy but a half an hour I will yield, 
but if it is to occupy longer I will not. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman withdraw the point of no 
quorum ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and 
settle the questions atissue between the District of Columbiaand Sam- 
uel Strong ; and by order of the House debate is limited to fifteen min- 
utes on either side. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas for many years there has been vexatious and expensive litigation 
between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong that is likely to continue 
for manr yens to come, involving each year additional expense to the parties 
concerned ; and 

Whereas experience shows that matters of account so complicated and exten- 
sive somites the whole term of the court trying the same, to the delay of other 
causes; an 

Whereas it is the duty of the Government and the interest of the citizen that 
such controversies should be ended as speedily and satisfactorily as possible: 


Therefore, 
leadings, be- 


Resol 
cuit court of 


eic., That the matters in controversy, as shown by the 
tween the 


istrict of Columbiaand Samuel Strong, known in the c 


the Districtof Columbia ascausesat law numbered 14706 and 14736, be submitted 
to the arbitration of three persons to be appointed by the President of the United 
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in said causes, which award shall be filed in the pa; of the said causes 
in the district court of the District of Columbia, and ns on the records of said 
court; and the Secretary of the ury is i the award be 


by the clerk of said court, in the same manner that judgments against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are paid when rendered by the Court of Claims. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be lawful for said arbitrators to consider any competent 
evidence heretofore taken either before any of the courts where said causes 


‘were pending, or before any of the referees heretofore appointed, including the 
mere taken before William Penn Clark, Albert E. Payne, and Edward Clark, 
an 


if, in the judgment of said arbitrators, further evidence shall be deemed 
n , the same may be taken by them under the rules now governing 
the tak of evidence to be used before the courts of the District of Columbia. 

Sec, 3. That before the President of the United States shall appoint the said 
arbitrators, the said Samuel Strong shall consent in writing tothe appointment 
of the said arbitrators as provided in this joint resolution, and, further, that 
any award made by them, or a majority of them, shall be final and conclusive 
as to matter in issue between the parties to these causes, which consent shall 
be entered of record in the court in which the cases are pending, and shall be 
certified E the clerk of said court to the President of the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the said arbitrators in passing bc any questions of law in- 
volved in the pleadings in said causes shall follow and be bound in making 
their award by any judgment or decision heretofore rendered in the said causes, 
or either of them, by the supreme court of the District of Columbia in general 


term, and in stating the account between the parties shall credit the District of 


Columbia with the face value of the certificates issued. 

Src. 5. That the compensation of said arbitrators shall not exceed the sum of 
$1,000 each. z 

Mr. GROUT. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAY- 
SON ] to make his amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman favors the resolution and should be 
heard first. 

Mr. GROUT. I occupied considerable time the other day in ex- 
plaining the provisions of the resolution and its purpose, which I do 
not think have in any sense been answered. Unless the gentleman has 
something to offer I am ready to take the vote now without further de- 
ba 


te. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the mo- 
tion is to report the bill back with the recommendation that the enact- 
ing clause be stricken out. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Who makes that motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed it was made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. GROUT. Let us take the sense of the committee, then, if no- 
body wishes to be heard. But I think, Mr. Chairman, there is some 
mistake here, and that the motion to strike out the enacting clause re- 
fers to the Georgetown Railway bill and not to this joint resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont is correct. The 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Vermont in favor of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. If you will look at the Recorp you will discover, 
Mr. Chairman, that when the joint resolution was last up for consider- 
ation I had the floor explaining my amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Whatever may be said in favor of the joint resolution, 
perhaps, had better be said now. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I said that if there was nothing to be urged 
against the bill, the friends of it are ready to take the sense of the 
House at any time. So we are now, and I call for a vote upon the 
pending proposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. This resolution, Mr. Chairman, in substance pro- 

a reference of all questions in dispute between Samuel Strong 
and the District of Columbia to a board of arbitrators to consist of 
three members to be appointed by the President of the United States, 
whose decision, as to the amount found to be due Mr. Strong, shall 
be conclusive, and shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States upon the certificate of the board thus organized. As appears 
by the report submitted by the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
this controversy grows out of the performance of certain work by Mr. 
Strong for the District of Columbia in years past, for which a large 
amount is claimed to be yet due the beneficiary of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this matter has been pending in the courts for many 
years, and the principal argument presented by the friends of the bill 
to the House in favor of the adoption of this course of procedure, which 
two weeks ago I characterized as being one of the most extraordinary 

, is the fact that this account is old, that the litigation has 
been long protracted, and that it is a desirable thing that there should 


be an end to litigation; and as these proceedings will bring the matter - 


to a summary end, that therefore the resolution now before the House 
ought to pass. 

In the litigation which has already taken place in years past it ap- 

from the report of the committee that the first findings by a 
judicial tribunal in favor of plaintiff was for $15,413, which was the 
finding of a judge, for it was a chancery proceeding. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is mistaken there. That was the 
amount found due to a subcontractor from Strong. 

Mr. PAYSON. That was the first finding in the courts. Again, on 
the 3d day of June, 1878, it appears that there was a finding by an au- 
ditor, appointed in conformity to law under the District, in favor of 
the plaintiff of $32,958. 

That finding was set aside. Then, again, there was a jury called in 


the same case, and a verdict rendered by the jury for $133,000 in favor 
of the plaintiff. That verdict was subsequently set aside, it being held 
by the judge, as I glean from the report, that there was no anthority 
of law for the incurrence of the indebtedness upon which the suit was 
prosecuted; and that finding was subsequently reversed by the next 
court, being thesupreme court of the Districtof Columbia. By agree- 
ment of the parties, later on, there was a reference of the whole ques- 
tion of dispute to a board of arbitration, and an award by that board 
of $234,798, which was made in 1883. The legal questions involved 
in the case were presented, and the award was also set aside, it being 
held by the supreme court of the District that one item in connection 
with the award allowed to the plaintiffought not to have been allowed 
for this reason: that it was made up of an allowance to him of the dis- 
count he had suffered in disposing of certain certificates of indebted- 
ness which had been received by him from the District on account of 
the work; and the board of arbitrators allowed him in this settlement 
the benefit of that discount. The supreme court of the District held, 
however, that he was not entitled to it. 

That is only essential, in my view of the case and the position I shall 
take in reference to it, to show that there have been wide ranges of 
individual opinions as to the amount to be obtained from the District 
for the work done, ranging from $15,000 in the first amount awarded 
to $234,000 in another award. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is mistaken about the $15,000 award. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well; the next award, $32,956. There is this 
wide range of opinion as to the amount due. 

Now, I have no objection; indeed, I am in favor of the submission of 
this claim to a board of arbitrators. It is evident from an inspection 
of this report that the amount involved necessitates an inquiry into a 
great volume of small transactions, matters of computation, matters of 
account, work done, and the different prices to be paid for the work when 
performed, and it is especially that kind of a situation or dispute be- 
tween parties that demands a reference to a board of arbitrators and 
that such a board is especially adapted to consider. 

But I am opposed in this case, as in every other case where the Gov- 
ernment is interested, to provide first for a board of arbitration, to be 
composed of citizens of this District, to adjust a matter between the 
Government on the one side and an individual on the other, and say 
that Congress shall then step in to declaré that whatever they determine 
shall be a finality in the matter, and particularly where the matter in- 
volved is a quarter of a million of dollars, because of the point made by 
the plaintiff that litigation has been delayed because of vexatious, not 
to say malicious, action on the part of the law officers of the District, 
for it has been so asserted on the other side. I shall propose at the 
proper time to amend the bill to provide that the arbitration may be 
had; and instead of the provision of the bill that the award of the arbi- 
trators shall be final, that the award when made shall be entered as a 
judgment in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and from 
that decision an appeal may be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as in other cases, by either party, and that the appeal shall 
not be prosecuted by the District of Columbia unless it shall be ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General of the United States. 

That is a protection against any case of an award which is extor- 
tionate, or to an amount that ought not to be allowed, and at the 
same time it protects the plaintiff in the case from any claim that his 
rights will either be retarded or frittered away by reason of any per- 
sonal feeling on the part of the officers of the District which may have 
grown out of this vexatious litigation. No rights can be lost to him, 
the rights of the Government can be preserved, and if seems to me it 
will be a concession to the plaintiff that his friends ought to be per- 
fectly satisfied with. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I move that the words 
in section 3, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and which are under- 
scored, be stricken out, and in lieu thereof the amendment be inserted, 
which I also send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to insert, in the fourth line, after the word “resolution,” strik- 
ing out all the balance of the section, the following: 
“And the award of the arbitration shall be entered as a judgment in the su- 
—— court of the District of Colum! and an appeal shall be allowed to the 


ipreme Court of the United States by either party, as in other cases, but shall 


not be taken by District unless approved by the Attorney-General of the 


United States,” 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this amendment in substance was care- 
fully considered by the committee, that is, the question of giving the 
right of appeal from the decision of these arbitrators. Upon full con- 
sideration of the matter the committee at last decided that it was best, 
under all the circumstances of the case as it seened to them, not to 
make this provision. It may seem differently to the House, although 
the House can not understand this matter in its fullness in a talk of 
fifteen minutes or three times as long, for it took seventy-nine days to 
hear the case before a jury. 

It seemed to the committee the best course to have a board of arbi- 
trators, appointed by the President, to hear and decide upon this con- 
troversy and have an end of the whole business. This decision was 
reached not because the courts do not ordinarily offer an ample source 
of relief for parties litigant, but because this case has been so long in 
court and is so involved and complicated in its character, involving so 
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many questions of law and fact. Itshould be said that most of the 
questions ot law have already been determined by the supreme court 
of the District, to which the case has been four times on appeal; once 
from the $32,000 judgment spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois, 
which was reversed; again from a verdict of a jury of $133,000, and re- 
versed upon the ground that there was an understanding by which the 
serie was to have been continued, as the court found, at the time it was 
tried. 

Again it went to the supreme court, having been taken away from 
the jury by the presiding judge after seyenty-nine days or trial, the 
jury not being allowed to find the sum due at all, upon the ground 
that there was no appropriation at the time the board of public works 
entered into these contracts, and hence the contracts were invalid. 
After that case had been on trial seventy-nine days, the District mana- 
gers were able to get that ruling from the court and the case was taken 
from the jury and went to the supreme court of the District. Again 
the court below was reversed. The supreme court of the District said 
that would not answer; that while it might be true there was no ap- 
propriation and so, so far as the law was concerned which authorized 
the board of public works to act, it might not be valid, yet Congress by 
subsequent legislation had validated these contracts and the work had 
been performed and never fully paid for, and therefore that objection 
ought not to obtain. The casecame back and was then sent to three 
referees. 

Ihave here their report, running through 204 pages of closely-printed 
matter, Mr. Chairman; their report simply of the facts, in which they 
found two hundred and odd thousand dollars due tothe plaintiff. Now 
I ask the attention of the House to what Iam about tosay. That case 
went to the supreme court and was reversed. The contract, in the 
first place, was that Mr. Strong was to have his pay in lawfal money; 
but after he worked for a time he called for his pay and there was no 
money in the treasury. So he informed the board of public works 
that he must withdraw his men; that he could not work, for he had not 
the means. It was then arranged, not that he should have pay, but 
thatthey would issue to him certificates of indebtedness, which he could 
use as collateral with his own notes with which to raise money and 
prosecute the work. Hedidso. He concluded that rather than aban- 
don the job he would go forward under that arrangement. He re- 
ceived these certificates of indebtedness and put them up as collateral 
security. 

The District treasury was bankrupt. There were no funds available 
to meet the certificates. The result was that these certificates had to 
be disposed of at less than 50 cents on the dollar; some forty-odd cents 
on the dollar. This bankrupted Mr. Strong. Now he claims that he 
never agreed to take the certificates in payment. He only took them 
as an accommodation arrangement to help him raise money on his 
notes, with the expectation that with the money he could go forward 
with the work, and in due time the District would pay as they had 
agreed to pay for his work. The whole matter became involved. Mr, 
Strong went into bankruptcy. He finally brought forward a claim for 
extra work that was done for laying certain sewers, especially the Slash 
Run sewer, making it much longer. There were a great many changes 
in almost all the sewers he constructed, forming a basis for a charge 
for extra work. He brought suits against the District, making claim 
of course when he brought the suits that he should be allowed the 
difference between the certificates and good money of the United 
States. 

It was finally decided by the District court that Mr. Strong, having 
taken these certificates and put them up, he was bound by that action 
and so must be the loser. Now, that was allowed by those three ref- 
crees, and it entered into almost every item throughout the whole ac- 
count; but the supreme court have reversed that decision, and Mr. 
Strong, for the sake of having an end of the matter, has agreed, as gen- 
tlemen will see by consulting the report, to waive all claim on that 
score, and this jointresolution provides that all law already established 
by the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall be accepted by 
arbitrators in finding their result. Now, the reasons why itseemed to 
the committee wise, and fair, and honest, and equitable, and properin 
every way to let this old man have a conclusion of the controversy in 
this way is because he has been kept dancing attendance upon the courts 
of this District for fifteen years, and every time they have got the judg- 
ment of men as to what he was entitled to a large balance has been 
found duetohim. But counsel, ingenious in conducting defenses, have 
raised all manner of questions, and it is a fact that in one of the last 
bills of exception there were between forty and fifty exceptions. 

It seemed to the committee fair that this old man, who is now sev- 
enty-nine years of age and who is broken down and ruined by the fail- 
ure of the District to keep its contract with him—it seemed, I say, only 
fair that having now waived his claim to that item, and asking only 
for this extra work, he should have whatever little pittance there may 
be left passed upon by a board of arbitrators to be appointed by the 
President, and have an end to the matter. 

These are the reasons why the committee recommend the bill. As 
othergentlemen wish tospeak upon the question, this perhaps is all the 
time Iought to occupy, and Lyield now to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Payson], reserving the balance of my time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. How much time remains in opposition to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. ° 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘There is one point that I would like to have the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] inform us about. The delay 
in the hearing and final determination of this case since 1833 is owing 
entirely to the fact that the plaintiff claimed as against the Govern- ° 
ment the difference between the face value of the certificates and their 
market value. 

Mr. GROUT, It is not. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why not? 

Mr. GROUT. I have already stated that when they had completed 
a trial of seventy-nine days before a jury the District counsel persuaded 
the judge to make an order that the plaintiff could not recover. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not an answer at all. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, it is; because you say that was the cause of the 
delay. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ifthe gentleman will answer my question— 

Mr. GROUT. Iam answering your question. 

Mr. PAYSON. You are not. Iask the gentleman’s attention to 
my point. On the 24th of May there was a reference toa board of 
arbitration, which board of arbitration found $234,000 against the 
District. In that sum a large item was the discount on the District 
certificates. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. And that was a year and a half after the jury trial 
to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. GROUT. That is true. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, I say to the House that the reason of the de- 
lay since 1883 has been the fact that the plaintiff's lawyers have claimed 
that the discount upon the District certificates should be charged up 
against the District; and if the plaintiff had been content with claim- 
ing the money that the supreme court decided he was entitled to as a 
matter of law, there is nothing appearing to show that he might not 
have had his judgment years ago. But because he claimed that the 
District should be saddled with this discount, and because he claimed 
the $234,000 which the court had decided he was not entitled to, that 
is the reason of the delay for the last five years. 

Mr. GROUT. A part of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. And in this bill there is no provision that he waives 
any claim to this discount now. . 

‘That is the point I am making as against the provision in this bill— 
that it should not be left to the judgment of three men to decide finally 
and conclusively all questions of law and fact against the Government 
of the United States, the District being prohibited from taking any ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States. í 

Mr. GROUT. That matter is provided for in the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I know it is provided in the bill that the law as de- 
cided by the supreme court of the District shall be the rule by which 
the arbitrators shall be bound; but we all know well enough as law- 
yers that if it should happen to be the judgment of the board of arbi- 
trators that this old gentleman had been badly treated, and if they 
should want to apply a salve to his wounds by an extortionate award, 
it would be the easiest thing in the world for them to find a pretext 
for doing so. 

Mr. GROUT. That is only the gentleman’s supposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. I submitthat no fault can reasonably be found with 
such an amendment as I offer, under which an appeal by the District 
will not be permitted unless approved by the Attorney-General of the 
United States. This ought to be satisfactory, unless gentlemen here 
desire that the entire control of this matter shall be given over to three 
gentlemen, the hands of the Government being tied. I submit that 
the amendment I have offered ought to be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] 
is now entitled to the floor for four minutes. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, the question which will be submitted 
for the decision of the arbitrators under this bill will be simply a ques- 
tion of fact. The report on this matter has been presented both in the 
Senate and the House without a dissenting voice, and I wish to call at- 
tention to the question of fact as presented in the report: 

‘There seems to be no i papanga that the contractor furnished the material and 
performed the work and labor required by the terms of his contract. 

On that point there is no question. 


And it is equally clear that the board of public works failed to comply with 
the thirteenth clause in the contract, which provided that the work should be 
paid for in legal money of the United States. 


In regard to the question raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson], why Mr. Strong did not want to give full credit for these cer- 
tificates, I have on my desk ten or fifteen affidavits setting forth the 
fact that the District of Columbia, through its legal representatives, 
paid pretty much all its contractors at that time in these same certifi- 
cates, representing about 50 cents on the dollar. Hence, when that 
question came up Mr. Strongsaid, ‘‘I am willing to take those certificates 


at the same rates as other contractors have taken them.’’ The court 
so adjudged and gave him credit accordingly. But the oine court 
set aside that judgment upon the ground that the full face value should 
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have been allowed, although all other contractors had been paid in cer- 
tificates representing only 50 cents on the dollar of their indebtedness. 
This resolution provides that Mr. Strong, under this arbitration, shall 
take those certificates at their face value. 

Here is a man who did his work faithfully under a contract; who 
„fulfilled his contract to the very letter, as could be shown by reference 
to the facts if my timeallowed. This joint resolution is recommended 
by the chief justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
who says: 

In every point of view, it seems to me economical, just, and desirable to have 
a reference of the cause to some competent referee or referees, 

This is the language of a letter of Hon. William M. Merrick, chief- 
justice of the supreme court of this District. - 

I appeal to gentlemen of the House not to adopt the amendment 
which has been offered. This man has been struggling during fourteen 
years to obtain his rights; he has won his suit every time it has gone 
to trial, and would have obtained justice through the courts if he had 
not been set back by technicalities. He has had to contend with what 
appears to have been a piece of malicious persecution on the part of an 
oflicer ofthe District. The District has had the advantage of this man’s 
labor; it is now enjoying the benefits of the work he performed in carry- 
ing out his contracts, The improvementsin this city which have done 
so much to beautify and ornament it and in which every man here 
guns to feel pride, are due in a large degree to the labors of Mr. 

trong. 

If I had more time for the presentation of this case, I think I could 
put it before the House in such a way that there would not be a dis- 
senting voice upon the passage of this joint resolution. 

In regard to the selection of the arbitrators, that is left entirely to 
the opponents of Mr. Strong. The District of Columbia, through the 
President of the United States, will select three disinterested, honor- 
able men, who are to make the decision. Mr. Strong will have noth- 
ing to do with the selection, but will be bound by their decision, what- 
ever it may be. Something is due him beyond all question; and that 
something, whether $1 or $25, or $50,000, this old man ought to have 
paid to him. He did his work for the District faithfully as an honor- 
able, honest man. He is to-day a bankrupt, and will die in the poor- 
house unless he gets some relief at the hands of the representatives of 
the people. I appeal to the humanity and justice of every man here 
not to adopt this amendment, because it will tie up the proceedings to 
such"an extent as practically to defeat the securing of this old man’s 
just rights, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by the order of the House for 
debate on this question has expired. The question is first on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 28; noes 20. 

Mr. SPINOLA. -No quorum; let us have tellers. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ayes 28, noes 20. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] make 
the point of no quorum, 


NOMINATION OF HARRISON, 
Mr. PAYSON. Let the dispatch be read which I send up to the 
Clerk’s desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection it will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Western Union Telegraph Company bulletin.] 

Harrison nominated. 

[Loud applause on the Republican side and waving of handkerchiefs 
and flags. ] 

SAMUEL STRONG. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum having been made, the 
Chair-will appoint the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] as tellers. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I think if we can have the vote taken over again 
there will be no necessity for having tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. there be no objection, by unanimous consent 
the present proceeding will be dispensed with, and the amendment 
and pending section of the joint resolution will be read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

The question recurred on Mr. PAYSON’s amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I move that the committee rise and re 
joint resolution back to the House with the recommendation t) 


pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had, according to order, had under consideration joint resolution 
(S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at issue between the 
District of Columbia and Samuel Strong, and had directed him to re- 


rt the 
t it do 


port the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the 
ae and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
South Carolina to the fact that the pending motion is to strike out 
the enacting clause, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE], not now in his seat, and acting on the principle which has 
controlled us heretofore,I hope the bill will not be taken up in kis ab- 
sence, but that we will allow it to go over; otherwise I must raise the 
question of consideration on it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. J amsure I would not do anything which would 
interfere with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] in the 
discharge of his duties touching the interests of his own constituents, 
but it is not a bill concerning him or his constituents, but it is a bill 
in which he can take no specialinterest. If it were, I would of course 
not ask the House to consider it. I think it is hardly fair that the 
people who are interested in a bill should be compelled to stand over 
because the gentleman is not present. I therefore prefer the House 
should pass upon it. 

I should state when the bill was up before one ground of complaint 
was that there was no petition presented in favor of it. I have a pe- 
tition signed by 234 persons living along this route. I have also a let- 
ter—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. The question is, Will the 
House now proceed to the consideration of the bill? : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 41. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to take up the Jand bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman from Indiana will allow this 
railroad bill to go through, it will be the end of the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for to-day. I do not see why I should give up every- 
thing while he gives up nothing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has now taken up nearly the whole 
day with this business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The people of the District of Columbia are enti- 
tled to some consideration. Is the gentleman from Indiana willing to 
allow ten minutes on each side? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well then; say ten minutes on each side. I 
agree if the debate on this bill shall not go beyond ten minutes. After 
that let the vote be taken, and let it be passed or rejected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iagreeto that. 

TheSPEAKER. The House has determined not to consider it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I move to take the vote over again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if my friend will allow the homestead bill 
to be called u 

Mr. ATKINSON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. REED. What was the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to consider the bill, and proceed to its con- 
sideration with an understanding between the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and the gentleman from South Carolina that there would be not 
exceeding ten minutes’ debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will reconsider the vote. 

Mr. REED. What is the vote upon? 

The SPEAKER. The Tennallytown railroad bill. 

Is there further objection to the request to reconsider the vote and 
consider the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Underthe agreement the general debate is to be 
limited to five minutes on each side. 

I desire to state, gentlemen, that when this bill was up for consider- 
ation the other day objection was made on the part of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that it was not demanded by people 
living along the line; and that the real estate through which the road 
passed, and which would be benefited by its construction, was owned 
by a syndicate in the northwestern part of the city who were the only 
people who would be benefited by the bill. Ihave taken some occa- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5553 


sion to investigate the map showing different lots occupied or owned 
by people along the proposed route of this road, and I am prepared to 
say that the statement of the gentleman from P: ‘lvania was an en- 
tire misapprehension. I am prepared to say that the map of the Dis- 
trict in that locality is cut up into a large number of lots, and they are 
owned by a very large number of different peo 

Some gentleman, whom I do not know, but he lives out in that part 
of the city, sent me the other day through one of the doorkeepers a pe- 
tition signed by two hundred and thirty-four persons living along the 
line of the road, asking the House of Representatives to pass the bill. 
They, as I am informed, have no pecuniary interest whatever in the 
road itself, but simply desire to have some convenience to go from their 
homes into the city and back to their homes whenever it is necessary 
for them todo so. At present there is no such facility. I have in 
addition to that a letter addressed to me and signed by General Drum, 
who lives in that part of the city, and who says that he has noticed the 
debate upon the subject, and that it was an entire mistake to state that 
he and other people living out there, and who may not be able to keep 
private conveyances, were not interested in and anxious for the passage 
of the bill. On the contrary, he says that they are interested, and this 
letter and this petition I think are complete answers to the statement 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] upon such in- 
formation as he had at the time. It is simply a question now as to 
whether or not this rai which will pass through a certain portion 
of this District, and which will lead from the city to a town of about 
seven or eight hundred inhabitants on the edge of the District, shall be 
constructed; but whether it shall be constructed or not I do not believe 
that there is any reason whatever for refusing to grant this right of way. 
There is not a single protest or objection on the part of anybody in the 
Ones of Columbia along the line of the road or elsewhere against the 

I ask a vote, unless some gentleman wants to be heard further upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to strike out the 

use. 


The motion was not to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, there being on a division—ayes 56, noes 8. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFORM SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I have agreed to yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina one minute longer to ask concurrence in Senate amendments 
to a House bill. ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Under that agreement I call up House bill 1361, 
to incorporate the reform school for girls of the District of Columbia, 
simply to ask concurrence in certain Senate amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” insert “ subject to the approval of 
the commissioners thereof.” 
Re lines 14 and 15, strike out “ District of Columbia” and insert “ United 
tes, 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole; but if 
there be no objection, the committee will be discharged, and the ques- 
tion will be taken in the House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to concur in the Senate amendments, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (H. R.7901) to secure to actual settlers the public 
lands adapted to agriculture, to protect the forests of the public do- 
main, and for other pu 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. Payson: 

At the end of section 3 add, “but no patent shall issue except to a citizen of 
the United States.” 

By Mr. NELSON: 

Add to the amendment offered by Mr. Payson, the words ‘or when he has 
declared his intention to become such.” 

Mr. MCRAE, I desire to call attention to the fact that there are 
several other amendments to that section that ought to be considered 


first, and may make the consideration of the present amendment un- 


necessary. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk has reported the amendments in the 
order in which they were offered. If there be no objection, the Clerk 


T repart the amendments in the order in which they will appear in 
e bill. 


Mr. PAYSON. 


I ask unanimous consent that that may be done as 
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to all these amendments when they shall be reached; that the amend- 
ments shall be presented and taken up in the order in which they 
bre appear to the bill, rather than the order in which they were 
o 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, that order will be pursued. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been agreed to heretofore. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the committee 
has had these amendments arranged in conformity to the understand- 
ing that they should be considered in the order in which they stand as 
applicable to the several sections of the bill. There are quite a large 
number of the amendments here. They have been printed and any 
gentleman desiring to see the amendments can be supplied with copies. 
I have already sent a copy to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will be governed by that copy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr, CUTCHEON : 

Insert in line 3, section 1, after the words * United States,” “now belonging 
to the public domain, or which may be hereafter restored to the public domain 
from lands heretofore granted to any State or corporation for the pu of 
aiding in the construction of any railroad or other public improvement.” 

Mr. PAYSON. I think that amendment was determined upon by 
the House when the matter was under consideration before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that amendment was not adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. We havealready reached section 3 of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairis advised by the Clerk that this amend- 
ment has been agreed to heretofore, and that the House has reached 
section 3. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment first reported by the Clerk a few 
moments ago is the one now pending. 

Mr. MCRAE. Thatwas not the first amendment to section 3, There 
were several other amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first amendment to section 3—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has a record here which shows that 
some amendments were rejected by the House. The question seems to 
be on the amendment popa by the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON] to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson]. i 

Mr. PAYSON. That was the pending question when the bill was 
last under consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is my understanding. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment offered by Mr. PAYSON was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. Nutrine : 

“Strike out the words ‘ or who has declaréd his intention to become such,’ in 
lines 5 and 6, page 2,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the words "or who has filed his declaration of intention to become 
such, as required by the naturalization laws,” in lines 5 and 6, page 2; lines 5, 
6, and 7, page 8, and lines 7, 8, and 9, page 12 of the printed bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is the same thing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). TheChairis informed 
that that amendment was voted down. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is the same thing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that there 
were amendments pending to the first section which were not disposed 
of, and the Chair desires to ask whether it is the purpose of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to go on or to recur to that sec- 
tion now? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope there will be no objection to disposing of 
the amendments to the first section as we are p now. Iask 
that they bereported. My understanding was that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] offered an amendment to the first line of 
the first section—— 
woes CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that thatamendment was 

opted. 

Mr. McRAE. It was voted down. > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments that have been adopted will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In section 1, line 3, after the words “United States,” the following amend- 
ment was inserted: * Now belonging to the public domain or which may here- 
after be added to the public domain.” 

Also insert after the Word “tin,” in section 2, line 3, the words “ or other val- 
uable mineral deposit.” 

In the same line strike out the word “contiguous,” and in line 4, after the 
word “in,” insert the word “contiguous.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that those 
are the amendments that have been adopted to the first section. There 
is another amendment pending, which was proposed by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], which the Clerk will read. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the words “United States,” in line 
Man’s Land or the neutral strip lying imm 
and Eastern Colorado.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen by the amendment adopted to the 
first section that that is unn 2 i 

Mr. STONE of Missouri. That amendment was withdrawn. The 
record shows that it was withdrawn by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PETERS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will report the 
next amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there were two amendments offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], to strike out parts of 
lines 6 and 7 insection 3 and certain words in lines 12 and 13. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Itis proposed by Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, to amend section 3 by striking 
out all after the words “ Revised Statutes,” in line 2, and inserting the words 
ttis hereby repealed.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think the amendment to which the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] refers is one which was of- 
fered earlier than that. Iask the Clerk to read the amendment in 
lines 6 and 7. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out in lines 6 and 7 of section 3 the words “ or any associa- 
tion of persons severally qualified as above;”’ and in lines 12 and 13 of section 
3 strike out the words “ or 320 acres to such association.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
after quite a careful consideration of the matter the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands think that the words included in the last amendment, “‘ or 
320 acres to such association,” ought to stand. The entry is limited to 
160 acres. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, for a person; but what object is 
there in making any provision in this bill for an association ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the objection to it? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Simply because we ought to profit by 
the experience of Pennsylvania, where the coal lands have gone out of 
the hands of individuals and into the hands of large corporations or as- 
sociations. : 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Kansas 
whether he is insisting upon this amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I shall be glad to hear his reasons. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Because, in making provision in the 
land laws for an individual, a person, you goas far as I think you 
ought to go. The public domain was not intended, in my opinion, to 
be given away except to persons, to individuals; but itis provided here 
that associations may be formed and may take these lands. Now, if 
the gentleman has looked carefully into the condition of the Eastern 
coal fields he has found that the great difficulty to-day is in the fact 
that associations control the whole of them. There are three or four 
railroad companies which to-day absolutely control the whole anthra- 
cite coalregion. That being the case, when you are making provision 
for the disposition of that portion of the public domain which still re- 
mainsin the control of the Government, and all of which isin the West, 
Ican not see why it is necessary for us to make any provision by which 
associations shall be recognized and by which these coal lands shall be 
given to them. 

Mr. PAYSON. They are not given; they are sold. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, sold. I do not want any asso- 
ciation about it, so far as I am concerned. We have had “trusts” 
enough. 

M 5 PAYSON. I donot desire to consume the time of the committee, 
but it seems to me that the amendment of the gentleman ought not to 
prevail. Briefly stated, the proposition is this: The bill proposes to 
dispose of coal and iron lands for so much money per acre, and it pro- 
poses to sell lands in quantities not exceeding 160 acres to an individual, 
or not exceeding 320 acres to an association, either a partnership or a 
corporation. 

Asa matter of practical experience in reference to mining in the 
West, it goes without saying that such business is always carried on 
by an association of capital; it is never, so far as I know, an individual 
enterprise. Take my own State, or take the iron region of Michigan, 
or any part of the West where these mining operations are carried on. 
They require the outlay of such an amount of capital that for this rea- 
son, as well as for convenience in other respects, partnerships and as- 
sociations of capital are formed for the purpose of developing coal and 
iron mines. And I know of no reason why the Congress of the United 
States should say that it will sell 160 acres of coal land to me individ- 
ually for the purpose of development, but will not sell to a partner- 
ship composed of the gentleman from Kansas and m; There is no 
logic in such distinction. There is nothing in this matter involving 
the question of monopoly or anti-monopoly; it is simply a business 
proposition. The coal and the iron, as they lie undeveloped, are ab- 
solutely valueless; their value consists only in their availability when 
worked. Itseems to me, therefore, without going into an argument 


add the words “including No 
south of Western Kansas 


(for the statement of the matter carries with it all the argument neces- 
sary), that the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas to strike out 
the provision allowing a partnership or association to acquire these 
ans ee ought not to be adopted. I hope it will not prevail. 

Mr. VER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] to page 5 of the list of amendntents. He will 
find there an amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Sarre] which ought to be considered in connection with this 
proposition—at least this amendment ought to be adopted or rejected 
with reference to that amendment, which is yet to be voted upon—an 
amendment which, if adopted, will nullify this section altogether. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, there were—ayes 6, noes 14. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think, Mr. Chairman, there ought 
to be a quorum on this question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the gentleman that this amendment is 
of no practical importance; the result is exactly the same whether the 
grant be made to two or three persons individually or as an association. 
The gentleman’s other amendment is an important one, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will not insist on a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is rejected. 

The second branch of the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 
was read as follows: 

In lines 12 and 13 of section 3 strike out the words “or 320 acres to such as- 
on,” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that the words struck out should be 
simply ‘‘three hundred and twenty acres to such,” making the lan- 
guage read: ‘‘not exceeding 160 acres to such individual, person, or 
association,” ete. This modification seems to be n in order to 
make the concluding language harmonize with the preceding portion 
of the section. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think the preceding portion of the 
section is a humbug. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amendment so as to strike 
out simply the words ‘‘three hundred and twenty acres to such.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment as amended was adopted. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. LIND) was read, as follows: 

Add to section 3 the following: 

“ Provided, however, That Congress shall always have and does hereby reserve 
the pra to regulate, by laws generalin their provisions, the mentand 
conduct of the business of mining coal on any of the lands ente in this act, 
and also the right to oo sept ponon or corporation engaged in operating 


or mining on such lands an unreasonable price for the produc- 
tion thereof.” 


The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas) was 
read, as follows: 

Amend section 3 by striking out all after the words " United States,” in line 
2, and insert the words “is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is some mis- 
take about that. ` 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; the effect of this amendment 
will be to make the beginning of section 3 read: ‘‘That section 2347 of 
the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed,” striking out the words ‘‘be 
amended so as to read as follows.’’ This will of course annul this sec- 
tion al instead of amending it. 
ee PAYSON. Will the gentleman tell us the substance of section 

7? ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I suppose it to be quoted in that por- 
tion of the bill embraced between lines 4 and 14, on page 2. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why does the gentenan want that repealed? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. For the simple reason that I do not 
want to give the lands to these associations. 

Mr. PAYSON. What would the gentleman do with these coal and 
iron lands, if he would not sell them? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the Government keep them. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that makes a straight issue. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Certainly. This thing of being so 
intensely liberal to associations in giving to them the complete control 
of the coal and iron lands now remaining as a part of the public do- 
main is to my mind a mistake; and this amendment raises the whole 
question as to whether we want to do that or not. 

For my part, Mr. Chairman, I believe it is the true policy of the 
Government in reference to these mineral lands to dispose of them 
with great slowness if at all. Then in the future we will be in a far 
better condition in reference tothem. That is the point in the amend- 
ment. z 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I believe the amendment I offered to 
section 2, which will be found on 5of the amendments to the 
bill, will cover the whole question. e ought to refer back and settle 
that question before we proceed any further. If we adopt that or the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan it will settle the 
whole question so far as coal lands are concerned. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope that will be done. These 
amendments have been passed over for the time being. Really the 
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pose oat of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Suri] is the de- 
ve one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that amendment is adopted we will have to go 
back to that section. We will have to provide some means of dispos- 
ing of the lands even if the Government determines to retain the coal 
lands. There is no period in our history when the disposition of coal 
lands was suspended. This has been found to beimpracticable. Ido 
not see how we can embrace it without embracing in some form the 
disposal of coal lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. The amendment by Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, as 
printed reads: 

Amend section 3 by striking out all after the words ‘ United States" and in- 
sert the words “is hereby repealed.” 

Now, the words ‘‘ United States ” do not occur in line 2 at all. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Instead of ‘‘ United States” the words 
should be ‘‘ Revised Statutes.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the amendment 
of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, to amend section 3 by striking out all 
after the words ‘‘ Revised Statutes,” in line 2, and inserting the words 
‘tis hereby repealed.” 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 25. 

So the amendment was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend- 
ment. 
aa ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ or 

1 

Mr. WEAVER. Thathas been withdrawn. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire tooffer not exactly with the rec- 
ommendation of the committee, but after consultation with members 
of the committee, the substitute for section 4 which I send up to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I have an amendment to section 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will firstrecognize the gen- 
tleman from Michigan to move his amendment to section 3. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I send the amendment to the Clerk’s desk to be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 3 the following: 

“ No railroad co; on or corporation formed to carry on the business of 
common carriers shall havea right to enter any land under this section or atany 
time undertake to acquire by gift, grant, or devise any land entered under this 
section under said railroad corporation or corporation formed to carry on the 
business of common carriers at any time in the future to carry on the business 
of mining either in their own name or in the name of persons on land so 


Mr. WEAVER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to the fact that we have passed over the amendment to the 
second section which should be considered in this place. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us vote on this proposition first. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is an amendment pending by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SMITH] to section 2 of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That has been passed over. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw his amendment for the present. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Very well. 

TheSPEAKER pro sete The amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Surrn] is now pending, and the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Surra, of Wisconsin : 
Amend by striking out all of the section after the word “ provided,” and in- 


serting as follows: 
~ its of coal or iron on the landsof the United 
nited States,and no future grant or nt 


to the exce 
own private use: And p u 
ment of the United States to control 


ts, or lessees, 
shall ever be questioned, and the provisions of this section shall be expressed in 
ereafter disposed States.” 


Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. The House will understand this bill 
provides for the disposition and sale of timber lands and of the iron 
and coal lands now belonging to the Government. 

It seems to me that that is a proposition to place the future inhab- 
itants of the region now owned by the United States, and known as 
the public domain—to place them in the hands entirely of the coal 
monopolists and timber monopolists of this country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not that the law or the practice now ? 
rep they siege Well, it may be; but if that be the law now it is 

W.. 

Now, look at this matter for a moment, Mr, S er. Take 160 
acres of land with an 8-foot coal vein underlying it. The amount of 
coal underlying that tract is wholly out of proportion to any wants 
that may ever arise on behalf of the owner of the 160 acres of land. 
It was never placed there, if I may be permitted to refer to the laws 


of na for the use of any one single individual, but it was placed 
there by the Great Power that controls the universe for the benefit of 
the the multitudes living in the cities in the vicinity of the coal, 


and who are just as much at the mercy of the elements, and who are just 
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as much dependent upon its use as the man who heppens to live on the 
160 acres of land and finds the bed of coal below the surface. 

It is adapted for fuel for all the people, and the Government ought 
to protect the people from the mercy of the monopolists, whose opera- 
tions we have witnessed in this in other parts of the country. 

A MEMBER. We do protect the mineral lands now. 

Mr. WEAVER. I know that we have protected them to a certain 
extent. We have embraced upon our statute-books laws to reserye the 
title to the coal deposits. I am not so particular about the iron de- 
posits, because iron is not so much an article of daily necessity; but I 
am strenuous in my demand that we should protect the coal deposits. 
It is provided expressly in this bill that these deposits of fuel—timber 
and coal—shall be protected; and this simply provides a reservation of 
the title to the coal and timber deposits, or rather to the coal and iron 
deposits under the United States. 

I repeat, I am not so particular about iron, and am willing to strike 
out the words in thisamendment, ‘‘or iron,’’ andshall offeran amend- 
ment with that view. 

But I do insist, sir, that we should retain the title to all coal deposits, 
reserving the simple right to the owner of the soil to use so much as 
may be n for his private purposes, and guard the balance care- 
fully for the use of the people, so as to protect them against paying 
tribute to monopoly. 

We own the land now; but when once we have parted with its pos- 
session, either under this or any other provision of law, we will never 
regain title,for it has passed ont of oth Beh of the United States and 
it is beyond our control and beyond the reach of legislation. 
eral statute of the United States or State statute can reach it. 

The people thereafter are forever at the mercy of the monopoly. Let 
us pause right here before we take another step, and let us, with the 
remnant of the public domain, inaugurate the careful policy which 
should have been the policy in this respect from the foundation of the 
Government. 

I hope no gentleman will vote against the amendment, 

I move a further amendment, to strike out the words ‘‘oriron”’ from 
the amendment in line 3, 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman from Iowa takes his seat will 
he foreshadow what his policy would be as to the disposition of the 
coal for general use now on the lands reserved by the bill? 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. That is not so easily done. 

Mr. WEAVER. The Government might rip. ake it in small quan- 
tities; they may lease the lands even, without if you please, and 
in the Jease and in the law authorizing the lease they misy ee 
the maximum price beyond which the coal shall not be sold, In this and 
other ways protection may be afforded to the people. Ido not wish to 
retain it as a source of revenue to the Government, as in Spain, and for 
some time in England and other countries—a source of profit to the Gov- 
ernment. Ido not want the Government to undertake the leasing of 
coal lands or enter into mining operations; but what I do want is that 
the Government shall retain sovereign control over the source of the 
fuel supply in this country, and I would be willing to let the Govern- 
ment lease the lands to individuals under proper restrictions, regula- 
tions, and conditions, free of cost. 

It must be remembered, Mr, Speaker, that we are nob legislating for 
to-day, but we are fixing conditions which will exist h the whole 
fature of this country, and in that fature millions of people will be de- 
pendent upon this fuel deposit in order to keep them warm when the 
mercury is below zero; and I am unwilling, in view of what we know 
will come in the future, to say here, as a legislator, that these lands 
and these people shall be placed under the control of monopoly. I 
would retain for all time the power in the Government to control this 
business, 

Suppose the Government had to-day control over the anthracite re- 
gion. You would have no anthracite coal monopoly, such as now dis- 
graces our civilization. 

Mr. McRAE. I want to ask the gentleman this question, with his 
consent: if he knows of anysuch region belonging to the public domain? 
The question is not whether corporations are controlling the coal lands 
by any organization, nor whether a syndicate or corporation own them, 
but whether we shall dispose of what we have in the manner suggested 
here in the bill? Have we any such large public coal lands? 

Mr. WEAVER, There are vast coal deposits, I will tell the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. MCRAE. Whereabouts? 

Mr. WEAVER. In the region known as No Man’s Land, and in 
many regions of the country. I presume there is not any considerable 
portion of the public domain remaining to the United States that is 
not underlined with coal deposits. It is one of the wise provisions of 
nature and of nature’s God, and we are here legislating for the future, 
not for to-day, but for all time to come; and I hope this House will 
not shut its eyes to follow a bad precedent that ought to have been 
reversed years ago, 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman takes his seat let me ask him 
now, assuming what we want is a practical solution of this thing, whether 
he sees any constitutional difficulty in the way of Congress attempting 
to control the management, output, prices, ete., in the States, and 


No gen- 
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where this Congress can get any such power if it undertakes to exer- 
cise that right? 

Mr. WEAVER. Congress has the right to dispose of all the prop- 
erty that belongs to the United States. If the United States retains 
the title to this coal it will be Government property, and therefore the 
Government can control it. There is no constitutional provision in 
the way that I can see. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My sympathy is entirely with the gentleman from 
Iowa, but I object to his criticisms of this particular measure. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not offer it as a criticism at all. It is simply 
a matter of correct policy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The law has been as is proposed by this bill for a 
great many years, except in one respect. ‘The general law provides 
now that coal lands may be disposed of in quantities of not exceeding 
360 acres to any association of persons at $20 an acre for land within 
15 miles of a railroad and $10 an acre where situated further from a 
railroad than 10 miles. The committee thought it was just as well at 
once to establish one price, and therefore fixed upon $10, and so recom- 
mend. As we understand the proposition now pending, the Govern- 
ment can not well retain the title of the land. There are embarrass- 
ments in the way. Yet all must admit there is great force in the sug- 
gestion that in some form or other the Government should seek to ob- 
tain control. Isubmit that if the land is sold subject to an express 
condition, that condition will not be affected by the fact that the land 
ultimately comes to be in a State rather than a Territory. The Goy- 
ernment retains an express right and controlling power in the entire 
property, in the coal mine itself. I therefore ventured to draw up a 
oid apace upon this subject, although I must say Iam not satisfied 
with anything I have seen, It is, I think, quite a mild proposition, 
which does not propose to retain the title of the land in the Govern- 
ment, I felt em by another fact, and I think the committee 
all did. Some of these lands are reported on returns to the Land Of- 
fice as coal lands, and are ultimately found valueless for any purpose. 
This is the case in the State of Alabama, in the State of Arkansas, per- 
haps other States in the South, and to a very large extent in the West. 

The lands are not really coal lands. They are valuable only for ag- 
riculture. There the Government ought not be embarrassed nor the 
citizen embarrassed by a complicated state of title resulting from a 
Government reservation. So I venture to suggest the amendment 
which the Clerk will read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to amend the amendment by inserting: 

“Provided, however, Asto coal lands hereafter sold, Congress reserves the right 
to regulate by general laws the business of mining the coal deposits therein; 
also to prohibit the consolidation of the interests of coal lands and the owner- 
ship therein in or otherwise beyond the original entry thereof by any per- 
son as authorized by this act, and to control and regulate the disposition of the 
pods or: ne coal mine on any such land and prohibit unreasonable charges 

Q; e 

Mr. HOLMAN. While that proposition permits the sale of theland 
it simply seeks to retain Government control over the mineral deposits. 

Mr. WEAVER. It seeks to do what it can not do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. WEAVER. Because you pass the fee-simple of the land. After 
that is done the coal belongs to the individual,and you can not retain 
it. You have got to retain the title in the property in order to get 
jurisdiction. The jurisdiction can not be severed from the ownership 
of the property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the criticism of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] is not exactly correct. I can not see why the Federal 
Government can not sell the land, reserving a property interest in this 
way. 

hr. TILLMAN. Mineral rights. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; just as any individual may do. 

Mr. WEAVER. That does not reserve the right of property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The power of regulation and control in this case is 
vested in the Government. It is a retention of the property interest 
in the property. It does not seem to be a matter of any consequence 
as to the difference between the powers of a State and the powers ofa 
Territory. Of course this legislation is admissible in a Territory and 
I think it is also in a State. The Government retains the power of 
control, 

It seems to me this would be far better than for the Government to 
enter into the business of leasing coal lands. Our Government has too 
much upon its hands to look after, and should not go into a business 

‘go remote from the legitimate objects of Government. I would be 
glad to see such control retained as thatthe Government could prevent 
monopoly, and secure the coal to the people at a fair and reasonable 
price. I think the amendment I offer will accomplish that result. — 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to say in reply to the gentleman that I did 
notin the remark which I made awhile ago mean any unfriendly criti- 
cism of the bill. The general object of the bill is perfectly humane 
and patriotic. But it was the particular feature of the billof which I 
was speaking. 

Now, with due respect to the gentlemen, I think the amendment just 
offered will probably be of doubtful force and effect. Ican not conceive 
how the Government can part with the fee- simple title, with all the 


property interest that it has in these lands, and still retain the right 
to legislate with regard to how the purchaser shall dispose of the land 
which he has purchased and paid for. But, on the other hand, there 
can be no doubt about the effect of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Smrru], which I will now read: 

Provided, however, That all deposits of coal or iron on the lands of the United 
States are hereby reserved to the United States and no future t or patent 
from the United States shall be held to include such deposits: ded, That 
nothing herein contained shall prevent the owner of any land juired subject 
to the exceptions and reservations of this section from using mak deposits for 
his own private use: And provided further, That neither the right of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to control and regulate the use and disposition of 
such deposits and working thereof, nor the right of said Government to enter 
upon the lands containing such deposits, either by its officers, nts, or lessees, 
shall ever be questioned, and the provisions of this section shall be expressed in 
all grants and patents for lands hereafter disposed of by the United States. 

It seems to me, sir, thatis broad, humane, and most unobjectionable. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, I have a sincere desire to see this 
bill become a law. I believe that this land Jaw in its general modifi- 
cation as presented by the Committee on Public Lands is surpassed in 
merit by very few measures that have been presented to Congress, and 
while that is true of the bill as a whole, this proposition to reserve the 
coal which underlies so much of this land in the West, is an exceed- 
ingly important one. For nearly twenty years of my life I have been 
the land agent of the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad Company. A 
few years ago they withdrew all their land contracts and patents and 
inserted just the provision which we are seeking to have ingrafted into 
this bill. They are reserving the ownership not merely of the coal, 
but of all mineral that underlies their lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the Northern Pacific Railroad Company is do- 
ing the same thing. 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, and we know that that reservation holds in 
law. We know that you can deed lands and make a reservation of 
anything that lies underneath. These lands are not sold to-day for 
the value of the coal that underlies them. It is discovered later. It 
makes the purchase of lands a perfect lottery, and there is no reason 
why the man who merely discovers the coal or other mineral should 
have that which is worth ten times more than theland cost him orig- 
inally, or even than it is worth with all his improvements at the time 
of the discovery. We understand from general newspaper reports that 
so far as commercial purposes are concerned the supply of timber in 
this country will soon be exhausted. 

Fire-wood is already very costly in the neighborhood of cities, and, 
besides that, itis bulky. We know, also, what quantities of coal are 
being mined everywhere for the use of people who are located in a cold 
and inhospitable climate. Great discoveries of coal are being made all 
through the West. I understand that extensive discoveries have been 
made in the Indian Territory and in Colorado and elsewhere in the 
West. It is said that the Rocky Mountains are underlaid with it, and 
if that coal supply can be reserved and kept under the control of the 
Government it will be a great advantage to the people at large. If at 
any time coal mines are discovered and opened on these lands, and the 
parties who are working them do not seek to make a monopoly of them, 
but sell the coal at reasonable rates, the probability is that there will 
not be any attempt to interfere with their operations; but, inasmuch 
as no laches can ever be attributed to the Government, whenever such 
parties attempt to take advantage of the people, whenever an effort is 
discovered on the part of those who have the usufruct of the land to 
monopolize this product and charge extortionate prices for it, then the 
Government can step in and put a stop to such p ings. 

The question of fuel and of fuel supply is a very important one, not 
only for the people generally for their domestic uses, but also for all 
the great manufacturing enterprises of the country, and I do believe 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, SMITH] is 
one which we ought to adopt because it is in line with the precedents 
set by these great corporations, and they would not introduce such a 
provision into their land patents unless they knew that it would hold 
water. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I send to the Clerk’s desk to he read the 
reservation which is inserted by the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in its deeds when it sells land. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And also reserving and excepting from said described premises so much and 
such parts thereof as are or may be mineral lands, or containing coal or iron, and 
also the use and the right and title to the use of such surface ground as may be 
ne for mining operations, and the right of access to such reserved and 
excepted mineral lands, including lands containing coal or iron, for the purpose 
of exploring, developing, and working the same. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the provision just read is 
inserted by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in every grant of 
land which it makes; it excepts and reserves from such grants all min- 
eral lands, including lands containing coal or iron. i 

Mr. WEAVER. Those are lands which the company obtained from’ 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Exactly. Now, Mr. Speaker, many 
things have been stated proand con in reference to the amendment which 
I have offered. I will only say I have offered it in good faith. We 
know that every manufacturer in the United States is dependent upon 
fuel for his motive power; and I believe we have a constitutional right 
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to reserve these great resources of nature for the people of the whole 
country. If a full and honest vote of the people of the United States 
were taken upon this question, I believe a proposition of this kind would 
be carried by such a majority as would astonish members of this House; 
and we would not hesitate a moment about adopting such a provision. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, we know from experience that it 
requires a combination between the rai companies and the owners 
of coal lands to enforce a monopoly of the fuel supply of the country. 
Such provisions as that inserted in the deeds given by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company show that the transportation companies are 
sensible that in order to exercise a monopoly over the fuel supply it is 
necessary that provisions of this kind be inserted in their contracts. 

Now, as a protection for the public at large against the exactions of 
these monopolies sought to be consummated by the combination of rail- 
road companies and coal companies, it is but natural and reasonable 
that the Government should step in and when giving the privilege of 
cultivating the surface of the publiclands should reserve the minerals 
below the surface. 

The Government reserves to itself the privilege of mining the pre- 
cious metals—gold and silver—so that there can be no monopoly in 
this Why not extend a similar reservation to the fuel supply, 
the material which produces the motive power of the country, which 
warms and comforts the people, which is one of the absolute necessaries 
of life? Why is it not the highest wisdom to prevent these overshad- 
owing monopolies from gaining the absolute control of the fuel supply 
as they have of the transportation facilities of the country? 

I do not say anything as to the particular form of the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SMITH ], or as to the form 
of the provision submitted by the chairman of this committee; but 
these propositions involve a vital principle essential to the interests of 
the people at this time, and it is well that they should arrest the atten- 
tion of the committee and the House. 

Now, that we have under consideration this bill in regard to the dis- 
position of the public lands, I submit that it is a question demanding 
consideration whether we can not put some restriction upon the power 
of those who are seeking to control the fuel supply. At present, in 
many parts of the country these monopolies own the great coal beds, 
and they te the output of them, not for the purpose of promot- 
ing the welfare of the people at large, but in order to control prices 
and put money in their own pockets, irrespective of the interests of 
the people. The principle involved here is a right one, and should be 
fully and fairly considered. We should not fail to incorporate in this 
bill some provision which will guaranty to the people at large that 
they shall no longer be subject in regard to their fuel supply to these 
overshadowing monopolies. 

Mr. McRAE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam very anxious that we shall limit debate on 
this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Indiana suggest? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ten minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
MCRAE] has been recognized. If he yields for the purpose, the Chair 
will put the request of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that debate on this sec- 
tion be limited to five minutes on each side. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no; thisis avery important amend- 
ment. I would like five minutes myself. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. And I desire five minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that, by unanimous consent, we let this 
paragraph be passed over, to be recurred to when the remainder of the 
bill is finished. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the pending paragraph be passed over for the 

resent. 
5 Mr. MCRAE. I yielded to the gentleman to make the request, but 
not to take me off the floor. I want to say what I have to say now. 
I agree toa great deal that has been said on the other side of this ques- 
tion, but I do not come to the same conclusion my friends do in 
to this creating a monopoly. I believe you can do nothing which will 
more effectually tend to establish a coal monopoly and raise the price 
of coal and private coal lands than the withdrawal of the public coal 
lands from the market by the United States. I think the best way to 
secure in the future an ample supply of coal at fair rates is to provide 
some simple, honest way of disposing of the public lands in small 
holdings to actual bona fide settlers of the country. They will pro- 
tect it and preserve it better than the Government can. : 
But the moment you say you will not sell coal lands, just that mo- 
ment the North Pacific Railroad and other companies, with their mill- 
ions of acres of such coal lands, will at once raise the price of coal 
and coal lands. How can the people get the coal? Ifthe syndicates 
own most of the private coal lands and the Government refuses to dis- 
pose of such public land we are in a bad fix. 

You ought to say to the people of the country that they may go on pros- 
pecting for minerals of all kinds; go on making investigations, and se- 
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AT dovelspek. Tint ihe est protecisin to the. people RADAN 
country develo tis the best protection e ple agai 
corporate monopoly. Itis the only protection against ihe coal monop- 
oly we hear so much of here this eyening. It is the only protection 
to the people whose lands haye been so recklessly disposed of. 

What isto be done with the coal lands unless the Government proposes 
to go into the business of mining coal? No one dares propose such a 
scheme. If we have coal land the important question is how we are 
to get it in such shape as to enable the people to get the benefit of it. 
The Government will have to take it out or else provide some way to 
dispose of the land or coal itself. Youcan not get coal without money 
and labor. People will not dig coal for nothing. For the chances of 
a paying mine some will take big risks. 

I am in favor of allowing the settlers who have the good fortune ot 
finding coal upon the lands which they occupy as homesteads to have 
the advantage of whatever coal they may find init. The coal is not 
lost to the country at all. If, on the contrary, you say you will not 
part with the title to coal lands noone who hears me will live to see the 
coal disposed of. The private coal lands now held by corporations will 
be increased in price and the price of coal itself likewise increased. 
These corporations will, I fear, be able to defeat any legislation in the 
future. 

Iam not in favor of aiding in any way the owners of private coal 
lands either now or in the future, and therefore I would give the ben- 
efit arising from such to the settlers. Thissystem has made our country 
the greatest mineral producing country in the world. We lead them 
all in the output of coal even. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The railroads of this country control 
the existing coal mines of the United States. Thatisa proposition no 
one will dispute. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is a proposition which is disputed everywhere. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If that be so, the Northern Pacific 
Railroad does not control the coal lands along the line of that road. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is mistaken. Along the Northern 
Pacific Railroad there is not a pound of coal on the Pacific Railroad 
lands—not a pound, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it not true that coal companies are 
formed by men in connection with the railroad companies? I know 
that to be the case along the Central Pacific road. 

Mr. McRAE. Let me inquire whether the Northern Pacific did not 
get its land under a grant made by Congress and notthrough the opera- 
tion of any general land law? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of course that isa fact. I resume 
the floor. Of course this bill can not be given ex post facto effect upon 
lands to-day which have left the public domain and which are in the 
hands of private owners. 

It does not apply, of course, to the coal lands belonging to the North 
Pacific or to the Central Pacific, or to other railroads where coal lands- 
were embraced in the grant made to them by Congress. It is true, 
wherever lands are granted to individuals embracing coal lands, that 
in a short time these lands will be absorbed by railroad companies and 
be controlled by railroad monopolies. We know this from experience. 
It is done sometimes by those interested in railroad companies being 
the owners of the coal land or by the railroads mining the coal them- 
selves. But my statement is true that the coal and coal lands of the 
United States are controlled pretty generally by the railroad compa- 
nies. The anthracite-coal fields, covering 477 square miles, certainly 
are controlled by railroad corporations to-day, and the railroad com- 
panies control the price of coal lands, and they control pretty generally 
the selling price of coal itself. 

So we stand in this position, and I ask gentlemen to look at it and see 
if there is not some remedy to be provided in behalf of the people. 
Coal lands exist along these great lines of road which have the capa- 
city to supply coal which may be needed for many years. 

Second, that in the nature of things the great carrying companies 
will control these existing coal lands which have been segregated from 
the public domain. 

Then the third proposition is this: That being so, is it wise for the 
American Government to retain the title to these coal fields still re- 
maining in the public domain? ‘That is simply the pressing question 
before us now on the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, and I advocate that heartily. 

It does not follow that the Government must go into the coal busi- 
ness. It is no objection really to this general proposition that the 
Government would have to mine coal. Nota bitofit. This proposi- 
tion looks ten or twenty years ahead. During those ten or twenty years 
there can be found wisdom and capacity enough in the American Con- 
gress to pass such legislation as may be necessary. 

Now, the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana does part with 
the title, and I think it is a doubtful remedy to seek to control the out- 
put after the title is parted with. The amendment of the gentleman 
oe Wisconsin is simply that we will retain the fee-simple. That is 


Tt does not say that the Government will engage in coal-mining or 
charge a royalty. It says nothing of the kind. It simply provides— 
and that is the only thing about it—that we shall retain the title to the 
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coal and iron lands. Now, why should we not retain it? What com- 
pulsion is there to give these coal-fields to the great corporations of the 
country? Was it the genius of the public-land law to provide for as- 
sociations, for a few corporations controlling this article of absolute 
necessity; or was it the genius of that system to provide for the indi- 
vidual? Certainly the latter; and I can see no earthly reason why the 
United States Government shall not now retain control over that por- 
tion of the public domain which may contain mineral deposits. 

Mr. HERMANN. Do you withdraw it from the people altogether? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, that would not follow. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand it does. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And so far as that is concerned, I 
would rather take the chances of injuring some individual than to give 
this entire business into the hands of the Northern Pacific, the Union 
Pacific, the Texas Pacific, or any other railroad or corporations to ac- 
quire the right to control the whole of the coal-fields for over 500 miles. 
That, I think, is the serious objection. 

It seems to me that we are reaching a time now when there ought 
to be a little bit of prevision, a little forecasting as to the future and 
the condition of the future of this country ten or twenty years hence. 
In view of that I do not feel under the slightest compulsion to give to 
any association, and especially to any railroad company, the title to the 
coal lands of the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. But why not give it to the individuals? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inowask unanimous consent that the debate upon 
this clause and amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to be heard for a short time on this 
question, and would suggest twelve minutes at least. 

Mr. CHIPMAN,. I want to be heard also. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to be permitted to occupy the floor for a 
short time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent, then, to close the debate 
in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not give consent to that. I must object for 
the at all events. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have asked that fifteen minutes be allowed for 
debate. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the committee sent by 
this House to investigate the troubles in the mining regions of Penn- 
sylvania during the last winter. I learned a great deal there about 
this coal question, and saw a great deal during that investigation which 
I hope has taught me some wisdom, and which I think it-will be well 
for the House to know and well for the people of the United States to 
understand. I found there the anthracite region of the world in the 
hands of a very few papia I found great railroad corporations not 
only carrying coal, but mining coal. I found that gradually and 
through the course of years they had crowded out the private owners 
until one company has secured the control of and represents a princi- 
pality in extent in which is found this great necessity of life. 

Now, sir, we have a chance to do something for the people. We have 
an opportunity to do them a great deal of good, an opportunity to 
adopt a principle which in the future will give them cheap fuel, which 
will put within their reach this necessity of life. We have an oppor- 
tunity to enact such legislation here as will prevent it from being con- 
trolled by a company or set of men seeking to use the necessities of the 
people for speculation on behalf of capitalists and others, 

This amendment offered here proposes no system, so to speak. It 
simply says to this House, ‘‘ Wait; do not dispose of this matter to-day; 
do not adopt the system now; do not embalm into law the present 
method of disposing of your coal lands, but hold them long enough so 
that you may think over it, so that you may give your wisdom to it, 
so that at some time, after consideration, after digesting the system 
properly, you may erect a system here which will be a blessing to the 
people for all time.’’ It is not a matter that should be hastily consid- 

and hence I hail this proposition to consider itwith pleasure. It 
is in that aspect that I welcome the matter. It isnot because it decides 
a mere title, but it gives us an opportunity after adopting it to con- 
struct any defenses that may be necessary to protect the people and to 
protect the Government on this important matter. 

For that reason I shall support the amendment and hope every Rep- 
resentative and friend of the people in this House will vote for it. ~” 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the District appropriation bill, and that the 
House accede to the request of the Senate for a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

‘There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, and Mr. McComas as managers on the 
part of the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendments, non-concurred in 
by the House, to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to pro- 


vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, asked for a conference thereon, 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Senators 
PLUMB, DAWES, and CocKRELL. 

The message further announced that the Senate had to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2601) au- 
thorizing the construction of railroad bridges across the ke River 
and across the Clearwater River by the Oregon Railway and Naviga- 
tion Company. 

The message further announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the ing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 


-bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 


greater safety for life and property at sea. - 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1365) for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the district of York- 
town, Va., and making an appropriation therefor; and 
s a (S. 82) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8. 

en 

The message also announced that the Senate had non-concurred in 
the House amendments to the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi 
and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to con- 
struct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, asked for 
a conference thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate Senators VEST, CAMERON, and DOLPII. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rey. Stephen M. 
Collis on the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chap- 
lain thereof. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its 
amendments, non-concurred in by the House, to the bill (H. R. 6833) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, asked for a con- 
ference thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate Senators HALE, ALLISON, and BECK. 

AMENDMENTS TO LAND LAWS. 

Mr. WHEELER was recognized. 

Mr. WHEELER, I will yield to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we are not look- 
ing at this proposed legislation from a proper standpoint. What the 
situation may be in Pennsylvania, where the anthracite coal-fields are 
located, which are rendered specially valuable because of their prox- 
imity to the great cities lying along the seaboard, itseemsto me is not 
an element to be considered in connection with this proposition. A ton 
of coal lying in the bowels of the earth unmined is of no more value 
than a ton of granite unmined in the mountains of New Hampshire. 

The only coal affected by the operation of this billis the that lies 
in land the title to which now belongs to the General Government. 
Whether Congress has been sufficiently guarded; whether legislation 
with reference to the disposition of land to the Union Pacific and the 
Northern Pacific Railroads was properor improperas to these coal fields 
within their limit, is a matter that is not material now. I undertake 
to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a pound of coal to be affected by 
the operation of this bill in which any of these railroads have either a 
direct or indirect interest; notapound. And whengentlemensay that 
this amendment should be adopted because there is no necessity for its 
present passage, they speak without light. 

In the great regions of the Northwest, Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, 
Idaho, Utah, Washington Territory, and the State of Oregon, with the 
exception of a few coal mines that are operated on the line of the Cen- 
tral Pacific road and a few beds of lignite that are found in Western 
Dakota, and that is of no practical use as fuel unless mixed with the 
bituminous coals of the East, there is not a coal mine to-day that is 
being operated. I have seen, in the visits I have made inthe North- 
west, on the engines of the Northern Pacific Railroad coal that has been 
trans from Pennsylvania to the extreme i of the West 
mixed with that light lignite for the wo of fuel, or with coal that 
came in ballast from Australia and Eng and to the Pacific coast. I 
have been told after making special inquiry among those who knew 
about it, as I have said before, that, with this exception, there is not 
a coal mine now being in that vast area of country. Recently 
south of the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad coal mines have been 
discovered in the Snow range of mountains and in other places in the 
Rocky Mountains. 

If-this amendment shall be adopted, where are those people to get 
their coal from? Of what earthly use is it? ‘This amendment pro- 
poses that the Government shall retain the title; an absolute prohi- 
bition upon the disposition or mining of the coal. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 
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ne EAVER. The people out there will have no trouble in get- 
ting z 

Mr. PAYSON. But the people out there are having trouble in get- 
ting coal. If it can not be mined, how are they to get it? 

Mr. WEAVER. It can be mined. 

Mr. PAYSON. How? 

Mr. WEAVER. It is the duty of this Government to provide a 
method by which they can get the coal. That is what weare here for. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam coming to that. I have asked the genfleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] twice to indicate to this House what plan 
he would recommend for itsadoption. Will the gentleman from lowa 
say he favors the plan of leasing coal mines? That presupposes a bill 
will be introduced here organizing a system of governmental super- 
vision for the operation of coal mines on government land wherever 
coal can be found, appointing employés, and all that sort of thing. 
Does the gentleman from Iowa, in the most hopeful view of the situa- 
tion, expect that any scheme of that kind can run the gauntlet of Con- 
gress and become a Jaw? I will be glad to yield now for the answer. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will answer in my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. And again, if there is any other plan except that of 
leasing I do not know what it is, except that the gentleman indicated 
that there would be a royalty upon the product to be paid to the Gov- 
ernment. Then what? That presupposes that some is going to 
operate it, that somebody shall have the control. I know all our prai- 

es in Central Tllinois are underlain by coal. We get all the coal we 
want at a royalty of from 3 to 10 cents a ton. It amounts to nothing 
practically. Butif a bill is introduced into this House proposing to 
establish an army of officers, like those of the internal revenue, what 
will they have to do? ‘To collect a royalty from coal from the mines, 
which royalty will have to be paid by the consumer. Nothing of that 
kind could be done which would prevent combinations among those 
operating the mines with any more certainty of success than to pre- 
vent a combination if they were the owners. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the question presents itself as a living question 
now. The Government having the coal lands and there being a neces- 
sity for their disposition, what is the best way to make it? Thecom- 
mittee believed that the disposition of coal land in small areas to in- 
dividuals and a prohibition upon combinations was the best way. 

Mr. RANDALL. At an increased price. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, at an increased price above the ordinary price 
of land, not less than $10 an acre being charged for coal lands. If the 
Government reserves this coal land it might as well be out of exist- 
ence; it is only valuable as it can be used, and when the gentleman 
from Kansas [ Mr. ANDERSON] talks about the preservation of this 
coal for the wants of the distant future he knows, and everybody 
knows, that the coal will be used only as there is a necessity for its 
use. A million tons of coal lying at the different dumps in the State 
of Illinois is worth nothing unlessa purchaser comes for it, and no pur- 
chaser does come for it unless there exists a necessity for its use. 

Therefore, inasmuch as it is the business of Congress to legislate for 
the present wants of the people, and inasmuch as these lands are not to 
be held for the purpose of swelling the sum in the Federal 
hereafter, it seems to me that the provisions in this bill for the disposi- 
tion of such coal lands to individuals in limited quantities is a wise one 
and ought to be adopted. If the decision which gentlemen who are 
favoring this amendment have come to is a correct one, why would it 
not be a good plan to revolutionize oursystem with reference to the de- 
posits of the precious metals and increase the revenue of the Govern- 
ment in that way? But that has never been the idea of any American 
Congress. 
Our policy has been to dispose of the public property for the benefit 
of all the people. There is a demand to-day for the opening up of the 
coal mines which have been discoyered out in the extreme West. Not 
an acre of the land contemplated by this bill belongs to the railway 
companies, nor can it belong to them under the provisions of this bill; 
and the fact that out of the prodigal grants of public land which have 
been made heretofore to various railroad companies in the West these 
companies are now making a reservation as to minerals furnishes no 
argument at all why we should adopt the proposed policy with refer- 
ence to the lands which we still re 

There is no monopoly so far as I know in the bituminous coal re- 
gions of this country, and I live in the midst of one of them. It may 
be that in the bituminous region of Pennsylvania to which reference 
has been made such a difficulty has presented itself, but those fields 
are extremely limited in area, and their value is greatly increased by 
reason of their proximity to the cities of the East. But, on the con- 
trary, wherever in the West coal is found it is found in great areas. 
Any man having a farm anywhere in my country may have his own 
coal mine by sinking a shaft 309 or 350 feet in depth. 

There is not a particle of monopoly about it. There is no more 
monopoly of the bituminous coal in my district than there is a monop- 
oly of air in this Chamber, and neither is there in the far West, as I 
have learned from inquiries which I have made during three several 
trips to the Pacific. I know that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON] asserts vehemently from time to time that such monopo- 
lies do not exist, and I now ask him to name the locality where the 
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railway companies own the coal fields, and if he should answer that 
some of the railroad companies in his own State control some of the 
coal fields there, I will say to him that not one of the coal fields that 
are affected by this bill could in any possible contingency become the 
property of a railroad company. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The coal fields in Colorado, and, I 
think, in Southern Kansas, and the coal mines along the Union Pacific 
Railroad are controlled by persons connected with that COM po 

Mr. PAYSON. I did not catch accurately what the gentleman said 
about the coal lands of Southern Colorado. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Those coal lands are in the hands of 
a company. 

Mr. PAYSON. The railroad company? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; but a company composed of 
parties inside of the railroad company. 

Mr. PAYSON, Let me correct the gentleman. The gentleman, I 
suppose, has not made any personal investigation of the matter on the 

und? 
ite ANDERSON, of Kansas. No. 

Mr. PAYSON. The great coal fields in Colorado, and the only ones 
worked, are near Rattoon. I spent two or three days there on the last 
trip which I made to the Pacific, and obtained information which has 
since been confirmed, and that information was to the effect that there 
is not a man interested in the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad 
Company who has a dollar of interest in the coal mines. It is true the 
mines are controlled by a corporation, precisely as a coal mine in my 
own locality is controlled by a corporation, of which corporation I hap- 
pen to be a member. 

There is a little coal mine there which supplies coal to my little 
town. There is an agricultural country round about extending half 
way to the city in which lives my distinguished = [Mr. 
RoweELL]. That coal mine is by individuals; but there is no 
more monopoly in regard to it than in regard to the water in the stream 
which runs through my town or the water in the Illinois River. So 
in Colorado the case is precisely the same. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Itis a matter of common notoriety in 
my State that while the mines are not controlled by the company per 
se, they are de facto controlled by parties connected with the company. 
That is true of the mines in the southern part of Kansas. 


Mr. PAYSON. How will this legislation affect the mines in your, 


State? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will answer the gentleman. Of 
course this legislation can not affect the mines of which I have been 
speaking, because the Government has with the title to them, 
But we ought to seek by this legislation to prevent a repetition in the 
future of that which has occurred in the past, so that royalties may 
not be so high as they are in Pennsylvania where the price in some in- 
stances is 53 cents a ton. That is the object to which we should look 
in this legislation. Unfortunately it can not affect that which has 
already occurred; but as a matter of ordinary good’ judgment we 
should seek to prevent its repetition. 

Mr. PAYSON. In my own time, I would be glad to know from the 
gentleman how he would dispose of the coal lands which the Govern- 
ment now owns in the Territories. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I suppose if the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands would sit down and wrestle with this question —— 

Mr. PAYSON. We have “ wrestled’ with it; and this bill is the 
product; we have done our best at ‘‘ wrestling; ” at least I have. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No, my friend has not grappled with 
this particular proposition of how the Government should control these 
mineral lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I have. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ifthe Public Lands Committee would 
take up this matter, I have not the slightest doubt they could devise 
a feasible method of dealing with the question. 

Mr. PAYSON. But, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public Lands 
has grappled with this question, and this bill is the result. If there 
is anything better, let us have some practical suggestion as to what 
should be done, rather than carping criticism upon what the committee 
has done. This measure is what we recommend to the House; if any 
one has anything better to recommend, something which is not mere 
non-action, let it be suggested, and if it is better than our proposition 


nobody will go further or move more quickly than I will to adapt my- _ 


self to it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of course, this legislation would cover 
large quantities of land not now known to be coal lands, and the prob- 
ability is that before those lands could be utilized as such there would 
be ample time to provide some method eitherof leasing the lands or of 
reserving a royalty, or, what is perhaps better, simply doing nothing, 
the Government holding the title so that nobody may step in, thus 
preventing monopolies. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, Mr. Speaker, in this very bill we have in- 
cluded provisions on thatsubject which we think ought to meet the ap- 

roval of the gentleman from Kansas. We provide that wherever any 
and is susceptible of use as agricultural land it shall be given to the 
farmer, and if later on it should be discovered that this land is under- 
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laid with a vein of coal a thousand feet in thickness we allow him to 
use it just as he chooses or to sell it to whomever he pleases. Wepro- 
vide for the very condition of things which the gentleman seems to as- 
sume has not been considered by the committee. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, this is the best method we can adopt, 
unless it should be the judgment of the House that, in addition to the 
performance of legislative duties, the Congress of the United States, for 
the purpose of flooding the Treasury now overflowing, should go into 
the business of coal mining; and if it into that business why not 
enter upon the miningof gold and silver, or any other business the basis 
of which is property which the Government owns? This is not, in my 


judgment, the business of Congress. I have said all I care to say on 
this question. 

[Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. ] 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, was recognized, and yielded to Mr. COBB. 

Mr. COBB. I desire simply to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that there are 
two amendments pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the amendment I submitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ United States,” in the fourth line, insert "except on the 
lands sold as coal or iron lands.” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I now renew the suggestion I made to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], the chairman of the com- 
mittee, that this section be passed over informally with a view to re- 
turning to it after awhile, so that it may be considered, and let us go 
on with the rest of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that may be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that this paragraph be informally passed over with 
the privilege of recurring to it to perfect it after the rest of the bill is 
concluded. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ihave no objection; but only desire 
to ask if there is any limitation upon the debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notyet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I would like to have it understood that I 
retain the floor when we recur to that section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be recognized 
when the House returns to that section of the bill. 

The Clerk will report the fourth section of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before section 3 shall be finally disposed of by the 
adoption of the amendment I suggest that there ought to be two or 
three verbal change™ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been passed over informally. 

Mr. PAYSON. Passed over without prejudice? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; to be returned to after awhile, 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to that. 

The Clerk read section 4, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That all public lands chiefly valuable for timber of commercial value 
as sawed or hewed timber, and every contiguous 160 acres, or less quantity 
thereof, in legal subdivisions, the greater part of which is covered with timber 
of commercial value as sawed or hewed timber, and unfit for cultivation, shall 
be classified as timber lands. No such timber land shall be sold, but the timber 
thereon of commercial value, as sawed or hewed timber, in tracts not exceed- 
ing 40 acres in extent, in conformity with the legal subdivisions of the public 
lands, shall from time to time, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
with the approval of the President, be sold to the highest bidder, on sealed pro- 
posals, after due appraisement as hereinafter provided, at not less than the ap- 
praised value thereof; but the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, 
reject any and all bids at any time. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. After conferring with the chairman of 
the committee and other gentlemen of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk, to take the place of section 4, and will say that it 
merely changes the phraseology of the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there are 
amendments pating this section, and they will have to be acted 
upon first before a substitute can be voted on. 

Mr. McRAE. The amendment I proposed for the committee is em- 
bodied in that, and this being in the nature of a committee amend- 
ment, will it not be first in order? My amendment being embodied 
in this, it is not necessary to delay on that account. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But this is a different amendment. 
Other amendments are pending. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Are not amendments coming from the 
committee first in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules an amendment to the 
pending paragraph must be acted upon before asubstitute for the par- 
agraph is in order. That is, it can be pending if in order, but can not 
be voted upon-as a substitute unless an opportunity has been given to 
perfect the text of the section. 

The Clerk will report the first pending amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment proposed by Mr, PERKINS: 
Add to seer ites 4: 7 


“ Provided, That any one owning farming lands and engaged in agriculture 
may buy, as under existing law, 40 acres of land or less, classified herein as tim- 
ber lands, and upon making full payment therefor shall receive a patent thereto 
from the Government of the United States in fee simple.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask if that is not 
accepted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have abandoned the idea of selling the lands. 

The amendment was rejected. > 

The next amendment, by Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, was read, as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of section 4 add: . 

‘t Provided, however, That timber not of commercial value, as sawed or hewed 
timber growing on public lands wholiy unfit for cultivation, shall be free to the 
domestic use of any bona fide resident of the Territory in which said timber on 
such land is found.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to say to the House, in ex- 
planation of the conditions existing in this country, that this amend- 
ment ought to be adopted for the following reasons: Under the provis- 
ions of this act we find it isabsolutely impossible for these people, who 
are en: in mining or in agriculture and the various pursuits inci- 
dent to frontier life, in many cases to obtain common firewood for 
kitchen use and domestic p in that country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, if my friend from Arizona will yield 
to me a moment I think I am authorized on behalf of the committee 
to say that this provision will be adopted, with the further amendment 
adding the words ‘‘ under such regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall prescribe.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, I accept even that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Arizona [ Mr. SMITH ] will be agreed 
to. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I will withdraw my amendment for the 
resent. 

*The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “time,” in line 16, page 3, add: 

“But no timber under this section shall be sold to any one except citizens of 
the United States.” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. That is Mr. NUTTING’S amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the amendment pending. If that amend- 
ment should be adopted it seems to me there should be added to it the 
usual provision. 

Mr. MCRAE. Let us vote it down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] will please send up his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not submit it now. [Cries of *‘ Vote!” 
“Vote !?] 

The amendment was rejected. 

; me HERMANN. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 16, section 4, add : 

s |, however, That no title shall pass to any such timber where the 
land upon which it was grown is in whole or in part fit for cultivation.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, I do not think that isa proper provision. 

Mr. HERMANN.. I wish to add to it, as follows: 

And the J 
cone prod peana from the United States shall in all cases specially reserve said 

Mr. McRAE. It is not timber land if it is fit for cultivation. 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatever the form of the conveyance may be, I 
desire that all titles from the United States, evidenced by patents, 
shall contain a special reservation as to the particular timber, and 
that it shall not include any timber on land fit for cultivation. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will my friend allow me to interrupt 
him? The text of the section itself provides that the land shall not 
come within the classification of timber land if it is fit for cultivation. 
It specially provides that it must be unfit for cultivation before it can 
be denominated as timber land. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand that; but the mining laws particu- 
larly prescribe that only mining lands shall be sold, not agricultural 
lands. Yet in all agricultural patents there is a reservation as to the 
mineral land. I desire these conveyances guarded in like manner as 
to timber taken from land which is not tillable and fit for cultivation. 

Mr STONE, of Missouri. There is to be no patent issued for the 
timber. ' 

Mr. HERMANN. That may be as to lands which are mineral; yet 
they ne prohibited by the law from passing under that particular clause 
in the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That provision may be a great embarrassment. 

Mr. HERMANN. I only offer it as an additional guard. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] for section 4, the 
section under consideration. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


59561 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 4 and insert the following in lieu thereof : 

“That every 160 acres or less gusan in contiguous legal subdivisions of the 
public lands, the sear part of w. is covered with timber of commercial 
value as sawed or hewed timber, and hn ped cultivation, and which is chiefly 


valuable for such timber, shall be classified as timber No such timber 
land shall be sold, but the timber thereon of commercial value as sawed or 
hewed timber, in tracts not exceeding 40 acres in extent, in conformity with the 
legal subdivisions of the public lands, shall from time to time, in the discretion 
of the Secre! of the Interior, with the approval of the President, be sold to 
the highest bidder, on sealed proposals, after due appraisement as hereinafter 
provided, at not less than the appraised value thereof: Provided, That no pres- 
ent company or corporation shall purchase or hold in any State or Territory a 
greater quantity of such timber than the timber on four quarter-sections of land : 
And provided eaer That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion. 

reject any and all bids atany time: Provided further, That timber on no isolated 
or disconnected tract or parcel of timber land of less quantity than 160 acres 
shall be sold, but such tracts or parcels of such lands may be di of under 
section 11 of this act,” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. In explanation of this substitute I desire 
to say that it embodies substantially the provisions of section 4 as it 
stands in the bill, the difference being a mere transposition of language 
so as to avoid some confusion by reason of apparent tautology. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the provision in the substi- 
tute in regard to selling lands? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Just what it is in the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That after the timber is taken off 
then the lands may be sold ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is no new provision introduced into 
the substitute at all. There is one thing to which I wish to call the 
attention of my friend from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. The last clause 
of section 6 has been inserted as a proviso in this substitute, making it 
a part of section 4. It was ii, that it more properly belonged to 
that section than to section 6. I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Oregon to this fact because he offered some amendments to that 
clause. This substitute is approved by the committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my amend- 
ment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Missouri. The 
amendment will be fotind on page 4 of the printed amendments. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I agree to that amendment. It has 
been already adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of section 4 add: 

“Pr however, That timber not of commercial value, as sawed or hewed 
timber wing on public lands wholly unfit for cultivation, shall be free to the 
domestic use of any bona fide resident of the Territory in which said timber on 
such land is found, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe.” 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a substitute pending, and an 
amendment to that. Is the gentleman’s amendment an amendment to 
the substitute? 

Mr. CHIPMAN,. I understood that the amendment to the substi- 
tute had been accepted. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the pronoman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that my amendment be 
read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the substitute the Doming: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall designate and reserve from 
sale, so far as practicable, shade-trees on the lines of the legal subdivisions of the 
lands on which said timber is located.” 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish tosay in regard to thatamend- 
ment that I am not altogether pleased with the Te policy of the 
wholesale denudation of ourcountry of its trees. IliveinaState which 
was formerly noted for its forests, but from which the forests have melted 
away almost like the snow. 

In that State whole sections which used to be covered thickly with 
trees are now without enough for shade, and along the roadsides and 
on the lines of the divisions between the farms the people are setting 
out trees to replace those which they might have savedif such a policy 
had been adopted as that which I propose in thisamendment. Itis to 
save the trees, to save the shade, to prevent our country from becom- 
ing as it were bald headed [laughter], without verdure, without life—it 
is for that purpose that I offer this amendment; and it seems to me that 
it ought to commend itself to every gentleman in this House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption of 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. PAYSON. To that substitute I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “value” insert “not less than 10 inches in diameter at the 
butt; ” so as to read, *‘ that every 160 acres or less quantity in contiguous 1 1 
subdivisions of the public lands, the greater part of wh: is covered with tim- 
ber of commercial value, not less than 10 inches in diameter at the butt,” ete. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have Offered this amendment at the suggestion of 


gentlemen whom I met recently in the West, who are largely interested 


in timber mattersin Michigan. It was suggested that, in order to avoid 
any possible ambiguity as to what should constitute timber of com- 
mercial value, there should be a minimum limit fixed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona, and which has been adopted, authorizes the cutting for 
domestic use of timber which is not of commercial value by any per- 
son wherever he may find it, without his paying anything for it or 
acquiring any right or title thereto. While I am in favor of some priv- 
ilege of that kind, I think this provision is too broad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see how we can very well avoid adopting 
such a provision, which will apply to scrub oak and other forms of 
timber of no commercial value. 

Mr. McRAE. And on land unfit for cultivation. - 

Mr. MACDONALD. It would appear that any person desiring to 
cut timber for domestic use need only claim that the timber he wants 
to cut is not of commerical value. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido notsee how we can make the provision more 
definite. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move to amend the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. STONE] by striking out ‘‘four quarters” and 
inserting ‘‘one quarter,’’ so as to limit the quantity of timber to one 
quarter of a section, rather than one section or one square mile. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, it has frequently been asserted 
during this debate that too much latitude has been given for the oper- 
ations of corporations or syndicates to obtain control of the public do- 
main in reference to mineral and agricultural lands as well as timber 
lands. It occurs to me the time has arrived when there should be 
fixed a limit as to the amount of timber which can be acquired in this 
way by any m, corporation, or association. In my judgment one 
square mile is entirely too much for any one person to acquire, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that our timber resources are nearly ex- 
hausted in certain portions of the nation. To grant this privilege as 
to one quarter-section seems to me sufficient; and by this restriction 
we give increased facility for the great body of the American people 
to become at some time or other the owners of a portion of the timber 
domain of the country. In this spirit and with this view I have of- 
fered the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment is to be adopted, 
this timber section appears to me to be entirely futile. Any man who 
knows anything about bperating a saw-mill—at least in the southern- 
country—must know that no man can afford to establish a saw-mill if 
he is limited to 160 acres of land. Such a restriction would simply in- 
vite evasion of the law. If you mean to sell the timber to the highest 
bidder, a small enough quantity to which to restrict the miller is 640 
acres. 

This timber must becut within the time fixed in the act, five years— 
a reasonable time. There is no method by which any one can obtain a 
monopoly. Unless you mean to say that you will not give millers an 
opportunity to buy enough Jand to justify them in locating a mill, this 
amendment ought not to be adopted. If you do not want to sell the 
timber, but keep it—a policy of which I would be in favor—then let 
us strike out this whole provision. You must do one of two things: 
either you must sell the timber or keep it, to be depredated upon. If 
you sell it, you must sell itin some wa; which will enable the uyer to 
cut it to advantage and supply cheap lumber. 

Mr. HERMANN. It does not necessarily follow thatif we make the 
restriction proposed in my amendment we are not to sell the timber. 
By reason of this restriction we can sell the timber to a greater num- 
ber of persons. Instead of selling it to corporations or syndicates 
we can sell it to men of small means. If the mills desire to purchase, 
let these men have an opportunity of selling it to the mills. 

Mr. McRAE. Yon simply invite the small millers to go in and 
make combinations. 

Mr. HERMANN. We allow a larger numberof individuals to buy. 

Mr. MCRAE. But anybody can buy who wants to. 

Mr. HERMANN. Under my amendment, men of small means who 
would not be able to purchase 640 acres can buy 160 acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not compromise this matter by making the 
restriction two quarters, half a section? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the committee went over this bill thor- 
oughly; we voted down an amendmentof this character; and I believe 
thatat least the members of the committee ought to oppose such amend- 
ments. I care nothing about the matter personally; but it seems tome 
foolish for us to adopt a provision which assumes that millers can locate 
mills for the sake of the timber yielded by 160 acres of land. They 
can not do it in my part of the country, because the timber yielded by 
that quantity of land could be cut off by some large mills in a month. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The provision under consideration con- 


templates a sale, not of the land, but of the timber uponit. If it isthe 

to put this timber upon the market, it certainly ought to be 
done in such a way as will produce the largestamount of revenue. The 
p is limited to five years in which to remove the timber; and 
the land itself remains the property of the Government after the timber 
is gone. 
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Now, the bill provides that the timber lands shall be sold in 40-acre 
tracts. No quantity exceeding 40 acres can be bid in at one time. 
This limitation goes simply to the maximum amount which may be 
purchased. It provides that no person shall be permitted to buy or hold 
more than that amountofland. Itprovides they shall not purchase ex- 
ceeding 640 acres. I sayif we no hone de timber lands we ought 
to sell them in a way which will bring the largest amount to the Gov- 
ernment. Is it not true men may establish mills who would buy 640 
acres, but would not hazard the investment necessary if they are to be 
limited to 160 acres? If that be true, to attempt to limit 160 acres as 
the maximum willreduce the price to be received by the Government. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. So far as the timber landsin Arkansasand Mis- 
sissippi are concerned, there are none of them which are not suscept- 
ible of cultivation. There is not a foot of them which may not be 
cultivated. If, therefore, this is limited to timber lands not fit for cul- 
tivation, it will not apply to timber lands in my district or my State. 

Mr. McRAE, If fit for cultivation, then they are not timber lands. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman will mie observe the lan- 
guage used in the fourth section, he will see that these timber lands 
can only be lands unfit for cultivation. So far as the lands in my dis- 
trict and State are concerned, there is not a foot of timber lands which 
is not fit for cultivation. I consider therefore that those timber lands 
can not be sold under this restriction. 

I made no objection, because I Song ple living in the North- 
west, where there are thickly-timbered E PRETE to understand their 
own business, and that the timber might be sold off the land. Those 
gentlemen a to it because it would sell the land and allow the 
lands to be denuded and put in condition for cultivation. But when 
this amendment was introduced providing that only timber lands should 
be sold not fit for cultivation, as there are in my State and district 
no timber lands unfit for cultivation, of course it would not apply to 
any lands in that State at all. The amount provided for here is too 
small upon which to establish a saw-mill, In my State saw-mills es- 
tablished for commercial require 5,000 acres, 

Mr. MCADOO. Ido not believe the Government of the United States 
ought to becomea landlord or trader. I believe the true policy for the 
present in regard to the public domain is that we shall pursue a con- 
servative course, and when the public domain ceases to be settled in 
good faith by actual settlers we shall be careful to provide some proper 
and effective limitation. 

Now, as to the timber. It is a singular proposition at this time, 
when the United States Government is placing a premium on the plant- 
ing of trees and the preservation of the forests, that we shall give a 
stimulus towards cutting them down. One of the test demands 
of the country is that the forests shall be preserved, and one of the 
principal reasons why we are advocating free lumber on this side is to 

rotect our forests, and not that we shall make the timber on our pub- 
Tie lands, as pro here, a commercial article for auction, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What would be the difference between preserving 
the timber on the lands, or protecting the lands without the timber? 
At present we are losing both land and timber in vast quantities. 

Mr. McADOO, I believe it is best for the people to go slow in such 
a matter as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we are going fast all the time; land, timber, 
and all are going. 

Mr. McADOO. Then let us stop it. 

Now, as to the argument of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE], if you give a small portion of timber land to a man, that he 
can not afford to erect a saw-mill upon it. Now, in the Western coun- 

, a8 well as in the East, to a certain extent, men aré putting up 
small grist-mills to grind for the people of the neighborhood, for the 
people who raise wheat, The same will be the result in cases where 
timber lands are sold in small lots. The enterprising man will go 
amongst the people; he will put up his saw-mill, and will cut and saw 
the timber for so much, of every man who brings it to him. It is 
better for the miller and better for the owner of the timber that the 
enterprises shall be separated, and that there shall be a separate inter- 
est in the ownership of the land and the mill. What we want is to 
divorce coal from the transportation companies, and lumber from the 
poss ep rete and monopolists who are getting hold of such vast quanti- 

es of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will interrupt the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to state that the hour of 5 o’clock having now 
arrived, the House, under its previous order, takes a recess until 8 
o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: . 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE or ican teases on" a) ss. 
$ s d resid 
AROS AA NA BARAHA OF Tis FONAS LEE CAAM T a S 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Hon. Joux B. CLARK, 
Clerk, House of Representatives. 


AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resumes the consideration 
of the unfinished business, and the question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HERMANN. My amendment confines theentry of timber lands 
to 160 acres. ` At the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Public Lands I would be willing to modify that amendment to the 
extent of confining the maximum to 320 acres. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr, Speaker, I stated before the recess that I was op- 
posed to all this timber legislation. I have not opposed it here be- 
cause I was voted down in committee, but will stand by it here. 
This bill comes before the House rather as a compromise measure, and 
was discussed in the committee as thoroughly as a measure of this kind 
could be discussed. I was opposed to the timber section altogether, 
and hoped that as I had conceded that such a section might be incor- 
porated into the bill that no member of the committee would seek to 
amend any part of it that received the consideration this did, and which 
was adopted as a sort of compromise. 

I want torepeat what I said before the recess, that this section amounts 
to nothing, or to but little if applied to my country, or to that section 
of the country from which I come, if you restrict it to 160 acres. I 
would be willing to wipe the whole thing ont, but do not want a fool- 
ish statute enacted. I want to see the timber preserved as far as possi- 
ble, both the timber lands and the agricultural lands, for actual settlers. 
Itissupposed that the timber on no Jands will be sold that are fit for 
cultivation. Iam opposed to the changes that have been suggested 


here, and particularly in this section, although I am perfectly will- . 


ing to adopt the bill asa whole as a sort of preliminary measure to be 
amended hereafter by such modifications or changes as may be found 
necessary. Butif every section is to be cut up in this manner, and 
every member to have his own way, instead of taking the bill framed 
as it was in the committee as a whole, then I, with the two or three 
other members of the committee who op certain provisions of the 
bill, feel justified. in presenting the various amendments to sections 
which were voted down in committee. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman forgetsthat I have agreed to mod- 
ify my amendment to make it 320 acres. 

Mr. McRAE. Still that is not the bill that the committee adopted. 
It reported a bill fixing 640 acres, and even that against the protest or 
myself and others, three members, as I remember, who were distinctly 
i aap to the wholething. Now, if this section is to be ridden down, 

en I say that thesections which were voted out before the committee we 
feel justified in bringing before this Housefor action. But we ought to 
agree to take this bill asa compromise measure, adopt it as it passed the 
committee, and trust to future legislation to correct and advance in the 
direction of such appropriate legislation as may be required, and thus 
step by step we may be able to accomplish what we desire. 

1 can not say what effect the legislation passed here will have upon 
the Northwest, where there is abundant and valuable timber land, cov- 
ered, as I am informed, with the best kind of timber; but in my coun- 
try, where the pines are not large, where the timber is scant, a large 
mill, working fifty or sixty hands, will cut the timber off of over 5 or 
10 acres a day, especially when you have some subdivisions where there 
are not more than twenty or thirty trees to the acre. So, if you ex- 
pect to sell timber lands, you must make it an inducement for the es- 
tablishment of saw-mills and lumber manufacturers. 

My friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], whom I do not see in 
his seat, undertook to tell us something about ee saw-mill and 
a grist-mill together. That is a thing of the past in this country. He 
certainly knows but little about the manufacture of lumber in the 
South and West. Ido not suppose he ever saw much of the country 
west of the Mississippi River if he expects these little mills that we had 
twenty-five years ago to cut the timber of our country. It is absurd. 
We have no such saw-mills now. The mills ran night and day 
and employ from twenty-five to one hundred hands, and ship mill- 
ions of feet of lumber a week. We can not expect such machinery 
as that to stop to grind for the neighborhood on Saturday. These are 
not the kind of ANWO are to have in the future, 

So I repeat that if we are to engage in the lumber business, if we are 
to establish a lumber-yard, let us make it one that will pay; make it 
one that will do something. Ido not mean by that to say that you 
should sell all the timber. Letit be restricted to 640 acres. That is 
about as little as any mill can afford to locate for, large or small, in my 
country. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ithink the gentleman from Arkansas upon mature 
reflection will discover there is more wisdom in the remarks of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. MCADOO] than hegives him credit for. 
It might probably with equal grace be said of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE] that he has not traveled a great dealin the mill- 
ing country, if we are to infer the extent of his travels from the re- 
marks which he has just uttered. It has been my experience among 
mills, in logging camps, etc., that the largest mills of the country are 
usually near water courses, usually connected with some shipping 
point. They are usually near some stream which enters into the for- 
est, or runs in the direction of the forest; and from a particular stream 
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the forests are connected by railroads, by logging-roads, ete. I will 
say this: that there is to-day among the small manufacturers situated 
in the forests of the West no greater inducement for their settlement 
than the proximity to mills; that the greater portion of the lumber 
manufactured in the West is to-day purchased from the small land- 
owners of the country. 

It was said during the discussion of the tariff bill that these large 
mill-owners are becoming the millionaires of the country. If there is 
any truth in that at all, itis to be attributed to men who are the owners 
of tiniber lands, and especially those who have in connection with them 
shipping interests. But it is not those who haye mills alone and who 
are compelled to purchase their timber from others. The settler comes 
over here and settles among the timber upon 160 acres of land, if you 
please, or, as I have known them to do, upon 40 acres. He then culls 
out the particular trees fit for commercial p cuts them down, 
logs them, etc., places them upon his logging-team, takes them to the 
short railway or to the stream if it be convenient, and then, in the 
shape of a raft, the timber goes to the mill, and he receives his pay. 
In that way he is not only taking the timber to the market, but he is 
clearing up the land. He is utilizing that resource there which other- 
wise he would be compelled to dispose of by selling, burning and re- 
ducing to ashes, and which therefore would be a benefit neither to the 
Government nor to himself. 

So I say, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] was correct 
in saying these mills were a great benefit to the small land owners of 
the country. In the West, especially on the Pacific coast, of which I 
am now directly speaking, nearly all the large mill owners own some of 
the finest timber tracts in that country, some of them in quantity 
largely exceeding 100,000 acresof land. Yet but very few of them have 
recourse to their own land. They buy all they can from thesmall land 
owners around them, and when their lands are exhausted of timber they 
have left this great legacy to fall back upon. So that now it seems to 
me we should restrict these timber land purchases to the maximum of 
160 


who will reach the local land office first, and when he gets there he is 
entitled to 640 acres of land and will get it. 

Mr.McRAE. The gentleman knows very little about this bill which 
he has helped to frame if he does not understand that these lands are to 
be sold in 40-acre tracts to the highest bidder; so that there is no ‘‘ get- 
ting there first” about it. I trust he will deal fairly with this matter. 
The land is to be put up and sold publicly. If it is proposed to sell 
wpe nies atall, why not give the rich man and the poor man an equal 
chance? 

Mr, HERMANN. Lask the gentleman inall candor to answer whether 
ata sale at which there are competitive offers the poor man has the 
same opportunity with the rich man? Is it not the longest purse that 
generally gets the largest amount, eyen if more has to be paid for it? 
Is not that the fact? 

Mr. MCRAE. But the land is to besold in 40-acre tracts. The man 
who buys 640 acres must buy in 40-acre tracts. 

Mr. HERMANN, But he pays a larger amount. 

Mr. McRAE. We can not help that. According to your proposi- 
tion we should not allow the land to be sold at all. You should save 
it for the poor man. 

Mr. HERMANN. I propose to save it for him by providing that only 
160 acres, and no more, shall be purchased by any one person, corpora- 
tion, or association. Under this plan it seems to me this proni timber 
fund, this great lumber interest of the future, will probably last long 
enough to extend among a greater number of people than under the 
present provisions of this bill. My proposition is in the interest of 
the poor man, in the interest of the settler. 

Let me say to the gentleman that timber is not found as it was a 
quarter of a century ago in t forests extending over an area of 50 
or 100 miles. You may find 160 acres at one place; 2 or 3 miles fur- 
ther you may find 320 acres; 4 or 5 miles further you may find 40 
acres. Iventure to make the assertion that nearly all the great timber 
forests of the country have already been disposed of to corporations, 
associations, or syndicates, so that there is little left for the poor man. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
debate on these various propositions proceed under the five-minute 
rule. I think we shall make better progress in that way. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that further debate on the amendments to the pending bill becon- 
ducted under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should be very glad indeed if the 
members of the committee could unanimously agree to this proposed 
amendment. I abhor monopoly in any form in which it may present 
itself. In any proposition of this kind I favor the smaller number of 
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acres rather than the larger number. There is, however, a great deal 
of force in the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE] that the committee which prepared this bill ought, as far as con- 
sistent with the views which may be developed in the course of its 
consideration, to stand by the measure. I shall feel bound, therefore, 
to oppose this amendment underall the circumstances, Yet, taking the 
whole country throughout, I think it would be far better and juster 
that no one person should be permitted to purchase more than half a 
section of the timber on these public lands. 

I live in a timber country where there are saw-mills everywhere; 
and looking at the subject from my standpoint I certainly donot desire 
to see any great establishments of this kind. I think a community is 
far better off with a dozen saw-mills of moderate size than with the 
same amount of business concentrated under the control of a solitary 
firm. The timber interest in my country is important, as it isin various 
portions of Indiana, and there is no concentration there of large tracts 
ina few hands. Generally one establishment controls about a quarter- 
section of land, more frequently 80 acres. Mills are found in all direc- 
tions, small establishments employing five, six, orseven men. This 
diffusion of industries I regard as beneficial tothe community. Still I 
believe I shall stand by the provisions of the bill as reported. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to speak in criticism 
of this committee, for I have the highest respect for it and its labors. 
I know how difficult it is to prepare, on so great a question as this, a 
bill which will meet satisfactorily the various ideas entertained by dif- 
ferent gentlemen. 

But I do not think it beneficial to the country or wise to separate 
this timber from the fee in the land. I believe that there ought not 
to be an acre of timber sold in this way. Gentlemen say that some of 
the land is not fit for agriculture. Very well; it is fit for timber. 
Where a tree grows something will grow. Let a man take his 160 
acres for the sake of the timber, and let him make his money out of it 
in that way instead of raising cereals or other agricultural ucts. 
As was wisely said by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], 
let the mill be owned by the small land-owner, and let the logs go to 
the mill as grist goes to a mill. This plan is best for tn ee 

Ican not conceive any reason why the Government of the United 
States should sell its timber. We do not need the revenue. That is 
certain, Why part with the timber? It belongs to the people now; 
we do not need the revenue; why part with the timber? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What do you propose to do with the timber? 

Mr. WEAVER. If this provision be stricken out, let all this land 
be entered under the homestead law in quantities not greater than 160 
acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. The bill now makes that provision in express terms 
regard to agricultural lands, 

Mr. WEAVER. But, as the gentleman will see, I want that pro-~ 
yision to apply to the whole of the lands, whether agricultural or not. 
Ifthe land is not agricultural land, but forest land haying timber on 
it, let it go exactly as agriculturalland would go. 

Mr. PAYSON. But I would like the gentleman to explain himself 
so that we may gethis idea. All land which is agricultural land now 
goes free of cost under the provisions of this bill to the man who will 
take it. Does the gentleman from Iowa think foramoment that where 
a farmer can getagricultural land forthe taking he will take land which 
is not agricultural land, simply because it is classed as timber land? 

Mr. WEAVER. Ido not; but I realize that this generation is not 
the only generation that is going to live on this earth; and that the 
60,000,000 people who now inhabit this country are not all whoarego- 
ing to live here, The time will come when a man will be glad to own 
160 acres of timber land, although not classified as agricultural land. 

Mr. PAYSON. In the mean time what is to become of the timber 
as it matures? It is only valuable so far asitis utilized. Decay must 
have its effects; and if nobody can acquire it as timber land, and no- 
body will take it as agricultural Jand to live upon, how is it to be dis- 


posed of ? 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no danger of the timber decaying. Re- 
production goes on as fast as decay; otherwise there would be no for- 
ests at all. I do not think it necessary to sell this timber for fear itis 
going to spoil on our hands, It has never spoiled in ages past. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The present law authorizes the entry of these lands 
at $2.50 an acre—— 

A MEMBER. In some of the Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And on the Pacific coast, where the better class of 
timber lands are found. Someof those lands, as has been abundantly 
shown by evidence before the Land Department, are worth $200 an 
acre. Now what does the gentleman propose in regard to such lands? 
Would he have them sold at $2.50 an acre, or would he withdraw the 
land entirely from sale? 

Mr. WEAVER. I would simply put that timber land on sale pre- 
cisgly as the agricultural land is put on sale, and for the same price. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we do not want to sell the land. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the lands be taken as homesteads, 

Mr. HOLMAN, How can they be, when they are not adapted to 
agriculture ? 

Mr. WEAVER. 


in 


The gentleman is willing to sell land at $2.50 an ` 
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acre and let the owner of the soil have the benefit of a vein of coal 40 
feet thick which may be underneath the surface. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We can not anticipate such a thing as that. 

Mr. WEAVER. We know the fact exists in many places that there 
are veins of coal 40 feet thick on Government land. And we know also 
that on some of this Government land there is very valuable timber. 
Take the redwood tract, for instance, in California. Some of thatland 
is now subject to entry, haying been forfeited by the action of Congress. 
Other valuable timber land has been declared forfeited by departmental 
construction. In the case of some of this valuable timber land it may 
_ well worth a man’s while to go and liveuponit, and make his home 
there. 

I do not think the Government ought to speculate in that timber 
land. We do not need it; and the people need homes. 

Mr. HOLMAN, You speak for the present; that is, we do not need 
it now. 
oa WEAVER. Bed ne do not need it now. If we could get it in 

e Treasury, it would only tempt Congress. 

Mr. HERMANN. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. To strike out “four quarter-sections’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘a quarter-section.’’ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Is that all there is of it? 

Mr. HERMANN. That is all. 

The question recurred on Mr. HERMANN’S amendment. 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
Iowa it should not be the policy of the Government to ate in 
timber on this land. This section provides all lands not adapted to 
agriculture shall be classified as timber land, if a portion of this land 
is covered with timber. How are we to judge whether this land is 
adapted to agriculture until all the timber has been removed from it? 

I hope this provision will be stricken out of the bill, anda provision 
will be inserted providing for taking this land under the homestead 
law, and if necessary reduce the number of acres. If the timber is of 
more value than it would be if on prairie land, let the value of the 
timber be considered in the number of acres allowed for a homesteader. 

Mr. HERMANN. How would it be for a homesteader to make proof 
if the land is unfit for cultivation ? 

Mr. McSHANE. Very easily. I hold there are few sections of land 
in the country upon which a full compliance with the homestead act 
can not be had. On the side of a mountain the homestead law can 


be complied with. 
Mr. Should not a man be allowed to make his home 
there if he so desires it? 


Mr. HOLMAN. The bill allows that. 

Mr. McSHANE. If lands can be entered, homes can be established 
on land although it may be on the side of a mountain. They can be 
used for agricultural or other gate It is not necessary the home- 
steader should raise corn on a homestead in order to comply with the 
homestead law. There are many things which can be done on a home- 
stead which will comply with the law and make a home for the settler. 

People talk about aridlandsinthemountains. Thereare no morearid 
lands in the mountains. Ihave watched those mountains for years, and 
I say from change of climate homes can be established on those mount- 
ain tops and in cafions where the timber is removed so the land can 
be cultivated. I say that every year the rainfall is increasing, and al- 
though it may be difficult at the present time, I say that when the time 
does come that it is necessary to occupy those lands for homestead set- 
tlement they will be of such a character as will be susceptible of cul- 
tivation, and can be taken up under the homestead law or under this 
bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that further debate, by unanimous consent, 
be closed on this amendment. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The question recurred on Mr. HERMANN’S amendment, and it was 


disagreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question next recurs on Mr. Mc- 
SHANE’s motion to strike out section 4, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That all public lands chiefly valuable for timber of commercial value 
as sawed or hewed timber, and every contiguous 160 acres or less quantity 
thereof, omen pe subdivisions, the greater part of which is covered with timber 
of comme: value as sawed or hewed t mber, and unfit for cultivation, shall 
be cassified as timber lands. No such timber land shall be sold, but the timber 
thereon of commercial value as sawed or hewed timber, in tracts not exceeding 
40 acres in extent, in conformity with the legal subdivisions of the public lands, 
shall from time to time, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, with 
the approval of the President, be sold to the highest bidder, on sealed proposals, 
after due appraisement as hereinafter provided, at not less than the appraised 
value thereof; but the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, reject 
any and all bids at any time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment to insert— 

Mr. McSHANE. I wish tostrike out the section, and I believe that 
has precedence. My motion is to strike out section 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. That takes precedence of the motion to stgike 
out and insert. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Butaword. I wish tosay, Mr. Chairman, that the 
main feature of the bill is to secure the lands adapted to agriculture 
for purposes of homestead settlement. That is the fundamental idea 
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of the bill. The main object we have in view is to benefit actual set- 
tlers. Wherever the lands can be settled it is provided they can be 
entered under the homestead law. There is no single provision that 
does not look to that object. At the same time lands not valuable, not 
fit for agricultural purposes or for the establishment of homes, ought to 
go to the benefit of the whole people rather than to any favored classes. 

uch are lands covered with timber and not adapted to agriculture, and 
valuable only for the timber that is upon them. 

And a case has recently occurred in the county of Humboldt, Cali- 
fornia, where a contest has arisen before the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, where lands have been bought up by a syndicate to the extent 
of some fifty or sixty tħousand acres, valued at $150 to $200 an acre, 
which are being sold under the present law at $2.50 an acre. 

The two objects of this bill are to accomplish, first, in the sale of the 
timber which can be made valuable, by a systematic course of proced- 
ure in regard to that character of land by which the whole people 
will get the benefit of it, and second, by reserving the lands themselves 
which are not adapted to agriculture, but test their recuperative ca- 
pacity to produce new forests, the lands being always held by the Gov- 
ernment. 

I admit that there is another feature here in the bill which tends to 
the same object, and that is that the President of the United States 
ny set apart any timber lands he may think proper as forest reserva- 

ons. 

That has a double object in view, first, to preserve the forest for pub- 
lic purposes; and, secondly, it prevents the possibility of monopoly of 
the lands, so that all of theseimportant interests shall not be exhausted 
at once, but may project themselves into the future for the benefit of 


posterity. 

Mr. McRAE. Right there I want to suggest to the gentleman that 
while I was not in favor of this provision, timber lands can not be sold 
now without the approval of the President. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, that is true. 

Now, in conclusion, the whole country is aroused to the importance 
of selling timber and preserving the lands not adapted to agriculture. 
We have from every State of the Union, from Pennsylvania to Oregon, 
institutions organized as forestry societies, and we have at the Agricult- 
ural De ent, paid by the Government at an annual appropriation 
amounting to $10,000, a Bureau of Forestry, created for the same pur- 
pose, to try to secure such regulations and forest laws as are wise to 
prevent waste and destruction. 

This feature is especially pursued by these organizations. But they 
want us to go beyond all reasonable appropriations and allow a half 
million dollars annually to protect our forests. We do not deem that 
necessary. They want us to 1 out the lands, to distribute them 
in the manner they suggest; but we think the plan of the committee 
is much more effectual. 

I trust, therefore, the House will not strike out the feature, but upon 
a more careful examination into all its details I think it will be ad- 
mitted that it is one of the wisest measures ever enacted by Con 
for the persnton of monopoly and at the same time the protection of 
the timber lands of the country, and especially in regard to the larger 
tracts of timber lands not adapted to agriculture. 

Mr. McSHANE. The chairman of the committee states the object 
of this bill is to prevent the monopoy of the timber lands of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isay that that is one of the main objects. 

Mr. McSHANE. A few years ago the Congress passed a law known 
as the ‘‘desert-land act.” That has been in operation buta few years, 
where one citizen is entitled to a section of land. We find here in the 
Department of the Interior to-day 450,000 acres of land held by single 
syndicates under the desert-land act. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will be a little specific as to 
that. You do not understand exactly how it has occurred. 

Mr. McSHANE. Iam going to state just how it occurred. I find 
syndicates who procure men who make their declarations and take up 
the lands under the desert-land act, and after they have paid the amount 
necessary to procure the possession of the lands these syndicates per- 
form then work required under the law to make the final proof. 
That I will say, the first declaration of the first settler, and, by the 
way, he is not required to live on the land, but to make certain im- 
provements; he is not even required to go to the land district to make 
his filing under the law, but his filing is placed upon record, and the 
syndicates perform the n requirements from that time on dur- 
ing the period of three years to effect and complete the improvements 
and secure the title. They have an assignment of the claims from the 
original party, and when the proofs are completed we find the claims 
being transferred and the patents issued to the syndicate performing 
the improvements of the land. 

Mr. McRAE. The gannan is talking of existing law, not the pro- 


visions of the poang ill. 

Mr. McSHANE. Iam saying that this bill has similar provisions 
and will result in the same procedure. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly the gentleman has not read the fourteenth 
section of the bill or he would not make that statement. 

Mr. McSHANE. Congress can pass no law to prevent a purchaser 
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of timber, who purchased the timber and paid the Government, from 
transferring that timber to whomsoever he pleases. 

Mr. HO. If that is true, would it not apply to the lands as 
well as to the timber ? 

Mr. McSHANE. Not tothe homestead lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not to the homestead lands as well as to any 
other lands ? g 

Mr. McSHANE. I claim that there'is no land that a man cannot 
take possession of by cultivation under the homestead actin the future. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then there would not be any lands covered by the 
timbes-culture act, 

Mr. McSHANE. No. 

Mr. WEAVER. But somebody of course has got to determine 
what are agricultural lands. 

Mr. McSHANE. Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that the experience of 
the desert-land act is a sufficient reason and a sufficient experience for 
this House not to take a similar step in relation to the timber land of 
the country. 2 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. What isthe remedy of my friend in that large class 
of cases where the lands can not be settled under the homestead law? 

Mr. McSHANE,. * Where are those cases? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You will find them all over Washington Territory. 
You will find them in Arizona and Montana. I haye traveled ex- 
tensively across millions and millions of acres that can not by human 
yma be cultivated and that are covered with magnificent forests; 
all over the Rocky Mountains and the Sierra Nevadas. 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt but what I can 
produce the testimony necessary to show that there are arid lands in 
Central Nebraska in a vicinity where we raise 60 bushelsof corn to the 
acre. I can bring this House all the testimony it needs to show that 
that land is arid. The same thing can be said in Wyoming, in Mon- 
tana, in Washington Territory, and all of the mountainous region. 
I say for seventeen years I have had a personal experience in the Rocky 
Mountains, and even on the mountain side the homestead law can be 
literally complied with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Takethe east fork of the Yellowstone. Would you 
cultivate those slopes ? 

Mr. McSHANE. Yes; you can cultivate the east fork of the Yel- 
lowstone. You can not raise corn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What can you raise? 

Mr. MCSHANE. You can raise many things. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nothing. 

Mr. McSHANE, It is not to-day fit for cultivation; but let it be 
held for a few years. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just what this bill proposes to do. 

Mr. McSHANE. No, sir. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I asked unanimous consent that de- 
bate be closed on this ph and this amendment. I think the 
question was not submitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. TOOLE. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask that it be closed after five minutes. 


Is there objection ? 


tories, there will be no way by which we can buy a foot of lumber and 
by which we can buy a dollar’s worth of cord wood or anything of that 
kind, and we will be subject to extortionate charges in shipping them 
from the East or from the extreme West, where, according to the rates 
of transportation now, coal costs us $21 and $22 a ton. 

If we are remitted to that process by which all of the lumber that 
goes into our buildings and all of the timber that goes into our mines 
will have to be purchased in that way, it will simply amount to strik- 
ing down the mining and commercial enterprises which exist in those 
Territories. I trust thatif any change is to be made these timber lands 
will not be held out entirely for homesteads. No individual could go 
and live for five years under the laws of the United States upon one of 
these precipitous mountain sides in order to acquire a title; no indi- 
vidual could live long enough to see his title perfected. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The debate this evening has been very profitable. 
I think we have learned a good deal about the true condition of affairs 
in the country which has been under discussion. YetI was very much 
struck by the remarks made by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
McSHANE] and by the plan he proposed during the course of those re- 
marks. I, for one, believe that this Government, situated as it is to- 
day, with an overflowing Treasury, ought not to try tomake any money 
out of the public lands. Ido not regard lands which may be a home 
for the people asa proper source for revenue. I believe in opening them 
freely to the people that they may be covered with happy homes, that 
we may allow the millions to go there whom they are now inviting; 
and then we will have no trouble about the revenue. The revenue 
will flow in from the industry which will grow up there and which 
will be gigantic compared with anything we will derive from the opera- 
tion of this bill. 

One word more. I regard this bill as putting apremium, so to speak, 
upon the destruction of our forests. It invites speculation; it invites 
combinations —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can you not now buy any of those lands you think 
proper in unlimited quantities at $2.50 an acre? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not this bill expressly provide that no more 
lands shall be sold than those of which the President of the United 
States or the Secretary of the Interior may approve the sale? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. So far as concerns leaving the rights and liberties or 
our people with regard to the soil of this country in the hands of any 
President or other public officer, I would about as willingly turn them 
over to a combination or a syndicate or a ‘‘combine”’ of any kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not the executive department throughout all 
our history controlled the sale of the public lands? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana whether 
the people of the country are now satisfied with the condition of affairs 
with regard to our public lands? - 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; and that is the reason we are now trying 
to legislate on this subject. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. And you propose among other provisions of your 
legislation to cling to one of the objectionable features of the past. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is that? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Leaving it to the discretion of the President or 


Mr. HERMANN. I have an amendment which contemplates per- | any other officer—— 


fecting—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will not be cut out. 

Mr. WHEELER. I must have a few minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will make it ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iobject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will extend the period and make it fifteen min- 
utes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOOLE. It is evident there are some members here who are 
not conversant with the whole of the country which is covered orsought 
to be covered by this provision concerning the timber. 

With due deference to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE] I 
want to say that there probably can not be found 160 acres of land in 
the Territory of Montana, a section of country which embraces 140,000 
square miles, upon which timber grows, that could be adapted to agri- 
culture. The truth is, and I have lived in that country for seventeen 
years, that substantially all the timber grows on the mountain side, 
and the most precipitous mountains that are to be found in that coun- 
try, utterly inaccessible, 

The whole country is a country that has to be irrigated in order to 
produce crops, even in the valleys. Itis utterly amazing and astound- 
ing to an individual who knows anything about it to hear statements 
made upon this floor that the lands that are covered by timber could 
be adapted to homestead and subjecttoagriculture. The valleys them- 
selves that produce prolific crops are irrigated by artificial means in 
order to produce these crops. The mountains on which the timber 
grows could never be made to yield anything. 

Now, suppose this provision is stricken out. The result will be that 
in Montana, Idaho, and Arizona, where we have undeveloped coal mines, 
and no fuel supply, no lumber supply, except such as we get in the Terri- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Somebody must administer your laws. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Somebody must administer the laws; but I pro- 
pose to make the law so that he who runs may read, and so that there 
shall be no discretion in regard to this matter; that as to every foot of 
land on which an American citizen may build his home he may sit be- 
neath his own vine and fig tree, President or no President, discretion 
or no discretion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What do you propose to do with those forests where 
the land can not be cultivated, but where, on account of the forests, the 
Ing ee cere or bee hundred dollars an acre? 

P E A the Lake Superior country—that t mini 
and lumber country—it was believed for years that the land sould aA 
be cultivated. But what do we see there to-day? Why, sir, that is 
a part of the great wheat belt of America. There was a time when a 
man who would talk of buying a farm and settling in the pine lands 
of the lower peninsula of Michigan would have been considered almost 
crazy; yet to-day hundreds of thousands of people are living there and 
carrying on farming operations extensively. I have been through the 
Northwest; I grew up with it, and I have seen the whole process. I 
say that under a provision of this kind in this bill there is chance for 
combination, there is chance for subtlety. In matters of this kind I 
would leave nothing to the discretion of any man; and I think the 
proposition of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE] would 
render these improper combinations an uiter impossibility. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will take occasion to propose 
such amendments to the bill as will prevent the results he deprecates. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I will try to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope you will. 

Mr. WHEELER. Under ordinary circumstances, and if the ques- 
tion were presented to us for the first time, I should be very much in 
sympathy with the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ne- 
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braska [Mr. McSHANE] and the line of argument by which he has 
supported it. But after the committee has carefully considered this 

uestion, modifying proposition after proposition, and after we have 
finally arrived at the provisions of the fourth section, which, as every 
one must see, is a compromise, aiming as near as possible to suit the 
wishes and interests of the various Representatives from different parts 
of the country, the committee can not be expected to assent to any 
amendment which has not been thoroughly considered and which does 
not present the strongest claims for adoption. 

Ihave an amendment which I can state the committee has agreed 
not to oppose, and which I now send up to the desk to be published in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be published in the RECORD. 

‘There was no objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 


After line 23, section 29, add: 
¥ Tha 


‘Provided, t after the Ist day of January, 1890, all the public lands in the State 
of Alabama shall be open to entry and settlement under the homestead laws.” 

Mr. WHEELER. The idea of this amendment, as of others which 
have been proposed, is that after the Government has offered the lands 
under the other provisions of this bill, if they still remain in the hands 
of the Government they may be allowed to be entered as homesteads, 
no matter whether they be mineral ortimber lands, or whatever other 
conditions may exist. 

I believe it consistent with the duty of the Government to get these 
lands in the hands of the people, and after a certain period has elapsed 
without the land being taken to allow any man to locate upon them, 
make his home there, and acquire title under the homestead law. I 
hope an amendment will be offered and adopted placing beyond ques- 
tion the power of the citizen to acquire lands in this way, no matter 
what they may contain, after they have remained a certain period in 
the hands of the Government without being taken up under any other 
provisions of the law. 

A MEMBER. How long a period does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. WHEELER. I would say two or three years as the extreme 
limit; and if after that period, though they may be coal lands, if they 
have not been entered under the law authorizing the entry of coal lands, 
then let any man go and take them who will comply with the prc- 
visions of the homestead law. 

Mr. McSHANE. If that principle would be good after a period of 
three years, why is it not good now? 

Mr. WHEELER. It would be good now; but it is the opinion of 
many gentlemen that some lands may be so valuable that the Govern- 
ment ought to sell them fortheirfull value. I say let the Government 
have full chance to do so; but if after a period of two or three years 
the lands have not been taken up under the coal-land laws or the iron- 
land Jaws, then let them be taken by any man who will comply with 
the homestead law and in that way acquire an indefeasible title. This 
principle, I think, will meet the views of many members of this House 
who object to the various provisions of the bill. Let the land be sub- 
ject to the provisions of the law fora certain , and then let every 
acre of land in the whole country be thrown open and entered under 
the homestead law. 

jets the hammer fell. ] 

e SPEAKER pro The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE] to strike out the fourth 
section. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Has the time for debate expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Two minutes yet remain. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, especially to 
my friends immediately around me, that this bill has been prepared 
with a great deal of care and labor by the Committee on Public Lands. 
It received first the careful attention of a subcommittee, which spent 
many months in its preparation, and afterward it was thoroughly dis- 
cussed and amended in the full committee. I hope, therefore, that 
amendments will not be offered, unless they are considered vital, and 
that none will be submitted which are likely to embarrass the passage 
of the bill and counteract the good effects which the measure seeks. 
This is a good measure, as we believe, and I appeal to gentlemen here 
not to assail it for the mere sake of making captious criticism. [Cries 
of Vote!” *‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MCSHANE. Mr. Speaker, the object of the amendment which 
I have offered is that all public lands, both timber and prairie lands, 
shall be taken up exclusively under the homestead laws, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCSHANE, it 
was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri to strike out the section and insert the 
substitute which has been read. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have sent to the desk an amendment designed 
to perfect that substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not submit it in 
the regular way. Does he offer it now? 

Mr. HERMANN. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read it. 


` The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the substitute add the following: 
7" Thatno person, corporation, or association shall own, inclading any 
under this act, an aggregate amount exceeding 640 acres of timber at 
the time of purchase; and proof to this effect shall be made before the 
and receiver at the time of purchase." 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker—— ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. bate is exhausted. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent to occupy five minutes 
in explaining my amendment, which seeks to perfect this substitute. 

Mr. MACDONALD. If I understand aright, the provision of that 
amendment is already a part of the substitute. 

Mr. HERMANN. Itisnot. I offer the amendment. in good faith 
to perfect the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] to occupy five minutes? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Inorder that we may understand the question 
which the gentleman is about to discuss, I would like to have the sub- 
stitute read in connection with the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. ‘That would come out of my time, and I prefer 
first to make my explanation, to which I invite the kind attention ot 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. HoLMAN] and 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. Speaker, I understand it is the desire of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands to confine the purchase of timber lands to tracts not exceed- 
ing 640 acres for any one person or association. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HERMANN. But I think a strict construction of this section 
or substitute will not carry out that object; in other words, I think 
that without my amendmenta large number of persons who are already 
owners of an indefinite amount of lands will be allowed to come in 
and compete with others who are not the possessors of timber lands. 

This is the that no tion shall purchase or hold a 
greater quantity of such timber land than four quarter-sections. My 
amendment is that no person or corporation shall hold 640 acres of land 
by purchase from the United States, but that the purchase shall not 
exceed 160 acres. It is similar to the restriction in the additional 
homestead. There any person may acquire an additional homestead 
which may be vacant and may adjoin. 

Now, a man owning 100,000 acres of timber land may come in and 
purchase 640 acres additional. My amendment only allows a man to 
purchase in addition to what he owns what will make 640 acres, and 
not more, It is calculated te create more equality in this regard. 

Mr. HERMANN’s amendment was agreed to. | 

The substitute of Mr. STONE, of Missouri, as amended, was agreed 


Section 5 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 5. That before any sale of timber as above provided for shall be made, no 
tice thereof shall be given by the Secretary of the Interior for at least ninety 
days in two newspapers of general circulation printed and published in the 
State or Territory, one of which shall be published in the land district in which 
the same is situated, describing by numbers the tracts of land on which the same 


to 


trict in which the land is situated as the place where such roposals wil! 
ved, and stating the time within which such sealed pro: will be re- 
ceived. Ali such sales shall be for cash, pa: at the time of sale at the land 


able 
ofice of this district in which the land is situated, and the proceeds shall be ac- 
counted for by the receiver of such land office as the proceeds of the sale of pub- 
lic lands are now required by law to be accounted for. 
Mr. TooLe’s amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 5 by adding thereto the following: 
“* Provided, That it shall be lawful for the residents of either of the States of 


yo Montana, to 
lic domain under existing law and the regulations thereunder for the period of 
six months after the passage of this act.” 

Mr. TOOLE. I think a brief statement will show the riety of 
this amendment. The section provides these lands shall be classified 
as timber lands, and then they shall be advertised for a period of three 
months. So if this section becomes the law the t will be that 
there will be a period of time between the of the law and the 
time in which these lands shall be classified and ninety days thereafter 
during which it will be impossible to procure timber in any of the 
States or Territories named in this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no serious objection to that. 

Mr. TooLE’s amendment was to. 

Section 6 was read, as follows: 


land as mineral Iand shall in no wise impair the rights of the purchaser 
a var specified. 


But no person, company, or compere shall purchase or hold in any State or 
phot ane n greater quantity of such timber than the timber on four quarter- 
sections of land, 
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' Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iask by unanimous consent the last sen- 
tence, beginning with the word “‘ but,” be stricken out, it having been 
incorporated in section 5. 

Mr, HOLMAN. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN’S amendment was read, as follows: 

On line 18, page 4, strike out the words ** or hold.” 

ne 20, Page 4, strike out “four” and insert ‘‘one;” so as to read “one 
T On line 20, page 4, insert the following after the word ‘land :” 

“Provided, That an actual settler or owner of farm or grazing lands shall have 
the preference a to purchase not to exceed 160 acres of such timber lands 
which shall adjoin his own lands at $1.25 per acre, and the adverse applicant 
shall first serve notice on said settler or owner ef his said application, after 
which the said settler or owner shall have ninety days within which to exercise 
his preference right of purchase or entry,” 

Mr. HERMANN. That has been withdrawn. I now move, in line 
8, section 6, to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘forty.’’ This is to en- 
large the time within which the timber shall be removed. Instead of 
limiting it to five I propose to extend the time to forty years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is too long. 

Mr. HERMANN. Five yearsis tooshortatime. He ought to have 
thirty or forty years to use the timber in connection with the farm, 
and fer household purposes. 

Mr. WEAVER. But he purchases the timber on the land, not the 
land. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is true, but still he ought to have time—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman will observe that you should 
not so extend the time as to warrant speculators in purchasing these 
lands. The object in limiting the time was to prevent speculation. 
That was the very purpose the committee had in view. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think, if the gentleman from Indiana will per- 
mit me to make the suggestion, that without some such provision as 
I have indicated in this act it might as well be called an act to pro- 
mote speculation in timber lands and to denude the forests of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we limit the amount of lands which can be 
purchased under the timber-land act. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes; but take the case of a large milling inter- 
est that purchases timber, we will say on 640 acres, and have but five 
years in which to remove the growth. The expiration of that period 
is about reached, there is no special demand for the timber, but the 
mill company will cut it all off, cut every tree down, manufacture it 
into lumber, even if they have to house it or put it in sheds rather 
than lose the chance of being able to make something out of their 
purchase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But they will not seek to get hold of timber lands, 
hoping that it will increase in value to any considerable extent. 

Mr. HERMANN. They may do it with the hope of shutting others 
out; but at all events they will cut the timber down even if they have 
to shed or house it in order to protect their purchase. 

And what do you accomplish by reducing the time to so short a pe- 
riod? Ths man who purchases his farm and has in his neighborhood 
a tract of 160 acres of timber lands needs fire-wood; he may purchase 
the land for that purpose, but before he could ibly consume the 
fire-wood upon the land another person comes in and outbids him. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the purpose for which he wants the timber is as 
you suggest, he will get it free anyway. 

Mr. HERMANN. Well, take it for building purposes, for fencing 
around the farm, and for purposes generally of the farm. And permit 
me justin this connection to call the attention of the committee to a 
communication from a surveyor out in that country who writes to me 
from Oregon, and gives his objection to some of the features of this bill. 
He says: 

It ras to me to have some very objectionable features, especially in zegara 
to selling the timber, only allowing six years to remove it. The result be 
to throw all the timber into the hands of the mill-owners and monopolists. 

The mill-men and their henchmen will buy what they can saw, and the poor 
man who purchases a little timber can let his stand until the six years are out 
and see it revert to Government to be bought by some one else. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will now take the floor and yield to the 
gentleman to answer a question. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will yield to me I will take 
great pleasure in answering any question he may desire to ask. 

Mr. MACDONALD. This is the question: Suppose, in connection 
with the argument you make, the land was in the proximity of the 
farmer, how would you have the settler to exercise his preference 
right? 

Mr. HERMANN. Just as he does now, by being a bidder for the 
land. That is the only way he can exercise his preference right. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Thatis, by bidding more than the other man. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is the only way he can get the land. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, while the gentleman is answering questions, 
will he answer this suggestion: Since he supposes that the business of 
farming is abandoned and the farmer goes to speculating in the market 
and buying up timber land, is it not true that the moment he does so 
he ceases to be a farmer and becomes a speculator at once? 


Mr. HERMANN. It is very rarely done, When the farmer con- 
verts himself into a millman there are some iar reasons for it. 
There are few instances where it is done, because the profits are not 
sufficient. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HERMANN, it 
was rejected. 7 

The Clerk read section 7 of the bill, as follows: 

Src. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause examinations to be made 
of the public lands bearing timber to ascertain and properly E pre the lands 
which by the provisions of-this act are classified as ber land, and for that 
yt aed may employ the services of the land inspectors now authorized by law 

the adminstration of the publicland service. Each of said timber inspectors 
shall be assigned to such district of timber lands as the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
designate, who, in addition to such classification of the timber lands of such 
district, and proper designation thereof as such, a the 
each 40-acre tract classified as timber land, according to the legal subdivisions 
in such district, at the fair cash value thereof, and make return thereof as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall direct; but such appraisement and classification 
shall not be conclusive. And the Secretary of the Interior shall, with the ap- 
proval of the President, prescribe all rules necessary and proper to carry the 
provisions of this act touching timber lands into effect. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now offer on behalf of the committee an amend- 
ment to restore to this section the words which were stricken out in 
committee, which I ask the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “service,” in the seventh line, insert: 

“And notexceeding three additonal land inspectors, each of whom, inclu 
those now authorized by law, shall receive a salary of $2,000 per annum an: 
necessary apenso when traveling in the ormance of their duties, all of 
whom shall annually Bo «sonar by the President, and shall take and sub- 
scribe an oath for the faithful performance of the duties of their oftica.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. TOOLE, as follows: 

Insert the words “and mineral” after the word “timber,” in line 2. 


Mr. TOOLE. I withdraw that amendment, and also the several other 
amendments that I have offered to this section bearing upon the same 
point. 

The Clerk reported the amendment proposed by Mr. CAREY, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend by adding at the end of section 7 the following: 

** Provided, That sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 shall not apply to any timber lands in 
the Territory of Wyoming.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Sections 8 and 9 were read, as follows: 

Src. oP oe eee eae of tthe anan ben ony = ope hy cand 
apart and reserve, in any State or Ty ving ic ring forests, 
any of the public lands designated in this act iat timber lands, or any lands 
wholly or in part covered with ber or era! pele whether of commercial 
value or not, as public reservations, on which tree and undergrowth shall 
be protected from waste or injury, under the charge of the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and the President shall, by public on, declare the establish- 
ment of such reservations and the limits thereof, and may employ such por- 
tion of the military forces as may be n or ble in protecting such 
or any other reservations, or any other public timber land from waste or in- 
jury; and all the provisions of this act, or of any law ee public do- 
Ar n heer relates to timber lands, shall be subordinate to provisions of 

section. 

Src. 9. That in all surveys of the public lands hereafter made the deputy sur- 
veyors shall note in the field-notes, and d on the township plats, each 40 
acres of land, according to the } subdivisions, bearing timber of commercial 
value, and as near as may be the portion of each of such 40 acres bearing such 
timber, and also each 40-acre tract bearing timber or und: wth not of com- 
mercial value and the extent thereof. The Commissioner 
Office shall prescribe rules for giving effect to this section. 

Mr. GAY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 shall not apply to any land, timber 
or otherwise, in the ish of Calcasieu, which are subject to entry 
by agree h er the homestead act only in tracts not ex: g 160 acres 
each, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not press that amendment, 
because the bill can not be applicable if these lands are adapted toany 
character of agriculture. As it is, this applies only tolands not adapted 
to agriculture, except only as to the power of the President to withdraw 
land from sale and to set apart certain lands for timber reservations, in 
which the whole country is deeply interested. I do not see that there 
is any need for the amendment. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker,if the provisions of these sections do not ap- 
ply to agricultural lands which may now have more or less timber upon 
them, then of course my amendment isunnecessary. I wish tosay that 
these are all agricultural lands. They arepartly covered with timber, 
not of very great value. Some ofthem have no timber upon them. 
But that parish is now the center of a large immigration from Iowa 
and other Northwestern States, coming to Louisiana for the benefit 
of a milder climate in which to secure homes. It would be very in- 
jurious to have these lands complicated with the provisions of this bill 
and withdrawn from the market and subject tofive years delay. More 
than that, because it will take a long time under the provisions of this 
bill before the Department of the Interior is properly advised by ex- 
amination whether these lands are agricultural, whether they have 
timber upon them worth preserving, or otherwise. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that these immigran 


from time to time set 


the General Land 


ts find a means of 


support in this timber at the beginning. They put a part of the land 
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in cultivation immediately, and as fast as they can cut the timber off 
they have the advantage of the timber, which enables them to erect 
their habitations and to secure and improve their homes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will observe this bill does not reach those 
uan a all. Thoselands being agricultural lands are expressly ex- 
cepted. 

Mr. GAY. Thenthere should be no objection to the adoption of the 
amendment. k 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only objection would be that we would have 
to cut the whole bill up into fragments. 

Mr. GAY. I would like to have that portion of my district posi- 
tively excepted and not complicated at all with doubt upon this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. MCRAE. My friend may rest assured that the bill will not af- 
fect any agricultural lands. Itisas broad asitcanbe. All lands that 
are fit for agriculture may be taken under the homestead law. His 
Jand can not be classified as timber or mineral land. 

_ Mr. GAY. Homestead entries are the only kind of entries I believe 


in, 

Mr. McRAE. That is all we seek to give you. 

Mr. GAY. But I fear that under the provisions of this law the lands 
in question will not be allowed to be entered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A vast body of land is leftin exactly the same con- 
dition as it was before. To those lands we apply the homestead prin- 
ciple. That, I think, is the corner-stone of this bill. 

Mr. GAY. These are not mountain lands and they are not coal lands, 
There are no minerals in my country. They are more or less timber 
lands. I desire to have the right of settlement goon. Therefore I 
offer this amendment, which I think is germane. If there is no pro- 
vision in this bill conflicting with it, then the amendment will do no 
harm. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but every other section will insist on com- 
ing in and suggesting provisions. This matter is already provided for 
in the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 10 of the bill; also an amendment offered by 
Mr. Tooxr, as follows: 

Add the following to section 10: 

“Thatin order to determine what lands may lawfully be selected, certified 
or patented under nts made by Congress to each and every of the several 
Jand-grant railroads of the Uni! States, and to which patent has not hereto- 
fore issued, such railroad com y or corporation shall, by its nt thereto au- 
thorizedi n writing, file witht he register and receiver of the land office in which 
such land is sit an affidavit that the land claimed or selected and each le- 
gal subdivision thereof is non-mineral in character, as contemplated by the 

rant, and that the affiant has © a personal inspection of said land; and 
thereupon the register and receiver of the land office in which said land is situ- 
ated shall cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation, pub- 
lished nearest the land so claimed or selected, for four successive weeks a notice 
that such affidavit has been filed, and at any time within thirty days thereafter 
any citizen of the State or Territory within which said land is situated may deny 
the allegation of non-mineral in said affidavit upon oath; and thereupon the 
same proceedings shall be had and obtain as in other contested cases, includin, 
the right of appeal by either party, but the burden of proving the non-minera 
ebaracter of ‘the land shall be upon the railroad company; and in all such con- 
tests it shall be sufficient to reject the claim or selection of any railroad company 
if it appears from the proof that the land contains lodes of mineral-bearing mat- 
ter, which does not pass by the grant, whether it has been worked or not, or 
whether it will pay or not to work at the time of the contest. As between the 
railroad company and the Government any and all land that bears mineral 
which does not pass by the grant, or gold in placer form in such appreciable 
quantities as to render it in any sense valuable so as to be likely to sought 
out for its mineral qualities, shall be considered within the exception made by 
Congress and shall be considered mineral lands. 


Mr. TOOLE. This amendment becomes necessary for the following 
reason: Under the charter of the Northern Pacific Railroad and others 
they are given in their grant coal and iron, but all other minerals are 
expressly excepted from the grant. The surveyors-general of several 
of the States and Territories, in the early days, before the character of 
the country was known, acting in collusion with the railroad compa- 
nies, returned large quantities of mineral land, land bearing gold, sil- 
ver, and copper, as agricultural Jand. These lands have been certified 
to the railroad companies. 

The object in passing this amendment is to compel those companies 
to comply with the terms and intention of the grant, namely, that they 
shall not take any of the mineral lands by grant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may 
be transferred to whatever place in the bill may be deemed appropri- 


ate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be made a separate section between sections 
2 and 3, as the bill now stands. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read section 11 of the bill. 

Mr. McRAE. Ihave an amendment proposed by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments are to be considered in 
the order ot their presentation. è 

Mr. PAYSON. By unanimous consent, when the bill was first called 
for consideration to-day, it was ordered that amendments should be 
considered in the order in which they would logically apply. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
not then in the chair. 

Mr. McRAE. My amendment does not conflict with the present 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after ‘‘so,” in the sixth line of the eleventh section: “‘ Preference being 
given to persons residing upon or owning improvements thereon,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to have a resolution 
passed which I send to the Clerk’s desk, providing for having 2,000 
more copies of the bill printed. Wehave entirely exhausted the edi- 
tion, and if we are going on to-morrow we ought to have more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request will be entertained later. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

By Mr. Surru, of Wisconsin : 

Amend section 11 in the third line by striking out the words “ private or,” 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee why this land is to be sold at private sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was thought that was a matter that might be 
safely submitted to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner; that there might be cases where it would be proper 
to sell at private sale, especially if they were to give priority to the 
person who happened to be on the land. A 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Since the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, I see the appropriateness of the words 
**private or.” Prior to that the wording did not seem right. I now 
withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

By Mr, Carry: 

Amend line 3 of section 11 by striking out the words “ private” and “or,” and 
by inserting in said line 3, section 11, between the word “sale” and the word 
“for,” the words “after advertisement as provided for the sale of timber lands 
under the provisions of this act,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

By Mr. HERMANN: 

On line 6, page 7, after the words “to do so,” insert the words “subject to the 
rights of actual settlers to purchase or enter.” 

Mr. HERMANN. That point is already covered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read section 12 of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have anamendment which I wish to offerif I can 
get the attention of the chairman of the committee. I think it ought 
to be adopted, and I do not know of any better place to insert it than 
here. I will read it before sending it to the Clerk. 

Providing that along all water courses, lake and sea shores there shall be re- 
served to the United States for public use alternate strips of land 100 feet wide 
and 1,000 feet long; and all nts for land disposed of after the passage of this 
act shall expressly recite this reservation. 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion—that the words “living springs” be inserted ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Do you say springs or streams? 

Mr. McADOO. 5 mee and streams. 

Mr. WEAVER. Ido not think it best to put spfings in. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Would it not be well to say ‘‘ navigable 
water streams?” 

Mr. WEAVER. No; I think not. The object is to keep people 
from being fenced off from stock water and necessary water supply. I 
think this is a very important reservation. 

ä eek BUCHANAN. ‘The amendment has not been reported from the 

Mr. WEAVER. Let it be made an independent section. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My only trouble about that is it seems to be in- 
definite. Is it 1,000 feet on the water front? Which way does it lie? 

Mr. WEAVER. Parallel with the stream. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. One thousand feet along the stream? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It does not say so. 

Mr. WEAVER, Iwill put it “parallel with the stream.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill say to the gentleman that the reservation 
of the sea front for the purpose of watering stock—— 

Mr. WEAVER. There are a great many places where they can not 
get to the sea. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Why would it not be wiser to make the 
amendment apply to each quarter-section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope this proposition will be withheld for the 

resent. 

Mr, LAIRD. I hope it will not be adopted now or at any other time. 

Mr. WEAVER. I am willing that the amendment be passed over 
for the present, to be considered hereafter at a proper time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa withe 
draw it for the present? 


The present occupant of the chair was 


The Chair will entertain the amend- 


1888. 


Mr. WEAVER. Iam perfectly willing that it be passed over now 
by unanimous consent, with the understanding that we shall go back 
to 


it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, have all the amendments to section 
11 been passed upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They have. 

Mr. McSHANE. I ask unanimous consent to offer another amend- 
ment to section 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to recur to section 11 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In meas strike out the words “one hundred and sixty” and insert "forty; ” 
Pa That all isolated or disconnected tracts or parcels of the public domain less 
than 40 acres may be ordered sold at private or public sale for not less than $1.25 

r acre by the Commissioner of the General Land Office,when in his judgment 
t would be proper to do s0.” 

Mr. PAYSON. Ihave no objection to recurring to the section for 
the eae pene having the amendment offered. But the Committee on 
Public Lands had that proposition before it, investigated it thoroughly, 
and after information from the General Land Office, as well as personal 
information from gentlemen living in localities which would be affected 
by the provisions of the bill, it was unanimously agreed that 160 acres 
would be the proper amount. While I have no objection to the offer- 
ing of the amendment, I think it ought to be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the ainendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska will be considered as pending. 

Mr, MCRAE. I hope it will not be agreed to; it clearly ought not 
to be, because the land can be homesteaded now if any man wants to 
homestead it. $ 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, this section will place hundreds of 
thousands of acres of land under the control of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to be placed on the market at private sale. 
Now, I understand the intention of this bill is to preserve as much of 
the public domain as possibly can be preserved for homestead entry. 
We all know that in many instances 120 acres of land are regarded as 
sufficient for a homestead entry. There are thousands of settlers who 
willingly make a filing upon 80 acres of land in close proximity to a 
railroad rather than go off 20 or 30 miles from a railroad and settle on 
160 acres. Untila few years ago a settler could not file upon more than 
80 acres within the 20-mile limit of a railroad, and that law was re- 
pealed only in 1880. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. This bill provides that any tract of this character 
less than 160 acres may be sold in the manner provided. It covers 
your amendment. 

Mr. MCSHANE. Butthere might be a fraction of a quarter-section, 
embracing, we will suppose, 154 acres, which, under this section, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office would be permitted to sell at 
public or private sale, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosuggest that this provision will apply only 
to cases where there has been in some form or other a reservation of a 
small, isolated body of land rendered valuable by being in ‘the neigh- 
borhood of settlement. 4 

Mr. McSHANE. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this section go a 
long way. They give authority to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to sell at public or private sale, whenever he sees fit, any 
parcel of land less than 160 acres. Surely the effect of this section 
will be to remove from the operation of the homestead act every frac- 
tion of a quarter-section, if there is anybody ready to purchase it and 
if the Commissioner of the General Land Office sees fit to sell it. I 
am in favor of preserving every fraction of a quarter-section in excess 
of 40 acres for settlement under the homestead laws. 

Mr. LAIRD. Take, for instance, the Platte River, having a tortu- 
ous course, full of islands which embrace a large number of fractions 
of quarter-sections, marked on the Government plats as ‘“‘lots.’’? These 
may be valuable to the holder of contiguous property, but worthless 
to any person who might propose to take them up separately under his 
homestead or pre-emption right. What does the gentleman say as to 
those cases? 

Mr. McSHANE. I presume that all those parcels of land to which 
the gentleman refers are less than 40 acres, ; 

Mr. LAIRD. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. We have information of very large numbers of such 
fractional tracts in Indiana and Illinois, outside of the meander lines 
of surveys, etc. 

Mr. McSHANE. I will ask my colleague [Mr. LAIRD] whether it 
is not a fact that there are in Nebraska thousands of quarter-sections 
of land onning only from 152 to 158 acres? 

Mr. LAIRD. I think that is the fact. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not a matter coming within the provisions 
of this section at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are not isolated, 
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Mr. McSHANE. They become isolated the moment the quarter- 
sections on each side of them are taken up. 

Mr. LAIRD. {I do not think the case presented by my colleague 
[Mr. McSHANE] is covered by this section. 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. 

Mr. McSHANE. The provisions of this section go much further, I 
apprehend, than they were intended to go by the committee in report- 
ing the section. I have no objection to modifying the amendment by 
striking out ‘'40” and inserting ‘‘80.’’ Iwant to provide against in- 
cluding under this provision the short quarter-sections of which I have 

ken. 

Me. LAIRD. I think that my colleague [Mr. MCSHANE] sees this 
matter somewhat differently from the rest of us. It does not occur to 
me that the ‘‘ short quarter-sections,’’ which are short owing possibly 
to defects in surveys and not from natural causes, are comprehended 
under this section. But I can see this is a state of things where sub- 
divisions are cut up and reduced below 160 and 80 acres. Along the 
Platte River there are a large number of fractional parts of land sepa- 
rated from the public lands and marked as lots. They comprehend a 
portion of the shore. Some of them are islands. 

I have a bill before the Committee on Public Lands asking that the 
Secretary of the Interior he authorized to advertise and sell these lands _ 
to particular holders. The land is more valuable to settlers near by 
than to those who are distant as it may be used for pasturage and like 


urposes. 
E Mr. MACDONALD. Iwas just waiting to see how long the gentle- 
man would occupy the minute which I yielded to him. Ithink if my 
friends will reflect for a moment upon the purpose of the section they 
will agree that it shall remain as it is. 

Any gentleman who has resided in a land-grant State as long a time 
as I have, from the time the Government offered land for sale down to 
the present hour, will realize fully the necessity of such a provision as 
the one provided in the pending section. Although lands in the coun- 
try where I live have been out of the market over twenty years, there 
are one or two isolated tracts there yet of marsh land which have become 
valuable on account of drainage constantly goingon. Throughout the 
West there are tracts of land of 8 or 10 acres which still remain undis- 
posed of. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. MCRAE. I want to say, in the Southern public land States, the 
States where public lands have been nearly disposed of—in Arkansas 
Missouri, in the northern part of Louisiana, and the northern part ot 
Mississippi—this section isanecessity. A greatpart of theland has not 
been taken because it is unfit for cultivation; that is, unfit for a home- 
stead. This section was draughted to enable the Department to dispose 
of the land in any way to accommodate those who may desire a part of 
these lands. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. In fact, 
the Representatives of those States could not afford to give a hearty 
support to this bill if this section was taken ont of it. 

Mr. LAIRD. I say preference should be given to the men owning 
abutting or adjoining lands. 

Mr. McRAE. He makes out his application to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and the latter can sell it whenever he is con- 
vinced it is for the interest of the Government to do so, 

Mr. LAIRD. But preference in the sale of such lands is always to 
be given to the owners of the nearest abutting lands, 

Mr. McSHANE. I desire to change my amendment so it will read 
80 instead of 160 acres. And I wish, Mr. Chairman, to impress on this 
House the fact that in the Western States a very large portion of the 
surveyed sections run short in the number of acres. In those States 
containing 158 or 159 acres the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office can offer the same for sale. 

Mr. PAYSON. In many portions of the West, as stated by the 
gentleman from Nebraska, thereare fractional or isolated tracts of land. 

A MEMBER. What do you mean by isolated ? 

Mr. PAYSON, I will state what isolated is. An isolated tract of 
land is understood to be, in public-land parlance, a piece of land which 
stands disconnected from other public lands having been disposed of 
by the Government, or land when disconnected by reason of its prox- 
imity to a stream or surrounded by water, as in the case of an island. 
Thatis what I mean by isolated land. 

Mr.McSHANE. I understandthegentleman. Inother words, take 
the lands located within the limits of a land-grant railroad, where the 
odd sections are granted to the railroads, leaving a section of Govern- 
ment land surrounded by four sections of railroad Jand. That section 
is short in the number of acres it contains. Whenever three-fourths 
of that section is settled on the other quarter is subject to the pro- 
visions of this section. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I think not. 

Mr. MCSHANE. There is no question about it. 

Mr.PAYSON. Concedethatitis; whatis the objection? The gen- 
eral law operates in regard to it, and any homesteader or pre-emptor 
can take it up. This is not a repeal of the general law. - It is simply 
an addition to that law which is not supplanted by it. If no home- 
steader or pre-emptor takes it, all we do is to say that the Commissioner 
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of the General Land Office may sell it at private sale after giving the 


right of purchasing to the owner of the nearest adjacent land. 
Mr. MCSHANE, There is no provision in this bill giving the first 
sigue ‘to the homesteader. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, for the general law does that. 

Mr. McSHANE. Butit provides that whenever the fraction of a 
quarter-section becomes isolated the Commissioner may offer it for sale. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that does not prevent the homesteader from 
taking it. There is simply a discretion given to the Commissioner to 
sell it if no one else takes it under the general law. 

Mr. McSHANE. This gives too much discretion to the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Lands; it places too many acres of the public do- 
main on the market for sale. It is the objectionable feature of this 
section; and I hope the amendment will be adopted reducing the 
amount to a fraction of 80 instead of 160 acres, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCSHANE, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 11. 

Mr. McRAE. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement. I 
think we have been in session long enough to-night. Let us take a 
recess now until half 10 to-morrow. 

Mr. HERMANN, 0; I object to any recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess until 10 
o’clock. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask consent to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, and I ask his attention for a moment. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the pending proposition 
be passed without prejudice, to be called up at a laterstage in the con- 
sideration of the bill when there is a fuller attendance of the members. 

Mr. McRAE. I can not consent to that, as I may not be here. 
This is a matter that the representatives of five of the public-land 
States can not possibly concede. They can not support the biil. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this amendment does not seem to make it so 
objectionable. 

Mr. McRAE. I know what the amendment means, We can not 
support the bill with that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]? 

Mr. McSHANE. _ I object. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman object to passing it over with- 
out prejudice? 

Mr. McSHANE. I do, for I may not be here to-morrow, and I want 
to say here again that the State that I in part have the honor to rep- 
resent has many millions of acres of unoccupied Government lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. This clause of the bill will not affect that. 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, because there are a great many fractional sec- 
tions. 

Mr. McSHANE. And Ivan not consent to have such a large body 
of lands put in the hands of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office for sale and subject to his discretion. We want to preserve 
them for homestead settlers. 

Mr. PAYSON. But I think the gentleman is mistaken about the 
effect of it in that respect. 

The SPEAKER pro oe yey 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed thi 

The SPEAKER pro PFR The point of order being made that 
no quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MCRAE and Mr. McSHANE were appointed tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis obvious that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr, WEAVER that the 
House take a recess. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. lt will take a quorum to do that. 

a sgh quron was taken; and there were—ayes 15, noes 8. 

UCHANAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that a 
quorum has not voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. WEAVER were appointed tellers. 

‘Mr. MACDONALD, I ask consent to offer an amendment which 
will meet the objection of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a pending motion on which no 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. WEAVER. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I propose to add to this section these words: 

Provided, That lands shall not become so isolated or disconnected until the 
same have been subject to homestead entry for a period of two years after the 
surrounding land has been disposed of by the Government in any manner. 

Mr. WEAVER. That, I think, meets the objection. 

meni Se a With an amendment fixing it at three years, I will 


E MACDONALD. Very well; I will so modify the amendment, 
The amendment as modified was ‘adopted. 


The gentleman objects. 


Mr. LAIRD. Now I submit this amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. * 

The SPEA. protempore. To what section? 

Mr. LAIRD. Tosectionll. I understand Mr. MORAEto be willing 
to accept this as it simply completes the matter. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ihavenoobjection. Myamendmenthas been adopted. 

Mr. LAIRD. It is as follows: Add to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas: 

Provided, That in the absence of any resident, preference in sale of the 
same— 

Referring to an isolated piece of land— 
shall be given where practicable to the owner of the nearest abutting land, 
said owner to haye six months in which to make such purchase. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think the ‘‘six months” ought to be stricken out, 
The preference is given and the time ought to come under the discre- 
tion vested in the Commissioner. 

Mr. LAIRD. Ido not care about that. Let it be stricken ont. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 13 of the bill; also the following amendment, 
offered by Mr. BIGGS: 

Amend section 13, line 3, by striking out “three hundred and twenty” and 
inserting “six hundred and forty. 

Mr. MCKENNA. My colleague, the mover of that amendment, was 
unable to be here to-night. He therefore requested me to ask unani- 
mous consent that it be passed over, and returned to upon the next 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have noobjection, provided we donot get through 
the bill to-night. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to have Mr. Biaas here to- 
night. If the bill is not finished to-night, but is passed over, I do not 
want to waive any right to be heard upon that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have the same 
right that he would have if the amendment was considered to-night. 

The Clerk read section 14. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out after the word “affidavit,” in line 3, down to and including the word 
“family,” in line 4, on page 8, 

Mr. SMITH, ofArizona. This amendmentleavesout the words ‘‘that 
he or she is the head of a family.’’ I do not think the lands should be 
restricted to persons who are the heads of families. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The language is the same as that of the homestead 
law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There are many young men under twenty- 
one years of age who have no human being to depend on for their sup- 
port. They are the most energetic and industrious people among us. 
It seems to me that this question should not be raised against them. 
I would like to see the law so amended that people of a younger age 
even than twenty-one shall have the right to enter the desert lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. What age would you suggest? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Thereare plenty of them out there eight- 
een years of age. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have adopted the language of the homestead 
law as near as may be. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 15. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to offer an amendment to add 
after the word ‘‘map’’ the words ‘‘ or diagram.” I am afraid this 
language might be construed to mean a regular map with distances, 
heights, etc., and that the settler would be put to too much expense. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read s2ction 16; also the amendment by Mr. SMITH, of 
Wisconsin, as follows: 

Amend section 16 b hai the Government off 


I offer the amendment which I send to 


“Provided, however, Government of the. beara States may, at any 
whenever the public interest ma; poa nan n ARE 
and may by or prar maken irka eda ss So rie 


Fpl eyed ior ng ch aad g may bo found ewe for 3 
on, an e è wh may o! 
fori iprigation shall remain int the United States.” ws Boas 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 17. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isee in line 22, after the word ‘‘land,’’ there isa 
word omitted. Itisthe word ‘‘has,”? If there is no objection, that 
should be inserted. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

Section 17, in unes 8 and 9, strike out “* three hundred and twenty” and insert 
“six hundred and fort yy.” 

Mr. MCKENNA. I make the same request in regard to this amend- 
ment as I made in regard to the other amendment, offered by Mr. BIGGS. 
If there is no objection, I should like to have it passed over. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was passed over. 


1888. 


Mr. LAIRD. I desire to amend line 26 of this bill by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘time,’’ the word ‘‘naturalized;’’ so that the section will 
read ‘‘at that time naturalized citizens of the United States.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not the same thing? 

Mr. LAIRD. I think not. A man can be a citizen of the United 
States in contemplation of the homestead law and not be a naturalized 
citizen. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Nebraska should prevail, it strikes me it will restrict the provisions 
of this section to naturalized citizens. Certainly the gentleman does 
not intend that the benefits of the section shall only go to foreign-born 
people who have become naturalized. 

Mr. LAIRD. The benefits would only go to naturalized citizens. 

Mr. PAYSON, Yon do not mean that. 

Mr. LAIRD. No; I mean aliens that have acquired naturalization, 
not merely admission to vote in a State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language is just as broad as it can be. 
of “ Vote!’’] 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 18; also the following amendment: 


By Mr. LAIRD: 

renk] section 18 by adding at the end thereof the following: ‘‘ The time 
which the homest settler has served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Co: 
shall be deducted from the time heretofore required to perfect title, or if d 
charged on account of wounds received or disability incurred in the line of duty, 
then the term of enlistment shall be deducted from the time heretofore required 


[Cries 


Mr. LAIRD. I withdraw part of the amendment which has already 
been provided for, and only desire to offer the proviso. 

[Mr. LAIRD withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LAIRD, it was 
rejected, there being—ayes 5, noes 18. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 19. That sections 2288 and 2290 in said chapter No. 5 of the Revised Stat- 
utes be, and the same are hereby, amended so that it shall read as follows: 

“Bro, 2289. Every person who is the head of a family or who has arrived atthe 

of twenty-one years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who has filed 
his declaration of intention to become such, as required by the naturalization 
laws, shall be entitled to enter in doane ey or a less quantity of unap- 
propriated public orig nes be located in a body in conformity to the 1 sub- 
di ions of the public ds; but no person who is the proprietor of 160 acres 
of land in any State or Territory, or who quits and abandons his residence on 
his own land to reside on the public lands in the same State or Territory, shall 
acquire any right under the homestead law. And every person owning and 
residing on land may, under the prions of this section, enter other land 
lying contiguous to his land, which shall not, with the land so already owned 
and occupied, exceed in the e 160 acres.” 

SEC. That any person applying to enter land under the preceding section 
shall first make and subscribe ‘ore the per officer and file in the proper 
land office an afidavit that he or she is the head of a family, or is over Lipa td 
one years of age, and that such application is honestly and in good faith 
for the purpose of actual settlement and cultivation, and not for the benefit of 
any other person, persons, corporation, or syndicate, and that he or she will 
faithfully and honestly endeavor to comply with all the requirements of law as 
to settlement, residence, and cultivation necessary to acquire title to the land 
applied for; that he or she is not acting as agent of any person, corporation, or 
syndicate in making such entry, nor in collusion with any person, corporation, 
or syndicate, to give them the benefit of the land ente or any part thereof, 
or the timber thereon; that he or she does xin dg to enter the same for the 
pi pokes ag nye but in faith to obtain a home for himself, or her- 
self, and y: and that he or she has not directly or indirectly made, and will 
not make, any agreement or contract in any way or manner, with any person 
or persons, corporation, or syndicate whatsoever, by which the title which he 
orshe might acquire from the Government of the United States should inure, in 
whole or in part, to the benefit of any person, except himself, or herself, and 
family; and upon filing such affidavit with the register or receiver on payment 
of $5 when the entry is of not more than 80 acres, and on payment of $10 when 
the entry is for more than 80 acres,he or she shall thereupon be permitted to 
enter the amount of land specified. 


The following amendment (proposed by Mr, JACKSON) was read: 


Amend section 19 as follows, namely : 
Strike out all after “United States,’ in line 7, all of line 8, and the words 
“Jaws” and “one quarter-section,” in line 9, and insert in line 9, in lieu of the 


words stricken out, ‘' 80 acres.” 

Mr. JACKSON. The first part of the amendment I have proposed 
is embraced, I understand, in an amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson] which has not yet been disposed of, and which, 
I believe, he desires to discuss. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; that amendment applied to an earlier sec- 
tion of the bill; and the House voted it down, in the absence of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. That matter having been passed upon, I do not 
care to speak upon it, and will withdraw that part of my amendment, 
if I may be permitted to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion of his amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. Upon the other part of my amendment, striking 
out ‘‘one quarter-section’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘80 acres,” 
I desire to have an expression of the opinion of the House. 

` I believe that all gentlemen who.have given study to the subject of 
the proper disposition of the lands belonging to the Government are 


The gentleman can withdraw any por- 
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agreed that the homestead land law has furnished the best means of 
putting the title of the Government lands in the hands of the actual 
settler. In my judgment we have reached a time in the history of the 
Government when E womens of land granted as a homestead may 
very properly be reduced. 

I conclude this for the reason that the number of citizens of the 
United States who are landless to-day has increased in late years pro- 
portionately very greatly; and thatthe number who own in the settled 
States less than 160 acres has also increased much greater relatively in 
recent years than formerly. 

And, Mr. Speaker, while the law has permitted ever since the enact- 
ment of the homestead bill the taking of 160 acresof landof the pub- 
lic domain, we ought not to forget that other portions of the country 
were settled in much smaller bodies, The older States of the Union, 
known as the Eastern and Middle States, were largely settled in not 
exceeding 100, and perhaps less, acre tracts, and I understand that In- 
diana was settled in lots of 40 acres. I think that the period has now 
arrived when we can see that at no great distance in the future the 
time will present itself when the Governmentof the United States will 
have no good lands to give, and therefore we ought to reduce the 
quantity that may be taken up by settlers as homesteads. 

The frauds that have been perpetrated under the homestead law, it 
I may be permitted to observe, largely grew out of the fact that 160 
acres of land was permitted to be taken up. Quantities of land were 
often obtained through fraudulent entries made readily by men (un- 
der contracts with two or three or more citizens) who took up the lands 
and afterwards transferred them; and thereby large bodies of land have 
been acquired, not by actualsettlers. Butif the quantity was reduced 
ar acres there would be that much less of inducement to perpetrate 

u 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER was recognized, and yielded his time. : 

Mr. JACKSON. Amomentmore. The subject preosting this, dis- 
posed of by the House, leads me to believe that if the attention of the 
committee was given to this section they would be disposed to limit the 
quantity to be taken under homestead entry in the manner suggested. 

The committee, I see, are opposed to the commutation feature of the 
law, and I agree with them in that respect; that is, against allowing 
these homestead entries to be commuted and paid for before the expira- 
tion of the time required by the law. We all agree that the proper 
form is to take the lands from Government and place them in the 
hands of actual settlers; and having this in view, I ask careful atten- 
tion to the propriety of limiting the homesteads in future to 80 acres. 

We are, in a very few years, likely to have great trouble in this 
country growing out of the fact that we have a large and increasing 
body of landless citizens; and the time has come when we should 
change our ideas in reference to the disposal of the public lands. We 
have always had the idea apparently in the disposal of these public 
lands, too long has it existed among us, and it is occasionally advanced 
here that the main effort on the part of Congress should be to facilitate 
their disposal as rapidly as possible, as if it was something of an ad- 
vantage to the Government to get rid of these lands and give the title 
to somebody. I think now the legislative brakes ought to be put 
down, and we ought to turn our attention for awhile to the other di- 
rection of how we may best save the lands for the generation coming 
upon the stage and which is to follow us. 

I would not prevent men who want lands for actual purposes of oc- 
eupancy for farms from acquiring them; but I think 80 acres is a suf- 
ficiently large quantity of land, a good-sized farm. In most of the 
older States 80 acres is far above the average of the farm. 

Peon MACDONALD. I would suggest that you have no children 
ere, 

Mr. JACKSON. Why, my dear sir, the gentleman was never more 
mistaken inhislife. We have children in sufficient number to send a 
great many out to your country to settle it and peopie it. It is gen- 
erally understood that you get your settlers largely from the eastern 
part of the country, and I have no doubt that the gentleman himself 
first saw the light somewhere in the East. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

[Mr. LAIRD withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the whole of 
the proviso in this section on the fourteenth page, beginning in the 
sixth line and going down to and including the fourteenth line. 

Mr. Speaker, I think at this late hour of the night it is hardly worth 
while for me to attempt any considerable discussion of this important 
question. Certainly in the limited time assigned to me I can scarcely 
more than state the question; but as an exemplification of the vicious 
character of this proviso I will only call the attention of the House to 
what has actually taken place in the district I represent under the 
desert-land act. 

This desert-land act was passed on the 3d day of March, 1877. Within 
sixty days from the time of the passage of the act, in the district I 
represent, in upper San Joaquin valley nearly 400,000 acres of land 
were located upon under the provisions of the act, and almost imme- 
diately the parties who made the location transferred and assigned the 
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Jand to other parties. To-day the land is held by a syndicate that 
has never paid but 25 cents an acre fortheland. The parties who made 
the location were dummies, It is not exactly a desert country, such 
as was described by the gentleman on my right, but it is the very 
garden spot of Southern California. 

Many of these lands that are so held under the desert-land entries 
of eleven years ago to-day to the actual settlers would be worth a thou- 
sand doHars an acre, and yet they are called desert lands. It is a 
dangerous thing to put in this section of the bill a proviso recogniz- 
ing the right of a man who makes a desert-land entry to assign before 
he acquires title to his land. The act of the 3d of March, 1877, pro- 
vides specifically that the person making the settlement must make it 
for himself alone; but the law has been so perverted that the syndicate 
to which I have referred have held nearly 400,000 acres of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And thatin a single county. 

Mr. VANDEVER. And they own other land in addition to the 
three or four hundred thousand acres. They have appropriated all the 
water there is in that country. They own the water and they own the 
Sa They stand there like cormorants and keep it from the honest 
settlers. 

I understood the chairman of the committee to say here to-night 
that the object of this bill is to secure these lands to the actual set- 
tlers. But he inserts in the bill a vicious amendment which neutral- 
izes that idea. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEARD. IfI am recognized, Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield to 
the gentleman from California. - 

Mr. VANDEVER. It is not the time nor the occasion to make any 
extended remarks; but I am painting no fancy picture. Iam stating 
facts in regard to this matter. Since I have been here I have made it 
my business to wait upon the Secretary of the Interior and the Land 

rtment and to address communication after communication to get 
the facts into that office. To this day not one finger has been lifted in 
that ment towards the rectification of this great fraud practiced 
upon the settlers of the country. : 

Mr. LAIRD. They have been using their spies on us out there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER] 
will bear in mind that a very large portion of these desert-land entries 
are suspended in the Land Office and the subject is being investi- 

ted. 
ae VANDEVER. I understand that. The great point is that we 
want the 300,000 acres thus suspended restored to the public domain, 
so that the honest settler may have an opportunity of going upon it 
and getting a homestead. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is being brought aboutas rapidly as possible. 

Mr. VANDEVER. When the settler comes in and asks permission 
to locate upon this land he is told in the local land office it is no longer 

ublic land, it does not belong to the body of the public land, and he 
fos no right to file upon it. He is shut off. A wall of adamant is 
raised around it. It is one of the most difficult things in the world, 
almost impossible, to beat that idea into the head of the Interior De- 
partment or into the head of the Land Office, to make them understand 
the frauds that are being practiced at this hour under their very juris- 
diction by connivance of the subordinates in their offices that they ought 
to control. 

Now, what I fear in regard to this matter is that if we recognize in 
this bill the right of a man under the desert-land act to assign his title 
before he has perfected it, it may be claimed that this is a recognition 
of the right of those locators in 1877 to assign their title to the syndi- 
cates that claim to hold them to-day. This is a matter of very great 
importance to the people of that country. There isa crying evil there 
which they charge upon the present administration of the Land Office 
and of the Interior Department. 

There is no politics in this matter. There is a great wrong to be 
righted, and whoever may be responsible for the perpetration of the 
wrong, whatever may be the party to which he belongs, Isay weshould 
apply the principle that ‘‘no guilty man shall escape.” I therefore 
call the attention of the committee and the House to the propriety of 
striking this provision from section 20 of the bill. 

Mr. LAIRD, May I ask the gentleman a question? Ontside of the 
possible effects of this section upon the existing condition of things 
described by the gentleman, what does he say about its mischievous 
effects in p tive? 

Mr. VANDEVER. That we can only infer. 

Mr. LAIRD. What do you say about that? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I think it will be justas mischievous in the fut- 
ure as this practice of the Department has been in the past, laying the 
foundation for neutralizing the beneficial effects of this bill, designed 
by the committee which reported it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. VANDEVER] 
has related very glaring cases of fraud, which, if they exist, and are per- 
mitted to exist without redress under any administration, must be a 
disgrace to that administration. But, sir, to state that frauds have 
existed under the previous law is no condemnation of this provision. 
And if gentlemen will pause a moment to contemplate what they in- 
tend by a gift of desert land or by a right of parties to acquire desert- 


land, and will then look further to see how the gift is to be made avail- 
able, they will discover that some such provision as this must be in- 
serted, or the gift will be an entire disappointment to the person who 
is expected to receive it. 

Desert land, as has been stated by the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. LAIRD], is not like agricultural land. You can not go upon it 
and from the very beginning have some prospect of a profit and benefit. 
You must employ capital upon it; you must bring water upon it; and 
until you do employ capital and bring water it is of no more use than 
is that bare floor for the production of any crop. Employ capital upon 
it, bring water, and it may be made productive. ui 

Now, how is the settler going to employ capital upon this desert 
land when he has no capital? How is he going to put water upon it 
when he has not the means of bringing water there? How is he to 
accomplish this? He pledges his industry and his honesty to some- 
body who has the capital. This person sees that the settler is indus- 
trious and honest; he sees also that all the title and rights of the Gov- 
ernment are made paramount to everything the settler does, are se- 
cured to the very end, and that the settlerif he be industrious and 
honest, if he performs his duty to the land and to the Government, 
will be able to repay amply the advances of money which may be 
made to him. Thus the person who advances the money for the im- 
provement of this desert land is secured by the pledge of one-half of 
320 acres. 

We had this matter under consideration in the committee; we delib- 
erated upon it thoroughly, and we could devise no other plan to make 
this an available offer on the part of the Government. We realized 
the existence of some objections to the provision of the bill; we real- 
ize those objections now, and if any other plan could have been sug- 
gested whereby the result could have been accomplished, we would 
gladly have adopted such a plan. 

How is the Government to be defrauded under this provision? It 
grants 320 acres of land, arid land; as arid as that floor, so far as con- 
cerns the production of crops. It says to the settler, ‘‘Go there: em- 
ploy your time; devote yourindustry; and if you reclaim that land, if 
you make it bloom and blossom, then we will grant you a gift of 320 
acres; and in order to enable you todo this we will allow you to mort- 
gage one-half of what you are to get.’’ The title of the Government 
and the right of the Government are always paramount to any right 
a the mortgagee; the Government is always secure against any possible 
abuse. 

I consulted my other colleagues from California about this measure, 
and I thought I had consulted my colleague who has just spoken [Mr. 
VANDEVER], but in this respect I must be mistaken. My judgment 
is that my other colleagues concur in the propriety of this provision. 
Such is my present recollection, although the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. HoLMAN] has just told me that some of them dissent 
from it. If they do they have not expressed their dissent to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot undertake to speak definitely on that sub- 


ject. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I would like to say a few words in response to 

my colleague [Mr. MCKENNA]. 
. Mr. MCKENNA. The gentleman shall have ample opportunity for 
that. Between my colleague and myself there is no contention about 
this matter—certainly none on my part. My whole desire is, in the 
first place, to secure to the settler ample opportunity to realize the 
benefits of this gift of the Government; and, in the second place, to 
protect the Government against any possibility of being defrauded 
by sein schemes as have been depicted by my colleague [Mr. VAN- 
DEVER]. 

I wish to say as to the lands in Kern County that they are not desert 
lands. It is land which is referred to as being as arid as this floor. It 
is very rich land and makes that country like a garden spot. It is ag- 
ricultural land; but the parties constituting the syndicate in Southern 
California own three or four thousand acres of other lands, and they also 
monopolize the water which is necessary for irrigation. ‘They monop- 
olize the land and they also monopolize the water which is n 
to cultivate the land. Those who go there upon the land to settle 
have no water, and they have to depend for what they use upon this 
syndicate. As a result, this monopoly which owns the waterand owns 
the surrounding land becomes the possessor, little by little, of all the 
lands in the country. 

Mr. McKENNA. Is not this proviso calculated to prevent abuse ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam not advocating the proviso, but opposing 
any provision by which the settler is allowed to mortgage his land be- 
fore he acquires title to it. That is the worst part of this section. 

There is an investigation going on in the Land Office in regard to this 
matter, which ought to have been inaugurated before this. It is of 
the highest importance this House should be informed before they adopt 
that proviso. It is a matter of importance to the community in which 
I live. 

As I have already said, this land is not arid land. Itis rich land and 
susceptible of the highest cultivation. Men are going there to settle 
upon these lands in large numbers; but they can not remain there un- 
mie asd put themselves under obligation to this syndicate which owns 
all the water. 


1888. 


Mr. PAYSON, Asa member of the committee reporting this pro- 
vision, I desire to ask the gentleman this question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not this section provide that the mortgage 
shall be subject to the rights of the United States, and upon the per- 
formance of acts required to be done; thatis to say, the mortgagee gets 
no rights from the Government until there is value? . 

Mr. VANDEVER. Ihave no doubt the provision may protect the 
Government, but my objectis to protect the settler and keep him out 
of the clutches of the syndicate which is squeezing the life-blood out 
of him in that country. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Irise tosubmit a remark in the line sug- 
gested by my friend from Illinois. It seems to me this is practically 
a great ado about nothing. The desert-land laws under which these 
frauds complained of by the gentleman from California are practiced 
are repealed by this enactment if it should become a law. 

In lieu of desert-land entries of 640 acres it is provided a person hav- 
ing proper qualifications may make a desert-land homestead entry of 
320 acres, going upon the land and making his home there, filing maps 
and plans of irrigation at the time when he makes his final proof show- 
ing the plan has been substantially carried out and a certain portion 
of the land put in cultivation. 

To enable him to do this it is provided in section 20 he may mort- 
gage one-half of his claim of 320 acres, but reseryes the rights of the 
Government. They are in no sense impaired. The right the Govern- 
ment may have is not diverted to the right of any mortgagee. On the 
contrary, the rights of the mortgagee are subordinate to the rights of 
the Government. 

Now, I stated that it was an ado about nothing, because I can not 
conceive of any statute that could deny to the homesteader the right 
to mortgage to any y to whom he wanted to mortgage, not only 
one-half of the land, but the whole of it; and if he afterwards completes 
the homestead entry and obtains a patent the mortgage becomes 
valid. 

Mr. McRAE. There is a statute against the mortgaging of lands of 
any sort under the homestead law. 

Mr. LAIRD. ‘The decisions are with the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. STONE] on that proposition. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I was not aware of the existence of any 
such statute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You can not make any defense so far as the United 
States is concerned. It is entirely inoperative, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Itwould not be inoperative in Indiana or 
Missouri. Do I understand that the mortgage would be inoperative 
and could not be enforced? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would be a question of the power of the home- 
steader in advance of his cbtaining the patent. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Oh, yes; of course the office might de- 
cline to grant the patent. I understand that. But that is not the 
question presented here. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have a vote. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I did not withdraw my amendment, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, it 
was rejected. ° 

Mr. MACDONALD. I now insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the Clerk read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 21— 


Mr. MACDONALD, I insist upon the motion. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


s 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10615) granting a pension to Sallie 
T. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 10616) to increase the pension of 
Michael A. Dillon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10617) for the reliefof William Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10618) for the relief of 
Stafford, Seymour & Co., and sundry other parties therein named, for 
Indian depredations—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 10619) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frances M. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10620) granting a pension to Barbara Madden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: a bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the po- 
litical disabilities of John H. Parker—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5973 


Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following cases, namely: > 
A bill (H. R. 3865) granting a pension to Sarah E. Beeman—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) granting a pensiom to Ann Kinney—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2964) granting a pension to William E. Parker— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2845) granting a pension to J. Claude White— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3873) granting a pension to Esther A. Brown— 
from the Committee on Pensions tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) granting a pension to Ann E. Goodrich— 
from the Committee on Pensions tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hickey— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5493) granting a pension to Mrs. E. G. Cartar— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3611) granting a pension to William Lutz—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) granting a pension to James Safely—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension to William Thields— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) granting a pension toSophia A. Freeland— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) for the relief of Elizabeth Hamilton—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) granting a pension to William E. Prince— 
from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4571) granting a pension to Jacob Shear—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of George A. Holt—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of Susan Buchanan—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) for the relief of Patrick Daley—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) for the relief of Josiah Mahoney—from the 
Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3599) for the relief of John W. Benedict—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


: PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of E. D. Joyner and others, 
citizens of Accomack County, Virginia, for dredging out Pangoteague 
Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Resolutions of United Labor League of Amer- 
ica, for payment of John Pope Hodnett for acting as counsel to the 
workingmen of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of wool-growers of Bradford County, 
Pennsylvania, against lowering the duty on wool—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of J. A. Miller, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6219 to pension Mary Grif- 
fith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of W. T. Lewis, James McLaven, and 
1,048 others, citizens of Racine, Wis., praying for the passage of House 
bill 8706—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Eunice M. Macausland, of Boston, 
Mass., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Goliad, Tex., for amendment 
of the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Jackson County, and of 
citizens of Clay County, Missouri, for charter for Randolph and Kan- 
sas City Bridge Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers in the claim of Adolph Verret, of Terre Bonne 
Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Adolph Verrett, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of members of Trenton (Ky.) Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, No. 39, and other citizens, asking amendments 
to the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of F. A. Schell and 222 others, citizens of 
Owen County, Indiana, for the passage of the bill to give arrears of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of L. M. Bellows, of Waldo County 
(Maine) Grange, foramendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Jeremiah Keister, of Strasburgh, 
Va., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of W. G. Porter, of Tennessee, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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TUESDAY, June 26, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of June 13, 1888, a statement showing the amount of 
United States bonds offered for sale from April 23 to June 15, 1888; 
which, with the accompanying documents, was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Ordnance recommend- 
ing a change in the provision of the sundry civil appropriation bill for 
powder depot at Dover, N. J.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was Terea to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


prin 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs regarding the claim of the Presbyterian Mission Board for re- 
imbursement for improvements to the Albuquerque (N. Mex.) Indian 
school grounds; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of John Farrel], of Burling- 
ton, Vt., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3220) for improving Aransas 
Pass, Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac 
N. Hawkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. HARRIS submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the 
United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims, under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; 
which were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying re- 
ports of the Court of Claims, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, which I ask may be read, printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempre. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Add, on 89, after line 3: 

“ That there shall not be purchased for the use of the National Homes for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers any material or supplies which are the result of 
convict labor,” 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. If there be no objection, the pro- 
posed amendment will be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

RAILROADS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Jones, of Arkansas, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be requested to return to the Senate the 
bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Comeesy, 
to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. ° 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over until to- 
morrow. 

TRANSFER OF COAST SURVEY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that Order of Business 1279, being the 
bill (S. 2487) to transfer the survey of the coasts of the United States 
to the Navy Department, and for other purposes, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the joint resolution (S. R. 
26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at issue between the District of 
Columbia and Samuel Strong. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 


agreement to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of C&umbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 


for other pu: insisted upon by the Senate; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, 
and Mr. McComas managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. K. 7762) authorizing the restoration to the Reform School 
of boys who have been di on probation, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8308) to provide for the examination, and so forth, 
of certain manuscript volumes of the municipal laws of the District of 
Columbia; “ 

A bill (H. R. 10053) making May 30 a holiday in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) preseribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil mses 
riba Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other 

The further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott; 

A bill (H. R. 1361) to ineorporate the reform school for girls of the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1514) relating to record of wills in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and y 

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 

Mr.. VEST submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di: 'eeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a pub- 
lic building at Wichita, Kans., having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
and agree to the same. 

G. G. VEST, 
S. PASCO, 

JUSTIN 5. MORRILL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

‘SiO, D. JOHNSTON, 


it. S. POST, 
erhiak the part of the House, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No further action is required by the 
Senate. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 25th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 
lution: 

An act (S. 1507) providing for an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to James Jackson 
Purman; 

An act (S. 900) for the relief of Mrs. Alice Croarken; 

An act (S. 647) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster; 

An act (S. 303) granting a pension to Mattie Graziani, of Covington, 


y.; i 

An act (S. 1194) granting a pension to Mary Wherry; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending the provisions of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 3, 1887. 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 1299) granting a pen- 
sion to George Park, having been presented to the President June 7, 
1888, and not haying been returned by him to the Senate, in which it 
originated, within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had 
become a law without his approval. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 7647) te 
i rate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had non-coneurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3829) granting a nen- 
sion to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. CHIPYAN, Mr. FRENCH, and Mr. MORRILL the manageis 
at the same on its part. 
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LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. If there is no further morning butiness,I move that | ° 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of the legislative, executive, 
and judiciai appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none that order is closed. The Senator from Iowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
take up the bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that as the reading progresses the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The formal reading will be dis- 
pensed with, if there be no objection, and the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that all the amendments of the committee be 
acted upon before other amendments shall be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is going a little too far. We may want to 
amend the amendments of the committee, or add something in the 
same connection; and therefore that privilege ought to be reserved in 
the usual course. I have nothing in thought myself but to keep it 
safe in hand. 

Mr. HARRIS. An amendment to an amendment of the committee 
will be in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no request, Mr, President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
“ Legislative,” in the appropriations for the ‘‘Senate,’”’ in line 14, on 
page 1, to increase the total appropriation ‘‘ for compensation of the 
officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service of the Senate’’ 
from $307,398.80 to $316,143.30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘office of Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate,’’ on page 4, line 24, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ messengers,” to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;” 
so as to read: 

Three messengers, acting as assistant doorkeepers, at $1,800 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 5, line 1,.after 
the word ‘‘messengers,’’ to insert ‘‘including one for the press gallery; ’’ 
so as to read: 

Twenty-seven messengers, including one for the press gallery, at $1,440 each. 


The amendment-was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to say that these changes are made in pur- 
suance of resolutions of the Senate, a resolution of the Senate having 
provided for an additional messenger as assistant doorkeeper, and also 
a messenger for the press gallery. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was,in the appropriations for the office 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, on page 5, line 
8, after the words ‘‘ upholsterer and locksmith, $1,440,’’ to insert: 

Two carpenters to assist him, at $960 each. 


Mr, ALLISON. These two carpenters do not increase the force at 
all, They are now on the force, but paid out of another fund. We 
amay put them in here at the compensation they are now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The nextamendment was, on 
page 5, line 18, before the word “‘ pages,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’ and 
insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ and in line 19, after the words ‘‘ telephone page,” 
to insert “‘ and one page for the press gallery; ’’ so as to read: 


Sixteen for the Senate Chamber, including one telephone page, and one 
EE. press gallery, at the rate of $2.50 per day each dur! e session, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 5, line 22, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for *‘ office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
keeper of the Senate” from $88,009.90 to $92,030, 40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the post-office of 
the Senate, on page 6, line 5, after the word ‘‘ each,’ to insert: 


To enable the postmaster of the Senate to keep a constant supply of postage- 
stamps for sale to Senators, $50, 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to have that amendment disagreed to, in 
rder that it-may be inserted at another place in the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on ee ee was, on page 6, line 8, to increase the 
total amount of the appropriations for the post-office of the Senate from 
$15,788 to $15,838. 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendment should also be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the docu- 
ment-room of the Senate, on page 6, line 14, after the word ‘‘dollars,’”’ 
to strike out— 

One page in document-room, $900— 

And insert— 

One assistant in the document-room, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 17, to increase the total 
egy the appropriations for the Senate document-room from $8,220 
to $8,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, to strike out the clause from 
line 1 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 

Engineers’ Department: For chief-engineer, £2,160; three assistant engineers, 
at $1,440 each; conductor of elevator, $1,200 ; two firemen, at $1,005 each; three 
laborers in engineers’ department, at $720 each; in all, $12,030. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Under Architect of the Capitol: For chief engineer, $2,160; three assistant en- 
pincers, at $1,440 each ; two conductors of elevator, at $1,200 each; one machin- 
st and assistant conductor of elevator, $1,000; two firemen, at $1,005 dollara 
cane a all 


each ; four Iaborers in engineers’ department, at $720 each ; in 
Senate 


engineers and others who are engaged in heating and ve 
wing of the Capito! shall be subject to the orders and in all respects under the 
direction of the Architect of the Capitol, subject to the approval of the Senate 


Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 11 I think the word “ elevator’’ should be 
“f elevators.” There are two elevators. I move that amendment to 
the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. In the next line the same amendment should be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 13 I move to change the word ‘‘ elevator”? 
to “elevators.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, line 22, before the word 
*clerks,”’ to strike out ‘twenty-five’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-seven;”’ 
and in line 23, after the word ‘‘session,”’ to strike ont “ eighteen thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ nineteen thousand six hun- 
dred and two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
ime twenty-seven clerks to committees, at $6 per day during the session, $19,- 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate, on page 8, line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out “one hundred” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ and, in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred’? and insert ‘‘one 
hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

For pos h ; 

Dotage tenes fort p amono the Secretary of the Senate, $100; for the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Ms ALLISON. In line 9, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ I move to in- 
ser 

To enable thé im: 

Prabang ras a Poy carer is Sie Senate to keep a constant supply of postage- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 8, line 9, after the words ‘‘in all,” to strike out “two hundred” 
and insert ‘‘one hundred and fifty;” so as to read: 

In all, $150, 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, that amendment should be rejected, so that 
the total of the item may remain $200. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on 8, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation ** for materials for folding ’’ from $4,500 to $6,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 17, to increase the appro- 
priation *‘for folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not ex i 
$1 per thousand,” from $2,500 to $5,500. t 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 20, after the word “‘ap- 
ako to insert ‘‘exclusive of labor;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For fuel, oil, and cotton-waste, and advertising, for the heating a t 
exclusive of labor, $7,500. : ng g apparatus, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out lines 22 and 23, on page 8, 
as follows: 

For furniture and repairs of furniture, $8,000. 

And insert: l 


For purchase of furniture, $1,000, 
For materials for furniture and rej 
For services in cleaning and varn 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 3, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘for packing boxes” from $780 to $870. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 5, to increase the appropri- 
ation ‘‘for miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor,” from $15,000 to 
$25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 11, before the word ‘‘cents,’? 
tostrike out ‘‘fifty’’ andinsert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, including 
compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate as may be fixed by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Representa- 
tives,’’ on page 14, line 21, to increase the appropriation for compensa- 
tion of Doorkeeper from $3,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on 14, line 22, to 
reduce the appropriation ‘‘for hire of horses, feed, repair of wagon and 
harness” from $1,100 to $600. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘*dollars,”’ in line 22, I move to in- 
sert ‘‘orso much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say respecting these three amendments that 
they are inserted at the request of the House Committee on Appropri- 
ations, they having been omitted for some cause, and not inse: in 
the House of Representatives. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
clause making appropriations for Official Reporters of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, on page 17, line 2, after the word ‘‘reporter,’’ to insert 
“ nnder the chief official reporter;’’ so as to read: 

One assistant official reporter, under the chief official reporter, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Library of Congress,” 
on page 18, line 15, before the words ‘‘assistant librarians,’’ to strike 
out ‘twenty-five’? and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight; in line 19, after the 
word ‘‘each,”’ to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert “‘ten;”’ and in line 23, 
after the word ‘‘all,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight thousand five” and 
insert ‘‘forty-two thousand seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For compensation of Librarian, $4,000; and for twenty-eight assistant libra- 
rians, two at $2,500 each, two at $1,800 each, two at $1,000 each, two at $1,440 each, 
pearing + CAs six at $1,200 each, one at , one at $720, and two at $600 each ; 
n all, $42,71 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 25, to increase the appro- 
priation “* for purchase of books for the Library ’’ from $3,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 10, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for purchase of books, etc., for the Li- 
brary of Congress from $10,000 to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 20, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘three hundred dollars ” and insert ‘‘and seventy- 
three dollars and seventy-five cents;’’ in line 21, after the word ‘‘all,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘$13,100”’ and insert “$19,873.73; and in line 23, after 
the word ‘‘cents,”’ to strike out: 

Provided, That the wages of no day laborer shall be less than $2 per day. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For Botanie Garden: For superintendent, $1,800; for assistants and laborers, 
under the direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress, $11,073.75; in 
all, $12,873.75. 

to. 


The amendment was $ 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘“‘ Executive,” on page 
20, line 8, after ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert ‘‘at the rate of;’? and in 
the same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘ per annum, $2,- 
622.22;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


irs of same, exclusive of labor, $1,500, 
ing furniture, $390. 


For compensation of the Vice-President of the United States, at the rate of | cler) 


,000 per annum, $2,622. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of State,” 
on page 22, line 4, before the word ‘‘assistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two” 
and insert “‘five;’’ so as to read: “‘ Five assistant messengers; ” and 
in line 7 to increase the total amount of the appropriation for the 
compensation of the Secretary of State, Assistant taries, and the 
clerks and employés in the office from $115,350 to $117,510. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 8, to insert: 
For indexing records, namely: One clerk of class 3, two clerks of class 1; in 


all, $4,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Depart- 
ment,” in the clause making appropriations for ‘‘ division of loans and 
currency,” on page 26, line 15, before the word “‘ clerks,” to strike out 
“t six” and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: 

Eight clerks of class 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 18, before the 
word “‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert “‘four;’’ soas to read: 

Four clerks of class 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 27, line 1, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘ division of loans 
and currency ’’ from $61,319 to $67,319. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
‘*miscellaneous division,” on page 27, line 13, after the word *‘ three,” 
to strike out ‘‘two clerks’’ and insert ‘‘one clerk;’’ after the words 
* class 1,” at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘one clerk, at $1,000;”’ 
and in line 15, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘* fifteen thousand 
one” and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand seven;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Miscellaneous division: For chief of division, $2,500; assistant chief of divis- 
ion, $2,000; one clerk of class4; two clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; one 
= oE vi 1; one clerk, at $1,000; one clerk, at $900; one assistant messenger; 

n all, $14,720, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
the ‘‘ division of mail and files,” on 28, line 5, after the word 
‘*mail-messenger,”’ to strike out ‘‘ eight hundred and forty” and insert 
“one thousand;’’ and in line 7, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out 
‘* twenty-five thousand nine hundred and eighty ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty- 
six thousand one hundred and forty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Division of mail and files: For chief of division, $2,500; one clerk of class 3; 
five clerks of class 2; two clerks of class 1; six clerks, at $1,000 each; four clerks, 
at $900 each; one mail-messenger, $1,000; two assistant messengers; one laborer, 
at $600; in all, $26,140, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 30, line 8, before the words ‘‘clerks 
of class 4,” to strike out ‘‘ ten ” and insert “‘ nine;’’ and in line 11, after 
the words ‘‘in all,” to strike out ‘‘ninety-one thousand seven’’ and 
insert ‘‘ eighty-nine thousand nine; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Second Comptroller of the Treasury: For Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
$5,000; deputy comptroller, $2,700; seven chiefs of division, at $2,100 each; nine 
clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class 1 Í 
twoclerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, at $900 each; one messenger; and three la- 
borers; in all, $89,920, ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ioffer the following amendment, to be inserted after 
line 21, on page 30: 

And provided further, That the Secretary of War shall prepare and submit to 


Son , through the Secretary of the Treasury, in the Book of Estimates for the 
sca 


To 1890, estimates in detail for the support and maintenance of the Sol- 
Se maa and for ali necessary expenses connected therewith for the fiscal 
year . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 33, line 5, before the werd 
“laborers,” to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and in line 6, 
after the words ‘‘ one hundred and,” to strike out ‘‘ninety-one thou- 
sand five hundred and thirty” and insert ‘‘ ninety thousand eight hun- 
dred and seyenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Third Auditor: For Third Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; seven chiefs 
of divisions, at $2,000 each; six clerks of class 4; twenty-one clerks of class 3; 
eer four clerks of class 2; twenty-nine clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 

; six clerks, at $900 each; one assistant messenger; and seven laborers ; 
and one female laborer, at $180; in all, $190,870. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 14, before the words 
“clerks, at $1,000 each,” to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ 
in line 16, after the word ‘‘ each,” to insert ‘‘one messenger;’’ and in 
line 18, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and 
ninety ’’ and insert ‘‘two hundred and thirty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: j 


Fourth Auditor: For the Fourth Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; three 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; two clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks of class 
3; eight clerks of class 2; nine clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; five 
ks, at $900 each ; two clerks, at $800 each ; one messenger; one assistant mes- 
senger; and two laborers ; in all, $69,230. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of 
“Treasurer,” on page 35, line 22, to reduce the appropriation for sal- 
ary of ‘‘one mail messenger’’ from $1,000 to $840; and on page 36, 
line 3, to reduce the total amount of the appropriations for compen- 
sation of the Treasurer and the clerks and employés in his office from 
$273,521.60 to $273,361.60. 

_ The amendment was agreed to. 


1888. 
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The next amendment was, on page 39, line 1, in the clause making 
appropriations for ‘‘ Light-House Board,” after the words “‘ class two,” 
to strike out ‘‘ who shall be a stenographer;’’ so as to read: 

One clerk of class 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 39,'line 7, after the words “class 
two,” to insert ‘‘ who shall be a stenographer;’’ so as to read: 


For the following additional employésin the office of the Light-House Board, 
who shall be paid from the appropriations for the Light-House Establishment, 
namely; One clerk of class 2, who shall be a stenographer, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘* Bureau of Sta- 
tistics,” on page 41, line 9, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out 
“seven” and insert ‘‘ eight; ” so as to make the clause read: 


For the cessary - 
tures Aoma ki aink a t osit Ar tees vebakive to the, Satorsul sd yore 
commerce of the United States, $8,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Office of the 
Director of the Mint,’’ on page 42, line 23, before the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ 
to strike out “two” and insert “ four; ” so as to read: 

One translator, $1,400. 


The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 43, line 3, to` 


increase the total amount of the appropriations for compensation of the 
Director of the Mint and the clerks and other employés in his office 
from $28,740 to $28,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Independent Treas- 
ury,’’ in the appropriations for ‘‘ Office of assistant treasurer at New 
Orleans,” on page 50, line 6, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ one 
paying-teller, $2,000; ’’ and in line 13, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘sixteen”’ and insert ‘‘ eighteen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at New Orleans: For assistant treasurer, $4,000; 
cashier, $2,250; receiving teller, $2,000; pagal reinn Pagers $2,000; book-keeper, 
$1,500; one clerk, at $1,200; one coin and redemption clerk, $1,200; two clerks, 
at $1,000 each ; porter, $500: one day-watchman, at $720; one night-watchman, 
at $720; in all, £18,090, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 25, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ nine;*’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For paper for interest, transfer, redemption, pension, and other checks and 
drafts for the use of the Treasurer of the United ass: t treasurers, pen- 
sion agents, disbursing officers, and others, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ United States mints 
and assay offices,’’ on page 54, line 5, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘assistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and assistant coiner, 
at $2,000 each;’’ in line 8,after the word ‘‘each,”’ to insert ‘‘ abstract 
clerk, and register of deposits, at $1,800 each;’’ and in line 11, after 
the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘nineteen thousand nine” and insert 
“twenty-nine thousand five; so as to make the clause read: 

Mint at Carson, Nev, : Forsalary of superintendent, $3,000; for assayer, melter 
and refiner, and coiner, at $2,500each; assistant assayer, ‘assistant melter and re- 
finer, and assistant coiner, at $2,000 each; chief clerk, at $2,250; cashier, book- 


keeper, and weigh clerk, at $2,000 each; abstract clerk, and register of deposits, 
at sL each; assayer’s computation clerk, at $1,200; in all, $29,550. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 13, in the appropriations 
for ‘‘mint at Carson, Nev.,’’ to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for wages 
of workmen and adjusters’’ from $20,000 to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, in the appropriations for 
‘mint at Carson, Ney.,’? line 15, to increase the appropriations ‘‘ for 
incidental and contingent expenses ” from $5,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after the words ‘‘ warrant 
clerk,” to insert ‘‘ at $2,200 each;’’ and on page 57, line 1,after the word 
“all,” to strike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-one;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Mint at San Francisco, Cal.: For sal of superintendent, $4,500; assayer, 
melter and refiner, and coiner,at $3,000 ; chief clerk and cashier, $2,500 each ; 
book-keeper, abstract clerk, weigh clerk, and warrant clerk, at $2,200 each; as- 
sistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and assistant colner, at $2,000 each ; 
register of deposits, $2,000; cashier’s clerk, $1,800; assayer’s computing clerk, 
assistant weigh clerk, and superintendent's computing clerk, at $1,600 each; in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 18, in the appropriations 
for ‘* Assay office at Boise, Idaho,” to increase the appropriation “‘ for 
sae and contingent expenses, including labor,” from $7,500 to 

10,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the clause mak- 
ing appropriations for the Territory of Utah, on page 63, line 18. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the appropriations for the Territory of Utah, in 
line 15, oa ia 63, I move to strike out ‘“‘ two” and insert “three; ’’ 
so as to $ 


Chief-justice and three associate judges, at $3,000 each, 


, 
A law has lately been passed providing for an additional judge in 


that Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The footing of the appropriation should be changed 
accordingly. 


DETE pro tempore. The footing will be changed to cor- 
respond. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘Government in the Territories,” in the appropriations 
for the ‘Territory of Utah,” on page 64, line 8, before the word 
“í thousand, ’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the following expenses of the commission, namely: For traveling ex- 
penses, printing, stationery, clerk-hire, and office rent, $10,000: Provided, ‘That 


out of this sum the commission is hereby authorized to pay the secretary of the 


Territory, who is its secretary and disbursing agent, a reasonable sum for such 


service, not exceeding $300, for the fiscal year 1889. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ War Department,” 
on 66, line 3, before the words ‘‘clerks of class 3,” to strike 
out “eight” and insert ‘“‘seven;’’ in the same line, after the word 
‘f three, ” to strike out ‘‘including one for the retired General of the 
Army;’’ so as to read: 

Seven clerks of class 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 66, line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ three,” to insert: 


One clerk of class 3, or stenographer, for the General of the Army; one clerk 
of class 3, or stenographer, for the retired General of the Army, at $1,600 each, 
to be selected by them respective! 


vely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move to amend there by inserting: 

In the office of the General of the Army, and one clerk. 

I move to strike out in the amendment reported by the committee 
the semicolon in line 5 and insert the word ‘‘ and,” so as to read: 

One clerk of class 3, or stenographer, for the General of the Army, and one 
clerk of class 3, or stenographer, for the retired General of the Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
same clause, on page 66, line 15, to increase the total amount of the 
appropriation for the compensation of the Secretary of War and the 
clerks and employés in his office from $113,450 to $115,050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the appropriations for “office of Adjutant-Gen- 
eral,’’ on line 22 of page 66, I move to strike out ‘‘ forty-five ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ forty-four;’’ so as to read: 

Forty-four assistant messengers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The footing should be changed accordingly in lines 
23 and 24 of that page. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), The change 
will be made by the Secretary. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘ the office of the Quartermaster-General,’’ on 
page 68, line 17, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ thirteen”’ 
and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to read: 

Twelve clerks of class 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 18, before the 
word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘eleven’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as 
to read: 

Twelve clerks of class 3, 

The amendment was agreed to, ; 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 23, after the 
word “laborers,” to strike out: 

One civil engineer, $1,800; one assistant civil engineer, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 69, line 1, after 
the word *‘dollars,” to strike out: 

One assistant draughtsman, $1,400; one assistant draughtsman, $1,200, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 3, to reduce the total 
amount of the appropriation for the clerks and employés “ in the office 
of the Quartermaster-General”’ {rom $156,440 to $150,640. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of the 
clause making appropriations for ‘‘ the office of the Commissary-Gen- 
eral,” on page 69, line 10. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 9, on page 69, I move to strike out the word 
‘t one” before ‘‘assistant’’ and in<ert “two,” and to add the letter 


_““s”? after the word ‘‘ messenger;’’ so as to read: 


‘Two assistant messengers. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


5578 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 26, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move we change the footing, in line 10, by add- 
ing $720, so as to make the total amount of the appropriation $42,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
clause making appropriations for ‘‘ the office of the Surgeon-General,’’ 
on page 69, line 23, before the word “‘laborers,’’ to strike out “‘ fifteen ’’ 
and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ and in line 24 to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations for “the clerks and employés in the office of the 

zeneral” from $512,940 to $514,260. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Navy Department,” 
on page 75, line 8, before the word “ ofice,” to insert the word ‘‘for;” 
so as to read: 

For office of nayal intelligence, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 12, after the word ‘“‘for,”’ 
to insert ‘one clerk of class 2;” in line 14, to strike out ‘‘one copy- 
ist” and insert ‘‘four copyists;’’ in line 15, after the word “dollars,” 
to insert ‘‘each;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘two thousand nine hundred and twenty,” and insert ‘‘six thou- 
sand four hundred and eighty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the compilation of the Naval Records of the War of the Rebellion: For 
one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; for one clerk, at $1,000, and four 
copyists, at $720 each ; in all, $6,480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Hydrographic 
Office, on page 78, line 6, after the word ‘*‘same,’’ to insert ‘‘ including 
postage;’’ so as to read: 

Expert marine meteorological and other work in the pi 
Chart ‘and supplements, and the printing and mailing of 
postage. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 14, after the word ‘‘rates,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and expense of removal;’’ and in the same line, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’”’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

F t of building, fi rinting- d hts: , and , stor- 
wget on er pinten Sa otal Wet ts the Senande ak posting ol 

. and for repairs and heating of the same, and for gas, water, and tele- 
phone rates, and expense of removal, $6,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike ont the clause from line 16, on 
page 78, to the end of line 3, on page 79, as follows: 

For contingent expenses of branch offices, including furniture, fuel, lights, 
rent and care of offices, car-fare, and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, 
freight, express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses incurred in collect- 
ing the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other purpeses for which 
the offices were established, at Boston $1,500, New York $5,000, Philadelphia 
$1,500, Baltimore $1,500, Norfolk $1,500, New Orleans $1,500, San Francisco $1,500. 
Portland, Oregon, $1,500; in all, $15,500, 

And to insert: 

For contingent ee of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, Norfolk, New Orleans, San Francisco, and Portland, Oregon, includ- 
ing furniture, fuel, lig! rent and care of offices, car-fare and ferriage jn visit- 
ing merchant vessels, freight, express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses 
incurred in collecting the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other 
purposes for which the offices were established, $11,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 13, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to insert “two hundred;’’ in line 14, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ one thousand eight hundred ” and insert ‘‘ two thousand; 
in line 16, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘* two computers, at $1,200 
each;’? and in line 20, after the word ‘‘all,’’ tostrike out ‘“‘ eighteen ’’ 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Naval Observatory : For pay of three assistant astronomers, one at $2,200 and 
two at $2,000each; oneclerk of class 4; one instrument maker, $1,500; twocom- 
puters, at $1.200 each; four watchmen, including one for new Naval Observa- 
tory grounds; two skilled laborers, one at $1,000 and one at $720, and seven la- 
borers; in all, $21,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of the 
Interior,” on page 83, line 9, after the words ‘‘seven clerks of class 3,” 
to insert— 


tion of the Pilot 
same, including 


io of class 3 to assist in preparation of work for the Board of Pension 
PP’ . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 84, line 1, to 
strike out— 

Two carpenters, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 10, to reduce the total 
amount of the appropriations for the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior from $185,490 to $185,290. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 9, to reduce the appro- 
priation ‘‘for connected and separate United States and other maps 
prepared in the General Land Office’’ from $15,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Pension Of- 


fice, on page 87, line 21, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike ont ‘‘sixty- 
one” and insert ‘* seventy; ’’ so as to read: à 

Three hundred and seventy clerks of class 1. 

And in line 22, before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ tostrike out ‘‘two hun- 
dred” and insert ‘‘ two hundred and ten;’’ soas to read: 

Two hundred and ten clerks, at $1,000 each. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say in relation to these elerks that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions appeared before the committee and said that 
this addition was absolutely necessary to keep up the business of his 
office. He asked for a few more clerks and we gave them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations for the Pension Office, on page 87, line 25, before the 
word ‘‘ messengers,” to strike out “‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert “‘ twenty- 
eight;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-eight messengers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 88, line 1, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ messenger-boys,’’ to strike out “twenty” and insert 


_*twenty-two;’? so as to read: 


Twenty-two messenger-boys, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 88, line 5, be- 
fore the word ‘‘firemen,’’ to strike out “‘three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’? 
so as to read: 

Four firemen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 88, line 7, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for compensation of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, deputy co: ioners, and the clerks and 
employés in the office from $1,808,750 to $1,833,590. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 88, line 9, after the word ‘‘ home,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘and traveling;’’ in line 10, after*the words ‘‘ on duty,” 
to strike out “outside the District of Columbia;’’ and in line 15, after 
the word ‘‘ transportation,’’ to insert ‘‘and assistance;’’ so as to make 
the clause read : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 3, after the word “‘trans- 
portation,” to insert ‘‘ and assistance;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For per diem in lieu of subsistence for one hundred and fifty additional spe- 
cial examiners above provided for, while traveling on duty, at arate to be fixed 


by the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual and 
necessary expenses for transportation and assistance, $190,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Patent Office, 
on page 91, after line 14, to insert: 

International protecti f industrial property, Patent Office: For the share 
of the United States in the paben of pi mr iag N enn inadina at 
Berne, Switzerland, for the years 1887, 1888, and 1589, $2,400; of which sum $1,600 
shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clauses from line 23, on 
page 92, to line 20, inclusive, on page 93, as follows: 


wo clerks, at 
t messen- 


females), at $1,400 each; in all, $52,900. 
books, periodicals, 


and n pers for the library, $500. 
aah. away from home on duty, in lien of ex- 


employés, $39,850. z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 6, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘and for rent of buildings until not later than 
December 1, 1888, for the following offices: For the;’’ in line 8, after 
the word “‘education,’’ to strike out ‘‘one thousand six hundred and 
sixty-seven ” and insert ‘‘four thousand;’’ in line 10, after the words 
“Indian Office,” to strike out ‘‘ two thousand two hundred and ninety- 
two” and insert “five thousand five hundred;’’ in line 11, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Bureau of Labor, $1,000;’’ in line 12, 
after the word ‘“‘land,’’ to strike out “‘office’’ and insert ‘‘offices;’* 
after ‘‘offices,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven hundred and fifty” and insert 
“two thousand four hundred;’’ and in line 14, after the word ‘‘all,” 
to strike out ‘‘sixteen thousand and sixty-seven’® and insert ‘“twenty- 
two thousand two hundred and sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For rent of buildings for the Interior Department, namely: For the Geolog- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5579 


ical Survey, $10,000; for store-rooms for documents, $360 ; Bureau of Education, 
$4,000; In Office, $5,500; railroad and general land offices, $2,400 ; in all, $22,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Post-Office Depart- 
ment,” on page 101, line 3, after the words ‘‘ chief clerk,” to strike out 
‘*to the Postmaster-General’’ and insert ‘‘of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment;’’ so as to read: 

Chief clerk of the Post-Office Department, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, on page 102, line 2, before the word 
‘f clerks,” to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Eight clerks of class 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 102, line 3, 
before the word ‘‘clerks,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-one’’ and insert 
‘“twenty-four;’? so as to read: 

Twenty-four clerks of class 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 102, line 5, 
before the word “‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seven ’’ and insert ‘‘eight;”? 
so as to read: 

Eight laborers, 

The amendment was to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 102, line 6, 
to increase the total amount of the appropriations for compensation of 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General and the clerks and employésin 
his office from $112,340 to $118,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the office of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, on page 103, line 4, before the 
word “‘laborers,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’? and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and, in the 
same line, to increase the total amount of the appropriations for com- 
pensation of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General and the clerks and 
employés in his office from $117,850 to $118,510. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Dead Letter 
Office,’’? on page 103, line 13, before the words ‘‘ clerks at $900 each,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty-five’ and insert *‘ fifty-eight,” and in line 17, to 
increase the total amount of the appropriations for the Dead-Letter 
Office from $116,630 to $119,330. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the anni for the office of dis- 
bursing clerk and superintendent of Post-Office Department building, 
on page 105, line 22, after the word ‘‘ charwomen’’ to insert: 


And for force in the additional building for the use of the division of post- 
office supplies as follows: Two watchmen, one laborer, and one charwoman. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 1, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for the office of disbursing clerk and 
superintendent of Post-Office Department building from $52,120 to 

460. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 5, after the words 
“Sixth Auditor’s office,” to insert in small capitals ‘‘and the addi- 
tional building for the use of the division of post-office supplies of the 
Post-Office Department;’’ so as to make the heading read: 

For contingent expenses of the Post-Office Department, including the addi- 
tional building occupied by the money-order division of the Sixth Auditor's of- 
fice, and the additional building for the use of the division of post-office sup- 
plies of the Post-Office Department, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on page 106, line 13, to increase the ap- 


was, 
a: “‘for fuel and for repairs to heating apparatus” from $8,000 
to $8,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 14, to increase the ap- 
propriation for gas from $5,000 to $5,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 6, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘ for rent of a suitable additional building for the use 
of the division of post-office supplies of the Post-Office t, 
$3,000;’? and in line 8, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen ’’ 
and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For rentof aper y ragat ma $1,500; for rent of a suitable building or build- 
ings for the use of the money-order office of the Post-Oftice Department, $8,000; 
for rent of building for use of the money-order division of the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department, $1,500; for rent of a suitable ad- 
ditional building for the use of the division of post-office supplies of the Post- 
Office Department, $3,000; in all, $17,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 12, after the words 
“eighteen thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the publication of copies of the Official Postal Guide, including not ex- 
ceeding 1,500 copies for use of the Executive Departments, $18,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘judicial,’’ in the ap- 
propriations for the office of the Attorney-General, on page 108, line 5, 
after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out: 

One of whom shall take of business in the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

So as to read: 

Three Assistant Aitorneys-General at $5,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to: r i 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 10, to insert: 

Forthe purchase of session laws and statutes of the States and Territories for 
the library of the Department, $1,000. i 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 110, line 9, after the words ‘‘ four 
thousand ” to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ and in line 13, after the words 
‘twenty-six thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one’’ andinsert ‘‘six;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury: For compensation of the Solicitor of 
the rosenia MA0: assistant solicitor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; three clerks 
of class 4; clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2; one assistant messen- 
ger; and one laborer; in all, $26,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment-was, on page 112, after line 10, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Labor, $5,000; chief clerk, $2,500; 
disbursing clerk, $1,800; four clerks of class 4, all to be statistical experts; five 
clerks of class 3, one of whom may be a stenographer; six clerks of class 3, one 
of whom may be a translator and one of whom may be a steno her; eight 
clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 each; two copyists, at Soe each; two 
copyists, at $720 each; one messenger; one assistant messenger; three wa 
men; two skilled laborers, at $600 each; two charwomen; six agents, at 
$1 or Se special agents, at $1,400 each; four special agents, at $1,200 each ; 
i t x 

Pror iaa diem, in lieu of subsistence of special agents while traveling on duty 
outside of the District of Columbia, at a rate not to exceed $3 per day, and for 
their transportation, and for employment of experts and temporary assistance, 
and for traveling expenses of officers and employés, $17,500. 

For stationery, $2,000. 

For books, periodicals, and newspapers for the lib , $1,000. 

For Sour agama to prepay postage on matter addressed to postal-union 
countries, $200. 

For rent of rooms, $4,000. 

For contingent expenses, namely: For furniture, carpets, ice, lumber, hard- 
ware, dry goods, advertising, telegraphing, telephone service, expressage, re- 

airs of cases and furniture, outfit for printing small circulars, etc., fuel and 
lighis, soap, brushes, brooms, mats, and other absolutely necessary expenses, 
Mee AAS tickets for messenger service in the city of Washington, $40. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 18 of the amendment I move to strike out 
the words “‘ outfit for printing small circulars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that on pages 92 and 93 we struck out the provision there made for 
the Bureau of Labor, which was estimated for originally in the Book 
of Estimates under the Interior Department. At this session we have 
passed a law creating a Department of Labor, and we had a subsequent 
estimate covering the exact provisions of the new statute. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thecommittee amendments are con- 
cluded. Are there further amendments to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations? If not, other amendments will be received. 

Mr. BLAIR. By instruction of the Committee on Education and 
Labor I move, in the list of annual committee clerks, on page 4, line 8, 
after the word ‘‘Forestry,’’ to insert the words: 

Clerk to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to insert, immediately after the amendment 
just made, in line 8, on page 4, the words: 

Clerk to the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. BECK. Is there any report of a committee urging that, or any 
special need for the clerk to remain here after the Committee on Ter- 
ritories go away? Why should he remain here during the vacation? 

Mr. PLATT. There is a good deal more reason for it than formany 
other committees which have annual clerks. 

Mr. BECK. But that does not answer the question. Does the com- 
mittee remain here during the recess? 

Mr. PLATT. The committee does not remain here during the re- 


cess— 

Mr. BECK. ‘Then why pay a clerk to remain here? 

Mr. PLATT. Nor do over two of the committees remain here who 
have annual clerks. 

Mr. BECK. Then it would be better to strike out a good many 
than to pay clerks to remain here when there is no need for them. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthe committee will strike them out, I shall with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The committee has no right to strike them out. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, it has. The Committee on Territories is as old 
a committee as any in the Senate; it is as important as three-quarters 
of those which have annual clerks; it is as important as the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor, which has just been granted an annual 
clerk by an amendment adopted without objection, and I do not know 
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why it should not receive the same treatment that other committees 
d 


o.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from the question of committee 
clerks I desire to make a statement. The amendments suggested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Connecticut were 
amendments in order, because they were reported from their respective 
committees and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], mentioned to me before his departure (being neces- 
sarily absent for a week) that it was necessary that the clerk to the 
Committee on Rules should remain here during the vacation, that 
committee now having of the entire Senate wing; and he asked 
me to consider the question of inserting the clerk to that committee as 
an annual clerk. I did not say whether I would do so or not, though 
I called the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to the situa- 
tion. The committee concluded not to add to the number of annual 
clerks; but two such clerks having now been inserted, I ask unani- 
mous consent, with no authority from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to do so, to moye to insert the clerk of the Committee on Rules 
after the amendments just agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, line 8, after the amendments al- 
ready agreed to, insert the words: 

Clerk to Committee on Rules, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of this bill to 
inform the Senate how much money in the whole is appropriated by 
the bill for the rent of buildings, rooms, apartments, ete., in this city, 
for in two or three of the instances that my eye has fallen upon I find 
that very large sums of money are appropriated for the rent of build- 
ings in this District. 

I remember that a few years ago there were considerable sums thus 
appropriated, and when the attention of the Senate was called to the 
matter the Senate imposed some very stringent limitations and regula- 
tions in regard to the renting of buildings, which I believe became 
laws, with the view of preventing the expansion of the renting busi- 
ness in this District, where we have so many public buildings, and 
where, if we have not enough for the economical and proper adminis- 
tration of the public business, we ought to build more rather than be 
paying rentals from year to year out of an abundant Treasury—abun- 
dant enough to build at a rate which, if private persons built their build- 
ings as cheaply even as the United States do, would be an enormous 
profit upon the investment. 

I see here that under the head of ‘‘the Post-Office Department” there 
are $17,000 appropriated for the rent of outside rooms and buildings to 
carry on three subheads or bureaus of the Post-Office Department: 
First, the money-order office; second, the money-order division of the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department; third, for the 
rent of a building or room for post-office supplies, which I suppose 
means buying paper and blanks and such things which are furnished. 
Those three together amount to $17,000, which at 5 per cent. would 
represent a pretty large capital. Certainly those three offices could 
find a place in the public buildings already erected here. One would 
suppose that the Auditor of the Treasury might stay in the Treasury 
Department. If it is unsafe to put him with the man who attends to 
the practical money-order business of the Treasury, certainly the Treas- 
ury Department building just finished ought to supply a place. 

But I did not rise to criticise mere individual instances. There are 
others. The sum total ofit is that we are year by year spending very 
large sums of money for rents which make extremely profitable in- 
vestments for—I will not say the favorites of the heads of Departments, 
but for those fortunate business men who are able to persuade a Sec- 
retary or somebody that their particular building is the best on the 
whole and the most convenient, and they get a rent for it that I think 
is usually once and a half what they could get from any private in- 
dividual who had ever hired it before. That is perhaps natural to the 
public business, but I should be glad to understand, if I may, how it 
is that we go on year after year, with money enough to build the 
structures that are necessary, knowing what ought to bo done, and do 
not do it, or if we have structures enough, why we have to spread our- 
selves out and colonize everywhere in hiring places for the various 
EA Very likely the chairman of the committee can tell us all 
about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not made an exact footing of 
the amount of rent involved in this bill, but I should say in round 
numbers that it amounts to $4,800 for the Treasury Department, $9,- 
709 for the War Department, $4,000 for the Navy Department, $22,- 
260 for the Interior Department, $17,000 for the Post-Office Department, 
and $4,000 for the newly created Department of Labor, making alto- 
gether about $62,000 in round numbers. *There is, in addition to that, 
paid for the Coast and Geodetic Survey Office $10,000 rent. There is 
also paid for the city post-office $5,000. The Committee on Appropria- 


tions have tried two or three times to secure the purchase of the building 

which is now used for the Coast and Geodetic Survey, in order to save 

that rent, but whenever we have inserted such a clause in an appropri- 

sion bill we have been compelled finally to surrender by the other 
ouse. 

There is no doubt of the fact that every available space in this city 
owned by the Government is overcrowded with clerks. If the Senator 
will take observation of the report made by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] from the special committee on the mode of conduct- 
ing departmental business, at this session, he will find a statement there 
which discloses that there is not a single public building in the city of 
Washington that is not overcrowded by clerks. So the necessity for 
building additional structures must be apparent; but these various bu- 
reaus must be provided for until public buildings are erected, and there- 
fore these rents are inserted in this bill. 

As to the reasonableness of the rents, I think some of them are high, 
although they have been reduced gradually from year to year. We 
are now paying less rent for the same buildings than was paid at any 
time prior to this year. We have cut them down year by year in ap- 
propriation bills; but I think some of them are quite high now. Many 
of these buildings are inconvenient. 

Some two years ago, I believe, we inserted in an appropriation bill a 
provision that the Indian Bureau, the Bureau of Labor, the Railroad 
Bureau, etc., should be transferred to the Pension Office building, and 
in this bill as it came to us from the House the rent for buildings for 
these several bureaus is only provided for until next December with a 
view of transferring three or four bureaus into the Pension Office build- 
ing. 

Following upon the heels of this bill the House of Representatives 
passed a provision in the sundry civil bill repealing the law of two years 
ago requiring these bureaus to be moved into the Pension building. To 
any one who examines the condition of the Pension Office it is perfectly 
apparent that such remoyal can not be made unless they use the great 
open space there, and that is provided to be used by the Post-Office De- 
partment in the sundry civil bill, which will come up later on. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator whether that Pension build- 
ing was not examined at the instance of the Secretary of the Interior 
and pronounced to be unfitted to be occupied by the Indian Bureau? 

Mr. ALLISON. It would not be unfit to be occupied if there was 
space there for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; that portion of the building ta which the 
bureau was assigned, the fourth story, was pronounced by the commis- 
sion as unfit for occupancy by the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. ALLISON. Any one who will examine that fourth story will 
see that it can not be occupied by clerks. It is valuable for storage- 
room and is so used, but the entire building is now practically in use 
by the Pension Office, and it is proposed in the sundry civil bill to re- 
peal all the provisions requiring other bureaus to be transferred there 
and to provide that the city post-office shall be put in that great cor- 
ridor or central court. t 

Mr. BUTLER. Of the Pension Office? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of the Pension Office; and the Secretary of the In- 
teriorhas agreed to it by a letter which has been sent to the House com- 
mittee, I understand. Thatis the situation of this matter in this city. 
I agree with the Senator from Vermont that some provision should be 
made for the construction of new public buildings. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator wiil permit me I should like to add 
my testimony. It became my duty the other day to go into what is 
known as Marini’s Hall, I believe, occupied by the Sixth Auditor of 
the Treasury. It was on a hot summer day, it is true, but that place 
was so crowded by people as to be unfit to be occupied by human beings. 
Iam told that there are eighty-odd people on one floor there. It is 
cruel to require people to subject themselves to hazard the loss of their 
health by being crowded as those people are in that building. I think 
it is the Sixth Auditor’s office. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not only true, buta large force of the Sixth 
Auditor’s clerks are in the third story of the Post-Office building, which 
has no ventilation from the roof, and which has little circular windows 
a foot or two square, and such a building as that is entirely unfit for 
occupancy by clerks in the hot months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why do we go on year after year renting at ap- 
parently very heavy prices instead of building? I find that the sums 
named by the Senator from Iowa amount to $72,000 a year of rents, 
That is 10 per cent. on $720,000. Calling it 5 per cent.—it is twice 
that—which is a fair rate of interest now, the buildings represent 
$1,440,000 of capital that the United States might invest and get 5 per 
cent. on and save money on these rentals, save half the money that is 
now paid, and contribute to the comfort of the people employed; but 
we do not do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can only answer the Senator’s question by saying 
that the Committee on Appropriations have not latterly taken jurisdic- 
tion of the question of public buildings. 

By a gradual process of exclusion, the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds have taken that question into their hands, even so 
far as not to allow the Committee on Appropriations to make revision 
ofit. In other words, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
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have become a committee on appropriations as respects that particular 
subject, and therefore the Committee on Appropriations if it undertakes 
to su, a public building in this city is regarded as usurping the 
functions of some other committee. Therefore, when, two or three 

ago, we put on our appropriation bills provisions for public buildings, 
we were either turned out of doors by the House of Representatives 
or by the other committees of this body. 

We agreed to an appropriation some years ago for what we regarded 
as a convenient fire-proof building well adapted to the public business 
in the construction of the Pension Office, and I think it has been ridi- 
culed from that day to this on this floor. 

That building, costing six or seven hundred thousand dollars, now is 
the best ventilated and the best constructed building for public use in 
this city, and it is acheap public building. Butit seems that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds find it necessary to erect here 
a building costing six or seven million dollars, consisting of corridors 
and walls and stairways as the State, War, and Navy Department build- 
ing is, a building that has cost the Government $12,000,000, and yet it 
has scarcely the capacity for clerks or very little more capacity than the 
Pension building on Judiciary Square. 

I believe with the Senator from Vermont that we ought this year 
to commence the erection of a public building in the neighborhood of 
the Post-Office Department, and that we ought to buy, if we can buy it 
at reasonable rates, or if we can not we ought to condemn the square 
between Eighth and Ninth streets and between E and F streets. Some 
years ago an enterprising citizen of this city built a cheap building 
there; I do not know how he came to build it, but the Post-Office De- 
partment straightway rented it ata rental of five or six thousand dol- 
lars; I do not remember the exact amount. 

I think we ought to erect a building that can be used not only by the 
Post-Office Department and the Sixth Auditor’s Office, but that can be 
used by these ie be Lp cies of the Interior Department; and if need 
be part of the Post-Office Department could be temporarily put in the 
Pension building, although I am not satisfied that that is a wise thing 
to do; but certainly there ought to be a provision not only for the city 

ce but for the overflow of the Post-Office Department, and of 
the Interior Department in that immediate neighborhood. 

Now, we are paying rents, as the Senator from South Carolina says, 
for Marini’s Hall, and the clerks are crowded in there at the rate of 
seventy or eighty or ninety in a small space. We have another build- 
ing rented for the Topographer of the Post-Office Department, and so 
all about the Post-Office and Interior Departments are buildings rented 
by the Government. The Topographer of the Post-Office Department 
occupies a building for his bureau at a rental of $3,000 or $3,500 a 
year. 

The inquiry suggested by the Senator from Vermont is a proper in- 

niry, and one which ought to address itself to the attention of this 

y. The Committee on Appropriations have tried at various times 

to release the Government from the neccessity of renting buildings, 
but have failed to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to suggest to the chairman of 
the committee to prepare and move an amendment to this bill, which 
will provide for buildings under the direction of some one of the Sec- 
retaries, or all of them—I do not care how—and for taking the land to 
do it, and ask the House of Representatives to agree to it, and then it 
will be done. We have this same kind of virtuous talk year after year, 
and find ourselves when the next bill comes around exactly where we 
stood before. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that I think the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations do intend to propose on the sundry civil bill 
a provision for a building in this city. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, on page 103, line 8, by striking out 
**$2,250” and inserting ‘‘$2,500,’’ which is the compensation provided 
by law for the official there described. 

gene FEEPIDENT pro tempore. 'Theamendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inthe clause making appropriations for ‘‘ dead 
letter office,” on page 103, line8, it is proposed to strike out “‘ $2,250” 
and insert ‘'$2,500;’’ so as to read: 

For superintendent of dead letter office, $2,500. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that what the law now provides? 

Mr. PLUMB, It is what the law now provides. 

The amendment was i 

Mr. ALLISON. The total of that item should be changed. 

Mr. PLATT. The total should be changed also on page 104. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These totals will be changed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to change the total of the para- 
graph so as to read ‘'$119,580.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to go to page 7, line 22, 
~~ insert “twenty-four’’ instead of ‘‘ twenty-seven ™ before the word 
“cler! 


A EEENIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
e 5 
The CHIEF CLERK. Intheappropriations ‘for the Senate” on page 
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7, line 22, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ twenty-seven ” before ‘‘ clerks”? 
and insert “ twenty-four;’’ so as to read: 
For twenty-four clerks to committees at $6 per day during the session. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. The total must be changed in line 24 to correspond. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that it would be better to have the footings changed 
by the organ of the committee. The clerks at the desk are hurried 
and can hardly find time to make the necessary changes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I have no objection to that suggestion. 
The clerk of the committee will see that the totals are correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The corrections will be furnished to 
the clerks at the desk before the close of the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend on page 64 by striking out lines 23, 
24, and 25, and to the word ‘‘thereafter’’ in line 26. ‘The clause re- 
lates to the appropriations ‘‘for legislative expenses of the twelfth bi- 
ennial session of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wash- 
ington.” I move to strike out that part of the clause which is in the 
nature of legislation and is legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the part pro- 

to be stricken out to be read ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 64, after the words ‘‘ Territory of Wash- 
ington,’’ at the end of line 22, it is proposed to strike out: 


Which session is authorized to meet on the second Monday of January, 1889, 
at 12 o'clock, noon, and each succeeding session shall meet biennially there- 


Mr. PLATT. It will be observed that I do not propose to strike out 
the appropriation, but the question has arisen whether the change of 
the time of holding the session is one which the Legislature could legally 
make, and that question has been referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories by a resolution, and is under consideration by that committee. 
Without expressing any opinion on it one way or the other now, it 
seems to me that the consideration of the question ought not to be fore- 
stalled by a ratifying act incorporated in an appropriation bill. I do 
not suppose that with these words stricken out it will make any differ- 
ence ahont the holding of the session, but it simply relieves from the 
hasty legislation which is proposed in this appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut to strike out the words which 
have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isubmitted an amendment to the bill, increasing 
the salary of the surveyor-general of Oregon from $1,800 to $2,500, 
which was properly referred. It seems thatit was not acted on by the 
Committee on Appropriations. I now present it to the Senate, and 
hope it will be adopted. 

The surveyors-general of the Territories of Idaho, Montana, and New 
Mexico receive $2,500, the salary as fixed by law. The salary of the 
surveyor-general of Oregon is fixed by law at the same rate and he 
should have it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the page 
and line of the bill that he proposes to amend? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 99, line 24, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘one thousand eight hundred ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “‘ two thousand five hundred.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon will be reported from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 99, line 24, it is proposed to strike out 
‘fone thousand eight hundred” and insert ‘‘two thousand five hun- 
dred;’’ so as to read: 

For suryeyor-general of Oregon, $2;500. 


Mr. MITCHELL, I will explain that under an act recently passed 
additional work has been imposed on the suryeyor-general of Oregon. 
There are several large Indian reservations in that State which are to 
be divided under that act, and the work of surveying these reserva- 
tions is assigned to the surveyor-general. There are about 20,000,000 
acres of unsurveyed lands in the State of Oregon. ‘The surveyor-gen- 
eral of that State has certainly as much work under his supervision as 
any of the surveyors-general of the Territories adjacent, and his salary 
is fixed by law at $2,500, but is cut down by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. I hope it will be restored. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the salary that has been paid to the sur- 
veyor-general of Oregon for the last ten or twelve years. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ibeg pardon. The Senator is mistaken. It is 
the salary that has been paid to the surveyor-general of Oregon for the 
last two years, but prior to that he was paid $2,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken, but if I am this is an excep- 
tion. If we are to go back in this bill and insert everywhere the stat- 
utory salary it will require a revision of the entire bill. If there is 
any one thing that the Committee on Appropriations have been pressed 
about more than another itis for the increase of salaries in the Depart- 
ments, indeed inevery Department of this Government. There is not 
aday in the Interior Department, in the Navy Department, in the War 
Department, in the Treasury Department, or in any place that the pres- 
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ent bureau officers and the Secretaries do not ask for an increase of com- 
pensation for the Democratic employés. If we are to begin with Ore- 
gon I do not know where we are to end. I care nothing about it; a 
salary of $1,800 may not bea sufficient compensation, but it is the sal- 
ary allowed the surveyor-general in every State in the Union where 
we have such an officer. It is true that some of the Territorial sur- 
veyors-general receive a higher com on, but—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The standing law, if the Senator will allow me, 
the old, regular, formal law put in the Revised Statutes, coming down 
from 1850, made a distinction between the Territories and the States 
of $500. For instance, the surveyor-general of Oregon by the Revised 
Statutes beginning with 1850 is to receive ‘‘at the rate of $2,500a year.” 
That was before Oregon was admitted, while she was a Territory. The 
surveyors-general of Colorado, New Mexico, Idaho, and the other Ter- 
ritories, naming them all, were to have $3,000a year. So the distinc- 
tion between the rate of the State surveyor-general and the Territorial 
one has always been kept up by a difference of $500. 

Mr. BECK. It is to be observed, too, Mr. President, that in this 
bill the surveyors-general of the States, beginning with Minnesota, re- 
ceive a salary of $1,800; the surveyor-general of Louisiana, $1,800; the 
surveyor-general of Nevada, $1,800; the surveyor-general of Oregon, 
$1,800; and the surveyor-general of each of the Territories receives 
$2,500. 

Ae MITCHELL. Iadmit that is so; butdoes not the Senator from 
Kentucky know that there is more work to be done in Oregon than in 
Louisiana or Nevada by the surveyor-general? In Oregon there is as 
much work being done now under the direction of the surveyor-general 
as in any one of the Territories. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not aware of the amount of the work done. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are 20,000,000 acres of unsurveyed land 
yet in Oregon, Asa matter of simple justice, why not give this man 
a fair compensation? It is not a general application to have the stat- 
utory athount restored. I do not think there is any application from 
any other State. ‘There is a particular reason for this increase, if you 
may call it an increase. The salary fixed by law is $2,500, but it has 
been reduced by appropriation bills to $1,800. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate about it, but I think it is 
a matter of simple justice. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken as to Oregon, for I remem- 
ber that in 1877 the rates of salary for governorsof Territories and sur- 
veyors-general were overhauled in the House and finally agreed upon 
at the sums generally inserted in this bill. So it has remained ever 
since. It may be that the Senator is right in saying that Oregon was 
fixed by the general law at the rate he suggests. 

Mr. DOLPH. The change was made, I think, two years ago—since 
I have been in the Senate; and at the last session or the session before 
an amendment offered by me was adopted in the Senate increasing the 
amount allowed for the surveyor-general in Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 
7 ESE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is a farther count demanded ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. A further count would perhaps develop the want 


of a quorum. 
No further count being demanded, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In reporting this bill the committee inserted ‘‘For 
postage stamps for the office of the Secretary of the Senate,$100.”’ That 
was done under the impression that the opinions of the Supreme Court 
could be sent to Senators under frank, but I believe those opinions are 
not regarded as public documents in the sense that would allow them 
to go free in the mails, and therefore it is necessary to increase the al- 
lowance for postage-stamps, I move, therefore, to add $50 in line 8, 
on page 8; soas to read: 

For postage-stamps for the office of the Secretary of the Senate, $150, 


That will necessitate changing the footing on line 10 of that page 
to $250. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On 8, line 8, after the word ‘‘hundred,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

For postage-stamps for the office of the Secretary of the Senate, $150. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now add $50 to the footing. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the same clause, in line 10, it is pro 
to strike out ‘‘two hundred ” and insert “two hundred and fifty;’’ so 
as to read: 

Tn all, $20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 
A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 7762) authorizing the restoration to the reform school 
of boys who have been discharged on probation, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 8308) to provide for the examination, and so forth, 
of certain manuscript volumes of the municipal laws of the District 
of Columbia; 
t A (H. R. 10053) making May 30 a holiday in the District of Co- 
umbia; 
A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; and 
A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS FOR 1887, : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, accom ed with 


sel correspondence relating to foreign affairs for the year 1887. 
Z = = GROVER OLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, June 26, 1883 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication is accompan‘ed 


by a voluminous printed report. What disposition shall be made of 
the message and documents? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The ordinary number is printed as a matter of 
course, I believe, is it not? It should be, and the question of extra 
numbers should be referred to the Committee.on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The document will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and printed. 

WIDOW OF JOHN A. TURLEY—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 


I return without val Senate bill No. 845 entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of John A. Turley.” 

The husband of this beneficiary belonged to a Kentucky regiment of volun- 
teers, and in 1863 having been in camp and on leave of absence he and others of 
the regiment embarked on a steam-boat in charge of a lieutenant to be taken to 
Louisville, whither they had been ordered. 

While on the steam-boat an altercation arose between two of the soldiers, and 
the deceased interfered to prevent, as is alleged, an affray. By so doing he was 

ushed or struck by one of the quarreling and fell upon the deck of the 
book, striking his bead against a plank, thus receiving a fatal injury. 

It is quite clear to me that the death of this soldier was not result of his 
military service. His presence on the boat was in the line of duty, but he had 
no charge of the rest of the men and was in no Sopros for them ; 
and whether he should bein s way implicated in the dispute which occurred 
was a matter entirely within his own control and determined by his own voli- 
tion. If he had refrained from interference he would have saved himself and 
performed to the utmost his military duty, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 26, 1883. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall this bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, on the statement of the President him- 
self, without going to the report of the commi this man is entitled 
under the law to a pension. He was there in the line of his duty, and 
if it is not a part of the duty of a soldier, without waiting for the order 
of his captain if he is downstairs drinking champagne or asleep, to try 
to stop an affray between his fellow-soldiers, I do not know what the 
duty of a soldier is. I should like to see the Senate vote on this mes- 


ê. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 
As the Constitution requires the vote to be taken by yeas and nays, the 
roll will be called. 

Mr. BECK. Is it in order to refer the matter to the Committee on 
Pensions for investigation? It is evident that there is no quorum here, 
and perhaps we may have one by to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it stand; there is no use in referring it. I 
want to vote on the President’s message itself, but as there is probably 
not a quorum, I move that the Senate adjourn pending this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message and bill will then lie 
upon the table and be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No: I want to leave the question as the unfinished 
business, just where it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senator from Vermont in- 
sists upon action on the question of the of the bill notwith- 
standing the objections of the President of the United States, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I move that the Senate do now ad- 

ourn. 
> The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 27, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. à 


The Senator from Vermont moves 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, June 26, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILEURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

HEIRS OF CHRISTOPHER COTT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate amendment be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of theSenate had better be read. 

The amendment was read. 

There being no objection, the amendment was concurred in, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT NATCHEZ. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1699) author- 
izing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of 
Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at 
Natchez, Miss., with House amendment disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the House insist upon 
its amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Davis, from June 27 to July 10, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr, GRANGER indefinitely, on account of ill health. 

SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2266) to accept 
and ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians 
for the surrender and relinguishment to the United States of a portion 
of the Fort Hall reservation in the Territory of Idaho, for the purpose 
of a town site, and for the grant of a right of way through said reser- 
vation to the Utah Northern Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be now taken 
up and considered. A similar bill has been reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the House; and it is very important that this 
agreement should be ratified promptly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will have to object to anything that will lead to 
discussion, this day being set apart for the consideration of business 
from the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, under the order 
of the House. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not think that this will lead to any discussion. 

Mr. FORD. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina to yield to ' 
me for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 
the regular order ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I feel compelled to do so. ! 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


gentleman from South Carolina demand 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- | 


ports. 
Mr. FORD. I understand the gentleman from South Carolina will , 
yield to me for a moment. j 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will give me its attention, I would 
like to ask unanimous consent to make a in the order of busi- 
ness for to-day. This day being set apart by order of the House for 
public buildings and grounds, I would suggest in view of the impor- | 
tance of the pending bill in reiation to the public lands, that the special 
order be postponed, to take its place exactly as of to-day four weeks 
from this time, and to have precisely the same status as it now has on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would not agree to that. The only thing I would 
agree to is to make it acontinuing order for one day, not to interfere 
with the revenue or appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be done. 

HETTIE K. PAINTER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report; 
a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send the report to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Het- 
tie K. Painter, having met, afterfull and free conference haveagreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House concur in the amendment of the See a oe gcd 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 


The Senate amendment to the House bill proposed to increase the amount 
named in the bill from twelve to twenty-five dollars. Several similar bills have 
passed for that amonnt, The services rendered by this lady were both as phy- 
sician and nurse and entitle her to the highest pension allowed her e. 

J. LOGAN © MAN, 

CARLOS FRENCH, 

E. N. MORRILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the special order 
be made a continuing order, not to interfere with revenue bills nor ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope that that motion will be agreed to, and that 
we may finish the land bill to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I add this to my request: with the understanding 
that it is not to be called up this week. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam perfectly satisfied with that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks 
unanimous consent that the special order for to-day be postponed and 
made a continuing order until one day has been occupied under it. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Allow metomakeastatement. I know it is the 
purpose of Colonel MILLS, who is not in the House at this time, to pro- 
ceed to-morrow, as he has given notice to gentlemen on the other side, 
with the revenue bill. Therefore I shall object to anything that in- 
terferes with the revenue bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This does not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; but I do not want any fight over the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DIBBLE. There will not be any fight over the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There can notbe. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. This order is not to antagonize revenue bills and 
it is not proposed to do so. ‘ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With the understanding that it is not tointerfere 
with revenue and appropriation bills, and with a view of getting the 
very important land measure through the House, I shall interpose no 
objection, provided only one day is to be used. 

There was no objection, and it was accordingly so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to dispense with the call of committees; 
and in that connection I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to make from committees may have leave to present them to 
the Clerk for reference. 

There was no objection, and it was sq ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


TM following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


NAVAL MILITIA. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Commitiee on Naval Affairs, reported 


| back the bill (H. R. 1847) to provide for the enrollment of the naval mi- 


litia and the organization of the naval reserve force; which was laid 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10622) to provide for the enrollment 
of a naval militia and the organization of naval reserve force; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 


| ordered to be printed. 


NICKOLAS LEUSCHEN, ETC. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4601) to grant a naval record to Nickolas Leu- 
schen, Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GREAT ROUND SHOAL, NANTUCKET. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship for Great Round 
Shoal, near Nantucket, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to he printed. j 

MARY E. NOLL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2006) granting 2 pension to Mary E. Noll, 
widow of Philip Noll; which was referred to the Committee of the 
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Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, withthe accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. BELTZER. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, re- 
pored: back favorably the bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to John A. 
tzer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
SARAH A, DARLING. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7950) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Darling, widow of George S. Darling; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. FISHER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah A. Fisher; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. COL. M. W. BURNS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of the widow 
of Lieut. Col. M. W. Burns; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM DURYEE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7275) to give an increase of pension 
to Abram Duryee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE CARROLL. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ted back favorably the bill (H. R. 8511) for the relief of Catharine 
ll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
JOHN DEAN. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9372) granting a pension 
to John Dean; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF WILLIAM H. WILSON, ADMINISTRATOR, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STO of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10623) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies eee and used by the Army of the United States, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MISS JANE LINN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7621) for the relief of Miss Jane 
Linn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
á ESTATE OF LUCIEN GOYAUX. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien 
Goyaux; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS OF C. A. J. FLEMISTER. 

Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6055) for the relief of the heirs of 
C. A. J. Flemister; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. TRAMWELL. 

Mr. PENINGTON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of William T. 
Tramwell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LUCY A. HOPKINS. 

Mr. PENINGTON also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of Lucy A. Hopk kins; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report tobe 


printed. 


NAVAL ASYLUM, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6671) to authorize the sale to the Schuylkill 
River East Side Railroad Company of a lot of ground belonging to the 
United States Naval Asylum, in the city of Philadelphia, and provid- 
ing that the amount of moneys received shall be expended in the im- 
provement of the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the acoempanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of John C. P: 
was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10624) for the relief of John C. 
Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. D. RYAN & CO. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8916) for the relief of J. D. Ryan & 
Co,; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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JACKSON BRISCOE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8968) for the relief of Jackson Briscoe; 
which was reterred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FORT HALL AND LEMHI RESERVATION, IDAHO. 


Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 5004) to a and ratify the agreement submitted by 
the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi 
Reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; which 
was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, in the nature of a 
substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R 10625) to accept and ratify 
the ent submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters 
of the Fort Hall and Lemhi Reservation, Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had, on the 22d instant, 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese Grulich; 

An act (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

An act (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

An act (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reycolle: and 

An act (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

‘The message also announced that the President had, on the 25th in- 
stant, approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2077) to place on the pension-roll the name of Salina 
A. Sims, widow of William S. Sims; and 

An act (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

The message also announced that bills of the following titles were 
presented to the President June 12, 1888, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of Congress in which they originated within the 
ten days prescribed by the Constitution, they had become laws with- 
out his approval: 

An act te R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

An act (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linnzus W. Risley; 

An act i =R. aa granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

An act (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catherine Tierney; 

An act H R. 6770) granting a pension to Miss Carrie A. Luey; 

An act (H. R. ana granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 

An act (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; and 

An act (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is now the consideration of re- 


ports. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that can be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not unfinished business have priority ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does not, until the time for 
the unfinished business of the House arrives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the hour for the com 
sideration of bills reported from committees may be dispensed with, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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AMENDMENTS TO LAND LAWS. 
Mr. Speaker, I now call up the unfinished busi- 


ness, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands adapted to agri- 
culture, to protect the forests on the public domain, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the pending section. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, before we proceed with the bill, I 
desire to move a reconsideration of the amendment to section 20 that I 
offered last evening. 

The SPEAKER. Was the amendment agreed to or rejected ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Itwas rejected. It was the last business of the 
evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the proviso to section 20, as follows: 

“Provided, That any actual settler on any tract of desert land entered under 
the provisions hereof may mortgage not exceeding one-half of his claim to pro- 
cure the means necessary for the reclamation thereof as aforesaid, but that said 
mortgage shall be subject to the rights of the United States as reserved or de- 
fined in this act, or by other acts, and shall be dependent in all particulars, as 


far as the United States are concerned, upon the performance of the acts required 
to be performed by said settlers.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
VANDEVER] offered an amendment which was rejected. The ques- 
tion now is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that motion I 
desire to have read a communication addressed to the Secretary of the 
Interior by the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office. $ 

The communication was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 20, 1888. 

Sm: Iam in receipt, by your reference for a report in the matter, of a letter 
from Hon. WILLIAM VANDEVER, of the 16th ultimo, in which he asks to be in- 
formed of the status of the application pending in this Department for confirma- 
tion of ments of desert land located in the Visalia land district of Califor- 
nia, and whether any Congressional action is required or expected in regard to 
the desert-land act, to locations or assignments under it. 

The act providing for the sale of desert lands in certain States and Territories 
was approved March 3, 1877. 

On the 12th of March, 1877, this office issued instructions (copy herewith) under 
said act showing the manner of proceeding to obtain title to desert lands. 

On the 28th of September, 1877, this office, in pursuance of the directions of 
the honorable Secretary of this Department of September 12, 1877, suspended all 
entries made up to that date under the desert-land act at the Visalia land office, 
and issued instructions to the register and receiver of said office for a hearing to 
determine the character of the land embraced in said entries. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
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sign, convey, or mortgage his interest, present or future, in the tract or tracts 
so entered; ir so, to whom, when, and upon what consideration ; and where a 
conveyance, assignment, or mort e, or an agreement to convey, assign, or 
mo} the tracts entered had n made by the applicant, to require the 
original instructions, or a certified copy of the same, to be furnished and made 
a part of the testimony in each case. 

A hearing was accordingly had, and, in pursuance of the Secretary’s instruc- 
tions in the matter, the ioner, on the 26th of October, 1878, forwarded 
to him the evidence submitted at the hearing, with his opinion that the entries 
ought not to be canceled. 

n the question of the assignment of the claims, the Commissioner says : 
“It seems that in this case money has been loaned by one of the parties (Hag- 
n) to others, and a contract made which is set forth in the evidence purport- 
g to give him a lien therefor on the land. 

* In case the certificates are not assignable or the claims inalienable before a 
patent issues, then the contract for a lien on the land is simply void. I think 
that question is not properly before us in the case,” 

It will be observed that the record in this matter is now and has been before 
the Department since October, 1878, and I have the honor to state that I am not 
aware that an application for confirmation of assignments in these cases is pend- 
ing before the Department, and that there is no evidence of record in this office 
that Congressional action is required{or expected in relation to locations or as- 
signments under the desert-land act. The letter herewith returned. 

Very ully, your obedient servant, 
T. J. ANDERSON, 


Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. W. F. Vins, 
Secretary of the Interior. 5 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I introduce that communication 
from the General Land Office to show what has been the effect of a 
practice in the Land Office in the Interior Department of allowing as- 
signments to desert-land locations, In the district I represent, accord- 
ing to that communication, under the act of March 3, 1877, desert-land 
locations from No. 1 up to three hundred and some edd were made, 
Assignments of them were made to a syndicate of persons, who now 
hold and control under those assignments some three or four hundred 
thousand acres of land in that district which they are holding from 
homestead settlement. The entries have never been perfected to this 
day, but the land is held up there, and the Commissioner in this com- 
munication says that he sees no reason for Congressional action at this 
time; meaning, I suppose, action to confirm these assignments. - Now 
the bill under consideration proposes to depart from the policy which 
has been followed by the Government in regard to these desert lands 
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heretofore, and to specifically confer upon the settler the power to as- 
sign and transfer one-half of his interest before he has perfected his 
title. The proposition is vicious in the extreme. The practice has 
been found to operate to the prejudice of the settler in that portion of 
the State of California which constitutes the very garden spot of that 
State, and this clause in the bill, if allowed to stand and become part 
of the law, will undoubtedly be construed by these ies as an in- 
dorsement by Congress of the right and propriety of allowing these 
homestead locators to assign their rights. The evidence in regard to 
those locations in that district is that there was connivance between 
the persons composing the syndicate and the men who made the set- 
tlements, and to this day,we do not know who those men are nor where 
they have gone. The syndicate furnished the money to make the first 
payment of 25 cents an acre, and the land has been held by them down 
to the present time upon that payment of 25 cents an acre; the syndi- 
cate men control the water of that country, and, in addition to that, 
some three or four hundred thousand acres of land, thus constituting 
one of the most overshadowing and arrogant land-grabbing monopolies 
that can be found in the State of California or elsewhere. The passage 
of this clause of the pending bill will be in aid of their policy, and I 
ask the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands to consent, 
as a matter of precaution, to the adoption of my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from California to reconsider the vote by which his amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The motion to reconsider was rejected—ayes 10, noes 30. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 21. That any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the home- 
stead gt papas law, and who has failed from any cause to perfect title to 
a tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said laws, may make 
a second homestead entry in lieu of the pre-emption privilege hereby repealed 
or the homestead entry lost. 


The Clerk read also the following amendment, submitted by Mr. 
JACKSON: 


Amend section 21 by adding, in line 3, after the word “ cause,” the following: 
“Except sale or disposal of his right thereto.” 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, the principal objection that can 
be raised to the legislation contained in this bill is the tendency that 
it may have to enable parties to make a fraudulent use of the home- 
stead law and the desert-land provisions of this act for the p 
of acquiring title to large bodies of public lands and withholding 
them from the use of actual settlers. The beneficent provisions of 
the homestead law, we can perhaps well agree, might be extended a 
second time to any settler who through misfortune or from other cause 
beyond his own control has not been able to perfect his title to the 
homestead upon which he first located. I would be entirely willing 
that there should be a provision in this general law allowing any such 
settler to make a second entry; but I think the condition upon which 
he should be allowed to make such second entry ought to be the loss 
of his first entry not through his own fault. With reference to the 
homestead law and desert-land acts I consider that a settler’s loss by 
sale, whether by direct sale or by some agreement between the parties, 
is such a fault on the part of the settler that he ought not to have an- 
other opportunity to locate a homestead. 

I know that there is a provision in the general iaw which prohib- 
its the sale, assignment, or transfer of rights acquired under the 
homestead law, butall of us who have any acquaintance whatever with 
the practice under the law know that frequently this provision is 
avoided, and there is an arrangement by which a settler leaves his 
homestead for a money consideration and allows another to settle upon 
it and obtain the benefits of his improvements, thus doing indirectly 
what the law directly prohibits. Now, the object of my amendment 
is to provide that a man shall not have a second opportunity to locate 
a homestead where he has sold his first right. ‘The homestead law is 
intended as a gift to an-actual settler. No man should be permitted 
to make it a matter of speculation, Still Jess should inducements be 
given to parties to make repeated fraudulent settlements for the very 
purpose of selling and assigning their rights to speculators. This lat- 
ter practice has become a very great evil. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the amendment of the 
pelea from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON], and desire to bé heard 

riefly on it and this section. My friend means well, but he lives too 
far from any vacant land to fully understand or thorougly appreciate the 
practical operations of the land laws, and in his zeal to save the lands 
for settlers he would unwittingly do injustice to some of the most de- 
serving of them. 

He would make it impossible for some who have no home,and who 
have never acquired title to any land under the homestead law, to get 
public land. 

This is neither the spirit nor letter of the original homestead act. It 
has, I think, been misconstrued against the interest of the settlers, and 
my friend accepts that bad construction as the real meaning of the law. 

I think I understand something of the land law and know some- 
thing of its workings in the public-land States, and I am satisfied that 
there can be nothing more just than this section. I havelabored both 
in this and the last Congress to get this and the next section of the bill 
enacted into law. They were both favorably reported to the Forty- 
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ninth Congress, but were never reached and were never considered. All 
the talk we have heard about settlers getting a second homestead under 
this section amounts to nothing whatever. 

‘The homestead law provides that no lands entered under it shall be 
alienated or assigned in any way prior to the issuing of the final pa- 

All the relinquishment that can be made is one to the United 
States Government, and when made the land becomes a part of the 
public domain and is subject to entry by some other settler. No assign- 
ment to speculators is valid, but my friend may not knowit. If no 
relinquishment is made and the law as to settlement and cultivation 
is not complied with, the entry is canceled and the land restored and 
opened to settlement. 

So in ether event the United States loses nothing, and if the settler 
who becomes dissatisfied with his surroundings and must move can 
find some other person who is qualified to enter and is willing to 
give him something for improvements, whose businessis it but theirs ? 
It is no concern to the Government since it still retains the titleto the 
Jand. In the first draught of the homestead bill it was provided that no 
- individual should ‘‘make more than one entry,” and these words were 
stricken out and the words ‘‘acquire title to more than one quarter- 
section ” inserted, and that is still the law. 

This ought to be sufficient to satisfy any one that Congress did not 
intend to restrict the settlers to one entry, but to limit the amount to 
be acquired under the law to one quarter-section. That is the plain, 
common-sense meaning of the languageadopted. Noone then dreamed 
that an uncompleted entry would estop the homeless settler from 
again taking up public lands. Many special acts have been passed by 
Congress for the relief of persons who have failed through misfortune 
or other causes to comply with the homestead law. Why not make a 
general law and treat all alike? 

I am in full accord with the present Administration in its honestand 
manly fight to protect the public domain. Iam opposed to all schemes 
of monopoly of the public lands by which the right of the people to 
obtain homes in a simple and easy manner is in the least restricted. 
All such laws retard the wealth and prosperity of ovr country. We 
can afford to be liberal with the tillers of the soil. 

Millions of acres of the richest of our lands have been granted to 
railroads and other corporations, and yet we have been niggardly in 
our gifts to the settlers, who, with ax in hand, have gone upon the 
outskirts of civilization, away from society, churches, and schools, and 
made for us a civilization that challenges comparison with the old and 
elegant civilization of the East. In doing this these old pioneers have 
been kept in the front of the march of improvements, often moving 
betore they acquired title; and now, when this civilization has reached 
the Pacific Ocean and must take up its permanent abode, shall we say 
to these honest old men, who must now cease their roamings, thatthough 
landless they can have no more land, because they did not remain on the 
first selection made? I hope not. There is no Western or Southern 
Representative here who knows that country and the hardships of 
such a life who would favor such a policy as the gentleman proposes. 
I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I certainly am very strongly 
opposed to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. ‘There seems to be a very serious misapprehension on the part 
of some of our Eastern friends in relation to the development of the 
frontier of this country. They seem to think that all that is necessary 
is to go out there and break up the sod, plant crops, and immediately 
you are insured a bountiful return. This is absolutely not true. As 
a homesteader myself, having proved up upon a homestead after five 

ears of residence there, havingsettled in a new county in Northwestern 
aai, I know something about the conditions of developing that 
country. I want to say to you that all through the western part of 
Kansas and Nebraska the ground before it has been broken and the 
country developed is no more capable of yielding agricultural produc- 
tions is the greatest desert in the world. The sod which covers 
that country is absolutely impervious to water. Dig down wherever 
you please from 3 to 4 inches, and you have to break the ground with 
apick. But after the sod is broken up and the water is allowed to 
settle into the earth, the land seems to fertilize itself, and after three 
or five or seven years you can depend upon that ground for yielding 
agricultural productions. These are the facts. It takes from five to 
.seven years and in many cases even ten years to reclaim the land there 
so as to, make it possible to depend upon obtaining from it agricultural 
productions. 

You have all heard of the droughty frontier. I have stated the rea- 
son for the conditions prevailing there. The state of things I describe 
has prevailed continually from the Missouri westward. There has 
been a constant development of the country by breaking up its entire 
sod 


Now, a great many persons who go upon the frontier are evidently 
men of limited means. They go out there and build their houses; they 
break up 20, 25, or 30 acres of that sod. At first itis absolutely in- 
capable of production to any reasonable degree, and so it continues the 
next year. The settler that for perhaps the first time in his life 

~ he has been obliged to purchase everything at the store. The country 
is new; there is no soil for agricultural productions. The consequence 


is that he finds the money he carried with him is rapidly being ex- 
hausted, and, ordinarily, in five cases out of seven perhaps, unless he 
can obtain some employment, he is obliged to give up his claim and 
return to the East. 

Every influx of immigration to that country breaks up more of the 
sod and consequently allows the ground thus broken to fertilize; so that 
the man who, after a lapse of four or five years, follows the one who has 
given up his claim, is enabled to take advantage of the work previously 
done and may thus possibly become an actual settler of the country 
and succeed in raising agricultural productions. 

The first man who comes there and after trying to sustain himself for 
a year or two fails, being absolutely starved out of the country, forced 
back into the old settled sections for the purpose of securing employ- 
ment for himself and support for his family, has virtually abandoned, 
you may say, his claim. The man who follows him learns perhaps of 
his address. It would cost from $15 to $20 to contest that claim through 
the land office. Consequently, whenever a man goes upon a piece of 
land which has been previously entered if is the constant practice for 
him to secure the assignment of the first man’s original entry papers 
back to the Government, for which he receives the compensation of per- 
haps $15 or $20—just what it would cost to carry through the contest. 

Now I want to say to you, and it is peculiar perhaps, but neverthe- ` 
less it is true, that a man who goes upon the frontier and who from any 
cause is forced to leave the country and seek a home elsewhere, is never 
satisfied until he comes back. A few years after he has been there 
other men come and develop the Jands and are growing agricultural 
productions. He comes back upon the frontier the second or third 
time to secure for himself a home. You can see the gross injustice, 
therefore, of this amendment. A man who has been already ont upon 
the frontier, and has attempted to secure for himself a home, has been 
driven back by circumstances over which he had no control, perhaps, 
received possibly for his occupation of the land the compensation which 
is the universal custom of that country, of from $15 to $20 from the 
man who would have contested his claim. But he pays him this sum 
for the final receipt from the Government in order to avoid all contests, 
and the purchaser can go upon the land and complete his entry. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that debate on this proposition be now closed. 

Mr. PEEL. I would like to have a few moments on this myself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the amendment is one that will be voted 
down any way. 

Mr. PEEL. Iam opposed tothe amendmentaltogether. Iwas not 
here, Mr. Speaker during the discussion upon this amendment, but 
I understand it is a motion to amend a section of the bill which allows 
persons who have failed to complete their title under the homestead 
law to take a second homestead. 

I have always been of the opinion that the spirit of the law was to 
allow each citizen of the country not only to file his application for 160 
acres of land, but to make his proof and obtain a complete title and a 
nomp for himself, and that there was nothing in the law to prevent 
that. 

It is perfect nonsense to say that a man can not geta full title for a 
piece of the public land because some time or other in the past he un- 
dertook to make a claim which was not completed, or that some mat- 
ter had interposed which prevented the completion of his title, and 
= he is therefore deprived of the benefit of the public domain en- 
tirely. 

I have always believed that it was the spirit of the law, notwith- 
standing the rulings of the Department in the particular cases which 
have been submitted to it, that the homesteader should be entitled to 
a complete ownership of the public domain. That opinion has been 
sustained by the decision of a judge in some one of the Western Terri- 
tories, which one I do not now remember, which settled the legal prin- 
ciple there beyond all question, where a party had made a homestead 
entry and was indicted for perjury under the following conditions: The 
evidence disclosed the fact that in some State he had filed an application 
under the homestead law and had failed for some reason to complete the 
title. Hewent West and filed an additional application on the ground 
that he never had the benefitof the act. Upon filing the second appli- 
cation he was indicted for perjury, but it was held by the court that he 
had not committed perjury, the spirit of the law being that he was 
entitled to the full completion of the title, and that he had not been 
in possession of the benefits arising under the act. He swore that he 
had not received the benefit of the act, and the court held that he had 
not received it by not having a complete title. I know many persons 
in my own State and section in the early days of the homestead law 
who in good faith made application and filed their application in the 
local land office, but some circumstances arose by which it became 
necessary that the party should the location and thereby dis- 

of the little homes that they had already established and seek a 
boms elsewhere. Surely it can not be contended that when @ man 
sells his improvements only he gets anything from the Government. 
If he di of his homestead after improving it to some extent, he 
but sells the product of his own labor, and thereby does not deprive 
the Government of a single cent or in any manner interfere with its 
operations under the homestead law. He abandons the homestead for 
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what he can get, and the purchaser gets the benefit of the improve- 
ments, but he has to go over the same course and make his final proofs 
as if he had been the original homesteader himself. The rights of the 
Government are all protected in such a transaction. 

I think, therefore, in all fairness, that it is but just to the settlers 
of the country that they should have not only the benefit of the law 
for completing their homestead entry, but that they should have the 
perfect right to complete the title so that they may become independ- 
ent citizens and property owners in their own right. 

I hope the amendment will be voted down, and the settlers who 
have not completed their homestead entry will not have their little 
homes gobbled up by the land-grabbers who are seeking every oppor- 
tunity to obtain possession. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 22 of the bill, as follows: 


Src. 22, That any homestead settler who has entered less than 160 acres of 
land may enter other and additional land lying contiguous to the original entry, 
which shall not, with the lands first entered, exceed in the ageregsto 160acres; 
or, if such settler so elect, he or she may surrender the lands first entered to the 
United States for cancellation, and thereupon be allowed to enter lands under 
the homestead laws the same as if the surrendered entry had not been made 
and the residenceand cultivation of such settler upon and of the lands embraced 
. inthe firstentry shall be considered residence and cultivation for the same length 
of time upon and of the land entered by the additional or new entry, and shall 
be deducted from the time of residence and cultivation uired by law; and if 
such settler has made final proof and obtained title to less 160 acres of land 
under the homestead law, and has, prior to the passage of thisact, in good faith 
sold and conveyed the same, then he or she may enter so much of any other 
public lands as may be subject to entry as when added to the quantity pre 
viously acquired and sold shall not exceed 160 acres. 

The amendment (by Mr. JACKSON) was read, as follows: 


Amend section 22 b; striking out the word “less,” in line 22, and the word 
“than,” in line 2, and adding “or less,” in line 2, after the word “Jand.” 

Strike out all commencing with the word “ may,” in line 2, down to and in- 
eluding “she,” in line 5; also strike out all of the remainder of the section after 
the word “made,” in line 9. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest to my friend from Pennsylvania that there 
must be some mistake in the first amendment. There is no line 22 of 
this section. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman evidently means line 1. 

Mr. JACKSON. It should be printed line 1, of section 22. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a vote. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, this section is in line with the pre- 
ceding one, subject to the same objections, and my amendment is for the 
same purpose as the one I offered to the former one; thatis, to limit the 
gift of public land to a moderate-sized farm to actual settlers. 

I can very well understand how gentlemen here representing districts 
containing public lands are urged by their constituents for legislation 
enabling them to obtain more and more of the public lands. They 
seem to act upon the principle that to him who hath much more should 
be given. Some of the arguments urged in favor of this section are, 
to say the least, very remarkable. It is urged that the public lands are 

r, and almost if not altogether worthless; that it can be no great 
oss to give them away. There seems, however, to be a kind of sliding 
scale in the boundary line of worthless lands. Just as soon as the title 
passes out of the Government and into the hands of private persons 
the character of the lands improve. Of course I e it is meant 
that cultivation improves the lands, but I fear that gentlemen in their 
anxiety to give their constituents greater facilities for obtaining title to 
them are possibly induced to state the matter a little stronger than 
they otherwise would. 

The loyalty of the Western man to his particular locality is proverbial, 
and I suppose that nowhere else in all this country could you find a 
representative of these States and Territories willing to stand up and 
say, as has been said yesterday and to-day here upon this floor, that these 
lands are almost entirely worthless; that without more liberal legis- 
lation the limit of settlement has been reached; that it is necessary 
to give these lands away in order to have them reclaimed. I confess 
my surprise at these statements. Why, Mr. Speaker, large bodies of 
these lands are in States that we understood were the happy homes of 
free, industrious people, in great agricultural regions furnishing a large 
per cent. of the cereals of the country. Now they are described as 
barren, and we were told by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, LAIRD] 
that there will be no further settlement of all this vast domain; that 
the line has been reached. Gentlemen, I do not want to say anything 
unkind. I understand it is politic for you to make these remarks in 
order to obtain legislation. But there ought to be some legislation here 
keeping in view the fact that the public lands of the United States be- 
long to the people of the United States and do not belong to the few 
who to live near them. 

The whole argument here in favor of more liberal means of obtaining 
lands is upon the theory that the land is to be given tothepeople who 
are near the land. The United States has in its Eastern States and in 
the Middle States and in many portions of the old-settled country a 
large body of men who have no land at all. Itis forthem Ispeak. I 
want the public lands kept for the landless. I have a sincere sympa- 
thy for every family that owns no foot of land. And, Mr. Speaker, it 
is not so far back in our history and we ought not to forget that some 
of the States relinquished claims to the vast dorftain in the Northwest 
for the purpose of dedicating that domain to actual settlers. Ifeel that 


we ought to give credit in this matter where it fairly belongs. I con- 
sider that it is a proud monument to the early statesmen of Virginia 
that to settle disputes, and having in view the great future of our coun- 
try and the prospect of formation of new States, they relinquished the 
claim of Virginia to that large body of lands in the north and west of 
that State that the General Government might control them and that 
they might be settled by freemen. These lands were relinquished to 
the General Government with the expectation that Congress would 
carefully and wisely dispose of them so as to promote the general wel- 
fare of all our citizens. The public domain is the property of all the 
people. The Louisiana purchase from France, the acquisition growing 
out of the Mexican war, and the Territory of Alaska have all been paid 
for out of the common Treasury and should be held in trust forthe use of 
allthe people. It is unjustas well as impolitic to dispose of these lands 
except in such a way as shall do justice to all our citizens. 

I am opposed to the section under consideration for the reason that 
it is an unreasonable gift of lands and has the effect of nullifying an 
original provision in the homestead act that where a man located a 
homestead upon Government land adjoining sections which had been 
granted to railroads to aid in their construction he should only receive 
80 acres. Why? Theargument that was made on this floor in favor 
of granting alternate sections to railroads was that it was no loss to 
the country; that the remaining half of the land within the lines of 
the granting act would be worth to the Government and the people 
after the railroad was built just as much as the whole without the road. 
With this belief a modification was made in the homestead law, so that 
men could only take up half the quantity within the limits of these 
railroad grants. Many men, preferring these locations, accepted the 
smaller quantity in preference to twice the amount farther from rail- 
roads and obtained 80 acres along the constructed roads or near them. 
Having taken their choice, and compelled other citizens to go farther 
to secure homes, the proposition comes in this section that they shall 
have 80 acres more anywhere. This is a gift without reason or excuse. 
It is not in the line of encouraging our landless people to locate on the 
public domain. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCRAE. This section does not enlarge the land of people along 
the line of railroads. Their lands have been enlarged for five or six 
years. This section has no reference to such cases. If you have such 
a thoughtin your mind you may dismiss it. It hasnothingtodowith - 
such cases. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam yielding to the gentleman for a question and 
not fora speech. My time is very limited, and I have a great deal to 
say that I considerimportant. Ionly regret that Iam notable to make ~ 
my statements more interesting. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentleman only carry out what 
I said first, that all along of late years the effort of legislation has been 
to enable men to get more and moreland. The gentleman calls atten- 
tion to what ought to be known by all, that so far as the railroad leg- 
islation was concerned they had already obtained a chance to get much 
more land, I only used the railroad matter as an illustration, as the 
gentleman well knows that this bill will cover bodies in similar 
grants as well as other lands. Besides, I still think that this bill will 
apply to many railroad grants. Every one knows that the only pur- 

of this section is to give men land who can not get it under ex- 
isting law. There are many good features in this bill, and I regret to 
see it weighed down with such propositions as the section under con- 
sideration. The time has come to stop this kind of legislation, and I 
assure you that the country is now taking greatinterest in this matter, 
If you pass this biil without amendment, it will be understood to be a 
bill to enable men who havealready been treated with great liberality 
in the gift of public lands to be treated with still greater liberality. 

Let us show some disposition to save the public lands for the actual 
settlers who have no land, for the landless who want and need homes. 
Our policy ought to be to keep the land in small quantities. It is 
wrong policy and a wrong theory of legislation to encourage the owner- 
ship of lands in large bodies. The larger the number of people having 
an ownership in lands the better it will be for the nation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCRAE. It is evident from the answer the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. Jackson] made to my question when I interrupted 
him a moment ago that he has totally failed to understand the theory 
of the homestead law or the scope of this section. The main object of 
the homestead act of May 20, 1862, was to secure every citizen of the 
United States or person who has declared his intention to become such 
one quarter-section of land for a homestead. Those who own and re- 
side upon farms of less quantity than 160 acres are allowed to enter 
other lands which would not, with the land already owned, exceed in 
the aggregate 160 acres. That provision was embodied in the home- 


stead law and is still in this bill Itisright. No one, not even my 
friend from Pennsylvania, has offered to strike it ont. 

So we see, Mr. Speaker, that if a person qualified to make an entry 
does, by purchase, inheritance, or otherwise, acquire title to a lessquan- 
tity than 160 acres, he or she may, under the law now, enter other and 
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additional land not to excced in all 160 acres as an adjoining farm 
entry. Why, then, should the same person be denied an additional 
entry because he has acquired his title to this less quantity from the 
Government under the homestead law ? 

Absurd as it may appear that is the constructionand practice of the 
Department, and is, in effect, favored by my friend who offered the 
pending amendment. In some cases, such as within the limits of rail- 
road grants referred to by my friend from Pennsylvania, the discrimi- 
nations have been removed by special act. Let us now wipe them all 
out. 

They all ought to be treated alike. The homestead law was passed 
during the late civil war and was not extended to the five public land 
States of the South then in rebellion, but by virtue of the first section 
of the act of June 21, 1866, its benefits were extended to those States 
with the settlers restricted to 80 acres for two years. The homeless 
emancipated slaves and other people were only allowed one-half the 
quantity allowed in the northern States, although the lands of the 
southern States were of lessvalue. In this two years there were 11,629 
entries made in those States, averaging 67.69 acres for each. There 
were 3,665 of these entries in my own State. Other settlers after- 
wards notso restricted, acting under the feeling and belief that they did 
not require as much as a quarter section, took less, As their families 
and necessities increased they have found that they should have more 
and now wantit. I say, give it to them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friends will bear in mind that this is a 
principle of universal application. It is not designed to operate in one 
section of the country more than another. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly it is universal in its application; but the 
principle involved and justice proposed is forcibly demonstrated and 
shown by calling attention to this class of citizens who were thus 
wronged and who will be relieved by this act. There are many others 
in all sections ofthe Union. Ihopethe amendment will not be adopted. 

The amendment of Mr. JACKSON was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 24. That section 2291 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read: 

“Src. 2291, Each person making such entry shall, within three months there- 
after, establish his or her actual personal residence in a house habitable at all 
seasons of the year upon the land applied for, and shall actually and continu- 
ously reside thereon until the expiration of five years from the date of such en- 
try, and shall clear and place in cultivation at least 10 acres thereof within said 
period. And if atthe expiration of such Hae; or at any time within two years 


thereafter, the person making such entry, or if he be dead his widow, orin case 
of her death his heirs or devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry, her 
itnesses, who are 


heir or devisee in case of her death, proves by two credible 
householders, that he, she, or they have so continuously resided upon the same 
for the term of five years immediately succeeding the time of making the entry, 
and that he, she, or they have cleared and cultivated at least 10 acres of such 
land, and makes affidayit that no part of such land has been alienated, except 
as provided in this act, and that he, she, or they will bear true allegiance to the 
Government of the United States, then, in such cases, he, she, or they, if at that 
time citizens of the United States, shall be entitled to a patent as in other cases 
provided by law.” 

The Clerkread also the following amendment, proposed by Mr. LATRD, 
to section 24: 


Amend section 24 by adding, after the proviso offered by way of amendment 
thereto by Mr. Dorsey, these words: 

“And no settler on the public domain, under the provisions of this act, shall 
be deprived of his title to any land upon a receiver's final receipt, except 
upon an open and public trial under and according to the forms of law relating 
to contest cases,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to section 24, proposed by 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin: 

Amend section 24, in line 15, by inserting, after the word “ householders,” the 
words “ residing within a radius of 10 miles.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I think it can be improved by insert- 
ing the word “ neighboring” before the word ‘‘ householders,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it read ‘‘ householders of the neighborhood.” 
That is the more common expression. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I will accept that suggestion. 

Mr.. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the only serious trouble 
that could arise from the adoption of that amendment would be this: 
At times settlement has been made away out upon the prairies, and 
later the neighborhood has been abandoned by all except one settler, 
whom we will suppose to be the one who desires to make proof. Now, 
in order to make his proof he must have witnesses who know exactly 
the time he settled his claim, and who know his continuous residence 
there for five years; and it is within my personal knowledge that in 
many cases it has been found absolutely n to go or to send to 
some Ae section of the country in order to secure witnesses to make 
such proof. 

Mr. MACDONALD. What substitute would the gentleman sug- 
gest? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I would leave it just asit is, because the 
rules of the Land Office which govern the register and receiver con- 
trol all that. 

Mr. MACDONALD. But thissection speaks merely of ‘‘ household- 
sais Fs and in any case the householder required as a witness might live 

aine, 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. What difference does it make if the wit- 
ness does live in Maine, provided he knows the facts ? 

Mr. BIGGS. And states the truth. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, withdrew the printed amendment and of- 
fered as a substitute the following: 

Amend section 24, in line 15, by inserting after the word “ householders," the 
words “of the neighborhood.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to section 24, submitted by 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: ; 

Amend section 24 by striking out the word “five,” in lines 7 and 17, and in- 
serting the word ‘‘three.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to section 24, submitted by 
Mr, DORSEY: 

Add to section 24: 

“ It is further provided, That after proof is made before the register and re- 
ceiver of the district in which the land is situated, and a certificate is issued to 
the entrymen, said certificate shall be considered prima facie evidence of own- 
ership, bare the burden of proof to vacate said entry shall rest upon the Goy- 
ernment, 

‘Amend section 24, in line 4, by striking out *‘three” and inserting “six.” 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is so obviously 
proper that I think the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands 
will not interpose any objection to its adoption. This section of the 
bill proposes that the settler shall, within three months after making 
his entry, establish his residence in a house habitable at all seasons of 
the year upon the land applied for, ete. Now, I respectfully submit 
to the gentleman that it is absolutely impossible for the r man to 
enter upon a tract of land and build his house so as to e it a hab- 
itable dwelling within a period of ninety days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iagree to that. Let us first take a vote upon the 
other part of the amendment, the proviso. 

The proviso was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the second part 
of the amendment, which is to amend section 24 in line 4, by striking 
out ‘‘three’’ and inserting ‘‘six.”’ 

Mr. HERMANN. I move the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr.GAY. Imovetoamend the amendment by striking out ‘‘three”’ 
and inserting ‘‘ nine.’’ 

Mr. HERMANN. Nine months is too long. 

Mr. GAY. Ifsix months is deemed a sufficient time, I will with- 
draw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendment of the gentleman from 
Louisiana is withdrawn. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. DORSEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment by Mr. PETERS to section 
24: 7 

Add to section 24 the following: 

*“ Provided, That in all cases wherein a homestead entryman or pre-emption 
claimant, ad in possession of Government lands under acts of Congress 
which require dence, shall have been elected or appointed to any official posi- 
tion the acceptance of which requires his absence from said land in the discharge 
of his official duties, but who, nevertheless, shall have kept up his improvements 
on said land in good faith throughout such necessary absence, he deemed 
to have complied with the laws relating to residence upon such land, and no ad- 
vantage shall be taken of such necessary a ce by any adverse claimant or by 
the United States, but such claimant shall be entitled toall rights and privil 
which would attach to actual and continuous residence covering such period of 
necessary absence.” 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 7, noes 28. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 25. That section 2294 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read: 

“Smo, 2204. In any case in which the applicant for the benefit of the home- 
stead or desert-land law is prevented, by reason of distance, bodily infirmity, 
or other good cause, from personal attendance at the district land office, he or 
she may make the affidavit required by law, before any commissioner of the 
United States circuit court or the clerk of a court of record for the county in 
which the land is situated, and transmitthe same, with the fee and commis- 
sions, tothe register and receiver,” 3 


The following amendment (proposed by Mr. DORSEY) was read: 


Amend section 25 by adding: 

“ It is further provided, That in all cases where notice by publication of inten- 
tion to make final proof upon any land taken under the provisions of this act is 
required the entrymen shall be allowed ten days following the day named in 
the advertisement in which to complete proof and present witnesses,” 


The amendment was rejected. 
The following amendment (also offered by Mr. DORSEY) was read: 


Add as a new section after section 25 the following: 
“SEC, — That any baat who may make a homestead bese’ f apan any of the 
cultural lands of the United States under the provisions o! act, and who 
shall erect a dwelling-house thereupon worth at least e's ee shall put into 
cultivation 20 acres of said land, shall, after one year’s residence thereon, have 
the right to commute said entry under such rules as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe, and upon the payment of $1,25 per acre shall be entitled to 
receive a patent for said land.” . 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 26. That the proof of settlement, residence, occupation, cultivation, irri- 
gation, or reclamation, the affidavit of non-alienation, and theoath of allegiance 
uired to be made unger the homestead and desert-land laws, may be made 
betore any commissioner of the United States circuit court. or before the judge 
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or clerk of any courtof record of the county or parish in which the lands are 
situated; and the proof, affidavit, and oath, when so made and duly subscribed, 
shall haye the same force and effect as if made before the register and receiver, 
when transmitted to them, with the fee and commissions allowed and required 
by law; and the register and receiver shall be entitled to the same fees for ex- 
amining and approving said testimony as are now allowed by law for taking 
the same. That if any witness making such proof, or any applicant making 
such affidavit or oath shall koowa willfully, and corruptly swear rese to 
any material matter contained in said poo affidavits, or oaths, he shall be 
deemed F pone of perjury, and shall be liable to the same pains and penalty as 
if he had sworn false before the register. 

Sec. 27. That it shall be unlawful to cut, cause, or to procure to be cut, or 
wantonly destroy, any timber growing on any lands of the United States, or to 
set fire to any tree or timber or underbrush on any timber lands of the United 
States and willfully or negligenti leave the fire burning thereon, or remove or 
cause to be removed any timber from said public lands, or to knowingly manu- 
facture any lumber from timber so cut or removed. And no owner, master, or 
ee of any vessel, or owner, director, or agents, agent of any railroad 
Shall knowingly transport the same, or any lumber manufactured therefrom, 
and any person violating the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction, shall be fined, for every such offense, a sum not 
‘exceeding $1,000: Provided, however, ‘That nothing herein contained shall impair 
the right of any person who shall purchase timber on public land, under the 
provisions of this act, from cutting and roov the same, or prevent any 
miner or agriculturist from clearing his land in the ordinary working of his 
mining claim or preparing his farm for tillage, or from taking the timber nec- 
essary to make and support his ipro nemani, or selling timber felled in the 
necessary clearing of the homestead, or the taking of timber for the use of the 
United States, and all moneys colle under act shall be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. But this section shall not be construed as re- 
pealing any provision of law touching or concerning the ee of timber 
on the publiclands in any State or Territory of the United States, or as affecting 
in any wise penalties connected therewith, 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to amend by striking out the last clause 
in the section just read. The language I propose to strike outis in 
these words: 

But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law 
touching or concerning the deine of timber on the public lands to any 
State or Territory of the United States, or as affecting in any wise penalties 
connected therewtth, í . 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, the result of this clause would be to 
nullify y the very carefully drawn and properly considered pro- 
visions which precede it in the same section. A member of the com- 
mittee who sits beside me tells me that the effect of striking out this 
clause would be to discontinue prosecutions which have already been 
commenced. Of course the purpose of my amendment is not to put a 
stop to any pending prosecutions, or to affect them in any manner; 
and it seems to me there can very readily be inserted a proviso that 
“nothing herein contained shall affect prosecutions now pending.” I 
offer the amendment in that shape to strike out from the word ‘but’? 
in line 24 to the end of the section and to insert in lieu thereof, ‘‘Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall affect prosecutions now 

; ” 


pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope my friend will not press this amendment. 
There are two or three acts, passed several years ago (one in regard to 
the live-oak timber), the provisions of which, it seems to me, ought to 
be continued in force, otherwise the provisions incorporated in this bill 
should be broader than they are. I do not thirk it would be safe to 
adopt the provisions embraced in this bill without at the same time 
keeping in force the provisions of former laws. It can not possibly do 
any harm to continue those penalties; there can not be too many safe- 
guards thrown around the timber lands of the United States. I hope 
my friend will not press his amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman tell us the effect of the pre- 

i of the section if the latter clause, which I propose to strike 
out, be allowed to stand? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. The existing penalties would remain 
in force, and the provisions of this bill would be, as they are intended 
to be, cumulative. The wholesystem of laws on the subject would be 
perfectly consistent with each other. Our former laws have been the 
result of considerable experience, and we wish to retain them. Theim- 
portant feature, after all, of these amendatory provisions is that in re- 
gard to unlawfully permitting fires on the public lands. 

That it shall be unlawful to cut, cause, or to procure to be cut, or wantonly 
destroy, any timber pawing on any lands of the United States, or to set fire to 


aiy tree or timber or underbrush on any timber lands of the United States and 
willfully or negligently leave the fire burning thereon. 

This provision is, in my opinion, the most important addition to the 
present law. 

Mr. HERBERT. That would not be at all affected by my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be; still, all these provisions are in- 
tended to be cumulative; and unless my friend from Alabama can 
point out some reason why the existing law should be repealed, I think 
the penalties now in force should be continued. 

Mr. HERBERT. Under my amendment it is intended that this pro- 
viso in the bill shall become law: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall impair the right of any 
person who shall purchase timber on public land, under the provisions of this 
act, from cutting and removing the same, or prevent any miner or agriculturist 
from clearing his land in the ordinary working of his mining claim or prepar- 
ing his farm for tillage, or from taking the timber necessary to make and sup- 
pork his improvements, or selling timber felled in the necessary clearing of the 

Y 


omestead, or the taking of timber for the use of the United Stai d all 
moneyscollected under this actshall be covered into the Treasury of the United 


tes, 
Mr. HOLMAN, I think my friend falls into a misapprehension 


about this whole section in this respect. The provision which he has 
just read would more properly come in before the word ‘‘ provided;’’ 
that would have been a better arrangement, although the sense is not 
changed a particle. The object of the proviso which the gentleman 
moves to strike out is to show that the penalties already existing were 
not intended to be repealed. That clause has no special relation to the 
provision which the gentleman has just read, following the words 
** provided, however.” 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman does not mean to say if you pass 
the law leaving out those words—the words in the proviso—will not 
have the same effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They have now? 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me state my point, I know different courts 
at different times construe differently the rights of a settler to cut and 
carry away timber where he is making a clearing. Some courts hold 
it to be a violation of law under the circumstances enumerated here, 
and at other times—and properly, I think—they hold otherwise. 

I think this would be a proper enactment. ‘The provision is care- 
fully drawn generally, but I do not think any settler should be held 
responsible, as he now is, for selling the timber he cuts in clearing up 
a homestead. I think that should becomelaw. Ido not see any good 
reason for making a provision of that kind and afterwards annulling 
it by saying that this shall not be construed as repealing any provision 
of law touching or concerning the protection of timber on the public 
lands in any State or Territory of the United States or as affecting in 
any wise penalties connected therewith. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This statement of my friend shows me that he 
misapprehends this section. This provision has been studied with care 
and adopted after a thorough examination of the existing laws and 
penalties. The trouble with the gentleman is this—here is where it 
comes in properly —— 

Mr. HERBERT. I will read how I consider it ought to be. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me finish my statement. If you will turn to 
page 18 you will find it is provided— 

That no owner, master, or consignee of any vessel— 

I wish to state right here that this legislation had reference origi- 
nally to the exportation of timber cut from live-oak forests of the 
South, and hence the necessity of this provision— ; 

And no owner, master, or consignee of any vessel, or owner, director, or 
agents, agent of any railroad, shall knowingly transport the same, or any lum- 
ber manufactured therefrom, and any person violating the provisions of this 
section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, shall be fined, for 
eyery such offense, a sum not exceeding $1,000. 

Mr. HERBERT. Right there—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letme proceed. Now, right there we might trans- 
pose, commencing with the word ‘‘but,’’ in the last sentence of the 
section, so as to insert it before the word “‘ provided’? and after the 
words ‘‘one thousand dollars.” Then immediately after ‘‘ not exceed- 
ing one thousand dollars’’ insert: 


But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law touch- 
ing or aaeryrss Sao proteston of timber on the public lands in any State or 
mepende of the United States, or as affecting in any wise penalties connected 

erewith, 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I can make the proposition some- 
what clear. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Ido not think the gentleman understands it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave thefloor. Iunderstand, Mr. Speaker, that 
gentlemen of the committee are perfectly willing this proviso shall 
be adopted. I do not understand any gentleman has opposed my 
amendment, or is unwilling the words of the proviso I have read shall 
be omitted. So I suggest, instead of the amendment as sent up, these 
words be inserted in line 25; so it will read: 

This section, except as to the proviso, shall not be construed as repealing any 

rovision of law touching or concerning the protection of timber on the public 
and in any State or gahat of the United States, or as affecting in any wise 
penalties connected therewith, 

That will have this effect. This is simply cumulative. Passing it 
does not affect any laws on the statute-book in reference to the pro- 
tection of timber, and I am perfectly willing the proviso shall become 
law if those words are inserted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The section is right asitis. That is the fact about 
it. It has been most carefully studied. If the gentleman prefers those 
words inserted I am willing to transpose it in that way, although I do 
not like to do it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I think Ican make it clear that the gentleman 
from Alabama is laboring under a misapprehension. Gentlemen will 
bear in mind it is a fundamental principle wherein a new law is en- 
acted fixing penalties for crime unless there be a saving clause it oper- 
ates to exempt parties committing offenses previously. This provision 
of law is intended to prevent making it a crime for parties to start a 
fire in certain forests, leaving it remain, ‘‘ except in certain cases.” It 
was determined by the committee for greater protection, they intended 
to prevent other parties from escaping who should come in there. But 
in this section it is provided— 

That it shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law touching or 


concerning the protection of timber on the public lands in any State or Terri- 
oe Fd the United States, or as affecting in any wise penalties connected there- 
wi 
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Mr. HERBERT. As I undersiand it, the gentleman is willing to 
EEEN sentence of the section so it shall come in before the 
vidi 

OLMAN. Iam willing to make that transposition. 


word a 
Mr. 
Mr. HERBERT. My proposition is to transpose the sentence be- 

ginning with the Send in the twenty-fourth line ‘‘but this section 
shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law,” etc., and 
continuing down to the end of line 28, to transpose the entire paragraph 
to the fourteenth line, so that it will come in after the word ‘‘dollars’’ 
in that line. 

That is where it properly belongs, in my opinion. 

Now, I understand the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana, consents to that transposition, and it will effect the ob- 
ject I have in view. He sees no objection to it. Ido not believe any 
other member of the committee except the gentleman from Minnesota 
objects to it. I therefore ask a vote upon the ition. 

Mr. HERMANN. Your amendment was sufficient. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; but I put this in lieu of the other in order 
to put myself in harmony with the majority of the committee. I be- 
lieve the whole committee, excepting the gentleman from Minnesota, 
are willing to accept it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I do not so understand it. This is the first 
time that I ever heard of a sentence qualifying a section of abill put in 
the middle of the section. Itis always placed at the end ef it, just 
where this is, and properly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isaid to my friend from Alabama rather than have 
the time consumed I would consent to the transposition, but I am sat- 
isfied the more he will consider the section the more convinced he will 
become that it is now in rep proper position; and I hope he will not 
insist upon the a 

Mr. HERBERT. Iamso naia impressed with the necessity of mak- 
ing the change that I offer the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to insert the words 
which I think will make this perfectly clear. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


In the tot geo cesta line, after the words “ United States,” insert" not in 
conflict with it.’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
it is. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the amendment just 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas would come in more properly 
after the word ‘‘law,” in the twenty-fifth line, and I offer it there; 
so that this section will read: 

But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law not | 
in conflict with it, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I offer a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after the last word in section 27, as follows: 

“ Provided always, That it shall be lawful for any settler on any subdivision 
of lands in the United States to remove, use, or sell any dead or fallen timber 
found thereon.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think he has that right now as it is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Not at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I will say to the learned chairman of 
the Committee on the Public Lands thatif he will look at this very bill 
itself he will find that it is prohibited by this very section. For in- 
stance: 

Src. 27. That it shall be unlawful to cut, cause or to procure to be cut, or wan- 
tonly destroy any timber growing on any lands of the United States, or to set 
fire to any tree or timber or underbrush on any timber lands of the United 
States oe f willfully or negligently leave the fire burning thereon, or remove or 
cause to be removed any timber from said public lands, or to knowingly manu- 
facture any lumber from timber so cut or removed. 

I call the gentleman’s attention to the words: 

To remove or cause to be removed any timber from said public lands, 


It is not only for the interest of the person who resides upon the land 
that he shall have the benefit of such dead timber, but it is for the 
benefit of the lands themselves to remove the dead or fallen timber. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think the gentleman is correct in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the location of the proposed amendment, it 
will be noticed that I am trying to avoid, as shown by my colloquy 
with my friend from Alabama, any conflict between the two provisions 
of this section. The last clause of it refers to the provision embodied 
in the first clause, and it was an important matter which should be 
made clear and distinct. It seems to me that this amendment should 
come in after the word ‘‘ United States” in this connection: 


Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall im the right of 

any person who shall-p urchase timber on public land, under the provisions of 
this act, from cutting and removing the same, or prevent any miner or agricult- 
urist from clearing his land in the ordinary working of his mining claim or 
preparing his farm for tillage, or from taking the timber necessary to make and 
support improvements, or selling timber felled in the necessary clearing of 
sy a a ae pba ved p m er United States; and all 
be covered into the Treasury of the United 


I hope my friend will let the section stand just as 


|, Or 
collected under this act shall 


pam right there after the word “‘ United States” that language ought 
come 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It does not make a particular differ- 
ence where it comes in in the ph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will otherwise divide the section into three parts 
instead of two. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I have no objection to inserting it in 
line 24, after the words ‘‘ United aa ite as suggested by the gentle- 
man. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I offer the amendmentI send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 27 add: 

“ Provided, That timber not of commercial value, as sawed or hewed 
timber, growing on public lands wholly unfit for cultivation shall be free for the 
domestic use of any bona fide resident of the Territory in which said timberon 
such land is found.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not understand where it is proposed to insert 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the end of the section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope that will not be done. This section is re- 
garded as one of the most important sections in the bill, and if so 
amended it will be confused to an extent to make its interpretation 
almost impossible. That provision ought to come in as an independent 
proposition, if at all. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It is already in the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. There was an amendment offered that was identical 
with this. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. This amendment applies to a different 
class of Jand. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

. Mr. HOLMAN. That provision is already in the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, But it applies to a different class of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isin almost the same words. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. If it will cover this section too, well and 


good. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language is almost identical. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman insists upon his amend- 
ment. The Chair will put the question. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I believe we are still on section 27, are we 

not? : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. COBB. I move to strike out the last word in order to call at- 
tention to what I conceive to be a serious defect in this section, and to 
which I invite the attention of the chairman of the committee. Sec- 
sama contains a penal statute. At the close of the section are these 
wo 

That this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law 
touching or concerning the protection of timber. 

That is to say you enact a penal statute, and as a part of the statute 
itself you say it shall not affect any existinglaw. Now, suppose there 
be a penal law in existence in conflict with this section. How would 
the courts construe it? There are penal enactments now in existence 
touching the protection of the timber in the United States. Here is 
| another law making it a penalty to do certain things upon the public 
| land of the United States. In this last section you incorporate the pro- 
vision that none of the existing laws shall be affected by this section at 
all. Ifit should happen that any of the existing statutes are in con- 
flict with this section, you have a serious situation about which the 
courts of the country would have difficulty in their construction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can my friend say there is any provision of law 
that will come in conflict with the penal provision? 

Mr. COBB. I asked that question of one of the members of your 
committee, and he told me he did not know whether there was or was 
not. Ido not know. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This isnot a subject in regard to which any mem- 
ber would study all the statutes for the purpose of enabling him to 
draw up a section. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the chairman of the committee whether he can or 
can not tell us whether there is any law now in existence in conflict 
with the section as it is framed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will say that I drew up this section with all the 
penal statutes on the subject before me. I incorporated this section 
simply out of abundant caution; nothing more. 

Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly evident if there is any 
law now in existence in conflict with this section itis intended that this 
section shall repeal it, otherwise it would be useless legislation altogether, 
or very singular legislation. If you have an actin conflict with existing 
law and say at the same time that both shall stand, you have a system 
of legislation singular indeed and leading to serious complications. 
Now, I take it for granted that it was the intention of the committee 
to have all laws which are in conflict with this section repealed by it. 
If so, this latter clause ought to have inserted in it the words which I 
proposed just now as an amendment. Those words are: 


But this section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law not 
in conflict herewith, 
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That makes it plain. There can be no difficulty in construing the 
existing law with this law so as to prevent difficulty. I ask unani- 
mous consent to renew this amendment and have a vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can offer the amend- 
ment without asking unanimous consent. The Chair understands the 
gentleman withdraws his formal amendment and offers this. 

Mr. COBB. Yes; I withdraw my formal amendment and offer this 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “law,” in line 26, insert: 

* Not in conflict herewith.” 

Mr. COBB. That will prevent the difficulty I have suggested. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. COBB. Yes. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Isuggest that you say ‘‘ with it” instead of 
“herewith.” 

Mr. COBB. Ihave no objection. I do not care, if gentlemen like 
that better. 

The amendment thus modified was reported by the Clerk. 

The question was put on the amendment, and the Chair wasin doubt 
as to the result. 

Mr. COBB. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and thereupon there were—ayes 13, noes 17, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Insert the word “agent” after the word 
“t director,” in section 27, line 9, and strike out the word at the end 
of the line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 28. That a strip of land of the width of 2 rods on each side of the section 
lines on the public lands shall be, and is hereby, dedicated for public highways, 
and may be opened or vacated in the manner provided for aper iT g public 
roads by the State or Territorial Legislatures, and until opened, or 
and afterward vacated, shali be considered a part of said sections vely, 
and shall to and vest in the owners of said sections, subject only to sad 
right of way as aforesaid, 

Mr. JACKSON. The purpose of my amendment is to change, and, 
as I think, improve the phraseology of the section, and I should like 
to have the attention of the chairman of the committee to the amend- 
ment. I understood in the committee thatit was thought there should 
be some change in the phraseology of this section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] 
prepared that section of the bill, and I would like to hear what his 
view is upon the proposed amendment. 

Mr. MCKENNA, I do not consider it an improvement. 

Mr. JACKSON, You leave the title to this strip in uncertainty. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I think not. While I suggested the substance of 
that section, the language is the language of the committee, and I think 
it expresses what they desired to express, and ought not to be amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gen from Pennsylvania [ Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to understand this clause in the text, 
beginning in the third line: ‘‘ May be opened or vacated in the manner 
provided for establishing public roads by the State or Territorial Legis- 
latures until opened, or if opened and vacated,” etc. 

It seems to me that that clause as it stands provides only for the 
opening of this part of each section, namely, two rods wide on each 
side of the section line, at the instance of the Territorial or State Leg- 
islature, or in pursuance of laws by such Legislature; whereas 
I think the clause should provide that the land should be forever re- 
served as a public highway, unless vacated under and in pursuance of 
laws passed by the Legislature. 

ae PAYSON. That is precisely what the section as it is now pro- 
vides. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand it just the other way. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will give me his attention for a 
minute I think I can convince him. Thesection provides that ‘‘a strip 
of land of the width of two rods on each side of the section lines on the 
public lands shall be, and is hereby, dedicated for public highways.” 
There is the fundamental proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you stopped there it would be all right. 

Mr. PAYSON. We do not stop there, and we ought not to stop 
there. The title is now in the Government, and we go on to provide 
by this section that the lands so dedicated for public highways may be 
opened or vacated in the manner provided for establishing public roads 
by the State or Territorial Legislatures. 

That makes it perfect as to them, and there is no difference in the 
principle between the section as it is now and the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jackson], except that the lan- 
guage that he uses is less clear and distinct than this, and is, I submit, 
noimprovement. We first dedicate the land for publie purposes and 
establish public highways, and then provide that the Territorial Leg- 
islature may adopt the machinery required for the perfecting of the 
grant that we make. The language of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON], on the other hand, only pro- 


vides that the Territorial Legislature may improve and work the grant. 
That is a matter of their own concern, in regard to which they may do 
as they see fit. That ought to be a matter purely of local legislation. 
All that we do is to provide by dedication for public highways, and 
then we throw upon the Territorial or State Legislature the duty of 
opening them as the public necessities may require. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What I object to is this provision: 

And until opened shall be considered as of said sections respectivel, 
and shal! pass to and vest in the owners of said sections subject only to 
right of highway as aforesaid. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is just what we wanttodo. We provide that 
the owner may use the land until it is opened, but that when opened 
the public comes in and have the right of user. 

If, in the language of the section, the highway should at any time 
afterward be vacated, then the title would revert to the owner of the 
section as it should do; otherwise, as the Government now owns the 
title and dedicates the land for the purpose of a public highway, the 
title, if there should afterward be a vacation of that highway, would 
revert to the General Government; so that an additional conveyance 
of the title from the General Government to the owner of the section 
would be necessary. This seems to me a very simple proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But suppose the homesteader should take the sec- 
tion before any act of the Legislature had been passed or put in force 
for opening the highway; he would then take absolutely —— 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; under the provisions of the bill he takes the 
land subject to the dedication for the public highway, this dedication 
to be perfected by the Territorial Legislature whenever the necessities 
of the case may require. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But suppose he should take the land before the 
Legislature had opened the highway, and should build an important 
improvement on the section line—— 

Mr. PAYSON. That would be his misfortune. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And suppose afterward the Legislature should 
open the highway; then, it seems to me, under the provisions of this 
section, he could claim damages—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not my colleague see that the very first pro- 
vision of thissection is that ‘‘astrip of land of the width of 2rods on each 
side of the section lines on the public lands shall be and is hereby ded- 
icated for publichighways?’’ This dedication being made by an act of 
Congress, the Government owning the land, whoever may succeed to 
the land takes it subject to that easement. Thisis as familiar a propo- 
sition in real-estate law as the proposition in mathematics that 2 and 2 
make 4. The land being subject to this easement, if any one builds 
improvements upon the land thus dedicated it is his misfortune; but 
the public convenience must not be defeated, simply because some one 
may make a mistake in building his house on land which has been re- 
serv 


ed. 

Mr. SPRINGER.” Iwould prefer that the section should read as fol- 
lows: 

That a strip of land of the width of 2 rods on each side of the section lines on 
bond pabis lands shall be, and is hereby, dedicated for public highways and 
s be held by the person owning the section, subject to this right of way. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is exactly what this section does now. I sub- 
mit to my colleague (he and I wanting to accomplish the same thing) 
that it would perhaps be somewhat difficult for him, under the inspi- 
ration of the moment, to suggest a section which would be more apt in 
its phraseology than this which has received the careful consideration 
of the Committee on Public Lands for a couple of days. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it would be better if the language were 
similar tothat I havesuggested. Still I am willing to take the section 
as it is, and will not offer any amendment, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, Ihave no direct interestin this mat- 
ter; and as other gentlemen seem satisfied with the language of this 
section I will not press any objection. Iam, however, very well sat- 
isfied that the section as now written is not correct and will not accom- 


plish what gentlemen expect. 
Does the gentleman withdraw his 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment? 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir. Under this section, after the road is once 
opened according to the local law, the title would be left in abeyance; 
no one would know where it would be. More than that, if the road, 
having been once opened, should be vacated, then all right to open other 
roads, no matter how much they might be needed, would be gone. Thus 
the section would become inoperative and of no use, I think it might 
have been worded so as to be of great service—to lay on the lands an 
easement which would have been a great convenience and no further 
burden than as an easement. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

Mr. McADOO. I propose a new section, which I will read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to offer an amendment to section 28, and 
the gentleman from New Jersey proposes a new section which is not in 
order until we have first perfected the pending section 28. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized, 
after which the gentleman from New Jersey will be recognized to offer 
his amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move the amendment which I send up to the 
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Clerk’s desk, to come in immediately after the provision providing for 
laying off roads. = 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Src. 29, Andalong all water-courses and on each side thereof immediately 
low-water mark there shall be to the United States for pub- 


reserved 
lic use alternate strips of land, 100 feet wide and 1,000 feet long, lying parallel 
to said streams and following the meanderthereof. Like reservations shall be 


made along all lake and sea shores where they adjoin the public lands of the 
United Sta! All patents for lands disposed of after the passage of this act 
shall expressly recite this reservation. 


Mr. WEAVER. I should like to have the attention of the commit- 
tee for a short time while I explain the necessity for this amendment. 
I regard it asanimportantone. It was offered last evening, but passed 
over by consent. It should be inserted as partof section 28, where res- 
ervation for highways is made. That provides for highways in getting 
to water and returning therefrom. It is an important provision, and 
there should be the further provision which is contained in my amend- 
ment to make it complete, so that when they go over the highway they 
may have access freely to the water. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly, asit is my desire that the amendment 
shall be perfectly understood. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope this amendment will not be adopted. It 
gentlemen will think for a moment they will see its consequences are 
far-reaching. If along all thepublic streams flowing through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States thereshall be these reservations it would 
constitute a very large portion of the public domain. Timber scat- 
tered along the streams would furnish a constant temptation to depre- 
dators. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the United States ought not to 
reserve any public lands anywhere in small quantities. The policy of 
doing so, it seems to me, would bea badone. In many sections we have 
trouble growing out of the fact that there are numerous suits brought 
against persons where the United States is charged with depredating 
upon the timber lands. In the first place, it would be difficult to find 
them out in the case of these reservations. There would have to bea 
survey of every one of them. The lands would have to be marked so 
distinctly that every person should be warned that if they attempted 
togo beyond the fixed line and cut timber they would be trespassers 
under this very act, and punishable by a fine of $1,000 and by impris- 
onment also. 

It seems to me the Government ought not to have any land reserved 
anywhere, Certainly it ought not to have reservations of lands which 
would be a constant temptation to evil men, and a constant source of 
trouble to honest men. What is the use of it? What is its purpose? 

Mr. WEAVER. There can not be any difficulty about it, and cer- 
tainly there can be no inconvenience. The Government owns it and 
dedicates it tothe publicuse forever. Itisto prevent mischief. Every 
one on the frontier knows parties of settlers take up the water-front on 
a stream, perhaps the only stream in the surrounding country. Twenty 
or thirty men may enter the whole front of a stream, and on the side 
of it. They will thereby cut off all others from access to that water. 
They may cut off their water along the stream for many miles in either 
direction. Now, that is agreat hardship. But such is often the situa- 
tion in the West. There can be no harm, therefore, in making a reser- 
vation of this land. As we have provided for highways, for ingress to 
the water and egress therefrom, we ought to provide these reservations 
so the settlers may obtain the water afterthey gettothestream. They 
can thus obtain water for their stock without having a man with a re- 
volver standing across the highway and backed up by cow-boys to drive 
them off. No injury can arise from carrying out this amendment I 
have proposed, but, on the contrary, it is for the purpose of benefiting 
the settlers on the public lands, 

Mr. MCADOO was ized. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the more you 
think of this the more the difficulties multiply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Alabama de- 
sires to address himself to the amendment, the Chair will recognize him 
later on. 

Mr. McADOO. I think this is one of the most important amend- 
ments to the bill. Some two or three years agoit was my good fortune 
to pass over the Northern Pacific Railroad, and while so doing I had a 
conversation with one of the largest capitalists of New York City, as 
well as the owner of the greatest cattle herd in that whole Western 


region. 

I studied the question while in that country as best I could and the 
position of the case as far as the disposal of the public land was con- 
cerned. From personal observation I became convinced that the man 
who owned the water owned the land virtually. The Western coun- 
try, that portion that needs irrigation, presents this condition of 
things: That the man who controls the right to a living stream of water 
is virtually the lord of the territory as far back as he chooses to go; 
and in a cattle country where the cattle were dying for want of water, 
and he commanded the right of way to it, he was virtually the owner 
of the surrounding land. 

I stated that in my opinion the United States ought, under the right 
of eminent domain, if in no other way, to condemn the right of way 


for the smallest cattle-owner to take his herd of cattle to the living 
stream of water; and this gentleman admitted that in his opinion that 
was the solution of the whole problem—getting the small cattle herds 
in such a position that they might afford to live, as against the tremen- 
dous companies that control the cattle trade of that region. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not imagine a more important amendment for 


the great Western country than the one offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa, and that of the gentleman from Wisconsin, now pending. 

If you want to make it possible for the po man to graze his cattle 
on those lands at all, and obtain the use of the land for that purpose, 
you have got to give him the right of way through or over the public 
highway to the living stream of water in that country. Why, takean 
illustration: Here is a little river or a little spring anda powerful com- 
pany, or a rich man goes out there and the first thing it or he does is to 
secure the land immediately bordering upon this water. There may be 
no water nearer to that point than 40, 50, or 100 miles, and every living 
creature, man and beast, is absolutely at the mercy of the individual 
who owns the land around this stream of water. Now, I say that itis 
a bad policy for the United States Government to give up an acre of 
these lands around a living stream of water in a country that is rain- 
less for six, seven, or nine months of the year. We are deluding the 
people of the East when we ask them to go out and take up these lands 
which have no water upon them, and upon which there is no rainfall for 
nine months of the year. 3 

It is an injustice to a man to give up his home in the East and ask 
him to go out there and take up a homestead, only to find that condi- 
tion of things prevailing, to find that there is no water, that his neigh- 
bor across the way owns the river, or the creek, or the lake, or the spring, 
or that it belongs to the tremendous cattle syndicates, and who hold it 
with such a tight grip in the hands of these powerful monopolies that 
a thirsty dog traversing the prairie dare not stop to lap the flowing water 
toslake his thirst without paying tribute if he could to the powerful 
combination. The water should be as free as the air we breathe. It 
was but a few years ago, as you all remember, that a riot was almost 
precipitated out in that region by the fencing in of the springsof water 
by some of the cattle syndicates. Valuable herds of cattle were stag- 
gering around on the paine absolutely dying from thirst. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, was recognized and yielded his time ta 
Mr. McApoo. 

Mr. McADOO, I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important measure now before the House. 
I do not know of a more important bill in this Congress than the bill 
reported by the Committee on the Public Lands now pending before 
us; and I think that the masses of the people in this country will con- 
sider it when it is passed as one of the most important bills ever en- 
acted in any Congress. 

But, sir, I want, when it is perfected, that this vital thing of water 
shall be preserved to the people of this coun We have land monopo- 
lies here now which are controlling principalities in extent. We have 
land and industrial monopolies, but still at least we have as yet no 
water monopoly. But it was only recently in one of our oldest States 
that a powerful syndicate started out for the purpose of controlling the 
watersheds which supply the great cities, and if this condition of things 
goes on long enough, we will have not alone monopolies of lands, but we 
will have water monopolies, and the time may come, if science shall 
furnish the invention, when we will have a monopoly of the air we 
breathe, and will not be permitted to use it without paying tribute to 
somebody. 

Confederation, combination, and conspiracy, inspired by greed and 
corporate and individual rapacity, threaten the welfare and very ex- 
istence of our people. Let us check and avert them here and now. 

Now, sir, this amendment is eminently practicable. Wherever there 
yet remains an acre of the public domain near living water, save it— 
save it for the people who are going to settle upon the surrounding ter- 
ritory. Save it asa common highway by which the poor man may 
drive his steer to water, or where his family may go to get water nec- 
essary for their existence, and not let it be stolen by the ‘‘dummy”’ 
entryman, by the first man on the ground, by the pioneer capitalist, 
who foresaw that if he once got ion of the water he would get 
the land, and having gotten the lands around the water has shut off 
all other people. I say it is time for the United States to step in and 
protect what we have remaining, ay, far more important asa duty than 
the preservation of the great national pleasure.park for English lords 
and dukes and our privileged and indolent classes to hunt stags and 
deer in. Preserve these lands in the immediate vicinity of the water, 
without which your public domain is but a snare and a delusion to 
tempt the honest settler who goes into the West to build up your coun- 
try in good faith. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this will not cost a great deal of money, because 
wherever condemnation is ries É under an honest Secretary of the 
Interior, or an honest valuation, valuing the land for what it is worth 
as land, not allowing the right to add to the value of the land what 
has been obtained by trick and chicanery, to wit, the absorption and 
monopoly of the water, you will be able for a comparatively small sum 
to thus preserve to your people a priceless heritage; and the Congress 
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which ingratts this resolufion in the bill will be held in grateful re- 
membrance by every honest man on the public domain and by every 
good citizen in the United States. Water, and air, and land are God’s 
great gifts to our race, and while private property is always to be re- 
spected, let usin this great continent of freemen stifle and crush outin 
its inception all monopolies in these essentials to existence. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I desire to address the House in favor 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 
We have reserved in this bill a 4-rod roadway between the alternate 
sections or the section lines. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa proposes to give us a body of land 100 feet wide and a thousand 
feet long along the streams, lakes, and seashore. To my mind that 
seems to bea very wiseprovision. Thesettlers back from these streams, 
lakes, and so forth, if they wish to get water, can combine and put up 

umping works and lead the water on their lands by means of piping. 
ey can thereby inaugurate a system of irrigation cheaply. I know 
of no other way of succeeding in irrigating some of these lands, if the 
Government does not enter into it, than by the combination of settlers; 
and in order to give them a chance to get to the water we should re- 
serve some land for that purpose. Four rods of width is not enough to 
put up pumping works and permit stock, and so forth, to be driven to 
these waters. We should not occupy the highway for this p 
We should put the pumping works alongside of the water. I believe 
the amendment is well put and should be adopted. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, if this question related simply to 
land in the West which had to be irrigated for purposes of cultivation 
or to those portions of the country where water is very scarce, there 
might be something in this objection; and there is now, but this is 
not the proper mode of meeting the objection. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] says there ought to be a right in the 
United States to condemn a way to the water for persons owning 
stock. Now, a provision might very well be inserted here reserving 
to all cattle owners a right of way to streams when they would fence 
both sides of the way; some provision of that kind. But if you apply 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] to those 
portions of the country like Alabama, Mississippi, or any portions of 
this country where streams are very frequent, you will in the first 
place prevent the settler from using the bank of the stream as his 
fence. You will compel him to build a fence between himself and the 
water. You will compel him to fence himself out from the water. 
Why should you do that? Isit necessary in order to reach the dif- 
ficulty suggested by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
that you should deprive every owner of the right to clear immediately 
up to the stream; of the right to take the stream into his field if he 
wants to? 

The convenience to himself for watering his stock renders it very es- 
sential, it seems to me, that he should have the right to cross the stream 
with his fences, or certainly to build up to the stream. I therefore 
think this amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. What would be the result in this case, so far as 
the guaranty of a right of way to the stream is concerned ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Nothing in the world. They are not guarantied 
the right of way now. Suppose this amendment is passed. Here is 
an alternate section 1,000 feet long and 100 feet wide, surrounded on 
three sides by the land of private individuals. This gives no right ot 
way atall. How are you going to get to the strip of land? 

Mr. WEAVER. By the public highway. 

Mr. HERBERT. It would be better to present an amendment giv- 
ing the right of way to any person who was a stockholder, or who de- 
sired to get to the water, upon building the necessary fences, so as to 
protect the riparian property. That sort of amendment would be very 
well, but this amendment is too ill-digested and does not reach the 
difficulty the gentleman has in view. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then let the gentleman draw up a better amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HERBERT. Anybody can do that. 

Mr. WEAVER. Doit. Do not talk about it; but do it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAIRD wasr ized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wanttosay a word about this prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Indiana hereafter. + 

Mr. LAIRD. I wish to say a word about this proposition. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, probably any man who has 
ever traveled west of the one hundredth meridian in this country has 
had a considerable amount of amusement buta larger amountof morti- 
fication from the light which has been cast upon this subject by gentle- 
men like the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. Itisacon- 
venient thing to say that the settler, the man who stands on the ground, 
is a thief, to the end that he may be prejudiced in the minds of gen- 
tlemen who know nothing about it; and so accordingly upon that string 
all the thousands of those who sing the song of reform are forever play- 


ing. 
So, then, the man who stands at the bottom and has nothing fur- 
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water which God gives to all of us, is a thief! The next man who 
comes in for the condemnation of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApoo] and others like him, who know nothing of what they 
are talking about, is the ‘‘ cattle monopolist,” and the next scoundrel in 
the West is the ‘‘syndicate,’’ whatever that may be. So that hereweare 
crucified like the thieves upon the cross, only there is one more than tra- 
dition tells us there were on that occasion. They hold us up to igno- 
miny before the world, and the gentleman from lowa [Mr. WEAVER], 
who ought to be bound to these pioneers of the West by sympathy for 
the labors and hardships they have undergone, comes in here and takes 
part in holding them up to obloquy. 

Mr. WEAVER. The thieves on the cross were very different, be- 
cause they repented, but you do not. [Langhter.] 

Mr. LAIRD, Wedonot repent, for the righteous are not called to re- 
pentance. We are not here to give you judgment by confession, like a 
band of criminals and cowards. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the matter with you? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LAIRD. Nothing. ‘I am all right;’’ only I do not propose to 
be labeled a thief by every demagogue that mistakes notoriety for repu- 
tation. These gentlemen talk about thecattle-men. Is there any man 
on this floor who is ignorant of the fact that it takes 34 acres of this 
land, which you are talking of splitting up into rods, feet, and inches, 
to graze one steer fora year? Gentlemen talk about the cattle-men en- 
tering into a conspiracy to get land enongh to raise a thousand head of 
cattle on. Why, everybody who knows anything about it knows that 
the minute they have got to buy the land, that minute they move off. 
If by holding 160 acres they can hold grazing ground for a thousand 
head or ten thousand head, they hold it, but when they have to buy the 
land they move off elsewhere. Now, where do these men come from 
that I am defending here, and that gentlemen on the other side are 
holding up to cbloquy? They come from Texas and Missouri. They 
are Democrats, and they do not spend their time in inyoking blessings 
upon your heads. If there is any man here who does not know that 
the cattle business now and always has been impossible where the 
owner of the herd had to own the Jand on which it ranged, then your 
ignorance amounts to imbecility. 

Again, gentlemen talk about fences, and draw_a fancy picture with 
which to harrow up the fears of those who are ignorant of the whole 
matter. I have been inside those inclosures, and what have I found to 
be the verdict of the homesteader? He says, ‘Great God! let the 
fences alone. They furnish me a sure pasturage for my little bunch of 
cattle so that I know where they are, but if the fences are torn down 
I shall not know where they range, and I can not afford to herd them.” 
Misfortune has in many cases robbed the cattle men of 75 per cent. of 
their herds, and at least half of that loss is due to the fact that they 
have dammed up the flight of the cattle toward the south when the cold 
blasts of the north come down upon them, by wire fences. Run a 20- 
mile fence across a trail so as to cut off the flight of the cattle, and 
what happens? They die and are piled up by the thousand at the bar- 
rier. And long before the proclamation of the Executive the cattle men 
were willing to take down the fences and get rid of them. 

Now, as to the question presented by the amendment, if there is 
anything to be done, let it be the reservation of every permanent water 
course, and not the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEA- 
VER], because that is entirely useless. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

pen eeee I ask the Clerk to read the sixteenth section of 
this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That the right to the use of water by the person or persons conduct- 
ing the same on or to any tract of desert land so entered shall depend upon 
bona fide appropriation, and such right shall not exceed the amount of water 
actually appropriated and necessarily used for the purpose of irrigation and 
reclamation, and all surplus water over and above such actual appropriation 
and use, together with the water of all lakes, rivers, and other sources of water 
for the appropriation snd use of fre publie for irrigation, mining, and mane 
facturing purposes, subject to existing rights, P A 

Mr. HOLMAN. That, of course, refers only to lands in the desert 
portions of the United States; but this legislation is of more impor- 
tance there than in any other part of the country. In studying this 
subject it seems to be almost impossible to legislate so as to secure for 
all persons settling upon the public lands in the drier portions of the 
country the use of the water. The subject is a very embarrassing one, 
but I think the provision which has been read in section 16, with per- 
haps some enlargement, goes as far as we can successfully go in that 
direction. I should be very glad indeed if we could adopt something 
broader, more comprehensive, and more certain to furnish security 
against the monopoly of water; and I think that any suggestion made 
to thatend ought to be acceptable, but I do not think the cere 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is practical. me objec- 
tions to it have been pointed out, and there are others; and I do not 
see that we can hope to accomplish much beyond what is provided in 
section 16. I suggest that for the present we pass over this amend- 
ment, and that the gentleman study the sixteenth section of the bill 
to see whether he can not accomplish his object, in some degree at least, 
by a modification of that section. 
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Mr. HERBERT. I wish to suggest a difficulty in regard to this 
amendment. The amendment applies to all water courses; that means 
water courses of any size; it would include a branch; and under this 
amendment the settler would be deprived of any right to fence in a 
branch upon his land, if it were capable of being used as a stream for 
watering cattle. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I drew up a proposition which I 
submitted to the Committee on Public Lands, providing in effect that 
in all cases of sales of public lands ing upon rivers or other 
bodies of water the water should be subject to such legislation as 
Congress, or, after the formation of State and Territorial governments, 
those governments, might deem necessary for the protection of the in- 
terests of all persons purchasing lands in the vicinity of those water 
‘sections. I am aware that this is substantially the law now in atleast 
a portion of the United States. Whether it could be extended further 
I have great doubt. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I agree with what has been said by the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. HOLMAN]. I think the adoption of 
this amendment would be dangerous. Section 16, it seems to me, pro- 
vides about all the remedy for the evil complained of which can be 
provided by Congress. If any more can be given it ought to be in the 
form of an amendment to that section. Certainly portions of country 
like Arkansas, Louisiana, and Mississippi ought not to be subjected to 
such a provision as that proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. On 
many of the farms in my State there are creeks and branches run- 
ning through, coursing in the manner represented on this diagram 
[illustrating]. Now, under the gentleman’s amendment, in order to 
permit the stock of a man who owns land back here away from the 
stream, [illustrating] to get to water over here, the man who owns the 
land must build a crooked lane and fence himself off from the stream 
and lead his own stock to water, although he may have homesteaded 
the land. Is that what my friend wants? 

Mr. WEAVER. Not at all. 

Mr. McRAE. Then your amendment does not mean what it says. 
Now, we have provided for a road upon every section line, so that these 
streams will be accessible at every place they cross such lines. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reservation of a width of 2 rods on each side 
of every section line for public highways is far-reaching in its bene- 
ficial effects. Of course it is impossible to monopolize completely the 
water in any section of the country. 

Mr. McRAE. If it ruas across one section of land into another it is. 

Mr. WEAVER. Gentlemen will, however, observe that the reserva- 
tion for public highways does not take effect until action has been had 
by the State or Territorial Legislature. Now, the cattle men get into the 
new portions of the country, get control of the local government, and 
exclude other settlers from the water. There may not be atime within 
twenty years when you can get a highway opened up so that the body 
of the people can reach that water. These highways, although the 
land is expressly dedicated for them, may be closed up. 

Mr. McRAE. The condition of affairs described by the gentleman 
may exist in some sections of the country, but not in Arkansas. There 
is no danger of any ‘‘ cattle syndicate’’ or any other kind of syndicate 
getting possession of the streams in the country I come from. They 
can neither be bought nor stolen. We can certainly trust the State 
and Territorial legislatures and county courts to provide public roads. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is true. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ifany such legislation as that proposed in the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is to be adopted, I shall insist that my section of 
the country at least be exempted from it. My people can not afford 
to go into the business of fencing branches, creeks, and everything of 
that kind. The rivers are already reserved for the purposes of com- 
merce; we have public roads, and under the right of eminent domain 
may open more across sections as well as upon sectional lines. It is 
useless to say that the people of this country can not protect them- 
selves against the troubles which gentlemen apprehend. When those 
difficulties arise, we will meet them. ‘This is not the way to meet 
them, Iam willing to trust these matters to the States. In California 
and other desert land States, where it has been necessary to irrigate 
the land, State laws have been enacted for the purpose of regulating it. 
So far as the Territories are concerned, if we want to adopt a system 
of irrigation, we have the power and can do so later. But this is not 
the time nor the place for entering upon that subject. This bill should 
not be weighted with this provision, in my judgment, with regard to any 
pi of the country; certainly such a provision should not be general 

ts application. 

Mr. WEAVER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds, I ask unanimous 
consent that debate on this amendment be limited to ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, the central idea of my amendment is 
to preserve access to water for the poor people settling in the Territories. 
We all understand that the abuse at which the amendment strikes act- 
ually exists. It is a very easy matter for the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to stand up here and criticise this amendment, though for some rea- 
son he appears not to be able to offer a better one himself. 


The criticism would destroy it entirely. . Why do we not provide for 
the safety of the public domain through safeguards round the land it- 
self to prevent frand being practiced by designing and dishonest men 
to deprive settlers of the right and title to their lands? There isa dis- 
position on the part of corporations to prevent them acquiring the pub- 
lic domain in order that they may be able to acquire it for themselves, 

Now, one convenient method by which they are enabled to acquire 
these public lands is, in the first place they acquire the water-front, 
and then all the public lands as far as you can ride soon fall into their 
hands. It is one of their methods to cut the people off from water, so 
that they can neither irrigate their lands nor water their stock. That 
is one of the evils which I desire to remove. 

I concede the difficulty of draughting a measure that will be without 
hardships, but the difficulty of the situation ought not to deter us from 
doing the very best we can to secure the settlers against injury by 
avoidance of evils to which I have referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will not that meet your purpose? Every mile 
will be opened. 

Mr. WEAVER. The difficulty in the section is just this: Under 
the lan of the section contained in the bill, the settler on the 
public domain is entitled to fence it until the public need it. Now let 


a company or cattle syndicate enter into a county and fence it so as | 


to exclude the public from the water, you will have no highways, 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is an extreme case. 

Mr. WEAVER. No, it is not; it is a case which exists in various 
counties in the West. It is a widespread evil in the West. 

I will not say if that section in regard to public highways is so 


amended as that the purchaser of the soil is allowed to fence it up,» 


but so as to leave the highways all open in order the settlers may get 
to the public road in order to get to water, veryavell. By special pro- 
vision they may be allowed to fence it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Until the public need it. 

Mr. McRAE. Why not allow this matter to remain under the con- 
trol of the local Legislature ? 

Mr. WEAVER. They cut off the settlers from access to the water, 
and then they acquire for themselves all the adjoining property. 

Mr. MCRAE. Some of the settlers may want the highway on one 
side, and some on the other. They do not want a road every mile, but 
they do want it wherever it may be necessary. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the road is too rough to ride, then itis too rough 
a country to live in. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, my experience in reference to irriga- 
tion and water rights satisfies me that no general law can be passed 
and meet the requirements of all, for the reason that the conditions 
under which it would act are so different in different States and Ter- 
ritories and sections of the same. They differ so largely there is no 
general rule by which Congress can arrive at or do justice as be- 
tween the parties. What would benefit one locality would ruin the 
other. 

In my own State we require one kind of law in the northern and an- 
other for thesouthern partof the State. In the arid deserts to be found 
in parts of the Western States and Territories the land is utterly worth- 
less, impossible to inhabit in its natural state; but by the aid of irri- 
gation the face of nature is changed and made not only habitable, but 
remunerative and profitable. 

In some places the expense of furnishing water for irrigation of small 
tracts is not large, yet in others, and the majority of cases, it is only at- 
tainable by large expenditure of capital and time to furnish an ade- 
quate quantity of water; in others such are the surrounding circum- 
stances as to make it desirable to leave the water undisturbed in its 
natural channels, and the common law doctrine of riparian rights is in- 
voked for this purpose, 

It would therefore seem to be a pt of wisdom to leave the adjudi- 
cation of this question to what might be called home rule. Let the 
States and Territories attend to it, each for itself. There is no danger 
of the settlers being ridden over by a lot of cattle kings or cow boys. 
They outnumber them numerically and politically. The settlers can 
take care of themselves and protect themselves when necessary. Only 
leave them free to act. [Applause.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There are objections to this amendment 
in this respect. The fear of cattle kings of which we hear so much 
amounts to nothing in our country. Neither syndicates nor indeed 
anybody else can fence in a live stream. Itis impossible for any one to 
tence in a stream from the use of the settlers who require the water to 
irrigate their fields and to water their flocks. 

The cattle baron and the cattle king of course by his larger herds 
has more need of water than anybody else. His herds in going toand 
coming from the water trample the grass all around it on both sides, 
and the small herder seeks a smaller stream or spring at some other 

int. 

Peput eventually all of this water course will be used for purposes of 
irrigation; and there wonld have to be a right granted by Congress 
to rona canal across these lands for the purpose of using it in that way. 
The springs are only used by the cattle for the present, for eventually 
they will all be taken up for irrigation purposes. The cattle king can 
not prevent that irom being done; and, as has been said by the gentle- 
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man from California, as soon.as the stream is used for other purposes 
the cattle will have to be takenelsewhere. This will finally be the re- 
sult, and this fear, I think, which has been expressed by gentlemen in 
this debate is entirely unfounded. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WEAVER, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McADOO. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McADOO. Is it in order now to offer another amendment to 
this section? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that it is, but that debate, with the exception of one minute which yet 
remains, has been exhausted. 

Mr. McADOO. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That on and after the passage of this act sufficient public lands of the United 
States to give passage for man and beast adjoining any living , stream, 
creek, or river of water in any Territory of the United States shall be withdrawn 
from the public domain as open to settlement under any law or as capable of 
being purchased. Such land shall be and remain a common, to give free in- 
gress and e ress to use such water for legitimate and necessary purposes, The 
owners of adjacent lands must dedicate and preserve to pun ic use a free and 
reasonable passage through their lands to such water. 5: passage way shall, 
if necessary, be procured by condemnation for PAREO 5-9 7 of the requisite 
land by commissioners appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, as herein- 
after provided for, and paid for out of any moneys remaining in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec, 2. That diversion by any means of any stream or living spring of water 
from its course in such quantities as to destroy or endanger its usefulness to 
the public shall bea misdemeanor, and shall be punishable for each offense by 
afine not exceeding $2,000 or imprisonment for any term not exceeding five 
years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to offer a further amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That wherever in this act the expression “ quarter-section, or 160 acres” is 
used it shall be held to include all of the land found to be contained in any 
subdivision known as a quarter: on, although it may be fractional and 
may contain more than 160 acres, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the words ‘‘or less’? ought to be added, so 
that it will read: 


May contain more or less than 160 acres, 


Mr. PLUMB. I accept that modification. 

Mr. Speaker, the effect—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that but one min- 
ute remains for debate upon the pending paragraph. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

I desire to say that complications and serious difficulties have arisen 
because there was not a clear expression of law in respect to what con- 
stitutes a quarter-section, or 160 acres. In one instance in my own 
knowledge a homestead had been located upon that which was in ex- 
cess of 160 acres, and in consequence a serious difficulty arose in set- 
tling the question as to the title—— 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask if the Department itself and the law 
does not permit the purcha:e of the excess over 160 acres? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, it may be so, but the object now is to give the 
lands to the actual settler, and wherever the settlement is upon 160 
acres, or a quarter-section, it declares the meaning of the act when 
that term is used in the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Section 29 of the bill was read, as follows: 

Src. 29, That chapter 4 of Title XXXII, excepting sections 2275, 2276, 2286, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and all other laws allowing Te 
tion of the public lands of the United States, and an act entitled * An act to 
amend an act entitled an act to encourage the growth of timber on the Western 
prairies,” approved June 14, 1878, an act entitled ** An act to provide for sale of 
desert lands in certain States and Territories,” approved March 3, 1877, and also 
sections 2288 and 2301, of the Revised Statutes of the United Sta and all other 
laws in conflict with the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed, but all bona 
fide claims lawfully initiated before the omer of this act, under any of said 

visions of law so repealed, may be pon upon due compliance with law, 
n the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the 
same limitations, forfeitures, and contests, as if this act had nob been passed. 
and at the uniform price of $1.25 per acre when payment is required by law, an: 
all existing laws in relation to bounty-land warrants and college and other land 
scrip, and the location thereof, except that the same shall not located on re- 
served lands, and all of the existing provisions of law in relation to town-sites 
on the public domain, and provisions of law in relation to swamp lands, and 
oe grants made by Congress to States and Territories, shall remain in full 
orce. 


The pending amendment, offered by Mr. MCRAE, was read, as fol- 
lows: 

After the word “one,” in line 13, section 29, insert “two thousand three hun- 
dred and forty-five.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Iwill ask the Clerk to read the section proposed to 
be repealed, which is the section which exempts Minnesota, Wiscon- 
sin, and Michigan from the operation of the mineral-land act. 

Mr. WEAVER. Thatis all right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2345. The provisions of the 


receding sections of this chapter shall not 
apply to the mineral lands situ; isconsin, and 


in the States of Michigan, 


Minnesota, which are declared free and open to exploration and purchase ac- 
cording to legal subdivisions in like manner as before the l0th day of May, 
1872; and bona fide entries of such lands within the States named since the 
10th day of May, 1872, may be patented without reference to any of the cee 
ing provisions of this chapter. Such lands shall be offered for public sale in 
same manner, at the same premium, price, and under the same rights of pre- 
emption as other public lands, 

The amendment of Mr. MCRAE was adopted. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. DORSEY was read, as follows: 
Fara in line 2, section 29, afler “ sections,” “ 2259, 2260, 2262, 2263, 2264, 2267, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to restore the pre-emption law—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will desist for a mo- 
ment to receive a message from the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Springs 
Narrow-Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas; 


and 

A bill (S. 1361) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley 
Indian reservation in the State of California, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the House, the 
bill (H. R.“1508) to relieve certain bounty or enlisted men in the Navy 
and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion. 

AMENDMENTS TO LAND LAW. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the pending amendment 
Ionly wish to remark that this is the commutation clause of the home- 
stead law, and of course ought not to be passed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment, as follows: 


By Mr. Carry: 
Amend by adding as an additional section : 


tion, ‘ks constructed for its reclamation,water rights, hf r cote 

worl r ation, breakage of soil, or 

Sihor Sniprovemienis on tho IADA $0 en smapant oqoal to MATO AA, z y 
The amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 


SEC. —. That persons who have heretofore under any ofthe homestead, desert- 
land, or pepan laws entered lands properly subject to such entries, or per- 
sons to whom the rights of those having so entered lands under the laws named 
may have been attem: to be transferred by bona fide instrument in writing, 
may entitle themselves to said land by paying the Government price there- 
for, and in no case less than $1.25 an acre, and the amount heretofore d the 
Government upon said lands shall be taken as part payment of said p : Pro- 
vided, That no one shall avail himself of the provisions of this section unless the 
lands contained in the entry effected on the Ist day of January, 1888, had been 
improved in value by irrigation works for the reclamation of the lands, water 
rights, buildings, or other improvements thereon, to an amount equal to $2 an 
acre for each acre contained in the entry: Provided , That this section 
shall not interfere with the rights of 7. one who may have su 
a any of such lands therein descril under either of the laws 

n. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk reported the next amendment, as follows: 


Amend by Adding the zonon sections to the bill: 

“SEC, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, authorized 
to have the lands embraced within abandoned military reservations regularly 
surveyed by an extension of the public thereon. 

“SEC, —. That said lands when so surveyed shall, upon the approval of such 
surveys by the Secretary of the Interior, become a part of the public domain and 
—— to entry and settlement under the homestead laws of the United States, 
and not otherwise. 

“Src. — That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause any improvements, 
buildings, building materials,and other property which may be situated upon 
such lands, not heretofore sold by the United States authorities, to be ay peksad 
of Boog competent and disinterested men, to be appointed by him, who shall, 
after each eet, tence duly sworn to impartially and faithfully execute the 
trust imposed in him, appraise the said improvements, buildings, building ma- 
terials, and other proper? situate thereon, and report their proceedings to the 
Secretary of the Interior for his action thereon; and thereupon the Secretary of 
the Interior shall cause the same to be advertised for sale at public auction, to 
the highest bidder, for cash, in at least two newspapers of general circulation 
published in the State or Territory where said reservation is situated for four 
successive weeks, giving the time and place of said sale. Any sale of improve- 
ments made under the provisions of this act shall be subject to the approval of 
the Secre: of the Interior. 

“Szo.—. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby ro- 


Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, the object and purpose of this bill, as fre- 
quently declared in the House, is to reserve the public land of the 
United States for the benefit ofactual settlers. The amendment which 
I have offered isin keeping with the spirit and purpose of the bill. The 
act of July 5, 1884, for the disposition of abandoned and useless mili- 
tary reservations, provides for selling these reservations at public sale 
to the highest bidder. The result is and has been since the passage of 


uently en- 
d to in 


the act that instead of these Jands falling into the hands of actual set- 
tlers or of homesteaders, they have fallen into the hands of capitalists 
and individuals who have combined to buy the whole of the land orso 
much thereof as they deemed necessary for the purpose intended by the 
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purchase. This matter has been brought to the attention of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and in his last annual report he 
says: 

Complaints and protests continue to be received at this office against the sale 
at public auction of lands embraced in relinquished military reservations. 
y y reservations embrace some of the choicest remaining agricultural lands 
of the United States, and are needed for settlement purposes. It is impossible 
for settlers to compete with capitalists at public sales, and if sold in that man- 
ner the lands are certain to pass into the hands of large popon from whom 
the farmer hereafter can purchase, if it all, only at greatly enhanced rates. The 
quneret situation and the condition public feeling in respect to the manner of 

isposing of these reservations is shown in the following letter from the regis- 
ter and receiver at Bozeman, Mont, 


The register and receiver write with special reference to the Fort 
Ellis military reservation, which has been abandoned, and which con- 
tains 34,000 acres of land and is unoccupied at this time. They say 
in their letter: 

UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, 
Bozeman, Mont., February 14, 1887. 


S: We, in mse to public request and from our own convictions in the 
remises, y call your attention to the matter of the disposal of the 
Fort Ellis i reservation, that having been determined and placed in the 


itary 
hands of the Interior Department. 

We believe that the best interests of the Government and of our people would 
be met, not n its sale in 1: or small bodies, but by its relegation to the pub- 
lic lands and its disposal under the land laws of the United States. 

This reserve contains over 32,000acres, and co ts of agricultural, grass, tim- 
ber, stone, coal, and'mineral lands. Itcommandsavailable irrigating water, and 
is one of the best locations in this Territory and the best on many gccounts now 
aoe unsettled in this land office district. 

t wo! 


syndicates formed to attempt its purchase in a body. we and all good citi- 
zens would deplore, as such eel. would not only prevent its general settle- 

tially d ving the country 
ying proj and added population, but it would lish almost 


valuable area, and we feel that, under the 
pon the subject, 


buildings thereon, of this reserve to 
_This we have 


cw. 


ject in vi 


GEO. W. MONROE, Register. 
WM. A. IMES, Receiver, 


Hon. ComMIssIONER GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


The amendment which I have suggested provides that these lands 
shall be taken up only under the homestead laws of the United States; 
and in that respect it comports with the object and purpose of the bill 
introduced by the Committee on the Public Lands. I therefore hope 
the House will adopt this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. e question ofhow the military reservations should 
be disposed of is quiteaninterestingone. Itis very clear that the princi- 
ple of the homestead law should be applied to those abandoned reser- 
vations where it can be properly applied, and up to this time I think 
Congress has uniformly, by special acts applicable to particular reser- 
vations, provided for the disposal of such lands in that way. 

Mr. TOOLE. There is a general law, passed in 1884, providing for 
the sale of the military reservations at public auction. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. I know that; but I say I think that Congress has 
generally or uniformly provided, by special acts, the manner in which 
those lands should be disposed of, always securing to actual settlers 
the benefit of the provisionsof the homestead law. But, Mr. Speaker, 
there isa class of cases for which it is difficult to legislate in that general 
way. I refer to cases where the lands have been rendered especially 
valuable by the settlement of the surrounding country. 

Take, for instance, the case referred to by the gentleman from Mon- 
tana—the Bozeman reservation. That comprises a fine body of land 
amounting to some thirty or forty thousand acres, It isin a settled 
country. ‘These lands have been rendered valuable by the improvement 
of the surrounding country, and the principle of the homestead act does 
not seem to apply in such a case. The object of the homestead law is 
to create the largest possible number of homesteads, of freeholds, but 
to create them out of lands that are public—lands to which people from 
all sections of the country can go and make settlements; but where 
there is already a large settlement surrounding a reservation it is easy 
to see that whether you dispose of the lands by public sale or under the 
homestead law a few persons will obtain the benefit of them, and those 
will be generally persons who have settled upon the lands without any 
regard to the question of whether they were reservations or not. Now, 
if the lands have been increased greatly in value by the common labor 
of the whole people, it would seem that the benefit of the increase should 
go to the Government, 

On the other hand, where the value has been increased in that man- 
ner, the land certainly ought to be disposed of under the homestead 
law. For instance, take the case of Fort Wallace; it is very clear that 


the provisions of the homestead law should apply to that reservation, 
and undoubtedly they should apply in all cases where there are no 
special reasons or circumstances it, as there are in cases where 
the value of the lands have been greatly increased by surrounding set- 
tlement. The act of 1884 simply provides that the lands shall be sold 
to the highest bidder. I believe in limited tracts; but this bill itself 
provides that these reservations shall be disposed of only under acts of 
Congress specially applicable thereto. 

Where lands are very valuable it seems to me that to give one citi- 
zen or one class of citizens priority over others would be very unjust, 
and certainly it would be unjust to give to one citizen a quarter-sec- 
tion of land which had been rendered very valuable by the improve- 
ment of the surrounding country while others taking under the same 
law obtained lands of very inferior value. Therefore in the cases of 
these reservations, where the lands have been improved in value by 
settlement of the surrounding country, if you are going to apply the 
principle of the homestead law at all, I think you ought to reduce the 
amount of land that can be taken in each case. On the whole it seems 
to me well to let the matter rest where it does now. In proper cases 
the Interior Department will act under the law of 1884, and this bill 
contains provisions that these reservations shall be disposed of under 
special acts. While I fully sympathize with the spirit of my friend’s 
amendment, and would go to the outer edge to secure the benefit of 
these lands to homestead settlers, it seems to me that this is a matter 
as to which we can not properly adopt a general rule. 

Mr. TOOLE. I would like to know what the gentleman from Indi- 
ana would haveusdo. Here is a tractof land embracing 30,000 acres— 
capable of furnishing homes for eight hundred homesteaders, which is 
under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, with a guard in pos- 
session so that no man is permitted to go upon it and originate an 
entry—30,000 acres, embracing some of the best agricultural lands in 
the county of Gallatin, lying idle, producing nothing, contributing 
nothing to the support of the Government; and the question is, is that 
land to be permitted to lie there indefinitely, or what would the gentle- 
man have us do with it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, my friend himself has a bill pending to dis- 

of that reservation. 

Mr. TOOLE. And it is identical in its provisions with this amend- 
ment. à 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that bill, I think, ought to be amended. I be- 
lieve there is a special report upon the subject from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office; at least I have talked fully with him on 
the subject. I think that bill ought to be passed, but with some mod- 
ification. Some of those lands are immensely valuable as compared 
with the lands generally taken up under the homestead laws, and I 
think the homesteads granted should be limited to a certain portion of 
the reservation, and I believe my friend holds that view himself. I 
think the bill should be amended so as to permit some portions of the 
land to be sold and the balance to be taken under the homestead law, 
reducing the amount, however, from 160 acres to 80 acres. 

A MEMBER. Let us pass this amendment making the amount 80 


acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will not do either, because in some parts of 
the reservation no improvements have been made, and in those portions 
of it I think the full amount of 160 acres should be allowed for a home- 
stead. It seems to me, in view of all the circumstances, that itis bet- 
ter to pass special laws from time to time applicable to particular cases 
as they arise, just as we have done heretofore, than to attempt to adopt 
any general principle to govern all cases. I know that a portion of the 
Bozeman reservation ought to come under the provisions of the home- 
stead law, a portion under this bill, and another portion, not a large 
one, ought to be sold. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TOOLE, it was 
rejected. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. VANDEVER) was read: 


Add the following proviso to the last line of the bill : 

* Provi That nothing in thisact shall be construed to legalize assignments 
heretofore made by claimants under the desert-land act of the rigħts acquired 
by them as locators on these lands. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. While I do not think there is any- 
thing in the bill which could have the effect against which the amend- 
ment proposes to guard, yet if there is anything of that sort the amend- 
ment is very proper. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I modify the amendment by adding to it the 
words *‘ prior to making improvement thereon.” 

The amendment as modified was to. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the next amendment, when 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, said: Mr. Speaker, I rose for the purpose 
of addressing myself to the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. VANDEVER]. I would like the Clerk to read that amend- 
ment again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment has been adopted; 
but by unanimous consent it will be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. VANDEVER as adopted was read. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
that amendment was adopted. To the amendment as printed in the 
list of amendments I have no objection whatever; but the gentleman 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5997 


from California has just added toit these words, ‘‘ prior to making im- 
provement thereon.’’ 

Now, it is a fact—at least it is alleged to be a fact, and the statement 
has been repeated over and over again in the reports of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office—that vast frauds have been commit- 
ited in the assignment of those desert-land entries, The matter is now 
being investigated by special agents; anda t many of those entries 
stand suspended duringsuchinvestigation. Itisprobable, Mr. Speaker, 
that the amendment as now adopted would, if any improvements have 
been made, have the effect of confirming in the assignees the assign- 
‘ments of thousands of those entries which are now being investigated 
by the Land Department. I think, therefore, the amendment in the 
form in which it has been adopted is a dangerous proposition. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam willing that the words which I added tomy 
amendment a few moments ago may be stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was not aware that any addition had been made 
to the amendment as printed. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If those words be stricken out, there is 
no objection to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The words ‘“‘ prior to making improve- 
ments thereon ” will be stricken out, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. WICKHAM) was read: 

Add as follows: 

“ Sec. 30. Nothing in this act contained shall in any manner interfere with or 
curtail the right of soldiers, sailors, marines, or officers in the Army or Navy 
of the United States to make and perfect entries of land for homestead pur- 
poses, in the manner and to the extent now provided by law." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, of course there would be no objection 
to this amendment but for the fact that its provisions are already a 
part of the law. Gentlemen will observe that in this bill we simply 
adopt the homestead law in terms, with the commutation clausestricken 
out. The homestead law contains these provisions in favor of the 
soldier. Under the terms of this bill every right of the soldier is 
guarded exactly as it has been heretofore. As to thisamendment, I 
suggest that it presents an ambiguity. While it will do the soldier no 
good, it may, as suggested to me by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER], have the effect of restoring the commutation clause as to 
the soldier; and certainly no gentleman intends that. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. LIND) was read: 


any mistake, error, or mistaken construction of an act of Congress ng Beat In- 
ve re- 


d such 


Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, one word probably is all that is neces- 
sary in reference to this matter. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska (Mr. LAIRD] a modification of the amendment, which I think 
would improve it. I the amendment should include a provis- 
ion that if the court should find that a patent has been fraudulently or 
improperly issued it may cancel the same. 

Mr. LAIRD. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. OATES. In the absence of such a provision, the suit for cancel- 

lation would have to be a direct one. I suggest that the language ot 
the amendment be made broad enough to accomplish the purpose I have 
suggested. 
Mr. PAYSON, Perhaps an amendment in the form proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] would go a little too far. The 
cancellation of a patent is a matter in which the Government of the 
United States is directly interested. For the purpose of the litigation 
contemplated in the amendmentoffered by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, it would be sufficient if the court should find for the settler 
without making any judgment which would affect the United States. 
I think the amendmentof the gentleman from Minnesota would be im- 
proved by an addition which I shall offer a little later, providing in 
substance that the judgment of the court in these cases shall not bind 
the United States unless the United States be a party. Ifthe United 
States were a party, then the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Alabama would be eminently proper. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman would improve his amendment by 
adding to it a provision ‘‘ that in the State where the patent was ad- 
judged to be illegal, or to have been illegally and improperly issued, 
that the court trying the case may cancel it.” 

Mr. PAYSON. It can not be done unless the Government of the 
United States is a party to the proceedings. 

Mr. OATES. Under existing law a patent can not be canceled or 
annulled except in a direct proceeding in thenameof the United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is not necessary for the purpose sought to be ac- 
complished by this amendment, 


Mr. OATES. I agree with the gentleman from Illinois in what he 
has stated. 


Mr. LAIRD. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LAIRD. It will be remembered that in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress a case arose in which Congress appropriated $250,000 to make 
good the loss sustained by certain settlers in-Nebraska and Kansas by 
reason of the failure of the patent of the United States, which patent 
failed by reason of a grant made toa railroad company which was prior 
to it, and after the settlers had been in possession of the land for ten or 
twelve years, and their lands had tobe given up tothecompany, it being 
decided by the court that the settlers held the legal title in trust for 
the benefit of the road. These settlers afterwards came to Congress 
for relief, and Congress gave it to them. It cost us $250,000 to make 
good this trouble growing out of the failure of the title held by these 
settlers. It afterwards transpired on investigation that under the 
grant made to this railway company they had received more lands 
than they were entitled to. Now, could the settlers in that litigation 
have plead that fact, the action of the railroad company would haye 
been defeated, and the settlers would have saved their lands and the 
Government all the trouble and expense which resulted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman uses the word ‘‘ company ”’ in two 
or three places, and I suggest that he use instead the word ‘‘ corpora- 
tion. : 

Mr. LAIRD. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be modified in 
that particular. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me this isa fair provision. It only 
gives to the actual settler on the land the benefit. 

Mr. RYAN. It should be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman accept the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson]. 

Mr. LAIRD. Ido. 

Mr. PAYSON. I movethe following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment: 

“And the judgmentof the court shall not bind the United States unless it shau 
be a party to the litigation.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. LIND’s amendment as amended. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I move in line 3, page 18, after the word 
“company,” to insert: 

Or any person holding a grant from any foreign government, 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not think the gentleman is offering an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, sir; it comes in that amendment. 

es rata I have not the bill before me, but the gentleman may 
be right. x 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I have the printed copy. 

Mr. RYAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Arizona will pre- 
pare his amendment and send it up. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I move the following amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “‘ com: y,” in line 3, insert: 

“ Or any person holding a grant from any foreign government,” 

Mr. PAYSON. Where does it come in? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. After the word “‘company,”’ in line 3, 
page 18. So it will read: 


“That in all actions brought by any land-grant company or any person hold- 
inga grant fromany foreign government.” 


Mr. RYAN. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to; and Mr. Linp’s amendment as 
amended was then adopted. 

T WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, my colleague is quite right, if this bill 
does not require a reclassification of lands and the character of lands 
under existing law designated as mineral lands in Alabama. I know 
a good deal about the trouble the smaller settlers upon this land have 
who went in and took it under the homestead law. In some cases they 
lost their land when it was ascertained that only a very small portion, 
sometimes only one or two acres, of a homestead was mineral. In the 
Forty-eighth Congress there was a law being executed under which all 
the mineral lands had been advertised for sale. There was so much 
objection to that law that one of my colleagues, Mr. Hewitt, intro- 
duced a bill for the purpose of suspending the order and preventing 
the sale. I pre a substitute, p = elaborate amendment, which I 
offered, and which was adopted in the Ho viding for the di 
of all those lands under the homestead Mere To oat aes 
was added the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Flor- 
ida. It passed the House, but failed in the Senate. Again in the 
last Congress a single bill was introduced here and favorably re- 
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and I am not sure but it passed also. The true character of 
those lands is that upon nearly every 160 acres thatcan be found there 
is some valuable agricultural land and some mineral land. All through 
that section there are small mountains or hills and valleys, and in the 
valleys homesteaders can find valuable agricaltural land; but when 
surveyed it turns out almost invariably that they take insome portion 
of the hills, nearly all of which contain valuable mineral. Now, under 
the provision of this bill, if these lands are to be reclassified under the 
clause which provides that if they are more valuable for mineral than 
agricultural purposes then they are to be disposed of only as mineral 
lands, but if more valuable for agricultural purposes then they are to 
be disposed of as agricultural lands—if that is contemplated, if that is 
to be done, then the amendment of my colleague is useless. Butif it 
is not to be done, or isto belong postponed, his amendment is a proper 
one and I would like to see’ it adopted. 
Mr. , gentlemen at one glance will see that there is much 
difficulty in the classification of these lands where minerals are, in 
such small quantities, in 


throughout that whole section of 
country. ‘The mineral lands can be ht now and are offered at pri- 
vate sale at from $3 to$10an acre. If lands are set apart as min- 
eral lands, to be disposed of under this bill, the Government will not 
sell 50,000 acres in five years, in all probability. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does not the gentleman understand that accord- 
ing to section 2 such classification will be made? 

Mr. OATES. Iam not sure. I put that question to the chairnian 
and members of the Public Land Committee having the bill in charge 
whether that is their construction; whether it is the purpose of this pro- 
vision in the bill that there shall be a reclassification of all these lands? 

I wish to say one word more, and that is that if such is the contem- 
plation or the purpose of the bill it seems to me that the machinery 
provided for that purpose is very defective. 

Mr. HERMANN. As a matter of information, may I ask the gèn- 
tleman what is the preponderating character of those lands, I mean as 
to their agricultural or their mineral value? 

Mr. OATES. Well, on 160 acres of land you would find perhaps 
only two or three acres of mineral, and the question whether the land 
was more valuable for agriculture or for minerals would depend ot 
course on the character and richness of the mineral found. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I understand the gentleman is in doubt as 
to whether these lands would be classified as mineral or agricultural? 

Mr. OATES. I presume that some parts of them would be classified 
under the reclassification as mineral land and other parts as agricult- 
ural land, but I think the majority, perhaps two-thirds or three- 
fourths, would be classified as agricultural. 

Mr. HERMANN. ‘Then do you agree with your colleagne who pre- 
ceded you [Mr. WHEELER] that should they be classified more dis- 
tinctively as min than as agricultural, they should be subject to 
disposal under the homestead law ? : 

Mr. OATES. My own opinion is and has been all the time that 
these mineral lands so classified could be disposed of with most ad- 
vantage to the Government, and particularly to the State of Alabama, 
by being classified as agricultural lands and disposed of to homestead- 
ers, because when the poor homesteader settles upon his 160 acres of 
land, most of which is valley and good agricultural land, if there are a 
few acres upon it that are valuable for minerals, I would much rather 
he should have the benefit of it rather than give it to monopolists to 
lock it up, and keep it out of the market in that way. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman will find that under a liberal con- 
struction of section 2 of this bill, although a tract of land may be more 
valuable for mineral than for agricultural purposes, it still can not be 
classified as mineral if it be atall fit for cultivation. In other words, 
it must be unfit for cultivation to enable it to be classified as mineral 


Mr. OATES. The gentleman’s construction of the provision may be 
correct, but where is the machinery provided in this bill for any imme- 
diate or early classification? I do not see it, and therefore I favor the 
amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope we shall havea vote now upon the amend- 
ment. : 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER, and 
it was rejected—ayes 19, noes 32. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to offer an amendment to section 2, which has 
been passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section has been passed, but there 
was an agreement to recur to it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I offer an amendment to the pending section, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
r r ar tecemenra ca 
and settlement under the homestead laws. 

Mr. WHEELER. This is similar to the amendment that I offered 
before, except that it extends the time one year more, giving nearly 
three years for these lands to be sold under the provisions of this act. 
Now, sir, I say that for Congress to refuse to adopt this amendment is 
to refuse to follow the expressions upon this subject of all parties for a 


ublic lands in the State of 
be held subject toentry 
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Proe ee ee past. When the Land Office tells us that these 
ds are of a character that they can not be disposed of as mineral 
lands, and we know that they are of a character which will justify 
people going onto them and making homes, how can Congress hesitate, | 
after giving three years for their disposal, to say that at the end of that; 
time the poor laboring man shall be permitted to go upon those lands 
and make himself a home. And, Mr. Chairman, I will state to the 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House that this bill will benefit 
most the people of a locality in my State which sent 2,591 soldiers to 
the Federal Army. They are not in my district. Iam not appealing 
for my district. Iam appealing for the district represented by my 
colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD]. Butthe men who do live in that locality 
and who appeal to Congress to pass this law are the men, or the sons 
of men, who furnished nearly 2,600 soldiers to the Federal Army. 
Mr. HERMANN. Does not this law give those men that privilege? 
Mr. WHEELER. It gives it to them after they have spent five times 
the value of the land in contesting for it. Lawyers’ fees and land-of- 
fice fees will make it impossible for them to acquire land, unless you 
let this amendment come in and give them the unrestricted right of 
making entries under the homestead law, after the Government has 
had three years and has failed to sell this land under any other law. 
Mr. HERMANN. IfI understand properly the effect of this bill, it 
will classify as agricultural Jands such lands as the gentleman refers 
ri and will make them subject to the provisions of the homestead 


W. 
Mr. WHEELER. It may or it may not do that, All these lands 
of which I speak have, I admit, some tincture of mineral about them, 
~~ ee enough to make them so valuable as to be bought for mineral 
Mr. HERMANN. But under this bill, if they are at all fit for cul- 
tivation, however valuable they may be as mineral lands, they are 
subject tothe homestead Jaw. 

Mr. WHEELER. No. If the greater part of a tract of 160 acres is 
fit for cultivation, it can be entered under the homestead law, but if 
the greater part isnot fit for cultivation, this can not be done. Hence 
there arises a question and a contest. The object of this amendment 
is to relieve the people from the necessity of any such contest. I ap- 
peal to gentlemen on this side of the House to do justice to honest, 
good men; and I appeal to all members of this House who represent 
States of the North to listen to the appeals of men who listened to their 
appeals twenty-five years ago. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is the Alabama delegation united on this prop- 
osition? 
pe WHEELER. They are united on it in the Senate and in the 

ouse. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I will vote forit. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this para- 
graph be closed in ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me if gentlemen of the 
House will take the pains to look into this proposition of my colleague 
for a moment it will present itself to their minds as a perfectly fair 
one. It is true that this bill provides for a classification of these lands 
into mineral and agricultural; but it provides that lands which are 
chiefly valuable for mineral deposits shall not be subject to homestead 
aky, Dat shall be held, as under existing law, subject to sale as min- 
era. > 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman does not quote quite accurately the 
provision of the bill. Of course he desires to be accurate. 

. HERBERT. Ido. 

Mr. PAYSON. In addition to the requirement that the land must 
be chiefly valuable for mineral deposits, the proposition is that the 
greater part of it must be unfit for cultivation. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; the greater part of it must be unfit for culti- 
vation. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is a very essential qualification. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, the proposition is, that a tract of land em- 
bracing, say, 160 acres, chiefly valuable for mineral deposits, and the 
greater part of which (say 100 acres) is unfit for cultivation, shall not 
be subject to homestead entry, but shall be reserved, as now, for sale 
only as mineral land. Now, suppose there is a subdivision of 160 
acres, fairly classified, 60 acres of which are fit for agricultural pur- 

but which tract as a whole the officers who classify the land re- 
gard as more valuable for mineral deposits than for agricultural pur- 
poses. Such a tract is, of course, withdrawn from entry under the 
homestead law. 

Now, according to the proposition of my colleage, if for three years 
the Government fails to sell that land as mineral land at prices 
then it shall be subject to homestead entry. Why not? If the Gov- 
ernment is unable to sell it as mineral land at the prices fixed, why 
should not the land be homesteaded? In the case supposed, 60 acres are 
agricultural land; the remaining 100acres may be valuable as timber, as 
accessory to and a part ofa farm. If 60 acres only are fit for agricult- 
ural purposes, the remaining 100 acres would be very useful in fur- 
nishing timber for necessary purposes about a farm. 
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In carrying ont the general spirit of this bill I do not see why we 
should not, at the end of three years, allow such land as the Govern- 
ment has been unable to sell for mineral purposes to be entered under 
the homestead law and settled. That is a simple proposition. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is there a large percentage of land in Alabama, 
chiefly valuable for minerals, and the greater part of which is unfit for 
cultivation ? 

Mr. HERBERT. In the mountain country of which I am now speak- 
ing there would be a good many subdivisions in just the situation I 
have supposed, embracing enough agricultural land to justify a man in 
making a homestead and cultivating a farm, and embracing also land 
classified as valuable for mineral purposes, yet not valuable enough to 
induce anybody to buy it as such. If nobody will buy the land for 
mineral purposes during the next three years this amendment proposes 
to allow the settler to enter upon the land and make a homestead. 

Mr. HERMANN. Your object is to put this land within the reach 
of settlement? F 

Mr. HERBERT. The object of the amendment is, in the first place, 
to give the Government a fair opportunity to sell the land under the 
classification as mineral; but when it has been found that the land 
can not be sold as mineral land, if anybody wants to enter it for the 
purposes of a homestead, why should he not be permitted to do so? Is 
there any reasonable objection to the proposition? It seems to me 
there is not. f 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, a single remark in answer to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. This question is not a 
new one to members of the Committee on Public Lands. When it 
was before that committee I made inquiry of gentlemen from Ala- 
bama, and they were unable to satisfy me that the condition of things 
in Alabama is different from what it is in other States. I can not, 
therefore, see any need of making Alabama an exception. I consider 
the case made out for Alabama -just as good as that of numbers of 
other States—no better. Our land laws should, so far as possible, be 
general in their provisions. In consequence of the considerations 
submitted to the committee by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] the committee has been careful to frame this bill in such 
a way as to make it almost impossible to defeat the purpose which he 
seeks by the amendment; because when land is classed as mineral it 
must not only be chiefly valuable for its mineral deposits, but the 
greater part of it must be unfit for cultivation. I fail to see any rea- 
son why Alabama should not be under the same law in this respect as 
the rest of the country. My State, as well as Alabama, will come 
under the general provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. Why should the Government reserve from home- 
stead entry any land which is fit for homestead entry, and which it is 
unable to dispose of as mineral land? Wep that the Govern- 
ment shall have three years in which to dispose of these lands as min- 
eral lands. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, it is no argument against the proposition 
now submitted that it would apply equally well to other States as to 
Alabama, I believe the law should be general; and I think so from 
the fact that the best policy, in my judgment, is to encourage by every 
method of legislation the transfer of the public domain from the Gov- 
ernment into the hands of the private individual, to such men as pro- 
pose to make permanent homesteads upon the soil. The homestead, 
which involves the family relation, is the foundation of all good gov- 
ernment, and the more we can encourage the citizenship of the Gov- 
ernment to enter into this relationship and acquire permanent homes, 
the better security we have for the safety and perpetuity of the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

If a man will go upon any of these lands and live for five years and 
support his family upon the soil—and he has to do that before he can 
homestead it at all—it is the securing of a permanent residence upon 
the soil, and he has become to that extent a valuable citizen—much 
more so than he was before. 

Now, we propose to apply the rule to Alabama simply because there 
have been objections raised to making it general inits application; and 
I insist if it be well to have it general, that affords no reason whatever 
why, ifother Representatives from other States object, we should not 
have it as applying to the State of Alabama. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto has been closed by order of the House. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment of 
Mr, WHEELER, the House divided and there were—ayes 17, noes 31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. I offer a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

After the Ist day of January, 1892, all publie lands which shall be unoccupied 
or not disposed of, shall be subject to homestead entry and occupation under 
the homestead laws. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be heard for a moment. 
Ta SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate has been closed by order of the 

ouse, 

Mr. WHEELER. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to pro- 
ceed for one minute, 


. Add anew section, to come in after section 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Now this is extending the provision for four years, 
and I want to explain my reasons in the minute that has been allotted 
to me. 

The section of country affected by the proposed amendment is not in 
my district, nor are the people in whose interest the amendment is of- 
fered my constituents, yet they are poor, honest people, who for six 
years have appealed to Congress for the right to get their homes upon 
these lands. My colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] and myself have been so 
earnest in this matter that we have been asked by some gentlemen what 
personal interest we had in it. Iscorn such a question. I scorn the 
suggestion that I would advocate on this floor any matter in which I 
had a personal interest, and with equal earnestness I scorn such a sug- 
gestion as applied to my absent friend and colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 
We are both earnest in the advocacy of what is right, and we will al- 
ways remain earnest in such matters. I havean interest in Alabama, 
in the people of Alabama, in the poor people of Alabama, and it is in 
their interest alone that I ask you to give this little favor—to tell them 
that four years from now, if any of these lands remain unoccupied and 
unpurchased, because they are not worth the price in the bill, 
they shall have the privilege to go upon the lands and build up homes 
for themselves and their families. ‘This is all they ask. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER; and 
there were—ayes 25, noes 32. 

Mr. WHEELER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. WHEELER and Mr. HOLMAN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 32, noes 44, 

Mr. WHEELER. I withdraw the demand for a quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1892, all the public lands of the State 
of Alabama which have not otherwise been d of prior to that date shall 
be subject to homestead entry and occupation under the provisions and limita- 
tions of the homestead law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ioffer an amendment to the amendment. After 
the words “‘ public lands ” to insert ‘‘ except lands chiefly valuable for 
coal and minerals and not valuable for agriculture.” 

I will state that that is the 2 crete of the bill, so that the amend- 
ment would mean practically nothing. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment was 
adopted, there being on a division—ayes 31, noes 13. 

The amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is a pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment (by Mr. PETERS) as follows: 


“SEC, 27. That whenever final proofs are mi agra other officer than 
the ister or receiver, the fees of the officer taking such proofs shall not ex- 
ceed $3 for each quarter-section or fractional thereof; and any officer de- 
manding or receiving a greater sum shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and be punished for each and every offense not exceeding $100,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is up for the first time, and I think is fairly 
subject to the point of order. The bill does not deal with the subject 
of the administration of the Land Office or the system and machinery 
employed there. I will not make the point of order, although I sub- 
mit it is subject to it, because this bill no reference to the admin- 
istration of the land system, but only to the classification of the lands. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I think that this is a wise 
provision. Under the general laws the parties living 50 or 75 miles 
from the land office are allowed to make their proof upon their home- 
stead before the clerk of the district court or the county court. Of 
course by that means they save the heavy expense of traveling and 
taking their witnesses with them to the land office. Very frequently 
these clerks before whom they appear increase their fees to the extent 
at least allowed by the statute of the State, making those fees amount 
to $15, and even in some instances to $20. I regard these fees as en- 
tirely unreasonable. The clerk of the court is paid a salary in most of 
the Western States; atleast thatis true in Kansas. In addition to that 
he is allowed certain fees regulated by the statute, I think itis un- 
reasonable to allow him to take advantage of that statute regulation, 
which of course relates to municipal affairs, to bleed the man who de- 
sires to make proof upon a homestead. For that reason, and that rea- 
son alone I take the ground that this provision should be enacted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill say that while this amendment is not in 
harmony with the general provisions of the bill, it is understood to be 
a fairly good feature, and does not mar the general character of the 
bill. So far as I am concerned, I will make no objection to it. 

Mr. McSHANE. Under the existing law notaries public and clerks 
of the district courts in the different counties have the power to take 
the testimony of the final proof and forward the same to the district 
land office. In the majority of cases the final proof is taken before 
the clerk of the district court in the county in which the homestead is 
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located. The existing law does not fix the amount of fees to be 

in such cases; but where the proof is taken before the district land 
office the fees are limited. The charges usually in such cases before 
the clerk of the district court and county clerk are from two to five 
dollars, and are in excess of the amount allowed where the proofs are 
taken before the register or receiver. An imposition is being practiced 
all through the West on homesteaders making their final proofs from 
the fact that even at the exorbitant price charged by those officers it 
is cheaper than to pay railroad fare in many cases 75 or 100 miles to 
the district office. I hope the committee will accept this amendment. 
It is only to guard against the imposition of the officers in the different 
counties. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I agree to the amendment as far as it 
goes, but it does not go far enough. Under the bill affidavits for mak- 
ing entries may be made before the same officers. We ought to pre- 
scribe fees for making these entries as well as for making the proof. If 
we undertake to legislate upon this subject at all, let us cover the whole 
ground, Instead of saying ‘‘not to exceed $3,” we ought to say exactly 
what the fees shall be; so much for each affidavit and so much for tak- 
ing such deposition; so that the man will know exactly what he is going 
to be charged. If I could have a little time I would like to draughta 
substitute for this amendment. My attention has not been called to 
the matter before. 

Mr. MCSHANE. 
and the officer. 

Mr. MCRAE. So is the other. 
can be made in the other case. 

Mr. MCSHANE. The fees are fixed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman offer a substi- 
tute? 

Mr. McRAE. I ask unanimous consent that this amendment be 
laid aside. There are some other amendments to be introduced. We 
ean take up this amendment immediately after the others are disposed 
of, and then I will submit the substitute. 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
have been printed. 

Mr. TOOLE. I desire to offer an amendment I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is in his discretion hereby, au- 
thorized to have the lands embraced within abandoned military reservations 
regularly surveyed by an extension of the public surveys thereon, and when so 
surveyed shall, upon approva, of such surveys by the Secretary of the Interior, 
become a part of the public domain, subject to entry and settlement under the 
homestead laws of the United States and not otherwise. 


Mr. MCRAE. Ithink that amendment ought to be adopted. I sug- 
gest that by unanimous consent, instead of being made an independent 
section, it be added as a proviso in section 11. 

Mr. TOOLE. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is no objection to that. Mr. Speaker, this 
amendment is not consistent with the general features of the bill, but 
I do not oppose it. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in at the end 
of the bill as an independent section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no alien or person who is nota citizen of the United States shall after 
the approval of this act acquire title to or own a greater interest than a lease- 
hold for five years in any lands anywhere within the United States of America 
and their jurisdiction; and deeds or other conveyances of land acquired after 
the approval of this act by any alien or unnaturalized foreigner, or by any com- 
pany, firm, or corporation composed of such, shall be void: . That for- 
eign governments and their representatives may acquire and own lands or lots 
sufficient in quantity for ministerial and legation purposes to be approved by 
the Secretary of State: Provided further, That any alien may for valuable con- 
sideration take, hold, and assign, foreclose and sell under any mortgage or 
deed of trust any land within the United States and their jurisdiction, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is a portion of that proposition which 
is not germane to this bill, the portion of it in regard to ministerial 
residences, etc., and as to so much of the amendment as is not germane 
to the bill I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman indicate the por- 
tion of the amendment upon which he makes the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve the point of order upon the whole 
amendment until the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has been 
heard. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it may be admitted that the provisos in 
the amendment standing alone may not be germane to the bill before 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the gentleman? 
Debate has been closed on this paragraph. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama proposes 
to add this as a new ph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But itis simply an amendment to the last section 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that the 
close of debate upon the previous paragraph of the bill would neces- 
sarily close debate upon an amendment offered as a separate paragraph. 


It is a private bargain between the homesteader 
The argument you make in one case 


This completes the amendments that 


Mr. HOLMAN, I beg the Chair’s pardon, but I feel quite confident 
that where the debate has closed on the last paragraph of a bill, inasmuch 
as everything else that comes after that is an amendment to that para- 
graph, all debate is ent off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will look into the question. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order I was proceeding 
to say that the question before the House is the disposition of lands 
belonging to the United States. ‘The amendment which I have offered 
relates to the capacity of aliens to take and hold lands within the 
United States. If one proposition is not germane to the other, I must 
confess that I do not understand very well the signification of that 
word. Iam aware that the point taken against a part of the amend- 
ment, as not being e, is to a very large extent an appeal to the 
discretion of the Chair. It depends altogether upon what the Chair 
thinks is germane, and it is a question which can noi be settled or gov- 
erned by precedents. Ido not know that I can say anything more on 
the point of order than that the amendment relates to the disposition 
of lands of the United States and the capacity of persons who acquire’ 
title to those lands. 

Mr. KERR. By what provision of the Constitution does Congress 
have the power to regulate the control of titles to lands in the several 
States? 

Mr. OATES. When we pass beyond the point of order and come to 
the discussion of the merits of the proposition, I will answer you, and 
on authority. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do I understand my friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES] to propose to incorporate into this bill a provision 
that a man shall not be permitted to acquire title to a piece of land in 
this country until he has been here at least five years? 

Mr. OATES. Why, certainly; but my friend will excuseme. We 
are not now discussing the merits of the proposition, and his question 
goes to the merits. As soon as the Chair overrules the point of order 
I shall be prepared to discuss the merits. 

The SP. ER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to reserve the point of order and agree 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] might go on to discuss 
the merits. 

Mr. OATES. I did not understand that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] is recognized on the merits of the proposition, pending the de- 
cision of the point of order. 

Mr. OATES. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask to have read from the 
Clerk’s desk the portions which I have marked of a report which I 
made upon this bill at the present session of Congress, because it is as 
concise a statement of the leading purposes of this amendment as I 
can possibly make. There are additional arguments to be offered and 
a good many of them, but I ask that this be first read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Your committee haye ascertained with reasonable certainty that certain no- 
blemen of Europe—principally Englishmen—have uired and now own, in 
the e, about 21,000,000 acres of land within the United States. We have 
not sufficient information to state the quantity owned by the untitled aliens, 
nor is it so important, as it is generally held in smaller pi fg Thisalien non- 
resident ownership will, in the course of time, lead to a system of landlordism 
incompatible with the best interests and free institutions of the United States. 
The foundation for such a system is being laid broadly in the Western States 
and Territories. A considerable number of the emigrants annually arriving in 
this country are to become tenants and herdsmen on the vast possessions of 
these reign lords under contracts made and entered into before they sail for 
our shores. 

The avarice and onierprie of European capitalists have caused them to in- 
vest many millions in American railroad and land bonds, covering perhaps 
100,000, acres, the greater part of which under foreclosure sales will most 
likely before many years become the property of these foreign bondholders in 
addition to their present princely possessions. It is thus manifest that if the 

resent la alien ownership is an evil, of which we have no doubt, the proba- 

ilities of the near future still more imperatively demand legislation for its pre- 
vention. Thisa, ive foreign capital is not confined to lands it has purchased, 
but, overleaping its boundaries, has caused hundreds of miles of the public do- 
main to be fenced up for the grazing of vast herds of cattle and set at defiance 
the rights of the honest but humble settler, 

The policy of the Government heretofore toward aliens has been characterized 
by great liberality, and the different States of the Union, each acting for itself, 
have gone still further, upon the idea of the desirability of a rapid increase o 
Forel and wealth, and by their legislation have conferred upon aliens 
rights far beyond those they enjoyed by treaty stipulations, the common law, 
or the law of nations, 

In England the people are divided intonatives, or such as are born within the 
protection of the Crown; denizens, or such as are foreign-born, but who have 
obtained letters patent to make them English subjects ; and aliens, or such as 
are born outside of the dominions of the Crown and have not taken such let- 


ters. 

In this country a similar division is observable. Natives are those who are 
born under the protection of the flag of the United States and owe all ce 
thereto in return for its protection, A denizen is one who was born without 
the jurisdiction and allegiance of the United States, but who has legally de- 
clared hisintention to become a citizen thereof ; and an alien is one who was 
tagann and does not owe allegiance to the United States, but to some other 
sovereignty. 

The Mal proposes to place the latter class of ple under the disabilities of 
the civil law as to all future attempts to acquire lands in this country. In other 
is a declarati en absentee landlordism. 


years, and it has no retroactive, but a r proeponiire operation. ` It places a 
e 
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movable property were void on account of the absolute incapacity of the grantee 
At The bill pronoees aan part of ihe tiesign ppoliey of this country, operate 
e roposes, as & oi policy country, to o 

Cay n : vely, and therefore not harshly to prevent absolutely the citizens 
or su of other nations, so long as they adhere to and retain their allegi- 
ance to other pores from acquiring the ownership of American soil within 
jurisdiction of the United States. e maintain that American soil should be 
owned exclusively by American citizens. 

Perhaps objection may be made to the bill on the i iagh that its tendency 
will be to drive foreign capital from this country,which we do not admit. The 
right to be a mortgagee or beneficiary in a deed of trust pertains to an alien in- 
dependently of an enabling act, but an amendment is pro; to give assur- 

The mortgages and land bonds held by aliens would not 
ired by the law proposed. They are d oft: and can 
be forecl and the lands sold in default of payment by an alien holder as 
well as by a citizen, Neither can, according to law, buy at his own sale, be- 
cause of the conflict of interest with duty, unless it is so stipulated in the con- 
tract; and this being kno can have no other effect upon future foreign in- 
vestors in this class of securities than to make them a little more careful, and 
not to ry upon the prospect of ultimate ownership of the land mo: R 

The bill does not stop at State lines, but under authority of that clause of the 
Constitution which confers upon Congress the sole and exclusive right “to es- 
tablish a uniform rule of naturalization throughout the United States” over- 
laps them, and would, if enacted into a law, prevent any more such abuses as 
that of Mr. Scully, who resides in England and is a subject of the Queen, but 
owns 90,000 acres in the State of Illinois, occupied by hundreds of tenants, 
mostly ignorant foreigners, from whom he receives as rent $200,000 per annum 
and expends it in Euro; The Scheuley estate, consisting of about 2,000 acres, 
within the city limits of Pittsburgh and Allegheny, from the rents of which the 
Scheuleys, who are subjects of the British Queen, draw annually not less than 
$100,000, is another instance of alien landlordism in America, Numerous others 
could be cited. The Tenth Census shows that the United States has 570,000 ten- 
ant farmers, the largest number by any nation in the world, notwith- 
standing our policy of giving homes to all natives, and foreigners who ha’ 


ve de- 
clared their intention to become citizens, if they will but reside upon the land 


for fiye years. 

With the natural increase in population, and the five hundred thousand for- 
eigners who flock to our shores annually, and by competition are reducing the 
wages of labor, making the battle of life harder to win, how, a few years hence, 
to provide homes for our poor people is a problem for the American statesman 
tosolve. The multiplication of the owners of the soil is a corresponding en- 
largement of the number of ots, and every land-owner in this country should 
owe allegiance to the United States, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES] has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall have some 
agreement as to limiting debate on this bill; otherwise weshall not finish 
the bill to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

t? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest ten minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman will not cut me off. Iam in 
favor of his bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] merely to suggest a time when the debate 
shall close. 

Mr, HOLMAN (to Mr. Oates). How much time do you want? 

Mr. OATES. Seven or eight minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will fifteen minutes be sufficient? 

Mr, WHEELER. Does that mean on the whole bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On this proposition. I shall then seek to call the 
previous question on the bill and the pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I ask unanimous consent that debate close in fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object. This amendment ought not 
to pass without discussion. 

_ Mr. DOCKERY. There is notany danger of its passing without dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 1, line 2, by adding after the word “States” these words: “or 
who is not a resident of the United States and who has not in proper form de- 
clared his intention to become a citizen.” 


Mr. McADOO. Iam substantially in favor of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. I had the honor 
of introducing a like measure in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Ido not think we realize in the United States the full meaning of 
Jand ownership—the full meaning of the term ‘‘landlord.’”? In olden 
times the man who was lord of the land was, by virtue of his lordship, 
the war lord; by virtue of owning and controlling the land he had his 
hand upon the destinies of the people. 

I am utterly opposed to permitting men from foreign lands who are 
not in sympathy with our institutions, who are opposed, heart and soul, 
to republican government, to come here and acquire that which is the 
foundation of all our national prosperity—the land; for the men who 
own and control the land will, of necessity, direct the political destinies 
of the country whose land they own. 

AsI understand, the younger sons of English lords, cut off under the 
law of primogeniture from inheritance in the lands of their own country, 
have come here with small fortunes and acquired vast tracts of land in 
the West, especially in Colorado and some of the new Territories, ‘The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has incorporated in his report 
the startling exhibit which has been read, showing that these noblemen 


ance on this point. 
be materially im; 


What limit does the gentleman sug- 
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from various countries in Europe have come here and obtained posses- 
sion of a quantity of land which is almost fabulous. 

Gentlemen, unless this thing is checked, foreign landlordism with 
all the trains of evils which have followed such an institution in the 
older lands, with the serfdom and political subserviency which must 
follow, will become an established institution in the United States. I 
can scarcely have patience with the estimable gentlemen coming here 
from our Western country who, anxious, as they naturally should be, 
that our great Territories should be quickly builtup as States and the 
land quickly occupied, are willing, in order that for the present they 
may find ready purchasers for these lands, toencourage this very vicious 
and dangerous system of alien ownership of lands. 

Mr. LAIRD. We are not in favor of it. 

Mr. RYAN (to Mr. McApoo). How does your proposition differ 
from the existing law on this subject? 

Mr. McADOO. It is a little stronger. 

Mr. RYAN. In what t? 

Mr. McADOO. I will leave that to the gentleman from Alabama 
to answer. In reference to my amendment, I will say that it liberal- 
izes somewhat the pending amendment by providing that a man who 
comes here and makes a declaration of intention to become a citizer 
may own land. I believe that the class of people of whom I have 
spoken will not come here and forswear their allegiance to the institu- 
tions and potentates to which they are attached in the old country. 
For instance, it is safe to say that an English nobleman will not go into 
an American court in Colorado or New Jersey and forswear his allegi- 
ance to the British Crown. If he is willing to do so, if he is ready to 
become a bona fide resident and citizen, then I look upon him as one 
who has been redeemed to the ranks of democracy, and I am perfectly 
willing he shall have a show with the rest of us. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, obtained the floor. 

Mr. OATES rose. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] desires to proceed now, I will take the floor afterward. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to trespass upon the time 
of the House, if whatI say is not interesting; but I would like to have 
a little more time than I can get under the rules; for on this proposi- 
tion I could occupy the floor without much repetition for at least an 
hour; There is not only one, there are two or three very grave and 
important questions involved in the amendment. It is farther-reach- 
ing than some gentlemen conceive; and although it may fail now, 
mark my prediction, the time is not many years distant when the sub- 
stance of this proposition will be adopted by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Substantially the same measure as that which I now propose was 
introduced by mein the form of a bill in the Forty-eighth Congress; 
and in the Forty-ninth Congress the provision as to the power of aliens 
to acquire and own land in the Territories was adopted and became 
law. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Does the gentleman say the substance 
of this amendment was adopted as law ? 

Mr. OATES. The substance of the amendmentin its application to 
the Territories was enacted as law in the Forty-ninth Congress, the 
bill having been originally introduced by me in the Forty-eighth Con- 


Mr. RYAN. How doesthis measure differ from thatalready adopted? 

Mr. OATES. It differs in this respect: Under this provision an alien 
can not acquire title to land within the States; that is all. 

The bill to which I have referred does not remedy the evil intended 
to be reached, except very partially. Istated in the report read the 
aggregate of a portion, but not all, of the lands owned by the titled no- 
bility of Europe, who, while not residing in this country, not caring a 
groat for it except for the money they can make out of it, own more 
than 21,000,000 acres of land in this country, and nearly all of it within 
the States. 

The objection which has been raised to this proposition in commit- 
tees which have heretofore considered it, comes up here now, which is 
a question of power. Some gentlemen do not believe that Congress has 
constitutional power to enact such a law. While I aman advocate for 
the observance of constitutional limitations, while I always seek to find 
in the terms of the Constitution or fairly deducible from it, the power 
for every measure I propose to vote for, I do not see any difficulty in 
recognizing this measure as constitutional. Although some good law- 
yers have expressed the opinion that Congress has no power to go te 
this extent, it is clear to my mind that Congress has the power. 

Gentlemen should reflect fora moment that this proposed amend- 
ment does not operate upon any State or the right of any citizen of 
any State; it does not undertake to deprive any citizen of any right; 
itis to operate only as to the status of aliens—men who are not citi- 
zens of this country, who have no rights under this Government, ex- 
cept the common-law rights which general civilization extends in all 
Christian countries to subjects of other countries. 

This simply fixes the status of an alien in this country in respect to 
his capacity for ownership of lands. Under the common law an alien 
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could take title to lands, but as he had no inheritable blood the title, if 
it were allowed to remain by the sovereign power, died withhim. His 
heirs could not inherit it. 

‘Thesovereign power, as decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States many years ago in a case arising in the State of Virginia, has 
the right to denounce and forfeit a title which an alien acquires to 
land. - 

The difference between the common law and the civil Jaw in this re- 
spect is that the civil law renders an alien incapable of taking and 
holding lands. Under that law if an alien were to attempt to acquire 
land in this country the title he got would be null and void. This 

roposes to enact the civil law. The amendment proposes to put the 
United States in this respect in line with the other nations of the world, 
because except by treaty or special enactment for a particular case no- 
where can any of our citizens under any other Government acquire 
and own real estate. 

This amendment allows aliens a leasehold of not exceeding five years. 
It allows them to hold property for legation and ministerial purposes. 
It also permits, in accordance with the common law, aliens to advance 
capital and secure debts by mortgage and deedsof trust in this country, 

-and it gives them the right to foreclose and sell, but it does not give 
them the right to acquire title—a thing which they can not do under 
existing law, except by contract with the mortgagor. 

Gentlemen, when you look into the indebtedness of these great rail- 
road corporations, and especially the Pacific railroad companies, you 
will find that nearly all the mortgages are owned in Europe by aliens. 
If those mortgages are foreclosed and millions of acres are sold, the 
result will be that these lands will pass into the hands of these alien 
holders of the mortgages. I would not deprive them of any of their 
rights, but I certainly would not like to see these lands pass into the 
hands of aliens. 

Mr. WiLson, of Minnesota, rose. 

Mr. OATES. I merely want to finish my sentence, and then I will 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Minnesota. I would not deprive 
these aliens of a single one of their rights, but at the same time if 


they should foreclose their mortgages and sell these millions of acres |’ 


and become the purchasers, I do not wish to see them bring out here 
their ignorant hordes from Europe to settle upon these lands as their 
tenants, to the disadvantage and injury of our own people, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with the 
gentleman from Alabama who has just taken his seat; and I hope this 

' House will not overlook the purpose and effect of this amendment. 

I om not in favor, Mr. Speaker, of aiding or permitting any foreign 
syndicates or any syndicates to obtain extensive tracts of Jand in this 
country. Butthis proposition will touch severely a class of immigrants 
in whose welfare I hope we all feel an interest, and who have added 
much to the prosperity of this country. 

-The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Oates] denies to any foreigner landing on our shores the right to ob- 
tain title to or any interest in any real estate—except a lease for a 
term not exceeding five years—before he has become a citizen of the 
United States. And he can not become a citizen before he has been 
five years a resident in thiscountry. I do not think that the country 
whose development has so largely depended on this class of people—a 
eountry that has taken so much pains to invite and encourage immi- 
gration—should adopt sucha policy. It is best for this country and 
for them that those immigrants intending to become citizens of the 
United States and who have on oath declared their intention to be- 
come citizens, should become owners of real estate. Nothing so surely 
attaches any one to the institutions of a country, or so certainly inter- 
ests him in its laws and in the preservation of good order, as the 
ownership of real property. 

I agree to the amendment to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey—that it shall be a condition precedent to the 
acquisition of real property that they shall on oath declare their in- 
tention to become citizens; but beyond that I am not willing to go. 

There came to this country from Europe last year nearly 500,000 
people. They had reason to feel that they would be welcomed by us. 
This amendment would deny them the right for five years at least to 
even purchase a home to shelter themselves or their families, or the 
right to initiate proceedings to acquire title to that part of the public 
domain on which we invite them to settle. I think such a proposi- 
tion, while it may, as said by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Oates], correspond to the precedents of European countries, is not 
American. 

Iam opposed, sir, utterly opposed, tosucha proposition. The Western 
part of our country at the present time, and the same was true of the 
Eastern part of the country when it was newer, has a large percentage 
of its population who are foreign born and of many different national- 
ities, and no more peaceable, no more industrious, no better citizens 
are found among us. ` It would be to them an indignity and a wrong 
to show such distrust of their patriotism or intelligence as is implied 
by this amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, when war broke out in this country, and I take every 
war since the settlement of the colonies until this time, there were no 


more gallant soldiers that marched under the banner of the ublic 
than our foreign-born citizens. 1 may safely say, and it is only due 
to them to say it, they have been as patriotic, as brave, and as gallant 
in all of our struggles as our own native-born citizens. 

I remember well, sir, for history records it, that some entertaining 
the same feelings that this amendment would have us indorse have 
always been found in this country. I might instance’ the case of 
Thomas Addis Emmet. Driven from his own country for attempting 
to free it from the yoke of England, he fled to the United States, the 
hope and asylum of every lover of liberty. But, strange to say, he 
found here not only individuals, but a party that strove to deny him 
the right to earn a living by the practice of his profession before he had 
become a citizen of the United States. But they failed. 

These natives of other countries who come here attracted by our free 
institutions and with the purpose of becoming American citizens have 
in peace and in war reflected credit on themselves and added to the 
greatness and wealth of this country. The few anarchists who have 
fled from their own country are not of this class, nor are they of the class 
who wish to acquire real estate or homes in this country. To show 
distrust of that liberty-loving, law-abiding class who have done so 
much for our country because a few outlaws have landed on our shores 
would, I submit, Mr, Speaker, not be worthy of us or creditable to us. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I hope my friend from Indiana will allow me to oc- 
eupy five minutes additional time, as I perceive this amendment and 
my remarks have both been entirely misunderstood. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will ask unanimous consent that the 
debate close in five minutes. 

Mr. KERR. I object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove that all debate upon the pending paragraph 
close in five minutes, 

Mr. KERR. It seems to me that such an important matter ought 
not to be settled in a five-minutes’ debate. It is revolutionizing the 
entire policy of the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KERR. Ionly want two or three minutes myself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the time is getting late, and I will ask con- 
sent to close the debate in eight minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I shall make a motion to close the debate in 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s remedy is to move 
the previous question upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then I give notice that I will in eight minutes’ 
time make a motion to close the debate. 

Mr. WHEELER, On this paragraph and the amendments. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I was apprehensive at the outset that 
the gentleman from Minnesota and others would misapprehend the 
character, nature, and scope, or, in other words, the extent and purpose 
to be accomplished by this amendment. My friend from Minnesota 
supposes that this is aimed at the foreigners, or is hostile to those who 
come from abroad to our shores. 

No one, sir, has greater sympathy than myself for the crowded popu- 
lations of the Old World, who flee to this country because of the diffi- 
culty of maintaining an existence and founding happy homes in their 
own native land. But, sir, however broad and philanthropic we may 
be, the time is coming when it will not do to legislate and act upon 
mere sympathy. The time is rapidly approaching when a further in- 
crease of population beyond that which arises from the natural growth 
of our own people will not be desirable. 

Sir, whenever the time comes that it will be against the interests of 
the American people for the vast hordes of foreigners who are coming 
here year after year to be admitted into our country, you will find Con- 
gress enacting laws to restrict that immigration. 

Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question here? 

Mr. OATES. I will. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to know if under your amendment an alien who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States can 
make an entry upon the public lands? 

Mr. OATES. I understand the amendment to be strictly in har- 
mony with this bill which you are about to pass. It, I believe, pro- 
vides that the patent can issue only to a citizen; and the law requires 
a residence of five years on the land before a patent can issue; indeed, 
before he can prove up his compliance with the requirements of the 
law which gives him a title. He can have no title until this is done. 

Mr. RYAN. That is the bill in the absence of your amendment. 

Mr. OATES. The homesteader does not acquire title until he has 
resided upon the lands five years; and there is nothing in this amend- 
ment which would prevent an alien who has declared his intention to 
become a citizen from entering upon a homestead and occupying it for 
five years, at which time he could perfect his naturalization and home- 
stead proof; and having become a citizen he could take the title to his 
homestead. ‘This bill permits aliens who have legally declared theix 
intention to become naturalized to euter npon a homestead, but with- 
holds the patent until citizenship is perfected. The amendment is, 
therefore, in harmony with the bill. 
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Mr. RYAN. That answers my inquiry. 

Mr. Oates withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 
Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman’s pur- 
pa be, as I understand him, to exclude immigration to this country, 

has well chosen his language. The amendment will tend to effect 
the purpose he has in view. But I trust this House will not be mis- 
led by the impression that the amendment strikes only titled lords. 
Where it strikes one titled lord it will strike ten thousand poor, in- 
dustrious, honest, law-abiding men who wish to become good American 
citzens. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. . A man can become naturalized in less than five years. 
He can settle on the public domain. He can not get his title until he 
has been there five years, just the time required for him to become 
naturalized. As soon as he is naturalized he is a citizen. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What you say shows that a gentle- 
man so intelligent on almost every point may be mistaken about our 
Western land laws and the mode of acquiring title under them. 

A man who settles with a view toacquiring a homestead or pre-emp- 
tion right, can not iake a leasehold interest. He must settle there in 
good faith, complying with the laws of the United States, and thus 
initiating title. If he does not do that he is liable to be turned off 
any day and di - He can not initiate title which he can after- 
ward perfect until after he has been there five years, if the gentle- 
man’s amendment 

Mr. OATES. Will my friend answer one question right there? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I beg pardon; I have buf five min- 
utes. Ishould be glad to yield to my friend, but my time is short 
and ae being rapidly used up, and so I would rather not be inter- 
rupted. 

Now, Mr. Sneaker, so far as the class of persons for whom I speak is 
concerned, they represent ninety-nine one-hundredths of the immigrants 
to this country. The titled lords in number are not worth speaking 
of. They will do to hold up as a pretext for passing this bill, but they 
are so few as to be not worth discussion. 

Mr. McADOO. But one lord takes as much land as ten thousand 
immigrants. 

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well; if you are willing to cut 
off all the other parties who come here for the purpose of striking one 


lord, I never was so mistaken in a man in my life. I do not believe 


you mean it. 

Mr. McADOO. The amendment does not doit. Your amendment 
to the amendment does not. Iam in favor of that. But the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama does prevent the acquisition or 
any right but a leasehold right for a term not exceeding five years. 

Mr. OATES. Nor my amendment either? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think it does. 

Mr. MCADOO. I understand it does not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iunderstandit does. Thegentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES] in a manly manner avows his purpose to 
exclude immigration to this country. . 

Mr. OATES. I say that because I have introduced another bill to 
restrict it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think I do not misunderstand this 
bill. It merely says to those parties who come here to develop our 
country and become American citizens that they can not, as I say, initi- 
ate any proceedings by which to acquire title until they have become 
citizens, which would require at least five years. By that time the 
opportunity for their getting a homestead where they may have settled 
would have passed by. 

I am not ready by implication to say to them that they shall be ex- 
cluded from our shores as dangerous to our peace and detrimental to 
our prosperity. Iam not in favor of the purpose of the amendment in 
any sense whatever. Those men who thus come here are among our 
best citizens. They add to our greatness and prosperity on the battle- 
field and in civil life. There is nothing in the history of the past that 
justifies us in anticipating danger from a continuance of the privileges 
which have been heretofore extended tothem. Forbid the acquisition 
of titles to large tracts of land by wealthy foreigners if you will. Pun- 
ish and exclude from the country anarchists if you will. All this I 
favor. But in the name of justice let us not punish or do injustice to 
peaceable, law-abiding citizens on account of the crimes of or the dan- 
gers to be apprehended from those other classes. 

I have no time to discuss the constitutional question. But I wish to 
say that I do not think Congress has the constitutional power to make 
such a regulation as is proposed operative in the States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. OATES addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KERR was recogni 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] to 
yield to me to make a request. 

Mr. KERR. [intend to occupy only two or three minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to make the request now. 

Mr. KERR. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is very manifest that although there are pend- 
ing only two or three amendments to the bill there will not be enough 
time before five o’clock to finish the bill, and I therefore ask unanimous 
aor that the session extend beyond five o’clock until the bill is com- 

a : 

Mr. REED. Suppose you ask an extension until half past five. You 
kept the House here until 11 o’clock last night. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that this day’s session be extended until 
the pending bill is completed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that ought not to be done, after having 
been in continuous session for six hours. I object. Ishonld prefer to 
take a recess. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ThenIask unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourn it adjourn to meet at 8 o’clock this evening, to proceed with 
the consideration of this bill, no other business to be transacted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. 

Mr. KERR resumed the floor, but yielded to Mr. OATES. 

Mr. OATES. Iam satisfied from the remarks of my friend from 
Minnesota { Mr. WILSON] that there are gentlemen here who do not 
begin to understand my position in reference to this amendment which 
I have offered, and as I can not obtain time to discuss it on the floor I 
ask leave now to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ; 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of this session, or there- 
abouts, I noticed the bill of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], 
and I was surprised at it. At the beginning of this debate I asked him 
to state what provision of the Federal Constitution authorized the Gen- 
eral Government to regulate the transfer of title in the States. He has 
made nosuggestion on that point; but I noticed that in his remarks he 
did step outside of a certain platform which was recently adopted. 
The platform says that no power exists in the General Government 
unless it is specifically granted. 

In the gentleman’s remarks he said that either there was a power 
granted in the Constitution to do what he proposes, or that it arose 
from necessity. Iam glad to see the gentleman stepping under the 
broad doctrine of the old Whigs on that question. But, sir, in con- 
firmation of what the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, Wi1son] has 
said, I wish to say that I believe the States of this Government have 
ample power to prevent any class of their citizens from becoming op- 
pressive or acquiring such control of land tities in their midst as will 
be injurious to the permanent prosperity of the community. 

The States can regulate the laws of descent; they can provide ahso- 
lntely, so far as I know, that all shall descend in a particular 
direction, or even that it shall go to the State. There is no inhibition 
of that tomy knowledge; if there is, let the gentleman point it out. I 
do not believe there is any danger to this country from men who come 
here from other countries, if when they come they are permitted to 
make contracts for the permanent ownership of a portion of the land of 
this country; but that is what the gentleman’s bill seeks to prohibit. 

If you say that when a man comes to this country he must remain a 
leaseholder for five years you put him in a fair position to become a 
public enemy; but let him, even the day he lands, be free to become 
an owner and you make him a friend of our institutions and a man who 
will ultimately become a citizen ready to fight for our Government in 
its direst extremity. Therefore, sir, I am opposed to the gentleman’s 
proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent that the time of this 
session be extended half an hour beyond 5 o’clock, if that should be 
necessary for the completion of this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two or three small matters to which I 
want to call attention. It is suggested that there is an ambiguity in 
the language of the bill on page 19, line 26. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to aquestion of order. What has 
become of my amendment and the gentleman’s point of order on it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw his point 
of order? 

Mr. BORMAN: No, sir; I donot. Theamendment isnot germane 
to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debateis exhausted. Will the gentle- 
man from Indiana please state his point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is, that of the three propositions 
in the amendment neither one is germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill. The subject-matter of the bill is the regulation of the public do- 
main, while all the propositions in the amendment go entirely beyond 
that. Of course this does not apply to the Territories, because as to 
them the law is already fixed. It can apply only to the States, and 
therefore has no application to the public domain. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The Chair thinks 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, in so far as it 
seeks to control the future disposition of lands not now the property 
of the Government; and not the subject of legislation in this bill, is not 
germane. To that extent, therefore, the Chair sustains the point of 
order. The gentleman from Alabama having, in framing his amend- 
ment, gone beyond the public Jands, the Chair is compelled to hold that 
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the amendment is not in order. It would be competent, in the opinion 
of the Chair, to adopt a proviso of the kind suggested, applicable only 
to the public lands and their disposition; but waiving altogether the 
question of the power of Congress—a matter with which the Chair would 
have nothing to do—the Chair thinks it is not germane in a bill of this 
kind, dealing only with the public domain, to attempt to incorporate 
any provision not bearing distinctly upon the public lands and their dis- 
position. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Imovetoamend by inserting, after the word ‘‘law,”’ 
in line 26 of section 27, the words ‘‘not in conflict with it;’’ so as to 
read: 

This section shall not be construed as repealing any provision of law notin 
conflict with it, touching or concerning the protection of timber, ete, 

I think this amendment hardly necessary, but I move it as a matter 
of abundant caution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The concluding language of this bill is: 

All provisions of law in relation to swamp lands and other grants made by 
Congress to States and Territories shall remain in full force. 

The word “ grants” has relation to forfeited land grants and the like. 
I desire to offer, as a matter of precaution, though I think it hardly 
necessary, the following amendment to come in at the end of the bill: 

The term “grants’*in the foregoing sections shall not be construed as ap- 
plying to grants to States to aid in the construction of railroads, wagon-roads, 
and canals, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAIRD. I desire to move an amendment to come in as an ad- 
ditional section. 

Mr. MCRAE. I would like to call up a section which was passed a 
moment ago, as I desire to move an amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. MCRAE. Asa substitute for the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], L offer the following amend- 
ment, to be added to section 26: ; 

That the fees for entries and for final proof, when made before any other offi- 

the ter and receiver, shall be as follows: 

For each afi 


vit, 25 cents. 
For each deposition of claimant or witness, when not prepared by the officer, 


25 ts. 
For each deposition of claimant or witness, prepared by the officer, $1. 
service shall be 


Any officer demanding or receiving a greater sum for such 
guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished for each offense by a fine not 
exceeding $100. 

Mr. RYAN. The original proposition limited the fee in cases of 
final proof to $3. I think it should not exceed that sum, as it may do 
under the gentleman’s amendment, I believe. 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir; the fee in such cases would not exceed $3. 
There would be the affidavits of two witnesses and the claimant; and 
$1 for each would make just $3. + 

I submit that the people ought to know just what they are required 
to pay in matters of this kind; and the officers ought to be controlled 
by a fixed rule so that there may be no dickering between the claimant 
and the officers. If the deposition is prepared by the officer, a fee of 
$1 is reasonable; if prepared by the attorney, a charge of 25 cents is fair 
and usual. 

Mr. WEAVER. I suggest that the gentleman insert in his amend- 
ment, before the words ‘‘shall be punished,” the words ‘‘upon con- 
viction.’’ 

Mr. McRAE. Very well; I modify my amendment in that manner. 

The question recurred on Mr. PETERS’s amendment as modified; 
which was to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I offer the following amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding another section: 

“That all persons who have heretofore settled upon the public land within 
the limits of forfeited railroad land grants whereon the railroad has not been 
constructed, and who have paid to the United States a sum in excess of the prices 
hereinbefore set out, shall have refunded to them such excess so paid, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to pay, to the order of such persons such 
excess on the certificate of the Secretary of the interior. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It is found by an examination of the bill, 
page 10, line 9, it is provided 

Nor shall any payment be required therefor, except the payment of 25 cents 
per acre, to be paid when the application is filed. 

And then we find on page 20: 


And at the uniform price of $1.25 per acre when payment is required by law. 


Throughout my country and New Mexico there aresettlers who were 
eompelled to pay because of the grant to the Texas Pacific Railroad 
$2.25 per acre for their lands. They were compelled to pay that price 
in consideration of the benefit they were to derive from the construction 
of the railroad. But no railroad has been constructed, and it seems to 
me only fair and just they should have their money returned to them 
to the extent at least of what was overpaid in view of the construction 
of the Texas Pacific Railroad. Many of these settlers are located far 
sway from any railroad. These men, in the hope of receiving benefit 


from the railroad, paid $2.25 per acre, and my amendment will have 
the effect to return to them the amount which they have overpaid on 
account of the Texas and Pacific Railroad grant. . 

I know the objection will be raised to the adoption of any such pro- 
vision in this bill that those who are in favor of the of the bill 
do not want to put as a brake upon it any such amendment as the one 
I have proposed. It is feared it may have some tendency to defeat the 
bill. It must be appareut to everybody that the object I have in view 
is merely to do justice to these men. I have been trying to get upa 
bill for their relief but have always failed to doso. It is nowhere, and 
I hope members of the House will adopt it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I regret the amendment is offered. It was subject 
to the point of order, if the point of order had been made in time. It 
has nothing to do with the public-lands system at all. It is a mere 
question whether this money should be refunded to these people or 
not. These men are in the same condition with hundreds and thou- 
sands of others in the Western country. 

T have no right now to make the point of order against it, but I in- 
sist that the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall not press it too far. 
We have propositions in this bill which I do not think belong to it. 
They were put upon the bill against my judgment. I hope we will 
not add this amendment to the others. Iask gentlemen to confine 
themselves to the question of the public lands, and not go into these 
other matters. > 

The amendment of Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, was di to. 

Mr. LAIRD. I move the following amendment to come in as an ad- 
ditional section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 33. That after proot is made before the register and receiver of any land 
district in which land is situated, and a certificate is issued to the entryman, 
said certificate shall be considered prima facie evidence of ownership, and the 
burden of prvof to vacate said entry shall rest upon the Government. 

And no settler or his grantee or assignee on the public domain under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be deprived of his title to any land based upon a re- 
ceiver's final receipt, except upon an open and public trial under and accord- 
ing to the forms of law relating to contest cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that amendment. 
We have already voted on this proposition, and I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon it. 

Mr. LAIRD. I must insist upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has already been voted upon. 

Mr. LAIRD. I beg pardon; it is somewhat changed from the way 


it was presented before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is thesame practically, This bill is not to pro- 
vide for the administration of the land system. 

Mr. LAIRD. This is no more administrative than the amendment 
offered by myself and adopted here a few moments ago with the con- 
currence of the committee, and which relates to the administration of 
the Land Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, let us have a vote. 

Mr, LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in explanation of 
this amendment. 

It is notorious that a system has prevailed in the General Land Of- 
fice during the greater part of the last three years under which, after 
the granting of a final receipt to land by the United States local land 
officers, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, without notice 
or citation to the settler or his grantee orassignee, cancels such settler’s 
finalreceipt. And this was commonly done by the Commissioner on 
the confidential report of a special agent, access to which was refused to 
the settler. He was condemned on private and privileged information 
without hearing, without a day in court. 

A final receipt, in law, is title, and in the absence of fraud in its ac- 
quisition (shown affirmatively by the Government) the Government is 
estopped from going behind such receipt. 

The trouble with the General Land Office is that they assume the 
fact to be proved, namely, the fraud, and punish the settler by de- 
priving him of his vested pe in the land acquired by compliance 
with the laws of the United States, thus violating the presumption of 
innocence running with every legal transaction, and also violating the 
Constitution of the United States, which provides that no man shall 
be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 

In the absence of fraud, which can not be presumed or assumed, 
this final receipt is absolute title the same as a patent, and itis the 
duty of this Congress and this House to pass this amendment and pro- 
tect honest settlers from this illegal invasion of their rights. 

I ask that these gentlemen in the Land Office, if they want to wipe 
out the vested rights of my constituents and of the settlers of the 
West, shall first cite these men to a hearing and give them a legal day 
in court. 

Mr. RYAN, That is but right. 

Mr. LAIRD. It is only an act of justice. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do notcare to discuss the subject, and ask a vote. 
We have already voted it down once. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 27, noes 
36. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Thereare two sections of this bill which have been 
reserved—the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. Biecs] 
in regard to the desert-land act, and also the feature in regard to coal, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.SmirH]. Iask 
to go back now to these two provisions. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have an amendment to offer before we leave 
this ph of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. *Very well. 

The amendment of Mr. WHEELER was read, as follows: 


Add as a new section: 

“Seo. —. That after the Ist day of January, 1890, all the public lands of the 
United States which have not otherwise been disposed of prior to that date 
shall be subject to homestead entry and occupation under the provisions and 
limitations of the homestead laws.” 


Mr. WHEELER. That amendment makes the provision general. 
The intimation from several gentlemen that they would favor it if it 
was made general encourages me to offer the amendment in this form. 
When it was proposed to limit it to Alabama alone it had been sug- 
gested by one or more gentlemen that they did not desire its applica- 
tion to extend so as to include their States in its operation. I think 
this amendment should be adopted. 

I think that after a certain period of years these lands that have 
not been disposed of ought to be so placed that the homesteader can 
go upon the lands and by an honest residence there acquire title and 
secure it for his home. ‘The only objection urged is that frauds might 
be perpetrated. I say that it is in the power of the Government and 
of the officials of the Government to prevent fraud. The frauds which 
have been perpetrated heretofore have taught our officials the proper 
method of preventing them; and I believe if the amendment is adopted 
it will result in giving homes to many men who otherwise could not 
obtain them; and with the provisions now against fraud, I do not believe 
there will be any fraud under the homestead law. 

I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, to be persistent in this matter, but I do 
hope the House will adopt this amendment, so that after this period 
of three years our citizens may go to any part of our public domain in 
this broad land and obtain homes for themselves and families wher- 
ever these lands are to be found, and notwithstanding the Jands they 
choose to select may have been classified as lands chiefly valuable for 
timber or mineral. 

If the land they select is fit for a home, I say let any honest citizen 
of our country take it and make a home, and if there happens to be 
mineral under the soil let the man who has complied with the provis- 
ions of the homestead law have the benefit of it. If it proves to be 
valuable, let the profit accrue to him. It will not hurt this great 
Government. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I think the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama is a very proper one. His first amendment, which ap- 
plied simply to Alabama, I did not feel it proper to support, for the 
reason that it made an exception; but the present amendment em- 
braces all the country, every State and Territory, and it seems to be 
quite appropriate to be adopted on a bill of this character. 

The present bill, with all respect to the committee, is framed in a 
manner which rules against the poor man, the very men whom you 
pretend to favor. They pretend to say that they are to have the lands 
in preference to other people, that they are held for the benefit of the 
people, when in truth, if you examine the merits of the bill, you will 
chat the plan adopted rules against the poor and in favor of the 
nme man. 

Why should these lands be reserved and classified as mineral lands 
any more than the agricultural lands? I can tell you that in my own 
State where there are agricultural lands there is a difference between 
them of from $5 to $10 and even to $15 an acre, according to the soil 
and location; and if it is true that it is right for the Government to 
classify the public lands into mineral and agricultural, then I hold 
that they should make the additional classification of the agricultural 
lands, if it is the business of the country to make money out of the 
public. Whyshould the Government begrudge you or me or any other 
man who goes West and has’the fortune to locate upon a piece of land 
that happens, as afterwards ascertained, to have coal or mineral de- 
posits in it? Surely, if we are fortunate enough to make a good selec- 
tion the Government loses nothing. The whole purport of the bill we 
are told is intended for the benefit of poor people, but by the method 
adopted the poor man can not buy these lands, and can not locate upon 
mineral lands; and the result is that he is deprived of the opportunity 
of purchasing because the price is beyond his reach. The effect of such 
a provision as this is that the capitalist and the monopolist get pos- 
session of the mineral lands; and this same principle has brought about 
the monopolies of iron and coal about which we hear so much. The 
lands are practically reserved for them. If those lands are thrown 
open to the people to locate upon, then we will have less oppression 
from monopoly. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a single word before 
asking fora vote. I have a very kindly feeling for my colleague, and 
yet I must insist that before he makes another speech he shall read the 
bill under consideration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I have read it, but I will read it again. 


Mr. HOLMAN. When my friend has read the bill he will not make 
any such speech, Not having read the bill at all, my friend reaches a 
conclusion and makes a discovery that nobody else has reached or made. 
All that I insist on is that my friend shall read the bill. Y 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will state to my colleague from Indiana 
that I have read the bill, and I will read it to him to convince him that 
he has that classification in it if he wants to hear it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill is explicitly and wholly a homestead law. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Have not you $10 an acre on that land? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under that ten-dollar provision all our public lands 
are now subject to be sold and the cash turnedinto the Treasury. The 
object of this bill is to secure the public lands to actual settlers. You 
can not apply the homestead principle to mountains and forests where 
there is no land to cultivate. You can not give toa rich miner, such 
as I would suppose my friend to be representing if I did not know his 
integrity, a whole quarter-section in a rich mining district. My friend 
must read the bill. I disclaim any such purpose as he mentions. 
Every acre of land adapted for agricultural purposes is secured for the 
benefit of the actual settlers. 

The question was put on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER, and the 
Chair was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and thereupon there were—ayes 11, noes 44. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House carry out 
its engagement and go back to the former section. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have an amendment to submit to section 29, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the act of March 3 1887, entitled “An act to exempt the pubiic lands in 
Alabama from the operation of the laws in relation to mineral lands,” shall re- 
main in full force and effect, 

Mr. WHEELER. In1883a law was passed which exempted the min- 
eral lands of Alabama from the operation of the mineral-land laws. It 
may be a question whether that law is repealed by this act or not, and I 
would like toget an expression upon this subject. I would like to have 
a direct declaration that the law of 1883 is not repealed. Isimply ask 
that we remain where Congress has putus. Let the law stand in regard 
to Alabama as it was enacted on the 3d of March, 1883. If it was wise 
to exempt the lands of Alabama from the operation of the mineral laws 
in 1883 the same wisdom dictates that it should be done to-day. The 
lands are the same, and any change in the condition of that section of 
our country is a change which has increased and not diminished the 
necessity for the provision adopted then and asked fornow. If, assome 
contend, the bill being considered does not repeal the law of March 3, 
1883, it can do no harm for us to plainly make that declaration. Ido 
not wish to detain the House. I do not wish to obstruct the passage 
of the bill. I want to have it passed, but I want to have it passed in 
such a way as to do the most good possible. I hope the House will let 
a declaration be made that the law of March 3, 1883, is not repealed by 
this act. 

The question was put on the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I call for a division. y 

The House divided; anå there were—ayes 6, noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin in regard to coal lands may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 2 by striking out all of said section after the word “ provided,” 
in the seventh line, and insert: x 

‘Provided, however, That all the deposits of coal or iron on the lands of the 
United States are hereby reserved to the United States, and no future ntor 
patent from the United States shall be held to include such deposits: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall prevent the owner of any land acquired 
subject to the exceptions and reservations of this section from using such de- 
posits for his own private use: Provided further, That neither the right of the 
Government of the United States to control and bbs, lyre the disposition of sach 
deposits and working therein, nor the right of said Government to enter upon 
the land containing such deposits, either by its officers, agents, or lessees, shall 
ever be questioned; and the provisions of this section shall be expressed in all 
grants and patents for land hereafter disposed of by the United States.” 


To which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB] proposes the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

After the words ‘‘ United States,” in the second line, insert the following: 

“Except on the land sold as coal or iron land.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to submit a proposition tothe House, and I 
do it with a good deal of diffidence. I feel very anxious that our coal 
lands shall, if possible, not be subject to any form of monopoly; yet 
certainly we can accomplish that purpose by legislation which will be 
in harmony with our land system and our practice heretofore in regard 
to the public domain. I wish to submit as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SmrrH] the proposition 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘That as to all lands hereafter sold the United States expressly reserves from 
sale all coal deposits therein; but, notwithstanding this express reservation 
the purchaser of any such lands, his heirs, lessees, and assigns may mine an 
orynone of coalin any such land until such time as Congress in its discretion 
shall determine that the public good requires further legislation in relation 


thereto, and shall by general laws take the control of any such coal deposits for 
the purpose only of protecting the same from monopoly and securing the prods 
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uct thereof at reasonable prices to the people, and such reservation shall be ex- 
ye ig aa patents issued for land hereafter disposed ‘of under the provisions 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not wish to discuss this proposition; and as 
time is becoming very precious to us, I ask unanimous consent that a 
vote be taken upon it as a substitute for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, and that the vote be taken without debate, be- 
cause both sides of the House fully understand both propositions. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, as a part of my remarks I 
wish to have the Clerk read what I send to the desk, merely saying by 
way of preface that I am inclined to prefer the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin to the substitute proposed by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following to the amendment of Mr, Surra, of Wisconsin, printed on 


page 5 of amendments: R 
* Provided, That the Government of the United States shall pay to the owner 


of the lands such damages as he may sustain on account of any use that may be 
made of his landsin any coal m; to be as- 
certained and under rules and lations to be by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, with the approval of the President; and the Secretary of 
the Interior shall report to Co: at each session thereof all proceedings and 
findings done and had under the provisions of this section for such action as it 
may see OPARI SaS thereon, and no claim or award under the of 
this act shall be paid until Congress shall make a8 apportion r. 
“Szo. —. That whenever any deposits of coal are covered in any lands here- 
after disposed of by the United States, which deposits are by this act reserved 
to the United States, the Secretary of the Interior, under rules and regulations 
to be prescribed by him, with the approval of the President, may license any 
person or pear Pr ie of persons, citizens of the United States, to open up, de- 
velop, mine, remove, dispose ape Bee : Provided, no license 
continue for a period longer than years, but the same may be renewed 
upon like conditions: And provided further, That no railroad Seier wiry, sea 
or corporation, or other person, company, or corporation engaged in the busi- 
ness of common shall receive any license to mine such coal, or be per- 
mitted to have any interest, directly or indirectly, in the 
ownership of any coal mines under the provisions of 
further, That peed reg or association of persons shall 
‘authorized to or operate, or be gape , in the 
holding or operation of more than 80 acres of such coal lands at any one time: 
And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may at any time re- 
voke and annul any license granted under the provisions of this act, for any 
violation of law or of the rules and regulations of the Department, by any li- 
censce or those claiming under him.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask for the previous question on the bill and 
pending amendments. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Speaker, I have not very much to say 
about these amendments or about this bill, but I want to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that all things in relation to all men 
can not be limited and regulated ina public land bill. Weare told in 
this bill that each individual shall be allowed to take 160 acres of land 
and each association 320 acres. No lawyer that I have ever seen, no 
lawyer who had ten clients proposing to go into an association would 
permit them to do so in order to take lands under this bill. 

Any lawyer of common sense having ten clients who wished to form 
an association in the ownership of coal lands would first get 160 acres 
of Jand for each, and then having obtained the individual patents would 
form the association. Thus, those ten men, instead of owning 320 
acres, would own 1,600 acres. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendments just now offered are in the same line 
of foolishness. What boots it to insert in the bill provisos that patents 
shall not be granted for land having coal underneath it when the bill 
in its very terms provides that the surveyors and geologists shall classify 
this Jand, and that the agricultural land shall first be sold at $1.25 an 
acre? Ifsome time or other coal be found below the surface of that 
land the man does not get his patent; the man who pays $10 an acre 
for coal lands does not get his patent. The bill does not say what it 


means. 
Let us say in our legislation what 


, conduct, or 


Now let us legislate “‘straight.’’ 
we mean. If we mean to give toa man 160 acres of coal land at $10 
an acre, let him take it. If he should happen to find under it 2 feet 
of iron ore, as often hap, in my county, why should he not be al- 
lowed the advantage? If he happens to find a piece of quartz witha 
little gold, why not let him take it? If he wants to go into ner- 
ship with a man who owns the next section, why should he not be al- 
lowed to do so? 

If you pass such legislation as this, what is its effect? The honest 
settler who buys 160 acres of farming land, or the honest miner who 
buys 160 acres of coal land, is not safe in his title until the day when 
Gabriel’s trump shall blow, because there may be underneath thatland 
a grain of iron or a grain of gold. 

Sir, you can not legislate against all the possibilities of the future. 
Legislate in honest, clear, common-sense terms, and let the future take 
care of itself. I have enough faith in the people to believe that when 
the time comes we can find whatever remedy we may require to re- 
strain monopoly. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now rise for the pope of calling the previous 
question on the bill and pending amendments. But I yield a moment 
to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], who desires to correct 
a clerical error. 

Mr. HERMANN. The language of section 27, in lines 8, 9, and 10, 
is as follows: 


And no owner, master, or consi 


ee of any vessel, or owner, director, or 
agents, agent of any railroad, shall 


owingly transport the same. 


I move to amend by striking out the word “same” and inserting 
“*such timber.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now call the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Isent 
up an amendment which was read in my time, and which I desired to 
have voted upon. Under the operation of the previous question will 
there be a vote on that amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; upon all amendments which are pend- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] calls the previous question with 
the ing that the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri shall be considered as pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before insisting on the previous question I must 
yield a moment to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SEYMOUR], who 
desires to offer an amendment. 

i Mr. SEYMOUR. I move to amend by adding to section 11 the fol- 
owing: 
Any portion aband military reservation located 
an A eter} city may any apart (Bey OINA. by ane ofthe Presidents 
for public purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now insist on the call for the previous question 
upon the bill and pending amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. k 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Sarrn]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Copp] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin, ‘The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the words “‘ United States,” in the second line of the amendment, insert 
“except on the lands sold as coal or iron lands,” 


The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is next on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


ong OS 
Mr. AVER. Iask that the substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. RYAN. To what lands does this apply? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It applies to all coal lands hereafter sold. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I make a point of order on this amendment. 
The House having already those sections of the bill in which 
the classification of agricultural lands, coal lands, and mineral lands 
is provided for, I submit that this amendment is not in order, because 
it isin effect a reconsideration of those sections which have been N 

Mr. WEAVER. Therightto return to this proposition was expressly 


reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCuLLoGH] that the section proposed to be 
amended was passed informally, to be recurred to for the-purpose of 
offering amendments. The question is on the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Indiana for the amendment of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr, SMITH, of Wisconsin, Iam ready to accept that substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Still, it must be voted on, 

The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, there were— 
ayes 32, noes 22. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. 
HOLMAN and Mr. COBB. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to say a word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is pending. 

Mr. COBB. I ask for just one minute to make a statement, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not unless time is given for reply. 

Mr. COBB. I do not wish to enter into debate, but merely to make 
an explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
utes on each side? 

There was no objection, and if was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COBB. Here is a provision thrust into this bill by the commit- 
tee. 

Mr, HOLMAN. 


Is there objection toallowing two min- 


Oh, no; the committee did no‘ authorize it, 
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Mr. COBB. Then it was suggested by the chairman of the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I offered it as a substitute. 

Mr. WEAVER. I consider it an honor to anybody to have brought 
iż forward. 

Mr. COBB. If gentlemen will allow me I will go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. COBB. Coming as it does from the chairman of the committee, 
it has weight which it would not have if it came from anybody else. 
Here is an important measure put into this bill and hurried through 
without debate, affecting the policy of the Government in regard to 
yee lands and seriously affecting the interests of our constituents. 

t is such a proposition I will not allow to pass without the presence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to have one minute for reply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolinais 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only condition prescribed by the substitate 
is that the Federal Government shall reserve mineral coal until such 
time as it thinks fit tomake regulations to dispose of them or permit 
them to be mined. 

Mr. WEAVER. They have the right to mine them now. 

FA TILLMAN. Yes, purchasers have that right as the substitute 
s. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, four railroad companies have virtually absorbed 
control of every acre of the large anthracite coal fields in Pennsylvania. 
Jay Gould, I am told by ible authority, has already acquired 
title to all the best coal lands in the State of Missouri, and that he is 
seeking such lands in Arkansas and Texas, as well as elsewhere in the 
West. The gentleman from Alabama knows, and if he does not I 
know the railroad corporations have virtually absorbed all the best bi- 
tuminous coal lands. 

Mr. McRAE. Under this bill they can only get 160 acres. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ah, but how easily canarailway corporation buy up 
each 160 acres that may be taken by a hundred or even a thousand 

as has been done in Pennsylvania. All the lands of Penn- 
sylvania were once public land belonging to the State.: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask by unanimous consent that the vote be first 
taken on the amendment of my friend from California [Mr. Bicas] 
which was passed over yesterday. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I have another provision in reference to railroad 
corporations taking up coal lands, which was also passed over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us take up and act upon the provision of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Biacs]. I ask that be done by unan- 
imous consent, 

Mr. OATES. There is a misunderstanding on the floor in to 
the meaning of the amendment. If I understood it aright I do not 
think it is objectionable, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask by unanimous consent that the vote be first 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. Bigas]. 

Mr. FORD. I object, and I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to makeastatement. I believe I can expedite 
this business if permitted to proceed. [Cries of ‘‘ Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only business in order is that the 
tellers shall resume their places. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The previous question having been 
ordered on the bill and amendment, will this not come up to-morrow as 
the unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have asuggestion to make that I think will meet 
the difficulty. Give usa yea-and-nay vote without debate immediately 
after the reading of the Journal in the morning on the adoption of the 
substitute of the gentleman from Indiana, and there will be no further 
objection as far asI am concerned, and I believe that will meet the ap- 
proval of everybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
termine. 

Mr. COBB. I will agree to that. Ido not know but that I may 

to this after I have had time to consider it. But it has been 
thrust upon us here so that we have not had an opportunity to examine 


Thatis, of course, for the House to de- 


it. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman from Alabama agrees to my sug- 

ion. I want a square vote on the proposition. That is all. 

Mr, MCKENNA. This a remarkable proposition. You sell your 
coal lands at $10 an acre and keep your coal. Did you ever know of 
any government doing such a thing as that? 

Mr. WEAVER. Did you ever know of any government sustaining 
monopolies? 

Mr. BIGGS. I want one minute to explain my amendment before 
it is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, and the tellers will take 
their places. 


Mr. WEAVER. Will the Chair submit my request to the House? 

Mr. McCULLOGH. We can not order the yeas and nays here. 

Mr. WEAVER. Why not? If we can have a yea-and-nay vote 
there will be no further objection. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Because you have got to call it by one-fifth 
of the members then present. 

Mr. WEAVER. We can order the yeas and nays and then adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. order. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 36 members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Now, a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
Honse should adjourn, would the call of the yeas and nays be the first 
thing in order after the reading of the Journal in the morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter for the then occupant 
of the chair to determine. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Iask unanimous consent to extend the time 
until 6 o’clock to consider this matter. 

Mr. McCREARY. Irise to the point of order that such a request 
is not in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question is upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered; and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 27 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10626) for the relief of Charles Gal- 
lagher—to the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. DELANO: A bill (H. R. 10627) granting a pension to George 
W. Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 10628) authorizing the constrac- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River, between Clay County and 
Jackson County, Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Wash- 
ington Ryan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10630) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Miller Demaway—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10631) granting a pensien to John Vincent—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10632) for the relief of James 
E. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: Memorial of Charles Gallagher, of New York City, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of citizens of Buena Vista, Miss., to amend 
the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of D. C. Carmichael, administrator of 
Hamilton Carmichael, of W. J. Henard, of John P. Sloan, executor of 
Mohala J. Mayse, of Mary A. Pougle, of R. G. Netherland, of Mahalia 
Rucher, and of Sallie Green, widow of Thomas Green, of Tennessee, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. DAVIS: Memorial of the New York Yearly Meeting of 
Friends, against the traffic in intoxicating liquors with the native races 
of Africa and the Western Pacific Islands—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the same for the establishment of a court of inter- 
national arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of William Crews, of George S. Cunning- 
ham, of Nathaniel Harper, of Thomas Hutchinson, and of Sandy Hines, 
of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of William George, of Mason County, West 
Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Ceurt of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Margaret S. Lewis for a widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Nolan and Fisher Coun- 
ties, Texas, in favor of schedule of duties on wool, as agreed upon by 
the wool-growers and woolen-manufacturers of Washington on Jan- 
uary 14, 1888—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, 
Commercial Exchange, Maritime Exchange, Drug Exchange, and Ves- 
sel Owners and Captains’ Association, of Philadelphia, against Senate 
hill 1448 and House bill 4923—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 
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By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Nancy E. Wilson, of Fulton 
County, and of John M. Trimble, of Campbell County, Georgia, for ref- 
ae of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

Jaims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of E. W. Eggleston, of William- 
son County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 57 citizens of Montgomery County, 
Pennsylvania, against the admission of Utah as a State with polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 236 citizens of Stutsman and Ransom Coun- 
ties, Dakota. 


° 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. FREDERICK D. Power, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of April 30, 1888, a complete list of the laborers, skilled 
laborers, messengers, model-attendants, and other persons below the 
classified service who have been appointed or employed in the Interior 
Department in Washington since March 4, 1885; also a list of all per- 
sons who have been appointed in that Departmentin Washington since 
March 4, 1885, to any position, class, or grade, who have been since 
their appointment or are now employed in a position, class, or grade 
- different from the one to which they were appointed, giving in detail 
the change in position, rank, or grade of employment in regard to each 
person separately; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Oakley, 
Kans., praying for the of what is known as the Outhwaite 
Union Pacific funding bill; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Rail- 
way Commission. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Pierce, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Outhwaite Union 
Pacific funding bill; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the President’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Rail- 
way Commission. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of the Omaha Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the passage of ‘‘what is known as the 
Wilson bill.’’ I take it this is a bill which has originated in the House 
of Representatives, providing for the imposition of double customs du- 
ties upon property transported through Canada. Perhaps the memo- 
rial should be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and 
I move its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of John Thomas Vincent, 
late a private in Company G, First Regiment of Maryland Valtigeurs, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the Randolph and Kansas 
City Bridge Company, praying for the passage of a bill for the construc- 
tion of a ponton draw-span bridge across the Missouri River. I also 
present a petition numerously signed by citizens of Clay County, Mis- 
souri, and a petition of citizens of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 

of the same bill. I move the reference of the petitions to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BROWN. I present a petition of the board of commissioners 
of the village of Summerville, near Augusta, Ga., praying that an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 be made for the purpose of boring, constructing, 
and equipping an artesian well at the Augusta arsenal. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow of 


John Herbst, late private, Company G, One hundred and fortieth Reg- 
iment of New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. pout granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon, : 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air-Line Rail- 
road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, 
in Laurens County, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway Company the right to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Montana; and 

A bill (H. R. 3523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road. : 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were refer 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birming- 
ham Railroad Company to build bridges across the Black Warrior River 
and the Tombigbee River, in Alabama; and 

A biil (H. R. 5095) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Wabasha, Minn., to report it 
adversely, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at Ponca, Nebr., to report it ad- 
versely, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indéfinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. These bridge bills come so much asa matter of 
course that I hope the Senator from Missouri will excuse me if I ask 
the reason for the adverse report. 

Mr. VEST. The difficulty in that case is that there is no corpora- 
tion, but simply an association of a number of individuals, and whether 
it is even an association doesnot appear. Therule of our committee is 
not to give permission to build a bridge across a navigable stream 
simply to a collection of individuals, Nobody is responsible in such 
a case, and they may sell ont from day to day, so that we do not know 
who has the authority at last. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that has been the rule of the 
committee, and certainly no exception can be taken to that practice; 
but I understand that there is in the hands of the committee a Senate 
bill granting the right to build a bridge at the same locality, which is 
not subject to the objection stated by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; the very same objection ap- 
plies to that bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is there no corporation stated in it? 

Mr. VEST. There is no corporation; and I call the attention of the 
Senator who offered it—I think it was the Senator's colleague—to the 
fact that the defect exists in that bill also. In the mean time the 
House bill comes before ns in the same condition and subject to the 
same objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We will try to remedy that difficulty before 
the session closes. 

Mr. VEST. That is all the trouble. I did not go any further with 
the bill, because that is a rule we established after long experience, and 
that caused the adverse report. 

I beg leave to state to the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], as he 
makes a side remark in to it, that it is not a question of right 
atall. We admit the right, but we found out in one or two instances, 
when we gave that right simply to individuals, that they would sell 
out, and there was nobody amenable to the power of Congress if an 
alteration had to be made in the bridge. As a matter of course, Con- 
gress could not hunt up Mr. Smith, Mr. Jones, and Mr. Brown, or 
their successors or assigns, through the country and serve writs upon 
them if the bridge should become a nuisance and be an obstruction to ' 
navigation, Therefore we have adopted the rule that there must be 
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some corporation which is amenable to the laws of Congress and to its 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. CALL, Idid not propose to take any part in this discussion. 
I happened to make a side remark which I still maintain is a very cor- 
rect one, and which the Senator from Missouri has in no respect an- 
swered. I understand ‘the objection he makes to this bill on the part 
of the committee is that the grantee of this franchise is not a corpora- 
tion, and that the right to build a bridge was denied because it was 
not an artificial person, the assumption being that certain peculiar rights 
attach to an artificial person which as a matter of public policy should 
be favored so much as to refuse the grant of a public franchise to a 
natural person or an association of natural persons, and to require them 
to become an artificial person incorporated by law. I know of no dif- 
ference between the rights which can be given by law to a corporation 
and those which can be given to a natural person; they are the same 
in their responsibility and subjection to law, in theory at least, and in 
fact the law is much more easily enforced against natural than artificial 
persons. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not make any such 
statement. Ido not claim that there are any peculiar rights. I sim- 
ply say, as a question of expediency and policy, that the right ought 
not to be given to a lot of individuals. We have found that out by ex- 
perience. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator’s argument demands it, and necessarily 
demands it; I speak not of what he individually claims, A corporation 
is nothing but a person, an artificial person, and differs in no respect in 
its rights nor in its powers except in the right of succession. 

Keg VEST. No lawyer disputes that. ‘That is not the question at 
all. 

Mr. CALL. Butthe Senator’s argument disputes it. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; my argument does not. I 
simply say that Congress under the decision of the Supreme Court has 
the unquestionable right to remove any bridge which turns out to be 
an obstruction to navigation. In order todo that it must serve notice 
upon the persons to whom that right has been given, either by a State 
or by Congress itself. In one instance, in the State of Illinois, this 
right was granted toa number of individuals, It was afterwards found 
necessary to serve notice upon them, which is just and proper in all 
suth cases, that the bridge must be altered or removed, because it had 
been found to bea nuisance and obstruction to navigation. We found 
that the persons to whom the right had been originally given had sold 
out, and it became in that case impossible to ascertain who were the 
law!fu) owners of the bridge. If it had been a corporation no such dif- 
ficulty would haveexisted. Ifit had been anartificial person we could 
easily have served notice upon it, or if it had sold, on its assigns. That 
is the whole point in the case. 

Mr. PADDOCK and Mr. CALL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest that we can take up this question when the 
bridge billscomeup. Iwant te finish my reports from the Committee 
on Commerce, ` 

Mr. CALL. I propose to make an observation. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Florida wants to discuss the ques- 
tion he will have ample oppormnity hereafter. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. ident— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri is entitled 
to the floor, and has been recognized to make reports from a committee. 
Does he yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understood the Senator from Missouri to refer 
to the fact that I had introduced a similar bill. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not remember who introduced it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not remember to have introduced such a bill. 

Mr. VEST. Then I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In reference to the bill just reported, I wish to 
say that it can be very easily corrected. 

Mr. VEST. I sup’ so. I have stated the only trouble. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I agree fully with the Senator in his views as to 
the framework of the bill. Probably it had better go to the Calen- 
dar. 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska de- 
sire to have the bill placed on the Calendar with the adverse report? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. It can be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1701) 
authorizing the construction of a high wagon-bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Sioux City, Iowa, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F, D. Hoit, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn, reported it 
withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I report back from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations the bill (S. 343) for the encouragement of closer commercial re- 
lationship, and in the interest of and the perpetuation of peace between 
the United States and the Republics of Mexico and Central and South 
America and the Empire of Brazil, and I ask that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, the material provisions of the 
bill having been already incorporated in a bill that is now a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill if there be no objection. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

A bill t R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Jeffersonville Hospital. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Co mmerce, reported an amend 
ment intended to be proposed to the sund™ y civil appropriation bill 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a report 
to accompany the bill (S. 707) providing for the purchase of a site and 
the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light- 
House Department, heretofore reported. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to accompany 
a bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site and 
the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the mouth of 
the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon, heretofore reported. 


CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES. 


Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala., to report it 
with the recommendation that the Senate concur in the first and non- 
concur in the second amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first House amendment will be 
reported. 

Fhe CHIEF CLERK. On 1, line 20, after the word ‘‘ bridge,” 
the House of Representatives inserted the following: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies. : 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 
3, at the end of line 3, to add: 

And if said bridge shall not be finished within two scars from the passage of 
this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and void. 

Mr. VEST. That same provision, I will state, is found in the billas 
passed by theSenate. Therefore there is no necessity for the amend- 
ment, I think it was an oversight. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses? 

Mr. VEST. I move that a conference be requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President protempore was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. SAW- 
YER, and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. 

Mr. VEST. I am also instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 1626) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee, to 
report in favorof concurring in the firstand non-concurringin thesecond 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 20, after the word “bridge,” 
the House of Representatives inserted: 


And equal privileges in the use of said bridgeshall be granted to all telegraph 
companies. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the House 
of Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, at the end of line 28, the House of 
Representatives added the following: 

And if said bridge shall not be finished within prt emi from the passage of 
this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and void. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... I wish to suggest toadd to the amendment of the 
committee to the first paragraph, after the word ‘‘ companies,’’ the 
words ‘‘and the United States,” so that if the United States should 
ever have a telegraph we should have the right to use the bridge for _ 
telegraph purposes. Sah we : 

Mr. VEST. That same provision is in the bill. 


The amendments of the House of 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. | It isin the bill already ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, in another portion of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right then. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 6 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. DoLPH were appointed. 

Mr. VEST. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back a number of Senate bills to which there were formal amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives, with the recommenda- 
tion that the Senate concur in the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be severally reported 
by their titles andthe amendments of the House of Representatives 
considered, if there be no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwest Ar- 
kansas and Indian Territory Railroad to build a bridge across the Oua- 
chita River, in Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 15, after the word “ bridge,”’ 
insert: 


And ‘equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The House of Representatives inserted as new 
sections the following: 

Sec. 4. That the bridge hereby authorized to be constructed may be used by 
any other railroad company desiring to cross the Ouachita River at the point 
where said bridge is built, The amount of com ion to be paid the corpo- 
ration controlling said bridge shall be fixed by the parties; and in the event of 
their being pope's A to on the amount, the Secretary of War shall establish 
such rate of compensation. The right of Congress to repeal, alter, or amend the 
provisions of this act is hereby expressly reserved. 

Sec. 5. That unless the construction of this bridge be commenced within one 
and completed within three years after the passage of this act, all privileges con- 
ferred hereby shall become null and void, 

The amendment was concurred in. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill reported will he stated. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a 
railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near Muscatine, Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 5, after the word ‘“‘ bridge,’’ in- 
sert: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telegraph 
companies. 


The amendment of the House of 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, 
Nebr., and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, line 16, after “‘ United States,” the 
House of Representatives inserted the following: 

i said bri 
a a Sra Ven Unies Paate hail BAVA IES EEO wus EROAAN brite 
and its approaches for postal telegraph purposes, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia 
River Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Columbia River, between the State of Oregon and the Territory of 
Washington, and to establish it as a post-road. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, at the end of line 20, the House of 
Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to alltelegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said 
bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was concurred in. ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 16, after the word ‘‘ bridge,” 
the House of Representatives inserted: 


And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies. Á 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, 
in the State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2; line 26, after the word ‘“‘ bridge,” 
the House of Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telegraph 
companies. 

The amendment was concurred in. > 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Red River of the North. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 30, after the word *‘ bridge,” 
the House of Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock 
and Alexandria Railway Company to maintain and construct a bridge 
across Bayou D’ Arbonne, in Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 23, after “‘ United States,” the 
House of Representatives inserted: 
ccenpaniner God tne United States shall Baye the righted way AUTOT sald Pcie 
and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction 
of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Clinton, Iowa. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of _ 


Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 31, after the word ‘‘bridge,” 
the House of Representatives inserted: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. FRYE. Iwas instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to report to the Senate a resolution that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations ‘‘ be authorized to employ the necessary assistants for 
the examination and revision of the statistical and other information 
collected by the said committee,’’ etc. I suppose under the rules it 
will be necessary to refer the resolution to the Committee on Contin- 


gent Expenses. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to employ 
the necessary assistants for the exeestuatts n and revision of the statistical and 
other information collected by the said committee, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate which ebruary 8, 1888, directing the said committee™to 
prepare for the use of the Senate certain information touching the commercial 
relations of the Dominion of Canada and the United States and other subjects 
as are fully set forth in said resolution, and that the necessary expenses thereof 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its di tto 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, and agreed to the 
same: ; 

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, 
widow of James Woodrum, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Hettie K. Painter. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 1669) authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana 
Bridge avd Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge 
over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss.; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, Crisp, Mr. PHELAN, and Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Iowa, managers at the conference on its part. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3222) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kansas City, 
Mo., and a point 5 miles below said city; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3223) to authorize the 
construction of railroad bridges over the St. Mary’s and St. John’s 
Rivers, in the States of Georgia and Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3224) for the res- 
toration of William C. Spencer, of Maryland, to the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. i { 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3225) for the relief of David Mor- 
row; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3226) granting the Leavenworth Rapid 
Transit Railway Company the right to construct and operate its rail- 
road through a portion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, 
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Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 3 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a wig 3227) suistive to the rules and 
regulations allowing projections from buildings and permitting carria, ge- 
ways across sidewalks in the city of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3228) to reduce the bureaus and improve 
the organization of the Navy Department; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3229) to establish ¢ light at or 
near Cedar River Point, at the mouth of Cedar River, Green Bay, Michi- 
gan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Cole; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions= 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3231) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a railroad from Sturgis, Lawrence County, 
Dakota Territory, to some point on the Burlington and Missouri River 
Railroad, in Wyoming Territory, to the west of the Black Hills; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Adam 
Velten; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3233) for the relief 
of James H. Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3234) to provide for writs of error to the 
district court of the United States for the western district of Arkansas 
in certain cases; which was zead twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In presenting this bill I desire to call the 
especial attention of the Committee on the Judiciary to the wrong 
which the bill is designed to remedy. 

The district court of the United States sitting at Fort Smith has 
jurisdiction of a large extent of the Indian country. It is almost con- 
stantly in session and tries a great number of capital felonies at every 
term. Scarcely a term of that court passes without the conviction in 
capital cases of from half a dozen to a dozen men. The court being 
situated in the western part of the State of Arkansas, just on the line 
of the Indian country, it is not easily accessible to the circuit judge 
for that circuit, and the statutes provide that the district judge shall 
sit with circuit-court powers. The result is that in all capital cases 
where numbers of men are tried for their lives and convicted and ex- 
etuted, there is no appeal; there is no other court authorized to ex- 
amine the trials and to correct any errors of law which may occur. 

This is an anomaly in our judicial system which, it seems to me, 
the commonest principles of humanity demand should be changed in 
some way. If Chief-Justice Marshall himself could rise from the dead 
and preside in the district court, I for one would believe that any 
American citizen brought before that court, tried for his life, and con- 
victed of a capital felony, if he thought he had suffered wrong at the 
hands of the court, ought to have the right to have the proceeding re- 
viewed. 

This state of things, I confess, Ido not know whether the bill Ihave 
presented will remedy in a proper way; but I hope that the able law- 
yers who constitute the Judiciary Committee, after their attention has 
been called to this wrong, if it exists, if the bill is not a proper one, 
will frame a bill and report it to the Senate, providing some sort of 
remedy for what seems to be an outrageous wrong. 

Mr. VEST. Bills have been reported from the Judiciary Committee 
for the establishment of courts in the Indian Territory and doing away 
with courts having outside criminal jurisdiction. Until those bills are 
disposed of and the policy of the Government in regard to that Terri- 
tory as to judicial functions is settled, very little can be done in the 
direction suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. 

I agree with him entirely, however, omitting any discussion on the 
other bills, that some appellate jurisdiction should be provided. It is 
not using language too strong to say that it isa shame and outrage 
upon our civilization that human beings are found by the half dozen— 
not one; that attracts no attention at Fort Smith now, but six ata 
time—under the judgment of a single man, with the verdict of a jury 
not of the vicinage, but of a State outside of the Territory where these 
people live, and there is no appeal from that decision. 

Whilst the laws of the United States give appellate jurisdiction to 
the Supreme Court as to matters of property over a certain amount, 
here, where the lives of human beings are at stake, for years men have 
been executed without any right to ask the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States whether it be judicial murder or not. 

I agree fully with the Senator from Arkansas, but until these other 
matters are disposed of it is hardly possible that we shall arrive at any 
conclusion as to the present bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to bave the bill referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ‘I did not hear the concluding sentence 
of the Senator from Missouri, but I donot understand that he objected 
to the reference of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3235) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George L. Warren; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George A. Washburn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompauvying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH and Mr. PLUMB submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


HETTIE K. PAINTER. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ar ee votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Het- 
tie K. Painter, having met, after a full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend totheir respective Houses as follows: 

That the House concur in the Senate amendment to the said bill. 


J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
CARLOS FRENCH, 
E. N. MORRILL, 
> Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House of Representatives hay- 
ing concurred, no further action is required by the Senate. 


MARY M. BRIGGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 899) for the relief of 
Mary M. Briggs, which was, in line 5 of the bill, to strike out ‘‘twenty- 
five” and insert ‘“‘twelve.’”’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move thatthe Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


RIVERE AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning bus- 
iness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves to 
lay aside the pending order, that the Senate may proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the committee" 
will be acted on as they are reached in the reading of the bill, unless 
objection be made. 

The Chief Clerk ed to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was, 
in section 1, after line 15, to insert: 

For commencing the construction of a breakwater from Mount Desert to Por- 
cupine Island, Maine, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 20, to increase the ap- 
propriation for “improving harbor at Portland, Me.: Continuing im- 
provement,’’ from $25,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 23, after the words 
“ Back Cove,” to insert ‘‘ Portland Harbor;’’ and in line 24, before the 
word *‘thousand,’’ to strike out “‘fifteen”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: q 

Improving harbor at Back Cove, Portland Harbor, Maine: Continuing im- 
provement, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next-amendment was, in section 1, line 32, before the word 
“‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, New Hampshire: Continuing 
improvement on the enlarged plan, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 34, in the clause, ‘Improving harbor at Bur- 
lington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $25,000,” the committee 
have instructed me to offer an amendment increasing that amount to 
$40,000, striking out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and inserting ‘‘forty.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggesttotheSenator from Maine that we act upon 
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the committee amendments as they appear in print, and he can make 
a memorandum of and move afterwards other amendments. 
Mr. FRYE. There are only four throughout the whole bill. 
Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to any course the Senator proposes, 
but I think what I have suggested would be the better way. 
Mr. FRYE. As there are only four such amendments in the whole 
bill I thought it better to suggest them as they were reached. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Maine will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 34, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ forty; *’ so as to read: 
Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ~ 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, after line 34, to insert: 

Improving the channel between the islands of North Hero and South Hero, 
Lake Champlain, Vermont, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the clause ap- 
propriating $125,000 for improving the harbor of Boston, Mass., in line 
44, 


Mr. FRYE. The committee instruct me to move to add at the end 
of line 44 the following words: 

And so much thereof as may be necessary may be expended in extending the 
sea-wall at Gallup's Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce in section 1, line 92, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ten” and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ in line 93, 
after the word ‘‘harbor,’’ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and in line 94, after 
the word ‘‘breakwater,’’ to insert ‘‘and $5,000 for removing sand-bar 
at entrance of harbor;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Block Island, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, 
$15,000; of which sum $6,000 are for inner harbor, $4,000 for breakwater, an 
$5,000 for removing sand-bar at entrance of harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 108, after the word 
“breakwater,” to insert “and the Secretary of War is authorized, in 
his discretion, to expend any portion of said sum in commencing its 
construction;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $75,- 
000; and the Chief of Engineers may, if deemed necessary, relocate the west- 
ern breakwater; and the Secretary of War is authorized, in his discretion, to ex- 
pend any portion of said sum in commencing its construction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 114, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ $25,000 of which 
shall be expended in dredging and deepening the channel in the lower 
harbor up to Wilson’s Point;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

harbo' x ` vs ntinui ; 
aE fe ccpented’ ia dredging ANA deepening toe chanmn ta 
“the lower harbor up to Wilson’s Point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 123, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Milford, Conn.: To complete improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 127, after the words 
“two hundred,” to insert ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $250,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 128, after ‘‘New York,” 
to strike out ‘‘continuing”’ and insert ‘‘to complete;’’ and in line 129, 
after the word ‘timprovement,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert 
‘‘ninety-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, N. Y.: To complete improvement, $95,000. 

Mr. EVARTS. In regard to this item, will the chairman of the com- 
mittee allow me to ask, where is the propriety of reducing the House 
appropriation of $100,000 down to $95,000 ? 

Mr. FRYE. The report of the Chief of Engineers shows that in 
order to complete the entire improvement $95,000 are required. We 
can not properly go beyond that in the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. EVARTS. I would suggest, as no more will be expended than 
is required, that it is hardly worth while to make this amendment 
when perhaps the $5,000 may be wanted and necessary in some further 
consideration of the subject. ; 

Mr. FRYE. As the Engineer Department always makes an allow- 
ance of 15 to 20 per cent. for contingencies, there can not be any ques- 
tion about the $95,000 completing the work, and the bill would not 
look exactly right to have an increase over and above the entire amount 
that the Chief of eers says will be necessary. 

Mr. EVARTS. might be if the completion was certain for the 
amount, but I do not suppose it is. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. + 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, to strike out lines 131 and 
132, as follows: 
yo? ibd harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 135 and 
136, as follows: 

ootis harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 138, before the word 
‘í thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert ‘“‘ forty-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

e adi harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 141, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘ fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: * 

Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 145, after the word 
“improvement,” to insert: 

By deepening to 21 feet mean low water and widening the channel to 400 fect 
on the northerly side from the foot of Percival street, along the wharves to the 
23-foot curve, opposite the entrance to the Basin. 

And in line 149, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike ont 
“twenty” and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
by deepening to 21 feet mean low water and widening channel to 400 feet on 
the northerly side from the foot of Percival street, along the wharves to the 23- 
foot curve, opposite the entrance to the Erie Basin, $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 153, after the word 
tt dollars,” to insert: 


And the engineer in charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, may 
use such part of this appropriation for dredging and deepening the channel and 
harbor as he may deem proper. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$16,000. And the engineer in charge, with the approval of the Secretary of War, 
may use such part of this Dns corey for dredging and deepening the chan- 
nel and harbor as he may deem proper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 171, after the word ‘‘ New 
York,” to strike out ‘‘ Continuing ’’ and insert ‘‘To complete;’’ and in 
line 172, before the word *‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘five’”’ and insert 
“t seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Plattsburgh, N. Y.: Tocomplete improvement, $7,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section1, line 173, after ‘‘ New York,” 
to strike out *‘ Continuing ” and insert ‘‘'To complete;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Rondout, N, Y.: To complete improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 183, after ‘‘ New York,” 
to strike out ‘‘Continuing improvement” and insert ‘‘ For repair of 
dikes;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Saugerties, N, Y.: For repair of dikes, $12,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 191 and 
192, as follows: 

Improving and completing breakwater at entrance to Port Jefferson Harbor, 
New York, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 199, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,” to insert ‘‘ by dredging;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving channel between Staten Island and the New nag tf shore, New 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, by dredging, $15,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 199, to insert: 

Improving Arthur Kill, between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, 
New York and New Jersey: Dredging and straightening channel near Staten 
Island bridge, and removing the point of land westerly of same, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 205, before the word 
t‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘thirty-five;”’ so as 
to read: 
aporis harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey; Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 216, after the word 
“them,” to insert ‘‘and the shoals adjacent thereto,’’ and in line 219, 
before the words ‘“‘hundred and fifty thousand,” to strike out ‘‘two”’ 
and insert ‘‘five;’”? so as to read: 

Improving the harbor of apne ntor gob For the removal of Smith's Island 
and Windmill Island, in the State of Pennsylvania, and Petty's Island, in the 
State of New Jersey, or such of them and the acent thereto as 
may be required, and for the improvement of the harbor between the cities of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., $550,000, 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the chairman of the committee which of the 
islands are to be removed, Smith’s Island or Windmill Island, and what 
is the estimate of the cost of purchasing them ? 

Mr. FRYE. The cost of purchasing the islands will probably be, as 
the evidence appeared, about $600,000, and the cost of the entire im- 
provement, I think my recollection is, about two and a half million 
dollars. 


ollars. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me that this item deserves some con- 
sideration before it is adopted by the Senate. ‘There is ample room in 
front of Philadelphia for the shipping there. These islands are natural 
islands, and have been there always. We should understand what we 
are to do before we enter on a work to cost millions of dollars. I think 
the committee ought to state to the Senate what the probable cost ot 
this will be and what the necessity of it is. There is ample room for 
navigation there now, I believe. 

It is true that these islands lie between the shore on the Philadelphia 
side and the shore on the New Jersey side; but there are navigable 
pathways across there to any depth of water that is needed. Addi- 
tional pathways may be made by dredging, if necessary; but I do not 
understand that we should enter carelessly and indifferently on a work 
of this kind, which seems to me more a work of fancy than of real ne- 
cessity, at an expense of millions of dollars, 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is mistaken in supposing that in the har- 
bor of Philadelphia thereis ample room. With the present size of the 
ships used in commerce there is no room even for a ship to turn. The 
basin there is somewhat in the shape of a horseshoe, and the current 
is very sharp and presses in around the inner ring of this horseshoe, the 
wharves being around the ring. There is t depth of water near 
those wharves, but on account of that great depth of water they extend 
now as far out asthey can. Theseislands occupy a distance in length ot 
about 130 feet, and there are shoals both below and above the islands. 
For a distance of a half mile below Windmill Island there is less than 
12 feet of water. I read from the committee’s report: 


These two islands, with the adjacent shoals, thus panyarang form a contin- 
uous obstruction in the river opposite the centers of the water fronts in both 
Philadelphia and Camden, extending 1} miles, if we consideronly the portions 
of the shoals having less than 6 feet of water, or 2 miles if we include all of the 
shoals covered with less than 12 feet, The width of even the 12-foot channel be- 
tween this obstruction and the heads of the Philadelphia wharves, for 1} miles, is 
from 750 to 1,000 feet, and the wharves can only be extended by diminishing 
this width, already too small. The greatest length of these docks is but 260 feet, 
while, as is well known, the r ocean steamships are much longer. The 
part of the river on the Camden side of the islands is almost useless as a poruon 
of the harbor, as it is thus so thoroughly cut off from the Philadelphia side. 


I desire to say to the Senator from Texas that in the mind of the 
committee there was not the slightest question whatever about the pro- 
priety of the removal of these shoals and of these islands. I did not 
give the Senator the cost correctly. The costis probably about $3,500,- 
000 instead of $2,500,000 as I stated. 

The only question with the committee was as to the propriety of Con- 
gress purchasing the islands which it is proposed to remove. The 

roposition was made before the committee that Congress appropriate 
$300,000 towards the purchase of the islands, and I suppose the people 
of Philadelphia will furnish the rest. There was a discussion in rela- 
tion to it in the committee. Thechairman of the committee is free to 
say that he was opposed to appropriating any money for the purchase 
of the islands, believing that Philadelphia could purchase them itself 
instead of the United States, but the large majority were favorable to 
the appropriation of $300,000 towards the purchase of the islands. 

As to improving the harbor of Philadelphia, one of the greatest cities 
in the United States, and bringing into use the chances for docks on 
the Camden side as well as the opportunity of extending the wharves 
on the Philadelphia side, there can not be any possible question even 
though it should cost $5,000,000. The committee was not deterred in 
relation to that at all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to supplement what has been 
stated by the Senator from Maine. I voted for this amendment in the 
committee. I coincide with the general views of the Senator from 
Texas. I believe in appropriations for improvements of national im- 
portance. If there are in the river and harbor bill any of a different 
character, that is an evil against which we have never found a remedy; 
but this appropriation is eminently a national one. The commerce 
there is second only to that which goes into the port of New York, and 
while it appeared to the engineers that the cost will be $3,500,000, it is 
not by any means an exorbitant appropriation. If my friend from 
Texas had paid the attention to this amendment that it became our 
duty upon the Committee on Commerce to give, he would find that the 
appropriation is just and proper. The engineers state that— 

These islands, with their dependent shoals, besides being obstructions to the 


cross traffic between Philadelphia and Camden, practically reduce the width of 
the Delaware opposite them on the Philadelphia side to about 750 feet. 


The whole argument in a nutshell, without reading in full, is this: 


Smith’s and Windmill Islands and the adjacent shoals should be removed, 
so as to give a 26-foot channel, about 1,000 feet wide, alongside the revised Phila- 
delphia wharf-line, from Kaighn’s Point to the foot of Petty’s Island. If, inthe 
progress of the work, it is found a wider deep channel can be maintained, it 
may ultimately be advisable to increase the 26-foot channel to 1,500 feet width, 

To-day the commerce of the city of Camden is almost entirely cut 
off by the condition of the river, and it is one of the most promising of 
the Eastern cities. ‘The commerce between Philadelphia and Camden 
is by no means inconsiderable; and in addition to that there is all the 
commerce of the Delaware River reduced now to this 750-foot channel, 
and that diminishing from year to year. This is, I said, one of the most 
important improvements in this whole bill, and there was nothing in 
it which commended itself more to my judgment in the whole inves- 
tigation we made in regard to this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I am certainly always in favor of 
the most liberal appropriations for such national works as the improve- 
ment of the Delaware River and the facilitation of the commerce of 
Philadelphia. I know about the matter from having personally ex- 
amined the river there. 

It seems to me in regard to the objection which is urged, that 1; 
vessels can not conveniently turn between these islands and the Penn- 
sylvania shore, that it would have been much cheaper to obviate that 
by dredging the river above or below the islands and by dredging a 
channel on the New Jersey side of the islands, if it is desirable to have 
an additional channel on thatside. It may be ne to do that in 
order to give ample facilities there, but I do not like to support a meas- 
ure which looks to me more like a very large job tor the owners of 
these islands than a work for the benefit of commerce. Certainly it 
would be cheaper to dredge the channel of the river than to remove 
the islands and then dredge under them. It seems to me we had bet- 
ter adopt the plan of improving the river than of removing land to get 
water beneath where the land now stands. Why not te, Bes on either 
side of the islands and thus give room enough for ships to turn? 

Mr. VEST. I will say in answer to my friend from Texas that we 
of course depend on the judgment of the engineers. They recommend 
that theseislandsberemoyed. Asa matter of course if the Senator from 
Texas has personal knowledge of the matters suggested by them which 
lead his judgment to a different conclusion, I have nothing to say; but 
we had before us what I commend to the attention of my friend, on 
page 30 of the report of the committee, the conclusion come to by the 
Engineer Bureau, and, as the chairman of the committee has properly 
remarked, the only question in our minds was as to the purchase of the 
islands. Some of the committee thought the city of Philadelphia ought 
to purchase them. I came to the conclusion that the same principle 
ought to apply to a city as to a hamlet; that if this improvement was 
national the Government ought to pay for it; and because Philadelphia 
was the second city in the Union we had no right to say that she should 
buy these islands and present them to the Government for the purpose 
of having control of them. 

We were unanimous in regard to the importance of this improvement. 
The evidence was absolutely conclusive beyond all reasonable doubt 
that this improvement ought to be made. Three million five hundred 
thousand dollars is a bagatelle compared with the enormous commerce 
to be moved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 220, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended until the title to the lands 


forming said islands shall be acquired and vested in the United States without 
charge to the latter. 


And insert: 
Of which sum $300,000 may be expended for the purchase of said islands, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 235, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,” to insert ‘‘and widening channel to 600 feet;’? and before 
the word ‘‘hundred,’’ in line 236, to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert 
‘“three;’? so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement and widening 

channel to 600 feet, $350,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 245, after the word ‘‘im- 
royement,” to strike out ‘* between Lambert’s Point and Fort Norfolk, 
10,000; and;’’ and in line 246, after the words “‘one hundred and,” 

to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’? so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Sporene to Norfolk Harbor and the United States navy-yard at 
Norfolk, Va.: Continuing improvement, the ce of $109,000 of former ap- 


ropriations made under this head and available July 1, 1887, is hereby author- 
to be expended according to the modified plan of the engineer in charge. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 261, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘of which $5,000 may be expended on Mount Pleasant 
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shore of inner harbor of Charleston, 8. C.;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


ei rg rend een ar 
t shoe of an harbor of Charleston, 8.0. £ 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 265, after the word ‘‘dol- 
Jars,” to strike out ‘‘of which $5,000 may be expended on Mount Pleas- 
ant shore of inner harbor of Charleston, S. C. ;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 

Improving harbor at Georgetown, S. C.: Continuing improvement, $7,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 268 and 
269, as follows: 

Improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $100,000, 


Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senate will non-concur in that amend- 
ment. No reason has been assigned for the amendment proposed by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, and I do not think that a satis- 
factory one can be given. I move that the Senate non-concur in the 
amendment. k 

Mr. FRYE. The reasons which actuated the committee in moving 
this amendment are briefly these: The project for the improvement of 
Winyaw Bay, as appears by the survey of the engineer and by the rec- 
ommendation made by him, will probably cost $2,500,000. That isat 
any rate the project which seems to be the favorite one of the Engineer 
Department. There are one or two other projects, one which would 
cost $800,000 and the other which would cost over a million, which I 
recollect seeing, but the favorite one seems to be the one which would 
cost $2,500,000. That I think was the report of Captain Bixby. 

While the committee see the im ce of the improvement at this 

int and admit it, they believe thatthe project should be upon 

y a competent board of engineers of five, and then by the Chief of En- 
gineers, before Congress should by an appropriation of this kind adopt 
the project itself. That was what actuated the committee in moving 
to strike out the appropriation and inserting in its place a provision for 
a board. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very sorry if the Senate should adopt 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce, This sum 
of $100,000 was inserted in the bill by the House committee after the 
most thorough and exhaustive examination of this subject. There 
can be no doubt that the War Department recommended the appropria- 
tion suggested by the House of Representatives. Some years back a 
survey was made of the bar across Winyaw Bay, and the engineers 
then recommended an appropriation, and Congress made an appropria- 
tion in 1886, but it turned out that it was too small and too insignifi- 
cant to be expended by the War Department, and buta very small 
part of the sum of eighteen thousand and odd dollars was used. 

The Senator from Maine remembers that the Senate committee cut 
down the appropriation for rivers and harbors by 25 cent. that 
year, which reduced the $25,000 in the House bill to eighteen thou- 
sand and some odd dollars, so that the Engineer Bureau did not feel 
authorized to expend the eighteen thousand and odd dollars, as it was 
insufficient for the pi That amount is still subject to this 
improvement. So the War Department passed upon this improve- 
ment several years ago. Captain Bixby has again and again and 
again recommended an appropriation for the improvement of Win- 
yaw Bay, and his recommendation has been indorsed by Colonel 
Craighill, who has charge. of that district, and Colonel Creighill’s 
recommendations have been indorsed by the Chief of Engineers and by 
the Secretary of War. There is, perhaps, one fact which accounts for 
the opposition of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

Here is what Captain Bixby says in regard to it: - 

The submitted ject of 1885 proposed to secure from 12 to 20 feet depth of 
water over the Winyaw Bay bar by a suitable contraction of the entrance by 
means of dikes. It recommended at least $300,000 for the construction of stone 
dikes across the sloughs and along the inner edges of the bars, so as togradually 
stop all outflow except through the main bar entrances. 

It was recommended July, 1885, Peg the opnaa aia naren to s 

$100,600, adat oliin Of this adán ke is now 
$300,000 can be profi y spent before the end of the fiscal 


esti t year 
ending 30th June, 1887, in s suitable heavy stone dike about 5,000 


co! 
feet long, rising to 2 feet above low water and extending from the southern part 
of North Isl 


and ina general southerly direction completely across the nearest 
slough; that this single dike will probably produce at one or both of the re- 
maining bar entrances a th of 10.5 feet at low water, of +t immediate ad- 
vantage to the commerce; that two additional appropria of $180,000 and 
$400,000 will poney complete the proposed improvement by securing the de- 
sired depth of at least 12 feet at low water upon one or both entrances, 


Then he says this improvement may be made ‘‘at a probable cost of 
$300,000 for 10 feet depth, $880,000 for 12 feet depth, $2,500,000 for 15 
to 20 feet depth on the bar at low water.’’ It is in that way that the 
confusion has arisen, I dare say, in the mind of the Senator from Maine. 
If we spend $300,000 we get 10 feet of water; if we spend $880,000 we 
get 12 feet; if we spend $2,500,000 we get 15 to 20 feet. In my judg- 
mea there can be no sort of doubt about the propriety of this appro- 
priation. 

The Winyaw Bay and the Santee River, which empties into the ocean 
a very short distance from Winyaw Bay, are the outlet for the streams 


of twenty-seven of the thirty-three counties of South Carolina. The 
Great Pee Dee, the Little Pee Dee, the Lynch, the Black, and the 
Sampit Rivers, all of them navigable for quite a distance, terminate 
at Winyaw Bay, and the Broad River, the Saluda River, the Congeree, 
and the Wateree form the Santee, and that terminates very near the 
Winyaw Bay. The Santee River has been connected with the Winyaw 
Bay by what is known as Mosquito Creek Canal, so that really this is 
the most important location that I know of on the Atlantic coast for 
improvement. 

Now, I wish to read a letter from General Alexander, the president 
of the Georgia Central Railroad Company, who lives in the neighbor- 
hood of Georgetown, and is therefore competent to speak as to this im- 
provement. This letter is addressed to me, and is dated June 1: 


SAVANNAH, GA.. June 1, 1888. 

DEAR GENERAL: I a baie interested in seeing the appropriation for Winyaw 
Bay bar restored to the river and harbor bill. I have written on the subject to 
Senators FRYE, Jon of Nevada, and Governor Brown. I wish to say to you 
officially, as representing the Ocean St ip Company of Savannah, and the 
New York and New England Steamship Company, who are largely interested 
in Atlantic coast commerce, that an improvement of that harbor is very desir- 
able as offering a port of refuge on a long stretch of coast, from Charleston to 
Wilmington, now destitute of any. I am also personall 


well acquainted with 
the country tributary to the Waccamaw, the Great Pee 


. the Little Pee Dee, 
Black, Sampit, and Santee Rivers, which have their outlets in Winyaw Bay, 
and I know personally of the large commerce which will be develo by even 
a small increase in depth on that bar. A very small! appropriation will increase 
the depth from 7 feet, which it is at present, to 10 or 12 feet; and I am sure there 
is not another point on the coast south of Norfolk where as great an amount 
of commerce is choked up and held back for the lack of a very few feet of 


water. 
I write you this thinking it may possibly be of some service in your efforts. 


Very truly, yours, ` 
E. P. ALEXANDER, President. 
General M, C. BUTLER, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 


General Alexander expresses it apy when he says that there is no 
other point on the Atlantic coast south of Norfolk where there is so 
much commerce choked up as at Winyaw Bay. I have seen it stated 
somewhere—I can not now lay my hand on the authority—that many 
vessels have been known to lie off that bar from ten to fifteen and some 
as many as twenty-one days, because they could not getin. AsIstated 
awhile ago, this isa basin. There seems to be a pit on the Atlantic 
coast at this point where almost every river in South Carolina and I 
think about eleven of the State of North Carolina terminate. After I 
looked into the subject it surprised me that it has not been a place of 
more commercial importance than it is; but I have attributed it to the 
fact that the bar absolutely prevents the entrance and departure of ves- 
sels engaged in commerce foreign and coastwise. The depth of water 
is ample after you pass the bar; itis from 12to15 feet. Thereare from 
6 to 10 feet on the bar; and by the expenditure of $300,000 we can in- 
crease that to 10 feet at low water; by the expenditure of $880,000 we 
can increase it to 15 feet; and by the expenditure of $2,500,000 we can 
increase it to from 15 to 20 feet. Georgetown is the chief commercial 


rt. 

Pore thought it necessary to weary the Senate, I could read from the 
official report of the engineers showing the immense increase of the 
commerce of these rivers terminating at Georgetown since the improve- 
ment was begun in 1880. I recall just now that by the improvement 
of the Wateree River the increase in commerce has been $25 for every 
dollar expended. In the Great Pedee River my recollection is the in- 
crease of commerce has been $23 for every dollar expended by the Gov- 
ernment, from something like $400,000 anterior to the improvement of 
1880 to a million and odd thousand dollars at the last report. 

All of these rivers terminate in this Winyaw Bay, and, as General 
Alexander has expressed it, the commerce there becomes choked up 
because ocean-going steamers can not cross the bar. 

This project was first recommended in 1882, and it has been recom- 
mended every year cousecutively from that time until the present. I 
have a letter here from the Chief of Engineers to the chairman of the 
committee of the House of Representatives, dated February 25, in which 
he says: 

d QFFICE OF THE Cuter OF ESGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1888, 


Sır: Your letter of the 2ist instant, ainara} to be informed why the esti- 
mate for improvement of Winyaw Bay was omitted, etc., has been received. 
In reply I have to say that in 1882 a project was submitted to Con; for the 
improvement of the entrance to this . (Annual Report of the of En- 
gineers, pages 1122 to 1127, inclusive. pon this project no action was taken, 
A 1535 a project was submit! in compliance with the river and harbor 

LB of Engineers, the officer charged 
to cost about 000. In the report Captain Bixby 
$300,000 could be profitably expended in commencing the pro- 
ject, and Col. W, P. Craighill, Co of Engineers, supervising engineer, re- 
marked, in forwarding the report, that “the comm: interests involved jus- 


A this i m bef Se it Cor gress priated $18,750 in the ri d hi 
report ore M; e river and har- 
ot priated was too small to be ad- 


appro) 
bor act of Augast 5, 1886. As the amount ap) 
vantageously ex; ded upon a work of su itude, it was a question of 
doubt with this Bepartment whether it constitu! 
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penditure of so inconsiderable a sum as that now available upon a work of 
this character and itude, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


J. 0. DUANE, | 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. N. C. BLANCHARD 


Chairman Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
United States House of Representatives. 

I can not see, in view of that state of facts, what additional informa- 
tion Congress wants or the War Department wants before this enter- 
prise is entered upon in this bitl. 

I have here also a letter from a gentleman who is engaged in the 
steam-ship business, I believe a constituent of my distinguished friend 
from New York [Mr. Evarts]. This letter is addressed to Hon. Mr. 
ELLIOTT, who represents that district in the other House of Congress: 

GEORGETOWN, May 25, 1888. 


DearS : Inotice by Tenna papers thecommittee havestricken outofharbor 
and river bill the amount for Winyaw Baybar. Asmasterof a steamer of over 
1,000 tons capacity, running between this port and New York, I take the liberty 
of calling your attention to the great necessity of this being put back, and the 
relief so much needed granted. Iam connected with people in New York who 
contemplate building anothersteamer for this Georgetown trade, but who would 
hardl justified in doing so under the present condition of the bar. 

At the writing of this my ship is now lying at the dock loaded, bound to New 
York, and can not leave until 9a, m. to-morrow, and then at great risk, thus los- 
ing twenty hours’ valuable time. I write, not as a politician with some ax to 
grind, but as a practical shipmaster who knows the needs of this port, the pos- 
sibilities for it when this bar is deepened to become a large seaport, and where 
Government aid can not be more advantageously granted than right here. 

i think our representatives from New York would willingly aid you in get- 
ting the sum needed if it was properly represented to them, as the merchandise 
from this port goes North, and if you think they can be of any assistance, would 
see to it on my return P 

g you will do all in your power for us that have to cross this, the most 
dangerous from Maine to Florida, 
I am, your obedient servant, 
F. C. MILLER, 
Master Sleamer Caroline Miller. 
Hon. G. ELLIOTT, 


Washington, D. C. . 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] asks me if Bixby’s report 
has ever been adopted. Most assuredly. The supervising engineer, 
Colonel Craighill, has adopted it; the Chief of Engineers has adopted 
it, and I can not understand what additional information can be se- 
cured. 

Mr. VEST. The present report estimates for this work. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly it does. I shall not detain the Senate 
longer. I trust that the Senate will not concur in this amendment ot 
the Committee on Commerce. As I stated before, the appropriation 
was put in this bill after the most careful investigation by the House 
committee, and I confess I was a little surprised when I found that our 
committee had stricken it out and recommended the appointment of a 
board of officers. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no doubt that this bay ought to be improved, 
and that an appropriation should be made forthe work. On the basis 
of the appropriation made by the House of Representatives this Win- 

aw Bay improvement should have $150,000. The engineers say that 

,000 can be expended profitably during the present year, and the 
House gave $100,000. Ido not remember the discussion in the com- 
mittee in regard to it, but if I had been there I certainly should not 
have to the amendment of the committee. 

Without delaying the Senate it is enough now to call attention to 
the report of the Engineer Bureau. They indorse the report made by 
Captain Bixby and ask that $300,000 be expended the present year. 
As to the importance of the work I will simply call the attention of the 
Senate to a single sentence: . 

The present commerce of this bay is that of the Waccamaw, Pee Dee, Black, 
and Sampit Rivers and Georgetown Harbor, a commerce of already $7,000,000 
per M , carried by two hundred ocean vessels and two steamers making bi- 
weekly trips to Charleston, 

I think $100,000 is a paltry appropriation to remove añ obstruction 
to such a commerce as that. We are appropriating $550,000 for the 
Delaware River at the city of Philadelphia, and here now the Senator 
from South Carolina asks only an appropriation of $100,000 to remove 
an obstruction to $7,000,000 of commerce, with two hundred vessels, 
says the engineer, steam-vessels, ocean-going vessels, passing through 


the bay. 

Mr. RYE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Missouri was 
present in committee, and there was no difference of opinion in the 
committee as to the propriety of improving Winyaw Bay. There was 
an entire recognition of the amount of commerce now there and of the 
amount of commerce which probably would be brought there by reason 
of the improvement; but there were these three reports that $800,000 
would produce so much water, another sum would produce so much 
water, and $2,500,000 would produce so much water. There was not 
anywhere a recognition by the Chief Engineer of any single project. 

Mr. BUTLER, Why, Mr. President, the Senator will permit me to 
interrupt him. As I understand the report, the results of the expend- 
iture of $300,000, $880,000, and $2,500,000 were all stated as the differ- 
ent stages of a single project. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly that is so. 

Mr. BUTLER. So that when you get to the point of having spent 


$300,000 you get 10 feet of water on the bar. Congress may go further 


or not. Ifitis then thought desirable to expend $880,000 to get 15 feet 
of water on the bar, it is within the discretion of Congress to do that, 
and so on. z 

Mr. FRYE. No, Mr. President; it makes all the difference in the 
world as to what the ultimate project and purpose are to be. Take the 
appropriation made by the two Houses four years ago of $20,000 for 
the improvement of Winyaw Bay. What did the two Houses deter- 
mine? That they were to enter upon a project requiring an expendi- 
ture of $2,500,000 when they appropriated $20,000. Theengineerssaid, 
“We can not expend that money; it would beabsurd.’? Theonly pur- 
pose the committee had was to have a determination as to what ought 
to be adopted as a project for the improvement of that bay. If this 
Board of Engineers determine, as they probably would, on the project 
of $2,500,000—because 10 feet of water is good for nothing on an ocean 
bay; you have got to have in these days of modern commerce 15 or 20 
feet of waterin order to accommodate the ordinary commercial vessels, 
even the ordinary tramps of the ocean—let us know it. I have no 
doubt that the report of this board would be in favor of the project of 
$2,500,000. I do not object on that account. All that the committee 
desired, looking at the appropriation of $20,000 four years ago, thrown 
aside by the engineers as utter nonsense, was that it was better to have 
a board examine the subject, and then let the appropriation be governed 
by the project to be accomplished. 

Now, as the Senator from Missouri suggests, I have not the slightest 
objection so far as I am concerned to allowing the $100,000 to stand, 
provided the Senate will make no objection to the committee’s amend- 
ment for a board, so that we may have the report of a full board and 
of the Chief of Engineers settling upon what plan shall be determined. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the $100,000 can not be expended until the 
board reports ? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes; it can. It can be used to goon dredging with. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Then I have no objection to that ion. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the Senate will not concur in this amend- 
ment striking out the $100,000 appropriation, and that what is ap- 
parently a proper disposition in that regard will now be made. 

My constituents in New York engaged in commerce have drawn my 
attention to this subject and with a good deal of interest and based 
upon a very intelligent and practical estimate of the value of this ex- 
penditure. I listened with great interest to the views of the chair- 
man of the committee and of the committee itself, but I believe it 
must be conceded that all that exists now in matter of difference is 
whether there shall be a preliminary consideration of what shall be 
the ultimate expenditure and the ultimate result, while it is admitted 
that there is to be no waste towards that result if the present expend- 
iture shall be made. I then can see no reason why we should not 
proceed with an amount now of expenditure if it should stop at 12 feet 
or at 15 feet or at 10 feet, for besides the great value to be attained by 
this lesser elevation of the tide, it is the best tentative and experi- 
mental inquiry of how much good will come towards the greater object 
if it be conceded, as I believe it is, that there is to be no waste from 
the present expenditure. 

Now, I will agree that on the estimate of my constituents a very 
large improvement of this Winyaw Bay should be indulged in for the 
advantage of the country, but they are practical men, and they would 
like for the immediate use of commerce an increased draught for their 
vessels, getting as much beyond afterward as experiment shall show 
is useful. Nor do I see any disadvan in continuing the amend- 
ment which will next be considered, provided, however, that before the 
word “‘improving,’’ in line 272, we should insert the word ‘‘ farther ’’— 
“into the expediency of further improving Winyaw Bay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to suggest to the chairman that per- 
haps with the present language there might be some doubt by the War 
Department a$ to their right to expend this money until the report of 
the board comesin. The amendment as reported has this language: 

duty its 
Bey Booth yea rose be to examine into the expediency of improving Winyaw 

Mr. FRYE. ‘‘ Upon the plan submitted.” 

Mr. BUTLER. But in the mean time the Secretary of War might 
say, ‘‘I can not spend any of this $100,000.” 

ot FRYE. We can putin the words ‘‘to be immediately avail- 
able. 

Mr. EVARTS. The insertion of the word ‘‘further’’ before the 
word ‘‘improving’’ would meet that difficulty. 

Mr. BUTLER. It does not strike me that it does. 
ae duty it shall be to examine the plan submitted by Capt. William H. 

y— 

Striking out— 

Into the expediency of improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, upon— 

So as to read: 

And shall examine and report upon the plan submitted by Capt. William H. 
Bixby for the improvement of Winyaw Bay— 
Transposing the words— 


Whose duty it shall be to examine the plan submitted by Capt. William K, 
Bixby for the improvement of Winyaw Bay— 


And striking out the words ‘‘ into the expediency of improving.” 
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Mr. FRYE. In the first place I will agree to the amendment of the 
amendment by striking out in lines 271 and 272 the words: 
Bow Sov a on Ken Sere 1 be to examine into the expediency of improving Winyaw 
Mr. BUTLER. Say— 
Whose duty it shall be to examine the plans submitted. 
Mr. FRYE. Striking out ‘‘into the expediency of improving Win- 
yaw Bay, South Carolina;’’ so as to read: 


Examining the plan submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United States 
Army Engineers, for improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please send up his 
proposed amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The first vote to be taken, I believe, is on the amend- 
ment of the committee striking out the appropriation. I move that 
the Senate non-concur in that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesame object will be accomplished 
by refusing to agree to the amendment without a motion. The Chair 
will put the question. Will the Senate agree to the amendment strik- 
ing out the cops aba in lines 268 and 269 ? 

“The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce wus, in section 1, line 269, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” to insert the following: 

The Secretary of Waris authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the by, aprons A of morrones minyaw Bay, South Carolina, upon the plan 
submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United States Army Engineers, under 
date of October 26, 1884. The said board shall report to the Secretary of War, 
who shall lay its report before Congress at its next session, with the views of 
himself and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, I move to amend the amendment. After the 
word ‘' examine ” in line 272, I move to strike out ‘‘into the expedi- 
ency of improving Winyaw Bay, South Carolinia, upon;’’ so as to read: 

The of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose nog Aa! shall be to examine 
the plan submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United tes Army Engineers, 
under date of October 26, 1884. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. One further amendment is necessary. In line 276, 
after the date 1884, there should be inserted ‘‘ for the improvement of 
Winyaw Bay, South Carolina,” 

Mr. VEST. Say ‘“‘said bay.” 

Mr. FRYE. That will do. 

For the improvement of said bay. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 286, after the word ‘‘ im- 
provement,” to insert ‘‘ on project for securing a channel 28 feet deep 
at mean high water, from the city of Savannah to the sea;’’ and in line 
288, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ninety” and insert 
“t two hundred;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement on project for 
securing a ctiannet 28 feet deep at mean high water, from the city of Savannah 
to the sea, $200,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have thatexplained. What dors 
the amendment mean? 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it simply means that the appropria- 
tion made by the House of Representatives was entirely inadequate to 
the necessity of the case, entirely too small. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is not the point. Iam ove Hs objection 
to the $200,000 for this great purpose. That is quite right. But the 
amendment is ‘‘on project for securing a channel 28 feet deep,” etc. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will allow me to say that there is a special 
report on the Savannah harbor, under date of January 4, 1888, which 
shows that it See to obtain a depth of 28 feet of water on the 
bar at Savannah, and the committee knowing the amount of water 
which is required for commercial ships nowadays desired to adopt in 
their recommendations this special report which was made by the En- 
gineer Department for 28 feet of water. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now what is the whole thing going to cost, if we 
commit ourselves to keeping up 28 feet of water? È 

Mr. BROWN. That survey was made under the authority of the 
act of 1896, directing the survey to be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That there is no objection to. 

Mr. BROWN. It is certified to by General Gillmore. The whole 
amount is $6,600,000 to complete the improvement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the necessity of inserting in an act of 
Congress a preliminary committal to the idea that this $200,000 must 
be spent on that project? The effect of it practically for the next two 
or three years might be that the engineers would be compelled to spend 
it in such a way as to be of no benefit to commerce at all for the time 
being, by digging it all out to 28 feet for 100 yards distance or how- 
ever far it might come to, leaving all the rest just as it is, whereas 
if you leave it to the discretion of the Executive Department having 
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money to try to get it to 28 feet, that is all right. y ANA in the 
statute that it shall be cut to 28 feet and kept there? 

Mr. BROWN. For the reason that there have been two or three pro- 
jects for the improvement, one following another. The last was for 28 
feet of water. One hundred and eighty thousand dollars of the last 
appropriation have not been ded. The purposeis that that shall 
not be expended on the old project, but on the new. project, and to put 
this $200,000 on the new project rather than to spend the $180,000 
available on the old. k 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there anything in the old law which requires 
an es ee it to get 22 feet? Ido not remember any such thing 
in the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. The estimate then was for a channel 22 feet deep. 
One hundred and eighty thousand dollars of the amount then appro- 
priated has not yet been expended. We appropriate now $200,000 in 
this bill, and we want the whole of it expended on the new project 
instead of spending the balance of the former appropriation on the old. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I can understand as a matter of administra- 
tion, but unless the present law forbids the use of the money that is 
now available to secure 22 feet in an endeavor to procure 28, then 
there is no necessity for inserting this, as I think, extraordinary pro- 
vision in the bill itself. 

Mr. VEST. Let me makea suggestion. In line 288, after the word 
‘*dollars,’’ insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the point that Iam on, because a 
great deal more will be necessary, for my friend from Georgia says over 
36,000,000 will be necessary to get 28 feetof water. My pointis thatit 
is unusual and bad legislation for Congress in advance to declare in a 
bill that this money must be spent in an effort to produce 28 feet of 
water, because that ties up all the discretion and engineering capacity 
of the Administration (and we all know that the Administration in a 
political sense has great engineering capacity, whether it has or not in 
a physical sense) to an effort to produce a result which can not be got 
for ten years; and therefore unless the law now forbids the use of thi 
money, as I do not believe it does, why, as a matter of law-making, 
you shall say this money shall be spent on the idea of getting 28 feet, 
instead of expending it on the idea of improving that river in the best 
possible way, I can not understand. 

Now I will look at the last river and harbor law, if I can find it, and 
see whether there is any limitation on the expenditure of the money 
already appropriated. [Examining the Statutes.] The provision in 
the act of 1886 is— 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $50,000, 

Is that the item which bears upon this question? 

Mr. BROWN. That was the last appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator will see that there is no limit- 
ation in the law which requires the Secretary of War to be governed 
by one attainable depth or another, but it is left, as it ought to be, to 
his conservative expenditure of that money in the best way to obtain 
all the available depth that can be got. I think, therefore, that this 
clause, so unusual in a bill, and committing Congress in advance for 
ten years to the A by of attaining 28 feet at whatever cost, is an em- 
barrassment to the best use of the money rather than an aid to it, If 
I lived in that State, as far as I now understand the case, I would 
rained have those words out than in. Certainly I think it is bad leg- 
islation. fe 

Mr. FRYE. The same thing occurs here as in the Winyaw Bay ap- 
propriation. It does make an immense difference whether Congress 
has determined to enter upon a project for a channel 125 feet wide at 
its bottom, with a depth of 28 feet, or upon a channel 45 feet wide at 
its bottom and depth of 10 feet. All the wing-dams, all the jetties, all 
the mattresses, everything of that kind which would do in the one case 
are utterly useless in the other case. It is of the utmost importance, 
when you make an appropriation for improving a river where jetties 
and mattresses and delimiting walls and things of that kind are required 
that Congress should understand what the project is that it proposes 
to do, and that the engineers should understand it, else they may goon 
and make an expenditure of $300,000 or $400,000, and the very next 
year, if they adopt a plan of increased depth and width the whole 
amount of money expended is thrown away. Itis not, as the Senator 
from South Carolina suggests, the simple taking out of so much earth; 
it is all the difference in the world whether the earth taken out is to 
be on a bottom 125 feet wideor a bottom only 100 feet wide, if you have 
to put wing-dams and jetties and keep the scour clear, because the next 
year if you find you have to double the depth of the water and double 
the width of the channel, as likely you may, then the jetties you put 
in the year before are utterly useless, and you have to take them all 
out. 

So it is exceedingly important when you make an appropriation to 
determine exactly what your project is, if you can. I admit there are 
cases where you can not; but it strikes me these are cases where you 
can. This report sets out everything that is to be done on the 
Savannah River, the various A aired in the river, and the various jetties 
to be built, the heights of the jetties, the defining walls all the way 
down to the ocean. That is one plan to obtain 28 feet. I confess I 
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am very decidedly in favor of the plan of 28 feet, because in ten years 
from now less than that for an ocean vessel will not be worth 1 cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the argument of my friend from Maine as ap- 
plied to this bill and these subjects is correct, then, so far as I can now 
see in running hastily over the bill, the only correct proposition in the 
bill is the one we now have under discussion. 

Mr. FRYE. That is not so at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For I can not find any other clause in the bill 
anywhere—there may be one, it is a very long bill, but the Senator 
can point it out if there is, I can not find it—in regard to any of the 
other rivers or harbors named in this bill where itis provided that the 
work shall be carried on upon a particular project of securing a par- 
ticular depth of water, Here is Winyaw Bay, to which my honorable 
friend refers. The last bill that we passed on the subject contains no 
statement of what principle shall be employed of engineering or what 
end shall be attained in improving that bay. Neither does this bill. 
It appropriates the money, and then the money being appropriated, it 
directs the Secretary of War to make an examination and inquiry into 
a certain plan that has been submitted. 

Mr. FRYE. But the committee did not do that. 

Mr. BROWN. I call the Senator’s attention to the very next page 
of the bill: 

Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala.: Continuing improvement on enlarged 
project for securing a channel 23 feet deep and 280 feet wide, ,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Georgia is right; he has found 
one other, 

Mr. BROWN. ‘There are a number of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why are they not all so, then, if we have any ? 

Mr. BROWN. The bill is fall of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Senators say that there are other instances of this 
character. So much the worse for the bill and so much the worse for 
the principles of carrying on public works of this character, because 
it has happened in our experience—and these reports show it—that 
to-day or last year there is a report of the Chief of Engineers that says 
a particular thing ought to be done; he carries on that experiment for 
a year, and he finds that that particular thing ought not to be done at 
all, and that it is a great deal better to proceed in some other way. 
Now, if in advance by an act of Congress you provide that the thing is 
to be done in a particular way and fora particular mechanical object— 
Tam not speaking of the great object of improving commercial facil- 
ities, but to attain a given mechanical result on the face of the earth 
by a certain performance—then you have got to stop and Congress has 
to begin again. 

For one I do not wish to engage in that kind of legislation; and at 
this moment and on the information that we have I do not wish to 
commit the tax-payers of the United States to the obligation of paying 
upwards of $6,000,000 for getting 28 feet of water in the Savannah 
River. I would rather leave it to the Secretary of War and the engi- 
neers to goon upon whatever plan they choose to take. If they think 
28 feet is a good plan, go ahead; and when they come for another ap- 
propriation Congress will be perfectly at liberty to understand whether 
it is likely to work out well or whether it is not. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill does not commit Congress to go on and ex- 
pend for that. Might not Congress stop and not make another appro- 
priation? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is true in point of law and Constitution, un- 
doubtedly, but in point of the influences—and I mean just influences 
of persuasion and committal that operate on the members of both 
Houses and are urged upon them—it is not so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The question being put, it was declared that the amendment was 
agreed to. y 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill not divide on it now, because that might 
interrupt proceedings, but I wish to reserve the amendment in the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be attended to when the 
bill is reported to the Senate. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, to strike out lines 289 and 
290, as follows: 

Improving harbor at San Augustine, Fla., $35,009, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the expediency of reg thee the harbor of San Augustine, Fla., upon the 
plan submitted by Lieut. William M. Black, United States Army Engineers, un- 
der date of December 12, 1887. The said board shall report to the Secretary of 
War, who shall lay its report before Congress at its next session, with the views 
of himself and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army thereon. 


Mr. CALL. I hope the amendment will not receive the sanction of 
the Senate. The improvement of this harbor is of great importance to 
the country in a national point of view. The harbors on the coast of 
Florida are of importance. Vessels passing around the capes of Flor- 
ida to engage in the commerce of the Gulf of Mexico pass within a very 
few miles of the entrance to St. Augustine Harbor. The engineers re- 
port the facts of the case very clearly. 


A Spanish map, dated 1791, shows the same conditions and depths. The har- 
bor forms an excellent sheltered anchorage, but the shifting nature of the bar 
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and the shallow water on its crest have presented so many difiiculties to mari- 
ners that the commerce of the port has been greatly hampered, and as until re- 
cently the city has had norailroad communication with the interior, it bas been 
limited to the necessary supplies for St. Augustine. St, Augustine was founded 
in 1665, and during the Spanish possession was the capital of East Florida, and 
as such its most important city. After the cession to the United States the city 
remained quiescent for many years, with little or no growth. Within the 

few years it has greatly developed. It has been connected with the St. John’s 
River and the interior by three lines of railroad—one to Jacksonville, one to 
Tocol,and oneto Palatka—giving it good rail connection with all partsof Florida, 


The Atlantic Coast Canal connects this harbor with the Halifax and Indian 
Rivers, With the canal finished and the harbor so improved as to permit safe 
and free passage of coasting steamers, this would be the natural line for the 
ic se, pn ag of the large and increasing quantity of fruits and vegetables 
raised along these rivers. This, with the railroad connections with Central 
and South Florida via Palatka, the Jacksonville, Tampa and Key West and 
the Florida Southern Railroads and their feeders, together with the safety of 
the port and its proximity to the ocean, will all tend to make St. Augustine the 
natural and best point of export for Northern markets for the fruit and vege- 
table trade. 

Mr. President, you can not probably find anything that expresses 
more clearly the importance of the improvement of the port than this 
statement of the engineer. St. Augustine has an investment now of 
probably not less than $10,000,000 of the money of this country in dif- 
ferent employments and properties, largely in hotels. 

It is the resort of not less than twenty thousand persons every win- 
ter. It is naturally adapted better perhaps than any other harbor on 
the coast as a harbor of refuge and entrance in times of storm or distress 
for the commerce that passes along the coast of Florida. We can not 
have too many of them. ‘The House of Representatives, in view of these 
facts, inserted this provision for the commencement of the improvement 
of the harbor. 

The estimate for making this port a harbor is comparatively small, 
and thecommittee have thought proper to strike it out of this bill and 
to insert this provision, which has been done already, namely, a report 
by the engineers and by a commission of the importance of this im- 
provement and a plan for making it. That has been repeatedly done, 
and is already contained in the report of the engineers, so far at least 
as is necessary for the amount here appropriated. I do not know any 
place where you can more beneficially to the national commerce ex- 
pend this small amountof money than in the improvement of the har- 
bor of St. Augustine, 

You can not have too many harbors of refuge for the coastwise com- 
merce of the United States or for the commerce that passes through the 
Gulf of Mexico, the whole of which finds its way into the Gulfstream, 
running nearer to the mainland at that point than any other. It is 
this fact which gives to St. Augustine a peculiarly mild climate. This 
great commerce passes immediately along the mouth of the harbor, 
within sight of it, and in times of storm requiring as many places of 
entrance as it can have. This small sum will be the commencement 
of an expenditure probably of not more than one or two hundred thou- 
sand dollars, which will make this port at all times easy of access to the 
entire commerce that passesalong the coast. I think the Senate must 
see the importance of continuing the appropriation made by the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I concur in all that my colleague has 
said, and I call upon the chairman to state why this amount has been 
stricken from the bill. I understand that no reason has yet been as- 
signed for it. 

There has already been a most careful survey made under the act of 
Congress, and as far back as 1829 the Government had this harbor sur- 
veyed for the purposes of commerce. 

As has been already said, it is necessary as a harbor of refuge. For 
a long distance up and down the coast there is no other place to which 
vessels in distress can resort. It is of very great importance in that 

t. 

There are many millions of dollars invested at St. Augustine, and 
arrangements are being made for additional improvements there, and 
materials are being brought there by water, and commerce with it is 
carried on very largely by rail. 

Unless there are some other reasons than those which appear in the 
report of the committee, I hope the Senate will non-concur in the 
amendment reported. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, my judgment is that the same reason 
applies to San Augustine and to Key West as applies to Winyaw Bay. 
This is one of those shifting harbors where an improvement is made 
and in a few years it disappears. As the Senator from Florida said, 
the map away back in 1791 shows it, and no project has been agreed 
upon that is thoroughly satisfactory for the improvement of this har- 
bor, nor has there been for the improvement at Key West. The com- 
mittee thought it desirable that there should be a full and thorough 
investigation by a board of officers to settle what should be done at Key 
West and at this harbor for permanent improvement, so that whatever 
is done shall stay. This has been improved over and over again and 
in a few years the whole thing has disappeared and all filled up again, 
Perhaps something may be done by the jetty system. They may agree 
on something which shall be a permanent improvement, and that is all 
the committee desire. The committee did not believe that one of these 

laces ought not to have $35,000 and another one ought not to have 
$25.000. That is not a large amount of money to expend on either of 
these harbors. 
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The Senator speaks for Key West. The committee did believe that 
some project should be determined upon by a board of engineers, and 
that it should be confirmed and ratified by the Chief of Engineers, and 
that then appropriations requisite to complete those projects should be 
made by Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. _ I hope the suggestion now made by the Senator from 
Maine will be accepted; but I think he is mistaken in one thing. No 
such appropriation has beer made for the harbor of St. Augustine as 
he supposes, and there has not been the amount previously expended 
on it that he suggests. If this appropriation is stricken out now it 
will be postponed for another year, and I suggest that the same course 
be pursued that was pursued in regard to Winyaw Bay. 

Mr. FRYE. I agree if Winyaw Bay is to be put back that San Au- 
gustine should be put back and Key West should be put back. They 
stand on the same bottom, all three of them. 

Mr. PASCO. That is satisfactory. We do not object to an exam- 
ination by a board of engineers. We accept that proposition. 

Mr. REAGAN. There has been a reference to the general commerce 
at this locality. The commerce of the Gulf, passing out of the mouth 
of the Mississippi, going eastward, has to pass the capes of Florida to 
reach the Atlantic. For 400 miles, then, until reaching Cumberland 
Sound, there is no harbor of refuge. If properly improved there is a 
very good harbor at San Augustine, and if its entrance was opened it 
would afford a haven to vessels in distress, and would furnish the 
large commerce that around Eastern Florida a harbor of refuge 
in case of stress of weather. In addition to that— 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the expediency of improving the harbor of San Augustine, Fla., upon the 
plan submitted by Lieut. William M. Black, United States Army Engineers. 

The same remark might be made about the improvement at Key 
West. A very large commerce passes out of the Gulf of Mexico around 
the capes of Florida, where there might be good harbors adjacent. No 
one familiar with the commerce of that country will doubt that there 
ought to be harbors of refuge. While I say this I do not under-esti- 
mate the local importance of these improvements; but all I desire to 
suggest is that that long distance of coast around the capes of Florida 
and up the eastern coast is without a single harbor of refuge for vessels 
coming from the Gulf. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I desire the other amendment of the committee 
to remain as it is, with the exception of inserting after the word ‘‘of,’’ 
in line 293, the word ‘*further;’’ so as to read: 

The expediency of further improving. 

So that that report may be had which, in my judgment, is absolutely 
necessary. I want the board to determine how these harbors—they are 
the worst harbors in the world to improve—can be improved in some 
way that the improvements shall be reasonably permanent, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisvery true. I can see the forceof that; but 
where is the force of spending the money until you know what youcan 
do? The committee was right in its report. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senate in the Winyaw Bay appropriation de- 
termined the other way, and this stands on thesame bottom with Win- 
yaw Bay. Before the word “‘improving,’’ in line 293, insert the word 

‘further.’? 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that this small amount of money may 
be very usefully employed in temporary expedients to answer the pres- 
ent needs of commerce. I am informed by the engineer officer that 
the use of this money will deepen the harbor so far as St. Augustine 
is concerned considerably for present need, but it will not be a perma- 
nent protection against the shifting sand. 

The engineer officer in charge designated a line of improvement 
which at moderate cost might be made permanent. The same is true 
in regard to Key West. It is the point of transit of all the commerce 
that passes along from Mobile to New Orleans, saving 100 miles, and 
when the prevailing winds upon the northwest channel keep it open 
this commerce has been saved this large amount of dangerous travel. 
Iam informed that the use of temporary expedients will keep these 
channels open until some permanent system shall be devised and put 
in operation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine was not clearly understood at the desk. Does he 
propose to amend the part proposed to be inserted? The Chair under- 
stands that the Committee of the Whole have disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. The first clause of the amendment was to strike out the 
appropriation of $35,000. I thought only that was voted on. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the amendment was to strike 
out and insert, which can not be divided. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I ask to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take it by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the action 
announced will be reconsidered. 

Mr. FRYE. NowI move toamend the portion which itis proposed 


The question is on the amendment 


shall be inserted as I indicated: In line 293, before the word ‘“‘im- 
provement,” insert the word ‘‘further.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion to strike out and insert as proposed by the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Why is not that divisible? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because the rules forbid a division 
of a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I ask unanimous consent that it may be divided 
in the two cases of Key West and St. Augustine. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the question 
will be submitted upon the motion to strike out and also upon the mo- 
tion to insert separately. The question will first be on the motion to 
strike out— 

Improving harbor at St. Augustine, Fla., 335,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on ihe 
words proposed to be inserted by the Committee on Commerce as 
amended. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 306, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘of which $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be used in completing the survey of the outer and 
inner bars in the harbor;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $35,000, 

Mr. CALL. Why is that? 

Mr. FRYE. The surveys are provided for elsewhere. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 310, after the word ‘Florida,’’ to strike out *‘continuing”’ and 
insert ‘‘to complete;’’ in line 311, after the word “‘improvement,’’ to 
insert ‘‘from outer bar to Mangrove or Bushy Point;’’ and in line 312, 
before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert 
“*fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Florida: To complete improvement from 
outer bar to Mangrove or Bushy Point, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 313 and 314 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving entrance to harbor at Key West, Fla., $25,000, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The Secretary of Waris authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the expediency of improving the entrance to the harbor at Key West, Fla., 
upon the plan submitted by Lieut. William M. Black, United States Army En- 

neers, under date of May 31, 1887; the said board shall report to the Secretary 
of War, who shall lay its report before Congr. ss at its next session, together 
with the views of himself and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army 
thereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that this 
amendment is to be treated as the amendment from line 289 to 300? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PASCO. The motion to strike out is to be considered separate - 
from the other. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first part of the amendment, pro- 
posing to strike out certain words, will be considered di to, and 
s amendment proposing to insert the words from line 314 te 325 will 

to. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest tothe Senator from Maine, in line 312, in the 
clause in relation to improving the harbor at Tampa Bay, after the 
words ‘‘ Bushy Point,’’ to insert ‘‘including the channel ” from that 
place to the town of Tampa. 

My reason for that is that I should like the Secretary of War to have 
the discretion of continuing the improvement as it is going on from the 
town to this point. Bushy Point is the place of arrival and departure 
of steamers via Key West for Havana. ‘There has been a considerable 
amount expended upon that channel, as will appear from the report 
of the Chief of Engineers, and I think it advisable to leave the matter 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War to continue the work that has 
been going on for years past. The city of Tampa is a prosperous sea- 
port, and bids fair to be a place of great commercial importance. Be- 
tween nine and ten thousand dollars of the former appropriation remain 
unexpended which belong to this improvement, and this amount and 
some part of the $50,000 may perhaps be usefully expended in im- 
proving this channel and other parts of the bay, including the Alobia, 
which empties into the Bay of Tampa. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall be obliged to object to that. The old town of 
Tampa is now an inland town. No vessel will ever go to it or come 
fromit. Itis utterly uselessasa harbor. It is a waste of money to 
put any money there whatever. Bushy Point is the point to which 
vessels will go hereafter, asthe Senator from Florida must well under- 
stand, and the committee have very generously and liberally provided 
money enough to make a channel for a line of steamers drawing, I 
think, 10 or 11 feet of water, has generously provided for a channel 
sufficient for that line of steamers to Bushy Point, and no more than | 
enough; not a dollar of it is to be thrown away at an obsolete point 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


` 


5619 


like Tampa Bay, which now is useless. I think the Senator from 
Florida ought to thank the committee with all his heart for this gener- 
ous appropriation to give a channel there. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will allow the vote to be taken on 
my proposition. There has been an improvement going on for years 
from the town of Tampa to deep water. The entrance over the bar 
may be made a very excellent one; vessels of 20 feet of water may be 
brought in over the outer bar and brought up to this point, Mangrove 
Point, with a small expenditure. 

The vessels now engaged in foreign commerce there, and which are 
expected to be largely increased in number by the enterprising gentle- 
men who are interested in them, and whieh are now carrying the fast 
mail to Cuba, and another line projected to be built and I believe now 
in course of construction, to run to some portion of Central America— 
these vessels and the rapidly growing commerce, require that there 
should be a terminus in deep water and a good depth of water over the 
outer bar, 

The importance of that can not be overestimated, but at the same 
time the channel from Mangrove Point to the town of Tampa, which 
has been in the course of improvement for years, will be used by the 
lighter dranght steamers, and it is a matter of very great importance, as 
the shores of the bay are becoming filled with people and towns are 
growing up all through the peninsula. The town of Tampa is the base 
of supply. 

It is not expected that there will be anything more than a depot for 
the shipping and the receipt of merchandise at Mangrove Point, and 
the town of Tampa will be the place of delivery of everything except 
sea-going steamers, and it is a matter of necessity to them that the 
channels to the town should beimproved. For these reasons the work 
which has been going on should not be abandoned, but some part of 
this $50,000 may be added to the unexpended balance and used for the 
purpose of improving this channel, including the Alafia River. 

All that I ask is that the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers 
shall have a discretion to continue that improvement with a portion of 
this money so far as it may be necessary or advisable; and surely the 
Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers, acting upon their own ex- 
amination and the information they have, are better capable of deter- 
mining whether it shall be so or not than we are. All that I ask is 
that they shall have a discretion allowed them to continue this im- 
provement with a portion of this money so far as it may be necessary 
or expedient to continue it. I therefore ask that this matter may be 
submitted to the Senate. This town of Tampa, with its fine bay, its 
deep water, and its excellent climate, will be very soon occupied with 
beautiful homes, and its foreign commerce is now an ebject of national 
importance. 

Mr. PASCO. The amendment does not enlarge the appropriation. 
It only extends the power of the Secretary of War in expending it, 
and I hope the committee will not object to my colleague’s amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The item, having been passed and 
agreed to, can only be returned tonow by unanimousconsent. Is there 


objection? The Chair hears none. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In line 312, after the words ‘‘ Bushy Point,” it 
is proposed to insert: 


Including the channel to Tampa. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope this will not be agreed to. I stated before that 
the committee, on advice and consultation with practical sailors, with 
the men whoare connected with this steam-ship line, determined, with 
an unusual liberality, to make immediately a channel of sufficient depth 
for the line, and I can not consent that any of that money shall bedi- 
verted to this old town of Tampa, which, in my judgment, is a fossil 
and utterly useless so far as commerce is concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for a division. 

Mr. FRYE. Wait until we get into the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; I withdraw the call. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 346, before the word 
“thousand, ” to strike out ‘“‘thirty”’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as 
to make the clanse read: 

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the amgndment will not be to. The 
amount allowed by the House is not large. It is only $30,000. The 
harbor has been under improvement for years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, at the end of the clause ap- 
propriating $10,000 for ‘‘improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio,” to add: 

nd thi i t 
Painesvilioand Fairport Railrond Company for such ‘use and oceupany of the 


ier at the mouth of Grand River, on the east side, as is consistent with public 
Esaik upon such terms and conditions as he deems reasonable and just. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
quest the Senate to non-concur in that amendment. There was, subse- 
quent to the report of the bill, a hearing touching that matter before 
the committee, and it appeared conclusively that this railroad was 
practically adopting to itself the entire harbor, and that if this amend- 
ment passed it would gain control absolutely of the harbor, to the ex- 
clusion of the general commerce. The committee unanimously in- 
structed me to request the Senate to non-concur. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, to strike out lines 367 and 
368, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know it is always unpleasant to interfere with 
the report of a committee, and as a rule I take their judgment as con- 
clusive; but I am satisfied in this particular, striking out this little ap- 
propriation of $5,000, they made a mistake. This appropriation isrec- 
ommended by the Secretary of War and by the Engineer Bureau. It 
is to improve a port of not very great importance in one respect, but 
yet it is of comparatively considerable importance. The sum is small. 
I have a memorial in relation to it, signed by gentlemen well known 
to ates to my colleague, and to others. I will ask that that be 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MEMORIAL, 
To the honorable the Senators in the Congress of the United States of America: 


The undersigned, citizens of the village of Port Clinton, in the State of Ohio, 
ctfully represent to your honorable body as follows: 
rst. Our town has a population of about 2.500; it is the county-seat of Ot- 
tawa County, and is situated on the shore of Lake Erie, at the mouth of the 
bi heoy nas ee which is navigable for ordinary lake craft to a distance of 12 
m nland. « 

Second. A new railroad is now in process of construction from this point 
which will place us in direct connection with the coal fields of Southeastern 
Ohio, and said road has commenced the building of docks, piers, and wharves 
to cost $50,000, - It will afford an outlet to the South, Southeast, and Southwest 
for the lumber and iron-ore brought here by water. It will, if proper channel 
facilities are secured, make this a coaling point for the largest Jake steamers, 
and will be the most direct passenger route from the interior to the summer re- 
sorts on the islands and at Lakeside. 

Third. Siuce 1855 a line of steamers has been running daily during the season 


of navigation between this port and the Put-in-Bay Islands, and does an exten- 


sive business both in freight and ngers, but the piers on either side of the 
channel are very much in need of repairs, and there is great danger that if the 
work is delayed another season the improvements already made will be almost 
entirely lost, and the business establis by said steamer line be entirely de- 


stroyed, 

It is therefore earnestly and sincerely prayed by the citizens of said village 
that such an appropriation may be made by the present Congress for the har- 
bor of Port Clinton as will enable the Government to preserve the work already 
done for another yeur, by which time we expect to be in position to demon- 
strate beyond a doubt the importance of Port Clinton as a lake port and secure 
an appropriation adequate to the needs of our harbor. 

May 26, 1888. 

Respectfully, 

The citizens of Port Clinton whose names are subscribed to the petition sent 

herewith, 
PETITION. 
To the honorable Senators in the Congress of the United States of America: 

The undersigned, citizens of the village of Port Clinton, represent to your 
honorable body as set forth in the sosompang memorial concerning the har- 
bor at this place, and respectfully pray your honorable body to restore the sum 
of $5,000 struck out of the appropriation bill for the Port Clinton harbor: 

Henry J. Rohr, mayor of Port Clinton; Richard Slater, D. R. Me- 
Ritchie, probate judge of Ottawa County; Albert T. Hopfinger, 
John Wahlers, Charles E. Payne, R. W. Lathams, C. Gernhard, 

roprietor of the Island House; A. Hammel, N. ©. Hammel, 
ill Huber, August Popkey, J. T. Schoerger, Ferd. Wieman, 
Geo. W. Keightley, C. K. Freer, W. A. Eisenhour, clerk of the 
court of Ottawa ‘County; F. O. Hitchcock, John A. Mackey, 
Harry Leget, Gustavus J. Daum, D. Gillerd, Edward Wedekind, 
David McRitchie, Lewis Beber, John Orth, W. Buzzell, Fred. 
Meyer, Henry Bredehoft, Matthias Jensen, Frank Haddick, 
Fred. Cluver, Anthony Pett, Jacob Boos, Nicolai Nissen, John 
H. Goode, E. C. Heim, B. F. Mason, W. C. Heim, Philip Kuhnli, 
John Hilberg, Howard B. Magruder, J. A. Hollinshead, A. E. 
Turner, Hains T. Petersen, Walter Smith, W. W. Mon z 
Peter Lange, Ferd. Zeller, John Offernburg, S. A. Magruder, J. H. 
Buek, John J. Robinson, J. R. Johnson. Henry Quast, John Hal- 
ler, P. tr., Charles Sprenger, W. O. McMahan, Chas. A. Robinson, 
Jno. D. Luchsinger, B. O. Richardson, August Selz, Wesley Clark, 
W. Bense, member General Assembly, Ohio; A. B. Orth, H. A. 
Sherman, J. B. Freehafer, d zist: Wm. Be 
Malcolm Kelly, attorney; McRitchie Bros., butchers; Conrad 
May, G. D. McRitchie, J. W. Mellish, Geo. E. St. John, capitalist; 
Richard Gerner, Christian Vollmer, Joseph Pete, John Pete, J. 
W. Grisier, publisher Ottawa County Republican; John W. Mez- 
éner, John McConkie, superintendent schools; Sigmund Leim- 
rg marshal; A. W. Courchaim, publisher Lake Shore Bul- 
etin; F. P. Frantz, D. B. Courchaine, master sea J. K. Le- 
core; aug. Carstensen, J. C. N. Carstensen, Thomas Sronnum, 
Joseph Weis, Geo. H. Babcock, E. ©. Paine, James Meichem, 
W. T. Kirk, W. U. Semple, jr., Lorenz Lorenzen, Wilson Hodge, 
Thomas Knight, R. Bell, D. S. Nash, John Heim, Capt. Fred. 
Cleaver, Henry Harnet, sailor; Henry Cleaver, sailor; George 
Johnson, D. Cleaver, Joe Jeremy, Joe Dooner, John Lipfen, 
Chas, A. Palmer, Edward Wedekind. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I also have a letter from a leading gentleman in 
that region, from which I will read a short extract. He says: 


Our people were highly pleased to learn that the House had allowed $5,000 
for the improvement of our harbor in the appropriation bill passed by that 
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body, and were greatly disappointed to hear that the Senate committee has | Res, 178) granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in the 


. Stricken it out of the bill. 

This really is a great misfortune to our shipping interests. With the present 
low state of the water it is impossible for vessels of any considerable carrying 
capacity to in or out.. There is to-day a barge loaded with lumber lying on 
the bottom inside of the piers, and she will be obliged to have her load en 
ashore by lighters. If we could have had the amount allowed by the House re- 
tained in the bill, we could have had the channel dredged out to a depth that 
would admit large vessels. 

The letter goes on and shows that they have spent some $50,000 in 
building requisite piers, etc., by private subscription. I know the 
locality myself. It is in the neighborhood of what are called the islands 
of Lake Erie, where there is a very large commerce, mainly in grapes 
and wine. 

It is a matter of vital importance to this rapidly growing interest. 
Iam quite sure that if the Senate Committee on Commercé had had 
these matters before them they would not have rejected this appropria- 
tion, and I therefore ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The committee may have acted unadvisedly in re- 
gard to some amendments, although they examined the bill and the 
reports of the engineers with great care. Iam certain, however, that 
they did not act unadvisedly in regard to thisamendment. I will read 
from the report of the committee: 


In 1870 a survey of the harbor was made, which showed the channel at the 
entrance to be narrow and intricate, with a depth of only 5 feet. 

The original project provided for cutting a channel 8 feet deep through the 
outer bar, and constructing piers from the shore out to the necessary depth. 

Efforts were made, without success, duringthe years 1872, 1873, and 1874 to 

— a channel by dredging only, but the required depth could not be main- 

‘The present project, adopted in 1875, provides for a pile revetment, running 

from the north shore of the Portage River, opposite the town, 967 feet out into 

the lake in a direciion north 57 degrees east ; then inclining towards the north, 

a pile pier, about 1,500 feet long, extends to the depth of 10 feet in the lake; 

parallel to this, and 200 feet from it, an east pier, 2,600 feet long, to run out from 

the south shore of the river. It is expected that a full depth of 9 feet can be 
maintained by confining the waters of the Portage River between these piers. 
The total amount appropriated for this harbor to date is 000, of which 
$46,000 has been expended, and has resulted in obtaining a depth of 8 feet from 
the lake to the town. It is estimated that $12,000 will be required for the com- 
pletion of the project. The engineer in charge reports against the advisability 
of the expenditure at present on the ground that the commerce, present or 
prospective, is not such asto justify it. During the past fiscal year fifty-four 
vessels entered the port, with an average of 53.6 tons, 
They were very small vessels, and not a large number. The report 
of the engineer in charge contains the following: 

- ‘The sum of $46,000 has been appropriated and expended up to the close of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1686, but as the commerce of Port Clinton is small, 
and prospects for much increase in the near future*are not great, it is doubtful 

+ whether the expenditure of the remaining $44,000 for the completion of the pro- 
posed project, under the revised estimate, would be advisable. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the committee in striking out the ap- 
propriation of $5,000 for this improvement acted upon the report of the 
engineer in charge of the work, who reports substantially against it. 
He does not at least say that it is advisable to make the further ex- 
penditure of $42,000, on account of the small commerce and the little 
prospect of any great increase in the future. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to thatis thatI do not ask and would 
not ask the appropriation of $42,000 to complete this improvement, but 
Ido ask that a sum sufficient be appropriated to dredge out and maintain 
the present condition of the improvement. If I were appearing here 
asking for $42,000 to deepen the channel it would be different; but 
all I ask isa sum sufficient to dredge out and maintain the status quo of 
this improvement. 

I consider this so important that I shall have to ask fora division of 
the Senate upon it. This isa small matter, simply to preserve and 
maintain by dredging the present stage of improvement upon which 
already private citizens have expended $50,000 in the faith that the 
Government would maintain what it already had completed; and I 
hope that the committee will not object to leaving in the bill this small 
sum to make such necessary dredging as will maintain the present 
depth of water. I can not consent that the amendment shall be agreed 
to unless it shall be done by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio desire 
to have the question taken as in Committee of the Whole, or will he 
reserve the amendment fora separate vote in the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I prefer to have the question taken now because 
it is too small a matter to be continued long. The appropriation is 
only $5,000, merely for the use of a dredge-boat. . 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to the 
fact that as it appears in the bill the appropriation is for continuing the 
improvement. It is to continue the plan already adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator may change the language if he 
chooses; I do not care anything about that. All we want is by dredg- 
ing to maintain the present status. That will be continuing the im- 
provement, but not according to the plan, because the money proposed 
to be appropriated would be insufficient to deepen the channel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendmeut was rejected. 


GETTYSBURGH REUNION. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 


service of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives, which will be read 
at length. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to cer- 
tain persons employed in the service of the United States was read, the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved, ete., That the heads of Departments are hereby authorized to 
grant to all persons employed in the service of the United States who were 
present at the battic of Gettysburgh sufficient leave of absence, without loss of 
pay, to attend the reunion to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next, 
such absence not to be taken from the allowance made by law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the joint resolution be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside 
for the consideration of the joint resolution which has just been read. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis practically the joint resolution that passed 
the Senate a few days ago. It comes to us now as a House resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 425, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,” to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘thousand’’ where it occurs the second time, to 
strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ and after the word ‘‘ thousand” 
to insert ‘* dollars;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor atSt. Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $12,000; $5,000 
to be used in improving the water channel leading up to Benton Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 463, after the word 
‘í Wisconsin,” to strike out ‘‘Continuing improvement” and insert 
“ For repairs and dredging;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis.: For repairs and dredging, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 472, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert— 

Eighteen thousand dollars of which appropriation shall not be available until 
the city of Oconto has caused repairsto be made, to the satisfaction of the engi- 
neer in charge, to the old part of the pier built by private enterprise; ` 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $20,000; $18,000 
of which appropriation shall not be available until the city of Oconto has caused 
repairs to be made, to the satisfaction of the engineer in charge, to the old part 
of the pier built by private enterprise. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 513, before ‘‘ Minnesota,’’ 
to strike out “‘ Marias” and insert ‘‘ Marais;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Improving barbor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 527, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ after the word 
“hundred” to insert ‘‘and fifty; and in line 528, before the word 
“part,” to insert ‘‘any;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $350,000; which 
sum, or any part thereof, may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 
on the training-walls and channel. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 534, before the word 
“thousand,” tostrike out ‘ninety ” and insert ‘‘sixty-two;’’ and after 
the word “thousand” to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cals Continuing improvement, $62,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 547, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out *‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Pe aailelee harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvenient, $150,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 548, to insert: 
Improving Tillamook Bay and Bar, Oregon, $5,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 552, before the word 
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“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty; ’’? so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Lubec Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 554, before the word 
‘*thonsand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert “‘fifty;’’ and in thesame 
line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ $20,000 of which sum to be 
expended between Bangor and Crosby’s Narrows, and $30,000 between 
Bucksport and Winterport, according to the last plan of the engineer 
in charge;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $50,000 ; $20,000 
of which sum to be expended between Bangor and Crosby’s Narrows, and $30,000 
egies Bucksport and Winterport, according to the last plan of the engineer 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 559, after the word 
“Maine,” to strike out ‘‘to complete” and insert ‘‘continuing im- 
provement;’? so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Narragaugus River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 565, before the word 
t thousand,” to strike out “twenty ” and insert “ seventy-five;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

Improving Kennebec River, Maine, $75,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 566, to insert: 

Improving Moose-a-Bee Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 570, to insert: 

Improving Bellamy River, New Hampshire, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 594, before the word 
t thousand,” to strike out “‘ twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 
oe Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $50,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 588, after the word 
‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For removing Green JacketShoal, Providence River, Rhode Island: Contin- 
uing improvement, $28,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 591, before the word 
“í thousand,” to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Paweatuck River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 594, after the word 
‘*Connecticut,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ and in 
line 595, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert “$25,000 of which may 
be expended in commencing the construction of a breakwater at the 
mouth of said river;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $35,000; $25,000 of which may be 
expended in commencing the construction of a breakwater at the mouth of 
said river. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 599, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-five;’’ 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘ which may 
be expended at any point between Norwich and New London;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $65,000; 
which may be expended at any point between Norwich and New London, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 622 to line 625, inclusive, as follows: 

Improving Grass River at Massena, N. Y.: The nig acetal of War is author- 
ized and directed to expend the balance remaining on hand of the sum hereto- 
fore appropriated in dredging operations according to the original plan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 627, before the word 
‘f thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Maurice River, New Jersey; Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 629, before the word 
‘*thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty’? and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ in line 
630, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out “two’’ and insert 
‘‘seven;’? after the word “‘thonsand”’ to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘used,” to insert “to complete im- 
provement;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Passaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $35,000; of 
which $7,500 are to be used to complete improvement spore Newark, |’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 633, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘forty-five’’ and insert “‘fifty;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Raritan River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 662, to insert: 

Improving Mispillion Creek, Delaware: To complete, from Milford to its 
mouth, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 665, to insert: 

Improving Broadkiln River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 667, to insert: 

Improving Broad Creek, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 679, to insert: 

Improving Potomac River at Washington: Continuing improvement, $400,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 691, after the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘and twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

proving James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement below Rich- | 
mond, $200,000. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 695, after the words 
‘*Mount Vernon,’’ to strike out ‘‘ continuing improvement’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ to complete;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving channel at Mount Vernon: To complete, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in” section 1, line 714, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty’ and insert “‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving, by dredging and otherwise, the inland water way, from Chinco- 
teague Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay, at or near Lewes, Del.,to be used from 
Chincoteague Bay to Indian River Bay: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

Mr. FRYE. That amendment may be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 721, before the word 
‘t thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ and after 
‘*thousand’’ to strike out ‘‘ five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing.improvement, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 725, after the word ‘‘hun- 
dred,” to insert ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

ay Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 

The ameudment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 736, after the word “‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘and for continuing improvements;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Be tele Monongahela River, West Virginia: To complete dam No, 8, 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 737, to insert: 

Improving the Ohio River: For constructing a movable dam on the Ohio 
River near the mouth of the Beaver River, $100,000, and the Secretary of War 
shall locate sites for three such movable dams between the dam hereby pro- 
vided for and the dam at Davis Island :/ Provided, These dams shall, in his opin- 
ion, be necessary to the carrying out of his plans of improvement. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the committee 
whether the committee have the approval of the Chief of Engineers of 
this scheme, and what is the probable cost to execute the plan of mova- 
ble dams along the Ohio River? I make the inquiry because this 
scheme has been before another branch of Congress several times, and - 
it was developed that the chances were—that was the conclusion reached 
by the committee there—that it would probably injure the navigation 
of the Ohio River more than it would benefit it, and that the system 
could not be completed as contemplated originally short of about 
$78,000,000. . 

I do not know the information which has been before our committee, 
but this seems to have in view inaugurating the plan of making moy- 
able dams along the Ohio River. I do not now remember the number 
contemplated in the plan that was formerly presented and urged, but 
I do know that it was regarded as likely to be very expensive and of 
very doubtful expediency. We had models before us, and this matter 
was discussed several times. 

I suggest that before we enter upon this work it would be well for 
the Senate to understand what we are entering upon. If the Commit- 
tee on Commerce understand that it is an expenditure of $78,000,000 
and recommend it with that view, all well, for that iswhat the system 
originally intended to do. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it ought to be considered that the appropria- 
tion proposed is within one million of the amount of the achool bill, 
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Mr. REAGAN. I did not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only suggested that it seemed to be worthy of atten- 
tion that this was within $1,000,090 of the amount of the school bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it is aboutas absurd as the school bill was. 

Mr. FRYE. When the Great Kanawha River was proposed to be 
improved in about the same way there were a great many who said that 
was absurd; but yet it has increased the output of coal from, I think, 
4,000,000.tons to about 16,000,000 tons, and has decreased the cost to the 
consumer from.50 cents to a dollar a ton. I refer to the improvement 
of those dams in the Great Kanawha. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill state to the Senator that the output of 
coal was increased from 4,048,300 tons to 23,233,374 tons. 

Mr. FRYE. I thank the Senator for the correction. It is an illus- 
tration of what may be done by the improvement of these rivers. 

In the bill as it came from the other House there was a proposition 
for the purchase from the Monongahela Navigation Company of the 
upper lock and dam, the proposition being ultimately to appropriate to 
the United States by purchase all of the dams on the lower Mononga- 
hela River. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isuppose Iam misunderstood. I was discussing 
the item beginning at line 738 for the improvement of the Ohio River. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, and I was leading up to that by a reference to the 
Monongahela River. The committee determined to strike out the pro- 
posed purchase of those dams, not believing that it was proper at this 
time to enter upon that expenditure, but it was shown to the commit- 
tee that the Ohio River at the points named here could be very greatly 
improved by the construction of movable dams at a cost of $100,000 
apiece, and that four movable dams would be all that would be neces- 
sary to complete the entire improyement of the upper Ohio River, as I 
understand it. In the judgment of the committee it was thought en- 
tirely proper to enter upon that work, as it was now thought improper 
to purchase the Monongahela works. My impression is that the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] understands the matter fully. 

Mr. REAGAN. The illustration offered by the Senator from 
Maine is hardly precisely in point. There are no movable dams on 
the Kanawha River; there are locks and dams on that river. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA ] informs me that I am mis- 
taken. Then they have been of recent construction. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that on 
the upper of the Kanawha River fixed dams are built because of 
the conditions which apply to ordinary and low water. In other 
words, the fall is great and in open stages the navigation is not large, 
but below Cannelton on the Kanawha are the movable dams. We 
need on the Kanawha River the benefit of this improvement only in 
low stages of water. In the ordinary stages the Kanawha is a good, 
successful, navigable stream, but in low stages of water, on account of 
the fall, the channel gets low and hence becomes unnavigable. In the 
ordinary stages of water these dams are lowered so that there is a 200- 
foot passage-way in the dams that allows the navigation to go of, just 
as it would without any improvement. 

Mr. REAGAN. This proposed improvement on the Ohio is below 
the Kanawha? 

Mr. KENNA. Oh, no; it is 240 miles above. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it above or below Pittsburgh? 

Mr. KENNA. It is below Pittsburgh. 

Mr. FRYE. Letme inquire of the Senator from West Virginia if the 
movable dam at Pittsburgh did not work perfectly ? 

Mr. KENNA. There never was any trouble, I understand, about 
the work of the movable dam except in the exigencies growing out of 
the conditions, which were abnormal this last winter, on account of the 
ice, so that they could not lower the dam. 

Mr. REAGAN. The dam was built at Pittsburgh for the purpose 
of making a harbor there in which vessels might rest, in which they 
might load and unload; but it was presented to the committee who had 
charge of this subject at the time I speak of that the expense of the 
improvement of the Ohio River would be as I have stated. It is an 
open river for navigation, not like the upper part of the Kanawha, ot 
which the Senator from West Virginia speaks, where movable dams 
were built on account of the great fall of the river; but in the Ohio 
River they already have good navigation. It was deemed then of 
very doubtful expediency and of very great expense, the amount that 
I suggested a while ago. ‘ 

The dam which was builtat Pittsburgh was constructed at very con- 
siderable expense, costing not a hundred thousand dollars, but several 
hundred thousand dollars; I do not remember how many hundred 
thousand dollars. It was built there for the purpose of making an ar- 
tificial harbor for the rest and security of vessels—not especially in the 
interest of navigation, but for the making of a harbor for the rest of 
vessels. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think I heard the answer of the Senator 
from Maine, if indeed he answered the question of the Senator from 
Texas, as to the probable cost of carrying out this plan, if it isentered 


upon, A 
Mr. FRYE. Iunderstand that only four movable dams are required, 


and that they will cost about a hundred thousand dollars apiece. That 
is, as I recollect, the testimony before the committee. I know the com- 
mittee unanimously agreed upon this proposition. It was presented 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] practically as a sub- 
stitute for the Monongahela provision which follows it, and the com- 
mittee were satisfied that it was something which ought to be done. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask what the nature of the testimony was 
about the cost of each dam being $100,000? Did it come from any 
engineer? 

_Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that it did, from letters of the en- 
neers. 

Mr. REAGAN, All [have to say is that the dam above this point, 
at Pittsburgh, cost many hundred thousand dollars, and my opinion 
is that it cost over half a million dollars. ; 

Mr. FRYE. The appropriation for the one dam at the mouth of 
Beaver River is just $100,000, That is to complete it. 

Mr. REAGAN, It may be a smaller stream. The Ohio River isa 
good, large river. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] presented 
to the committee an estimate from the engineers of the cost at $100,000 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, to strike out the clauses from line 745 to 
line 802, inclusive, as follows: 

The Secretary of War be, and ishereby, authorized and directed to negotiate 
for and purchase. at a cost not to exceed $161,733.13, lock and dam number 7, 
otherwise known as "the Upper Lock and Dam,” and its appurtenances, of the 
Monongahela Navigation Company, a corporation organized under the lawsof 
Pennsylvania, which lock and dam number 7 and its appurtenances constitute 
a part of the improvements in water communication in the Monongahela River, 
between Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, and a point at or near Mor- 
gantown, in the State of West Virginia. And the sum of $161,733.13, or somuch 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for consummating said pu: the same 
to be paid on the warrant of the Secretary of War, upon full and absolute con- 
veyance to the United States of the said lock and dam number 7, and its appur- 
tenances, of the said Monongahela Navigation Company. 

In the event of the inability of the Secre! of War to make voluntary pur- 
chase of said lock and dam number 7 and its appurtenances for said sum of 
$161,733.13, or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation 
of said lock and dam number 7 and its eyed said condemnation pro- 
ceedings to be as prescribed and regulated by the provisions of the general rail- 
road law of Pennsylvania, a ved February 19, 1849, and its supplements. 
except that the United States shall not be required to give any bond, and except 
that jurisdiction of said proceedings is hereby given to the circuit court of the 
United States for the western dis of Pennsylvania, with right of appeal b 
either party to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That in est 
mating the sum to be paid by the United States the franchise of said corpora- 
tion to collect tolls shall not be considered or estimated ; and the sum of $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the necessary costs 
of said condemnation proceedings; and upon final judgment being entered 
therein the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to draw his war- 
rant on the Treasury for the amount of said judgment and costs, and said amount 
for the pe leur thereof is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
ury not otherwise appropriated. And when said lock and dam number 7 and 
its appurtenances shall have been acquired by the United States, whether by 
purchase or condemnation, the Secre of War shall take charge thereof, and 
the same shall thereafter be subject to the prann of section 4 of an act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser- 
vation for certain public work on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 5, 1884. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill; and having read the 
item for improving New River, West Virginia, at line 805, 

Mr. KENNA said: Iask thechairman of the Committee on Commerce 
to allow that ph to stand. I may have occasion toask the con- 
sent of the Senate to offer an amendment which will involve the mere 
phraseology of the paragraph when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘To which item does the Senator refer? 

Mr. KENNA. I refer to the New River improvement. I have a 
letter from the engineer in charge of that improvement, who suggests 
a modification of the phraseology to secure the general result, but I 
have it not at hand. 

Mr. FRYE.. The Senator desires to have it passed over for the pres- 
ent? 

Mr. KENNA. Ishould like to have it passed over for the present, 
so that I may change the phraseology. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no occasion for passing it 
over, The paragraph will be open to amendment in the Senate. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 815, before the word 
“ hundred,” to strike out the word “one ” and insert “two,” and after 
“hundred ” to insert ‘‘ and forty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N. C., $245,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatneedsan explanation, as it more than doubles 
the appropriation in the bill as passed by the other House. I should 
like to hear the report of the engineer upon that subject. 

Mr. RANSOM. The clerk of the committee will hand the Senator 
the report of the engineer. This is the amount estimated to complete 
the present plan of that improvement. Itcompletes theimprovement. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not say so in the bill. I should like to 
hear the committee’s report on that point, at page 108, read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont de- 
sire to have the report read at the desk? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read as indicated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


NORTH CAROLINA, 

Cape Fear River.—Im ng Cape Fear River, North Carolina, above Wil- 
mington: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 

Improving Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N. C., $245,000. 

The Cape Fear River below Wilmington, when placed under improvement 
in 1829, bad three bar entrances with least de as follows: About 9 feet at the 
Baldhead Channel, 9 feet at the Rip Channel, and 10 feet at New Inlet Channel, 
these bars being, respectively, 9, 6, and 2 miles below the point which was then 
the head of the river's delta. From the head of this delta 20 miles up to Wil- 
mington there were several shoals with a least depth of 7.5 feet-at low water. 

Between the years 1827 and 1857 protons of improvement were adopted in- 
volving dredging and y contraction of the channel, and $359,500.76 were ex- 
peng The works, however, were never fully completed for lack of funds. 

rom 1872 to date plans of improvement have been adopted, which proposed 
the extension of the New Inlet dam 2 miles further down the stream to prevent 
the further erosion of Smith's Island at the Swashes; dredging upon the outer 
bar to aasist thé tidal currents in straightening and deepening the bar entrances 
soas to obtain a 14-footdepth at low water, and for the 20 miles above New Inlet 
dredging and diking where necessary across the so as to secure a 16-foot 
channel, 270 feet wide at low water over this whole length. 

Up to June 30, 1887, a total of $1,773,.946.25 had been spent on the pene of 
improvement adopted since 1870 with great success, obtaining a 13.5 to 14 feet 
least depth of water at the main bar entrance, and completing a channel of 16 
feet depth and at least 111 feet width 28 miles further to Wilmington. This 
depth, combined with the average rise of tide of 4.5 feet at the bar and 2.5 at 
Wilmington, is such that at present vessels loaded to 16 feet draught can readily 
go from Wilmington to the ocean in a single tide and any day of the year. 

After the improvement is finished its proper maintenance may cost from $5,000 
to $15 eg per year for a few years; but the improvement should be fairly per- 
manen 

It is estimated that $245,000 will be required to complete the proposed im- 
provement of the river from Wilmington to the ocean, 

The effect of the improvement thus far has been to decrease greatly marine 
freights and insurance, and to increa ethe foreign commerce by $4,500,000 per 

since 1871, thus showing a development of $2.40 of annual foreign exports 
for each dollar once spent by the Government during the same period. 

The present development of the Cape Fear River means the future develo 
ment of the State of North Carolina, and of many Western States, which will 
before long be forced to send their commerce pr new and shorter routes via 
nek egien railroads and the Cape Fear Riyer to the ocean and foreign 
marke 

The Cape Fear River above Wilmington bas a total length of about 400 miles, 
and a drainage area of 7,167 square miles, of which 5,620 square miles lie above 
the mouth of the Black River, its main tributary. 

The present head of navigation is at Fayetteville, 112 miles above Wilmiag- 
ton, When placed under improvement in 1881 this part of the river was nav- 
igable during the nine flush-water months of the year; but the channel for the 
upper 75 miles was badly obstructed by sunken logs, snags, overhanging trees, 
and shoals; and for the upper 66 miles it was full of shoals on which there was 
not more than 12 or 14 inches of water during the low-water season. At that 
time the navigation was owned by private parties. 

Up to June 30, 1887, a total of $65,532.94 has been spent in all upon this im- 
provement, giving a moderately well-cleared channel over the whole length of 
river, a moderately good 4-foot continuous channel during the entire year from 
Wilmington 44 miles to Kelley's Cove, thence a similar 2-foot channel 26 miles 
further to Elizabethtown, and thence a similar 1-foot channel 42 miles further 
to Fayetteville; increased to 5-foot draught from Wilmington to Fayetteville 
during seven months of the year, In consequence, three permanently-estab- 
lished steam-boat lines have been running over the entire distance with full 
draught for seven months year, and with lessened draught for the rest of 
the time. 

Freights have been reduced 33 percent., marine insurance has been rendered 
unnecessary, and the commerce has been increased by $1,200,000 per year, thus 
showing a development of $13.0f annual commerce for each dollar once spent 
by the Government, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The particular recommendation of the local en- 
gincer is $265,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Two hundred and forty-five thousand dollars, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It reads here in the report of Captain Bixby, 
“Amount estimated, required for completion of existing project, $265,- 
000,” and he says that that amount can be profitably expended in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; ‘‘submitted in compliance with the 
requirement of section of the river and harbor act of 1866-’67.’’ In 
the report of the engineer in charge (only a part of which is embodied 
in the committee’s report), on pages 1045, 1046, and following, he illus- 
trates what I said in regard to the Savannah River and the changes of 
plans and so on. It would seem that there have been nearly half a 
dozen different projects for the Cape Fear River, and that more than a 
million dollars has already been spent in experimenting on various con- 
trivances in this way and that way; and now it is proposed to give the 
total amount that the local engineer recommends for completing the 
work, though not to give it in the bill as‘completing the work, but to 
give it as the ordinary appropriation for an improvement. 

I am perfectly willing to improve the Cape Fear River in every suit- 
able and reasonable way, because it is a river that is truly a commer- 
cial and navigable river of the United States, and it has a city at the 
head of its sea navigation, the city of Wilmington, which is a point 
that will accommodate the people of a great region of the United States 
undoubtedly. But going on in this way, making fish of one and flesh 
of another in regard to these ports, and appropriating the full amount 
that a local engineer says will be necessary to complete the work in 
one appropriation (and they havea large balance, it would appear, now, 
I believe, in hand besides), does not seem to be fair to the other por- 


tions of the country where similar improvementsare going on and sim- 
ilar necessities continue to exist. There ought to be some reasonable 
uniformity in these respects, as it appears to me. 

I should hope, therefore, that the Cape Fear River would stand on 
the same footing that the other rivers do, If this amendment is put 
on the ground that this is to complete that work, as the engineer says 
in his report, then it would seem to be rather wise to put it in the bill 
that this sum is intended to complete the work. But it is not in the 
bill. Itis the ordinary appropriation for improving that river, and 
the next year we may have a local engineer who will say he wants 
$265,000 more, as perhaps he will; but if the bill is to follow the re- 
port it ought to say for completing that work, as we often do. It does 
not say so, and it does not appear to me that it stands on that fair 
equality of rating of benefits and burdens that is intended, as I sup- 
pose, to run through the estimates of the engineers as it does of the 
Chief of Engineers in general, and runs through the bill in general. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam satisfied that the intention of the committee was 
that this appropriation should complete the Cape Fear River improve- 
ment. There has been an expenditure of overa million dollars on the 
river. The Chief Engineer recommended that the work should be 
completed. It is quite an important river, and the proposition com- 
mended itself to the committee that we should just put in enough 
more to complete it. = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then say ‘‘for completion.” 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that it was intended to be for com- 
pletion, and therefore I move, in line 814, to strike out ‘improving’? 
aud to insert ‘‘to complete improvement of.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall be very candid, Mr. President. I do not 
want to take any advantage or do anything covertly about the matter, 
I hope that Congress hereafter will upon another survey see the neces- 
sity of a further improvement of the Cape Fear River, and that at the 
right time the right way will be adopted, exactly as has been done in 
reference to every other large improvement in the United States. 

I have no objection to inserting the words ‘‘to complete the present 
improvement’? in the bill. The members of the committee will re- 
member that I asked in the committee to have that done. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
“improving ??—— 

Mr. FRYE. There is no need of striking that out. Insert, after 
“t North Carolina,” the words ‘‘to complete improvement.” 

The SECRETARY. So as to read: s 

Improving Cape Fear River below Wilmington, North Carolina: To com- 
plete improvement, $245,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; say ‘‘to complete improvement” in place 
of the word ‘‘improving,” to make it straight. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then strike out the word “improving,”’ in line 814, 
and say ‘‘to complete improvement.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will make it straight. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. ' 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the chairman of the committee will allow 
me to amend the clause by saying ‘‘to complete the present improve- 
ment of the Cape Fear River.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This means the present improvement. I would 
not put in the word ‘‘present.’’? We are all present. a 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish that to be done, so that hereafter, if I shall 
try in another year, as I expect to try, to have another improvement 
for the Cape Fear River under a different survey, Senators can not sup- 
pose that I would be guilty of any equivocation or misrepresentation 
in the matter. e 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘To complete the improvement of’’ is the com- 
mon phrase in all such items. Ofcourse it does not prevent Congress 
hereafter from putting Cape Fear River down a thousand feet below its 
present depth, if it wishes to do so. 

Mr. RANSOM. Then it is all right; I am satisfied. 

Mr. FRYE. The phrase is used in thirty cases in the bill. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam satisfied now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Maine indi- 
cate the exact language of the amendment he proposes to the amend- 
ment of the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. Strike out the word “improving” and insert ‘‘ to com- 
plete the improvement of.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Atthe beginning of line 814, strike out the word 
*“improving’’ and insert “‘ to complete the improvement of;’’ so as to 
read: 


At the beginning of line 814 strike out the word 


The proposed amendment will be 


To naD the improvement of Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N. C., 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 825, after the words 
“Tar Rivers,’’ to insert ‘‘ from the mouths to the falls at Rocky Mount;’’ 
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and in line 827, after the word ‘‘improvement,” to strike out ‘‘five”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers from the mouths to the falls at Rocky 
Mount, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 829, to insert: 

Improving Lumberg River, North Carolina, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 832, after the words 
t‘ North Carolina,’’ to strike out “ continuing improvement, five,” and 
insert ‘‘ from its mouth to Clarksville, Va., forty; °’ soas to make the 
clause read: 

ys nih Roanoke River, North Carolina, from its mouth to Clarksville, Va., 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 834, to insert: 
Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina, $10,000. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Ransom] if this “‘ Yadkin River, North Carolina, $10,000,” is the iden- 
tical Yadkin River which is contained in a report from the Secretary of 
War of “‘localities unworthy of improvement by the General Govern- 
ment,” 

Mr. RANSOM. No, Mr. President. The chairman of the commit- 
tee had the kindness to call my attention to that matter. This is not 
the improvement alluded to in that report. 

The Yadkin River isa very long stream. The survey to which al- 
lusion is madein the report of the engineer was made under an amend- 
ment which I had placed upon a river and harbor bill some years ago. 
The engineer reported upon the improvement, and I have never asked 
for a cent in reference to that part of the river. There is another part 
of the river away above that, which has heen the subject of improve- 
ment since 1879 in this body. The chairman of the committee will 
find in the engineer’s report a strong report from Captain Bixby, and 
the amount here proposed to be appropriated is recommended by the 
local engineer and by the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like toask the Senator from North Caro- 
lina if there are two Yadkin Rivers in North Carolina? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; there are not two Yadkins there, The 
Yadkin River is a very long river. It rises in the mountains of North 
Carolina and goes down through North Carolina and out through South 
Carolina into the Pee Dee. The part of the Yadkin River that has 
been surveyed and which the surveyor says ought not to be improved 
(the part to which the Senator from Maine alluded), lies partly in South 
Carolina and partly in North Carolina, on which are the narrows of 
the Yadkin, and that proposed improvement has been condemned 
by the board of engineers. The same board of engineers before and 
since have recommended the improvement of another part of the river. 

Some $80,000 have already been expended upon the improvement 
of the river, and successful results have been obtained from it. The 
report of the engineer shows that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from North Caro- 
lina where the other Yadkin River is that the Senator from Maine re- 


ferred to? 
Mr. RANSOM. It is a part of this same Yadkin River. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it a branch? 


Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; it is a continuation of the main stream. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then this is the river that is described in the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers. This river ‘‘has a total length ot 
about 200 miles and a drainage area of 4,320 square miles,” somewhat 
less, I was going to say, than the’city of Washington, including the 
flats; but rather more. 

The Yadkin River, North Carolina, has a total length of about 200 miles and 
a drainage area of 4,320 square miles. Its middie third,extending from the 
railroad bridge near Salisbury 64} miles upward to the foot of Bean Shoal, is the 
only portion so farunder improvement by the General Government. This por- 
tion of the Yadkin River, prior to governmental improvement in 1880, had a 
slope of about 2 feet to the mile, and its navigation was iar grape obstructed 

rock ledges, fish and mill dams, and numerous shoals, with a greatest depth 
of 1 foot at ordinary low water on some of its shoals and ledges. Its river com- 
merce was therefore nothing. The original project of 1879 proposed, for $82,000, 
to secure a 2.5 to 3 foot steam-boat navi, ion during the entire year over the 64} 
miles above the Salisbury railroad bridge. 

This estimate must have been based mainly upon theoretical considerations, 
since subsequent practice showed that this sum was sufficient to give the de- 
sired depth of navigation for only two-thirds of the yearand over only one-third 
of the distance. A l bak pey? examination of the river over the 32 miles above the 


ities. By care- 
rsonal examina- 
tions and recent surveys, e work necessary 
to give the desired on ten over the entire 64} miles, and during only mean winter 
stages of water (two-thirds of the year) are herewith raised to $400,000. 

I do not think it is necessary to read any more, Mr. President. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wonder that my honorable friend from 
North Carolina says he hopes not, because the reading is not altogether 
enco ing for this sort of an appropriation. The little State that I 
have the honor in part to represent has several rivers that are not so 
long but are a good deal deeper, so that they have as much water in 


them, though it is not spread over as much surface, as the Yadkin 
River; but we have never thought of asking Congress to appropriate 
money to clear out the sand-bars, shoals, rocks, and ledges to get 2 
feet of depth of water for imaginary navigation. 

If this is really a national work, then the rivers in Vermont that I 
allude to are too. It would be a great Jocal convenience to the neigh- 
borhoods in getting to the railroads with their products and so on; but 
having been brought up Jeffersonian Democrats, we were really under 
the impression that those streams are not streams of that national and 
constitutional importance which under the authority of Congress to 
regulate commerce the people of Vermont had a right to ask the na- 
tional Treasury to put in order for their passage. 

I must say, with great respect to my friend from North Carolina and 
with the respect that I have for the Cape Fear River, which has been 
explained, that it does not appear to me that the Yadkin River falls 
within the class that Congress ought to deal with; but I suppose there 
is no help for it. I have tried it a good many years without any suc- 


cess. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, we have heard this talk before in 
reference to the Yadkin River. I have not thought it either necessary 
or proper for me, and I do not think it is now, to inquire more than 
we have done upon the Committee on Commerce in reference to the 
rivers in Vermont. We have generally tried to treat them just as we 
have treated the rivers in North Carolina and elsewhere. 

This is not a new improvement. Since 1879 this improvement has 
been upon the river and harbor bills. 

I did not say that I hoped the Senator from Vermont would not read 
any further because I was afraid of the report. I knew he would read 
all that would be pertinent tothe subject. Let me say to that Senator 
that this is a very great improvement to the section of country through 
which it is to go. Itisa part of North Carolina, and a large and re- 
spectable part of the State heretofore absolutely cut off from improve- 
ment. If the Senator will do me the kindness to read on in the report 
he will see that the engineer says so, and that when this improvement 
is completed it will largely develop a commerce which is now almost 
nothing, and prove of great benefit to that section of the State. 

I ask pardon of the Senate for taking up any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator, before we leave this item, 
because it will illustrate a great many other items in the bill, and I 
know my friend’s State can stand it aswell as any, how many months 
in the year this river is navigable at all, even with the improvement? 

Mr. RANSOM. If this improvement is made, in my judgment the 
river will be navigable the year round. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many months in the year is it navigable now 
for vessels drawing 2 feet of water? 

Mr. RANSOM. ‘The river is now scarcely navigable at all. This 
improvement is making it navigable. ‘This improvement is intended 
to make the river navigable for 64 miles. 

Mr. President, there is scarcely a river in this country that at one 
time did not fail to be navigable because of obstructions at its mouth, 
We heard the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to-day elo- 
quently and forcibly represent that commerce was checked at the 
mouth of a river unless you took out the obstructions. We have 
heard the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] upon the same subject. 
I may be mistaken about it, but I think I have known the Senator 
from Vermont to represent to the Committee on Commerce that with 
a very small appropriation made to what appeared to bea small stream 
in the State of Vermont it would become a very great convenience to 
the public. No doubt he represented it correctly. Just so when this 
stream is cleaned out, if this improvement goes on, it will be a great 
thing for that part of North Carolina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is no railroad along that river, I dare say 
it would, if you can make a river there. It may be like that other 
river, I think it was in North Carolina, in the time of one of my friend’s 
predecessors who had an amendment of this kind to a bill, and the re- 
port of the engineers was read; and it peers from the report of the 
engineers, sooeny and truly and officially made, that the river could 
be made navigable, but in order to do it, it was necessary to build pump- 
ing works on the other side of the mountain and pump water over to it; 
and it was estimated that it would cost so much, not a very extravagant 
sum, a million or two of dollars. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is a piece of imagination on the part of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notatall; Iam speaking with all truth and sober- 


ness. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator means to tell the truth about it; but 
let me show him just how far he is mistaken. I suppose the Senator 
thinks that it may be a little bit interesting to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure, Mr. President. 

Mr. RANSOM. There was a survey at one time in reference to what 
we hoped might be a great water way. It was attractive to my friend 
going down to shoot ducks in Currituck. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. The French Broad ? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir;itwasa hundred miles from the French Broad, 
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away down on the Atlantic Ocean, where you could hear the great 
surf and the waves beat. We had a survey made so as to see what 
could be done. A brilliant engineer, as the Senator from Vermont 
said, reported that it would be very practicable if they had water 
enough, but he said he knew no way in the world of getting water 
there, He said perhaps that somebody had suggested that it could 
be pumped up, but nobody ever dreamed of doing that. Nobody has 
ever made a suggestion about it. That had nothing in the world to 
do with the improvement under consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. What part of the Yadkin is it p: to improve ? 

Mr. RANSOM. From the main line of the Richmond and Danville 
Railroad, going on this side of Salisbury up tothe mountains, 64 miles. 
I wish my friend from Vermont could go down and look at the Yad- 
kin, see it on a rise or swell, or see it when it was low in the summer 
season, although itis a perpetual stream. My impression is that there 
is no stream in the United States that falls less during the summer 
season than the Yadkin, for it is made up of mountain streams that come 
pouring down. If my friend from Vermont could go down there one 
day with me, he would be ashamed of every river in Vermont. He 
would say, ‘‘ Well, the Senators from North Carolina from time imme- 
merial have been trifling; they ought to have had more money; instead 
of having a few thousand dollars they ought to have had a million or 
two millions of dollars spent upon this great stream.” 

A few years ago the Senator from Vermont had these same ideas about 
the Cape Fear, but he went down and saw it with the engineer and his 
friends. Our people were glad to see him there, and carried him down 
to South Hope, formerly Smithfield. He went down the river, and 
when he saw the breadth and the depth and glory of Cape Fear River, 
he came back and, except a little irony, he has not said one word about 
it since. He has always admitted it to be a great and good stream. 

Mr. President, I wish that I was in the humor to speak to-day, but 
this weather is too warm. I wish we were not here in open Senate; 
I wish we were in executive session, so that I might describe that river 
of love which the Senator from Vermont has been inviting the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to see. I have seen that distinguished Senator 
send for three different maps and charts, and special ones, before he 
could find the river he wanted to get an appropriation for. 

Mr. BUTLER. In Vermont? 

Mr. RANSOM. In Vermont. The chairman of the committee and 
every Senator here will bear me out in the statement. He knows 
there is no imagination in that. And now he comes and fights the 
Yadkin. It was right to improve the creek up in Vermont, but, asa 
Senator once told me, he hoped I would give better names to my rivers 
in North Carolina. I think I would change the name Otter and make 
it Attar—Attar of Roses. I do not know much about perfumery, but 
I know the Yadkin is a great big river, and when my friend comes 
down some Gay and looks at it he will see that I was right in trying to 
have it improved, and he will thank me for it. 

Whenever there has been an improvement suggested in my State and 
I became satisfied it was not right and was not good, I have abandoned 
it. Where I thought it would do no good, I have abandoned it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As to the Vermont river, my friend is drawing, 
as he well may, because he has a boundless fountain, upon his imag- 
ination; but it is very pleasant to hear him even when he is speaking 
of imaginative matters, as well as it is when he is speaking of matters 
of fact. I have no doubt about the necessity of the improvement of 
the Yadkin River. Iam not entirely ignorant of it. I have crossed 
it four times within the last six months; but I did not have half the 
hesitation on either occasion that Cæsar is said to have had about 
crossing the Rubicon, which I believe the Roman Senate never appro- 
priated anything for the improvement of, so far as I have read. 

But the Yadkin River is a great river. The Senator says he wishes 
I could see it on its rise and flush, or whatever you call it, and he is 
supported by the engineer in that respect, for the engineer says that all 
the works of clearing the river channel were prevented before June, 
1887, by high water. Then he goes on to add that when the high water 
got down the water was so low that nobody could do anything with the 
river. Itis very high in high time. There really is not any water in 
it in low time. I will read just what the engineer says about the low 
water. I read literally what he said about the high water. 

Seventy-seven thousand two hundred and sixty-five dollars and nincty cents 
has been spent, in all, upon this improvement up to June 30, 1887— 

It is a pity they had not put on it the odd 10 cents— 
in securing a good channel for flat-boats (and only an indifferent channel for 
steam-boats) of 40 to 70 feet width— 

That is the channel, not the steam-boat, I presume— 
and from 2 to 2} feet depth during mean winter stages of water (eight months 
of the year) from the Salisbury railroad bridge, 21 miles upward, to above Swice- 
good’s Mill, No river commerce has yet been created— 

Seventy-seven thousand dollars has not got any river commerce for à 
single foot of that stream— 

nd none is e until the i mı 2 
— a pray be ete til pt oe ent reaches Bailey’s Ferry, 35 miles 

I can not infer from what I have seen of the magnificent State of 
North Carolina that for this 21 miles there is a desert, an impassable, 
uncultivable mountain region, that is incapable of habitation, and that 


does not rejoice in tobacco, and wheat, and corn, and cattle, and horses, 
and all that makes North Carolina so famous. But $77,000, speaking 
seriously, spent upon 21 miles of this river and making 2} feet depth 
of water in the winter when the water is high, has not yet produced 
any commerce at all. 

I can say in all seriousness to my friend that I am glad to do any- 
thing I can for North Carolina, but I do not want to tax the people of 
North Carolina, or Vermont either, to try to make the Yadkin River 
a navigable stream, unless we go into the pumping business and get 
some water in. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not want to say anything more about this 
matter, because my friend from Vermont has touched me so lightly 
upon the Yadkin that I ought to be thankful to him. Some envious 
gentlemen on this side of the Chamber are really suspecting me of be- 
ing on too good terms with tMat Senator and getting him to help the 
amendment through. But thereis no doubt that the amount of money 
stated was spentupon the river. The Senator from Vermont says that 
$77,000 were spent to secure a channel 70 feet wide and 24 feet deep, 
and that it is an enormous sum and will ruin the country. If the 
Senator from Vermont would think for one second he would know 
that there is not a railroad in this country carried through a hilly or 
mountainous region that does not cost from $30,000 to $77,000 a mile 
to construct it. Then you canrun but one train upon it, and here you 
can run boats up and down and through the stream as you please. 

It is said there is no commerce on the Yadkin. It is true there is 
no commerce onit yet. Until last year there was no commerce on the 
Tennessee River through the Mussel Shoals, and there will be on that 
river in the future perhaps the greatest internal commerce in this coun- 
try. Why was it? It was because the work had not been completed; 
but as soon as the work is completed and steamers can go through you 
will see commerce there, just as the engineer says there will be no com- 
merce on the Yadkin until the improvement is completed up to a cer- 
tain point, and then it will come in. 

The Senator from Vermont is right when he says that itis not a 
desert land. It does produce tobacco, corn, wheat, and much more. 
Make this improvement and a valuable commerce will be developed. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I becameso mystified and delighted 
with the eloquence of my friend from North Carolina that I forgot to 
read the report of the engineer in charge, of the 15th of December, 1887, 
upon this subject of, the practicability of making the Yadkin as avail- 
able for the purposes of navigation as its intrinsic merits undoubtedly 
entitle it to. Here is what the engineer says: 


Since the date of this preliminary report I have examined the river in person, 
in a small row-boat, over the entire length above specified— 


That is the length proposed to be improved— 
and at a time when the water was at nearly its lowest stage. The middle 
portion of this river from the Grassy Island Shoals upward 16 miles, was found 
to be comparatively level, and in itself could be Sanity made navigable ”— 
These 16 miles— 
at low water for boats drawing 4 feet— 


That is very good— 
but there would be no way of connecting this navigation to other navigable 
parts of the river below, or even to nearest railroad, except at a cost to-day out 
of pro’ on tothe resulting benefits. The rest of this river, the general feat- 
ures of ths whole river, the cost of its improvement, and the statistics of com- 
merce were found to be ly as already described in the prel 
port, to which you are referred for fuller details. 

In my opinion this river-basin is one of considerable water-power and of 


great ultural wealth, but at the same time one which is at present best 
adap to development by the construction of a railroad up its valley, ine 
stead of by the improvement of its water ways. Moreover, the people along 


the river a; anxious to have an open passage cut ugh the fi 
pean Thee aea ra fish to ascend the river than to fuollitate hs tiresome 
merce. 

That was the case, I believe, several years ago in West Virginia, be- 
fore either of the present Senators was here, where an appropriation 
had been obtained in a preceding year, and it was made the foundation 
for a secondary one for cutting away the brush and the logs ina cer- 
tain stream in West Virginia, and it was found on examination that 
that stream was not either nationally or locally a navigable stream at - 
all, and that the only benefit that would accrue to the public—and that 
I admit is a great benefit—would be to fishermen (including tors 
who go up and down in canoes fishing for trout, for it is a very 
trout stream. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator will pardon me. I do not quite undere 
stand to what stream in West Virginia he alludes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ican not remember the name of it. As I said, 
it was before the Senator came into this body, or his colleague either. 

Mr. KENNA. I believe I have read of streams so characterized by 
the newspapers; but no such stream in West Virginia has ever received 
an appropriation from Congress. There is not a stream in West Vir- 
ginia upon which a dollar was ever appropriated where there could nog 
be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Senator himself the absolute 
propriety of the appropriation and its benefit to the Government. The 
West Virginia Senators have ample opportunity for fishing without 
asking appropriations for trout streams. = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very glad to know that both in the begin« 
ning and the end of my friend’s discourse —— 

Mr. KENNA. And in the middle ofit. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. And Irepeat, withoutusingitin any Pickwickian 
sense, that my recollection is at fault if there doés not appear either in 
a bill or an act of Congress—I can notsay thatit became alaw—a propo- 
sition for cutting out the brush and logs in a certain stream, and that 
with what light we could getat the time, ten or a dozen or fifteen years 
ago, for aught I know, it appeared that the only value that stream had to 
anybody besides floating logs was the value of its fishery interest, which, 
of course, we Republicans are all for just at this present time. 
= Now, I come back to the rest of this report of the engineer about the 


Moreover, the people along the river appear anxious to have an open passage 
cut through the existing ams, more to allow fish to ascend the river than 
to facilitate river commerce. 

Since making the above-described examination, I have visited other rivers of 

ar nature— 


I suppose North Carolina, like Damascus, has a good many other rivers 
than the one mentioned in Scripture— 


upon which there already exists a more or less successful pole-boat naviga- 
n. 


As a result of all these examinations, Iam now of the opinion that the stee: 
bat tog: ae cero its pe pioz grou yNaa barn ware at ore - 
nary and its extent ttom render any ex naviga- 
tion of this river impracticable except by the aid of locks and dams and the ex- 
tensive removal of rocks between these dams; that the cost of any such im- 
proved navigation (even for rafts and barges) is here altogether too Bone (see 
preliminary report), in comparison with the advantages to be derived therefrom, 
‘until the mineral resources of the river-basin are much more fully developed 
than at present; and that under these circumstances, this river, within the 
limits of the prescribed examination, is not to-day worthy of improvement by 
the General Government. 7 

Very ully, your obedient servant, 
WM. H. BIXBY, 


~ Captain of Engincers. 
The CHIEF or ENGINEERS UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, if the Senator from Vermonthad paid 
attention to the inquiries suggested to me by the chairman of the com- 
mittee and to the attempt I made to make my answer clear, he would 
have seen that he is now reading from a different survey entirely—a 
survey not of the part of the stream on which the improvement is to 
be made, but a survey 50 miles below it and in no way connected 
with it. 

Why, Mr. President, this same engineer and the Chief of Engineers 
in the reports before us recommend this improvement and make an es- 
timate for it, putting it down at $10,000. That is a different part of 
the stream. ‘That is a part of the stream that Isaid to-day I never had 
asked and never would ask an appropriation for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes appear to have it. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we can safely divide or have the yeas and 
nays on this. 

_ he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Ido not know how he 
would vote if present; therefore I refrain from voting. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Dlinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 

with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. My pair is with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
Lom], a member of the Committee on Commerce, and as this is a com- 
mittee amendment I consider myself at liberty to vote “yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I am informed upon inquiry that the Senator from 
Pennsylvavia would vote ‘‘yea’’ upon this proposition, if present, and 
I therefore record my vote ‘‘yea.*’ 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock]. If he were here, I should vote *‘ nay.” z 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. QUAY]. Ido not know how he would vote if present. 

Mr. RANSOM. He would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], but I am informed that the Senator from Ken- 
tacky, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea ’’ on thisamendment, and therefore 
T vote “yea.” 


The Senator from Vermont asks for 


I am paired with 


I am 
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The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Bate, Evarts, * Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Biair, Faulkner, Kenna, Ransom, 
Bh e, McPherson, Sawyer,- 
Brown, Gorman, Manderson, Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Mitohell, Vest. 
Call, Hale, Morgan, 
Chace, Hampton, Paddock, 
Dolph, Hawley, Payne, 
NAYS—6. 
Allison, Davis, George, Platt. 
Chandler, Edmunds, 
ABSENT —4. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Palmer, Stewart, 
Beck, Eustis, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Beery Farwell, Plumb, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Quay, Vance, 
Bowen, Harris, Reagan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, earst, Riddleberger, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, . 
Coke, Hoar, Saulsbury, Wilson of Maryland, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Daniel, Morrill, Stanford, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 


absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


- 


Allison, Davis, Hawley, Ransom, 
Bate, Dolph, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Evarts, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Blair, Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blodgett, e, Manderson, Turpie, 
Brown, George, Morgan, ance, 
Butler, rman, Paddock, Walthall, 
Call, Gray. Pasco, Wilson of Md, 
Chace, Hale, Payne, 
Chanoler, Hampton, Piatt, 

ke, Harris, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll shows the pres- 
ence of 45 Senators. A quorum being present, further proceedings 
under the roll-call will be dis with, if there be no objection. 
The Secretary will call the roll upon the question of agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it is quite evident with the number of 
pairs that there is no quorum to vote on this bill at this stage; and I 
move therefore that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 28, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

FOREIGN RELATIONS, 1887. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied with 
selected correspondence ting to foreign affairs for the year 1887. 
GROV CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE Mansron, June 25, 1888. 
INDIAN SCHOOLS, ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying correspondence, 
a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claim 
of the Board of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church for im- 
provements made on the grounds of the Indian school at Albuquerque, 
N. Mex.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House communications from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and of law 
in the following spoliation claims; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, namely: 

Ship Speculator, Charles Frances Adams, administrator, and others, 
claimants; 

Schooner Elizabeth, Frederick J. Huntington, administrator, and 
others, claimants; 

Sloop Farmer, Charles Francis Adams, administrator, and others, 
claimant:; and 

The brig Sallie, Charles T. Lovering, administrator, and ethers, 
claimants. 
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RELIEF OF CERTAIN APPOINTED OR ENLISTED MEN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1508) to 
relieve certain appointed or enlisted men in the Navy and Marine Corps 
from charges of desertion, with Senate amendments thereto. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman who offered this bill is 
absent, I ask unanimous consent that it be withheld for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that can be done. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. HERBERT said: Mr. Speaker, in relation to the bill laid before 
the House a momentago with Senate amendments, in relation to deser- 
tions from the Navy and Marine Corps, which the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia asked to be withheld for the present until the return of Mr. Bou- 
TELLE, I ask that the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and 
ask for a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The conferees will be appointed some time dur- 
ing the day. 

UNLAWFUL GRAZING—INDIAN LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8393) to protect the lands belonging to the 
Indians from unlawful grazing purposes; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills; which were 
read twice, and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1361) for the reduction of the Round Valley Indian reser- 
vation, in the State of California, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring 
Narrow-Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Company—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT NATCHEZ, 


The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (S. 1699) authorizing the Mississippi and 
Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct 
a bridge over the Mississippi River at Natchez, Miss., Mr. Crisp, Mr. 
PHELAN, and Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar 
Blanke, of Portland, Oregon, was improperly referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. Without objection, that committee will be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and the same will be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leaveof absence, for one week, was granted to 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To-day is set apart for discussion of the tariff bill. 
The Committee on Ways and Means, I think, however, are notinclined 
to interfere with the finishing up of the bill under consideration last 
night, providing it is proceeded with at once. So with reluctance I 
call for the regular order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will say to the gentleman from In- 
diana that there is no quorum in the House, and he might just as well 
let other business go on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam under a pledge to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] also de- 
mands the regular order. 


MARTHA F. WOODRUM. 


Mr, THOMPSON, of California. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 
@ conference report, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman willsend the report to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the House bill 2805 granting a pension to Martha 
F. Woodrum, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 


mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 


agree to the same. 
T. L. THOMPSON, 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
W. GODFREY HUNTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
©. K. DAVIS, 
JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES ACCOMPANYING REPORT. 


The effect of the action recommended in the above conference report is to give 
the claimant a pension of $50 per month instead of $12 per month, the rate pro- 


vided by the general law, because of her helpless condition by reason of total 
blindness and extreme poverty. 
T. L. THOMPSON, 


J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
W. GODFREY HUNTER, 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of committees, and that gentlemen having reports to make may send 
them to the Clerk for proper reference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


ISAAC HURD. ` 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9935) to increase 
the pension of Isaac Hurd; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN SHOOK. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Ann Shook; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. DELILAH WHIPPS, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee on 
Peusions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief 
of Mrs. Delilah Whipps; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS, 


Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 27) to prevent the obstruc- 
tion of navigable waters, and to protect public works against trespass 
or injury; which was referred tothe House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. S. BRANTLY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably a bill (H. R. 3469) providing forthe paymentot 
$450 to W. S. Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for damages to prop- 
erty by United States troops in 1865; which wasreferred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which it requested the 
concurrence of the House, the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the hour for the con- 
sideration of reports from committees be dispensed with. 

TheSPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on Military 
Affairs, which the Chair thinks is not ready to report. 

There was no objection. 


AMENDMENT TO LAND LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the unfinished business be now taken up. 
TheSPEAKER. The yeasand nays have been ordered on the poke, 9 
ment which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That as to all lands hereafter sold the United States expressly reserves from 
sale all coal deposits therein; but notwithstanding this express reservation the 
purchaser of any such lands, his heirs, lessecs, and assigns, may mine and dis- 
pose of coal in anysuch land until such time as Congress in its discretion shall 
determine that the public good requires further legislation in relation thereto, 
and shall by general laws take the control of any such coal deposits for the pur- 
pose only of protecting the same from monopoly and secure the product thereof 
at reasonable prices to the people; and such reservation shall be expressed in 
all patents issued for land hereafter disposed of under the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. This amendment was offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] asa substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. COBB. Is this proposition debatable now ? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The previous question has been ordered 
upon the amendment and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. COBB. I appeal to the committee toopen this matter. A very 


~ 
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important proposition is thrown upon the House at the end of this bill, | Shively, Struble, Washington, 
and it ought to have some be : spite nll Romen, wee? Williness 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, it has been discussed, but the gen- | Spooner, Taylor, E. B., Ohio White, N. Y. Woodburn, 
tleman was not present. Steele, Th mi. Whiting, Mich, Yoder, 
oo The SPEAKER. There can be no debate, except by unanimous | Siewarh pex Wan, Wiaan, ont, 

Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent that a limited time be al-| So the substitute was agreed to. 


lowed for debate upon the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate the time? 

Mr. COBB, Half an hour, 

The SPEAKER. I suppose to be divided equally between the op- 
posers and supporters of the amendment ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Alabama be allowed five minutes in opposition to this amendment, and 
that the same length of time be given to some gentleman on this side 
in favor of the amendment. 

‘Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment be 
again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken, there were—yeas 131, nays 38, not voting 
155; as follows: 


YEAS—131, 
Abbott, Cowles, Latham, Sayers, 
Allen, Mass, Crisp, Lawler, Scull, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Lynch, Seney, 
Anderson, Iowa Dagan; aish, Seymour, 
Anderson, Davidson, Fla. Mansur, Simmons, 
Atkinson, Martin, Smith, 
Bacon, Elliott, Matson, Spinola, 
Baker, N. Y, et i McAdoo, Springer, 
Baker, U Ford, McClammy, Stahinecker, 
Barnes, French, McComas, Stephenson, 
Barry, Fuller, McCorm' Stewart, 
Bayne, Gay, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Gest, McShane, Stone, Mo. 
Bland, Glass, Mills, i ey, 
Blount, Hare, Moffitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Boothman, Harmer, Moore Thomas, Ky. 
Bound, Haugen, Morrili, Thomas, Wis. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Heard, eal, Thompson, Ohio 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Henderson, N.C. Newton. Tillman, 
Browne, Ind, Hermann, Nichols, Tracey, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hiestand, O'Donnell, Townshend, 
Ho! O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Buchanan, Hopkins, Va. Osborne, Vandever, 
Burrow. Hudd, Parker, ade, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Johnston, Ind. Perry, Walker, 
Candler, Johnston, N. 0, Pugsley, Weaver, 
Caruth, err, Randall, White, Ind. 
Caswell, Kilgore, Rayner, Whiting, Mass, 
Cheadle, oon, Ri M, ilson, Minn. 
Chipman, > Robertson, Wilson, a, 
ys Laidlaw, eis, ise, 
Clements, des, Rowland, Yardley, 
ran, "i Ryan, 
NAYS—38. 

Anderson, Il. Fitch, McKenna, Rowell 
Bieetinridge,Ky. Grout” one a 
nri .» Grou! orrow, wyer, 

Bunnell, psi erbert, Outhwaite, Stone, Ky. 
Cobb, Hovey, ‘Thompson, Cal, 
Darlington, Kelley, Pen ington, ‘Turner, Ga, 
Davidson, n Kennedy, Plumb, Wheeler, 
Dingley, Lane, Reed, Whitthorne, 

a Rice, 
Felton, eCullogh, Rogers, 

NOT VOTING—155. 

Conger, Guenther, Mahoney, 
Allen, Mich Cooper, n, 

n, Cox, Hate McCreary, 
Arnold, Crain, Hayden, McKinley, 
Ban. A ` Crouse, Hayes, McKinney, 
Belden, ngs, Hemphill, Merriman, 

mt, Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Milliken, 

£ Dalzell, Henderson, Ill. Montgomery, 

Davenport, Morgan, 
Boutelle, vis, Hitt, Morse, 
3 De Lano, H ý Nelson, 
Dibble, Holmes, Norwood, 
Brower, Dente |. Hopeink Yt,’ ~ Gov” 
er, ` opkins, 
Brown, Ohio Dunn, Hop 4 O’Ferrall, 
Brumm, Enloe, Houk, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Buckalew, a ioe “ Den, Mo 
Burnes, nley, unter, wen, 
Burnett, i Hutton, F i 
Butler, Flood, ~ Jackson, n, 
Butterworth, Foran, Jones, Perkins, 
Bynum, mston, Kean, rs, 
SEEE PUN. Gaiioger, Ea elietie, Pheles? 
lp ai a 7 'ollette, elps, 
Cannon x Gibso: “es Ea $ 
n, 
- Glover, Lehlbach, wi 
Clark, =, d, Soe Conn 
ranger, ge, usK, 
eli, Greenman, ng, Scott, 
Grimes, Macdonald, Shaw, 
Compton, Grosvenor, fii Sherman, 


Pending the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. 8 er, I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If he were present, I would vote 

no. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired. IfI were at liberty to vote, 
I would vote a * 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I did not suppose that this was a polit- 
ical question, and I do not now think it is, but as a matter of precau- 
tion I will withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the pairs all provide that 
members may vote if necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isit necessary in this case ? 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet appeared. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I will let my vote stand. I do not know 
how my colleague, Mr. HENDERSON, would vote on this question. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, under the circumstances I vote “ay.” 

Mr. LYNCH. Under the same circumstances I will vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Iam paired with Mr. FLOOD, 
but under the circumstances I shall vote “ay.” 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired and may have to withdraw 
my vote, but I will vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Houx, but if allowed to break the pair to make a quorum, I will vote 

a 2? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. HAYDEN. If permitted to vote, I will vote 

ay.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the practice of voting 
after the roll-call is completed is irregular and not allowed by the rule-. 
but as there has been no objection in this instance, and as it is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, the Chair has not endeavored to enforce the 
rule. The proper way, however, is for gentlemen who are paired to 
vote in the first instance and afterwards withdraw their votes if they 
are not necessary to make a quorum. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the vote. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitula- 
tion of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 

Mr. BARNEs with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr. CumMINGs with Mr. MCCORMICK. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN, 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Lyncu with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. McKryney with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr, MAHONEY with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

Mr. ENLo with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. RoMEIs, 

Mr. Marson with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. CuTCHEON. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. HOLMES, 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. Foran with Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLOOD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. WADE, 

Mr. TIMOTHY J, CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr, Cox with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr, Bacon with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr, HUNTER. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. Hurron with Mr. STRUBLE. 
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Mr. PEEL with Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
Mr. CLEMENTs with Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. 
Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. WICKHAM! 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. GUENTHER, 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWDEN. 
Mr. Hupp with Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. BouTELLE. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. CockRAn. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. VANCE with Mr. WEST. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. Concer. Z 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. OATES. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. WILBUR. 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Davis. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. Lone with Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. OSBORNE. 
Mr. Howarp with Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. 
Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON. 
ue following-named members were announced as paired for this 
y: 
Mr. HOOKER with Mr. JACKSON. 
Mr. DunN with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. Grimes with Mr. FINLEY. 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. Crouse. 
Mr, SowDEN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. DE LANo. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. GROSVENOR were announced as paired un- 
til June 30. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
; The next amendment (proposed by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as fol- 
OWS: 

Add to section 3 the following: 

“No railroad corporation, or corporation formed to carry on the business of 
common carriers, shall have a right to enter any land under this section, or at 
any time in the future to acquire by gift, grant, or devise any land entered under 
this section; nor shall said railroad corporation, or corporation formed to 
on the business of common carriers, at any time in the future carry on the bust. 


ness of mining, either in their own names or the names of other persons, on 
land so entered.” 
to. 


The amendment was 
; The next amendment (proposed by Mr. SEYMOUR) was read, as fol- 

ows: 

Add to section 11 the following: 

“Any portion of an abandoned military reservation located within the limits 
of an incorporated city may be set apart and reseryed by order of the President 
for public purposes,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that this amendment be 
modified by striking out the words ‘‘setapart and ” so as to read ‘‘may 
be reserved,” etc. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ] 
consents to this modification. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the modification requested 
will be made. 

There was no objection; and the amendment was accordingly modi- 
fied. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment (proposed by Mr. Bices) was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out, in line 3 of section 13, the words “three hundred and 
twenty” and inserting “six hundred and forty; ” in lines 8 and 9, section 17, 
make the same amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Biaas] was deprived of the opportunity of being heard on this propo- 
sition, I ask unanimous consent that he now be allowed five minutes 
to explain this amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably detained from the 
House the other night when this question was up for consideration. 
The committee have treated me very courteously, but I do not feel 
di to occupy much time. 

I am satisfied that itis a great mistake to undertake to fix 320 acres 
as the maximum amount of desert land which may be taken up by any 
one n. I am very familiar with this question, and I have re- 
ceived some forty letters, which I could produce if necessary, asking 

` that the present law on this subject—allowing 640 acres of desert land 
to be taken up—be continued in force. No man can make a living for 
himself and his family on 320 acres of desert land, because the im- 
provement of such land requires a large amount of money for the pur- 
pos or „bringing in water to irrigate the land that it may produce 
something. : 
Under the provisions of this bill a person holding such land is al- 
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lowed to mortgage only 160 acres. The consequence of the legislation 
as proposed in this bill will be that hundreds of families will be com- 
pelled to abandon the homes they have undertaken to establish on 
these tracts of desert lands. Without trespassing further on the time 
of the House, and thanking the committee for the courtesy extended to 
me, I will only say that the adoption of the provisions of this bill with- 
out the amendment I propose would do great injustice to persons who ~ 
may wish to locate with their families on desert lands for the purpose “ 
of establishing homes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Biaas, it was 


ected. 

The SPEAKER. AJl the amendments have now been disposed of. 
The question is on ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed and 
read a third time, on which the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. MCRAE. LI ask consent to print in the RECORD some remarks 
on this bill and amendments thereto. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that a general leave to print remarks in the 
RECORD on this bill will be granted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] asks 
unanimous consent that all gentlemen desiring to do so may print re- 
marks inthe RECORD on this bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave here a very interesting report from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office on the subject of coal lands. I ask 
unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. McRAE. I think I cught to object to that. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Indiana 
could publish this report in the RECORD as a part of remarks printed 
under the leave just granted. 

Mr. McRAE. This information ought to have been furnished to the 
House before the vote just taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The report only came in this morning. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Spedker, the idea of submitting a letter from the 
Department after the vote has been taken on propositions which revo- 
lutionizes the policy of the Government in regard to the mineral lands 
of the country ought not, I think, to go unreébuked. ‘The vote was had 
this morning after the letter was received. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will allow a public communica- 
tion from the Land Office on an important subject to be printed. If 
not, I will introduce the report as part of my remarks. 

Mr. MCRAE. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn, and the report will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June —, 1888. 
Sır: In accordance with your recent verbal request of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, he has made a report expressive of his views relative 
to House bill No. 9957, a copy of which report I transmit herewith. 


pe ak WM. F. VILAS, Secretary 
Hon. W. S. HOLMAN, S ; 5 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, _ 

Washington, D. C., June 26, 1888, 
Sir: Replying to the verbal inquiry of Hon. W.S. HOLMAN as to my opinion 
of the propriety of the passage of H. R. bill 9957, to provide for the discovery, lo- 
cation, and reservation of coal in public lands, I have the honor to state that I 
have given the subject my earnest consideration. 

The question as to how the remaining coal lands ee the United 
States shall be disposed of sothat they may be developed as rapidly as the 
ing population of the country and especially of the great West requires, is one 
of much interest and magnitude. 

The almost boundless panies in the West, the scarcity of timber for fuel and 
other p S, the rapid increase of population, the severe winters incident to 
much of the country, the demand for fuel for domestic and for manufacturi. 
urposes, all conspire to make it a matter of the greatest moment that the 
mines belonging to the Government should be rapidly and judiciously deyel- 


oped. 

There is, however, another consideration connected with this question which 
is oregon if not greater importance. In the en Saireg by the Government of 
its lands, justice and fair dealing demand that, in so far as it is possible, 
the acquisition of this:character of property should be placed in the power ot as 
many of our citizens as can well be done. This is not only a matter of justice, 
but of sound policy, as it tends to prevent a monopoly of the coal interests in 
the hands of the few to the detriment of the consumers ofcoal. It was mani- 
festly the intention of Congress in the act of March 3, 1873, providing for the sale 
of coal lands in the United States, to prevent this evilof monopoly. Under sec- 
tion 2317 the amount of coal lands individuals may enter is not exceeding 160 
acres, and associations not exceeding 320 acres, and under section 2348 an asso- 
ciation of not less than four persons, on certain conditions, may enter and ac- 
quire 640 acres. It is well known that notwithstanding the strict and well 
guarded provisions of the act of 1873, much of the coal lands have been acquired 
by corporations in quantities far in excess of the amount provided for by law. 

Under the present system of d ition of these lands this result is absolutel 
unavoidable, and no provisions of law, however well guarded, can prevent ie 
It is utterly impossible that the Government can know beforehand what dis- 
pion a coal entryman will make of the property when his title shall have 

come + sedge Wealthy individuals and corporations can furnish the means 
with whitch to purchase the lands, and by a secret understanding the titles may 
be conveyed away as soon as patents issue and the jurisdiction of the Govern- 
ment ceases. This is not only possible but practicable, and ence shows 
that itis a probable resultof the present system, In my opinion it would prove 
calamity to the whole country to allow any system to continue which 


a great 
would result in the accumulation in the hands of few a monopoly of so in- 
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dispensable a necessity as that of coal. It would affect injuriously, if not disas- 
trously, every material interest in the whole country. How to prevent this 
threatened calamity whilst it is yet in the power of the Government to do so 
is a question of the greatest moment, 

The bill before me provides first for the survey of the public lands in the 
States and Territories containing coal lands, for locating, making, and keeping 
record of the same, and makes needed yp eryieng therefor. 

The second section vides that coal thus discovered shall remain the 
powy of the United States; that they may be leased for a term not exceed- 

i twenty years; that no morethan one lease shall be made to any one person, 
company, or corporation inany one county or district, and that no one lcase 
shall contain in quantity exceeding 160 acres. and the third section provides 
that settlers on public lands shall have the right to mine coal for their own uses, 
ete. 

In order to obtain all the lightand information obtainable on the question, I 
caused a short note to be addressed to each of the representatives of foreign 
Governments in Washington, requesting them to furnish me with information 
as tothe manner in which their res ve Governments dispose of their min- 
eral lands, and especially of coal land. 
oe swan wee have been received from most of them, from which I gather 

following : 

In Costa Rica, mines, whether on public or private land, are granted to the 
person who peor for them to the proper The grant is forfeited by 
stopping work for six months if before resumption of work another person ap- 
plies for the grant. $ 

In Mexico mineral lands are free (coal lands included) to any person who de- 
nounces them, 

In the Belgian Government the Government does not work any mine under 
its immediate direction. The mineral lands {including coal) are neither leased 
nor sold. He who wishes or proposes to work a mine, whether on his own land 
or that of another, must apply to the Government for a license. The applica- 
tion is examined by the consul des mines, who makes a report on the case. If 
no other claim to the same ground appears the application is ted, and roy- 
alty is paid to the Government, which is rather a tax than a dividend, 

In Austria-Hungary mines are partially worked by private individuals and 
partly by the Government under its immediate direction. The Government 
works all silver and gold mines. No such thing asa lease of mines is known. 

The Spanish Government reserves the monopoly of its quicksilver mines. 
All other mines may be denounced by private parties and worked upon pay- 
ment of a royalty to the Government. 

In Corea mineral lands are the proper of the Government, and may not be 
sold. They may be leased for an indefinite period, but the usual custom is to 
work the mines for a royalty. the per cent. to the Government being reg- 
ulated by the nature of the deposit and the difficulty of working them. 

Jn France the mines are disposed of by way of concessions, as set forth in the 
act of April 21, 1810. 

In Japan they have not adopted any fixed rules with reference to the pra Pagar 
and development of its mineral lands. There have been instances of sales of 
such lands to private parties, of leases, and of direct working by the prr 
ment. The representative of that Government in Washington says: “I am in- 
clined to believe on the whole that the system of leases will in future have the 
preference.” Of the three principal coal mines in Japan, one, the Takeshima 
mine,near Nagasaki, belongs to and is worked by private parties; one, the 
Miike mine, in Kenshen, belongs to the Government, but it is worked by a 
pocorn’ S which has a lease from the Government for a term of yegrs; and oue, 
that at Horonai or Peronai, in Yesso, is worked by the Government. These 
three mines supply the greatest part of the coal for domestic consumption, as 
well as for export. 

In Great Britain, so far as her representative knows, the Government does 
not own any coal property, but he says should it own any it would be worked 
by private individuals on lease, paying tonnage royalty of 5d, to 6d. a ton. 

According to the Chilian code of laws relating to mines and mining, enacted 
November 18, 1874, and according to article 591 of the civil code, enacted Janu- 
ary 1, 1857, the mines containing gold, silver, copper, platina, mercury, lead, 
zine, bismuth, cobalt, nickel, tin, antimony, arsenic, iron, manganese, molydena, 
and precious stones belong to the person who discovers the same and represents 
the of discovery before the competent officers, following the rules set over 
= = code, whoever may be the owner of the land in which those mines are 

found, 

The same rule is applied to mines lying in lands belonging to the Govern- 
ment, Coal mines and fossils not cove by the tormer s$; fications belong 
to the owner of the land. Building stones, sands, clays, limes, turbaries, maris, 
and other substances of the kind lying in lands belonging to the Government 
or municipal corporations can be worked Ly whoever may want to apply those 
substances for building, agricultural, or artistical purposes, x 

The Government or municipal corporations have nevertheless the right to 
make concessions of the same to private parties by means of particular agrec- 
ments, 

The Government has not at present and never has had (to the knowledge of 
Pee Tempatnya in Washington) any mines worked under its immediate di- 

on. 

It appears from the above that foreign nations have noone settled policy with 
regard to the disposition of mineral lands, nor has any one of them a uniform 
system. In our country and with our system of dis tion of coal lands the 
trouble has been to prevent capitalists under color of law from absorbing these 
lands in such great quantities as to create monopolies. If the law as it now 
stands could be so amended as to effectually prevent the evil referred to it would 
be better to continue under the present system than to resort to a policy of leas- 

. In some cases it requires much capital to develop and successfully work 
coal mines, and it is to be feared that persons would be slow to invest in prop- 
erties to which they do not get a fee-simple title. The term of twenty years 
when it expires would perhapsin some instances find the property just begin- 
ning to be profitable, and I fear that persons po: ng the mining capital 
would not be willing to invest in property which might be taken SOT from 

ning to prove profitable. The people of the United 
to holding their lands in fee-simple, and any change 
from this method instituted by the Government is not likely to give satisfac- 
tion. Moreover it would in all probability be a matter of as much difficulty to 
prevent combinations and monopolies under a leasing system, as there is under 
the present law. On a consideration of the whole question [am unable to see 
how the leasing system could work well. 


Very res ully, 
8. M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner. 
Hon. Witiiam F. VILAS, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing 2g, EY it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I call the previous question on the passdge of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


ees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO ATTEND GETTYSBURGI REUNION. 
Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the House take up and 
pass the joint resolution which | send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain persons em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, elc., That all persons em- 
ployed in the service of the United States who were present at the battle of 
Gettysburgh, either in the Union or Confederate forces, be, and hereby are, 
granted sufficient leave of absence, without loss of pay, to attend the reunion 
to be held at Gettysburgh on the 3d day of July next. 


The amendments reported by the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service were read, as follows: 


After the word “that,” in the second line of the resolution, insert the words 
“the heads of Departments are hereby authorized to grant.” 

In line 6 strike out “be, and hereby are, granted.” 

Add to the resolution the words “ such absence not to be taken from the al- 
lowance made by law.” 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. > 

The amendments as reported were agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to still further amend the resolution by strik- 
ing out the words “either in the Union or Confederate forces;’’ so that 
it will conform to the Senate resolution. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SCOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent on behalf 
of the Committee on the Public Lands that the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. TURNER] may be recognized to bring before the House a bill for 
consideration, and which, I think, will occupy but a few minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of any 
member to object to its consideration. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, I desire to ask consideration of the bill 
(IL R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military’ 
reservation in Kansas, . i 

The bill was read at length. 

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to present consideration of the' 


bill. 
Mr. LANDES. I object. | 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee’ 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue, 

Mr. KELLEY. Iask the gentleman from Texas to yield to me long 
enough to submit to the House a proposition which may expedite the 
adjournment and lead to the final disposition of the tariff bill accept- 
ably to the House and to the country. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. i 

Mr. KELLEY. Neither Chitty’s Pleadings nor any other book in-, 
dicating methods by which an issue may be reached has suggested a 
process by which a fairer or more direct issue could be made than 
that which has been made between the two political parties of this 
country, and been submitted for consideration to the people of the 
country by their respective conventions. ' 

Thus the President sent us his message. The Democratic convention 
at St. Louis indorsed and approved it withont qualification. The Re- 
publican convention at Chicago found nothing in it worthy of com-, 
mendation, and the issue upon the doctrines of the message is perfectly 
clear and unmistakable. The Mills bill, as it is called, received the 
approval of the St. Louis convention, and the condemnation, as cordially 
expressed, of the Chicago convention, again making this issue perfectly 
clear. 

‘The action df the members of the House favoring the bill and urging 
its adoption was approved at St. Louis, and the course which seemed 
fitting as a matter of duty to the Republicans, to contest every modifi- 
cation of the existing tariff attempted by the bill which the jadgment 
of the Republicans of the Honse could not approve, was cordially in- 
dorsed at Chicago, thus presenting the same well-defined issue a third 
time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Hear my proposition first, and then I will submit 
to any interruption. Iam not asking an immediate reply to my sug-! 
gestion, nor does its presentation involve any of my associates in re-| 
sponsibility. I alone am responsible for submitting it to the consid- 
eration of the House. I believe that in submitting it to the consider- 
ation of gentlemen good results will flow from the proposition; but 
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whatever be the result,I alone am responsible for my action. I repeat 
that whether we consider methods of action or results, the issue be- 
tween the two parties is sharply defined and complete. 

Now, sir, my suggestion is that the bill shall be laid over until the 
next session of Congress, with the understanding that if at the Novem- 
ber election it shall be distinctly approved by the people the Repub- 
lican party will withdraw its opposition. If, on the other hand, it is 
condemned unmistakably by the voters, that the bill shall not be fur- 
ther pressed. 

This proposition leaves the question of the surplus undisposed of, and 
Ihave a suggestion on that subject which will require of the President’s 
supporters a slight concession to the ‘‘condition that confronts us.’’ 
It is that they shall allow the entire internal tax on tobacco to be re- 
pealed, and instead of making two bites of that cherry and repealing 
only about eighteen millions of the thirty-one millions derived from 
the internal taxes on tobacco, shall permit the entire repeal. 

This is my personal proposition, and [ beg gentlemen to consider it, 
and not require us to swelter here uselessly from now until the end of 
September. 

Mr. MILLS. It is very true, Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that the Democratic convention at St. Louis 
did indorse the measure presented to the House fora reduction of 
taxes. It is very true, as stated, that the Republican convention at 
Chicago has condemned this measure that has been submitted for a re- 
duction of taxation upon the necessaries of life and proposed in lieu of 
it a reduction of the taxation on whisky. It is very true, as stated by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that the issue is fairly and squarely 
made before the American people, and that the issue thus presented must 
be met in the coming campaign and decided in November next by the 
American people—whether they propose to reduce the surplus revenues 
of the Government, which are constantly increasing, by a reduction of 
taxation upon the absolute necessaries of life, or whether they will re- 
duce that surplus by a reduction of taxation upon whisky. 

Mr. SPOONER. Upon alcohol used in the arts. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, these things being true, as stated by the 
gentleman on the other side, it is somewhat remarkable that a propo- 
sition should be submitted from the minority side of the House to the 
majority, when the majority of the country have instructed their rep- 
resentatives to go forward and press this bill, not only to consideration, 
but to its final passage. The path of duty for us on this side of the 
House as the majority responsible to the people for the administration 
of the Government and for its legislation is plain. It is to press this 
bill in season and out of season until we reduce taxation unnecessary 
and unjust in its rates upon the necessities of life and relieve the sur- 
plus in the Treasury, and relieve the people from taxation. 

Now, I have a counter-proposition to submit to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Inasmuch as we are the majority side of this House 
and his side is the minority side, if he has faith in the position which 
he and his party occupy, it seems to me it would be the part of wisdom 
to welcome us to the time when we vote on this bill and put ourselves 
on record upon it, so that they may use it against us in the coming cam- 
paign. [Applause on the Democratic side] I therefore submit to him 
this proposition: That we will stopall this unnecessary talk, in the hope 
of obstructing the passage of the bill, and set an early day when we will 
take the bill up and put it upon its in the House. [Applause 
on the Democratic side and cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. REED, Mr. Speaker, the suggestion which was made on this 
side by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was very 
properly and distinctly declared to be an individual suggestion. 

Mr. KELLEY. Entirely so. 

Mr. REED, The Republican party have resolved by their properly- 
constituted assembly that they would give due and deliberate consid- 
eration to every item of this bill, believing, each man, that it was his 
duty to his constituency to explain and expose the errors of the bill. 
I desire here and now to repeat the asseveration that has been made in 
open day so many times: there has been no discussion here with any 
purpose of delay; nothing but an honest, fair discussion, fairly brought 
ont by an attack, a political attack upon the industries of the United 
States of America. [Applause on the Republican side.] That attack 
has been met by facts and figures, and not by deluding phrases often 
repeated like ‘‘ tariff taxes” and ‘‘ taxeson the necessities of life.” It 
has been met by arguments clearly showing that the good of the peo- 
ple of this country requires a system of protection; a statement backed 
up by history as well as it is backed up by argument. The Republic- 
an party of this nation have taken the ground before the country that 
the system of protection is valuable in itself, and not to be sacrificed, 
because it is for the interest and advantage of the American community. 
By that doctrine we will stand, and by that sign we willconquer. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky Mr. Speaker, I have no de- 
sire.in response to what has fallen from the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] to make any rhetorical, declamatory, or passionate reply, 
but I hope that we may reach some practical result this morning in 
fixing a day to take a vote. It may be as well understood now as at 
any other time that the majority of the Representatives of the people 
upon this floor intend to have a vote upon this bill, unless the 4th of 


March is reached by obstruction. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
If the gentleman from Maine is candid in his statement that nothing 
up to this point has been done for obstruction, which statement I ac- 
cept as candid and also as a prophecy, and, so far as he can make it, a 
pledge that no obstruction shall be made in the future, surely we can 
reach some practical agreement, 

This is an effort to reduce taxation. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!” on the Re- 
publican side.] Oh, yes; not oh, no. Oh, yes; it does reduce taxa- 
tion. It does relieve burdens. It does take money that under the 
present system would go into the pockets of the favored classes and 
keep itin the pockets of the men who earn it. [Applause on the 
Democratie side.] That is not only its object, but that will be its 
effect. - 

The Republican party has announced that it will reduce, not the 
burden, but the revenue, by increasing the rates, if that be necessary, 
after reducing taxation by the repeal of the tobacco tax and the tax on 
alcohol used in the arts. Now, gentlemen, you have formulated your 
purpose into a platform. Formulate it intoa bill. You have men of 
ability. Put your platform into the form of a legislative proposition. 
Let that proposition come toa vote. Let our proposition come toa 
vote. If your proposition carries, then it becomes an enactment of the 
lower House to go to the Senate If ours carry, a Republican Senate 
has to take it into consideration. This is practical legislation. Can 
we not agree upon some proposition to carry the details of this proposed 
legislation, contrary in its principles, into practical effect? That isthe 
question for this morning. Can not we agree upon it? Undoubtedly 
a certain amount of debate is desired by gentlemen representing va- 
rious interests. We on our side want to be liberal. We have shown 
no spirit since this bill came to this House exceptaspirit of the utmost 
liberality. At the request of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] 
and his colleagues on the Committee on Ways and Means, the major- 
ity of that committee to twenty days of debate, and when we 
were requested to extend that time we did extend it four additional 
days. We have made no attempt to limit debate on the other side. 
We desire to be liberal, but we desire it to be fully understood that 
with that liberality we intend to pass this bill if the gentlemen on the 
other side do not use obstructive tactics, and we intend to pass it if they 
do use obstructive tactics, unless they use up the time for which this 
Honse was elected by the people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Now, with that frank understanding upon both sides, is it not possible 
for us to come tosome practical arrangement by which a certain time 
shall be given for debate on the various schedules included in our propo- 
sition, and a time be fixed for the bill to bereported in such shape as the 
Committee of the Whole shall have put it, so thatit may be voted upon 
in the House? 

This seems to me to be what we ought to do this morning. Any 
time that the gentleman will suggest and any amount of debate that 
he will suggest will be considered by our side, but it does seem that 
we ought to be able to reach a conclusion by giving to the remainder 
of this bill ten legislative days. If that is too little time, genticmen 
of the other side, say what in your judgment is a propertime. Letus 
deal with this as business men dealing with a practical business prop- 
osition, neither side being presumed to want to do anything except to 
submit to the House and ths country a fair statement as to the items 
of the bill and to reach a conclusion at a sufficiently early day for the 
Senate to consider our bill and make its proposition to us either for 
concurrence or conference. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with great interest to the 
observations of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 
They have not surprised me, because they have been somewhat in line 
with propositions which he has hitherto made to us. His first proposi- 
tion is that we shall formulate our views in a bill and present them to 
this House to be voted upon as a whole as against his bill as a whole. 
Now, if the gentleman had been anxious to state that matter accurately 
and carefully and fairly he would not have stateditatall. [Laughter. ] 
There is an utter impossibility for a minority of a House of Representa- 
tives to propose a bill which can pass, simply because they are a mi- 
nority. There 1s no method known to science by which a 5-foot plank 
can be made to span a 7-foot chasm. [Laughter.] If we should un- 
dertake to propose a bill which could pass this House it would have to 
be with such an abatement of Republican principle as would secure 
Democratic votes. For us to make a proposition like that would be 
simply absurd in view of the fact that we should be required to carry 
out such a proposition in the future; and for us to make it knowing 
that it can not pass would be to exhibit ourselves in a foolish dress- 
parade, which nobody is called upon todo. When the gentleman who 
now occupies the chair [Mr. CARLISLE] was the leader of the opposi- 
tion to the tariff bill in the Forty-seventh Congress I never heard of 
his presenting a bill; I never heard of his side urging him to present 
abill. On the contrary, he and his friends spent seven long weeks in 
discussing one-half of the bill, seven long weeks in discussing one-half 
the items. Whatever the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE] may say as to his kindness of disposition toward us, it has 
been perfectly evident {rom everything he has said upon this floor 
that he has grudged us every minute of the discussion we have al- 
ready had, and now he proposes that we shall fix a time for a vote. 
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Now, what is the object of debate? Is it to get over time; or is it, 
fairly and fully, like reasonable men, to discuss propositions and give 
reasons for and against? And upon what principle of fair discussion 
can you pu to compress the entire business of a great country 
like this within ten legislative days without knowing what arguments 
may be urged "for or what arguments ought to be urged against? Why, 
this bill has had no discussion elsewhere. When these gentlemen have 
been charged, as they have been charged repeatedly, with the suppres- 
sion of discussion and of means of information in relation to this bill, 
when they have shut their doors against all the business interests of 
this country, they have replied, ‘There will be ample opportunity for 
discussion in committee;’’ yet we had hardly got into Committee of 
the Whole before they began to exhibit every symptom of impatience 
at discussion even here 
They wanted to crush out this Republican minority in the same way 
that they have crushed ont the Democratic minority on theirside. But 
they will find that the people of this country have business interests 
involved here, which, however willing we might have been to make up 
mere political issues by accepting these questions in a lump, demand 
.of us full, complete, and proper discussion. That we propose to give 
to the bill, but no more. We do not intend to adopt the tactics which 
were adopted i in the Forty-seventh Congress, when the respectable gen- 
tlemen who managed the affairs of the Democratic party argued as long 
as it was respectable and then put other gentlemen up to do the rest. 
{Laughter.] You will find that all discussion on this subject will be 
in the future as it has been in the past, solely for the purpose of eluci- 
dating the questions and principles involved, so far as we are able to do 
rg say to gentlemen on the otherside, and Isay to everybody whom 
my voice can reach, that there never has been an effort on this side since 
the beginning to induce any man to speak, to induce or cause any dis- 
cussion. Whatever discussion has taken place has been spontaneous, 
arising out of the imperiled business interests of the country. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
immediate consideration. I ask that it be read for information. 
Mr. KELLEY. We will hear the resolution read, reserving the right 
to object. 
The SPEAKER. Of course it is read subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to report to 
the House arule for the further consideration of the tariff bill, providing for 
stated times for votes upon the more important propositions, and fixing a day 
upon which the bill shall be reported to the House and put on its passage. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, one of the rea- 
sons which prompted me to make the suggestion I did was because the 
suggestion had first been made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] himself. He and his colleagues on the Committee on Ways and 
Means suggested that they would, as a last resort, offer a substitute. 
I hold in my hand the views of the minority of that committee as 
printed with the report of the majority. These gentlemen of the mi- 
nority say that— 

Ply Aten by amendments in the Committee on Ways and Means to make 

reasonable, just, and practical; failing there, they will seek to amend 
and mod tres in the Committee of the Whole House, and if their efforts there 
are una i, they will seek as a last resort an opportunity to offer a substi- 
tute, whik a Ait assuredly diminish the revenues without any impairment of 
the American system of protection. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

What I was proposing to do was simply to offer the NRD 
which these five gentlemen said they would seek as a last resort. 

Mr. REED. Wewillseek our opportunity under parliamentary law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After they had tried the 
process of amendment and after it had failed, we proposed to aid them 
in getting the opportunity which they said they would seek. Not- 
withstanding the various adverbs which the gentleman used in charg- 
ing me with having acted unfairly, I sought simply to offer the oppor- 
tunity which he and his colleagues had publicly pledged themselves 
to the country and their party that they would seek to obtain. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say-—— 

[Cries of *‘ Regular order! ’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House’ the bill (H. 
R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. This bill has been returned from the 
Senate with amendments. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is very necessary that this bill 
should pass both Houses during the present week. I have examined 
the amendments; they are in general slight. I ask that the bill be 
printed with the amendments; that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference with the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think these amendments ought to go to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. RYAN. It seems to me they aie be examined by that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FORNEY. The amendments : are slight, and unless the bill be 
passed by both Houses during this week a resolution extending the 
appropriations for the present fiscal year will be necessary. 

Mr. RYAN. We know nothing about these amendments whatever. 

Mr. FORNEY. They appear in the RECORD of to-day as a part of 
the Senate proceedings. If the amendments be at once non-concurred 
in, and a conference agreed to, there will be no difficulty in getting 
the bill through by Saturday night. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the committee can consider the amendments 
in the course of half an hour. 

The SPEAKER. This isa privileged matter. There being objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Alabama, the bill with the 
amendments will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 


The question recurred on Mr. MILus’s motion that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue. The Clerk will read the pending para- 
graph, page 5, lines 89 and 90. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Coal-tar, products of, such as naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead oil and pitch. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is not line 87 still pending, ‘* coal-tar crude?’ 

Mr. RANDALL. And line 88, ‘‘aniline oil and its homologues,” is 


ding. 
ae MCCOMAS. Certainly line 88 is pending. Line 87 has not been 
voted on or passed from. 

Mr. MILLS. It was passed from and not read this ayy 

Mr. McMILLIN. Those lines were passed from when the bill was 
under consideration before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that when the 
House was in committee considering this bill these two lines were read 
and the House adjourned after reading line 88. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move tostrike out lines 87, 88, 89, and 90. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point that line 87 has been 

Mr. McCOMAS. I make the motion to strike out the three lines, 
87, 88, and 89. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As to lines 87 and 88, they have been passed by. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That can be settled by reference to the RECORD. 
I ask for the reading of the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the RECORD to be read. 

A MEMBER. What of the RECORD are you reading from ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is page 5738 of the RECORD proceedings of 
June 15. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk read as follows: 
s Pe Lge refined, in rolls. 
Wood-tar. 


* Coal-tar, crude.” 

Mr. Forax. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole recur 
to line 77, to which I wish to offeran amendment. A gentleman came to my 
desk and asked a question atthe moment the Clerk was reading that line, hence 
my attention was momentarily diverted. 

r. McMriury, I have declined similar requests so often that I do not see how 
I can assent in this case, though I very much dislike to be unable to oblige my 
friend from Ohio. 

Mr. Forax, I would not make nas request but for the fact, as I have said, 
that a gentleman came to my k and was asking me a question while the 
Clerk read the line. I think, under the Sees the gentleman from 
Tennessee ought not to offer objection to my reques 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, Basraa is made, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Aniline oil and its homologues.” 

Mr. Foran. Mr, Chairman, is objection made to my uest? 

Mr. McMirtrs. I have declined to accede to every similar 

Mr. Foran. It was through no negligence on my part that 
tunity to offer the amendment when the line was read. 

Mr. McMixury. I understand that. 

ths Foran. well, if there are to be no courtesies here—ifthere isto be an iron 

a 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would rather suffer an injury than have any gentleman sup- 
pose me capable of being discourteous. aos gentleman can make his proposi- 
tion, and if no one else objects, I shall n 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatis the Palen reer which the gentleman from Ohio de- 
sires to offer? 

Mr. Foran. I move to strike out line 77, which reads: 

“Tron, sulphate of, or copperas.”’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is all that occurred. It is as I stated to 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]; line 87 had been 
passed and line 88 had been read. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. In that way it occurred, and I stood here waiting. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It makes no difference in what way it occurred, 
the committee passed to the next paragraph. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No, wea to go back to line 77; the vote was 
taken on that, and when I came to make my amendment the commit- 
tee rose. 


uest. 
lost the oppor- 


1888. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The point is that line 87 had been passed upon. 
Mr. McCOMAS. No, it had not. 
— McMILLIN. The gentleman’s right to amend had been com- 
ete. 
= Mr. McCOMAS. At the moment the bill was read, but before I 
could get recognition, Mr. FORAN asked to go back to line 77. Con- 
sent was granted, and the committee did go back to line 77. The 
pending matter therefore before the committee is line 87, just as I 
have stated—‘‘coal-tar, crude.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. The line was read and the gentleman never 
opened his mouth on the question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman himself was the one who objected 
to going back and then withdrew his objection, whereupon Mr. FORAN 
made his amendment to line 77 and was heard upon it. I stood here 
ready all the time to make my amendment to line 87, when the com- 
mittee rose. I stood here as a Representative in my place waiting 
for Mr. FORAN to get through with his amendment to line 77. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The point I make, and that is just what the gen- 
tleman ignores, is that line 87 was read and no amendment was offered 
toit. Line 88 was then read— 

Mr. REED. To-day? 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the only point at which an amendment could 
be offered would be at line 88. You could not go back to the other 
line without unanimous consent, and against that the point of order 
has been made. 

In answer to the gentleman from Maine, I do not mean to say that 
the line was read to-day, but when this bill was considered before, on 
the 14th day of June. 

Mr. REED. Because the moment the bill was taken up before the 
House to-day, I thought I heard the gentleman from Maryland make 
his statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, that is correct. What I referred to was the 
proceedings had on the 14th. The point I made was that the gentle- 
man had no right to return to line 87, because that line had been passed, 
it having been read and no amendment offered. __ 

Mr. REED. How long is line 88? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It contains five words. 

Mr, McCOMAS. Three words. 

Mr, REED. That might have been passed entirely through inad- 
vertence, being so short as not to attract any attention. 

Mr.McMILLIN, But there had been five or ten minutes’ debate 
over another matter after line 87 was read, in which time the gentleman 
from Maryland did not seek the floor, and after that line 88 was read. 

Mr. REED. He could not have sought the floor if there was five or 
ten minutes’ controversy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the pending 
amendment is the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foran], 
who by unanimous consent was allowed to return to line 77, and moved 
to strike out the words: ‘‘ Iron, sulphate of, or copperas;’’ upon which 
a oiran was had, and no quorum appeared, and the Chairhad ordered 
tellers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Chair states correctly the siatus in that con- 
nection; and in co to the gentleman from Ohio, who is not now 
in his seat, I ask unanimous consent that that status be permitted to 
remain, to return to it hereafter when the gentleman is present. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will only consent to that on condition that I 
can have the right to offer the amerdment here, which the gentleman 
seeks to deny me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Very well; rather than wrangle with the gentle- 
man all day I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. You are wise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish I could say the same for the gentleman. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I mean to say it for myself. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that permission be given to recur to line 77 when 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FORAN] is present ? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now entertain the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland. ' 

‘Mr. McCOMAS. My motion is tostrike outlines 87, 88, 89, and 90. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not make the motion 
so broad as that. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Very well then; I will confine it to line 87, ‘‘ Coal- 
tar, crude.” Other gentlemen may want to object to the lines just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the lines under 
consideration are lines 87, 88, 89, and 90, which are now subject to 
amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, of the bituminous coal product of 
this country last year, which was nearly one hundred and twenty-four 
millions, two and a half millions of it were devoted to illuminating 
gas. This is the product of coal distilled for the purpose of making 
gas. By this book, prepared by the Ways and Means Committee clerk, 
coal-tar, crude, has now a duty equivalent to 10 per cent. ad valorem, 
and there were imported last year 2,599 barrels, In that connection 
coal-tar products, such as naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead oil, and pitch, 
and by the provisions of the present bill all of its homologues, are 
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admitted free, while at present there is a duty of 20 per cent. and the 
freight of 20 cents per gallon. The preparations of coal-tar, not colors 
or dyes, and not acids of colors or dyes, have a like duty of 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Now, this coal-tar is the residual product of the making of ordinary 
illuminating gas. It is made of the oily mixture formed by the ordi- 
nary distillation of coalin the making of the illuminating gas. Inits 
separation in water the naphtha rises to the surface, while the dead oil is 
precipitated, and the residuum of the dead oil is the common substance 
known as pitch. Now, this substance, coal-tar, naphtha, and dead oil, 
and pitch, are the second stages of the coal-tar, crude, which is put upon 
the free-list, and when this naphtha is distilled it yields the oils ben- 
zole and toluole, from which when combined is made by conversion the 
aniline oils referred to in line 88. Now, this is a complicated process 
which I do not pretend to understand and further analyze, nor do I un- 
dertake to enlighten the House upon it very much. 

But my main point is that in this country lately, in the large cities— 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and St. Louis—benzole, 
toluole, pitch, and dead oil are separated from each other by distillation, 
and benzole and toluole are converted into aniline and toluidine. Now, 
as to the consumption of these various products in this country, in 1886 
2,150,000 tons of bituminous coal was used in the making of gas, From 
that coal 200,000 tons of coal-tar was produced. In the smaller towns 
and cities it is not yet a matter of great consideration what shall be done 
with these by-products of coal. In the older countries attention has 
been given to this matter. The result is that there comes from France 
to a small amount, from England to a greater degree, and very largely 
from Germany, competition with us in all the products in all of the 
stages to which I have adverted. The oils, naphtha, benzole, and the 
coal-tar, crude, all alike come in from Germany. If there be an in- 
fant industry in this country it is that of these by-products, under 
further analysis which has lately been established by three firms in this 
country. Some of the experiments in this country indicate that here 
is to be found the beginning of an industry which will make it unnec- 
essary to bring coal-tar across from Germany, or any of the by-products, 
and give the industry to home work here. In competition with pav- 
ing, with roofing, with tin, with all of the building material where it 
can be used, the products begin to show a possibility of home produc- 
tion which we all should guard. As you haverightly kept bituminous 
coal from the free-list, these by-products of coal and these oils ought 
also to stand where they now stand. Therefore I hope the amendment 
will prevail. But my time has expired and I can go no further. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


Coal-tar, products of, such as naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead oil, and pitch, 
Mr. RANDALL. Line 88 ought to be read. . 
The CHAIRMAN. It has been read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to amend that line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ homologues.’’ 

Mr. TRACEY. [rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Jhe gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRACEY. These three lines have already been considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point has been passed upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I objected to their being considered together when 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] suggested it. I think 
the word ‘‘ homologues”? is entirely too indefinite to find a place on the 
free-list. Its meaning is in the nature of similitude. There is no ob- 
jection so far as I know to having aniline oil on the free-list; but a word 
like this might mean a greatdeal more than is intended and might add 
to the now prevalent disputes in the custom-house which have caused 
so much litigation. Itis myjudgment that noarticle should go on the 
free-list unless it is specifically named or unless it is an article that is 
in its character carefully described. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


= All preparations of coal-tar not colors or dyes, and not acids of colors and 


yes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to change the phrase- 
ology of those lines so as to make them perfectly explicit and well un- 
derstood. I offer an amendment simply to change the phraseology of 
the paragraph. s . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All preparations of coal-tar except colors and dyes, and except the bases and 
acids of colors and dyes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the committee, and especially the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who has charge of this 
chemical schedule, will see it is much better instead of having negn- 
tions to make this paragraph simply affirmative. There is no change 
in the sense. It does not change any of the articles. It simply makes 
the paragraph comport with the usual way it exists in the old tariff 
law. I hope the committee will agree to this amendment. It is 
merely verbal, and I think it is necessary in the construction of the 
law at the Treasuay Department. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Logwood and other dyewoods, extracts and decoctions of. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ex- 
tracts and decoctions of” in lines 93 and 94. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, the duty on these extracts and decoc- 
tions is 10 per cent. ad valorem. The principal competitor we have is 
France. This small duty protects us against the French competition. 
The industry has about $10,000,000 invested in it, and employs many 
hundred men in different States. It is a comparatively new industry. 
I can see no reason for taking from these capitalists and workmen their 
employment in order to give it to France. I offer the amendment for 
the purpose of indicating the mistake that is made by striking this 
blow at that industry. : 

I ask that this Jetter from the representative of the manufacturers of 
dyewood extracts and decoctions be read and incorporated in my re- 
marks: 

The letter was read as follows: , 

WasurnctTos, D. C., March 8, 1888. 


Dear Sm: We note with feelings of deep concern that in the proposed new 
Mills tariff bill the articles of extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dye- 
woods are placed upon the free-list. 

Against this proposition we desire to protest, inasmuch as the present duty of 
= pertent. ad valorem is a small but necessary protection to this American in- 


justry. 

The amount of revenue derived from the importations of this article is small, 
and the amount will not materially effect any great change in the proposed re- 
duction of the revenue. 

The present duty of 10 per cent, ad valorem is barely sufficient to offset the 
difference in price of labor between the United States and France, which coun- 
try is our greatest competitor, and whose tariff laws exact so high a rate of 
duty as to make exportation from this country into that impossible—their rates 
being from 20 to 30 per cent. specific. 

The amount of capital invested in this industry is about $10,000,000, and many 


hundreds of men are constantly employed. 
The various manufactories are located in the following States, namely: Massa- 


chusetts, New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, Maryland. 

The duty is now and has always been small, but has been of value in develop- 
ing the industry, which, if removed, will take away the proper offset in differ- 
ence of labor between ours and the French, and will be of no material advantage 
to the proposed reduction in the revenue; neither will its removal be of any 
benefit to any other industry. 

I would also call your attention tothe proposed reduction on American sumac 
and sumac extracts. The latter isan infant industry, the oldest works having 
been established only afew years, and our own have been erected ina year, 

Both the raw and manufactured article are produced in this country, and we 
. are obliged to compete with the foreign article imported into this SE & We 

therefore are obliged to again protest against the proposed reduction of duty on 
these articles for the same general reasons and to the same general effect that 
we have applied to extracts and decoctions of logwood. 

We therefore respectfully request your very best endeavors in our behalf, with 
both committee and in the House, in the direction above indicated, and we do 
this, not only from a personal interest, but for the general welfare of all the in- 
dustries of the country. 

Yours truly, 
: MARSHALL K. ABBOTT, 
Representing the Manufacturers of Dyewood Extracts and Decoctions. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, ifnobody desires to oppose the amend- 
ment, I will move to strike out the last word. This proposition is in 
conflict with the high-sounding professions that heralded this bill to 
the country and the assurance thatit was designed to secure ‘* free raw 
materials.’ There is no country in the worldsthat has such abundant 
raw materials as the United States for the extracts and decoetions enu- 
merated in this paragraph. As near as I can learn, there are about 
$10,v00,000 invested in the gathering of the materials and the produc- 
tion of these extracts and decoctions. 

The present duty is not prohibitory, as we imported last year, in spite 
of our enormous home supply of these materials for their manufacture, 
3,666,378 pounds. What are the materials? Logwood, which we do 
not produce; fustic, quercitron, sumac, oak, hemlock, and chestnut 
barks, all of which we do produce. ‘The gathering of sumac alone, by 
women and children in Virginia and North Carolina, as I had occasion 
to say when we were on the bill before, amounts now to about a mill- 
ion dollars a year. It amounted to $500,000 in the days of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, and it is but one of the industries to be damaged or 
destroyed by this paragraph. 

Put, if you please, these raw materials on the free-list; but leave 
undisturbed the manufactures and the capital embarked in the em- 
ployment of many people North and South in the preparation of these 
extracts and decoctions, Live up to your boastful announcement: 

Weshall iujure no industry, because we do not mean to affect any of them ex- 
cept beneficently by giving them free raw materials. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, these logwoods, dye-woods, extracts, 
and decoctions are dyes that are used in the manufacture of cloth. The 
gentleman [ Mr. KELLEY] says they are not raw materials. They are 
materials that are used by the manufacturers of cloths, as the gentleman 
knows; and I remember very well that the manufacturers of woolen 
goods, when they were asking Congress to raise the daties on woolen 
goods to compensate them for the taxes they had to pay, brought in 
the dyes as one of the items, and, according to my present recollection, 
they charged that the additional cost to them was 2} cents a pound on 
account of the dyes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I never heard thatstatement from a manufacturer. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, we want to remove the duty on these materials 


used by the manufacturers, so as to enable them to purchase their goods 
at a low-r cost than th y can now. 

- Mr. KELLEY. But these decoctions and extracts are not raw ma- 
terial. They are advanced manufactured products, though they be 
materials for more highly advanced manufactures. 

Mr. MILLS. But at the same time they are raw material for some- 
thing else. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, they are not. That which is cooked, as these 
ar and decoctions must have been, is never raw material. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. MILLS. Provided it is cooked done. 

Mr. KELLEY withdrew his formal amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LODGE, and it was 
rejected—ayes 51, noes 57. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After line 94 insert the following: 


“Alizarine, natural or artificial, and other dyes and colors produced from an- 
thracine.” 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I offer this amend- 
ment because alizarine colors or dyes were intended to be made free in 
the last tarif act. ‘‘Alizarine, natural or artificial,” was then made 
free. Since that time three additional colors of alizarine have been 
added to the list, but those colors, under a decision of the Treasury 
Department, are not included under that law. Consequently we have 
the anomaly of five colors madeof alizarine that are admitted free, and 
three colors, orange, brown, and blue, thatare dutiable by the decision 
of the Treasury Department. 

This amendment is for the purpose of clearing up this matter and 
admitting free, as was intended in the passage of the existing tariffact, 
all colors of alizarine. No colors manufactured from anthracine are 
made in this country; all such colors are manufactured abroad, and 
the duty upon them is a tax which falls upon all calico printers and 
manufacturers of fine worsted goods. I offer this amendment in the 
interest of manufacturing alone. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Spirits of turpentine. 

Bone-black, ivory drop-black, and bone-char, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to amend by striking out the line last read— 
Bone-black, ivory drop black, and bone-char, 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ocher and ochery earths, umber and amber earths, sienna and sienna earths, 
when dry. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move to amend by striking out the lines last 
read. We have in this country the earth and the raw material (if that 
name can be properly applied) sufficient to furnish all of these articles 
that we can possibly need or use. Their manufacture is a business in 
which there is at present a very considerable amount of capital em- 
ployed and which gives occupation to a large number of persons. It 
is a comparatively new but growing industry, and sufficient has al- 
ready been developed in this line to show that we can very readily pro- 
duce all that we need of these colors for the manufactures for which 
these earths are used. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All preparations known as essential oils, expressed oils, distilled oils, rendered 
oiis, alkalies, alkaloids, and all combinations of any of the foregoing and chemi- 
cal compounds and salts by whatever name known, and not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the para- 
graph just read and insert the following in lieu thereof: 
Olive oil, salad oil, cotton-seed oil, whale oil, seal oil, and neat's-foot oil. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘neat’s-foot oil,” 

Mr, BucHANAN’S amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, and excrescen- 
ces, such as nut-galls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, grains, gums. and gum resins, 
herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, and stems, v ables, seeds, and 
seeds of morbid growth, weeds, woods used expressly for dyeing. and dried in- 


sects, any of the foregoing which are not edible and not speciady enumerated 
or provided for. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to amend by striking out in the para- 
graph just read the word ‘‘ mosses.” Whilst I am aware that there 
are some mosses imported into this country which are not grown here, 
and which might very properly go upon the free-list, other mosses 
which are imported come into direct competition with some of the 
agricultural prodacts of my own district and other parts of the country. 
I offer this amendment at the request of a constituent of mine, who is 
to-day a prominent Democrat in his locality, an office-holder by the 
grace of his party, and an extensive farmer. 

The importation of a coarse kind of moss has become very great in 
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the last few years. It is used as bedding for horses in cities, and has 
come directly into competition with the straw of the farmers adjacent 
to our cities. As this importation thus comes in direct competition 
with the agricultural production of my own district and other parts of 
the United States, I have offered this amendment at the request of this 
constituent of mine, and in the interest of the agriculturists of the 
country. 
The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on agreeing to the amend- 
ment) said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for a division. 
friends of the farmers are. 

The question being again taken, the amendment was disagreed to; 
there being—ayes 41, noes 57. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move toamend by striking out the pending par- 
agraph and inserting what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds,bulbs and bulbous roots and 
excrescences, such as hut-galls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, and dried insects; 
gums and gum-resin; herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, and 
stems; spices, vegetables, seeds aromatic, and seeds of morbid wth; weeds 
and woods used expressly for dy: ping an3 of the foregoing which are not edi- 
ble and are in a crude state, and not advanced in haps orcondition by refining 
or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for. 


Mr. RANDALL. The provision of Jaw from which this paragraph 
on the free-list is taken applied only to such articles now there known 
commercially as drugs. In previous acts the words ‘‘ drugs, such as ” 
avoids litigation—— 

Mr. MILLS. By this you name them specifically. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. Yon say ‘‘such as” — 

Mr. RANDALL. I say ‘‘drugs, such as.” 
isting law. 

Mr. MILLS. I know it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. It refers to articles commercially known and des- 
ignated as drugs, and this makes it plain. 

Mr. MILLS. You may include things out of which drugs are made. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will avoid contusion. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course these would be admitted, but others also 
might be admitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the language of the existing law; and the 
prefix in the law is ‘‘ drugs. 

Mr. MILLS.. This ae it clear. It does not amount to anything. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All non-dutiable crude minerals, but which have been advanced in value or 
condition by refining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph because in my judgment it embodies legislation of the most 
vicious character. Here is used language which in the hands of a dis- 
honest official might besubject to grave abuse. Now, whatis the propo- 
sition? ‘To admit free of duty ‘‘all non-dutiable crude minerals, but 
which have been advanced in value or condition by retining or by other 
process of manufacture.” By refining—to what extent or in what man- 
ner? How much labor shall be expended upon them? And, asif this 
general provision was not enough, there is added the other alternate, 
“or advanced in value by any other process of manufacture.’’? The 
words are “‘ by any other process of manufacture.” Under this pro- 
vision almost anything can come in which has not reached its final per- 
fected stute of manuiacture. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itis a mere transfer to the free-list from the law as it 
now is, and without any design whatever such as has been attributed 
to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This is fromthe old law. Now, the revenue 
derived from the articles enumerated in this paragraph was $140,000. 
The gentleman from New Jersey is correct. It places these articles 
on the free-list, which now pay 10 per cent. ad valorem. Unless there 
are good reasons for it I think, as a matter of safety, they sbould be 
retained at the present rate of duty. It covers over one hundred and 
fifty articles. 

It does seem to me it is too general legislation, and $140,000 a year 
does not amount to a very large reduction in the revenue. It keeps 
us from competition in my district. 

Mr. MILLS. It is the law, and the language i is used to distinguish 
one class of dutiable articles from another. 1 have never heard any 
compluint that articles escaped from a higher to a eres class by the 
use of this language. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is the old law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘The words ‘not herein specially enumerated or 
provided for” apply not to the old Jaw but to this bill, and to put 
these articles upon the free-list extends the list far wider than would 
seem to be the case at first glance. Iam satisfied it goes further than 
the gentleman from Texas or the committee designed. If the words 
* not specially enumerated or provided for by the law of 1883 or this 
bill? were inserted then the result would not be more harmful than 
the old law. 

But in any bill which has only partial schedules, to make a general 


I want to see where the 


It is taken from the ex- 


provision of this sort is to make the scope of the provision far more 
reaching than in the case of a law where the schedules are much fuller, 
and consequently fewer articles are left to be embraced by the general 
clause. In this bill the schedule of articles of this character particu- 
larly named is short, and consequently the general provision ‘‘ not else- 
where provided for” will include many more articles than it would 
were the schedule as full asin the old law. That is the point I am 
making. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

The question being taken on the motion to strike out the lines, i& 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All earths or clays unwrought or unmanufactured, China clay or kaoline, 


Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out line 117. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would be very glad to have the gen- 
tleman give some reason for making this change. { 
Mr. MILLS. I will be entirely frank with the gentleman. We pro- 
pose to restore this article to the datiable list, when we reach the same, 

hereafter, with, however, a reduction of the duty. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I ask unanimous consent to return to 
line 74. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the ventleman from Texas, to strike out line 117, 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I renew my request for unanimous 
consent to return to line 74, in reference to which I wish to submit a 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Virginia? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think itis nota good 
practice, and I shall have to object. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I offer an amendment to come 
in after line 117. + 

The CHAIRMAN. That line has been stricken out. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Then I offer it to take the place 
of line 117. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Glass plates or disks, unwrought, for use in the manufacture of optical instru- 
menis, spectacles, and eye-glasses, 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, The tariff act of March 3, 1883, 
scheduled glass plates or disks, or plates unwrought, for use in the 
manufacture of optical instruments, as free. No such glass or disks of 
glass as are referred to in that paragraph of the schedule are made in 
this country at all. 

The glass imported for this purpose is in a rough, unwrought shape, 
about 1.7 inches by 1}, and are all finished and ground in this country. 
Under the law here passed the Treasury decided that spectacles and 
eye-glasses were not optical instruments, although Mr. Noah Webster, 
Sir David Brewster, Dr. Lardner, and all of the principal writers upon 
the subject of opties hold that they are such, and consequently the in- 
tention of Congress in this provision of the act of 1883 was nullified by 
a Treasury regulation. 

This amendment, I will state, as offered, is entirely acceptable to the 
officers of the Treasury, and it includes rough disks for the use of the 
spectacle and eye-glass makers, none of which disks, as I have said, are 

now made in this country. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to the proposed amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY, Is that proposed as a substitute for line 117? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; line 117 wasstricken out. This is proposed 
as an amendment to the bill to come in in place of line 117. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Opium, crude, containing 9 per cent. and over of morphia, for medicinal pur- 


Tron and steel cotton ties or hoops for baling purposes, not thinner than No. 20 

gauge. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Pennsylvania 
will allow me a moment, I wish to submit a request to the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have an amendment that I desire to offer to the _ 
preceding lines. 

Mr. BURROWS. Inonemoment. I merely want toask unanimous 
consent that this item expressed in lines 120 and 121 may be passed 
over informally until to-morrow. Mr. MCKINLEY had this matter 
particularly in charge, and will be here to-night. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, these lines will be informally 
passed over until to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to offer an amendment to lines 118 and 
119, to insert, after the word ‘‘ernde,’’ the words ‘‘and not adulterated.” 

Mr. MILLS, I have no objection. 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will withdraw the objection I made 
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a few moments ago to the request of the gentleman from Virginia to 
recur to line 74. : 

Book HOPKINS, of Virginia. I am very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read line 74 again. 

The line was read, as follows: 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I move that line 74 be stricken out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman explain why? It 
cha free raw material, as I understand it, and a very raw material at 

t. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. My reason for asking is this, that in 
my district I have considerable interest in this product [laughter on 
the Republican side]; of course Iam like gentlemen on the other side, 
a little selfish in this matter. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
I will say that this is quite a rough material, and when ground is used 
in paints exclusively. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I would like to ask if the gentleman did not 
vote against protecting the farmers’ straw in my district? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I voted in reference to the question of 
moss, if that is what the gentleman means. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask, with permission of the Chair, 
whether barytes is not an element used in the adulteration of paints? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. It is used, I understand, in paint in 
the place of white lead. 

Mr. KELLEY. A very bad adulterant; a substitute for white lead 
in no sense or wise connected with it or related to it. It is a mere 
means of cheating the consumers of cheap paint. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. ‘They have no business to use cheap 

int. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not object to the line being stricken out; be- 
cause it is a great industry, adulterant as it is, in the gentleman’s dis- 
trict in Virginia. : 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Needles, sewing, darning, knitting, and all others not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act. 

Copper, imported in the form of ores, regulus of, and black or coarse copper 
and copper cement, old copper fit only for remanufacture. 

Antimony, as regulus or metal. 

Quicksilver, 


Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike outline 128, Dur- 
ing the general discussion of this bill I submitted some remarks to the 
House in relation to thisitem. I therefore do not desire to take up the 
time of the House in repeating myself; but I desire to briefly supple- 
ment what I said on that occasion, as one of the most important in- 
dustries of the district I have the honor to represent is the production 
The source of its production in the United States is 
confined to the State of California; its chief production is within my, 
or the Fifth, Congressional district. Sir, there is no item on this free- 
list that occupies the peculiar position that does the production of quick- 
silver. The facts are that the sources of its supply are practically but 
three: the Almaden mine of Spain; the Idria mine of Austria, and the 
New Almaden mine of California, before referred to. 

It is a well-known fact to those who are conversant with this sub- 
ject, or the production of this metal, that the Almaden mine in Spain 
and the Idria mine in Austria are owned, controlled, and worked for 
the account of their respective governments; that they are remarkably 
tich; that they can and are producing this metal at about one-quarter 
the cost that wecan produce it. The price of labor is about one-fourth 
of that paid in California in this industry frero is probably no such 
scale of wages paid in the aggregatein any ofour home industries); the 
ore of the foreign mine is from five to ten times richer than ours at the 
present time; their ore-bodies are more compact and homogeneous, thus 
enabling them to work almost all of the rock mined, while those of Cali- 
fornia lack these important requisites to cheapness. At the time of the 
first production of this metal in California it was selling at $1.50 per 
pound; since the production in California it has been reduced to less 
than one-half dollar per pound. The mines in California at the pres- 
ent time are not a bonanza. 

As I before remarked, its cost of production is about four times that 
of the European. In connection with the remarks I made and before 
referred to I submitted a table of the production and prices of this 
metal during the time it had been produced in California, from which 
any gentleman who will take the trouble to examine will observe that 
the production of California has ruled the price throughout the world 
during the whole time of its production, save and except that time 
when no duties were levied upon it, to wit, from 1874, when it was put 
upon the free-list, to 1883, when the tariff was restored. An cxamina- 
tion of those statistics will show this state of affairs: that during that 
entire time, year by year and month by month, quicksilver invariably 
sold for a higher price in the London market than it did in the Ameri- 
can market, varying, of course, in degree, and at one time bringing a 
price of from $24 to $25 per flask greater in the London market than 
it was sold for in the American, and during all that time large exports 
were made to the United States from London, the product of the Span- 
ish and Austrian mines. 


JUNE 27, 


Another striking fact is developed that during the interim between 
the of the act of 1883 restoring the tariff on quicksilver and its 
taking effect nearly as much was imported into the United States as 
was imported during the nine previous years; and here we observe the 
conservative policy of the Austrian and Spanish producer. While com- 
manding and protecting the market other than the United States they 
produced and exported to the United States a surplus, manifestly for 
the purpose of breaking down the industry within the United States. 

Now, sir, quicksilver is a metal which has no equivalent. Nothing 


takes its place in the arts or mechanical uses. Just in proporhon as 
the industries of this country grow, in that proportion is the use of 
quicksilver required. I have no doubt, and though 1 have not the sta- 


tistics and can not prove it or positively make the statement, I believe 
that the United States is the t consumer of this metal. 

Now, I submit to this House these facts, that practically the only 
other producers, and consequently competitors to the United States, are 
the Spanish and Austrian Governments. Their policy has ever been 
conservative; that whenever possible they have taken advantage of the 
laws of this country to give them a monopoly of the production, they 
have sold their products at higher prices at sok and sent their sur- 
plus here to be sold at less prices. I believe the present tariff is not 
sufficient to promote and develop the quicksilver industry of this coun- 
try as a competitor to the foreign production; and I think I hazard 
nothing in saying (and it ismy honest opinion) that if the present tariff, 
small as it is, is removed, taking into consideration the conditions and 
advantages of the European producers as against those of the United 
States and the poverty of the American ores at the present time, this 
industry will be suspended or annihilated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORROW was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. FELTON. As I was about to remark, takinginto consideration 
the fact that the only sources outside of the State of California are the 
mines controlled by the Governments of Austria and en taking 
into consideration their uniform policy of husbanding their resources; 
taking into consideration the vast amount of ores that they have still 
in store, this article should not be put on the free-list. 

It is said in the Spanish mines there is a sufficient quantity of ores 
to supply the present yearly output for fifty years; that the New Idria 
mine has in store already developed a quantity of ore equal to one-half 
of the production of California for the last thirty-seven years. I sub- 
mit to this House that if the California production is discontinued— 
and I believe upon my honor it will be if the tariff is taken off—will 
the consumers be benefited? Ican see no mode or means by which the 
consumer of this country can be benefited; and I believe the price will 
be twice what it is now. 

If the object of the gentlemen on the other side (and I believe that 
to be the case) is to furnish necessary articles to the consumers of this 
country as cheap as possible, the only way they can do it in this in- 
stance is by taking this item from the free-list, which I sincerely hope 
will be done, and restoring the duty to 10 cents per pound instead of 
10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Spain and Austria have protective duties upon this article. They 
both protect their own industries so that we can not export the article 
into those countries without paying a tariff duty—— : 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask to have read the extract which I send to the 
desk, to show that the proposition to put this article on the free-list is 
in the interest of a foreign trust. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Rothschilds are at the head of a quicksilver “trust” which controls all 
the output of that metal save that which is produced in the United States. A10 
per cent. duty has prevented them from deluging our market to a degree that 
would make profit impossible to our mine owners,and then purchasing their 
unprofitable mines cheaply and regulating the price over all the earth. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Weare large exporters of quick- 
silver, having exported in the last fiscal year over 500,000 pounds of 
that commodity. 

Mr. FELTON. The United States? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes,sir. Ourimports during 
the same year were six hundred and ninety-three thousand and some 
odd pounds. Thus it appears that our exports nearly keep pace with 
our imports. 

Mr. FELTON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman had his time 
extended, but I will hear his question. 

Mr. FELTON. Does that embrace the exports from San Francisco? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I speak of the exports from 
the United States. Some of our exports are made to Quebec. Some 
of the exports of our domestic product are made from the Atlantic sea- 
board, but we export largely to Guatemala and principally to Mexico. 
Our quicksilver is able to enter the Republic ot Mexico upon an equal 
footing with the foreign quicksilver and to command that market Ly 
sales almost as great in extent as our imports from foreign countries, 

It is perfectly clear that our producers have got the whole East at 
their command, and when they are able to export and undersell the 
foreign producer in the countries I have named, it is not proper that 
we should hold our consumers of quicksilver along the Atlantic sea- 
board in unnecessary bondage in order to control for the producers an 
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unnatural and unnecessary market. Therefore, putting this upon the 
free-list justly hurts nobody. If there be a trust in Europe, that fact 
lays no just or pe basis for inaugurating a corresponding trust in 
America, Our friends upon the other side seem to think that if they 
can by any means claim or show that there is a trust abroad, then it 
follows that we should inaugurate a trust at home. 

Mr. FELTON. I do not say that there was a quicksilver trust 
abroad, but I said there would be one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is no need for a tariff 
on quicksilver, either for revenue or for any other reason. 

Mr. FELTON. In reply to what the gentleman has said, I think 
that if he will examine the exports from San Francisco he will find 
that our quicksilver producers export to China, Mexico, and perhaps 
t@South America, but he will find that the volume of that export is 
notvery large. If the gentleman knew the cost of transportation from 
the Pacific coast to the Atlantic coast he would soon discover why 
so little of the product comes here. The only legitimate exports of 
quicksilver that we of the Pacific coast have at the present time are to 
China, South America, and Mexico. 

California has produced more quicksilver than she and the rest of 
the Pacific coast could consume; but notwithstanding that, much has 
been imported into this country because it can be brought from Spain 
and from Austria at less cost for transportation than it can be sent from 


the Pacific coast to the Atlantic coast. Now, if we have no quicksil-’ 


ver production upon the Pacific coast, what will be the result? AsI 

remarked before, I prepared a table of statistics which any gentleman 

can examine, and when he examines it he will discover that just in 

proportion to the production on the Pacific coast its increase or its 
iminution have been the fluctuations in price. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But what makes the gen- 
tleman think that he is not going to have that industry in Califor- 
nia? 

Mr. FELTON. Because it costs $28.30 to make a flask of quick- 
silver in California, while it costs in Spain only $7.10; and also be- 
cause they have cheaper rtation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then why do not they drive 
you out of the Mexican market? 

Mr. FELTON. Because it is more convenient for them to buy of 
us, because our freights are less, as the steamers leaving San Francisco 
for China and the South American ports do so practically in ballast, 
returning with cargoes of teas and rice from China, coffee and other 
products from South America; because the transportation takes less 
time, and perhaps because the demands of those markets for this metal 
are too limited to he worth contending for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is because you have con- 
trol of the situation and hold it, and year in and year out you godown 
to Mexico and Guatemala and sell great quantities of your product. 
Now, if the foreign producers can not drive you out of Mexico they 
can not drive you out of California. . 

Mr. FELTON. Inreply tothat I have to say they can by reducing 
the price here, and free quicksilver would accomplish that. Ten years 
ago we had thirty mines producing quicksilver in California, while two 
years ago we had but nine, and now—— 

We have but one principal mine having a large production, and that 
is in a very poor condition so far as the ores are concerned. Taking the 
present prices of quicksilver—about $37 a flask—I believe that putting 
quicksilver upon the free-list will be the straw which will break the 
camel’sback. I desire gentlemen to remember that if the result should 
be to crush this American industry, every branch of manufacture which 
requires quicksilver will be compelled to pay twice as much for it as it 
does now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As these manufacturers are 
able to get along in selling to the Mexicans, I do not see why they can 
not command the market nearer home. 

Mr. FELTON. The gentleman, I presume, did not hear my state- 
ment that during the entire time quicksilver was on the-free list—dur- 
ing every month of those nine years—it sold at vastly larger prices in 

~ London; always higher than in the United States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then how are you going to be 
broken down? 

Mr. FELTON. Because they could make their profitsabroad and un- 
dersell us here, as during the interim between the of the law 
imposing the duty and its taking effect as much quicksilver almost 
was imported and sold in this conntry as in the nine years before of no 
protection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am unable to see how an 
increase in the price of quicksilver is going to break down the market 
of the gentleman’s constituents. 

Mr. FELTON. Iam very sorry I can not make the gentlemansee it. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. LODGE. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
two words, I merely wish, in behalf of certain constituents of mine 
who are interested in the quicksilver industry, to put upon record 
their protest against this attack upon that industry. Without delay- 
ing the House, I will simply read a letter from the treasurer of the 


Napa Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company, which states the case 
very fairly: 
THE NAPA CONSOLIDATED QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY, 
TREASURER’sS OFFICE, 23 Mason BUILDING, 
Boston, April 11, 1888. 

Dear Str: Among other articles put upon the free-list by contemplated new 
tariff bill is quicksilver, which, as you are well aware, is praana to a consid- 
erable extént in fornia, Theonly other places where it is large 
quantities are Spain, at the “Almaden,” and Austria. at the‘ *Idria,” which are 
controlled by those Governments,the Almaden being leased to the Rothschildsat 
present, The mines in California haye had hard work since 1883, when the rate 
was reduced to 10 per cent., to run and pay expenses, and a small reduction in 
the price would compel them to close down and give up the business, which at 
present gives employment to a large number of miners. 

The above company since 1884 has had a hard struggle to keep above water, 
but by the building and maintaining of an improved and expensive plant and 
costly machinery and furnaces has at last succeeded in getting a small margin 
of profit, which, if our reform-tariff friends prevail, will to a great extent be 
sweptaway. Asa real American industry, in competition with cheap labor in 
Europe, and affording a good livelihood here to a large number of people, it 
would seem that it has some claim to recognition. The expense of closing 
down and refiring is , and once closed down the mine owners would be 
reluctant to start up again, and the foreign article could be easily advanced to 
an exorbitant figure, while the small margin now allowed permits the mines to 
be worked at very close figures, and really benefits the consumer. As the 
Napa Consoli is owned and operated entirely by Boston capital and peo- 
ple, and as you yourself were once cognizant of its affairs, I have taken the lib- 
erty to call your good services into requisition, and beg that you will give the 
matter Joar ree eg and see eria is not taken off. 

am, dear sir, yours, very y, 
W. B. BUCKMINSTER, 


Treasurer and Manager. 
Hon. Henry Casot LopGe, Washington, D. C. 
I also submit as a part of my remarks the following: 
Memorial of the quicksilyer manufacturers of California. 


To the President and Members of the Tariff Commission : 


The undersigned, bea rrara ean N in the State of California, respect- 
fully beg leave to su t to your honorable body that the production of quick- 
silver is one of the most important interests of the Pacific coast, representing a 
capital of $30,000,000, and rin permanent employment to more than five thou- 
sand men, who are paid liberal wages; that the article of quicksilver is an ab- 
solute necessity in the mining of silver and gold, and other uses; that for many 
ipe while the article was protected by a duty the business was fairly profita- 

le and remunerative to the manufacturers, and that some thirty mines were in 
operation in the State. 

That within the last few years, since the abolition of the duty, owing to sharp 
competition with foreign producers, particularly of the Almaden minesin Spain, 
which are owned and worked by the Spanish Government, and the Idria mines 
in Austria, owned and worked by the Austrian Government, the price has been 
reduced to so low a figure that there is no profit to manu urers here; that 
only eight mines are now being worked in California, and thatthe total amount 
received for sales of the article during the last three years has not the cost 
of its manufacture, allowing for depreciation in works and exhaustion of mines; 
that owing to the richness of the Spanish and Austrian mines, and the fact that 
the cost of labor in those countries is not more than one-sixth of what is paidin 
California, quicksilver can not be manufactured in America to compete with 
the product from Spain and Austria, and unless some relief or protection is given, 
this important interest must entirely give way to foreign competition; that 
owing to the high rates of transportation between California and the Eastern 
States, foreignquicksilyer can be sent from Europe to New York at one-quarter 
the freight and in one-third of the time that it can be sent from San Francisco; 
that many articles necessary for the working of quicksilver mines, particularly 
iron and steel, are subject to high duties, thereby largely increasing the cost 
of manufacture; that empty quicksilver flasks are subject to a duty of 35 per 
cent.; that most of the flasks used in California are second- returned 
from China, on which the quicksilver manufacturers here are obliged to pay the 
high duty, often paying many times on the same flasks, while new flasks filled 
with quicksilver are im) into New York free of duty; that owing to these 
facts, all of the American market east of the Rocky Mountains has been lost to 
home manufacturers, and supplied with a foreign product which pays no duty 
SpA tos ag ie COVE ü 10 Ae 

883—Duty on quicksilver, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 
i dobre puts quicksilver on free-list. 

That the imposition of a duty on quicksilver would Icad to no hardship or 
dam: to other industries in this country, the article being used over many 
times in gold and silver mining, so that the small advance in price would prac- 
tically be almost nothing in the cost of mining, while the only other industries 
which would be affected—the manufacture of vermillion and the manufacture 
of medicinal preparations from mercury, both of which are small in compari- 
son with the manufacture of quicksilver—are now protected by a duty. 

That owing to the great extent and richness of the Spanish mine, as compared 
with any mines in this country, and the low rate of labor in Spain, the Spanish 
Government can at any time produce quicksilver in sufficientquantities to sup- 
ply the consumption of the world, and at a price which would close every mine 
in this country; that the control of thisSpanish productisa practical monopoly 
in the hands of Messrs. Rothschild, of London, who have a lease of the Spanish 
mines for thirty years, to secure the payment of aloan to that government; that 
there isa wae rae accumulation from the products of these mines now in Lon- 
don; that prior to the manufacture of quicksilver in California the price of for- 
eign quicksilver was more than treble the present price, and that, should the 
California mines, which are practically the en fang eye of the S ishand 
Austrian mines, be, for want of protection, driven m the field, the price of 
the foreign article would be advanced to arate that would compel the consumer 
of quicksilver in this country to pay a hundred-fold more than the imposition 
of a duty on the rican product would cost them, The admission free of 
duty of a product manufactured exclusively by foreign governments (which 
themselves have a high protective tariff), to the detriment and ruin of an Amer~ 
ican industry, is an anomaly in our revenue laws which your petitioners beg 
may be at once removed. 
our petitioners further respectfully represent that all other metals of Amer- 
ican manufacture, from native ores, iron, copper, zinc, nickel, lead, cte., are 
protected by high duties; quicksilver, which under the present foreign competi- 
tion seems to require it more than any other, forming almost the only excep- 
tion; and they therefore trust that your honorable body will recommend the 
nag serving of a duty on this article. 

nder the old ff the duty on quicksilver was 15 per cent. ad valorem. and 
ranged in amount from 10 to 23 cents per pound, but your petitioners would re- 
y suggest that a specific duty of from 20 to 25 cents per pound be recom- 
mended—20 cents being, in their opinion, aboutthe lowest figure which would 
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enable American manufacturers to compete with the 
Governments, and give them a fair return for the capital 
- THE QUICKSILVER MINTNG COMPANY, NEW ALMADEN, CAL., 
J. B. RANDOL, Manager. 
SULPHUR BANK QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY, 
: By PARROTT & CO., Agents and Factors. 
GREAT WESTERN QUICKSILVER MINING CoMPANY, 
G. PALACHE, President. 
Tue Repixeron QUICKSILVER COMPANY, 
JOHN H. REDINGTON, President. 
Tue New [peta MINIG Company 


ish and Austrian 
vested. 2 


By THOMAS BELL, President. 
TAE SANTA CLARA MINING ASSOCIATION, OF BALTIMORE (GUADALUPE), 
HENRY MAY, Receiver. 


Tae OAKLAND MINING Comvary, 
By THOMAS BELL, Trustee. 
THE NAPA CONSOLIDATED QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY, 
W. B. BUCKMINSTER, Manager. 
THE GREAT EASTERN QUICKSILVER MINING COMPANY. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that if quicksilver 
should be put on the free-list these establishments which now produce 
it will shut down and quit exporting quicksilver to Mexico? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no large margin of profit in this business; 
and the destrnction of the quicksilver-mining industry will put the 
supply of quicksilver for this country into the hands of government 
monopolies of Austria and Spain, controlled by the Rothschilds. 

Mr. HERBERT, How will putting this article on the free-list pre- 
vent these American establishments from exporting to Mexico as they 
do now? 

Mr. FELTON. I will explain that matter to the gentleman. The 
chief quicksilver-producing mine in California now is the New Almaden, 
The present price under the existing tariff leaves these manufacturers 
a profit of only $5 or $6 a flask. They work some 750 men, and their 
operations extend over a surface of country 5,000 feet one way and 
6,000 feet another, and 2,300 feet deep, making the production very 
expensive. 

Mr. McSHANE. The gentleman must be mistaken in his statement 
as to the profit on a flask of quicksilver. It is $22 instead of $5 or $6. 

Mr. FELTON. Ina flask of quicksilver there are 76} pounds. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORROW. Task unanimous consent that the time of my col- 
league [Mr. FELTON] be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FELTON. Quicksilver is selling for $37 per flask of 763 pounds. 

Mr. McSHANE. fam sure the gentleman is mi en. 

Mr. FELTON. In what ? s 

Mr. McSHANE. I know what I am talking about. I know that 
gaave is being sold by Wells, Fargo & Co. in San Francisco at $50 
a flask. 

Mr. FELTON. I know that a month ago it was selling in New 
York and San Francisco at $37 a fiask. It has ruled about that price 
for years. If the gentleman will take the trouble to examine the mat- 
ter he will discover that my statements are about correct. I do not 
undertake in every case to speak with perfect exactness; I am talking 
about the average. If there is any one thing about which I am soli- 
citous it is to state nothing here which I do not believe to be strictly 
true; ifany statement of mine is inaccurate it is because I am mistaken, 
and I now state that for eleven years past the average of the highest 
prices (ignoring the lowest) has been about $35 per flask, and I have 
the statistics to prove it. 

At the time I obtained my figures (and that was during this debate) 
this metal was selling at $37 per flask. That price does not leave a 
sufficient profit, because last year the cost of production was $28.38 per 
flask 


Now, the mining of this metal in the United States is under disad- 
vantageous circumstances compared with the Austrian and Spanish 
mines. The amount the mine has been making for the last year or 
for the last two years has not been more than enough to pay the wear 
and tear, and will not now pay the interest on the plant in addition. 

Mr, McSHANE. Iam not discussing as to the cost of production. 
I take the gentleman’s statement that it costs $28 a flask, but I do say 
that it is selling to-day in San Francisco at $50 a flask; at that rate 
selling $100,000 worth. 

Mr. FELTON. I understand it has been selling at the highest at 
$37 a flask. I have not heard of its selling at $50 a flask. I say if it 
is $50 now it will not remain that very long, and that there must be 
some ial reason for it. 

Mr. MCSHANE. It is $50 a flask. ` 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me call the gentleman’s attention now tothe 
question which I putto him. I admit the Government does com- 
pel the home consumer to pay these quicksilver manufacturersa bonus 
on what they produce, but this mine has no power to compel the 
Mexican consumer to pay for these quicksilver miners any bonus at 


_ all. How, then, will it affect the export of quicksilver to Mexico? 


Mr. FELTON. That is the easiest thing in the world to answer. 
If we do not produce it we will not exportit. At the present rates 
you will not export it because you will not produce it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Under the present conditions you do produce and 
sell it in Mexico. If there were a repeal of the tariff why could you 


aoi prodoren sell it in Mexico, where you have to compete with the 
uction in other countries? Please explain that. 

Mr. FELTON. I will explain it. We would not produce it be- 
cause the Austrian and Spanish mines would ship their surplus to sell 
in this market at a less price than we could produce and break down 
our industry and get both markets. They havé sold it for nine years 
at a less price here than they sold it in their own markets. 

Mr. HERBERT. Why do they not send us their surplus? It is 
because you can produce it cheaper. There is no answer to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired, and if there be 
no objection the formal amendments will be withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. WHITE, ofIndiana. I move to strike out the last word, and I do 
so for the purpose of answering the question of the gentleman from 
bama [Mr. HERBERT], which he put to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. FELTON]. He asked what effect it would have upon our exporta- 
tion to Mexico of quicksilver by putting thisarticle upon the free-list, It 
would have this effect: The quicksilverindustry, through theinfluence 
of the tariff, has hecome so great in this country and the competition 
has grown up amongst them to such an extent they have reduced the 
price of the article so that they can afford not only to sell it in this 
country in competition with what comes from abroad, but they can also 
ship it into Mexico and compete with the production there. They do 
that because they have a 10 percent. tariff upon it. In-that way they 
are enabled to build up an export trade. But the moment you take 
off the tariff you not only kill off the home trade, but you also kill off 
the export trade. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thegentleman’s theory, then, is, by making the 
price of quicksilver higherin thiscountry you thereby enable us to build 
up an export trade in that article. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. That is the theory upon your side of the 
House and that is the theory upon which you act; but let me say to 
the gentleman from Alabama that there is nothing init. It is purely 
imaginary and not at all practicable. 

The only difference, Mr. Chairman, is in respect of the wages of labor. 
There is nothing else in it under the sun. The business men hereare 
just as good as they are in Europe or anywhere else. Our manufact- 
urers are just as ingenious and just as successful as those in Europe. 
They can produce whatever can be produced elsewhere. The differ- 
ence is, however, that here high wages are paid to labor, whilst in other 
cases it can be hired at the rate of 25 centsaday. The result of the 
adoption of free-trade doctrines in tnis country will be to reduce our 
labor to the same low rates. To that we are opposed. We favor the 
protection of our industries. We propose to keep up the wages that 
are paid our labor in this country. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then your theory seems to be that the higher the 
wages you pay and the more it costs to produce the article the better 
zon will be able to export the product for sale to the Mexicans. Is 
that it? : 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. As I have already said, the question of 
labor is the principal one, and if is only right and just that when the 
product of our manufactures is brought into competition with the for- 
eign product the difference in wages paid in this country and abroad 
should be made up by a proper rate of duties for the protection of our own 
manufactures. In that way we have seen that our manufacturers can 
not only afford to supply the article at a reasonable rate but at the 
same time to build up an export trade; otherwise we would not be able 
to carry on the manufacture to supply our own market or to supply the 
demand created by our export trade. 

Why, let me refer the gentleman to the fact, as the result of the pol- 
icy to which I am referring, we shipped calico over to Europe and sold 
it in London, Glasgow, and Liverpool in competition with the foreign 
fabric. It will be the same case with the production of quicksilver if 
we are only careful to provide wise legislation. 

Mr. MILLS. It is the cost of transportation in which this produc- 
tion finds its protection. Ten per cent. does not give any protection 
against the Austrian production of quicksilver. 

It is the enormons transportation charges overland from California 
to New York that gives it protection. The very fact, sir, that quick- 
silver is exported from California into Mexico, or into any other coun- 
try where it is to come in competition with the same mineral from 
other countries, shows that it has this distance competition. 

Now, it can be sold cheaper at the point where it is produced than 
anywhere else, because the producer has not got to pay the charge for 
transporting it to the open market, where it comes in competition with 
the productions from other countries. He can sell his quicksilver 
cheaper in California than he can sell it in Mexico; but we see that it 
is exported from California into Mexico, and is sold cheaper in Mexico 
than the quicksilver which is produced in Spain or Austria; and hence 
it follows as a matter of course that he must be able to produce it in 
California cheaper than it can be porua in Spain or Austria, and it 
does not suffer by competition and needs no such protection as gentle- 
men urge. 

Let us have a vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


, 
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Mixts], the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, says that 
there is notany protective duty in 10 per cent. on quicksilver; or rather, 
that it really does not protect the industry in California, because of the 
enormous railroai charges which this product has to meet in seeking 
the markets of the world. Why, God bless his soul, there are no rail- 
road charges in that connection. The vessels that come to California 
for wheat, that come there for a cargo, come in ballast aud they are 
very glad to have the quicksilver, and the heavy iron flasks in which 
it is imported, as ballast, and take it without charge. 

There is no charge for the water transportation of the Rothschilds 
Italian and Spanish quicksilver of the Almaden and Idria mines, which 
they hold as mortgages from the Italian and Spanish Governments. 
There are no railroad charges whatever unless it be in getting the prod- 
uct to the seaboard in Spain or Italy; and then all is water carriage, 
where this very heavy and condensed article is gladly taken by vessels in 
want of ballast, that come by the hundred, not by the tens or scores, 
but which you will find lying in the harbor of San Francisco, and in 
the harbors of other wheat-growing countries, by the hundred, each 
one waiting a chance to get into dock and receive its cargo. So that 
the gentleman’s calculation of railroad charges as a protection to the 
industry of producing quicksilver is utterly and entirely delusive. 

Mr. MILLS. Now let us have a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FELTON to strike 
out the line, the committee divided, and there were—ayes 45, noes 49. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

129. Chromate of iron or chromic ore. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike ont this line 129. 

In my district there is a very considerable quantity of this ore pro- 
duced. It barely sustains its own under the existing tariff, and if it 
be put upon the free-list it will result in the obliteration of the entire 
industry in that State. 

This mineral is found chiefly in the county of San Luis Obispo. 
Contracts haye been made for the product of the mines. It is mined 
and shipped around the Horn to points on the Eastern seaboard. It 
is a business carried on within the limits of our own country. Itis 
carried on by our own people, and it will be fatal to the prosecution 
Ph industry and the production of that ore if it be put upon the 

ist. 

This ore, mined as I have said in California and carried around the 
Horn in vessels, is sold upon the Atlantic seaboard at a very close mar- 
gin; and if you put it upon the free-list you offer a direct premium on 
the part of this Government to the producers of this ore on the other 
side of the water and discriminate against our own industries. And 
you can see, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, what an 
impression such a condition must have upon the minds of the people 
who are directly interested in that industry in this country. The mo- 
tion I make, therefore, is a matter of equity. The revenue derived 
now isnot much. I think the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means might very well consent under the circumstances to allow 
that to be stricken from the free-list and the duty to remain as under 
the present law. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the ore mentioned in this paragraph 
of the bill is produced only in California, and in but three places in 
that State—San Luis Obispo, referred to by my colleague, in Placer 
County, and also in Del Norte County. 

I find upon an examination of a petition which has been presented 
to the House and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means that 
chrome-iron ore is sold in the New York market at about $20 per ton. 
That, I take it, is about the average price from year to year. We pro- 
duce in California 5,000 tons annually. The cost of this product is 
about $17 to $18 per ton. Now, the present duty is 15 per cent. ad 
valorem, which I believe is equivalent to about $3 per ton. The pres- 
ent proposition is to place this ore upon the free-list, and the removal 
of the duty as proposed will, of course, not only reduce the present 
price, but it will result in destroying the industry because it is impos- 
sible to carry on a business on such a narrow margin without the re- 
duction of the rate of labor. The amount paid in earnings is not less 
than $100,000 annually. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the result of placing this ore on the free-list will 
be the destruction of the industry altogether. No ore can be produced 
in California and shipped to New York and sold at $20 a ton at the 
present rate of labor in California. By continuing this tariff you en- 
able us to produce a large amount of ore annually for the benefit of the 
consumers and to pay large numbers of workmen good wages for their 
labor, The question is simply whether you will continue this labor or 
whether you willstrikeitdown. If the article is placed upon the free- 
list it will, under the present conditions, put an end to the whole in- 
dustry in the country. 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. MORROW. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 52. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that it will be necessary to read the next line. 


Mr. KELLEY. No; Iwanttospeak onthisline. We have not per- 
fected this line yet. We have voted on one amendment, which was to 
strike out all of the line. I propose to further perfect it by striking 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well; proceed. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to know if gentlemen are 
aware and will be kind enough to tell me what the chief use of this 
chromic ore is? It is a raw material, they will say. Yes; it is. 
It is the raw material upon which a most important industry depends 
and which we could not establish until these three beds of chromic iron 
or chromic ore were found on the Pacific coast. It is the substance 
frem which bi-chromate of potash is produced, by the transportation of 
which from San Francisco or other ports on the Pacific coast around to 
Baltimore and Philadelphia we have been enabled to reduced the price 
of bi-chromate of potash, which enters into our dyes and colors, so that 
we are now able to compete with British and Scotch manufacturers of 
high-priced colored cotton fabric by reason of our ability to work these 
chromic beds in California. 

The duty is not by any means prohibitory, for last year, as is shown 
by the paper furnished by the gentleman, we imported 1,403 tons, of 
a value of $20,812. To remove the whole duty received would make 
no perceptible impression on our revenues, because it was $3,121. We 
are really, without knowing what we are about, playing the part of a 
bull in a china shop. We are destroying an industry on the Pacific 
coast, and thereby endangering the industries in Maryland, Pennsyl- 
yania, and New England and affecting some of the finest of our textile 
factories. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his pro forma 
amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; I withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not specially enu- 
merated or provided for, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 130 
and 131, just read. I do it for the reason that those lines reach further 
in their effect than I suppose the committee intended. That provis- 
ion is copied in form from the old act, but in the old act it was pro- 
vided that such substances should pay a duty of 20 per cent. In the 
old act the schedule of metals was full. There was but little left to 
be included under this proviso, whereas in the schedule in the present 
bill but few metals are specified. The proviso in the bill under con- 
sideration says: 

Mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not specially enu- 
merated or provided for. 

Especially enumerated or provided for where? Why, in the bill 
under consideration. It thus admits to the free-list a large number of 
metals in the unwrought state that are not named in this bill specifie- 
ally and that are not upon the free-listas it now stands. For instance, 
in the old schedule, of which these words area part, I find that lead, 
nickel, zinc ores, argentina, and some other metals in an unwronght 
state are provided for, but in the schedule attached to this bill I do. 
not find that they are provided for, though my examination has been 
hasty upon the spur of the moment. Therefore they would come in 
free under the provisions of this general clause. I do not believe tho 
committee intended that to be the effect, becanseif they had I believe 
they would have been manly enough to say in so many words that 
these articles should go on the free-list. Therefore I move that these 
two lines be stricken out. 

Mr. MILLS. There is no difficulty in my mind or in the mind of the 
committee as to the clearness of the language we have’ used. Where 
an articleis not specially provided for either by existing law or by this 
bill it would comein under the free-list. *‘ Not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for’? means either by existing law or by the law as changed. 

But I would say to the gentleman from New Jersey that a number 
of gentlemen in the House have suggested some doubts about this lan- 

e, and so the committee have prepared a clause to come in at the 
end of the free-list which will cover all these cases, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Upon that assurance, that a proviso will be 
presented which will beyond doubt or cavil cover this diflicalty—be- 
cause it isa difliculty—I am perfectly willing not to press my amend- 
ment at the present time, but I would like to hear the proviso read. 

Mr. MILLS. I will read it to the gentleman now: 

This act is intended and shall be construed as an act supplementary and 
amendatory to existing laws, and the rates of duty and modification of clauses, 
provisions, and sections herein specifically made are intended and shall be con- 
strued asa repeal of all clauses, provisions, and sections in conflict herewith; 
but as to all clauses. provisions, and sections in existing laws not herein specific- 
ally changed, modified, or amended, the rates of duty now existing shall be and 
remain in full force and effect. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam free to say that the language of that pro- 
viso is not satisfactory to me, because it speaks of rates of duty ‘* not 
here specifically changed;’’ but this is specitically changed, and I sub- 
mit that the very fact that it has occurred to several gentlemen that > 
this language is doubtful shows that there is substantial ground for 
objecting to it, and for fearing that the ‘‘not otherwise specifically 
enumerated or provided for in this schedule’’ will be held by the court 
to apply to articles named in this schedule and tə nothing else. 
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Mr. MILLS. Now, will the gentleman name the articles of which 
he speaks? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes,sir. I will withdraw my motion to strike 
out, and move to amend by inserting ‘‘ except lead, nickel, and zinc.” 

Mr. BAYNE. And iron ore. I will ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means where iron ore is enumerated in this sched- 


e? 
= Mr. MILLS. It is enumerated in the existing law at 75 cents a ton 

uty. 

Mr, BAYNE. Yes; but do you propose to leave section 41 still a 
part of the bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. No; this will take its place. 

Mr. BAYNE. Because if you do leave it in the bill you will have 
two conflicting propositions, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why not accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]? 

Mr. BYNUM. Because it would make the meaning doubtful. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to insert ‘‘zine, lead, and iron ore, and bi- 
tuminous coal.” The gentleman will find, on examining pages 20 
and 21 of the bill, that *‘lead in pigs and bars,” etc., pays a duty of 
1} cents per pound, and that zine ores pay 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

My contention is that with the provision now under consideration 
in the bill, ‘‘ Mineral substances in a crude stateand metals unwrought, 
not specially enumerated or provided for,” the other products can do 
as well without a special provision as ore and coal can. 

Mr. MILLS. But my friend will remember that iron and coal re- 
main as they are under the existing law. Wedo not touch thematall 
in this bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, the others remain also, 

Mr. MILLS. Coal and iron ore remain untouched at 75 cents a ton. 
But we have touched these others. The provision isin relation to 
t mineral substances in a crude state, and metals unwrought not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for.” These are y enumerated 
and provided for, one set of them by this proposed bill, and the other 
set in the existing law. 


Mr. KELLEY. Well, as tens of thousands of men believe that by 


the circumlocutions of this bill their industries are to be ruined or in- 
jured, either by the decision of sume Department clerk, or possibly by 
the decision of a court, why not protect them by using the language of 
the present law, “on bituminous coal 75 cents a ton,’’ ‘‘on iron ore 
75 cents-a ton?” 

Mr. MILLS. But I say to the gentleman that we have agreed in 
committee upon a provision which we will insert at the end of this bill, 
and which will make its meaning as clear as the English language can 
make it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Like the gentleman from New Jersey, I listened to 
the reading of that proviso, and like him I did not think it was quite 
clear. I have no coal miners nor iron-ore miners in my district, but 
I am appealed to by thousands to have their rights made clear by a 
couple of lines in this bill, and I propose to amend this provision so as 
- to say ‘‘mineral substances in a crude state, and metals unwrought 
not specially enumerated or provided for, except iron ore and bitu- 
minous coal,” . 

Mr. WISE. Ihaveas much interest in this subject as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. I shall not vote for his amend- 
ment, because I believe the amendment of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which will be adopted by the House, will leave this subject 
free from doubt. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, this provision as it stands covers some 
articles which are not enumerated, and there are numerous other arti- 
cles which, though not enumerated in the present bill, are to be found 
in the existing law. If you undertake to include in this provision any 

rt.of those, yoa simply make the construction of the provision more 
Foubtfal and difficult. For this reason the committee prefer a general 
repealing clause which will apply to the construction of this whole bill 
and leave it consistent. The adoption of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania would, I submit, only complicate matters and 
probably create doubt in the minds of the courts as to other items ot 
equal importance. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iron-ore is certainly a ‘‘ metal unwrought;’’ bitu- 
minous coal from the mine is certainly a ‘‘ mineral substance in a crude 
state.” Now, by this bill metals unwrought and crude minerals are 
put on the free-list. I ask the committee to adopt an amendment ex- 
cepting iron-ore and bituminous coal. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WIsE] may very courageously 


vote for the provision of the bill, and if he lives until next November, ` 


he may wish he had not done so. I know that I have heard from 
many iron-miners and coal-handlers of his district begging me to try 
by this simple phrase to have their industry protected. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman will allow me to say that I have heard 
from the people engaged in this industry in my district; and they are 
satisfied that I understand what Iam doing. I propose that their in- 
terests shall be guarded so far as my vote can control the matter, and 


that iron and coal shall not be put on the free-list. I believe that the 
. a 
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amendment of the Committee on Ways and Means will accomplish the 
pu I have in view. 

. BAYNE. I would like to ask gentlemen of the committee 
what mineral substances they mean by this language: ‘‘ mineral sub- 
stances in a crude state.” 

Mr. MILLS. Anything not elsewhere embraced specifically. 

Mr. BAYNE. What are they? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman will find by 
referring to page 72 of the compilation of the existing tariff various 
Preire enumerated—ashes of zine, barytes earth, or ore in natural con- 

ition—— 

Ae BAYNE. Oh, no; that is provided for here in this bill, in line 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured. 

ak BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is another article alto- 
gether. 

Mr. BAYNE. What other articles do you speak of? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am simply reading the 
names of some of these articles not elsewhere provided for— 

Black lead ; British luster; crysolite; claystone; cobaltum or cobalt crystals; 
yellow m manufactured— 

‘“ British gold,’’ as some gentleman suggests— 

Fining earth; % z $ h, for burning in 
lina; sheathing LAE Ot, ABAD? CA E ALANO AAEE EA S 

Mr. BAYNE. That is equivalent to putting iron ore on the free-list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is not iron ore, how- 
ever. 

Mr. WISE. That is otherwise provided for. 

Mr. BAYNE. The colleague and associate of the geutleman says it 
is not; that it is included in this proposition. 

: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I say it is elsewhere provided 
for. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why did you name it, then, as one of those sub- 
stances included here? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have not namedit. Iam 
naming these other articles. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman has mixed those which are provided 
for and those which are not provided for. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Just the reverse. I have 
been separating them. 
Mr. BAYNE. What mineral substances will come in free under this 
roposition ? 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have been reading a few of 


em. 

Mr. BAYNE. You read one which you admitted would be equiva- 
lent to placing iron ore on the free-list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I denied that expressly. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman mentioned sheet-iron, fit only to be 
remanufactured. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not one of these ar- 
ticles I have been reading. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘‘ Sheathing metal,” not sheet- 
iron. I presume it refers to such metal as is used for the copper bot- 
toms on shipping—‘‘sheathing metal, old, and fit only for remanufact- 
ure.’ I refer the gentleman to page 72 of the compilation of the pres- ' 
ent tariff. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Asan amendment to the amendment, I 
move to add after the word “for,” in line 131, the following: 

Provided such mineral substances and metals are not found or produced in 
the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment so that if this bill should 
pass there may not be any conflict or difficulty arising from the lan- 
guage of this clanse. Under the language as it stands at present al- 
most any kind of metal can be imported into thiscountry free. Metal 
is a wrought article manufactured. The very moment the miners go 
to work, that moment there is labor used and applied to the article, 
whatever it may be. 

They go upon the principle these metals when unwrought are raw 
material. Iron ore may be a raw material when it lies in the bowels 
of the earth, but when the ore has been taken out and turned into metal 
it is a manufactured article. 

If this clause goes through, other metals may also come in free. If 
they are not produced in this country, itis well enough to allow them 
to come in free; but if they are produced here let them pay a tariff 
equal to the additional labor and the higher wages paid in this country. 
If you will allow it to be introduced into the country our manufact- 
urers will soon be able to manufacture it; butif it is manufactured here, 
then our producers should be protected, as I have already stated, by 
the difference in the higher wages paid here than are paid abroad. 

- Eapen ien to the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, was 
rejected. 

Mr. BuCHANAN’S amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Brick, other than fire-brick. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike that out. 

TE do not see how that got into this bill. I see no reason for it. I 
have heard no cry along the seashore for free brick, and I know im- 
ported brick does not reach very far into the interior. The manufact- 


ure of brick has become an important industry, and especially in my | brick 


own State. Bricks are not raw material. ey do not make them- 
selves. Three thousand and odd years ago it was found impossible to 
make bricks without straw, even. 

A MEMBER. Where do you find that? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask the gentleman to peruse the book from 
which the quotation is taken. 

Bricks are made by the expenditure of labor to a larger extent per- 
haps than is the case in almost any other manufacture. Bricks, as I 
have already said, do not make themselves; they are made to a limited 
extent by machinery, but largely by hand. 

Bricks do not burn themselves; they require to be burned by the ex- 
penditure of labor and by the consumption of coal. This House has 
just refused to give us free coal with which to burn them. The duty 
to-day on bricks is only 20 per cent., and the revenue, which will be 
reduced, last year was only $6,157. If this bill passes in its present 
shape $6,157 is the total amount of surplus, which will be reduced by 
putting this American manufactured product on the free-list. 

There is nobody that I am aware of who is asking to put brick upon 
the free-list. Who asks forit? Noone. On the contrary thousands 
of men in my State protest against putting bricks on the free-list. 
They back their protest by assertions and figures which I would de- 
tail here to-day, but as we are now under the five-minute rule it is 
impossible for me to do so. 

I see no reason for putting this on the free-list. Bricks are not raw 
material; they do not make themselves; they do not burn themselves. 
They are the brick-makers’ finished product. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to call the attention of our friends on the 
other side of the House to the grave injustice of placing manufactured 
bricks on the free-list, while at the same time they allow to remain on 
the dutiable list bituminous coal, which is used in such large amounts 
in burning them. Along the New England coast and in the Middle 
States bricks are manufactured to a large extent. 1n 1880, according 
to the census, the value of bricks and tile, the bricks not being sepa- 
rated, was $33,000,000, And thereare over $13,000,000 paid out in 
wages, a larger proportion perhaps than in any other manufacture. Yet 
in the face of that fact, in the face of the fact that more than one-third 
of the cost of bricks is in the coal used to burn them, it is seriously 
proposed to put this completed product on the free-list. It seems to 
me if gentlemen will reflect for a moment they will not carry out any 
such policy. 

Mr. MILLS. The $6,000 of revenue which is taken off certainly will 
not injure the manufacture of this product. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is a duty of 20 per cent. on bricks, which 
keeps and maintdins that industry almost entirely in this country. 
On the St. John River, adjoining the State of Maine, bricks are man- 
ufactured by labor costing 75 cents a day less than labor in the State 
of Maine. They have coal there, while we are obliged to bring it to 
our side, and yet you propose to put a duty of 75 cents upon coal. 

Mr. MILLS. Your party put it there in 1883, and we only leave it 
where you put it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But while you put the perfected article on the 
free-list, you put a duty of 75 cents upon the coal used in producing it. 
If you proposed to put coal on the free-list there would be more reason 
for your action. But when you propose to retain a duty of 75 cents per 
ton upon bituminous coal used in the manufacture of brick, and then 
put brick themselves upon the free-list, with the labor that is used in 
this country costing 50 or 60 per cent. more, it seems to me that my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, must pause 
for a momentand see thatso far as this manufacture is concerned upon 
theseacoast, where the provincial brick may be brought as cheaply from 
the St. John River to Boston or Portland, or along the coast anywhere, 
as cheaply as any other brick, that he will destroy the interest if this 
provision is allowed to remain. 

Now, in the platform adopted by the Democratic party, it has been 
declared that it did not propose to place a single article produced by 
the labor of this country in such a condition that it would not protect 
the difference in the cost of the labor as between the production of the 
same article here and in foreign countries. And yet here is a proposi- 
tion to put manufactured brick upon the free-list, where the labor cost 
of every thousand brick manufactured is at least a dollar more per 
thousand than it costs in the adjoining British provinces, and in addi- 
tion to that, and more than that, you propose to leave the very fuel, 
one of the materials used in its manufacture, on the dutiable list at 75 
cents a tou. 

I appeal to gentlemen who desire to do justice in this matter if such 
a condition and such a proposition as that is either just or fair or rea- 
sonable. Iask if it is in accordance with the principles that your 
party have put forth and which you have p: ed at St. Louis? All 
that is proposed in this matter is simply that we may concur in strik- 


ing from the free-list a completed manufacture of this description, when 
one of the materials by which it is produced is left upon the dutiable list. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I want to state a few 
facts for the purpose of setting members right as to the manufacture of 
ick. There is very little manual labor about the manufacture of 
brick asa rule. I have built machines enough to make brick, and to 
make them at the rate of thirty thousand a day, each machine, to make 
me somewhat familiar with the subject. There is, I repeat, but little 
laboraboutit. All you haveto dois to shovel the clay into the machine 
and the brick comes out just as nice as you want. In my own State, 
which is one of the largegt brick-producing States in the Union, they 
are paying very low wages, and are employing little boys to do the 
heavy work and in carting the brick to the floors where they are piled 
for burning. l 

If they will go to work and pay living wages, I am in favor then of 
voting to keep the tariff on brick. But they will not do that. I will 
say that our laboring men for three years have been trying to get them 
to add a few shillings daily to their wages, but they have been entirely 
unsuccessful, although the brick is to-day sold at an enormously high 
price. And I repeat, while there is little labor d that paid for 
at a low rate, the work being done by machinery, I hope this amend- 
ment will not prevail. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, according to the report of the cen- 
sus for 1880 the production of brick in this country amounted in value 
to $32,833,587, of which product $13,443,532 was paid in wages, and 
I think that is a sufficient answer to the suggestion of the gentleman 
who has just spoken, that these wages are low and that but little labor is 
employed in the product, I think this will compare most favorably with 
other industries in this country, and show at once that there is a larger 
proportion of labor employed than in most any other. While in some 
sections of the country machine-made brick are largely used, yet this 
product is largely produced by hand, because better brick are made in 
that way. 

Mr. MILLS. If the gentleman had $30,000,000 worth of bricks 
made in Nova Scotia, or anywhere else outside of the limits of the 
United States, he would find the corresponding amount paid for labor 
was greater in proportion than it is here. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Oh, no; that is a mistake. 3 

Mr. MILLS. I admit that you do pay a higher rate of wages per 
day or per week or per year; but you leave out the most essential 
factor, and always leave it out, in your calculations, and that is that 
our laboring people turn out from fifty percent. to a hundred or a hun- 
dred and fifty per cent. more by their labor than in other countries. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman is entirely mistaken in his 
calculations. - 

Mr. MILLS. I know I am not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because there are no such facts existing as he sug- 

ts. 

But I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew it for a moment. 

I have seen bricks made in England. Ihaveseen fair girls and young 
women, old mothers and young children carrying the wet fire-brick from 
where it is fashioned to the warm boards on which it is laid near the 
furnace door in which it is to go on the morrow; and yet with all the 
cheapness of labor gained by the employment of women and children 
as brick-makers, the day seems to come when Macaulay’s New Zealander 
may take his stand upon a broken arch of London Bridge and look at 
the ruins of London’s past. 

As you cross this bridge you behold one of the most remarkable build- 
ings on the Surrey side, St. Thomas Hospital, a large brick building 
which was not built of Belgian brick, according to contract, because, 
as my friend from New York says every now and again in this discus- 
sion, the laborers of London had learned the power of united labor; but, 
sir, St. Thomas Hospital—one of the most beneficent buildings in its 
object and one of the finest for its purposes in its architecture—is a brick 
building, the girders and all other iron work of which is Belgian and 
not English, because Belgium can produce her ore and convert it into 
iron and send it to England cheaper than England can make the ma- 
terials for her own hospital. 

Belgium had secured the contracts for all the bricks for St. Thomas 
Hospital. The Belgian iron was there, but the United Bricklayers of 
England prohibited the laying of Belgian bricks in that building, and 
the managers and trustees of St. Thomas Hospital had to buy them- 
selves free from the parties in Belgium with whom they had contracted 
for the brick for the building, and but for the pluck and nerve of the 
British Association of Bricklayers and House-builders, St. Thomas Hos- 
pital would stand a monument of the increasing weakness of England, 
and the intensification of the poverty of her laboring people under free 
trade, which puts brick on the free-list. There it stands, near the 
bishop’s palace, near the greatest pottery works among English-speak- 
ing people—Dalton’s. But there the public building is a monument 
of the growing decline of England under free trade. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. The remarks of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] about seeing women and children making bricks in England 
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recalls to my memory a speech he made a few years ago, in which he 
reminded this House that on a former visit to England he had seen 
women making nails at 37} cents a day; and that the product of that 
pauper labor was coming over here to drive our people out of employ- 
ment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no; I never said that. Iwas only talking 
. about the condition of England. s 

Mr. MILLS. I appeal to the record. You were talking about the 
tariff and the danger from the product of that pauper labor. 

I asked a gentleman who was familiar with the manufacture of nails, 
how many nails that old woman could have mgde in a day for 37} cents. 
He said about 10 pounds would be a fair day’s work for her. That 
would make the labor cost for 1 pound of nail’s over 3 cents. I went 
to the table of the census prepared by Mr. Swank on the iron and steel 
industry of the United States—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I must say I think the gentleman is appealing to 
his imagination as to my stating the price of the nails by the pound. 
I never computed it. 

Mr. MILLS, No; but you said the woman got 37} cents a day. 
That is all you saéd about it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. You said she was making 37} cents a day while our 

nail-makers were getting five and six dollars a day; and you said 
the product of such pauper labor would come over here and drive our 
men out of the.market. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment. I would like to say there that I was 
not comparing them with our people as to power to produce. 

Mr. MILLS. I know you were not. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was pointing to the fact that that system had re- 
duced mothers, wives, and daughters to the condition in which I saw 
them. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam coming to that. I went to the census report to 
find ont whether there was any danger of our workingmen being sup- 
planted by this pauper labor in Europe. I found out from the census 
thatone man working at five or six dollars a day as anailer would turn 
out 30 kegs of 100 poundseach by machinery; that while that poor old 
woman was working over yonder for 374 cents a day to make 10 pounds 
of nails, one man here was sitting by and working a machine and mak- 
ing 3,000 pounds of nails; and that the cost of the labor in the United 
States was from one-fifth to one-sixth of acent a pound, while the cost 
of the labor in Europe was over three cents a pound. And yet those 
nails are to be brought to this country to take the market away from 
us. ‘Those nails are to drive our nails all out of the country and de- 
stroy our industry. 

And then the gentleman brings up a pathetic scene of women and 
children working over yonder making brick to come here and drive our 
brick out of the country. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no. : 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend, who is a practical 
brickmaker, or who understands that business, pricked the whole bub- 
ble here before us when he told us that these bricks were made by ma- 
chinery. I have just told my friend from Maine that I knew enough, 
by general reading, of the efficiency of American labor to know thut 
the Jabor cost of a thousand bricks in Nova Scotia, England, or Belgium 
was greater than it was anywhere in the United States. 

Now, gentlemen will say that we are endangered by the product of 
iron-workers in Belgium, in Germany, and in Great Britain, and yet 
they want a great duty on iron to protect the labor init. Yet I read 
the other day a most able and exhaustive lecture made by a German 
engineer, who was sent over to Pittsburgh to investigate the cost of 
natural gas. ` He made a thorough investigation into the subject and 
went back home and delivered a lecture, in which he told all about these 
things, and then he concludes by saying that he found at Pittsburgh 
that forty men working in iron could do in one day as much work as it 
required one hundred men to doin Germany. ‘That means that the 
labor of the United States is 150 per cent. more efficient than the labor 
of Germany. Here was a German engineer, a man of ability, talking 
to his own people and telling them what obstacles stood in the way of 
their controlling the market. It is not the labor that is in our way. 
We have got the cheapest labor in the world. I know that our labor 
gets more wages by the day, more by the month, more by the year; 
butit is because our laborers do more work than any others in the world; 
and when you come to compute the labor cost of a unit of product, I 
do not care whether it is brick or woolen goods or cotton goods or silk 
goods, our labor gets less for a given product than labor anywhere in 
the world receives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senat», 
and Mr. BLOUNT took the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 178) 
granting leave of absence to certain persons employed in the service of 
the United States. 

The message further announced that the Senate had concurred in 
the first amendment of the House to each of the following bills of the 
Senate, and had non-concurred in the second amendment of the House 


to the same severally, requested conferences with the House on the 
Gis greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Vest, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. DOLPH managers at said conferences on 
the of the Senate. 

e message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between 
the State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of « bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Illi- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and oone bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa; 

„A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Railway 
Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou d’ Arbonne, 
in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; and r 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. oz 

TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate onsthe pending amendment is exhausted. 
If there be no objection, the formal amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. I wish to 
say a word as to this brick question. But first I wish to make a sug- 
gestion about the mistake of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
upon the question of nails.. There is no doubt, I take it, of the fact 
that the nails which the old lady was making, referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY], were hammered or wrought 
nails, while those referred to by the gentleman from Texas were cut 
nails, They are not deficient in machinery in England to make cut 
nails, nor are they unable to find Englishmen who can e as many 
nails per day as an American can; but by ignoring for the moment the 
difference between cut nails and wrought nails, the gentleman from 
Texas has run entirely wild of the facts. 

Now as to this question of brickmaking, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr, Surri] alleges that wages are not paid in Milwaukee that 
are satisfactory to him in the brick-making business, and therefore, in 
order to punish the brick-makers there for not paying such wages as 
he thinks they ought to pay, he is ready to admit Canadian brick free. 
Does that do any good to his constituents who now make their living 
at this business even at poor wages? Is it probable that he can benefit 
the workingmen living along the northern border by having Canadians 
make the brick that build our houses and by having the brick-makers 
fed upon provisions produced in Canada, or is it better to reserve the 
benetit of these industries to ourselves? 

There are made annually in the United States over 3,822,000,000 
once brick, and in the State of New York over 576,000,000 of such 

rick. 

The capital invested in the United States in the brick and tile manu- 
facture (exclusive of sewer and drain tile) is over $27,500,000, the nnm- 
ber of employés is over 66,000 (of whom over 59,000 are males above 
sixteen years of age), and theamountof wages paid them per year is over 
$13,400,000. In the State of New York the same manufacture employs 
nearly $4,000,000 of capital, and over 7,000 hands, of whtom over 6,700 
are males over sixteen years of age. The wages paid them amount to 
over $1,600,000 per year, and the product amounts to over $4,000,000. 

Under the existing law the duty is 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The value of the importation last year (other than fire-brick) amounted 
to over $31,000, paying a duty of over $6,000. What the importation 
would have been with the duty removed no man can tell. 

The gentlemen who constitute the majority of the committee who 
framed this bill live so far from the Canadian line that they are in no 
wise affected by Canadian competition. Therefore they are safe; and 
they propose to take the tax off cotton-ties and other commodities 
which do concern their own locality, and make the people along the 
northern border suffer in order to benefit their own friends, the Cana- 
dians. 5 

They propose that Chicago, Detroit, Rochester, Buffalo, and all cities 
on the northern lakes shall haye their workmen injured by letting 
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Canadian brick come in free of duty, and we shall have those great 
avenues of approach to our large cities, the Erie Canal, the Oswego 
Canal, the Champlain Canal, kept busy transporting Canadian prod- 
ucts, and the whole line of our northern coast dotted with Canadian 
vessels, manned by Canadian boatmen, carrying these products to our 
markets, where they will sell them at prices which our producers, with 
their higher wages and higher rents and higher expenses generally, 
can not compete. In the southern tier of New York counties a great 
many brick are made, but the cost of making them is such that the 
producers can not compete with the Canadians in cheapness. 

Itis difficult to see why gentlemen who are so quick to protect their 
own interests by making cotton-ties free and by keeping a protective 
duty upon rice and sugar are so ready to pour upon Northern cities 
free bricks. It is perhaps to the credit of the intellects of our friends 
on the other side that no man has had the ‘‘gall’’ to attempt to de- 
fend the proposition. You can go on and get confused in the matter 
of wrought and cut nails and talk glibly about general principles, but 
no man of you has yet attempted to make any defense of this proposi- 
tion. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I must have been singularly un- 
fortunate in my language if I led the excellent chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to suppose I was afraid of our nail industry 
being destroyed by the women of the villages of Lye, Lye- Waste, and 
other towns near Birmingham. I used the illustration simply to show 
how in the destruction of one industry after another the laboring peo- 
ple of England, apparently thrifty, temperate, and hard-working, have 
suffered. Those people I was able to visit in their humble homes, be- 
cause I had with me a lady—my daughter. I visited the women nail- 
makers, the women brick-makers, the women galvanizers of that dis- 
trict of country. 

I want to protect the poorest of American laborers against such deg- 
radation.* To show the humiliation of British industry, I pointed to 
the fact that the grandest of the benevolent institutions erected in the 
last fifteen years in London—the St. Thomas Hospital—is an enduring 
monument of the incapacity of England to provide material for such a 
building. The brick came from Belgium, the iron mainly from Bel- 
gium, and what was not from Belgium yas from Germany. The doors 
and sash, the door-frames and sash-frames—not only the timber, but 
the finished work—are all from Norway. Within eighteen months I 
have seen colored boys in Chattanooga turning out by machinery ham- 
mered nails at the rate of one hundred, or perhaps five hundred, to 
every one produced by the poor women of Lye and Lye-Waste, work- 
ing in their little smoky coops. 

I know what machinery can do, and I know that British fuel will 
run our machines and theirs as rapidly and as effectively as American 
fuel will run either native or foreign machines. There is where labor 
comesin. Their machines run as rapidly as ours. They do not cost 
so much in the beginning; and the boys and girls and women who at- 
tend the machinery in the cotton and woolen manufactories get not one- 
third the wages paid per hour, per day, per yard, or per piece to Amer- 
ican laborers in the same line. One of those colored boys in the Bes- 
semer Nail Works at Chattanooga gets more money for his day’s work 
at an American machine than is paid to five of those women working 
in English establishments by British methods. I am not afraid that 
the manual laborers of England in any department will interfere with 
our industries. I hope I have made that statement emphatic enough 
for the gentleman from Texas to understand. 

Mr. OOTHWAITE. What difference does it make whether the brick 
are manufactured in Belgium or in England, when there is no duty 
upon the manufacture of brick in Belgium? 

Mr. KELLEY. To the capitalist it does not make any difference; 
to the English brick-maker it is a question of life or death. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As there is no duty upon brick in Belgium, 
how does it affect the manufacture of them or make them cheaper? 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman is a little confused, or I am. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘There is no duty upon the manufacture of brick 
in Belgium. Belgium is free trade so far as brick-making is concerned. 

Mr. KELLEY. My point is this: The St. Thomas Hospital in Lon- 
don is built of Belgian brick, because England imposes no duty against 
Belgian brick and in favor of the British brick-maker. Those brick 
are therefore made in Belgium, where the highest wages paid to a 
woman brick-maker is a franc a day. I saw those women at their 
work. I spent three summers traveling among the laboring people of 
Great Britain, France, Belgium, Holland, and Germany; and I tell you 
that a woman brick-maker—a virgin girl, a young wife, or an old 
grandam—gets never more than a franc a day—a little shortof 20 
American cents. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is in free-trade Belgium, is it? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not the low rate of wages mentioned by the 
gentleman due to the fact that labor is so plentiful, not because the 
duty has anything to do with the question whatever ? 

Mr. KELLEY. There is no duty in Belgium, and you can not in- 
duce me toadmit that there is. Nor isthere anyin England. As the 
English do strive to pay some sort of living wages, contracts were made 
with Belgian brick-makers to supply the brick for the St. Thomas Hos- 
pital, London. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The point I want to make is, that the duty 
does not make the difference in the wages; that the lower rate of wages 
in Belgium is because labor is so plentiful there. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am not talking about the question whether the 
duty affects the Belgian wagess there is not another gentleman on the 
floor who thinks I am. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But you continually assert that the duty does 
affect the American wages. Why does it not affect the Belgian wages 
just as well? 

Mr. KELLEY. Free trade has reduced the wagesin Belgium until 
it has extinguished the idea of chastity among the wives and daugh- 
ters of Belgium. r 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why has it not reduced the wages to the same 
extent in England, so as to leave no difference between wages in the 
two countries? > 

Mr. KELLEY. By and by it will. That was the very point of my 
speech. I began by saying that Lord Macaulay’s prophecy was com- 
ing true, and that when ‘‘some traveler from New Zealand shall, in 
the midst of a vast solitude, take his stand on a broken archof London 
Bridge to sketch the ruins of St. Paul’s,’’ he will find that the road to 
this desolation has been free trade, by virtue of which England has im- 
ported her doors and her sash from Norway and her bricks from Belgium. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I remember 
reading a year or two ago a statement in a consular report to the effect 
that all the nails made abroad are made by hand; that the art of mak- 
ing cut nails has never been developed there, Of course that industry 
may have grown up there to some extent since; but I have no informa- 
tion as to that matter. I do find, however, that we send abroad 11,- 
000,000 pounds of nails and spikes to compete successfully with the 
production in foreign countries. 

Now as to the matter of brick. We send our brick to foreign coun- 
tries; we send millions of our brick to compete with foreign brick- 
makers on their own soil. 

It has never appeared that any drawback or allowance has been given 
for coal consumed in making these bricks, and it can not be success- 
fully alleged that we do not sell largely to Canada tho bricks that we 
manufacture. 

We sold last year over two millions to Quebec, New Brunswick, Nova 
Scotia, and Prince Edward Island, passing by the only coal deposits we 
know to exist in Canada, and we compete successfully with that coun- 
try best situated to compete with us. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has brought ont, 
in connection with the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SMITH], one 
or two interesting points. In this country we work largely by machin- 
ery. We unse machinery more freely than any other people in the world 
because we are beyond question the most ingenious people on earth. 
We employ labor for the lighter work about brick-yards; but the 
heavier work, that which requires greater muscular force, the gentle- 
man [Mr. KELLEY] tells us is in England done by old women and chil- 
dren. 

Why, we could employ old women and children here to do the same 
sort of work, bat why do we not do it? Because we find it cheaper 
and more profitable in those divisions of the work to employ vigorous 
men to whom we pay higher wages. We know we could employ wo- 
men and children who would get no more wages than are paid for the 
labor of women and children employed in England, as stated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. But we refuse to employ them atsuch 
wages because we find it cheaper and better to employ more vigorous 
people in those portions of the work. Therefore when he tells about 
the wages of labor it is only just to tell us in addition that the women 
and children who are employed in England could be employed here 
at daily and weekly wages at no more than they receive in England; 
that we could employ the same class of labor in this country, but we 
refuse to do it as if is unprofitable. This shows that his comparison 
of daily and weekly wages is not a comparison of like unto like. 

Look at the question in another light. 1 have the facts here which 
take it out of the range theory and speculation. From 1846 to 1861 
there wasno duty on brick, as isshown by the Government print which 
I hold in my hand. They were free. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Dina- 
LEY] to this point, that there was a duty on coal at the same time. 
The duty on coal was 30 per cent. and 24 per cent. from 1846 down to 
1861. I would like to have gentlemen when they speak of these coun- 
tries to tell us what amount of brick were imported into this country 
from 1846 to 1861. We were less masterful of the situation at that 
period than we are now. We then had free bricks, and in addition we 
hadatax upon coal. Weimported no bricks, but, on the contrary, after 
paying the coal tax, wesupplied the markets of othercountries. What 
protection do you need in the markets on our border from countries 
burdened by over 3,000 miles of transportation? The freight is some 
four or five dollars a thousand, which is more than the wage. The 
only effect of the duty, therefore, is to lay an embargo upon consump- 
tion, tolower wages, to load down the builder, and to glutthe Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. REED. I was glad to listen to another exposition from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means of the great doctrine of 
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labor-cost. According to him there is something in this climate which 
produces magical results and great wa According to his idea the 
amount a man receives for wages here depends upon the amount of the 
product. If a citizen of India gets 10 cents for a day’s labor, and a 
citizen of the United States gets $3 for his labor, the citizen of the 
United States produces just thirty timesas much. Itis the same with 
regard to England or Belgium, although the relative percentage is dif- 
ferent. 

. If that be so I do not understand why this bill stops just where it 
does. If it be true that the labor cost in this country is cheaper than 
in any other country in the world, why is the great truth limited in 
its application in this bill to the articles to which it is limited? Is it 
that there is a division resulting from climatic influences inside the 
United States, as well as a difference between the United States and 
abroad? This bill certainly indicates such a thing. The labor of the 
citizen of the United States ought to be equal to the labor of the citi- 
zen of India, compared relatively price with price; and yet the tariff 
tax on rice has been very slightly diminished. 

Again, the labor of the citizen of the United States ought to be equal, 
price for price, according to this great theory propounded here, to that 
of thecitizen of Cuba; and yet only 20 per cent. comes off sugar, while 
the whole percentage comes off lumber, Is it not singular that this 
great principle of labor cost, somehow or other, seems to be strictly geo- 
graphical; that it strikes the Canadian line with cyclonic force, and 
that the Southern States seem to be so far removed from the storm cen- 
ter as not to be in the slightest degree even ruffled? [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it shows clearly that there are climates within cli- 
mates. That not only are the citizens of the United States more pro- 
ductive in their capacity than the citizens of foreign countries, but 
that those of us near the Canadian border are much more productive 
than those who are a little more distant from it. 

This is a variation from the great principle of labor-cost which has 
so delighted the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
so largely mystified the House. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
If in its original enunciation it was true, namely, that the difference 
which has been suggested exists between this country and foreign coun- 
tries, why then the tariff bill ought to run straight through the whole 
line, and without variation. The same reasons are asapplicable at one 
end as at the other. But under the new arrangement, as developed 
by the pending tariff, it is evident that the whole affair is geograph- 
ical, and I think, Mr. Chairman, if it be closely watched in the amend- 
ments which will be placed upon it from time to time, it will be found 
that the geographical condition is modified to a considerable extent by 
the political complexion of the various Congressional districts. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma amend- 
ment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLS. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, we have had various speeches laying down the doc- 
trines on the tariff as they are held by gentlemen on the other side. 
It has been boldly denied, however, by the gentleman who has just 
spoken that the efficiency of labor has anything to do with its pay- 
ment; that the bootblack will get just as much and does get just as 
much as the book-keeper does; that Depew gets just as much for his 
labor as the lawycr who has just received his license; that the tariff 
regulates the wages of Depew, one of the greatest lawyers of the United 
States, who said the other day in an address to the people that his 
earnings were equal to an income of $2,000,000; and yet that the tariff 
regulates the wages of Mr. Depew and every other lawyer of the coun- 
try as it regulates the wages of the boothlack and the book-keeper. 

I said before during the course of this discussion, and I repeat, that 
the history of this country and its business affairs shows that men are 
paid in proportion to the amount of work they do; not always thesame, 
it is true, in every part of the country, but in proportion to the efli- 
ciency of the labor performed. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has carried 
this thing out to the extreme, and I hope that I understood him to- 
day, as it seems I failed to doa few years ago, when he said that the 
result of free trade in Belgium was to produce prostitution amongst 
the women of that country. I want to know if that is one of the le- 
gitimate consequences of the doctrine ot free trade? If it is why is 
it? And will the gentleman explain why it has not produced the same 
results in America? Our fathers made free trade here. The free-trade 
idea among the States prevailed, and was one of the cardinal princi- 
ples in the formation of the Government of the United States and in 
its Constitution, which removed all obstructions or restrictions upon 
the trade of the United States and the commercial relations between 
the States, and I ask the gentleman if he will say that that pernicious 
effect which he claims was produced upon the women in Belgium has 
been produced in this country under our Constitution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And Belgium much smaller in area than one 
of our own States. 

Mr. MILLS. But this is the legitimate doctrine of the gentlemen on 
the other side and of the Republican party which they represent. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has again called attention to the 
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inconsistencies of this bill, and tells us how gently we touched rice be- 
cause it is a Southern product; that we would have touched it more se- 
verely if it had been located further North. I will remind the gentle- 
man from Maine and the gentlemen on the other side who have re- 
peated that remark heretofore, that we have cut rice more than we 
have iron and steel. The reduction on rice is greater than the reduc- 
tion on iron and steel. A large part of the whole metal schedule we 
left untouched. 

The sameis true of sugar. The Southern products have been touched 
more severely than many of the others in this bill. 

Why, sir, in the woolen manufactures, where you have a duty under 
existing law of only 35 per cent. to represent the protection of the man- 
ufactured product, we give you 40. We have increased it. And yet 
the product is nearly all manufactured north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, or the greater part of it. We have taken the duty from wool, al- 
though a great part of it comes from the South. We have done it be- 
cause it was araw material, and because it was a heavier mode of tax- 
ation to tax the raw material and in addition to tax the finished prod- 
uct, than it was to keep the raw material free and put the tax alone 
upon the finished product. Mr. Chairman, it will not do for these 
gentlemen to tell us what we have done in the South and what we 
have done in the North. Nobody believes this bill is perfect. We do 
not profess it is perfect. But it is an honest effort to comply with the 
recommendation of the President of the United States to reduce taxa- 
tion, which is filling the coffers of this Government with more than 
$80,000,000 surplus every year. y 

We have yet to reach the first item in this bill, except rice, where 
the gentlemen on the other side have consented that one solitary dollar 
of reduction should be made. Inthe committee and in the House every 
amendment that they have offered has been either to restore the tax- 
ation to existing rates or to increase it. They mustered their whole 
force on an amendment to increase the duty on tin-plate that will in- 
crease the revenue and the taxation of the people over $7,000,000 in 
addition to the present rate. They have pending in this House now 
before the Committee on Ways and Means a proposition to increase the 
duty on wool and on woolen goods that will add $15,000,000 more to 
the taxes on these articles, and that ata time when the Treasury is 
overflowing; when money is taken out of circulation and the channels 
of business and locked up; when prices are falling; when mortgages 
are maturing, and when the whole business of the country is in peril 
of panic. They are proposing to add to that panic by increasing the 
taxation on two articles of over $20,000,000. Weare engaged in an 
honest effort to try to reduce taxation. Our effort may not be philo- 
sophical; it may not be just exactly fair on everything. If the gen- 
tlemen on the other side had come to us to help us, instead of to criti- 
cise every effort and throw every obstruction they could in our way, 
they might have assisted us in many cases to make a much better bill. 
We would cheerfully accept their efforts now, instead of their criticisms, 
if they would only come and help us to improve this bill and to reduce 
the taxation unnecessarily imposed upon the people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not know that we were dis- 
cussing the iron schedule or the steel schedule. I supposed the propo- 
sition was to place brick upon the free-list. My colleague [Mr. SMITH] 
has told this House what he knows of brick-making in the city of Mil- 
waukee, He stands here upon this floor as the professed champion of 
labor, representing their interests; and yet he seems to congratulate 
himself that he has reached that period where he has made a machine 
to take the place of hand-labor in the city of Milwaukee, and that there 
are very few laboring men now employed there in brick-making. Sir, 
I want to say that outside of the city of Milwaukee, in the State ot 
Wisconsin, there are twenty thousand Jaborers to-day making brick fora 
living. It may be true that in my colleague’s district, in Milwaukee, 
there are a few wealthy men with machines he has made for them, 
which have driven labor from that city into the interior. It may be 
true those wealthy men are able to carry on brick-making and might 
possibly compete with imported brick if this bill should pass; but it 
would be utterly impossible for the men who make brick by hand in 
the interior, men without capital, to make brick to send forward to 
build up our cities. 

Mr. Chairman, if my colleague has deserted the cause of labor in my 
State I want to appear here, temporarily at least, to champion their 
cause; and I want to say to this House that if you place brick upon the 
free-list you will render it almost impossible for the laboring man or 
this country with small means to make brick for the market. It can 
only be done by wealthy men, perhaps with my colleague’s machine 
to aid theminthe manufacture. My colleague forgets that for the time 
being he issimply speaking in the interest of the machine, which has 
driven out and absorbed the labor. He seems to feel proud of the oc- 
casion. My friend from Texas [Mr. MILLS] indorsesthe evidence which 
my colleague gave as the key to the situation. But while you progress 
with this bill section by section and paragraph by paragraph, do not for- 
get that in every step you take in that direction you are crushing out 
the laboring classes of the country. It can not be otherwise. 

You may reduce the tariff, increase the imports into this country. 
turn the balance of trade against us, and we shall not be long troubled 
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with a surplus in the Treasury or in business circles or anywhere 
else. Do not forget that prior to the great financial crisis of 1873 the 
balance of trade had been against us for ten years. We had sent $103,- 
000,000 on an average every year from this country to liquidate the 
balances due to foreign countries. Shall we see that repeated? Re- 
duce the duties on imports, and you will increase the importations, 
and not one year will roll around before the balance of trade will be 
against us, and nothing but the gold of this country will serve to liqui- 
date it; and that drain will continue year after year until we find our- 
selves again in a financial crisis, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. If there be no objection, the Chair will regard the formal 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas as withdrawn. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken up much of the 
time of the House in this debate, andI do not propose to, but I wish to 
say a very few words upon this question of the effect of law upon wages. 

No better illustration can be found of the fallacy of the idea that 
wages depend upon the existence or non-existence of tariff laws than 
the cases of Belgium and England, alluded to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] when last upon his feet. Belgium has 
free trade; England has free trade. They are both upon precisely the 
same footing so far as regards the law, and yet the Belgians, according 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, make brick and transport them 
all the way to London and there sell them in competition with Engilish 
brick. They do this, he says, because the wages of labor are lower in 
Belgium than inEngland. Now it is perfectly certain that the differ- 
ence in wages between Belgium and England does not arise from any 
difference in laws, for both countries are on free trade. So, on the 
other hand, when you come to America. Here we all live under pre- 
cisely the same tariff laws. And yet we find differences in wages in 
the different’States, East, West, North, and South. If it was free trade 
that made low wages you would find the same low wages in England 
and Belgium; if it was protection that made high wages you would find 
the same high wages ruling in every State in America. 

Contrast other countries in Europe one with another, and you find 
there that the wages are higher there in free-trade England than any- 
where else. Why? Is itsolely because of freetrade? No. England 
has coal; she is surrounded by water, giving the benefits of cheap trans- 
portation, and, in addition to these natural advantages, she has free 
trade, which gives her free wool and free cotton; and being thus al- 
lowed by the wisdom of her lawmakers to utilize her natural advan- 
tages, she can and does pay higher wages than are{paid anywhere else 
in Europe. 

I traveled there last summer myself, and was very much struck with 
the differences between things in England and in Belgium, France, and 
Germany. The highest wages paid anywhere in Europe are, as I have 
said, paid in England, and the next highest perhaps in France, where 
protection prevails, but not to so great an extent as in Austria and 
Germany. Nowhere in Europe are wages lower than in Germany. If 
a high tariff could make high wages we should find wages higher in 
Germany than in England; workingmen would remain in Germany 
and not go to England; and yet, sir, I was particularly struck with the 
almost universal complaint that cheap labor coming over from pro- 
tected Germany was ruinous to labor in free-trade England. 

You find the English newspapers filled with the complaint that the 
Germans are flocking to England and working for less wages than En- 
glish workingmen receive as firemen on railroads, brakemen, conduct- 
ors, barbers, waiters, and every imaginable position a hungry man can 
fill. I think the gentleman will not deny that that is a common com- 
plaint among the English working people, that they are being ruined 
by the lower-priced labor of Germany. Therefore, sir, it is clear that 
it is not, and can not be, in the power of the law to secure men high 
wages. Wages depend upon other conditions; where population does 
not crowd the means of subsistence; where there is work to do and 
money to pay for it and demand for its products, wages will be high, 
and they will continue to be high, and labor will find plentiful em- 
ployment where lawmakers are wise enough to add to their natural 
advantages by giving them free raw materials upon which to employ 
their skill, just as the Mills bill proposes to do for the workingmen of 
America, [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] says that his 
bill may not be philosophical. I think it is not open to that objection. 
[Langhter.] It is a bill which can not be reconciled with any princi- 
ple which he has enunciated in any paragraph of his in the 

meral debate, or of his speeches since the five-minute debate began. 

f his doctrine of labor-cost be true, there can be no excuse for keeping 
the tariff either upon the articles from which he takes the duty, or 
. upon other articles of his own region upon which he leaves the duty. 
It is this discrepancy to which I have repeatedly called his attention. 
I also called attention the other day to the fact that the chairman of 
this Committee of the Whole [Mr. SPRINGER] came down from his 
place and enunciated the doctrine which, if it leads to anything, leads 
to the abolition of the tariff. I called the attention of his own side of 
the House to the gravity of the occasion and the distinctness of the 
gage and not one of them has made any reply from that day to 
t 


I challenge the production of any speech upon the other side, which, 
if carried to its logical conclusion, is not in favor of the abolition 
of the tariff. There is never an argument in favor of putting any- 
thing on the free-list which is not an argument for putting everything 
upon it. The declaration in each case is that the duty is, in the first 
ace a tax on the people, going into the Treasury to the extent of the 
goods imported; and, secondly, a much wider and larger tax upon the. 
domestic production, going into the pockets of the manufacturers. Yet 
I venture the prediction that the Presidential campaign now opening 
will not be two months old before every one of these gentlemen will be 
endeavoring to explain his position consistently with protection in cer- 
tain geographical localities. 

The gentleman from Texas has said that there is less reduction on 
steel than there is on rice. Why, sir, he knows that his section of the 
country is just beginning an industry which will lead to the produc- 
tion of steel in immense quantities. He knows also thatit has been 
declared by one of the Representatives of that region on this floor that 
they have kept on enough for themselves and enough to enable the rest 
of us to starve. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Who said that? 

Mr. REED. That is precisely the charge that I made against them. 
I say this bill, when analyzed, will be shown to be regulated by isother- 
mal lines which take in political districts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman give us 
the name of the Representative he just referred to? 

Mr. REED. It was a gentleman over there whose name I do not 
know. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would be glad to get his 
name and his exact language. 

Mr. REED. ‘There was licorice, which, having been placed on the 
free-list, was the other day taken off. Why? Because a Democratic 
district was affected by it. Something is going to be done with wood- 
serews. A Democratic district is affected by that. Something will 
be done with carpets. A Democratic district is affected by that, Then 
there is glue. The isothermal line touched a district there, and glue 
is taken off the free-list. It is useless for me to try to enumerate all 
these things. I only point out some instances to direct attention to 
the nature and character of this transaction. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it will be found that this bill, so far from being 
philosophical, is political from one end to the other. Yet gentlemen 
getup here and talk about going on with this measure on account of 
the business interests of the country. Why, even the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], the hero of the St. Louis convention—the 
man who managed the Pennsylvania convention in order to find out 
how, and then showed us in the St. Louis convention the perfect work 
of a skilled master—came back here frightened at the effect which 
even the agitation of this question has produced in this country. He 
stated thateven the discussion of it is jeopardizing the business inter- 
ests of the country; and so itis. Yet gentlemen on the other side 
still persist in pressing this measure, notwithstanding the declaration 
of their head man; they are determined to rush on without any refer- 
ence to the business interests of the country. 

The gentleman from Texas complains that we do not help him im- 
prove his bill. Why, we have been trying to do that ever since the dis- 
cussion began; but we have never received from him the least assistance 
in the world. [Laughter.] 

Why, if he would allow us to improve that bill we would make it 
a fit, reasonable, and suitable bill. We would get rid of the surplus. 
We would relieve the country from jeopardy of its industries so great 
that gentlemen from every district could see it even when beaten on the 
broad field of conflict. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I want to say another thing. Why was it we were not allowed to 
improve the bill a little more when in Committee of the Whole? Why 
were the manufacturersshut out? Why were members upon this floor 
prevented from improving the bill? Why did the gentleman not ask 
us for assistance a little earlier; and why was he not a little more dis- 
posed ° agree when if was proffered to him? [Laughter and ap- 

lause. 
. Mr. MILLS. Weare told here is an argument carried out to its 
legitimate results would be an argument in favor of absolute free trade. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the arguments we make and the propositions we 
make in this bill, it is true, come down. We propose to reduce, and 
as we are coming down from high taxes, we are necessarily gravitating 
towards a point where there is no taxation; and if we should continue 
to come down we would certainly get at absolute free tradein the end. 
But there has never been a political party in this country from the 
foundation of the Government that has ever proposed absolute free 
e 

We propose to support this Government by taxation, and by taxation 
on articles imported into the United States. But we say that when 
we find the rate of taxation is bringing more money to the coffers of 
the Government than is needed for an honest, efficient, and economical 
administration of the Government, our duty to the people is to stop 
taxation at that point. 

A MEMBER. And reduce it. > 

Mr. MILLS. And reduce it to the point where the revenue is nec- 
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essary. We do not propose to relieve the people from taxation on im- 
ports, but we propose to tax them only to obtain whatever revenue is 
necessary for an honest administration of the Government, and not to 
have it burdensome upon them in any way. 

Let us see where their argument in favor of protection comes to. 
Suppose the Republican party should carry out to its legitimate conse- 
quences the doctrines which they have proclaimed—that is, to restrict 
commerce and trade within certain lines with a view to foster the 


growth of wealth, the growth of manufactures, the growth of agricult-: 


ure, the growth of all departments of labor. If it is true when you 
place such a Chinese wall of restriction around the whole of the United 
States, it is equally true in- reference to a single State. The policy 

_ would be as good for the State of Virginia, then, as it would be for the 
whole thirty-eight States and the Territories. It would increase her 
manufactures, and it would foster the growth of all her infant indus- 
tries. 

Of course it is the legitimate reasoning, if good for Virginia, why is 
it not good for one county of Virginia? Suppose they should build a 
Chinese wall around each county of the State, would it not, according 
to the theory of the gentleman, necessarily foster the manufactures anil 
increase the wealth of the people of tiateoenig? Would it not make 
them more happ and prosperous in every respect? Unquestionably. 
And if it be good for a county, why not for an individual? That is the 
legitimate r sult; but we know thatsuch a thingis a perfect absurdity, 
and it exposes the fallacy of the whole doctrine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. If nobody else wishes to be heard on this matter I 
hope we will have a vote. 


~Mr. KELLEY. I would like to say a word as to how free trade in | 


England and Belgium has produced the most unhappy social condition. 
It seems to have startled some gentlemen to hear that in countries 
probably unknown to them there were families, including parents, 
sons, and daughters, old enough to be at work, sons-in-law and 
danghters-in-law who are all huddled together in one sleeping room in 
such a way as to render modesty and delicacy impossible, and which 
leads necessarily to vicious social results. And yet that is the condi- 
tion in Belgium. 

They seem to think it doubtful whether they have doomed maiden- 
hood, wifehood, or motherhood to the unnatural task of working in 
the mines or in the fields of unskilled labor in the furnaces, the foryes, 
the rolling-mills, the glass-works, and in carrying the stone and the 
mortar and the brick for the masons clear to the upper story of a six- 
story building, as I saw done in Belgium, in France, and in Germany. 

When leaving Brussels with two members of John Cockrell’s com- 

y I said to them, were I in your imperial legislature as I am in the 

of the United States, I would try to procure the enactment of 

a law to prohibit the working of women in these unwomanly industries, 

imperfectly clad as they are, not only for humanity’s sake but for de- 

cency’ssake, as Isaw them working at Charlevoiand elsewhere. ‘‘Why,”’ 

said one of them, ‘tyou would ruin ns; we can not get men to work at 

the hard work these women have to do at a franc a day ’’—a franc, less 

than 20 cents, 19 cents and a fraction—‘‘ we can not get the men todo 

tre work for a franc a day, for they would rather go into our army, and 
if its ranks are full go over into France and enlist there.” 

Mr. Chairman, do you wonder that chastity ceases to be a law among 
the working women of a country thus managed in order to effect cheap- 
ness, and to enable its productions, thus created, to undersell the 
well-paid and the well-housed laboring people of the United States? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out line 132 of the 
bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS, I want to offer an amendment here to come in after 
this line. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to perfect this line first. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment to offer to the line, which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 132: 

“And other than pressed, ornamental, glazed, or front brick." 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Smiru] stated that there was but very little labor expended in 
the production of brick; that they were made almost entirely by ma- 
chinery. That may be true as to the locality he represents, but in re- 
gard to the locality that I have the honor in part to represent it is by 
no means the case. 

My ameudment is simply to provide that there shall not be placed 
upon the free-list the more advanced forms of brick. The Committee 
of the Whole have refused to keep the common brick off the free-list, 
and I ask that the paragraph be so amended as to keep off the free-list 
at least the more advanced and more costly forms of brick, to wit, 

glazed, ornamental, and front. The manufacture of these is 
carried on very largely in my section of the country, and it is done al- 
most entirely by hand. These brick are sent to almost all parts of the 
country. Some of them adorn the beautiful fronts in the western part 


of this city to-day. They are to be found in Buffalo, in Chicago, in 
Cincinnati, and, in fact, all over the country. We fear that this in- 
dustry coming to be so important may be interfered with by the brick 
that are imported. Very few common brick are imported, but it is 
the moreadvanced forms that we fear may be sold in this country from 
abroad if they are placed on the free-list, and the 20 per cent. restric- 
tion removed. 

Mr. MILLS. From what country are they imported? 
coe BUCHANAN. We fear them from Europe and especially from 

a. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me detain the committee for just a few mo- 
ments. After almost two hours of solid debate during which we have 
been listening to general observations on all subjects disconnected with 
this paragraph, I want a few moments’ time in which to tell the 
members of the committee something about this product and how these 
brick are made. Bricks are not made by shoveling loose dirt or un- 
tempered mud into one end of a machine and taking smooth-pressed, 
hard-burnt brick out at the other as some seem to suppose. 

First the soil must be stripped, and the only machines that can be 
used for that purpose are the shovel and the cart. The soil has then 
to be dug up, and the only machines used in the digging are the shovel 
and the pick. The clay is allowed to be exposed to the influences of 
the frosts and the air for months. It is then shoveled into a cart and 
taken to the mixing machine. The mixing machine issimply a wheel 
traveling in a varying orbit in a wide circular trough by which the 
clay mixed with water is tempered. It is shoveled out and taken to 
the man who makes the brick, and he makes them by molding one 
at a time in a mold especially shaped for the purpose. 

The bricks are then laid one by one upon a beaten earthen floor by 
hand, and when they become sufficiently seasoned they are gathered 
up by haad, placed upon a carrier, placed in sheds to further dry, and 
afterward, one by one, by hand labor put in the kilns and then burned. 
When they are taken out of the kilns they are handled in the same 
way, one by one. From the very first time the shovel enters the earth 
until the brick are placed in cars for transshipment it is, I may say, 
entirely a series of operations conducted by hand labor. I ask that 
this product thus manufactured by this expenditure of labor be not 
placed upon the free-list. From first to last the clay is handled from 
eight to twelve separate times, and this labor should receive protection. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I visited a brick-yard last spring 
where they have the most approved method for manufacturing bricks 
that is known, so I was informed. I had some curiosity- to know the 
proportion of hand-labor used there. I was told that before the bricks 
were ready for shipment they were handled eight times by band. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, That is the general practice. 

The CHAIRMAN put the question on Mr. BuCHANAN’s amendment, 
and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for a division. 

While the committee was dividing the following took place: 

Mr. BUCHANAN (to gentlemen on the other side). You had better 
7a for the amendment. You will be sg for our votes in Novem- 

T. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And we will got them, too. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; unless the voters know where their bread 
and butter lies. 

The committee having divided, there were—ayes 43, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 132 add the following : 

“ German silver looking-glass plates made of blown glass and silvered,” 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
amendment is not germane to the provisions of this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is simply a collection of articles placed on 
the free-list. The amendment may be put in at any part of the list. 

Mr. KERR. I would like to know why the provision comes in here, 
or why it ought to be made at all? While I have the floor I wish to 
say a few words about the position of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] in regard to labor. I have had something to do with employ- 
ing labor in the West. We do not understand that a German is worth 
a great deal less than an American for ordinary work. We hire our 
Germans—— 

Mr. MILLS. Nobody has ever said that. When a German comes 
to this country he works with American machinery. 

Mr. KERR. ‘Chat explains the whole matter. The gentleman has 
been trying to impress upon the House and the country that American 
labor earns so much more than foreign labor that we can afford to do 
away with our tariff. 

Now he says that American machines with American hands, a high 
quality of inventive genius combined with American labor, is more 
productive than a foreign laborer without any machine. That shows 
the absurdity of all the argument he has been making to the House. 
Who denies that proposition? Does not the gentleman know that the 
prices secured to American labor by the American tariff throughout the 
whole of the American country have added to the character of the Amer- 
ican laborer and made him an inventive man; made him capable of in- 
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venting machinery that has secured greater productiveness to manu- 
factures in this country? That is all there is of it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KERR. Very well. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave herea speech of yours delivered on April 
28, 1888. I would like to have you explain if the tariff makes wages 
higher in this country than in free-trade England why school-teachers 
in Iowa get less than they do in England? As your shows, the 
average wages of the school-teacher in England and Wales was $9.85, 
while it was only $9 in Iowa. 

Mr. KERR. Nine dollars in Iowa? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Here is your table, 

Mr. KERR. If thre is any such statement in the table it is a mis- 
take. Itisa misprint. I know the wages received in Iowa. I will 
say to the gentleman that the school-teachers in Iowa are the poorest- 
paid laborers we have. They ought to get more. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The tariffought to equalize this matter. 

Mr. KERR. That is not a protected industry. [Laughter.] We 
admit teachers from all over the world; and nine-tenths of our teachers 
are females, and they teach in our schools for very low wages. They 
prefer teaching to working as hired help in families; they prefer teach- 
ing because it is a more dignified calling. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. So it is in England. 

Mr. KERR. It affords better opportunities for advancement in the 
world than the ordinary avocations of life; and those are the reasons 
why teachers are not paid better than they are in Iowa. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr, WEAVER] understands that. 

Mr. WEAVER. You must not undertake to prove that by me. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr, KEKR. But, Mr. Chairman, the wages of teachers in Iowa, fe- 
males included, are not less than $30 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. De- 
bate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, was the point of order withdrawn? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided that it was not well taken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand exactly the nat- 
ure of this glass; but from the language of the amendment, as I read 
it—— 

Mr. FORD. Will the gentleman allow me to explain it to him? 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORD. The amendment was offered at my solicitation. We 
have an industry in this country, the furniture industry, whose annual 
productis very large, about $80,000,000, Theturniture manufacturers 
use large quantities of glass, both what is called the French silvered 
plate and German silvered plate. The French plate is a thick glass; 
the German plate is a thin glass, a blown glass, not cast. Itis not made 
in this country, never has been, aud probably never will be. Duty to 
the amount of $400,000 was paid upon this article last year by the fur- 
niture manufacturers of the United States, and they ieve that as 
the Government has more revenue than it needs, and as this is not a 
protective duty, it is only proper that it should be abolished, and that 
all parties should agree to abolish it. German looking-glass plate, as I 
remarked before, is notand neverhas been manufactured in the United 
States. It is made, silvered, packed in boxes, and the original pack- 
— iii come to the furniture manufacturers, by whom the article 
is s 

Mr. BAYNE. Whether any blown glassis made into looking-glasses 
in this country I am not prepared to say, but that it can be made into 
looking-glasses in this country I do say. 

Mr. FORD. Oh, certainly. 

Mr.BAYNE. Whatis ourcheapglass, nota plate glass, that is made 
into looking-glasses? 

Mr. FORD. The German looking-glass plate is not the ordinary, 
common, cheap mirror glass that the gentleman sometimes sees in the 
market. It is a highly polished plate which is almost equal, so far as 
use is concerned, to the French plate, but not so thick. The common 
mirror glass is made in the United States, but the German plate is not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I object to this proposition, and 
I hope it will be voted down. If this glass is of thehigh quality which 
the gentleman describes, it will come into competition with the French 
plate and with several great manufacturing establishments in this coun- 
try, one in Indiana and one in my own district. 

Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman suppose that there is an inch of 
French plate glass made in this country that is silvered for mirrors? 

Mr. BAYNE. Idonot know whether there is or not. 

Mr. FORD. I think there is not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. Then this will come into competition 
with a glass which is inferior to French plate, and therefore there is all 
the greater reason for excluding it. It will.certainly come into com- 
petition with some kind of glass that we do make and silver for looking- 
glasses. Now, the discrimination which this proposes strikes me as 
in keeping with many other provisions in this bill. Itis certainly in- 
tended to drive out of consumption a product of American manufacture 
or at least it will have that effect. I think we ought to consider this 


amendment carefully, and Iask that it go over until to-morrow morning, 
in order that we may have an opportunity to look into the matter. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. You can not finish it to-night. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Ido not care whether we can or not. Iam 
voting for this bill under protest, because it does not take off enough 
duties. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thisamendment is brought to theconsideration 
of the House now for the first time, and I certainly think it ought to 
lie over for at least one day in order that we may have an opportunity 
to ascertain its scope and effect. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This was given out from the 
caucus with the other amendments, and if gentlemen have not seen it 
before it is their own fault and not the fault of the committee. 

Mr. REED. I hope there will he some official publication made of 
the caucus amendments, so that we may know what we are to expect. 
I have seen such things floating around through the papers, but I did 
not know they were authentic. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Chairman, I have formed the determined 
purpose of objecting upon every occasion during the consideration of 
this bill to dilatory motions or anything looking to delay or having 
that effect. I have refrained from taking more than the limited part 
in this debate which I have because I felt that the purpose of this op- 
position was to defeat this bill by this delay. I think so now, and am 
surprised that gentlemen upon this side do not all agree with me upon 
this point and act accordingly. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] knowsas well as I 
do that any amendment which may be proposed will not be adopted. 
We upon this side of the House are not so childish as to suppose that 
opposition to this proposed clause is sincere. We are not going to allow 
the enemies of this bill to mutilate it or amend it in any form. S 

Gentlemen upon the other side must not be surprised if we look upon 
every proposition made by them with suspicion and as intended merely 
for delay. This bill does not suit me any more than it does the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], or his venerable colleague 
[Mr. KELLEY ], but forexactly the contrary reason. I am not satisfied 
with it and vote for it with a mental protest because it does not go far 
enough and does not put enough on the free-list. But I desire to se- 
cure some reduction and therefore will secure what I can, 

I have listened to this debate (a debate that certainly can accomplish 
no object but delay, whether so intended or not) until I frankly state 
I have become impatient at this delay, and here enter my protest 
against having to listen to such speeches as have occupied most of our 
time to-day. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] bas had much to 
say to-day about the condition of the working classes of Great Britain 
and Europe. He became eloquent and pathetic as he described the 
laboring women of those lands. One would almost suppose, in listen- 
ing to him, that there were no poor women in this country. That there 
are proportionately as many poorly paid and poorly clad and fed women 
and children in our cities was clearly established by this side in the 
general debate; and if that gentleman will go with me to the West I 
will show him women working in the harvest-tields of Iowa, Minuesota, 
and other States. They will be working there because they have, with 
their husbands, to compete with the cheap Jabor of Europe in market- 
ing their wheat and other products. And although they may have to 
do this and to live in log cabins or sod shanties, they are the peers in 
womanhood of their more fortunate sisters who reside in the palatial 
residences of the rich. These are the people who have made it possible 
for wealth to accumulate by their being compelled to contribute much 
to the proprietors of protected industries. 

We have just listened to an appeal for the brick-makers and laborers, 
In regard to this subject cf brick I can state that in my district, across 
the river from where I reside, are establishments which, in my opin- 
ion, make more brick than are made in the entire State of New Jersey, 
and they are notasking to have the tariff retained. You may increase the 
tariff on brick or you may reduce it and it will not make one dollar of 
difference with the wages of the laborers in those brick-yards. With 
this now upon brick there is no class of labor that is paid lower wages 
than the common laborer employed in brick-yards all over the country. 
And why? Because the supply exceeds the demand. 

But I started out to object to this proposal to continue this discus- 
sion and have stated why. If this bill is to pass a change in our pro- 
ceedings upon it must take place. 

Mr. FORD. One word in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The furniture manufacturers of the United States havepresented here 
a memorial, signed, I think, by almost every one engaged in that busi- | 
ness throughout the country. That industry represents $80,000,000 or ` 
production—more than the entire value of the wool product of the 
United States. More than fifty thousand workmen are employed in 
this industry. These people have nevercome about Congress whining 
to have others compelled to help them carry on their business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are protected by a duty of 30 percent. 

Mr. FORD. They do not care for that. That duty is no protection 
to them; they fear no competition from any quarter. 
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But, sir, almost every article that enters into the manufacture of 
furniture is taxed—timber, glass, screws, knobs, ete. Why, sir, within 
a short time a large furniture-manufacturing concern in the city of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., where I reside, entered into a contract with 
William Anderson & Co., of Liverpool and London, to furnish them 
with a large quantity of furniture monthly, furniture manufactured 
in ‘‘ the white,” furnitureupon which simply the cabinet work is done, 
having no varnish, no glass, no screws, nothing of that sort. This es- 
tablishment in Grand Rapids packs that furniture and shipsit to Eng- 
land. Those English business men supply the varnish, the glass, etc., 
needed to finish that furniture, and then they ship it to Mexico, a dis- 
tance of 5,000 miles, depriving us of trade which we ought to get; for, 
Mr, Chairman, we exported last year only $2,000,000 worth of furni- 
ture. We could supply practically the furniture for the world if this 
Government would give that industry afairchance. Themenengaged 
SR it have asked that certain things which they use be put on the free- 

ist. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman has spoken of the very modest 
request made by these manufacturers. Will he enumerate the articles 
which they desire to have put on the free-list ? 

Mr. FORD. I do not know that I can enumerate al! of them. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Burlaps, I believe, are one of the articles. 

Mr. FORD. Yes, sir; burlaps. Then they ask a reduction of duty 
on French looking-glass plates; they ask that German looking-glass 
plates be put on the free-list. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And sponges. 

Mr. FORD. Yes, sir; sponges. I think a large concern in Buffalo 
signed the memorial on this subject. That memorial was sent to me. 
Why I know not, unless because the city of Grand Rapids, where I re- 
side, is recognized as a very large furniture manufacturing place. I 
replied that I thought it impolitic, after these tariff duties had con- 
tinued thirty years, to ask that so much in the way of reduction should 
be done at once; that if so many amendments were insisted on in their 
behalf they could not probably secure the granting of their application. 
But I think there is every reason why German looking-glass plates 
should be put on the free-list. There is no home industry to be af- 
fected by such a measure, because all of this article that we use has 
been imported. Statistics furnished to me by the farniture association 
to which I have referred show that there was last year an importation 
of about $2,100,000 worth of German looking-glass plates, on which 
duties to the amount of $450,000 were paid. The result is that the 
furniture industry in the United States is saddled with that large ex- 
tra expense. 

Mr. REED. If every dollar of the tax goes into the Treasury and 
none into the pockets of the manufacturers why does the gentleman 
object? 

Mr. FORD. Because the Treasury is raising $100,000,000 more than 
it needs, and I say it is robbery to tax the people for more than is 
needed by the country. 

Mr. REED. Your theory is, it is all right if $1 goes into the Treas- 
ury and $5 into the pockets of the manufacturers. 

Mr. FORD. Iam not discussing that now. Iam talking about 
German looking-glass plate for furniture, but I am opposing this tax 
which has been collected for years and years. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask in good faith in behalf of my constituents this 
go over until to-morrow. You will save time by doing so. 

Mr. MILLS. Letit be passed over informally with leave to recur 
to it to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Vegetables in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated 
or provided for, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means whether that includes potatoes. 

Mr. MILLS. It doesnot, The committee will have prepared and 
will submit an amendment which will provide for all such cases. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to strike out those lines in order 
to submit a few remarks. Now, it strikes me it is a fair construction 
of the language employed that this clause will embrace potatoes. The 
chairman states it is not the intention of the committee to embrace 


Mr. MILIS. It does not do it. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then there should be some change in 


iie MILLS, 

Mr, We have an amendment which will provide for all 
such cases. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Itseems to me this language is of doubt- 
ful effect. Now, in the district I represent, and in Wayne County on 
the east and Genesee and Ni on the west, bordering on the Cana- 
dian frontier, they produce an immense supply of potatoes, beans, pease, 
and other vege! which are protected now byaduty. In the par- 
agraph following ‘* beans, pease, and split ” are put upon the 
free-list. If it shall become the law it would seriously affect the agri- 
cultural industries of that whole section of country, the first place, 
potatoes are protected now by a duty of 15 per cent. 


Mr. MILLS. I move the committee rise. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I still retain the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ofcourse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as § er pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
een the bill H. R. 9051, and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

And then, the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House adjourned 
according to previous order, 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND fEFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GLASS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 186) referring the claim 
of Robert Dudley, administrator of Fletcher Lane, and C. 8. Farrar, 
administrator of Gray W. Smith, Lucy E. Dowdy, and W. A. Gallo- 
way to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10634) for the relief of Mary A. 
Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10635) to increase the pension of 
Joseph O. Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, . 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 10636) for the relief of Charles B. 
Meyer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10637) granting a pension to James 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 10638) for the relief of Henry 
Roark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10639) granting a pension to 
John Y. Hooper—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10641) granting a pen- 
sion to Leaman L. Bowers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 10642) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge and approaches at New York City across the Hudson River in 
and between the States of New York and New Jersey, and to confer 
upon the same character and privileges of a post-route—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of citizens of the Second district of 
New Jersey, for a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Ann Ferguson, administratrix of 
John Ferguson, of Absalom Grant, and of James G. Fer n, of Mis- 
sissippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of William Hedges, of Bradford, 
N. Y., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of E. J. Gilkey and others, of Strong, 
Me., for increase of pension of Joseph O. Dodge, of Company G, 
Twelfth Maine Volunteer Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Neligh, Nebr., for the 
passage of the disability pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition asking for a pension for Martha J. Hig- 
gins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of citizens of Carver County, Min- 
nesota, in favor of amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of John O. Buford, of E. Y. Reddick, of 
James C. Rice, of Dr. James V. Bolton, of Josephine C. Bailey, of Amos 
Black, of Benjamin 8. Branch, of Mary McCormick, of John W. Rich- 
mond, and of William Reaves, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of L. C. Yates and 13 others, citizens 
of Brown County, Ohio, for a general pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Com- 
mercial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges, and the Vessel Owners and 
Captains’ Association, opposing Senate bill No. 1448 and House bill 
No 4923—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic ot 
Ohio, for an appropriation for tombstones for deceased ex-Union sailors 
and soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of John Turley, of Cass County, 
Missouri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. L, THOMPSON: Petition of Markus Mung, of Lake 
County, California, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of estate of Peter Cole, of Frederick 
Cook, of James D. Copeland, and of Snowden B. Herbert, of Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

TOTA GIFFORD: Of H. M. Hanson and 41 others, citizens of How- 

By Mr. REED: Of citizens of Mississippi County, Arkansas, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. FREDERICK D. Power, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Elizabeth 
M. Atwell, of Ontario County, New York, praying to be relieved from 
her political disabilities; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Su x 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of citizens of Bates and St. 
Clair Counties, Missouri, , Signed by A. C. Page and others, praying 
that Congress may by law provide amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law so that it 1 be unlawful for any common carrier 
subject to the provisions of that act to carry or transport any com- 
modity for any shipper in a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any 
way controlled by such shipper, and that it shall be unlawful for any 
shipper to make any contract with any carrier to convey the property of 
such shipper in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such shipper; 
and another addition, that in all prosecutions under that section, on 
complaint of a citizen of the United States, such citizens shall be en- 
titled to have and receive, for his own benefit, all fines that may be 
im and collected for any violations of said act in any and all 
prosecutions in which he may be such complainant. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Clement A. Cahoon, J. G. Ry- 
der, William M. Ryder, and others, citizens of Harwick, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the better protection of the 
Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Boston Board of Marine Under- 
writers and others, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of House 
bill 10183, to construct and establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of William Pierce, late of Com- 

y F, Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteers, praying that he be re- 
Heved from the charge of desertion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Waldo County Grange, of Maine, pray- 
ing for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Portland, Me., praying that 
the surplus in the Treasury be used in making arable and cultivating 
the Government lands, giving many people who are out of employment 
an opportunity to work thereon; and that such lands be divided into 
farms of 40 acres each, to be let or sold on easy terms; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


VETOED PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following acts, and the veto messages of the President of the United 
States thereon, reported them with the recommendation that they be 
passed, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding, 
moi submitted a report thereon: 
sed A Ser granting a pension to David A. Servis; 

An act (S. 465) granting a pension to William Sackman, sr. ; 

An act (S. 549) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon; 

An act (S. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz; 

An act (8. eed granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield; 

An act a 838) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; and 

An act (S. 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota, from 
the Committee on Pensions, reports the several bills named with a rec- 
ommendation that they pass, the objections of the President of the 
United States to the contrary notwithstanding. The bills will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the report on these bills 
from the Committee on Pensions is one of very great importance and 
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treats upon the entire subject-matter of the veto of pension bills. I 
move that 5,000 additional copies of the report be printed for the use 
of the Senate, and I ask that the motion be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. There is not a report in each case, 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I understand that it is a combined report as 
to the seven bills now reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
to print 5,000 additional copies of the report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions will be referred to the Committee on Printing, and the bills, the 
ae and titles of which have been read, will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DAVIS. The committee report seven bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the report to 
include seven bills; and the motion was to print 5,000 extra copies of 
the report. 

Mr. DAVIS. The seven bills will be placed on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bills, with the report of the com- 
mittee recommending their notwithstanding the objections of 
the President of the United States, will be placed on the Calendar, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the matter of which 5,000 copies are pro- 

to be printed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be stated, if there be 
no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The report of the Committee on Pensions on 
Senate bills 820, 465, 549, 1237, 809, 838, and 739, granting pensions, 
and the messages of the President in "disapproval thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These bills were returned to the 
Senate without the approval of the President of the United States. The 
committee report that the bills should pass, notwithstanding the ob- 
jections of the Executive, with a report in writing. Does the Senator 
from Tennessee desire to have the report read? 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the committee ask that 5,000 ex- 
tra or additional copies be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] moved that 5,000 copies of the report be printed, which 
motion was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, it was referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion has been referred. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the report appear in the RECORD without hav- 
ing been read at the desk? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not unless ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish there may be consent that the report shall ap- 
pear in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the report of 
the committee being printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Isit proposed to have the veto messages as well 
as the report of the committee printed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The veto messages have already been 
printed in the Recorp. Is there objection to the request of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to printing the report in the RECORD.: Let 
the Committee on Printing report the matter back, and we shall con- . 
sider it then. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] moves that the report of the committee be printed in the REC- 
ORD. ‘The question will be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, Is it a brief report? ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not staté. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to hear it read, if it is not long. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not concur in te full report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in reference to all the vetoes. As to some of those 
bills that have been vetoed by the Executive, I have very decided opin- 
ions; but before the 5,000 copies of the report are ordered to be printed 
I think it would be well for some of the members of the Committee on 
Pensions on this side of the Chamber to have an opportunity to read 
the full report as to all the bills, so as to see whether they concur in 
the report made as to each and every one of the seven vetoes reported 
upon. 

As to some of these bills, I repeat that I have very decided opinions, 
and I shall express those opinions when the bills come up for action. 
As to others, I am not familiar with the facts, and wish to examine 
them before 5,000 copies of the report are ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tas [Mr. ALLI- 


SON] asks that the report may be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from West Virginia will with- 
draw his objection to having the report printed in the RECORD. As 
the veto messages have already been printed in the RECORD, it is proper 
and fair that the report should be also printed there. That will save 
the time of having it read now. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Kaan] objected, not the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I thought the Senator from West Virginia ob- 


jected. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I did not make any objection to printing the re- 
port in the RECORD. My only objection, as I stated, is to the motion 
to print 5,000 copies of the report before further examination; and the 
motion should go to the Committee on Printing, as suggested by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been so referred. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then! can havean opportunity before the print- 
ing of extra copies of the report of the Committee on Pensions is ordered 
to examine the report and see whether I, as one of the members of that 
committee, concur in the views of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the motion has been referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and if there should be a minority report, 
of course that would be printed with the 5,000 copies as a part of the 


report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know whether it is in order exactly 
now to move that the veto messages of the President on these bills also 
be published in connection with the report of the Pension Committee 
on these cases, and to have the motion referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

It is very evident that the object and purpose is to assail the Presi- 
dent for the vetoes he has submitted. It is right and fair and just to 
the Executive that if that is to be a campaign document it should not 
be given out without submitting the causes of the vetoes, so that the 
Executive may have the benefit of his own reasons assigned to accom- 
pany the report on the subject, and that the country may understand 
the reasons pro and con for these measures. I suggest, therefore, that 
if the Committee on Printing should report favorably to the printing 
of this document, it should also report favorably to the printing of the 
Executive veto messages on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware asks 
Rre consent that the veto messages of the President may be 
printed. 

Mr. DAVIS. For the information of the Senator from Delaware I 
will state that in each instance the message of the President is set out 
“fully in the report which it is proposed to have printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Delaware to the statement of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not hear it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isay to the Senator from Delaware that in each in- 
stance the veto m e is set ont fully in this report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Very well, if the veto messages accompany the 
report in these cases. 

Mr. DAVIS. It dées, in each case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If that is to be the case, I am perfectly satis- 


fied. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] here, who I believe objected to the printing of the report in 
the Recorp. I raise a question of order as to whether when a report 
is made in that way, and when it is first presented to the Senate, upon 
the request of any Senator the report can be read at full length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such has been the uniform practice 
of the Senate so far as the Chair is advised. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not so understood, and I do not believe it 
is in accordance with the rule. I had hoped the Senator from Tennes- 
see would withdraw his objection, so that no such precedent would be 
get, because I object to a ruling that any Senator can call for the read- 

g of a report when it is presented and before it has been printed or 
anything has been done with it. If so, the entire day could be taken 
up in reading two or three reports that would be presented. If it is 
the right of a Senator to do that, it would place the entire business of 
the Senate in the control of one Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
object to the reading of the report? 

Ir. HARRIS. I will withdraw the objection to the printing of the 
report in the RECORD, if it is desired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa then 
ask that the report be read ? - : 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I do not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed in the 
REcorp, in the absence of objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the messages of the Presi- 
dent returning with Executive disapproval ee 820) ting a pension to 
David A. Servis; (S. 465) granting a pension to William man, 8r.; (S. 739) 
panting s pension to Johanna Loewinger; (S. 549) granting a pension to Hannah 
eon (S. 1237) ting a pension to Anna Mertz and the minor children 
of Charles A. Mertz; E 809) granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield; and (S. 
833) granting a jon to Mary Sullivan, have considered the same, and report: 
Since the sth day of May, 1886, one hundred and thirty-six special 
been disapproved by the 


acts grant- 
ing pensions to individuals have 


Legislation of this character hasbeen a matter of se{t'ed and favored policy for 
svo? long period, commencing before the civil war. These disa vils were 
in a great majority of cases upon the expressed opinion of the President 
that had erred in its judgment upon mere questions of fact, such as 
the incurrence of disability in the service: or whether death from a disease or 
casualty asserted to be the secondary result of some disease incurred in the serv- 
ice, ought to be held upon the testimony to be so referable; or whether the 
proof before Congress showed the existence of any d-savility whatever. 

The practice of the President respecting bills of this character is indicated by 
the following extract from his of May 8, 1886, disapproving an act to 
increase the pension of Andrew J. Hill: * There have lately been presented to 
me on the same day for approval nearly two hundred and forty special bills 
granting and increasing pensions and restoring to the pension-list the names of 
parties which for cause have been dropped. Toaid Executive action they were 
referred to the Pension Bureau for examination and report.” This practice is 
further disclosed by the following extract from the report of the commitiee upon 
the message disapproving Senate biil 2005, Forty-ninth Congress, first pa 
granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage: 

The files of papers in these vetoed cases, which are now in possession of your 
committee, contain a letter of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, underdate 
of June 14, 1836, stating that he incloses enrolled bills as follows, enumerating 
118 House bills and 11 Senate bills, and instructing the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions as follows: 

“ Please cause the same to be critically examined, and report to this Depart- 
ment whether, in your opinion, any objections to their approval are known to 
exist. In cases where objections exist they should be specifically set forth,” 
(Forty-ninth Congress, first n, Report No, 1424.) 

That this method of procedure still continues is ap) nt from several of the 
messages now in question. The result is that the decision of Congress upon 
the facts in reversal of the decisions of the Bureau of Pensions are referred b 
the President to that bureau for “examination and report;” and for any su 
“objections to their approval as are known to exist,” in which cases such ob- 
jections are to be “specifically set forth.” 

It is, of course, impossible for the President to examine the mass of document- 
ary evidence upon which each case depends, and which is invariably examined 
by the committee ; and it follows that when he disagrees with Congress upon 
the questions of fact.in these cases, his judgment must be based, not upon the 

rts of the committees, in which the facts are always stated with suficient 
fullness, but upon the report of some subordinate in the Bureau of Pensions, 
This bureau, whose action Congress bas reversed, is thus enabled to review the 
action of Congress by the express direction of the President. 

These reports of the bureau can notin the nature of things possibly be made 
by any one person within the time during which the President can hold bills 
for consideration when they are received by him in such numbers, This ex- 
plains the numerous inco; of Executive action whick are hereafter 

ully exposed. 

This method of consideration is an abridgment by the Executive of the exer- 
cise of the rans of Congress to waive that strict proof which is properly re- 
quired in ordinary cases in the Department under the somewhat technical 
rules that have grown up out of repeated precedents. This results plainly. 
from the practice that Executive disapproval follows in any case where the 
records of the bureau are deemed by the President not to sustain the action of 
Congress. This invasion upon the province of Congress goes further: It an- 
nuls its undoubted power in the cases which have been subjected to Executive 
disapproval to determine by the will of its majority thatthe public money shall 
be appropriated for a legitimate and constitutional purpose, 

It can not be maintained upon any fair construction of the Constitution that 
the power of Executive disapproval ought to be exercised upon acts of this 
character for the sole reason that the President differs in opinion from Congress 
upon a mere question of the weight of testimony, or upon the ey. ofa 
special act which subserves a proper general purpose and which imperils no 
power of any other department. 

If itshall ever become established that such an exercise of the veto power 
has sufficient warrant as to this class of cases, it must follow that it is proper in 
all cases. That this has never before been systematically attempted in any 
class of cases does not remove the cause for alarm. Usurpations move rapidly 
in republics from small objects to those of the greatestconcern. That the power 
exists in the Executive to disapprove any legislative measure can not be denied. 
But the duty undeniably also existe that it shall not be used in such a manner 
or upon any on or pretext asto make its exercise operate as an en- 
croachment upon the powers of other departments of the Government. 3 

It is the theory of our Government that the body of power shall rest in 
the legisiative department as the most immediate representative of the people. 
To that department the Constitution bas confided these powers by description 
if not by restrictive definition and enumeration. Eq y with the executive 
department it is bound to exercise them in a proper manner and for constitu- 
tional purposes, But if from a factious or revolutionary spirit it shall ever fail 
to do this, and thereby cripple the power to act of tho other departments, it 
will then have viola’ ne Constitution, and it will be no defense 


commi 
making it 
constitutional 


None of his predecessors proved any acts of this character, excepting 
President Grant, who d roved but five; and none of these were unsanc- 
tioned on account of aay erence of opinion upon the facts. The bill to pen- 
sion A) was disapproved by ident Grant because her name was 


toe e 


a y 
all the pension the general law allowed him; that to pension Lewis 
i y because his true name was Heinlig; that to pension Eliza Jane Blumer 
because the company to which her, husband belonged was misdescribed in the 
. These bills were disapproved by this t soldier and patriot, who knew 
and felt the obligations of the nation to its ders, not for the purpose of de- 
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feating relief, but to enable relief to be granted by amendments, or because re- 
lief had previously been given, 

The veto power was odious to the founders of this Government. The first 
count in the Declaration of Independence against the King of Great Britain is 
that ‘he has refused his assent to laws the most wholesome and necessary for 
the public ”» The persistent vetoes of the royal governor led to his expul- 
sion from South Carolina before hostilities broke out. In Virginia the repeated 
veto of acts to check the slave trade was one of the most prominent of colonial 
grievances. So unpopular was this power that it was conferred by only one 
of the first constitutions of the original States—Massachusetts. 

To overcome the popular distrust the advocates of the Federal Constitution 
urged that the power had not been exercised in England for nearly a century 
as to acts of Parliament: that it would never be employed by any President ex- 
cept to protect his own constitutional powers, or in rare cases of public emer- 
gency where revolutionary legisiation should menace the general weal; that it 
Was a power whose utility lay rather in its existence and in the fear that it might 
possit y be employed than in its nse; that such existence was necessary (to use 

ilton’s expression) “because of the superior weight and influcnce of the 
legislative body "—a foreboding which has not been veri by our history. 

FP ase be St cea of this power will be found in an official opinion 
delivered Mr. Jefferson to President,Washington, Mr. Jefferson then being 
Secretary of State. Itwas given upon tf bill granting a charter tothe Bank of 
the United States. He remarks, “It must be added, however, that unless the 
President's mind on a view of everything which is urged for and against the 
bill aipee ereoh that it is unauthorized by the Constitution; if proand con 
hang so as to balance his judgment, a just respect for the wisdom of the Legis- 
Jature would naturally decide the balance in favorof their opinion. It is chiefly 
for cases where they are clearly misled by error, ambition, or interest that the 
Constitution has placed a check in the negative of the President.” 

“The primary inducement,” says Mr. Madison, “in conferring the veto power 
upon the President, is to enable him to defend himself. Indeed,even in Eng- 
land, where the King is considered a part of Parliament, and therefore possess- 
ing a share of legislative power, the royal negative would only be permitted in 
cases where encroachments were attempted upon the royal prerogative.” 

The framers of the Constitution well knew that paper limitations of power 
never execute themselves. They knew that the checksand balancesof the Con- 
stitution depend for their eficacy upon the wisdom and the patriotism of the 
persons to whom their exercise is confided. They knew that maladministra- 
tion Ses make them as destructive as correct application can make them pre- 
servative. 

The same just conceptions have been entertained by the predecessors of the 
are ap ag gaia They have, in the opinion of your committee, been 

egard! im. 

The inordinate proportions to which the executive power has grown during 
the last twenty-five years, through the tendency to centralization; through the 
production of those great subjects of administration which have come under 
executive control through its departments; through the political influence of 
office-holders, and through the onary power of the Executive over an 
enormous financial system, give just cause for apprehension. To admit that 
these powers, “ which have increased, which are increasing, and which ought 
to be diminished,” can be reinforced by a constitutional exercise of the veto 

wer upon theaction of Congress upon subjects clearly within its province and 
fs duty, and involving not the least ogee pages upon any other department, 
isto pe fi ta power totally subversive of ends of government and destruc- 
tive to the Federal Constitution. 

The following observations are submitted upon the particular cases now under 
consideration : 


DAVID A. SERVIS. 


The testimony shows that while Servis was absent on duty fora short time 
from the military hospital to which he was detailed as a nurse one of the pa- 
tients filled spip with powder, handed the pipe to claimant on his return to 
the hospital, that the consequences detailed in the report ensued. 

This act is disapproved on the nd that the injuries were not “such a re- 
sult of military service as to entitle the bey epee to a pension.” 

This is not a case of a mere joke play one comrade on another while off 
duty. Whatever might be the rights of this claimant to a pension were this a 
malicious or thoughtless act of some well comrade when off duty, this case is 

erent. 

Servis was on duty as a nurse in a military hospital. He was in a position of 
authority over the patients, required to minister to and control them. One of 
these patients, while Servis was in his place of duty, inflicted upon him a griev- 
ous injury. The claimant is clearly within the statute (section 4693) which 

ts a pension to any enlisted soldier “disabled by reason of any wound or 
Share received or disease contracted while in the service of the United States 
and in the line of duty.” 

The fact that he was detailed to the hospital for duty explains to any one who 
was in the military service why no record appears of the casualty. In such 
cases the hospjtal attendant was treated there and was generally carried on its 
reports under hisdetail as nurse. This was of course quite irregular, but it was 
the way the business was frequently done. 

It is to be regretied that the facts and law of this case did not sufficiently at- 
tract the attention of the President. 

We append the report and the message, and recommend the of the 
bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re- 
port (to accompany bill S. 820): 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 820) granting 
a pension to David A. Servis have examined the same and report: 

e claimant was a private in Compan Bs, Twenty-first Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, and he claims a pension for injury to eyes by the accidental discharge 
ofacartridge. The testimony shows while at Bridgeport, Ala., acting as 
hospital nurse, one of his comrades filled a large pipe which claimant was in the 
habit of smoking with powder, placing a thin layer of tobacco on top; that 
claimant, ignorant of the trick, lighted the pi which exploded and blew him 
half across the tent, There is no record testimony in the case, nor does it ap- 
pear that any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent-mate. 

The application was rejected on the ground that the injury, to whatsoever ex- 
tent itex was not due to the service. It was incurred in the service. It 
was due to the willful and reprehensible act of a soldier, for whose conduct the 
military branch of the Government was nsible. If he had killed this 
claimant, his wife would have been pensioned. That he death and in- 
curred injury tothe most sensitive and valuable organ of his physical structure, 
does not exempt the Governmert from the obligation of compensation and re- 
lief. Surely the Government is as responsible in this case as fe the corporation 
that by accident destroys life or limb, and upon which the decisions of the 
United States courts have repeatedly imposed pecuniary penalties. 

The committee believe that the claimant should be pensioned to the extent of 


the existing damage to his eye-sight, and report the bill favorably, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, of 7 
To the Senate: E 


Ireturn without approval Senato bill No. 820, entitled “ An act granting apen- 
sion to David A. Servis.” g 
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> appr nesaiary named in this bill enlisted August 14, 1862, and was discharged 
une 

It is alleged that about the month of January, 1863, a comrade, by way of a 
joke, put powder into a pipe which the beneficiary was accustomed to smoke 
and covered it with tobacco, so that when he lighted it the powder exploded and 
injured his eyes. The report of the Senate committee states that it does not ap- 
pear that “any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent-mate.” 

There is no mention of any disability or injury in the record of the soldier's 
service. He seems to have served nearly two years and a half after the injury. 
ae _ an application for a pension in May, 1885, more than twenty-tyg years 

e er, 

Whatever may be the extent of the injury sustained, in regard to which the 
evidence is apparently quite meager, I can not see that it was such a result of 
military service as to entitle the applicant to a pension. 

The utmost liberality to those who were in our Army hardly justifies a com- 
pensation by way of pension for injuries incurred in sport or pastime, or as the 


result of a practical joke. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Manstoyx, May 23, 1888. 


WILLIAM SACKMAN, SR. 

This case was considered by the committee with the care which the charac- 
ter of the evidence required, and the facts are set forth in the original report 
with more than the usual! fullness, 

The case as first made by the claimant was rejected April 11, 1883. Up to that 
date it was based upon his own affidavits, his hospital record, his certificate of dis- 
charge, and the certificate of the examining surgeon. This last certificate states 
that the disability “is a fracture of three ribs of left side, which are very well 
healed; the body is in poor condition; applicant complains of stinging pains; 
= inspiration (35) has a whistling sound; expiration, 34; palpitation of the 

eart.” 


The claimant’s case was manifestly prejudiced by the imputations sct out in 
his certificate of discharge, self-contradictory as it is. This document is in the 
handwriting ot Asst. Surg. John H. Williams, and its material portions are set 
out in the report of your committee recommending the of the bill. 

The case was reconsidered by the Bureau of Pensions,and it was then that 
the claimant furnished the mass of testimony the substance of which is stated 
in the original report of your committee. 

Your committee, after a most critical re-examination of this voluminous body 
of proof, remain of the opinion that this veteran has not only cleared his char- 
acter of the odious imputations piaced upon it by the cert te of discharge, 
but that in doi so he has also established his right to a pension. 

Pe do not believe the derogatory statements contained in the certificate of 


ischarge. 

it is incredible that if this man received his injury in September, 1862, and did 
no duty after that date, he should have been retained in the service until Feb- 
ruary, 1864. The discharge is self-contradictory. It is, as we have remarked, 
in the hand-writing of Assistant Surgeon Williams. It states in one place that 
the disability was caused by falling off his horse while in detached service; 
while in another place it states that the disease has been produced by sexual 
indulgence and the excessive use of intoxicating liquors. One of hese state- 
ments, thus written by the same man at one time, must be false. 

The claimant has successfully met the attack upon his moral character by evi- 
dence such as the rules of law make plenary for that purpose, by proof of good 
character and by the testimony of neighbors, comrades, and publicofficiais» He 
has also overthrown the charge that he was intoxicated when he received the 
injury, by the testimony of comrades who were with him when it was incurred. 

‘he fact that he said nothing about broken ribs until he applied fora jon 
is of no moment. He had no occasion until then to say anything on theta 
ject. That the ribs had been fractured is distinctly stated by the examining sur- 
geon, who also states his belief that the disability “ did really originate in the 
service aforesaid, in the line of duty.” 

The Pension Bureau made use of none of its ample means for investigating 
the case. Itsent no special examiner to re-examine witnesses. It made no in- 
quiry of the company officers. To the above there is one qualification which 
confirms your committee in the conclusion they have reached after two exam- 
inations of the case, A 

On November 19, 1885, the Commissioner of Pensions wrote to Surg. John H. 
Williams, the author of the certificate of discharge, the following letter: 

“Sir: Theclaimantin this case alleges that three of his ribs were fractured and 
his left side injured by being thrown from his horse during an engagement with 
the enemy near ricktown, Mo.,in April. 1863. The certificate of disability 

n which the claimant was discharged the service is signed by you, and shows 
him to have been discharged on account of ‘hypertrophy, with dilation of left 
side of beart,’ stating further that ‘the disease in this case has been produced 
by sexual indulgence and excessive use of intoxicating liquors.’ 

“Tt is requested that you inform this office whether your certificate was based 
ee a personal knowledge of the claimant's private habits, upon the statement 
of his captain, or upon statements made to you by others. Conr early reply 
with such information as you may be able to furnish touching the general 
merits of this case will be fully appreciated. 

“Very ully, 
“JOHN C. BLACK, 
“ Commissioner.” 

This letter was returned with the following indorsement: 

“ASHEVILLE, N. O., November 21, 1885. 

“Tn reference to within I have to state that Lremember the case very distiactly. 
I made the examination in person and was thoroughly acquainted with the case. 
I read the statement on which the application for discharge was based to the 
man, and he consented to have the papers forwarded as they read. The appli- 
cation for pension is frandulentand should notbeallowed. The excessive ven- 
ery alluded to was in part ‘ masturbation.’ 


**Very truly, yours, 
“JOHN HEY WILLIAMS, A. M., M. D., 
“ Late Assistant Surgeon, Fifth Missouri State Militia Cav.” 

It is to be observed that the bureau, by reciting in its letter what Mr. Williams 
had written twenty-one years before, furnished him the meansot making a con- 
sistent answer—in other words, by a leading question put the expected answer 
into the mouth of the witness. 

The proper and fair question would have been to ask Mr. Williams what was 
his recollection as to the incurrence of the claimant’s injuries and the cause of 
his discharge. The result expected as the answer to this informing question 
promptly followed. Mr. Williams cast his answer into the mold of the inter- 
regatory. Hedid more and worse. He gratuitously added a charge of addic- 
tion to a certain habit, Such an answer tosuch aquestion iscondemned by the 
rules of evidence even when given under oath. This answer, however, is not 
sworn to, Considering it in connection with the certificate of discharge which 
was given to this German boy, your committee believe that both jons are 
a, of credit upon the present question as they would be in a court of 

ce. 

We have presented these considerations somewhat fully because the President 
has been avowedly influenced by discreditable, incredible, and unsanctioned ex 
parie declarations, 


5652 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


W8 append the act, the rt, and the message, and recommend the passage 
ofthe oh the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following 
re; Bab Vidic raare bill S. 465): 

he Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 465) granting 

a pension to William Sackman, sr., have carefully examined the same, and re- 


port: 

The claimant enlisted as a private in Company K, Fifth Regiment Missouri 
Militfa Cavalry, on the 24th of December, 1861, to serve during the war in Mis- 
souri, and was on the 29th of February, 1864. His declaration fora 
pension was filed July 1, 1881, claiming that “at Fredericktown, Mo., about 
the 10th or 12th of April, 1863, he had three ribs broken by falling from his 
horse while surrounded by the guerrillas.” 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau April 9, 1883, upon the ground 
“that the record evidence shows that the alleged disability was not incurred 
in the line of duty.” 

The records of the Adjutant-General’s Office show the petitioner present Aprii 
10, 1863. Absent sick at hospital until October 31,1863. Present January and 
February, 1864. Nature of sickness not stated. No evidence by the record of 
the injury complained of. 

The discharge for disability shows— 


s Eo ame of the heart and defective lungs, the disability caused by falling 


off his horse near Fredericktown, Mo., while intoxicated, on detached service, 
in the month of Se ber, 1862. Not having done any duty since, a discharge 
would benefit the Government and himself,” 

The assistant and acting su: disability to consist of— 


rgeon certifies the 
“ Hypertrophy with dilatation of left side of heart. The disease in this case 
cessive use of intoxicating liq- 


The su nm who attached the certificate to the discharge for disability, in 
reply to a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, under date of November 


“Henry Markwort, on the 27th day of December, 1883, made oath that ‘he 
knew claimant, William Sackman, sr., in the year 1860, and also ever since, and 
knew him while he wasa memberof the above-named organization with a: t, 
and the said claimant was, during all that time, of sober habits and of virtuous 
disposition, and affiant never saw him in a state of intoxication, * * * and 
was never, to his knowledge, guilty of sexual indulgence, but that he was a 
good soldier and bore a name for morality.’ 

“Frederick Lauderman, Christian Pape, Deiderich Klingman, Henry Thies- 
sen, and gohn Haslauer, on the 26th day of September, 1883, made oath ‘that 
they were members of the above-named o; ization, and that they well knew 
the claimant herein, William Sackman, sr., prior to his enlistment and during 
his service in said organization, and ever since he was discharged from the 
service of the United States, and that said William Sackman was a good soldier 
and bore a ralways forsobriety and moral — arbetas 

e excessive 


d. 

“William Wolfeckiller, on the 17th of September, 1883, made oath ‘that the 
said petitioner, while on duty on the march from Pilot Knob to Cape Girardeau, 
in the year 1862 or 1863, was thrown from his horse and seriously injured; that 
he was not intoxicated at that time; that he served with the said petitioner in 
the same company about three years, and that the said petitioner was from 
sexual indulgence and the excessive use of intoxicating liquor.’ . 

“William heck a on the 17th day of September, 1883, made oath ‘that he 
was first sergeant of nipay p: Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militis Cav- 
alry, and knew petitioner to be a sober man and never saw him intoxicated or 
indulging in any bad habits. The record showing that the petitioner indulged 
in the excessive use of intoxicating liquors or sexual indulgence is false.’ 

“ G. H. Cramer, mayor of ore Girardeau, where the maare bries resides, on the 
12th day of February, 1884, eoathas follows: ‘I have known said petitioner 
and have well acquainted with him ever since about the year 1854, while 
he was, as he is yet, a citizen of Ca) eau. I have never heard or seen 
anything derogatory to his moral racter, and I believe he is considered, gen- 
erally, as an honorable and virtuous man.’ 

“On June 28, 1882, Fred B. Schultz, examining surgeon of the Pension Office, 
examined the petitioner and certified: ‘The disability is a fracture of three ribs 
on the left side.’”* 

The evidence above quoted fully sustains that of the petitioner, that while in 
the service and in the line of duty he was wn from his horse and ously 

p on the face of the certificate of discharge for disability. 
e records of the Adjutant-General's Department, as well as the Surgeon- 
's, tend to n thisview of the case. The certificate of the examin- 


the result of excessive sexual ind: 
The committee is of opinion that 
of his comrades concl 


officer, 

Was he intoxicated at the time the injury occurred? ; 

The only evidence to sustain that allegation is the statement embodied in the 
discharge for disability signed by his captain. This is contradicted by the oath 
of the penae as well as the testimony of two of his comrades, who were 
present and had personal knowledge of the fact, and thecorroborating evidence 

to his sober habits. further 


of a number of comrades, who testify This view is 
srung tened by the affidavit of the mayor of the city in which he lives, who 
to his moral character, -= 


Was his disability the result of sexual indulgence or the excessive use of 


liquor? 

The testimony upon these questions is full and aa ar The numerous 
affidavits filed overthrow even the suspicion that his disability is the result of 
either cause assigned ; and the certificate of the examining surgeon of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, that “the disability is the result of the fracture of three ribs on the 
_ rps in the absence of all other evidence, should be conclusive on this 
poin 

In the opinion of the committee the claim of the petitioner for a pension 
should be sustained. The bill is, therefore, reported favorably, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


To the Senate : A 
„I return without approval Senate bill No. 465, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to William Sackman, sr.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill served from December 24, 1861, to February 
29, 1864, in the Fifth Regiment of the Missouri Militia Cavalry. 

He was on the day last named for disability. His certificate of dis- 
charge states his disability as follows: 

< itation of the heart and defective lungs, the disability caused by falling 
off his horse near Fredericktown, Mo® while intoxicated, on detached service, 
in the month of September, 1862. Not having done any duty since, a discharge 
would benefit the Government and himself.’ 

It appears that a claim for pension was filed in the year 1881, in which the 
claimant alk that— 

At Fred own, Mo., about the 10th or 12th of April, 1863, he had three 
ribs broken by falling from his horse while surrounded by guerrillas." 

It will be seen that while the certificate of mentions a fall in Septem- 
ber, 1 no allusion is made to any fracture of ribs, while the claimant alleges 
such an injury occurred in April, 1863. i 

In 1885 the surgeon who made the medical certificate attached to the dis- 

in answer to an inquiry made by the Commissioner of Pensions, says: 

“I have to state that [remember the case very distinctly. I made the ex- 
amination in person, and was thoroughly acquainted with the case. Iread the 
statement on which the application for discharge was based to the man, and he 
consented to have the papers forwarded as they read. The application for 
pension is fraudulent and should not be allowed,” 

PS od omitted references made to the habits of the soldier by this medical 
officer. 

Of course much reliance should be placed upon these statements made by an 
officer whose business it was to know the exact facts, and who made his ocer- 
tificate at a time when such facts were fresh in his mind. There is no intima- 
tion that the surgeon who made the statement referred to was inimical to the 
soldier or influenced by any unjust motive. 

The attempt to impeach the record thus made is based upon affidavits made 
by a number of the soldier's comrades, who testify to his r and habits, 
and only three of whom speak of an injury to the soldier caused by falling from 
his horse. Two of these aftiants alega that they were with the claimant on de- 
tached duty when his horse took fright and ran away with him, injuring him so 
that he could not rise and get on his horse without assistance, far as these 
affidavits are before me no date of this occurrence is given, nothing is said as to 
the character of the injuries, and no reference is made to the condition of the 
soldier at the time. The third affiant, who speaks of an injury, says that it oc- 
curred while on duty on the march from Pilot Knob to Capa Girardeau, in the 
fond 1862 or 1863, and that it was caused by the soldier’s being thrown from his 

orse. He says further that the soldier was not intoxicated at that time. 

No mention is made that I can discover of any fracture of the ribs except in 
the claimant’s application for pension made in 1881, seventeen years after his 

i and in a report of an examining surgeon made in 1882. 

With no denial of the soldier’s condition, as stated by the surgeon, on the part 
of the only parties who claim to have been j- prosoni at the time of the i Ah a 
can not satisfy myself, in view of the other circumstances surrounding this case, 
that the allegations contained in the claimant's ante are discredited. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 30, 1888. 


[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun 
and heldat thecity of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1837.] 


An act granting a pension to William Sackman, sr. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Will Sackman, 
sr., late a private in Company K, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, 

Speaker of the House of Representa 
speaker oj louse o, esentatives, 
JOHN J. INGALIS. 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
Attest: ANSON G. McCOOK, 
TY, 


Secreta: 
By CHAS, W. JOHNSON, 
Chief Olerk, 


JOHANNA LOEWINGER, 


Your committee have carefully re-examined this record. The claimant has 
substantially been estopped by e Department and the President from show- 
ing the facts in this case by the undue conclusiveness attributed to the coro- 
ner's inquest, and even the verdict of the coroner's jury has been misconstrued. 
“Crowner’s ‘quest law” has seldom been given such efficacy. But one witness 
was summoned before that jury. What the fact in reality was concerning 
-Ami death was absolutely established by the testimony filed before the Pension 

reau. 

Emma Loewinger, daughter of the deceased, testifies: “ At the time my father 
inflicted the wound in his throat I was away at work. My mother sent for me 
and I reached home about half an hour afterwards, My father was then lying 
on the floor and his wound had been dressed and there was no evidence at that 
— sof any, fiow of ewan phorus ma = arrival they ears nus. on the bed, 
and he lay there apparently out suffering any pain, an y away 

ui without a struggle. He lived from three to three and a Uy passed after 
T his bedside. * * * uz father had been sick fora long time with 
chronic diarrhea, and at the time 
condition, and so much so that he had to be assisted in and out of bed. 

I know he suffered a great deal of pain during his sickness,” 

Dr. Werner deposes as stated in the report of your committee, 

Meland Freutz deposes that she lived in adjoining house to claimant. On 
the day soldier inflicted wound on his throat his wife was out marketing; 


e inflicted that wound wasin a very, weak 


affiant heard something fall and went into the house and found him lying on 
the floor; saw the blood and sent immediately for the doctor. The 


cision 


JUNE 28, 
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across the throat was immediately in front and near the windpipe. just deep 
enough toexposethe windpipe without cutting it. The incision was from lto 2 
inches in length and was made with a razor. t washed bi 
wound when the doctor was sewing it up. There was not much blood. He 
lived about four hours after the wound was dressed. * * * He had been 
confined twenty-four weeks to the house prior to his death with chronic diar- 
rhea, and he became so weakened from the disease that he had to be assisted 
in and outof bed. At times he ap; to suffer intensely with the disease. 
Dr. Werner again deposes that wound was about 2 inches in length and 
one-eighth of an inch deep; was cutover the larynx and on both sides from the 
larynx; only the skin was cut through. No large blood vessels were cut. He 
only lost about 2 ounces of blood. The loss of blood did not change the symp- 
toms. He died twenty-four hours later, as the result of chronic diarrhea. 
Your committee remain clearly of the opinion that the deceased, although he 
attempted to commit suicide, did not succeed in his attempt. But conceding 
that the death was self-inflicted it is apparent from the p! ony of the ver- 
dict that the deceased “came to his death by suicide by cutting throat with 
a razor, caused from long-continued illness,” and that the coroner’s 
uted the act to a condition of mental aberration,which was the tof the ill- 
ag Such an act thus induced is not suicide in legal contemplation or defini- 


n, 
We append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the ge 
of the Pie the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re- 
port (to accompany bill S. 739): 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 739, granting 
a pension to Johanna Loewinger, have examined the evidence in the record, 
which may be briefly stated as follows: 

Charles Loewinger, the husband of the widow now claiming a pension, en- 
listed June 13, 1861, in Company E, Twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteers. Discharged 
for disability May 18, 1862. Application for a pension filed January 27, 1865, for 
chronic diarrhea and ulceration of the bowels. He died July 17, 1876. His 
widow filed her ne Te to be put upon the pension-roll 81, 1880; 
claim rejected July 25, 1885. 

‘The medical reviewer rejects the claim of the widow on the nd “that the 
soldier committed suicide, as shown by the verdict of the coroner’s jury, and 
his death in this manner is not considered the result of chronic diarrhea, nor 
chargeable in any way to his military service.” If the above finding is sustained 
by the evidence filed with the widow’s application there could be no question 
that her claim had been properly rejected. On a careful analysis of the testi- 
mony the committee can not agree with the finding of the Pension Office, and 
is satisfied that the evidence clearly supports the opposite conclusion. 

The verdict of the coroner's jury finds: “The deceased came to his death from 
sujcide by cutting his throat with a razor, caused by long-continued illness.” 

his verdict is supported as to the cause of his suicide by an overwhelming 
amount of epee 

The “ certificate of disability for discharge” finds him “incapable of perform- 
ig the duties of a soldier because of chronic ulceration of the mucous mem- 
brane of the colon, resulting from an attack of camp fever contracted while on 
Big Sewell Mountain, in October, 1861, marked by excessive exhaustive diar- 
rhea, occasional hemorrhage of the bowels, and such reduction of strength that 
he is utterly unfit for service.” 

The evidence of a number of physicians, as well as his neighbors, embracing 
the period from the date of his discharge to the hour of his death, conclusively 
proves that his Newer for which he was d: from the service, contin- 
ued, without intermission, during that whole period, and that he suffered ex- 
cessive pain and was totally unfit to perform any labor, and that during the 
latter pen of his life he was confined to his house, and most of the time to his 
bed. That his condition preyed upon his mind, and at times it was piousiy 
affected. Dr. G.O. Werner, who attended him during the last years of his ill- 
ness and at the time of his death, testified that— 

“The soldier became sffected with melancholy and became very debilitated 
severa) months before he committed suicide. That affilantnever had any doubt 
but that the chronic diarrhea, from which he was continually suffering, was 
the immediate cause of his melancholy; that death was not caused by cuttin 
his throat, as afiant sewed up the wound and there were no arteries severed, 
and that, in affiant’s opinion, he could not have lived more than a few days 
i as he was then ina dying condition from chronic diarrhea,” 

This statement is supported by the affidavits of Neland Frentz, Dr. F. L. Em- 
pres Annie N. Rohrer, Mary Byer, Frank Geiler, Carl Keneher, and Carl 


rehe, 

The medical reviewer, July 14, 1885, upon these facts,in referring the cause 
to the chief of the medical division, said: “As the case now stands we must, in 
my opinion, accept death as due to diarrhea, and not to the wound of the throat.” 

h conclusion, which the committee think is fully sustained by the testi- 
mony, was ed after medical reviewer had commented upon the case, 
ay Seu the medical referee himself had called for further testimony 

une i : 

It is clear from the evidence that the pensioner was the victim of painful, ex- 
hausting, and debilitating disease; that no cause other than this disease is pre- 
tended to have existed which could have affected the mind of the husband of 
the petitioner and caused him to take his life. And it is fair to conclude that 
at the time he made the attempt on his life his mind, by reason of the disease 
contracted in the service, was seriously affected. And the evidence of the phy- 
sician that he did not die from the injury inflicted, but asthe result of his debil- 
pe mcg hy inca resulting from that disease, seems to your committee conclu- 

ve of the case. z 

The conclusion of the committee in this case is fully sustained by the de- 
cisions and rulings of the Pension Bureau, found in the “Digest of Pension 
Laws and Decisions,” pages 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 279. 

Your committee would report the bill favorably, after amending the title so 
as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Johanna ger,” and by strik- 
oy out, in line 6, the word ** Johnanna” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“Johanna. 


To the Senate : 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 739 entitled “An act granting apen- 
sion to Johanna Loewinger.” = 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill enlisted June 28, 1861, and 
was discharged May 8, 1862, upon as n’s certificate of disability, He was 

nsioned for chronic hea. He died July 17,1876. A coroner’s inquest was 
eld, who found by their vedict that the deceased came to his death “from sui- 
cide by cutting his throat wiih a razor, caused by lon mtinued illness.” 

This inquest was held immediately after the soldder’s death, and it appears 
that the case was fully investigated with full opportunities to discover the truth. 
Upon the verdict found, in the absence of insanity caused by any disability, it 
can hardly be claimed that his death was caused by his tary service. The 
attemptsatterwads to impeach this verdict and introduce another cause of death 


do not seem to be successful. GROVER 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 5, 1883, : 


Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun and 
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1887.] 


An act granting a pension to Johnanna Loewinger. | 


[Fiftieth 


Regiment Ohio V tocen 
en! © Yoluntecrs, 
i JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN J. INGALLS, 
President of the Senate pro tempore, 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
my ng ANSON G. McCOOK, 


HANNAH R, LANGDON, 


Your committee, after re-examining the records in this case, adhere to their 
ormer report. 

Weare clearly of the opinion that the claim should have been allowed by the 
De ent, and this widow shonld have thus become entitled to receive what 
is due her from the Government from the date of her spo ie instead of 
from the date of the passage of the special act in her behalf. 

It seems to have attracted the attention of the President that the deceased 
husband tendered his resignation in less than six months after entering the mil- 
itary service, Thisistrue, He served from October 7, 1862 to March 27, 1863. 
But he had been stationed at Pensacola and Santa Rosa Island, Florida, and 
there contracted the diseases (chronic hepatis and diarrhea) which forced him 
to quit the service. The change of climate in his case wasan extreme one, He 
was undoubtedly entitled to a pension from the date of his resignation. From 
motives of pride, doubtless, he did not apply for it until June, 1880, and it was 
allowed to him in January, 1881, for chronic diarrhea and resulting piles. He 
died in September, 1881. Some five years before his death he began to break 
down, evincing symptoms of the disease of which he finally died, and was re- 
acre a physical condition which invited it and made him an easy victim to 

ts a 4 

Dr. H. H. Atwater, a member of the board of examining surgeons, in an affi- 
davit filed December 5, 1881, deposes that he first professionally advised for the 
deceased five or six qon since, for purpura rr consequent upon 
an impoverished condition of the blood; also for various derangements of the 
di; ve organs, and continued to advise him for such Mote, eres at occa- 
sional intervals during the next three or four years. * * * That he began to 
treat him regularly about two years since, for pleuro-pneumonia, followed by 
abscesses and degeneration of lung tissue; and that these d conditions . 
were complicated with the above-mentioned digestive affections, such as diar- 
rhea, dyspepsia, indigestion, etc. That, in his opinion, the said Langdon was 
incapacitated for manual labor about one-eighth of the time, during the first 
three or four years of his treatment, and totally incapacitated during nearly all 
of the last two years of his life. 
Warren Gibbs, next nee FS to Dr. Langdon, deposes December 30, 1880, that 
the "deceased has been in a NY failing condition for years; think he 
a Sone an business for the last two years on account of not being in suffi- 

en š 

To this testimony no effect seems to have been given in the Department or in 


the message. 

It is stated in the message that the breaking down, cough, emaciation, and 
debility were not made by the deceased any ground ofa claim for pension. In 
this respect the President was insufficiently informed as to the facts. On Au- 

t 30, 1881, less than one month before he died, Dr. Langdon applied for an 
ncrease of pension, in which application he deposes as follows: 

“The di ility for which he (affiant) is pensioned has resulted in loss of ap- 
petite, bad cough, and bloody expectoration, inoreased respiration, hemorrhage 
of the lungs, loss of fiesh (39 pounds) to such an extent that he is not capable of 
any manual labor whatever. The hemorrhoids have so disabled me that I 
am at times unable to sit upon a chair. Loss ofappetite being almost total.” 

We append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the 
ofthe act, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 


(to accompany bill S. 549): 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 549) granting 
a pension to Hannah R. Langdon, have examined the same, and report: 
A bill to pension this widow was reported favorably by this committee, and 
the Senate during the last Congress. The former report is herewith ap- 
pended, and your committee again recommend the passage of the bill. 


That the petitioner is the widow of Dr. Henry H. Langdon, late an assistant 
surgeon in the Seventh Regiment Vermont Volunteers, war of the rebellion; 
that he enlisted in the Army October 7, 1862, and was discharged on surgeon’s 
certificate of disability March 27, 1863; that at the time of his death, 24th 
tember, 1881, he was receivinga pension of $8.50 per month for chronic diarrhea 
and piles, contracted at Pensacola and Santa Rosa Island, Fla., about January, 
1863; that the petitioner filed a claim for pension December 5, 1881, which was 
rejected on the ground that it failed to appear in the papers in the case thatthe 
disease from which the officer died (consumption) was in any degree traceable 
to his military service. 

On this point the affidavits of Dr. A. P. Grinnell and Dr. H. H. Atwater, sub- 
mitted to your committee, among other proofs and papers, would seem to be 
conclusive, which are as follows: 

“I, A. P. Grinnell, of the city of Burlington, Vt., of lawful age, on oath depose 
and say, that I am a practicing physician in Burlington, Vt., and have been for 
the last fourteen years; that I was acquainted with Dr. H. H. Langdon and 
knew him and his family from boyhood, and alsosaw him quite frequently 
and advised with him often tepardion the treatment of his disease, although i 
was not his zeo professional attendant; that no history of consumption 
could be traced in his family; that I am acquainted with Hannah R. Langdon, 
and know that she is the widow of said Dr. H. H. Langdon, and has not mar- 
ried since bis decease; that I have read her petition for a pension, and state 
that I have no doubt from the facts set forth in said petition and from my per- 
sonal knowledge of said Dr. Langdon's condition, that his lung trouble was the 
direct result of his chronic diarrhea,and thatthe chronic diarrhea was the cause 


of his death, 
“A. P. GRINNEELL, M. D. 
“Subscribed and sworn to this 10th day of November, 1886, before me. 
*J. M. RUSSELL, + 
** Justice of the Peace.” 


“I. Hiram H. Atwater, United States examining surgeon for pensions, do de- 
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and say that, as a member of the board of examining surgeons, I examined 
enry H. Langdon, assistant surgeon of the Seventh Vermont Regiment, De- 
cember 1, 1880, who claimed a pension for chronic diarrhea and piles, and that 
upon the certificate of said examination said Langdon was granted a pension. 
J further state that said Langdon died 24th September, 1831; that I saw him and 
prescribed for him several times during his last sickness; that the immediate 
cause of his death was disease of the lungs; and that I believe this disease 
supervened upon and was associated with the chronic diarrhea for which he 
was pensioned, and that this latter disease was the remote cause of his death. 
I further state that I have read the petition of Mrs. Langdon, and that I believe 

reliance can be placed upon her statements. 

“H. H. ATWATER. 


t Personally appeared before me this 16th day of November, 1886, at puniag 
ton, Vt., Dr. H. H. Atwater, and made oath to the above affidavit by him su 


“J. M. RUSSELL, 
A “ Justice of the Peace.” 
In view of the statements contained in these affidavits, the gy iy of which 
are gentlemen well known to be of the very highest standing in their profession 
and in the community where they and Dr. don resided, your committee are 
of the opinion that the prayer of the petitioner should be granted; and there- 
fore report the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage, 


To the Senate: 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill No. 549, entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah R. Langdon.” 

he husband of the beneficiary named in this bill entered the service 
of the United States as assistant surgeon in a Vermont ment on the 7th day- 
of October, 1862, and less than six months thereafter ered his resignation, 
based upon a surgeon's certificate of disability on account of chronic hepatitis 
(inflammation of the liver) and diarrhea. 

On the 12th day of June, 1830, more than seventeen years after his pg 
he filed a claim for pension, alleging chronic diarrnea and resulting piles, e 
wasallowed s pension in January, 1881, and died of consumption on the 24th 
day of September in the same year. 

Prior to the allowance of his claim for pension he wrote to the Bureau of 
Pensions a full history of his disability as resulting from chronic diarrhea and 
piles, and in that letter he made the following statement: “ I have had no other 
disease, except last September (1880) I had pleu and congestion of my leù 
lung.” From other sources the bureau derived the information that the de- 
ceased had suffered an attack of pleuro-pneumonia on his left side, and that his 
recovery had been partial. 

ber, 1880, he was examined by two members of the board of surgeons 
at Burlington, Vt., of which board he was also a member, and the following 


facts were certified : 
" For the past fifteen years claimant has his profession in this city, 
f of this date, shown a vigor and 


and has, up to within A Aged or year and a 

power of endurance quite equal to the labor imposed upon him by the popular 
demand for his services. About a year ago he evinced symptoms of breaking 
down, cough, emaciat and debility.” 

These results, “ break down, cough, emaciation, and debility,” are the 
natural effects of such an attack as the deceased himself reported, though not 
made by him the ground of aclaim for pension, and it seems quite clear that 
his death in September, 1881, must be e to the same cause. 

ben: filed her claim for pension De- 


chargeabl 
His widow, named in this bil 
cember 5, 1881, based upon the ground that her husband's death from consump- 
tion was due to the chronic diarrhea for which he was pensioned. Upon such 
application the testimony of Dr. H. H. Atwater was filed, to the effect about 
Igo he began to treat the deceased regularly for pleuro-pneumonia, followed 
by abscesses and degeneration of lung tissue, which finally resulted in death; 
and that these diseased conditions were complicated with digestive affections, 
such as diarrhea, dyspepsia, and indigestion. Another affidavit of Dr. Atwater, 
made in 1886, will be found in the report upon this bill by the House Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 
The claimant's application for a pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
on the ground that the cause of her husband's death was not shown to haye 


far our settled and avo’ Taaa Bod Cag! pensions only to widows whose hus- 
bands have died from causes re to military service,and because the pro- 
posed legislation would in my opinion result in a discrimination in favor of this 
claimant unfair and unjust to thousands of poor widows who are y en- 
titled to our sympathy and benevolence, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, April 16, 1888. 


[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun and 
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1887.] 


An act granting a pension to Hannah G. Langdon. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah 
R. Langdon, widow of Henry H. Langdon, late an assistant surgeon in the Sey- 
enth Regiment Vermont Volunteers in the war of the rebellion. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


President of the Senate pro tempore. 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 


ANNA MERTZ. 


A critical re-examination of the records in the Pension Bureau and also of the 
additional evidence and the 


U the face of the record in the Bureau of Pensions there is, in our opinion, 
evidence amply sufficient et prone di such conclusion. To this body of testimony 
are to be added the proofs the petition which were laid before the committee, 


ey. and a 
upon the appea 
e in the his- 
n bills of this character. The 


Chief Executive is to obtain, the result will be that nod ne 

petitions laid before the committee are struck out of the 

upon mere p concer of tact, which is entertained for the first 
f the vernment by the President u 


bart A oi 
fruits of the right to petition Congress are thus denied the citizen, and he is 
judged solely upon the representations which he may hayepre 


made to 


JUNE 28,, 


a bureau of one of the De; nts. This is manifestly true unless the Presi- 
dent applies to Congress for the additional testimony or petitious upon which | 
it has acted. and your committee feel warranted in stating that no such appli- 
cation has ever been made. 

More than this: If it shall become established, in case of private right and leg- 
islative relief therefor, that executive disapproval! wili annul legislative action, 
unless it expressly appears by documentary evidence that the weight of testi- 
mony sustains such action, the hitherto undoubted right of the legislative de- 
partmentto act upon the knowledge of its members, or upon parol representa- 
tions, or upon considerations of sound policy in individual cases, or upon mere 
petition, will be annihilated in such instances by an arbitrary and technical rule 
of procedure adopted by the President, It can not be successfully contended 
by the most intrepid advocate of the vast extension which the veto power 
received from the present Chief Executive that any application of t wer 
which uces practical collision between the legislativeand executive depart- 
ments by abrid the one by the mere will of the other is anything less than 
encroachment by latter upon the former. 

Such a consequence is conclusive that the power of disapproval by the Presi- 
dent was never intended to apply to cases of this character, where the only 
question is as to the weight of testimony. That Congress may err in its judg- 
ment as to testimony does not affect the principle nor at all derange the con- 
stitutional limitations upon the several departments of the Government. 

The case of the pauper widow and children of this soldier is in itself of no 
great consequence to any persons excepting themselves, But their case as con- 
nected with the rights of othersin like situation. and with the rights and duties 
of the legislative and executive departments as to each other, is of the greatest 

ublic concern; and the more so because it is upon the rights of the weak and de- 

enseless that usurpation alwəys first lays its hands and is made strong by prec- 
edent for attack upon interests of more general importance. 

In addition to the records of the Bureau of Pensions the committee had be- 
fore them the following: 

1. The affidavit of the claimant dated December 17, 1887, stating, among other 
facts, that “about three years prior to his (the husband's) death he brought home 
medicine given him by a reguiar physician; thatsaid Mertz told afflant it con- 
tained morphine; that from that time on until his death he continued to take 
similar medicine, but at no time, so far as affiant knows or believes, without 
being both prescribed and prepared, or prescribed (and prepared by a regular 
druggist) by a competent and regularly practicing physician." 

2. A petition si by 53 citizens of Mattoon, Ill., praying a pension to this 
widow and her children, It is dated December 9, 1886, is addressed to General 
John A. Logan, and filed with the committee by Senator CuLLoM. 

This claim was rejected August 8, 1885, and the committee carefully considered 
the following evidence filed in the Bureau of Pensions afterwards, namely, the 
affidavitof P A. ee ok the family Lng grape of the deceased. It was sworn 
to February 25, 1887. It states that affiant “from June 1872 to 1883 was his family 
physician; saw him often and was consulted by him from 1872 to June 1883, at 
various times for chronic diarrhea and at times a severe pain inthe head; this 
last was so severe at times that he became nearly crazy from it; that I prescribed 
the usual remedies for his sickness, camphor, opium, bismuth, ete. He always 
desired morphine for his head troubles from me, saying that was what they 

ve him in the Army for it, and that it gave him more ease than anything else. 

nearly always gave it to him, and often talked with him about taking it, and 
about the dose, etc.; remember once showing him about the quantity to take 
for a safe dose.” 

Other evidence, not deemed necessary to be here set out, was also submitted 
after the rejection of the claim, but was not deemed by the Pension Bureau suf- 
ficient to warrant reopening the case. 

We append the act, the report, and the message, and recommend the panaga 
of the act, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report, 
to accompany bill S, 1237: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1237) granting 
a pension to Anna Mertz, widow, and the minor cuildren of Charles A. Mertz, 
have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, deceased, who was a captain 
in Company K. of Sixty-second Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the 
war of the rebellion. The husband was mustered into the service as captain, 
April 10, 1862,and resigned June 7, 1863. It appears from certificate of Dr. John 
w Cameron, surgeon of the regiment, dated Jackson. Tenn., 6th day of Janu- 
ary, 1 that he was suffering from disease in such manner as to requires fur- 
lough thirty days, and furlough was recommended for that time. He re- 
tu however, to the regiment at Jackson, Tenn., but on the 17th ot May, 1863, 
the surgeon of the regiment again certified that he was wholly unfit for duty, 
and that there would be no probability of his recovery in less than six months, 
if at all. Upon this he tendered his resignation and the same was accepted. 
He returned home but never recovered. lt appears from the testimony of his 
comrades and a on file that he was a sound, healthy man when he en- 
tered the Army. It is shown that he was attacked while in the service, from 
the labor and exposure incitlent thereto. with chronic intermittent fever, fol- 
lowed by acute dysentery, which debilitated him to the extent that he was 
wholly unfit for duty. 

Upon his return home, as appears from the evidence of his neighbors, and Dr. 
Keneper and others, he was continuously affected with chronic diarrhea, ca- 
tarrh, andintense pains in the head, To ease his carpet, Hr frequently took 
laudanum and morphine under the advice of physicians, is relief was, how- 
ever, por empl He never applied for beat was ion, mote Ge he constantly at- 
tributed his complaints to his Army service. worked occasionally at his 
trade, but was subject at any time to attacks of very severe diarrhes, accompa- 
nied with acute catarrhal pains in the head and face. On the Ist of December, 
1884, he died from the effects of an overdose of morphine taken to alleviate his 
suffering. The evidence does not show that he had a prescription from a phy- 
sician upon the occasion of the fatal dose. It shows that he had, under medi- 
cal advice several times given him, taken the same medicine, and was in the 
habit of taking it when attacked by his disease, We think the death clearly 
traceable to the disease as its primary canse. 

The widow is very poor; has two children of this soldier, offspring of her 
marriage with him, depending upon her support. 

We recommend passage of the bill, amended by inserting “captain” in sev- 
enth line, in place of “ private,”’ which is a misdescription of the deceased. _ 


To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 1237, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Anna Mertz.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, who served 
in the Army asa can in from April, 1862, to June, 1863, when he resigned on 
account of impaired health. It is stated in the committee's report thatafter his 
return from Army he worked occasionally at his trade, though subject to 
attacks of very severe diarrhea, accompanied with acute catarrhal pains inthe 
head and face, which he constantly attributed to his Army service. 

Itis al that be had several times takeh morphine under medical advice 
toallay caused by these attacks, , 


He did not apply for a pension, o 
On the Ist day of December, 1834, more than twenty-one years after his dis- 
oe from the Army, he died from an overdose of morphine self-administered, 
for the purpose, it is claimed, of alleviating his suffering. 
Ido not think that in this case the death of the soldier was so related to his 
military service as to entitle his widow to a pension. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExECUTIVE Mansion, May 28, 1888. 


_ 


[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America. atthe first session, begun and 
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1887.] 


An act granting a pension to Anna Mertz, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Mertz, the widow, 
and the minor children of Charles A. Mertz, late a captain of Company K, Sixty- 
second Illinois Volunteers, 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


ives, 


I certify that this act originated in the Senate, 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 


By CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
BETSEY MANNSFIELD, 


The papers in this case are voluminous and the testimony is in some particu- 
lars contradictory. 

The committee remain of the opinion that, upon a fair construction, the pre- 
ponderance is in favor of the claimant. 

To a mind pre with reluctance to allow any claim for a pensiou un- 
less poroa beyond a doubt, and habituated to resolve all doubts against the 
= er or his child or widow, material for controversy upon the facts exists in 

case. 

Your committee do not deem this to be the proper method of considering such 
eases, and they therefore repeat their recommendation that the bill be passed, 
the objections of the President to the ohea notwithstanding. 

The report, message, and bill are appended. 


Mr. Sawyer, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re- 
port to accompany bill (5. 809): 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 809) granting a 
pension to Betsey Mannsfield, have examined the same and report; 

The claimant is Betsey Mannsfield, mother of Franklin Mannsfield,a private 
on gee I, Fifth Wisconsin Infantry, who died at Fairfax, Va., November 

. 1861. 

From the evidence it appears that the soldier was a mere youth at the time of 
his enlistment: that he enlisted contrary to the father’s wishes; that his death 
affected his father very seriously, and that he became and remained dissipated 
and reckless, Itis also shown by the evidence that soon after his son's death 
he was seriously injured by a fall; that his mind was affected, wholly unfitiing 
him for business or manual labor, 

The claim is rejected on the ground that he was the owner of considerable 
land, which was purchased at an early period, but it does not appear that it 
was productive, or that much of it was improved, Immediately after his son’s 
death he sold a horse belon to the soldier, and which he had left at home. 
The price obtained was $50,and the money was for their support. While 
felling timber, prior to 1861, he was struck on the head, and in addition to his 
other peculiarities he became deranged on the subject of religion and persisted 
in exciting discussions. It is affirmed by reputable witnesses that the net in- 
come, in 1361, from his farm and shop did not exceed $150, and some years it 


was less. 

Itis in evidence that prior to the son's enlistment the father was su 
temporary mental incapacity; that the claimant has earned her own li 
toil and management. In 1883 their ons were reduced to 40 acres, mort- 
gaged to affiant, O. D. Bishop, for two cows, anda pig. The father, years 

k, owned more land, but it had been sold from time to to pay debisin- 
curred in a reckless way, and from which there was no escape. There is no 
contradictory evidence that is of any value, and it is apparent that the mother 
is very old, very needy; thatshe has bravely struggled to maintain herself, and 
that it is time she had relief. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


to 
g by 


To the Senate: 


I return herewith without approval Senate bill No. 809, entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Betsey Mannsfield.” i 

fi is proposed to grant.a pension to the beneficiary named in this bill as the 
mother of Franklin J. Mannsfield, who enlisted as a private April 27, 1861, and 
died in camp of disease on the lith day of November in the same year. Hi 
mother filed an application for pension in June, 1882. 

The testimony filed in the Pension Bureau discloses the following facts: 

At the time of the death of the soldier the family, beside himself, consisted of 
three persons—his father and mother and an un: sister, They owned 
and resided upon a homestead in Wisconsin comprising 293 acres, 20 of which 
were cleared, the balance being in timber, all unincumbered, The assessed 
valuation was §1.170; the real value being considerably more. The father was 
a farmer and blacksmith, healthy and able bodied, and furnishing a comforta- 
ble support; but shortly after the soldier's death he to drink and his 
health began to fail. Uponthe m: of the daughter he deeded her 50 acres 
of the land. He became indebted, and from time to time sold portions of his 
homestead to ps debts; but in 1882, at the time the mother’s application for 
pension was filed, there still remained 110 acres of land, valued at about $3,300, 
40 acres of which was mortgaged in 1480 for 3600. Since 1879 the farm had been 
rented, except 8 or 10 acres reserved for a residence forthe family. They owned 
two cows, and the rent ave: about $125 a year. 

This was the condition of affairs as late as 1886, when the claim of the mother 
for a pension was, after investigation, rejected by the Pension Bureau, and it is 
kappored to be substantially the same now. ~- 

t also appears that a son, born since the soldier’s death, and upwards of eight- 
een years of age, resides with his parents and furnishes them some assistance. 

The claimant certainly was not dependent in the least degree upon the sol- 
dier at the time of his death, and she did not file her claim for pension until 
nearly twenty-one years thereafter. 

Though the lack of dependence at the date of the soldier's death is sufficient 
to defeat a parent's claim for pension under our laws, I believe that in proper 
eases a relaxation of rules and a charitable liberality should be shown to parents 
old and in absolute need, through default of the help which, it may be pre- 


sumed, @ son would have furnished if his life had not been sacrificed in his_ 
country’s service, 
But it seems to me the case presented bere can not be reached by any theory 
of pensions which has yet been suggested. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Exxcutrtve Mansrox, April 16, 1888. 


[Fiftieth Congress of the United States of America, at the first session, begun and 
held at the city of Washington, on Monday, the 5th day of December, 1837.) 


An act granting a pension to Betsey Mannsfield, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Betsey Manuafield, 
mother of Franklin J. Mannsfield, late a private in Company L, of the Fifth 
Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
A SaN J. INGALLS, 
President of the Senate pro tempore, 
I certify that this act originated in the Senate. 
or ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 


MARY SULLIVAN, 


The fact that a special statute exists for this claimant's relief makes the act 

bile granting pensions to individuals tod: fn great numberato Oo 

L ting ions to are presen numbers to Con- 
gress. Nearly ali of these are cases which have been adversely determined by 
the Bureau of Pensions. The testimony in each of such cases is invariably 
transmitted by that bureau to the committee, by whom it is carefully investi- 
gated. The record is generally voluminous. It presents questions of law and 
fact which are not infrequently hard to solve. he duty of deciding these is as 
clearly legislative as the office of President has been said to be“ essentially 
executive.” 

In und: to reconsider hundreds of such investigations, to review the 
mass of testimony in each case, to detect into what errors of fact, if any, Con- 
gress has fallen, the President, even when aided by the “examination and re- 
port” or by “the objections to their approval” of the Pension Bureau, has be- 
come involved in repeated inconsistencies from which injustice has resulted. 
He has approved many bills substantially identical with those with which this 
reportiseoncerned. By such contradictory action many claimants have become 
pensioners, while many others have been denied relief by his adverse action 
upon facts of substantial gegen 7 

It has not been difficult toselect the following examples of inconsistent Ex- 
ecutive action. 

A brief statement of these cases and also the reports are appended hereto: 


[Catherine Collins, dependént mother. Report No. 306, Forty-ninth Congress, 
i first session. } 


Claim rejected on ground that while death occurred in service, itresulted from 
being run over cars and was not incurred in line of duty. Became a law 
without a; Received by the President April 27, 1886, 


[Elise Burki, widow. Report No. 332, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Soldier pensioned for gunshot wound in left leg. Widow's claim rejeeted on 
ground that soldier died of cerebral meningitis, Approved May 22, 1536. 


{Margaret Smith, widow. Report No. 601, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Soldier ned for injuries to veins. of right leg, incurred in marches in 
Mexico. rved two years in rebellion, during which time he was dropped 
after which he was restored to and retained on rolis till death, which occur: 
from “old age and disease of liver.” Approved June 22, 1886, 


{Maria Hollands, widow. Report No. 603, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Soldier pensioned for wound in wrist. Died of neuralgia of heart. Rejected 
for want of pathological connection. Became a law without approval. Re- 
ceived by the President A pril 27, 1886. 


[Mary S. Webster, dependent. mother. Report No.725, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session.] 


Soldier lost arm in 1864; drew pension until enlistment in regular Army in 
1867. In 1869,at Madison Barracks, New York, he took an overdose of lauda- 
num, from which he died. Claim ot mother rejected en ground of suicide. Be- 
came a law without approval. Received by the President April 27, 1886. 
[Elizabeth B. Bell, widow. Report No. 757, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

Soldier enlisted and served till close of war. when he was honorably dis- 

. Received three gunshot wounds. one of which “ struck the outer cor- 
ner of the right eye, making an indentation in the skull, glancing around the 
head and coming out aboutan inch back of the left ear." He shot himseif Janu- 
hs 16, ern while suffering intense pain. Soldier never pensioned. Approved 

une I, 


(Eugenia A. Smalley, widow. ‘cone a 763, Forty-ninth Congress, first ses- 
ion. 


Soldier received a gunshot wound through left arm above elbow into chest, 
fracturing two ribs. Died February 21, 1880, by falling from an elevator on 


which he was working. Widow’s claim on ground that death was not 
attributable to military service. Approved July 3, 1886, 
[Bridget Sherlock, dependent mother, Report No. 764, Forty-ninth Congress, first 


session. 

Soldier was discharged on certificate of disability as result of severe injury 
received during siege of Corinth, resulting in scrotal hernia and numbness in 
lower extremities. e did not apply for pension. While in employ of railroad 
company he fell under the wheels of a train and was injured so t his left foot 
was sopata Erysipelas of the blood set in and died as a result, Ap- 
proved July 2, 1886. 


[Catherine Johnson, widow. Report ion] $57, Forty-ninth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 


Soldier reported on muster-roll of company as having drowned himself July 
2, 1562. Widow’s claim rejected on ground that death was not due to military 
service. Approved June 24, 1886. 


[Forty-ninth Congress, firstsession. Report No, 306, to accompany bill H. R. 613.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 613) for the 
relief of Catherine Collins, have examined the same, and report: 
The facts are set forth in the annexed report of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions of the House of Representatives (House Report No. 69) during the 


present session. Upon a careful consideration of them your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mrs. Catherine Collins, dependent mother of John Collins, deceased, filed her 
application for pension June 7, 1880, which was “rejected on the ground that 
the death cause, namely, injury from being run over by the cars, was not in- 
curred in line of duty,” 

The proof shows that John Collins enlisted in Sine aard G, Twenty-sixth Iowa 
Volunteers, August 9, 1862; was seriously wounded at Arkansas Post, Jan 
11, 1863, in consequence of which he was honorably discharged May 30, 1 
He was placed on the sion-roll December 18, 1863; rate, $$ permonth; disa- 
ey, total—Dr, A. H. Ames, examining surgeon, making the following cer- 


cate: 

“This applicant was wounded in the left shoulder, the ball entering above the 
acromion process of the scapula, ng downwa and inwards along the 
spine of the shoulder-blade, em: ng near the spine. The wound has always 
been o atitsexit. Great existed along the course of the ball, and 
now a fistula extends from the point of exit into the substance of the lungs. His 
lungs are much diseased in consequence, and he apparently, from the coughing, 
the pain, and the emaciation consequent upon the suppuration of his wound, 
will not live long.” 

On September 8, 1864, he enlisted in the Fourth Independent Company, Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps, and, as shown by the records in the War Department, *' died 
February 23, 1866, at Camp Butler, Illinois; run over by cars.” 

M. Gregory, agent of the Wabash, St. Louis and Pacific Railway, 
swears to the following as a correct transcript of accident report made by con- 
ductor, February 26, 1866: 

“My train, No. 8, of February 21, 1866, leaving Springfield at 5.30 p. m., arrived 
at — hours — minutes late, delayed from causes as follows: 

“When about 2 miles east from Springfield, ran over a man, severing the left 
leg at the knee. When first seen he was lying on the track, and so covered 
with mud that the engineer failed to see him until we came so close on him it 
was impossible to stop. I asked him his name and place of residence; said he 
belonged to the Invalid Corps, and his name was John Collins. Wasnotinjured 


in any other place, as I could see. WG. PERON Oaa 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 332, to accompany bill S. 843.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 843) granting 
a pension to Elise Burki, have examined the same, and report: 

'he claimant is the widow of Christian Johann Burki, late captain Company 
E, Fifteenth Missouri Volunteers, She made y Dp at the Pension Office, 
but the claim was rejected on the ground that the disease of which the soldier 
died, cerebral meningitis, was not due to his military service, 

It appears that the soldier was pensioned for a gunshot wound in the left 1 
at $8.50 per month; that he returned to his native country, Switzerland, an 
died there, April 13, 1873. The widow afterward came to this country, and is 
now a resident of Washington, D. C. She has called upon members of your 
committee and made personal statements of her condition, She is in abject 
poverty, with several small children solely dependent upon her for support. 
comrade writes as follows in support of her claim: 
inted with said Captain Burki. The last time I saw him 


“I was well ual 
was in Berne, Switzerland. He was then Gae journey about his wound, and 
said to me, * friend, this ball in my leg will make me die, sooner or later,’ 


and so it came. He was a courageous soldier, and warm patriot for the 
American Union, a good husband and father. The poor wife and children are 
utterly in poverty and distress, without work or hope to get some. Shall the 
wife and children of a glorious defender of our Union be left in such a preca- 
rious position?” 

The committee answer that by UC pamper y, Pear? passage of this bill, beliey- 
ing that, although the evidence of the cause of death is not technical, still it is 
satisfactory to a reasonable mind, and that the pension should be granted. 


[Forty-ninth Congress, firstsession. Report No. 601, to accompany bill S, 1467.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1467) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith, have examined the same, and report: 

‘hat the claimant is the widow of Sergt. Joseph Smith, late of Company H, 
Fourth United States Infantry ; Company H, Sixth United States Infantry, and 
Cofhpany B, Tenth ce ane gene Volunteers. She made application tothe 
Commissioner of Pensions, but the claim was rejected on the ground “that the 
pidiera doeth was not a result of any disease contracted in the United States 
service.’ 

Sergeant Smith was ioned October 9, 1850, for injuries of veins of right 
leg, from long and continuous marches during the war with Mexico. During 
the rebellion he served from July on pia to August 8, 1863, when he was dis- 

for disability. Was resto: to the pension-rolls February 18, 1867, to 
date from his disc from the volunteer service August 9, 1863, and was a pen- 
sioner at date of his death, which occurred August 10, 1881, the cause of death 
being stated as ‘old age and chronic disease of liver.” 
Joseph Smith served in the armies of the United States, volunteer and regular, 
riod of thirty-two years. He participated in the Florida war, the war with 
exico,and in the war of the rebellion, During his last illness, covering a 
period of two years and eleven months, he was confined to his bed, and at times 
not able to move without assistance. The claimant attended him constantly, 
and as a result is completely broken in health, , and unable to earn a living. 
Her home had to be sold at t loss to enable her to purchase food, medicine, 
and medical attendance for the soldier. 

A number of leading citizens of the city of Leavenworth certify to the respect- 
ability of the claimant, and petition Congress to grant her a pension, believing 
that the soldier’s death was indirectly caused by his long and faithful service in 
the armies of the United States, 

Your committee, being of the same opinion, recommend the passage of the 


. 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 603, to accompany bill S. 1586.) 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1586) granting 
nsion to Maria Hollands, have examined the same and report: 

oshua Hollands, the husband of the petitioner, was, at the time of his death, 
receiving a pension of $8 a month for a wound in the.wrist received while on 
= detached duty. By the widaw it is claimed that this injury was the cause of his 
death, and in proof she furnishes the affidavit of H. E. Desmond, of 
County, Kansas, who testifies that he treated th 
tinuously for five years previous to his death— 

“ For nervous prostration, palpitation of the heart, and severe, acute pain in 
his wounded hand; the effect pee which upon his nervous system, through grief, 
anxiety, and fear, and the functional disturbance of the heart, producing neu- 
ralgia of the heart, which was the cause of the soldier's death. ‘The patient be- 


Atchison 
e husband of the applicant con- 


ing toe ee to labor for his support and that of his family, the exertion on his 
pan ime to produce uent attacks, from one of which he died 
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The medical reviewer of the Pension Office briefly expresses the opinion that 
there is no connection between the wound and the heart affection. 

The difference in the two reports is that the first is careful, candid, and spe- 
cific, while the second is simply a negative statement. 

In the opinion of your committee it is reasonable to infer that the intense suf- 
fering of the man by reason of his wound, aggravated by the necessity for usin; 
itin daily toil,may have produced effects which ultimately resulted in his 


death. 
The bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Pe No. 725, to accompany bill H, R, 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4960) grant- 
ing a pension to S. Webster, have examined the same and report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the 
House of Representatives (House Report No. 773), hereto appended, and recom- 
mend thatthe bill do pass. 


The bill was favorably reported to the Forty-fifth Congress by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, After a reinvestigation of the case, your committee de- 
cide to adopt that report as its own, which is as follows: 

“That the said Charles T. Webster enlisted into the mili service of the 
United States in June, 1861. At the battle of Spotteylvania Court-House, in 
1864, he lostanarm. For this wound he was d and granted a pension, 
which he continued to draw until he enlisted into the lar Army, in the 
Forty-second Regiment United States Army, on the l4th of June, 1867. 

“The evidence shows that the claimant was poor, and depended upon the 
soldier for support. 

“After the amputation of his arm he suffered great pain at times, for the re- 
lief of which he was accustomed to take opiates. 

“On the 9th of January, 1869, his command was stationed at Madison Bar- 
racks, New York. On that day he, while suffering the most intense pain from 
his wound, took a large dose of laudanum, from the effects of which he died. 

+The Pension Bureau rejected the claim of his mother for a pension on the 
ground that the soldier committed suicide. z = 

“The Surgeon-General says, in substance, that it is his opinion that death re- 
sulted from his wound which he received in the service and in the line of his 
duty. He also says that it is well known that in very many cases mutilations 
received during the war have led to the habitual use of opiates, and death from 
an overdose taken to relieve pain consequent upon wounds is held as an acci- 
dental consequence of such wound, 

“The committee are fully satisfied from the evidence that the death of the 
soldier was not suicidal, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill with 
amendments, as follows: Strike ont, in the fourth line of the bill, all after the 
word *pension-roll’ to the word ‘subject,’ in the fifth line; also, all after the 
word ‘infantry,’ in the ninth line of the bill,” 


{Forty-ninth Congress, firstsession. Report No.757, to accompany bill H.R.5555 ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5655) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell, have examined the same and report: 

Phat after careful examination they have adopted the report of the House 
per sar E on Invalid Pensions, hereto annexed, and recommend the passage 
of the . 


That Elizabeth B. Bell is the widow of V. Bradford Bell, late lieutenant Com- 
pany K, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, who enlisted in 1861, first 
call for three-months men, and re-enlisted and served till the close of the war, 
a period of service extending over five years, and was honorably discharged. 
He died January 16, 1880, in the city of Detroit, by shooting himself in the 
head while temporarily insane. His widow now appeals to Congress for relief, 
for the reason that owing to the manner of her husband’s death it can only be 
granted by special act. e sets forth in her petition that while serving as lieu- 
tenant her husband received three gunshot wounds, one ih the left foot, one in 
his right leg, and a third in the head, this latter the most serious, and from the 
effects of which she attributes his aberration of mind and consequent death, 

This wound was recei at the battle of Stone River December 31, 1862, the 
bulletstriking him at the outer corner of the right eye, making an indentation in 
the skull, glancing around the head, and coming out about an inch back of the 
left ear. This wound y obscured the vision of the right eye and seri- 
ously affected his brain, especially bringing on at times the most intense pains 
in the head, with aberration of mind and deep melancholy with suicidal ten- 
dencies. While in one of these periods of intense pain, from which he could 
get no relief, he put an end to his sufferings, as stated above. 

Maj. James V. Guthrie testifies: 

“I was major of the Nineteenth Illinois Infantry, and was with my regiment 
at the battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862, Vincent B, Bell was second 
lieutenant Company K, and commanded com: y in the action. Lieuten- 
ant Bell received a severe wound in the head ana fell insensible, He was hit 
over the eye, the bullet passing around under the skin, coming out at the back 
of the neck. I saw him hit, and supposed him instantly killed, We lost the 

ition, and Lieutenant Bell was left as killed in the hands of the enemy. 
This was about noon. Toward evening he was found by a Confederate officer 
and taken to a log hut, with other wounded officers, parole demanded, 
which others gave, but which he refused, saying he would not give his parole 
on the field. That oy he came into our lines and was brought to his regi- 
ment and ordered to hospital. Lieutenant Bell was one of the bravest men I 
ever knew, and a very capable and efficient officer. 
ticed for his mages ar and judgment.” 

R. G. Bogue, M. D., testifies: 7 

“ He wasa surgeon ot Nineteenth Illinois Volunteers; knew Lieutenant Bell 
to have been a well man while in the ent up to the time of the battle of 
Murfreesborough or Stone River, at which time he received a gunshot wound of 
the head, in one temple; he does not remember which. He apparently recoy- 
ered from said wound, as he served with him afterwards.” 

Sarah B. Cushing testifies as follows: 

“Tam the sister of Lieut. V. Bradford Bell, and wasin Nashville, Tenn., when 
he was Lely fa in from the battle-field of Stone River wounded in the head, 
from which I know he always suffered, and I believe caused his death.” 

From an article published in Every Saturday, January 24, 1880, we make the 
following extract: 

“Tieutenant Bell won high fame as a fighter. He refused higher rank, even 
a colonelcy, in other regiments, preferring to remain with the men with whom 
he had gone out,and manyof whom he induced to enlist. On one occa- 
sion, in October, 1862, while serving in Tennessee with a handful of 35 men, he 
defended a e protecting a railroad bridge against a whole regimentof 
rebel cavalry under command of Colonel Bickwell. In answer to asummons 
to surrender Lieutenant Bell said his duty and intention were to defend the 
stockade, and he kept his word. His [pent on this occasion was rewarded 
by mention in general orders, and the New York press declared his bravery en- 

tled him to promotion toa brigadier-generalship, Severely wounded at Stone 
Rivyer and Murfreesborough, he was once left for dead upon the field,” 


Seyeral times he was no- 
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Mr. Bell was a man of fine character, greatability, and correcthabits. Hehad 
a bright and active mind, and was always able to command first-class ions 
and salary with ae ee his wife and child in comfort, for w rea- 


son he made no © eee for pension. His widow further sets forth in her 
petition that Dr. S, S. Brown, of Detroit, Mich., was their family physician,who 
attended her husband during the periods of insanity mentioned next preceding 
his death. Dr. Brown died at Detroit about the year 1882, so that she is unable 
to get further medical testimony. She further states that she is now poor; is 
possessed of no property whatever; is dependent upon her own efforts for sup- 
portof herself and child, a daughter aged fourteen years. It would seem to 
your committee that in this case of Lieutenant Bell there is an utter lack of any 
assignable cause other than this wound why he should be subject to these con- 
stantly recurring periods of intense pain in the head and resulting melancholy. 
His health was good before enlisting; his habits good after discharge; hishome 
happy; his oceupation pleasant and profitable; his relations, public, private, 
and social, satisfactory. Judged by all thesehislife was worth theliving. Itis, 
therefore, not unreasonable to suppose that so severe a wound in such a place 
may have wrecked his life. In consideration of the loss to his wife of so gallant 
a husband, we recommend that the bill do pass, 


[Report No. 763, to accompany bill H. R. 1252.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1252) grant- 
ing a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley, have examined the same, and report that 
after careful examinatian they have adopted the report of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, hereto annexed, and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 7 

The applicant. Eugenia A, Smalley, is the widow of Robert Smalley, late a 
private oi rey: A, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteers, who enlisted 
on the 26th day of June, 1861, and was discharged June 26, 1864. 

Soldier received a gunshot wound, oe Seder ig the left arm above the 
elbow into the chest, fracturing two ribs, at the battle of Chickamauga, Ga., on 
the 20th of September, 1863, and was rated by the Pension Office as totally disa- 
bled from manual labor, and pensioned accordingly, which pension he received 
a tar the date of his death, February 21, 1880, caused by a fall from an elevator, 
where he was en at work. 

Widow's claim for a pension was rejected on the ground that the cause of sol- 
dier’s death was the result of a fall from an elevator, on which he was working 
at the time, and is not attributable to his military service. 

Edward Goodboo testifies under oath that he was present at soldier's death, 
which took place at Rothsay, Wilkin County, Minnesota, whist’ | 21, 1880, and 
that it is his belief that the accident would not have occurred he not been 
suffering from the effects of his wounds, which were in his arms and lungs, and 
which caused soldier great pain, causing him to complain greatly, and he be- 
lieves that the pain from the wounds caused him tobe crazy at times, and thinks 
that his fall must have been the result of one of these crazy spells getting the 
best of him, so asto lose all control of himself. He furtherstatesthat the wound 
in his arm was at the time of soldier’s death a running sore, and that soldier died 
in about one minute after he struck the ground. 

Frank G. Willsey, in his testimony, corroborates the former witness,and adds 
that he was arse kher that said Smalley was able to do any work, he being so 
badly wounded, and he verily believes that soldier’s wounds were the cause of 
his fall, as it would be rer manga for a man shot as he was to have complete 
use of his arms and shoulder. Soldier did not have full use of his arms on ac- 
count of said wounds. 

The widow is quite poor, with two small children dependent upon her for 


support. 

Your committee are of the opinion that while soldier did not die directly from 
the wounds ved in battle, they are, however, sati t said wo,,ds 
contributed greatly to the fall which caused his death, and therefore re 
mend that the bill do pass. 


[Forty-ninth Congress, first session. Report No. 764, to accompany bill H. R.556.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.556) grant- 
ing a pension to Bridget Sherlock, have examined the same, and report that 
after care! nation they have adopted the report of the Committee on 
pit paral T enuon; House report hereto annexed, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


Stephen Sherlock enlisted as a private soldier in Company F, Fifteenth Indi- 
ana Volunteers, on the I4th day of June, 1861, and served as such until the 23d 
day of November, 1862, when he was honorably discharged by the order of Gen- 
eral Rosecrans upon a certificate of disability given to him as the result of a se- 
vere injury received during the siege of Corinth, “resulting in scrotal hernia, 
and numbness and difficulty in using the lower extremities. His case is one of 
very bad scrotal hernia, caused by a fall over a bof, May 10, 1862, in front of 
Corinth, while carrying a heavy load of rails upon his shoulder for the purpose 
of building a road over which to pass the artillery and wagons d g that 
memorable siege.” 

‘The above is the language of the certificate. He was the son of Patrick and 
Bridget Sherlock, who were at the time of his enlistment quite old and feeble, 
and depended largely upon said Stephen fora support. After his discharge he 
returned to the home of his parents, at Bedford, Ind., and within a few months 
took employment on the Louisville, New Albany and Chicago Railroad as the 
conductor of a freight train. It is clearly shown by the testimony of the family 
physician that his disability continued until his death, and t it had a 
anne rg acondition of pss Hrs that would probably have rendered him t y 


elpless. 

While in the employ of the railroad company, as aforesaid, in leaving, the 
train, and because of his disability contracted in the Army, he fell under the 
wheels of the train and was so injured that his left foot was amputated. By 
reason of the weak and enfeebled condition of his blood erysipelas resulted, and 
he died of that disease. 

Because he did not die of the injury which he received in the Army his mother’s 
Claim for pension wasrejected, His father is dead, and his mother is now nearly 
eighty years of age and has no property. The evidence of her dependence at 
the time of his death is clear and convincing. 

This committee think that, under all the circumstances, she should be 
sioned. If the son had not met his death he would have been pensioned long 
sgo npon the record made by the Government as to his injury in the service. 

e did not get any pension ; mother should, and the committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


(Forty-ninth Congress, first session. a No. 857, to accompany bill H.R, 


The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3906) grant- 
ing a pension to Johnson, hare examined the same, and that 
after careful ion they have adopted the report of the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, hereto annexed,and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The claimant is the widow of Zachariah Johnson, who enlisted in Company 

C, Sixtieth pny een genome Volunteers, at Evansville, Ind., December 3, 1861. 

The Adjutani reports that upon special muster-roll of August 18, 1862, 

the soldier is Sig bo as having drowned himself in Green River, Kentucky, 
e 


July 2, 1862, w) 2. 

e widow’s claim, filed June 6, 1863, has been rejected by the Pension Office 
on the und that the evidence fails to show that the soldier's death is charge- 
able to his military service. 


Ca: pany, testifies that in April, 1562, the soldier was 
paoa a sick furlough to return to his home in Posey County, Indi and 
t while retu his reen 


his service in the company soldier exhibited si 


of insanity, and had on one 
occasion attempted to take his life by cutting his throat, and believes that he 
drowned himself in a fit of delirium. 


William Ouman testifies that he was with the soldier on his return to the regi- 
ment, and that on July 2, 1862, near Ashbysburgh, Ky., on Green River, Ken- 
tucky, the latter was ordered by the affiant, acting as sergeant, in command of 
the squad, down said river in a skiff to ascertain the location of certain of the 
enemy’s forces reported in that vicinity. The skiff was afterwards found con- 
taining the soldier's blouse, but soldier did not turn up, and it was the general 
belief that he was then and theredrowned. Being compelled to move on next 
morning, no search was made forthe body. Affiant also corroborates the state- 
ment of Captain Nash as to Johnson's mental condition a short time previous to 
the supposed drowning. 

Col. Richard Owen and twelve other officers and enlisted men of the soldier's 
command testify that they were well acquainted with bim prior to his enlist- 
ment; that he was a good citizen, and a good and faithful soldier while with 
his command, and of amiable disposition, strongly attached to his family and 
home; that they have every reason to believe that he was drowned while ina 
boat on Green River, Kentucky, in July, 1862, and that had he been alive sub- 
sequent to that date he would have returned to his egret 

Sixty-five other citizens of Posey County, Indiana, testify to the high charac- 
ter of the soldier and of his widow, and asked that a pension be granted to her, © 
she being old and in need of assistance from the Government, 

Your committee have given the evidence above referred to careful considera- 
tion, and have become et Sepine that the soldier came to his death while 
returning to his command from sick leave, and while actually obeying the order 
of his superior officer. Whether the drowning was accidental or of his own act 
must necessarily remain in doubt, although the evidence points toward the lat- 
ter. 

The claimant is evidently worthy of the relief asked for, and having lost the 
support of a kind and affectionate husband while in the service of his country, 
your committee believe that she is entitled to the benefit of whatever doubts 
may exist in the case, and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask thatit 

o pass. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I report from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. As itis important that this bill should pass finali. 
before the 1st of July, I shallask the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
about 4 o’clock to-day, to give way that I may endeavor to secure its 
passage this afternoon. In the mean time it will be printed with the 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. a 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. HOAR, Ishould like, in connection with the request of the 
Senator from Iowa, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] are both present, to ask an indication 
of the desire of the Senate as to the time of proceeding with the fish- 
eries treaty. I have the floor on that question and propose to address 
the Senate when itis taken up. I do not wish to interfere with other 
public business or with the desire of other Senators, but I should like 
wey well to know the purpose of the Senate. Iam prepared to pro- 
ceed this morning, but if I should do so it would displace the river 
and harbor bill and would interfere with the request of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What time would best suit the Senator’s con- 
venience? 

Mr. HOAR. Any time that will be convenient to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose we put it off until next Monday ? 

Mr. HOAR. That would be entirely satisfactory to me. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, if the Senator from Massachusetts desires 
to proceed uninterruptedly, it would be better to postpone until Mon- 
day the subject on which he wishes to speak, because during the re- 
mainder of this week there will undoubtedly be intervals of conference 
reports, appropriations bills, and so on. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the river and harbor bill should not be finished 
by next Monday, would it be convenient to the Senator from Maine to 
have me proceed then? 

Mr. FRYE. I shall be obliged to ask the Senate to proceed with the 
river and harbor bill to its completion this week at any rate, as I have 
an imperative engagement that will take me away nearly all of next 
week, 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if it will be agreeable to the Senate, I will ask 
that the fisheries treaty be set down for consideration next Monday at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolutions offered by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN] and the treaty having been assigned 
for Monday last, were informally laid aside to wait the convenience of 
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the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan]. He now asks unani- | a Representative from the State of Georgia, as Speaker pro tempore dur- 


mous consent that the consideration may be resumed on Monday next 
at 2 o'clock. _ Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The suggestion was that it be resumed at the conclu- 
sion of the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
business on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. That would place the consideration of the treaty 
ahead of my resolutions, and I can not consent to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, put them both together. 

Mr. HOAR. Both together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement was that the preced- 
ence in point of time of the assignment should continue undisturbed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolutions coming up at the conclusion of the 
routine business of the morning hour would naturally have precedence 
over the treaty for consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Both will be considered together and both will be 
disposed ‘of together. I do not think the Senator need be technical 
about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to disturb any desire of the Senator from 
Alabama. Of course it makes no difference which I shall speak on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well let them stand. 

Mr. HOAR. Let them stand together as they do now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Just as they now stand until next Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding, then, is, by 
unanimous consent, that the consideration of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Alabama and the fisheries treaty will be resumed at the 


At the conclusion of the routine 


conclusion of the routine morning business on Monday. Reports of sia 


committees are still in order. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report, by instruction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, an amendment intended to be proposed to the Army ap- 
propriation bill. I understand that the bill has been reported this 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Army appropriation bill was 
reported this morning, and the Senator from Iowa gave notice that he 
would call it up for consideration at 4 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the proposed amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations without printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3237) making an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a light-ship, to be provided with fog-signal 
apparatus, outside of the bar of the Columbia River on the Pacific 
coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3238) granting a pension to Sarah 
Vantine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 2952) 
for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and 
used by the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims, 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, known as the Bow- 
man act; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. PADDOCK submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. MITCHELL submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLQUITT and Mr. GORMAN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River, ‘reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. JAMES H. BLOUNT, 


ing the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
amendments numbered 2 to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield; Ala.; and 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney, Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee, 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands adapted to agri- 

culture, to protect the forests on the public domain, and for other pur- 
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Washing- 


ton; 
A bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 
A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson; 
A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Ann Verneuil; 
A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knig ht; 
A bili fe 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 
A bill (S. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi- 


rs; 
A bill (S. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennes- 
see, or the south fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateyille, 
Ky.; 
A bill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 
A bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 
A bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to 
secure greater safety for life and property at sea; 
A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; 
a bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 
A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh; 
A bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia Hillyer; 
A bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker; 
A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 
A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; 
A bill (S. 2331) granting a pension to Mary J. McGregor; 
A bill (S. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges 
across the Snake River and across the Clearwater River by the Oregon 
Railway and Navigation Company; 
A bill (H. R. 475) to place the name of Rev. Stephen M. Collis on 
the muster-roll of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain thereof; 
A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head; 
A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott; 
A bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the Reform School tor Girls of the 
District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 1451) for the completion of a public building at Wich- 


, Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, widow 
of James Woodrum, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain 
persons employed in the service of the United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the questions at 
issue between the District of Columbia and Sathuel Strong. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no furthermorning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
what is known as the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate resume the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, 

oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, after line 834, the Committee on 
Commerce report to insert: 

Improving Yadkin River, North Carolina, $19,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on ng to the amendment, the roll-call will proceed. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name wasealled). Iam paired generally with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], but I understood yesterday 
from the chairman of the Committee on Commerce that the Senator 
from Illinois, who is a member of that committee, would vote ‘‘ yea ” 
on this amendment. I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware will be 
recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr, HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Htscock], and therefore shall not vote. 

‘Mr. MANDERSON (when his name wascalled). I understand that 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom I am paired, 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this proposition. I therefore vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] the last time he was here, and I 
suppose he may consider that I am so paired now. I therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam assured by friends that the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here. I there- 
fore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—37. . 
Beck, Eva Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Paar, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, i 
Blair, e, Kenna, 
Bowen, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Bro Gorman, Mitchell, Tu 
Butler, Gray, , organ, Vance, 
3 le, Vest. 
Hampton, Payne, 
Coke, wiley, ugh, 
oar, 
NAYS—8. 
Allison. Chandler, Edmunds, Platt, 
Bate, Da’ b George, Reagan. 
ABSENT—31, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Morrill Spooner, 
Blackburn, Eustis, s Stanford, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Stock: 
Cameron, arris, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Cockre! Hearst, Quay, althall, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Jonesof Nevada, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, McPherson, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RANSOM. I designed to submit a statement in reference to the 
amendment just passed, but the commencement of the roll-call anti- 
cipated me. I beg leave to have put in the RECORD the local engineer’s 
report on this improvement and the recommendation and estimates of 
the Chief Engineer of the United States, as taken from the report of the 
Secretary of War for 1887. I will also put in the RECORD the prelim- 
inary survey of the Yadkin River ‘‘ from the South Carolina line to the 
Narrows,” made by the local engineer upon a part of the river entirely 
distinct and separate from that part which is under improvement, so 
that there may be no confusion in reference to the two subjects, and 
that the impression produced by the preliminary survey of one section 
of the river may not prejudice the improvement which has been going 
on for nine years upon another part of the river, and for which the 
local and Chief Engineers have made their recommendation and esti- 


mates. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will indicate in the vol- 
ume the portion he desires to have incorporated, and it will be done. 
The extracts referred to are as follows: 


11. Yadkin River, North Carolina (in charge of Capt. F. A. Hinman, Corps 
of ee Iae an3 August 11, 1835): This river has a total length of about 200 
miles and a inage area of 4.320 square miles. Its middle extending 
from the railroad bri near Salisbury, 644 miles upward to the foot of Bean 
Shoal, is the only portion so far under improvement by the General Govern- 
ment, In this portionof the Yadkin River, prior to improvement in 1880, nav- 
igation was completely obstructed by rock ledges, fish and mill dams, and nu- 
merous shoals, with a greatest depth of 1 foot at ordinary low water on some 
of its shoalsand ledgés. 

The original project of 1879 proposed for $82,000 to secure a 2.5 to 3 foot steam- 
boat navigation during the entire year over the 64} miles above the Salisbury 
railroad bridge. For various reasons, as detailed by the officer in charge, the 
estimates for the final cost of the work necessary to give the desired depth over 
the entire 64; miles and during only mean winter stages of water (two-thirds of 
the year) are now placed by him at $400,000. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, no work was done before October, 
1886, on account of lack of funds, After that time $8,650, including outstanding 
liabilities, was spent in thoroughly repairing the plant, in removing the rock and 
sand from the channel, in building jetties, in carefully surveying various ledges 
and dams, in caring for the property. and in office work. All work of clearing 
the river channel was prevented before June, 1887, by high water. 

Up to June 30, 1887, a total of $77,265.90 has been spent in all upon this im- 
provement in securing a good for flat-boats (and only an indifferent 


' 


channel for steam-boats) of 40 to 70 feet width and from 2 to 2} feet depth dur- 
ing mean winter stages of water (eight months of the year) from the Salisbury 
Railroad bridge 21 miles upwards to above Swicegood’s mill. No river com- 
merce has yet been , and none is expected until the improvement 
reaches Bailey’s Ferry, 35 miles above the Salisbury Railroad bridge. 


July 1, 1885, amount available.............. MAr E TA EAR A S) 
Amount appropriated by act approved August 5, 1896....... 10, 000. 00 
i $ 18, 384, 10 
July 1, 1887, amount expended during fiscal year, exclusive. 
of liabiliti ae $7, 338. 83 
July 1, 1887, outstanding | abiliti ww. 1,811.17 
— 8,650.00 
July 1, 1887, amount available,....... .....:.sescosescesaccersesess a APE AD easobsove . 9,734.10 


e D i 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project......... 313,000.00 
Amount that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 
WO EBON RAP E AN EA EEE M E ES RN EA e AS A NR sents 10, 000. 00 
Submitted in compliance with requirements of section 2 of river and harbor 
acts of 1866 and 1867. 
(See fy manag M 11, Volume I, part 1, page 133, Report of Chief of Engineers 
United tes Army for 1887.) 


[House Executive Document No. 58, Fiftieth Congress, first session, page 82.] 


EXAMINATION OF YADKIN RIVER, FROM SOUTH CAROLINA LINE TO THE NAR- 
LOWS, NORTH CAROLINA, 
Wuaserox, N. C., December 15, 1887. 

Sre: I have the honor to submit herewith a final report u theexamination 
of the Yadkin River, North Carolina, from the South Carolina line to the Nar- 
rows, assigned to me by river and harbor act of August 5, 1885, and letters from 
your office dated September 27, October 4, and October 23, 1836, 

Upon the 4th February, 1887, I submitted a preliminary report upon this ex- 
amination, in which I stated the general features of the river, the estimated cost 
of its improvement, and the necessities of neighboring communities, and my 
opinion as to the probable advantages of the improvement of the river, as based 
eta ırevious reports and upon information obtained from persons livingalong 


ver. 

Since the date of this preliminary report I have examined the river in person, 
in a small row-boat, over the entire length above ed, and ata time when 
the water was at nearly its lowest stage. The middle portion of this river, from 
the Grassy Shoals upward 16 miles, was found to be com ively level. 
and in itself could be easily made navigable at low water for ts drawing i 
feet; but there would be no way of connecting this navigation to other naviga- 
ble parts of the river below, or even to nearest railroad, except at a cost to-day 
out of proponon to the resulting benefits. The rest of this river, the general 
features of the whole river, the cost of its improvement, and the statistics of 
commerce were found to be practically as already described in the preliminary 
ig ag to which you are referred for fuller details. 

n my opinion this river basin isowe of considerable water-powerand of great 
agricultural wealth, but at the same time one which is at present best adapted 
to development by the construction of a railroad up its valley, instead of by the 
improvement of its water ways. Moreover, the people along the river appear 
anxious to have an o; passage cut through the pap Taking more to 
allow fish to ascend the river than to facilitate the river commerce. 

Since making the above-described examination, I have visited other rivers of 
ana er upon which there already exists a more or less successful pole- 

t nav: jon, ` 

Asa result of all these examinations, I am now of the opinion that the stee 
descent of the Yadkin River, its comparatively small volume of water at ordi- 
nary st: and its large extent of rocky bottom render any extended naviga- 
tion of this river impracticable except by the aid of locks and dams and the ex- 
tensive removal of rocks between these dams; that the cost of any such im- 
proved navigation (even for rafts and barges) is here altogether too (see 
hearer report), in comparison with the advantages to be derived there- 
rom, until the mineral resources of the river basin are much more fully de- 
veloped than at present; and that under these circumstances this river, within 
the limits of the prescribed examination, is not to-day worthy of improvement 
by oe General He kta Dan t . 

ery respectfully, your o t servan 
WM. H. BIXBY, 


Caplatn of Engineers. 
The Curer or Enxorverrs, U. S. A. 
CONDITION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the indulgence of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] for justamoment. I have requested the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON] to make a state- 
ment to the Senate in regard to the present condition of the appropria- 
tion bills, and it will occupy I suppose only a very few moments. I 
should like it to go into the RECORD for the information of the Senate” 
and thecountry. If the Senator from Maine will indulge me just for 
one moment I will ask the Senator from Iowa to make a statement in 
regard to the present condition of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can state ina moment the exact condition of 
these bills. The West Point appropriation, bill, the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and the pension appropriation bill have passed both Honses, 
and I believe have been signed by the President, making three of the 
regular bills which are completed. Theagricultural appropriation bill 
passed the Senate on the 14th of June, and since that time has not 
been heard from. I think itis in the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives. The diplomatic and consular appropri- 
ation bill isin conference. The District of Columbia appropriation 
bill is also in conference. The legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill passed the Senate the day before yesterday; it will be 
reported back to the House of Representatives to-day, and I presume 
can be passed finally within the next two or three days. The Post- 
Office appropriation bill passed the Senate on the 14th of June, and 
has not since been heard from. The Army appropriation bill was re- 
ported this morning, and I hope to have it passed during the day. 
The sundry civil bill came to the Senate day before yesterday. Of 
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course it will be impossible to consider and pass that bill before the 
30th of June., So of the Naval appropriation bill, which came to the 
Senate on Monday last; it will be impossible to complete that bill be- 
fore the Ist of July. The fortification bill has not yet been reported 
in the House of Representatives, nor has the general deficiency bill; 
so that it will be necessary to pass a joint resolution either on Friday 
or Saturday to extend the appropriations forthe current year a certain 
number of days. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 


purposes. 
OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. z 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLI- 
SON, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. COLQUITT, and Mr. BERRY members on 
the part of the Senate of the committee of Congress authorized by the 
act approved May 28, 1888, to attend the Centennial Exposition of the 
Ohio Valley and Central States to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7901) to secure to actual settlers the public lands 
adapted to agriculture, to protect the forests on the public domain, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 


ar and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed 


Mr. BUTLER. Before proceeding with the reading of the bill, I 
beg to call the attention of the chairman of the committee toa mistake 
in the amendment which was adopted yesterday in regard to Winyaw 
Bay. The amendment refers to the report of Captain Bixby of Octo- 
ber 26, 1884. Iam informed this marning from the War Department 
that the date should have been January 31, 1885. It isa mere mistake 
of date. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may be 


made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 375, strike out ‘‘ October 26, 1884,” and 
insert ‘‘ January 31, 1885;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to apponi a board of three 
engineer officers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to examine 
into the e: iency of opro ne oyan Bay, South lina, upon-the plan 
submitted by Capt. William H. Bixby, United States Army Engineers, under 
date of January 31, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be made, if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 841, after 
“South Carolina,” to strike out ‘‘Continuing’’ and insert ‘‘To com- 
plete;” and in line 842, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 

‘three’ and insert ‘‘eight;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Salkehatchee River, South Carolina: To complete improvement, 


"The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 845, after the word “‘dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out: : 


Of which as much as may be necessay is hereby authorized to be expendedin 
acquiring, by purchase or condemnation, the right of way for cut-offs along 
he plan and recommendation of the engineer in charge. 


said river, pursuant to t 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $24,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after ‘‘South Carolina,” at 
the end of line 850, to insert ‘“‘ to Waccamaw Lake, North Carolina; ” 
and in line 852, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the ciause read: 

Improving Waccamaw River, North and South Carolina, to Waccamaw Lake, 
North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad if the chairman of the com- 
mittee would favor me with some explanation of the reason of the 
committee in striking out $15,000 and inserting $10,000. In the esti- 
mate made for this work, as I now remember, it was stated that $48,000 
could be advantageously ded during the fiscal year. The amount 
appropriated has been cut down by the committee from $15,000 to 
$10,000. In the absence of any explanation, I shall move to non-con- 
cur in the amendment. In fact, I may as well make a motion that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question properly to be sub- 
mitted is upon agreeing to the amendment of the committee, and a 
negative vote will leave the appropriation to stand as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust that will be done and that the amendment 
of the committee will be rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 

ore FRYE. I think I mustask fora yea-and-nay vote on the amend- 
men 

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted the Senator to explain why that was done. 
I am quite willing to acquiesce if there is sufficient reason for it. 

Mr. FRYE. We increased two or three items in South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain debate 
when the absence of a quorum has been disclosed. There were but 21 
votes on a division of the Senate. It is the duty of the Chair to have 
the roll called; but the Senator from Maine can ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not ask for a further count, and I do-not 
anybody else will. 

. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to intro- 
duce a bill for reference? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive it while 
no quorum is present. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall not demand the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. I can not afford to stop the bill for this little item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A division has resulted in the dis- 
closure of a want of a quorum. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is evidently a quorum in the Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the vote be taken over again. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the chairman of the 
committee may make some explanation of the amendment. I am not 
disposed to be factious about it, and yet I can not understand why that 
particular river should have been selected for a reduction when the ap- 
propriations made by the House for others were increased. If there is 
any reasonable explanation about it, I am quite willing to acquiesce in 
the report of the committee. Iask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ator from Maine may be allowed to explain the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro témpore. Less than a quorum of the Senate 
can not give unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that the demand for a division has 
been withdrawn. I think we had better have a quorum, anyhow. 
Let us have the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal upon the 
question of agreeing to the amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

: Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the Senator from Maine will be 
in order. 

Mr. FRYE. The rule adopted generally by the House committee 
was to appropriate to rivers that were entitled to improvement, in their 
judgment, from 44 to 50 per cent. of the amount which the Chief En- 
gineer determined could be profitably expended for the year. Of course 
the committee were compelled to vary that in im t cases. But 
the amount in this case which it was determined by the Chief Engineer 
could be profitably expended was only $18,000. One-half of that is 
$9,000. The Senate committee could see no earthly reason why the 
House committee dropped their rule in the case of this river and made 
the appropriation $15,000 instead of $9,000, and therefore, comin; 
nearer to the rule than the other House, it appropriated $10,000, whi 
is a little more than one-half the amount recommended by the Chief 
of Engineers. 

Mr. BUTLER. The explanation of the chairman of the committee 
is entirely satisfactory tome. Iwas not informed as to those facts. 
The information that I had was that the amount which could be profit- 
ably expended was $48,000, and I was not aware of it until this morn- 
ing from the last report of the War Department I ascertained that 
$18,000 was the amount specified. I think the committee have pro- 
vided amply for the river, and I withdraw the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws the demand for the yeas and nays, and, the Chair having 
ascertained that a quorum is present, the question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in sectien 1, line 854, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out “' three ’’ and insert “‘ five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: - 


Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 856, to add to the clause 


su 
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appropriating $12,000 for ‘improving Wateree River, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement,” the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of said ng Te BE shall be expended until the Wil- 
mington, Columbia and Augusta Railroad vomepanys and the Camden branch 
of the South Carolina Railroad Company shall have built suitable draw-spans 
in their bridges over said river, to be approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 863, to add to the clause 
appropriating $7,500 for ‘‘ improving Congaree River, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement,” the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of said Arg we gtawr ng shall be expended until the South 
Carolina Railroad Company sh: ve built a suitable draw-span in its bridge 
over said river, to be approved by the Secretary of War. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 885, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert ‘‘seven;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘ thousand” to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $7,500, 


Mr. BROWN. I hope that amendment will not beadopted. I sim- 
ply want to submit a short statement of facts to the committee. I do 
not want to make any issue with them, but there were important facts 
that they did not have before them I am quite sure, when the House 
appropriation of $15,000 was.cut down. 

The Ocmulgee River is one branch of the Altamaha. The Oconee 
is the other branch. They form a junction near Lumber City, in 
Georgia, forming the Altamaha. The Ocmulgee is the southern branch 
of the stream, ‘There is a railroad, which has been constructed within 
the last two years, and completed to the Ocmulgee River within the 
last two or three months, 110 miles along through the Southwest 
Georgia pine and cotton country, that now has its depot upon the bank 
of the Ocmulgee at the town of Abbeville. 

This opens a regular line of railroad and water communication from 
the southwestern part of Georgia to Brunswick, which is much shorter 
than any other one of the lines. The line is now established and has 
prorating rates with the other railroads. 

At the time the engineer made the estimate of $15,000 for the Oc- 
mulgee that road was not completed to Abbeville. It hasonly reached 
there within the last six weeks or two months, as I am informed. 

The river has been an important river, and was so regarded by the 
State of Georgia prior to the war. The State, as will be seen by the 
report of the committee, has expended out of her own treasury $60,000 
for the improvement of this river. The United States Government 
took charge of the matter after the war, and has made considerable ex- 
penditure. Iam informed by Judge Crisp, who represents this meas- 
ure in the House of Representatives, as it is in his district, that the 
amount which is now estimated for would be entirely inadequate, that 
there are five river steamers being now constructed to run upon that 
line, and that two have been wrecked on account of the bad condition 
of the river in the last year. It is therefore no sham line, and it is no 
very smallriver. The completion of the railroad to the river connect- 
ing Southwestern Georgia, as I have already stated, makes it really one 
of the most important connections in Georgia. The amountof $15,000 
which was put in the bill by the House of Representatives was put 
there with an understanding of these facts, and I think in all candor 
it ought to be permitted to remain. 

To cut it down $7,500 now, leaving only $7,500 of the $15,000, would 
leave the appropriation entirely inadequate to do what is very neces- 
sary to be done to encourage a rapidly growing line, and one that is 
going to be very important to commerce. I appeal to the committee 
to make no objection to voting down the amendment proposed by them. 

In case of the other river I mentioned, the Oconee, the committee 
also make a reduction, but I make no point on that. 

Mr. FRYE. Istated when I was up before that the committee had 
generally a rule which was 50 per cent. of the amount recommended 
for expenditure, but that they violated the rule in exceptional cases, 
and in the State of Georgia they have violated it by giving at least 
$110,000 additional to Savannah. Therefore it is but fair that the 
State of Georgia shall be held to the rule so far as the other rivers are 
concerned, and this is just one-half of the amount which the Chief En- 
gineer said could be profitably expended. 

Mr. BROWN. In that connection I will say that the estimate on the 
old project for Savannah Harbor was $180,000, and the estimate on the 
new was $200,000. So Ido not think it can be said that there was a 
great addition to Savannah. Savannah certainly does not get as much 
in proportion to her commercial importance as someothercities. Still 
I have no complaint of the committee on that account. I only make 
the appeal to the Senate in view of the facts I have stated in regard to 
the Ocmulgee, = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 887, before the word 


“thousand,” to strike out “twelve” and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ after the word 
“ thousand ” to strike out ‘‘five hundred;’’ and in line 889, before 
the word ‘‘railroad,’’ to insert ‘‘ Georgia;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Im N : vement, $10,000; r- 
dion BE Whisk may be expended’on maid river between Skull AOAIE ADA iha 
Georgia Railroad bridge. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 895, to insert: 

‘That the sum of $4,633.77 is hereby appropriated for completing the existing 
proe at Romerly Marsh, in the State of Georgia, to be paid to the contractors 

or completing the job. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 903, after the word 
tt Florida,” to strike out ‘‘ Continuing ’’ and insert ‘‘To complete; ”’ 
in line 904, after the word ‘‘ improvement,” to insert ‘‘ of upper river,” 
and in the same line, before the word ‘‘thousand,’”’ to strike out 
“í four” and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Caloosahatchie River, Florida: To complete improvement of up- 
per river, $10,000. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I would like to insert after the word ‘‘ river,’ in line 
904, the words ‘‘ including the lower river bar, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War.’ This does not vary the amount allowed, but al- 
lows the Engineer Department to have a discretion in expending a part 
of the $10,000 on the lower river. There has been an estimate and a 
survey, and it may be important that some portion of the money should 
be expended there. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee examined that with some little care, 
and thought it was a great deal better to complete the improvement 
of the upper river. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator that it would be better to al- 
low the Secretary of War and the Engineer Department who expend 
the money to have some discretion in its use. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Florida ought to be satisfied with 
the item. The appropriation came from the House $4,000 for that 
whole river. The committee examined the matter and found that a 
portion of the river could be completed for $10,000, and they increased 
the appropriation to $10,000 to complete it; and the Senator from Flor- 
ida ought to be content. j 

Mr. CALL. Ido not quarrel with the amendment as to the amount; 
but I think I am right in suggesting thatthe discretion of the Secretary 
of War and the Engineer Bureau in expending the money should not 
be interfered with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to go back to line 896. I ask the Senator from 
Georgia if ‘‘ Romerly Marsh ” is the correct name? 

Mr. BROWN. Itis correct. 

Mr. FRYE. At the end of the clause the phrase ‘‘ for completing 
the job”? occurs. I do not exactly like that language. I ask unani- 
mous consent to strike out the word ‘‘job’’ and insert ‘‘ improve- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be agreed to, if there be 
no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 914, after the word 
“improving,” to strike out ‘‘channel over the bar at the mouth of;’’ 
in line 915, after the word ‘‘Florida,’’ to insert ‘‘from Jacksonville to 
the ocean,” and in the same line to strike out ‘continuing improve- 
ment;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving St. John’s River, Florida, from Jacksonviile to the ocean, $150,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to allow an amendment of 
the ae beginning in line 910, by adding at the end of the clause the 
words: 

Including Holmes River to the town of Vernon. 

So that it will read: 

Improving La G Bayou, Florida: To complete, $3,000; including Holmes “ 
River to the town of Vernon. 

Steamers bring the produce of that section of country to La Grange, 
and this money should be left in the discretion of the Secretary of War 
to improve the continuation of the bayou. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator inform me whether or not the $3,000 
will complete the work as provided for here? 

Mr. CALL. I can not sayin regard to that. You might strike out 
the words ‘‘to complete.” The appropriation has been made in small 
sums for several years, and a very good purpose has been served. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the amendment allowing the 
words ‘‘To complete” to stand. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Florida send 


his proposed amendment to the desk, or repeat it so that it may be 

heard at the desk and taken down? À 
Mr. CALL. I will send the amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The amendment will be stated. - 
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The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to add, at the end 
of line 911, the words: 

Including Holmes River to the town of Vernon, 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving La Grange Bayou, Florida: To complete, $3,000; including Holmes 
River to the town of Vernon, 

Mr. VEST. Is that connected with La Grange Bayou? 

Mr. FRYE. The itemstands ‘‘To complete,” the Soaniae from Mis- 
souri will notice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 931, before the word 
tt thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred ” and insert ‘fifty; so as 
to make the ‘clause read: 

Prove roving Black Warrior ay Alabama, from Tuscaloosa to Daniel’s Creek : 

mtinuing improvement, $50, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 936 and 937 of section 
1, as follows: 

1 ld Tombigbee River, Alabama, fron® Walker's Bridge to Fulton, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 939, after the word ‘‘ Vi- 
enna,” to strike out ‘‘ Continuing” and insert ‘* To complete;’’ before 
the word ‘*thousand,’’ in line 940, to strike out ‘“‘six’’ and insert 
‘twelve; and after ‘‘ thousand ” to strike out ‘* five hundred;’’ soas 
to make the clause read: 

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama, from Falton to Vienna: To complete 
improvement, $12,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 942, before the word 
improvement,’’ to strike out “*‘ Continuing” and insert ‘‘To com- 
plete;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama, below Vienna: Tocomplete improve- 
ment, $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 967 and 968 of section 
1, as tollows: 

Improving Yallabusha Riyer, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was tp strike out lines 973 and 974 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving Cassity Bayou, Mississippi, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 975 to line 977, inclusive, as follows: 

Ply pe bey Sa River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000, of which 
$2,500 may used in improving Bayou Manchac, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 980 and 981 of section 
1, as tollows: 

improving ee Bartholomew, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing im- 


provement, 
Mr. GIBSON. In this item only $5,000 is asked for Bayou Barthol- 


omew. I find, on examination of the report of the engineer, that— 

This stream is a tributary of Ouachita River. It rises in Southeastern Arkan- 
sas, within a few miles of Pine Bluff, on the Arkansas River, and following an 
exceedingly tortuous course, flows’ at first nearly parallel to the Arkansas 
River, at a distance varying from 15 to 30 miles, then parallel to the Mississippi 
at about the same average distance, and after entering Louisiana diverges to the 
southwest and flows into the Ouachita River opposite Ouachita City. 

The improvement was begun in 1481 and consisted in the removal of 
snags, overhanging timber, etc., obstructing navigation between Baxter, Ark., 
and the mouth, a distance estimated at 213 miles. In all $23,000 have been ap- 
propriated, and up to June 90, $21,116.55 had been expended. It is estimated 
that $6,500 will copas the projected work. The expenditure already made 
bas resulted in p ng the bayou in good navigable condition during high and 
medium stages of water from its mouth up to Point Pleasant, La., a distance of 
50 miles. 

During the past year three steam-boats, drawing from 3 to 5 feet, were run- 
ning regularly upon the river for tive months, and the commerce was valued at 

Ud, 

I think a good case is made for the retention of this item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. The last report says: 

The estimated cost was given at $26,962, but this estimate was based upon a 
plan of operations for twelve months, or two consecutive seasons’ work, whereas, 
owing to the small amounts appropriated, operations have now extended over 
six years. For this reason the cost of the work will be increased, as new ob- 
structions are continually forming, and after the work is thoroughly completed 
these will require removal from time totime; hence no estimate for permanent 
improvement is given. 


This is one of those places—there are several of these bayous in Lou- 
isiana—where the engineers report that it is impossible to make any 

anent improvement. 

Mr. GIBSON, An improvement can be made with a very small ex- 
penditure and kept in running order. 
the chairman of the committee himself. The engineer says here: 

It is estimated that $6,500 will complete the projected work. 


I have read from the report of | pro 


The work has been going on for some time, and it ought to be con- 
tinued. i 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana will be ATE I know something from personal 
observation of Bayou Bartholomew. It drains a very rich country, 
but the current is exceedingly sluggish in the spring. It has a deep, 
narrow channel, and in a narrow stream there is considerable difficulty 
in navigation on account of overhanging timber. Much of the im- 
provement has been in clearing the overhanging timber away and get- 
ting out snags and timber that has fallen into the current. 

The character of the work done must necessarily, with the limited 
appropriations, be merely getting timber out of the channel and get- 
ting the overhanging timber off the banks of the stream. The work 
that has been done has improved the navigation of that stream very 
much, and I hope it will be continued. I regard the money expended 
there as of as much value as on many others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment proposed by the committee, to strike out lines 980 and 981. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 982 and 983 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 


Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike orft lines 986 and 987 of section 
1, as follows: 

Improving Bayou Terre Bonne, Louisiana: To complete, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 
in line 996, to strike out ‘‘sixty-five’’ and insert “ fifty-five;’”? and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,’”’ to strike out: 

Of which $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be used upon Cy- 


ress Bayou and the lakes between Shreveport, La., and Jefferson, Tex.; and 
,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, upon Bayou t. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continutig improvement 
from Fulton, Ark., to Atchafalaya River, including completing the work at 
Alexandria, $55, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the item on page 
42, ending in line 1005, ‘‘for improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, 
Lonisiana.”? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the chairman that if the re- 
port of the committee is right the words ‘‘Arkansas and ” should be 

| inserted before *‘ Louisiana,” for the reason that the Ouachita and Black 
| Rivers proposed to be improved in this clause begin in Arkansas, and 

| 60 or 70 miles of the length of river proposed to be treated, as I under- 
stand, are in the State of Arkansas. I think, to carry out the purpose, 
these words should be inserted. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator knows that to be the fact, I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment he suggests. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed is in line 
1001, after the word ‘‘rivers,’’ to insert ‘‘Arkansasand;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Ouachita and Black Rivers, Arkansas and Louisiana, cte. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 1006 and 1007 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 


improving Tickfaw Ama and its navigable tributaries, Louisiana: Continu- 
ing improvement, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 1008 and 1009 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 

Improving Little River, Louisiana, $2,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. -` 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1012 to 
line 1014 of section 1, inclusive, as follows: 
Ryo. gee osag ARONO rior i or Lege 7 aor Continuing improvement 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was to strike out from line 1021 to line 1025 of 
section 1, inclusive, as follows: 

A Ctesby, Corps of Engineers; dated Jane oped the rot of Lout O; 
dredging to secure low-water navigation, 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to amend the clause proposed to be stricken 
out by making it read: 


-Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: For dredge-boats and dredging to 


secure low-water navigation, $25,000. 
I think the chairman of the committee will accept that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. (The Senator will please send the 
posed amendment to the desk. 
Mr. GIBSON. I send the amendment to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out lines 1021 to 1025, 
inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof: 

Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: For dredge-boats and dredging to 
secure low-water navigation, $25,000, 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the committee to accept that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out the clause as amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1030, after the words 
“improving Arkansas River, Arkansas,” to strike ont “‘continuing 
improvement” and insert ‘‘ for the removal of obstructions, bars, and 
shoals, operating snag-boat, repairing snag-boat Wichita, and general 
improvements to the navigation of theriver, to be expended in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope that the committee will not insist 
on striking out the words in lines 1030 and 1031, ‘‘ Continuing improve- 
ment,” nor on striking out the words from line 1043 down to line 1063. 

"The amendment of the committee, beginning on line 1031 and down 
to line 1043, I think, is exactly right; but I believe that the words al- 
ready in the clanse limiting the appropriation and the purpose the com- 
mittee had in view in making the appropriation will be more definite 
and certain by the clause remaining in that shape. : 

The members of the committee well know the various reports recom- 
mending the improvement of the Arkansas River and that the one they 
propose to follow provides for locks and dams in certain places, The 
other genera! plan is one_providing for dikes and dams in the narrower 
channels. The language stricken out by the committee limits the ap- 

ropriation to exactly the purpose the eommittee have in view in the 

anyuage they propose to insert. I think the clause would be in better 
shape with the language that they bave inserted in it than it wonld be 
if the House clause was taken as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator kindly repeat his proposed amend- 
ment? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I propose to leave the clause standing, 
not striking out any part of the item as it came from the other House, 
but adopting the proposed amendment of the committee so far as the 
insertion of words is concerned. I think we should insert the words 
the committee recommend to be inserted, and not strike out the lan- 
guage coming from the House, as they propose in their motion to strike 
out. For instance, I think the clause should read, in regard to the 
Arkansas River: 
oe improvement: For the removal of obstructions, bars, and shoals, 


And then should proceed: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War shall expend the appropriation under 
this head with reference to the final improvement of this river as contemplated 
in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the ending July 1, 1885, and as 
authorized in the act for the improvement of rivers and harbors approved An- 
gust 5, 1886, and in House Executive Document No. 90, Forty-ninth Con; e 

session; said methods to be applied, as the Secretary of War may direct. 
at such points between Wichita, Kans., and the navigable mouth of the Arkan- 
sas Kiver,at its junction with the Mississippi River,as he may deem for the 
best interest of commerce, 


The only objection I can see to that language is that it allows the 
Secretary of War the discretion, if he chooses to do so, to permit a por- 
tion of this money to be used on the part of the river from Arkansas 
City down. The report of the engineer is that the river from Wichita, 
Kans., to Arkansas City is not feasible of improvement; that in the 
present requirements of commerce there is no necessity for any expendi- 
ture being made on that part of the river, because it is not worthy of 
improvement at present; but he does recommend an improvement from 
Arkansas City to the mouth of the river; and in the old report, under 
which this very plan of improvement has been suggested, the method 
of narrowing the channel in certain places, the manner of building up 
dams in a cheap and efficient way, is proposed, which has been tried on 
the river a number of times. It seems to me to be the part of wisdom 

| that the present appropriation shall be limited to the old plan, and that 
it shall be followed out, and that there shall be no doubt left as to the 
intention of Congress in making this appropriation. The engineer ear- 
nestly recommends that there l bea uniform purpose, and that the 
appropriation as made in the last bill shall be carried out under this. 
As the motion to strike ont and insert is not divisible by the rules 
of the Senate, I understand the difficulty I have to deal with, and I 
| appeal to the chairman of the committee to agree that this clause shall 
pee putin this shape. There may be no great harm done in allowing 
the recommendation of the committee to be carried out exactly as it is 
‘made; but it would be safer and this appropriation would be more 
clearly and distinctly limited to the purpose the committee have in 
view if the language proposed to be inserted by the committee be in- 
serted and the language recommended by the House committee be al- 
| lowed to remain in the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion tostrike out and insert 
may be considered divisible by unanimous consent. 

, „_ Mr. FRYE. I do not feel at liberty to give assent to any change in 
\thia item. The committee spent a great deal of time over this item; 


they devoted a good deal of attention to the provisions of it, and the 
Senator from Arkansas was present and discussed with the committee 
its provisions, and they finally settled upon the language contained here. 
I believe it carries out fully and completely the intention of the com- 
mittee and prevents any adoption of a plan which in the opinion of the 
committee is altogether too extravagant for this river. The river is an 
important one. The committee recognize that fact. Its commerce is 
large. But there is one plan proposed which is excessive and extrava- 
gant, and the committee determined that under no circumstances could 
it be committed toit. Itseems tome that the language used here, that 
was adopted after long discussion and with great care, carries out com- 
pletely the purpose the committee had in view. Therefore I shall be 
obliged to object to the Senator's suggestion. 

Mr. COKE. When this matter was under consideration the Senator 
from Arkansas was freely consulted, as I understood, and the provision 
as placed in the bill by the committee he agreed was right. I know 
he was there, and my understanding was that he consented to the 
amendment agreed to by the committee as a reasonable and satisfac- 
tory conclusion. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas, The Senator from Maine and the Sena- 
tor from Texas do not seem to understand the point I made. I was 
before the Committee on Commerce and stated to them what my views 
werc about this clause as they originally framed it in the first draught 
of the bill the committee broughtinto the Senate. I called their atten-' 
tion to the fact that they were compelling the improvement of the Ar- 
kansas River, under a report of the Board of Engineers, from Wichita, 
Kans., to its mouth, of March 16, 1888; that they did not intend that 
purpose, and that the reference to the report by its date had committed 
the committee toa plan of improvement which they did not intend. 
After I had made my statement the chairman of the committee said, 
and the members of the committee who were present agreed, that they 
were satisfied with my purpose, and I heard no more from the com- 
mittee. Iwas not present at any of the committee conferences; I heard 
no discussion among the members of the committee about the effect of 
this clause. 

Now the purpose I have in view is this: I agree with the Senator 
from Maine that this clause as it is framed prevents the taking up of 
the plan to which I have just referred and which is in terms excluded 
by the language of the committee’s report; but it does not go quite far 
enough. I think that the committee ought to be prepared to follow 
the plan which has been heretofore recommended, which has been here- 
tofore adopted, and upon which the appropriations that have been made 
prior to this time have been expended. 

There is a declaration in the clause, if it shall be passed as the com- 
mittee recommend it, that it will not follow the recommendation made 
by the board of the date mentioned, which would be enormously ex- 
pensive; butit does not at the same time say that it will adhere to the 
old plan and continue the improvement on the plan that has been 
adopted heretofore. Ofcourse I take it for granted the Secretary of 
War will in all probability take this view of it, that Congress having 
declared it will not accept the new plan he should follow the old plan; 
but I submit to the chairman of the committee that it would be well 
tosay in exact words that you expect this appropriation to be expended ~ 
in the line that appropriations made heretofore have been expended 
and there shall be no change from the plan as recommended by the 
Engineer Department and adopted by the House committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwas before the committee and had a conversation 
with the chairman and other members, and I agree with my colleague 
that the object to be accomplished will be best attained by keeping in 
the language reported and also retaining the House language. 

I understand the purpose of the committee was to prevent the Gov- 
ernment being committed to the new plan. The amendment proposed 
by the committee does exclude that plan; but my colleague thinks 
it goes farther than that, and might possibly be construed to exclude 
another plan and one which we all agreed, as I thought, the committee 
as well as all the rest, should be adopted. My colleague, who had 
something to do with preparing the words of the bill as it came from 
the other House, said that the purpose was to exclude the plan to 
which the Senator from Maine has alluded, and simply give force to’ 
the other plan which has been already pursued. 

Mr. FRYE. I am entirely willing to restore the words ‘‘continu- 
ing improvement,” in lines 1030 and 1031, but I can not see why the 
clause as reported does not do everything that the two Senators desire: 

For the removal of obstructions, bars, and shoals, operating snag-boat, repair- 
ing snag-boat Wichita, and general improvements tothe navigation of the river, 
to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

I do not see the least difficulty in this language allowing the Secre- 
tary of War to continue the improvement that he has been making 
heretofore. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Restoring the words ‘‘ continuing im- 
provement,” I think, will go very far to indicate to the Secretary of 
War that the old plan shall be pursued. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam willing that those words shall remain. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That almost meets my idea, but I be- 
herea dipol declaration that the old plan shall be pursued would be 
sti tter. 
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Mr. VEST. My construction of this amendment is that the matter 
shall be left entirely to the discretion of the Engineer Bureau. It is 
not proposed to commit them to any plan. The distinct understand- 
ing, as I recollect, was that the Engineer Bureau should go on with 
the improvement of the river according to the plan that they might 
see fit to adopt. The language here can admit of no other construc- 
tion; it is for continuing the improvement of the river, and we did not 
propose to commit ourselves to the old plan or the new. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that by unan- 
imous consent the words, ‘‘ Continuing improvement,” in lines 1030 and 
1031 are to remain in the bill. The question then recurs upon agree- 
ing to the further amendment proposed by the committee,,to insert the 
words printed in italics from line 1031 to line 1035, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Afterthe words ‘‘ Continuing improvement,” in 
line 1031, on page 43, the Committee on Commerce propose to insert: 

For the removal of obstructions, bars, and shoals, operating snag-boat, 
ee Wichita, and general improvements to the aviation of the 
to be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in the same 
clause, line 1035, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “fifty ” 
and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

To be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War, $175,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” at the end of line 1035, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the Secretary of War 
to enter upon the project of improvement of said river asset forth in the report 
of the Board of E eers on improvement of the Arkansas River from Whicita, 
Kans., to its mouth, dated New York City, March 16, 1888, and contained in 
House Executive Document No, 234, first session, Fiftieth Congress. 


The amendment was to. 
‘The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word ‘* Con- 
gress,’’ in line 1043, to strike out: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War shall expend the appropriation under 
this head with reference to the final improvement of this riveras contemplated 
in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the year ending July 1, 1885, and as 
authorized in the act for the improvement of rivers and harbors, approved Au- 

5, 1886, and in House Executive Document No. 90, Forty-ninth Con: * 
rst session; said methods to be applied, as the Secretary of War may diese 
at such points between Wichita, Kans., and the navigable mouth of the Arkan- 
sas River, at its junction with the Mississippi River, as he may deem forthe best 
interest of commerce. And all moneys now to the credit of different sections of 
the Arkansas River, other than appropriations for the operating of snag-boats, 
shall be available for use under head; and in future the engineer in charge 
ofthis work and the Secretary of War shall make report upon th 
needs of this work under this head, instead of reporting upon 
projects, as heretofore. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 1073 to line 1078, inclusive, as follows: 
Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas: For removing obstructions, $25,000, of 
which $10,000 is authorized to be used in constructing a new hull for the snag- 


boat Wichita, including capstans and the transfer of the upper works, and $375 
in completing survey and maps. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1079, after the word ‘‘Ar- 
kansas,” to insert ‘‘To complete improvement;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


ver, 


e progress and 
nnected 


Improving Red River, Arkansas: To complete improvement above Fulton, 
000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1087, after the word 
“Arkansas,” to strike out ‘“‘Continuing’’ and insert ‘“‘To complete;’’ 
80 as to make the clause read: 

Improving Petit Jean River, Arkansas: To complete improvement below the 
iron bridge at the Rocky Crossing, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1092, after the word 
“Camden,’’ to insert ‘‘To complete; and in line 1093, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘five’? and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Ouachita River, Arkansas, above Camden: To complete, $9,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1095, at the end of the 
clause appropriating $7,000 for ‘‘improving Cache River, Arkansas,” 
to add the words: 

Three thousand dollars of which shall be expended for the building and equip- 
ping of a small hand-propelled snag-boat, and 

e same, in accordance with the recommendation of the engineer in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 1132 and 
1133, as follows: x 

Improving South Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 1138, after the word ‘‘Ken- 
tucky,”’ to strike out ‘‘ continuing ” and insert ‘‘ to complete; ” and in 


$4,000 for running expenses of 
charge. 


line 1139, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: ; 

Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: To complete improvement, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

«The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1144, after the word 
‘t river,” to insert ‘‘also $20,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, shall be expended for the construction of a dvift-gap at Davis 
Island Dam, with the necessary bear-trap gates and masonry walls;’’ so 
as to read: 

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $380,000; of which sum 

,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended in prep: 
the rock obstruction at the mouth of Licking River; also $20,000, or so mu 
thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended for the construction of a drift- 
gap at Davis Island Dam, with the necessary bear-trap gates and masonry walls; 
also $7,500 in constructing an ice-pier pursuant to the present or prospective plan 
of the Chief of Engineers, at or near Portsmouth, Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, after the 
word ‘*harbor,’’ in line 1179, to insert: 

And $30,000 of said sum of $330,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may 
be „in the discretion of the Secretary of War, in repairing the dam 
at the head of Cumberland Island and building a dam from the head of Do 
Island to the Illinois shore; and $30,000 of said sum of $380,000 may be expend: 
in protecting the harbor at Cairo, ni., in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 


Mr. FRYE. I have received a letter from the engineer in charge, 
William E. Merrill, which letter has been submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and it makes it clear to them that this amendment 
ought not to be adopted, and I am instructed to ask the Senate to non- 
concur in the amendment., 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the letter read. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Vermont asks that the letter be read. 
I send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), 
will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, CUSTOM-HOUSE, 
Cincinnati, June 7, 1888. 

Sır: I desire to call your attention to a few points in connection with the 
pending river and harbor bill. 

Lines 1180-1188, Ohio River. 

The reconstruction of the Cumberland dam is bitterly opposed by the com- 
merce of the Ohio River. I rebuiltthis dam once and removed it afterwards for 
reasons that you will see in the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1876, part 


2, page 22. 

Eha other item is for *‘ protecting the harbor at Cairo.” The harborat Cairo, 
if this means the steam-boat landing, needs no protection, There is some wash 
ofa piece of shore about a mile anda halfabove the steam-boat landing which be- 
longs to private parties, and I was ordered a couple of months to eand 
report on this shore, but I was unable todo soonaccountof high water. Accord- 
ing to the general rule this matter should lie over until an engineer's report has 
been made. If every washing bank on the Ohio River is to be protected by the 
United States, the river and bor bill will be swamped by projects that have 
no connection with navigation. 

In this connection I would add that the Great Miami levee at Lawrenceburgh 
is for the protection of the town from inundation, as is also the levee at Shaw- 
neetown. Neither has the slightest connection with navigation. The levee at 
Lawrenceburgh is the track of the Cincinnati, St. Louis and Indianapolis Rail- 
road, and I am now raising this track, or paying the company for raising it, out 
of - allotment made in the last river and harbor bill from the appropriation 
for improving the Ohio River, 

I have no desire to oppose the will of Congress in the distribution of appro- 
prisons, but as Congress often acts on erroneous information and seems to 

esire thatthe United States engineers shall give them facts for their use in 
making appropriations, I have ught itmy duty to call your attention to 


these points. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. W. P. FRYE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. BECK. When this amendment came to my notice I looked at 
it somewhat, and after the committee’s action on it, believing that the 
matter was left in the discretion of the Secretary of War to do it or 
not as he pleased, and if it was not considered proper after a thorough 
examination it would do no harm, I am a little astonished to find a let- 
ter from Colonel Merrill now giving his individual opinion in regard to 
what he thinks ought to be done and asking that the amendment be 
stricken out. I was not expecting a letter of thissort, and am not pre- 
pared for it. I thought the Secretary of War ought to have a right to 
do what is here proposed if he thought proper after examining the head 
of the Cumberland River. There was a voluminous statement show- 
ing the importance and the necessity of it, and the Committee on Com- 
merce was satisfied in regard to it. It being a matter of discretion, I 
know of no reason why the amendment should not be made. Colonel 
Merrill is a very good officer in some In others I am not pre- 
pared to vouch for him. I donot think the action of the committee 
ought to be overthrown by a letter like this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have 
it. i 

Mr. BECK. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky calls for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 


The letter 


WM. E. MERRILL, 
Lieulenant-Colonel Engineers, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to repeat what I saida moment ago, that after 
a hearing before the Committee on Commerce the committee unani- 
mously determined that the chairman should request the Senate to non- 
concur in this amendment. 

Mr. BECK. On what authority? 

Mr. FRYE. On the letter which has been read and the report to 
which Colonel Merrill refers, 

Mr. BECK. Colonel Merrill alone? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. BECK. I do not want to delay the Senate, as a call of the yeas 
and nays might embarrass the bill. I will offer the amendment again 
in the Senate, if on examination I find it proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the demand 
for the yeas and nays to be withdrawn. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair the noes 
have it, and the amendment is disagreed to. 

' The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1201, after the word 
“ Zanesville,” toinsert ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams 
on said river;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of œ lock at Tay- 
lorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and other necessary 
repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursian to the report of the engineers, 
$102,000; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized an Sor cidade togrant 
leases or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the M: ingum River at 
such rate and on such conditions and for such periods of time as may seem to 
him just, equitable, and expedient: Provided, That the leases or licenses shall 
be limited to the use of the surplus water not required for navigation. And he 
is also empowered to grant leases or licenses for the occupation of such lands 
belonging to the United States on said Muskingum River as may be required 
for mill-sites or for other purposes not inconsistent with the requirements of 
navigation; and all moneys received under such leases or licenses shall be 
turned into the Treasury of the United States, and the itemized statement thereof 
shall accompany the annual report of the Chief of Engineers, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that amendment explained, 
Mr. President. Are there any other locks and dams on that river be- 
sides those of the United States? 

Mr. FRYE. No; no locks and dams that do not belong to the United 
States. The United States had the misfortune, in my judgment, to 
purchase this improvement from the State of Ohio, but it was under- 
stood that there were very few repairs needed, and it was so stated on 
the floor of the Senate, I think. It turns out on examination that there 
is hardly anything of the whole improvement that does not require re- 
pairs, and these words ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams 
on said river’? were put in because the committee believed from the 
statement of the engineers that other repairs were as absolutely neces- 
sary as the construction of this lock as provided for. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has a letter on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a letter from Colonel Merrill in which he 
speaks of the amendment proposed by the committee as not at all neces- 
sary. I therefore suggest that it be dropped out. 

Asa matter of course when work constructed many years ago by 
civil engineers under State authority was placed under the control of 
military engineers, men who are experts, as Colonel Merrill and others, 
they are not satisfied with the kind of work the State was satisfied 
with in the construction of internal improvements, and therefore they 
no doubt recommend a greater amount of improvements and a greater 
amount of repairs than would be deemed necessary by the authorities 
of any State. I understand that their mode of conducting improve- 
ments is on a different scale from that adopted by State authorities, 
Therefore it is that what might be considered very reasonable and right 
by a board of public works such as we have in Ohio would be consid- 
ered very inefficient by a board of engineers of the United States Army. 
When a work is done under the charge of military engineers of the 
United States, they expect good work ata good cost. You can not have 
one without the other. I think, therefore, the amendment had better 
be omitted so as toavoid any ambiguity, and apply this sum to the par- 
ticular works recommended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice from the remarks of the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce respecting this Muskingum 
River in Ohio that it was a very great mistake,in his opinion, on the 
part of Congress to take that, as I believe, worthless river for any pur- 

of navigation, and the worthless works that the State of Ohio had 
uilt there by theaid, I believe, of land grants of the United States—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nota dollar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The United States took those works oft the hands 
of the State of Ohio, and paid her a large sum of money for them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I correct the Senator in regard to that mat- 
ter? It was before the era of land grants at all. The work was con- 
structed in 1837, and there was no land grant, nordid the Government 
of the United States ever contribute a cent to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ohio, who certainly ought to be 
more familiar with the land grants to that State than I am, says I am 
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mistaken in saying that there was a land grant applicable to this par- 
ticular stream. I hope I am mistaken, though I very much doubt it, 
although the stream probably was not named in the land grant with 
precision; for the river, according to my examination when the matter 
‘was up on the subject of our taking the works off the hands of the State, 
was not one that the interests of national commerce or State commerce 
required should be made navigable in the present stage of the world. 

Now, recurring to the remarks of my friend from Maine, I opposed 
and tried to get the Senate to refuse to take this thing off the hands of 
the State of Ohio; but of course (as is usual in all such cases) without 
any considerable success; that is to say, a majority of the Senate thought 
that the national interests required that it should be taken. I have 
forgotten how many thousand or hundred thousand dollars were paid 
to the State of Ohio for it. 

I find that this bill illustrates what sort of an elephant we have on 
our hands. The Secretary of War is to grant leases and licenses for the 
use of the water-power on such terms as he considers just and expedi- 
ent; but they are not to hinder navigation. He is to t leases or 
licenses for the occupation of lands belonging to the United States on 
the Muskingum River, that is those we got from the State of Ohio, for 
mill-sites and other purposes. We took out from the hands of the 
State of Ohio a failing, costly, losing, worthless enterprise that she 
waited to get rid of, because if she kept it up at all it was a tax upon 
her treasury, and naturally enough—and I do not blame the State of 
Ohio for it, for it was done openly—if she could persuade the repre- 
sentatives of all the other States to take it off her hands and tax the 
whole people of the United States for keeping it up, for whatever use 
it might be, it was a good thing for the State of Ohio that we did it. 

Now we have got a lot of useless and worthless property which we 
are to lease out and peddle out by licenses and leases for mill and what- 
ever other sites there may be to whatever customer we can find. 

This illustrates my own course in particular and enables me—because 
this amendment is of no particular account—to explain why I have 
given up as one Senator following this bill in detail, after the test on a 
small appropriation for a river in North Carolina which had no business 
to be improved—I have given up the idea of persuading a majority of 
the Senate (who undoubtedly are wiser and more patriotic than I am) 
that anything can be proposed on a bill of this kind and supported 
earnestly by a Senator from the locality where it is, which can be re- 
jected; and my respect for the Senate is such that I do not wish to 
fight against ‘‘ manifest destiny ’? and the judgment of a majority of 
my fellows. And so I keep silent in respect of these matters in the 
main, not because there are not a great many similar improvident and 
unjust expenditures provided for in this bill, as there have been in all 
its predecessors, but, as I say, it is useless and perhaps unjust for any 
one Senator to undertake to resist the judgment of a majority of the 
Senate in respect of this long enumeration which contains so large a 
per cent. of things that ought not to be done. 

The appropriation of liberal sums of money, all that is necessary, for 
the improvement of the navigation of rivers in which the people of the 
States at large or of the States in their localities have a just commercial 
interest, and which in the sense of the Constitution belong to the com- 
merce of the United States, as rivers that are in their nature navigable 
and only require to beimproved—not rivers that have to be made—I have 
not the slightest objection to, but Iam for. But when a bill of this 
kind is interlarded in so many instances with mere local pride, with 
selfish considerations or neighborhood convenience, where the people 
of the States concerned, if they wanted the improvement proposed, 
ought to tax themselves for it, as a matter of mere local concern, it 
makes it difficult for me to vote for a whole bill of this kind when it 
is completed. 

I have said this once for all, Mr. President. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont does not 
apprehend, I imagine, the reasons why the State of Ohio surrendered 
this improvement and why the Government of the United States finally 
assumed it. They are these: At the time the Muskingum River im- 
provement was made it was a navigable stream, and a series of locks 
and dams were built to make very good slack-water navigation. That 
was in 1836-37. At that time the Government of the United States 
refused to make any works of internal improvement whatever, and 
they were attended to by the States. Most of the States, North and 
South, assumed to construct their own works of internal improvement. 
Ohio, among other things, constructed the Ohio Canal, the Miami Canal, 
and the Muskingum River improvement. The State became embar- 
rassed so that in 1841 or 1842 Ohio bonds sold at one time at 50 cents 
on the dollar, and the State even failed to pay the interest for a time. 
Nearly all the systems of public works then conducted by the States 
fell to the ground, and some of the Southern States were thereby so 
embarrassed in their financial atfairs that they have never yet recovered. 

The Government of the United States subsequently, under the lead 
of both political parties, adopted the idea that works of internal im- 
provement should be made on navigable streams, and to improve har- 
bors of a national character. Under that system the river just opposite 
the mouth of the Muskingum, which comes into the Ohio at Marietta, 
was constantly improved and excellently improved by the Government 
of the United States by locks and dams of similar character to those in 
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the Muskingum. The Tennessee River, the Cumberland River, and 
many other branches of the Ohio and Mississippi have been thus im- 
proved by the Government of the United States. 

Under these circumstances, the State of Ohio having only this single 
work of internal improvement by locks and dams, it fell rather into 
decay, It was kept up and always paid ex but that was about 
all, Meanwhile the State of Ohio, seeing that it had this improvement 
on its hands while all its sister States about it had their rivers im- 
proved by the General Government, rivers of the same character and 
degree, felt it but right to turn this improvement over to the General 
Government. 

The Senator says he does not know how much the Government paid for 
it. Itnever paidacent. There wassimply a surrender of the improve- 
ment as it stood, ina somewhat dilapidated state, it is true, but its 
precise condition was known and reported by the official papers. Ohio 
pes to surrender the improvement by an act of the State Legis- 

ature to the General Government. The General Government finally 
agreed to accept it, and it was recommended by the Secretary of War, 
and also by the officers of the Engineer Corps, and it was finally adopted 
by Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. When was that done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two years ago, I think. That is all there is 
about it. It is true that when this work was taken possession of by the 
General Government it was said some of the locks were insufficient, 
some were not wide enough, in some cases the scales were out of order 
and had to be rebuilt. I have no doubt that under the management 
of Ohio they would have been continued without rebuilding; but now 
Colonel Merrill recommends that one of the locks be rebuilt and the 
other largely repaired. I think if we had the management of it in 
Ohio we would not do anything of the kind, but would bear it and get 
along; but the Engineer Corps, having charge of it, naturally want good 
work instead of poor work. 

Here is an appropriation of $102,000 to fix the locks. Suppose it 
should cost $200,000 to give the people of that beautifal valley, where 
they are now celebrating their one hundred years of national birth, a 
complete improvement of this river, is there any injustice in that when 
the very rivers all around and about, the Wabash and the Illinois and 
the Kanawha and the Kentucky and the Tennessee and every river in 
every State all around, are being improved by the National Govern- 
ment? Is it unreasonable that the Government should assume the 
management and care of thisimprovement, which cost the people of the 
State of Ohio $2,000,000 ? ; 

I do not think there is any ground of complaint on the part of the 
Senator from Vermont as to the particular amendment in view. I 
think myself that amendment ought to be disagreed to, because, as 
the engineers recommend the improvement of these two locks alone, 
leaving the general repairs to be managed as heretofore out of a gen- 
eral fund for that purpose, I think it is better to take their report just 
as they had it. 

I am told that one of my colleagues ia the other House, probably on 
representations made to the committee, had this amendment put on. 
If that is so, I am perfectly willing to let it remain on and let the mat- 
ter go to a conference, or let it be stricken off, whichever is deemed 


roper. 
: Me VEST. That is the fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He thinks there is no provision made for repairs, 
There is, however, provision made for repairs generally. Colonel Mer- 
rill in a letter which I handed to the Senator from Maine, and it is on 
his desk, I suppose, says expressly that it is necessary to have the 
amendment made for that purpose, and he thought it had better be 
made. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment can not do any harm. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say I have no objection to its being on or off, as 
the Senate please. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a word in regard to this item in the river 
and harbor bill. 

No one in the Senate hasany right to complain of this appropriation 
after the action of the Senate two years ago. We proposed then if the 
State of Ohio would transfer her improvement of the Muskingum 
River to the Government of the United States to keep it in repair. 
The House bill came to us with that provision in it, and the Commit- 
tee on Commerce of the Senate reported against it, and the Senator 
from Ohio moved to disagree to the action of the committee of the Sen- 
ate, and succeeded by one vote in reversing our action. The whole 
matter was de here, and if Iam not mistaken the Senator from 
Vermont voted with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not much. I resisted it all in my power. 

Mr. VEST. I beg theSenator’s pardon. I know that the committee 
was beaten by one majority. LIobjected to it in committee and in the 
Senate. I did not think the great State of Ohio ought to place this 
improvement on the General Government after it had allowed this 
work to go into a condition of ruin for wantof repairs; but it was done 
by the Senate and this is the logical result, and no man has a right to 
complain of it. I told the Senate then, and other Senators told the 
Senate, what would be the result; that the next thing the State of 
Ohio would come here, or rather, the Engineer Bureau in charge of the 


work, would come and say, ‘‘ We require now several hundred thou- 
sand dollars to put this work in a fit condition;’’ and it has come to 


pass. 

Then the State of Kentucky, that does not owea dollar in the world, 
whose credit is as good as that of any other State or the United States, 
put one of her internal improvements on the General Governm@nt, and 
now I understand there is a proposition to take the Licking River and 
the Green River improvements. I have objected to the whole thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Licking is not here. 

Mr. VEST. But Green River is in the bill. After the Senate de- 
termined deliberately that they would take this work off the hands of 
the State of Ohio they can make no discrimination against any other 
State. I was opposed to thesystem ; Iam opposed toitnow. I fought 
it from 1877, but was beaten in the Senate; and I simply rise now to 
say that weare plucking the fruit from the tree we planted two years ago. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not examined the report of 
the engineers on this matter, for it is not before me. There seems to 
be an instruction in the report of the committee on the provisions of 
the bill. The report of the committee is in favor of an appropriation 
of $60,000 ‘‘for ice harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio,”’ 
for the completion of that work. The provision is— 


Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of alock at Taylors- 

ville and the reconstruction of a lock at Zanesville, and other necessary re- 

raped locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report of the engineers, 
„000. 


I suppose this is questionable, of course, but it is not apparent on 
looking at the report of the committee and the provisions of the bill. 
I suppose some member of the committee will tell us why the report 
is one thing and the provision of the bill another. But that isnot the 
main question to which I rise now. 

Mr. COKE. Perhaps my colleague will allow me to call his atten- 
tion to page 147 of the report of the committee, where this item appears: 

Muskingum River.—Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction 
of a lock at Taylorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and 
other necessary repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report 
of the engineers, $102,000, 

Mr. DOLPH. _TheSenator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] will find that 
there are two items. He has referred to the report relating to one 
while he is looking at the provision of the bill in regard to the other. 

Mr. REAGAN. I saw it in the report in the first place, but the in- 
dex does not indicate a reference to the report to which my attention 
is now called. 

Bat, Mr. President, if we intend to pursue the policy of improving 
the navigable waters of the United States, it seems to me that it is es- 
sential for the present that until we can improve the open navigation 
of the country we should not be expending the public revenues on very 
costly works on small and unimportant streams, 

The canal at Des Moines Rapids was one connecting the waters of 
the Upper and Lower Mississippi, connecting the open water way of a 
great stream. The canal at the Mussel Shoals, on the Tennessee Liver, 
was of a like character. So the locks and dams at Sault Ste. Marie 
connected the lakes, connected great bodies of navigable water where 
there were large amounts of commerce. There could be no objection 
toworks of that kind, because of the great amount of commerce which 
they facilitated and aided. 

But if we go on making slack-water navigation on the small and un- 
important streains of the country, our river and harbor improvement 
system must break down, for the revenues of the country will not per- 
mit of providing slack-water navigation on all the unimportant streams 
of the United States. When I say ‘‘unimportant’’ I do not mean 
those without commerce and wholly unimportant, but I mean those 
comparatively unimportant, because they are small streams and be- 
cause of the large amounts of money required to improve them. 

I have resisted from year to year for twelve or more years the effort 
to take local streams and expend large sums of money in building 
slack-water navigation upon them, and I have done it because I am a 
friend to the river and harbor bill, and a friend to the improvement of 
the water navigation of the country as one of the great aids of com- 
merce, and to the development of the wealth and resources of the coun- 


try. 

We had as well consider the point. I do not know but that we have 
gone too fast and too far, and that the work of improving the water 
ways of the country is to be wrecked upon this idea of improvingsmall 
streams at very great expense. We commenced on the Kanawha River 
and improved that for 96 milesat an expense of some $4,000,000, I think. 
We have got the Kentucky River on our hands, and we have got a num- 
ber of other rivers on our hands, and we are spending hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars to improve streams with sinall commerce. I do not 
mean to say that the Kanawha River is a stream with very small com- 
merce, because its peculiar situation gives it a very considerable com- 
merce. But going over the list we find that weare providing for slack- 
water navigation at great cost to the Government on streams that have 
but little commerce. We are expending money on streams and com- 
munities the expenditures on which may benefit the localities and the 
people residing about them much more than they benefit the general 
commerce of the country. 

l recognize the right of Congress, the power and the duty of Con- 
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gress to gmprove the navigable waters of the country that are under 
the jurisdiction of the Federal Government; that is, those streams on 
which commerce is borne that goes by continuous navigation by water 
to other States and to foreign countries, but Ido not recognize the right 
of Congress to make merely local improvements. 

Iam not so much disposed now to discuss the question of power as 
to discuss the question of the policy of breaking down the river and 

“harbor bill by putting upon it slack-water navigation, taking money 
away from improving the great water ways of the country, the open 
navigation of the country, in order to make local improvements by 
slack-water navigation. Senators might as well understand that if we 
go on with slack-water navigation the country will call a halt, and it 
will be the defeat of river and harbor bills for the improvement of the 
open navigation of the country. 

Isimply rose to renew here the protest I have made from year to 
aa for twelve or fourteen years against slack-water navigation and 

ocal improvements merely at the expense of the great system of the 
improvement of the water ways of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce in lines 1201 and 1202. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask unanimous consent to return to page 9, line 
196. The last word there ‘1881’? should be ‘*1871,’’ as appears from 
a letterin my possession from the chairman of the House Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. The bill adopts the later plan of improvement, 
which it was not the intention to adopt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to return to line 196, on page 9, and proposes the amend- 
ment which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 9, line 196, before the word ‘‘one,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘eighty’’ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ so as to 
read: 


Improving harbor at New Rochelle, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, the 
balance remaining on hand from former appropriations to be expended in pur- 
suance of the project adopted in 1871. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Saving objection, I ask the Senator to explain 
how much is “the balance remaining on hand from former appropria- 
tions” which is here authorized ‘‘ to be expended.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose it is $3,000. There are two surveys, one 
of 1871 and one of 1831. It was not the intention of the committee to 
adopt the latter and more expensive one, but to compel the application 
of the money to the former one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The phraseology is such as to cover every unex- 
pended balance of any former appropriation made at any time, and it 
would be interesting to know how much, taking all of those for twenty 
years past, they would all foot up. It is not confined to the balance 
remaining under the last appropriation bill, but the balance of all 
former appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the final balance of ail previous appropriations 
is shown by the manner in which these accounts are made up by local 
engineers, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not river and harbor appropriations ever lapse? 

Mr. DOLPH. They do not lapse. They are continuing appropria- 
tions. Therefore the balance in the report this year is the balance ot 
all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to considering this 
amendment? If there be none, the question is on the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of the 
following clause, from line 1219 to line 1221 of section 1: 

But nothing in this act shall be construed to affect any vested right, if such 
there be, of any lessee of water-power on said river. 

Mr. REAGAN, I had looked at the clause, but had not at first no- 
ticed the fact that we are undertaking to make water-power and peddle 
it out to private parties in the name of improving the navigable waters 
ofthis country. We propose to create water-power by the Federal Gov- 
ernment and peddle it out to those’ who may need it for private pur- 

Surely the Senate will not go into such a measure as that. 

Not only is this a local improvement, but we abandon the idea that 
it is purely for the purpose of accommodating the commerce of the 
country and make the Government a corporation to provide and peddle 
out water-power for private millers and manufacturers! I trust the 
Senate will vote this clause out. Surely we do not mean to go on with 
this. I have on a former occasion referred to a case where the Govern- 
ment paid about $2,000,000 to make water-power for private purposes, 
and I hope we shall stop nuw. 

Mr. DOLPH. The United States are not proposing to create any 
water-power. The State of Ohio by the improvement of the Muskin- 
gum Kiver did create water-power which is incidental to navigation. 
‘When that was turned over by the State the river with its improve- 
ments was turned over. There is a water-power which now belongs 
to the United States, and onght to be utilized. There is no improve- 
ment being made for the purpose of creating water-power, but the 


water-power was created by the State in the improvement of the river, | 


and this simply authorizes the Secretary of War to do what was pre- 
viously done by the State of Ohio. 


Mr. REAGAN. I understand that; but this clause provides an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Muskingum River. It appro- 
priates money for that purpose. It creates water-power by that appro- 
priation, and then the Secretary of War, if I can understand it, is au- 
thorized to peddle out that water-power to private parties. 

Mr. VEST. But we do not create the water-power. It is there 
and must be used by somebody. 1 submit to my friend from Texas 
that if we do not do this, what are we todo? The State of Ohio has 
been leasing out this water power. We have obtained the whole sys- 
tem from beginning toend. We have not created it. We found it 
there, and having got it, I want to save what we can out of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I confess I am surprised that the Senator from Mis- 
souri should undertake to defend a measure like this. What power 
have we to peddle out water? We claim the power and we have the 
power to improve the navigable water ways of the United States in or- 
der to benefitcommerce, but where we derive the power here asserted, 
whether by the direct assertion of the fact or as trustee of the State of 
Ohio, to peddle water for private purposes, I do not know, and I think 
any gentleman will find it very difficult to derive that power from the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Where do you find the power in Congress to dispose of 
any public property ? 

Mr. REAGAN. That is incident to the control of the property that 
the Constitution authorizes the Government to acquire. There are 
kinds of property that we have the right to acquire, public buildings, 
etc., and when wehave that property which we have a lawful right to ac- 
quire, and find that we have no further use for it, we may dispose of it 
as a matter of necessity. Indeed, in that case it is a necessity that it 
shall be disposed of for the public good. But that is a very different 
question from the one of creating property for the purpose of peddling 
it out to private parties. 

Mr. VEST. We did not create this water-power; we found it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand there were locks and dams there 
erected by the State of Ohio at an expenditure of hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, and when the work was turned over to the General 
Government the water-power went to the Federal Government. The 
property was taken on the idea of providing slack-water navigation to 
benefit the commerce that passes over the Muskingum River, and now 
we are asked to sanction a proposition to grant leases and licenses of 
the water-power on that river. I protest, sir, that it has no constitu- 
tional warrant, that it is wrong in principle, that it is an assumption 
of power that in the better days of this Republic no one would have 
dreamed of assuming. 

Mr. DOLPH. This item has been passed by the Senate and the 
Senate has proceeded to consider another item of appropriation. If it 
were not for suggestions made in regard to this improvement which I 
think ought to be answered, I would nut say a word. 

I consider the Muskingum River quite as important to navigation as 
many of the other rivers the improvement of which has been provided 
for by Congress and which are provided for in this bill. I consider it 
quite as important as some of the appropriations for the works which 
are appropriated for in the Senator’s own State. I find by reference to 
the report that— 

The Muskingum flows throngh a rich valley, furnishing a large amount of 
commerce. Along and accessibie to the river are important deposits of coal, 
salit, natural gas, oil, and cement. The total extent accessible for mining is 
about 60 miles in length, with an average width of 5 miles on cach side of the 
river. With improved navigation a large increase of business would undoubt- 
edly be developed, 

Here is a river 60 miles in length going into the Ohio and tributary 
to the Mississippi River, and the commerce of which is wibutary to the 

t bulk of commerce that flows through the Mississippi River. The 

umption is in favor of the importance of the improvement, because 
the State of Ohio undertook out of the State treasury to make the im- 
provement at a time when, as has been stated, the United States was 
not making appropriations for such improvements, and that State ex- 
pended a large amount of money on it. Having done that, and the 
General Government having improved other rivers of a similar char- 
acter throughout the country, the State of Ohio turned over the Musk- 
ingum to the United States without payment for what had been ex- 
pended by the State. 

It is true that there are some locks upon the river, but similar im- 
provements are made on other rivers where there are rapids or other 
obstructions to navigation which require locks to make the navigation 
continuous. The United States found these locks with a surplus of 
water, and that is all there is of the case. The improvement was made 
for the purpose of improving navigation. The locks were constructed 
for that purpose, We found the navigation improved, the locks there, 
the surplus water there, which must either run to waste or be appro- 
priated by some individuals, as is suggested by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, without payment. The United States simply uses this property, 
which now is its own by virtue of the act of Congress and the act of 
the Ohio Legislature, as it uses any other public property. : 

I can not see that there is any constitutional question involved, nor 
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can I see that the suggestions of the Senator from Texas concerning the 
character of this improvement are really supported by the facts of the 
case. - 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurringin other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the amendments that the 
House disagreed to read, so that we may know what they are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments to which the House 
disagreed to will be read. j 

The Chief Clerk read from the message of the House of Representa- 
tives as follows: 


The House of Representatives non-concur in the amendments of the Senate: 


Xo. 1, page 1, line 12, strike out all after and,” where it occurs the first time, 


down to and including “eighty,” line 13, and insert “$22,027.30.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will theSenator please explain what that means? 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there a copy of the printed bill at the desk? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the request. It is impossible to un- 
derstand what all these numbers mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator withdraw his request? 

is EDMUNDS. I withdraw my request to have the amendments 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 

The motion was agreed to, 


MARTHA F. WOODRUM. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha 


F. Woodrum, widow of James Woodrum, deceased, having met, after a full and 


free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and 
agree to the same, 
©. K. DAVI 


. DAVIS, 
JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THOS. L. THOMPSON, 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
W. GODFREY HUNTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not see that any ac- 
tion is required by the Senate on this conference report. It will be 
placed on file. 
RIVER AND ITARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. One word of explanation as to the Muskingum River 
lenses. I have a letter from Colonel Merrill, the engineer in charge, in 
which he says: 

The Secretary of War doubts his authority to grant leases of water-power on 
the Muskingum River, notwithstanding the fact that such leases were always 
granted or the State of Ohio, and that when the United States took charge of 
the river it was generally understood that no change would be made in the 
time-honored policy of permitting the surplus water to be used for manufactur- 
ing purposes. e 

It therefore seems necessary that Congress should distinctly authorize the 
Secretary of War to grant leases for water-power and the necessary land for 
mill sites; and to this effect I would suggest that the following clause be added 
to the river and harbor bill now pending: 

And that is the clause which was added. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1236, before the word 
“thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty ’’? and insert ‘‘seyenty-five;’’ and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out “a” and insert 

‘fall or any;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

I ing St. Clair Flats Shi al, Michigan: Continuing i 
$75,000; all or an etio of Shion oom in the discretion of the ¢ nar tee 
expended ind ng Grosse Pointe Channel. 

The amendment was a, to. $ s 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to give notice that when the bill comes into 
the Senate I shall ask a vote of the Senate—I do not care to call for a 
division now, as we may not have a quoruam—on the clause from line 
1199 to line 1218, inclusive, relative to leases, etc., on the Muskingum 
River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now being read for the 
consideration of amendments proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 
It will be in order, after those amendments have been acted on, to 
move to further amend the bill in Committee of the Whole. 


a S S 


The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the clause on 
line 1239 to line 1241, as follows: 

Im Mary’s River, at the Falls, Mich’ : Continuing improvement 
on ae vE, and approaches, $1,000,000. iene seo 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like a little explanation of that itemin 
connection with the item at the top of the same . This appro- 
priates a million dollars for ‘‘ improving St. Mary’s River, at the Falls, 
Michigan.” In lines 1224 to 1229, inclusive, is this paragraph: 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $500,000: 
Provided, That any portion orallof this sum may, in the retion of the Sec- 
retary of War, be used in the work at the falls of the St, Mary’s River, in addi- 
tion to the specific appropriations herein made for the latter. 

I see in looking at the engineer’s report that the Hay Lake Channel, 
as it is called, was an invention of the former river and harbor bill for 
building a new line there to shorten the distance and get out of the 
St. Mary’s River proper, and to thus improve the commercial facilities 
there, and a great deal of money has been appropriated and expended 
for that purpose. Now, it would appear from this bill as it came from 
the House that it has not been thought important to appropriate any 
money definitely and positively to go on with the Hay Lake Channel 
business, which apparently is to be thrown up if the Secretary of War 
chooses to take all the money, leaving none for Hay Lake Channel, 
and apply it at the Falls, which is entirely a different work. I should 
like to have an explanation about that; whether it has been found that 
Hay Lake Channel is so unimportant or so impracticable in the way of 
building a ship route that way that we are going to gradually edge out 
of that business by this double appropriation for St. Mary’s Falls; or 
what it does mean ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think that the engineers have abandoned 
the Hay Lake Channel by any means, because it is very important, 
but the canal at the end of Lake Superior is locked by some of the 
best locks in the world probably, and they are not sufficient to do the 
business of the outlet of Lake Superior, The object is to allow 
the engineers, if they do not need the money for Hay Lake Channel, 
to go on and get out the stone and get ready for the new lock at the 
Falls. ‘That lock will cost fonr or five million dollars. It would be 
a great deal cheaper to the Government to make the whole appropria- 
tion for that lock at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that. I am not criticising or con- 
demning whatever is thought necessary and the doing of it as fast as it 
can possibly be done, to enlarge the locks at St. Mary’s Falls. That is 
one thing; but here I find that in former appropriation bills we have 
gone into a project, as this bill is so fond of calling it, of making the 
Hay Lake Channel, which is an entirely different thing, which is said 
to shorten the distance 11 miles and be a great thing when itis done, and 
we have made appropriations and money has been expended ad libitum, 
and, as I see by the report, they are substantially out of money now 
at the Hay Lake Channel. This bill ap to give the Hay Lake 
Channel the go-by entirely by allowing the Secretary of War to stop 
entirely on that channel and to devote that $500,000 to the locks. Why 
not, if a million and a half is needed to go on with the locks this year, 
give it in this item and either leave out Hay Lake Channel entirely as 
a useful performance any more, as one which has been found to be im- 
practicable, or appropriate the money which the reportof the engineers 
seems to show ought to be appropriated to carry iton? Why is Hay 
Lake Channel made the scapegoat to carry $500,000 to St. Mary’s 
Falls—it never yet carried anything else to be sure—and left dry and 
desolate without any appropriation ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I think the Senator is mistaken about Hay Lake 
Channel not demanding money or not being of importance, because the 
other channel is avery crooked one, It may save more than 11 miles, 
The lock is of main importance, and that ought to goon. If they do 
not want to use all of the appropriation for Hay Lake Channel, they 
can use part of it to get stone out for the new lock. I think myself it 
is as well to have that provision in. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is a very important improvement. I am told 
that the commerce passing through this lock at St. Mary’s River is very 
large. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly is. 

Mr. DOLPH, It is larger than the commerce of the Suez Canal and 
larger than the foreign commerce of the city of New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is undoubtedly very large. 

Mr. DOLPH. In 1886 Congress determined that the capacity of the 
present locks was not sufficient to accommodate the commerce, or will 
not be long before anotherlock can be completed. Besides that, if any- 
thing should happen to the present lock so that it could not be operated 
for a time the whole commerce would be obstructed at this point. The 
engineer says in regard to the necessary appropriation for the lock: 


The aggregate, then, of the funds which should be made available as soon as 
practicable is $2,235,875. Whilst any reduction of this amount would be a cause 
of great regret, yet, if it should be deemed necessary to make a reduction, the 
best way to do so would be to omit the $1,225,000 for masonry of lock-walls. On 
no account should the remainder ($1,010,875) be reduced, nor should the appro- 


priation in that case be trammeled with any condition requiring more than the 


excavation of the lock-pit and building the culverts and lock-floor, 


I understand the dredging of the Hay Lake Channel, which is to 
shorten the distance and straighten the channel and make it navigable 
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at night, is really a part of this general improvement, but as dredg- 
ing can be made from year to year, and if not done this year possibly 
can be done next year before the completion of this lock, and as the 
local engineer and the Chief of Engineers—because the committee had 
several communications on this subject from the Engineer Department— 
recommend this appropriation as it is made, it was thought advisable 
that there should be some fund appropriated by which in case of acci- 
dent repairs could be made at this lock by which cut stone could be 
provided for proceeding with the work another year. The other House 
sent it to us in this shape, an appropriation for the improvement of Hay 
Lake Channel, dredging in Hay Lake Channel, and providing that any 
part of the amount might be used, if found necessary in the judgment 
of the Chief of Engineers, upon this lock or cutting stone for the new 
lock. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator to say that there isa 
letter from the engineer or engineers recommending that this appropri- 
ation for the Hay Lake Channel be applicable to the St. Mary’s Canal. 
I should like to hear that letter, so as to understand the ground on 
which the engineer puts it. Perhaps he will tell us something about 
the Hay Lake affair. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that this item be passed over, and we can re- 
turn to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is in the text of the bill, so that the reading 
can go on. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, after the word ‘‘ Montello,’’ 
at the end of line 1261, to insert ‘‘except as hereinafter provided;’’ 
and in line 1263, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’ to insert: 


Of this sum $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used for 
deepening the south outlet of Lake Winnebago, at Neenah, Wis., so as to make 
navigation practicable during low-water season; $6,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be expended in constructing a levee at Portage, Wis., 
to prevent the overflow of the Wisconsin River into the Upper Fox River. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Fox River, Wisconsin, below Montello, except as hereinafter pro- 
vided: Continuing improvement, $100,000; of this sum $5,000, orso much thereof 
as may be necessary, shall be used for deepening the south outlet of Lake Win- 
nebago, at Neenah, Wis., so as to make navigation practicable during low- 
water season ; $6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, l be expended 
in constructing a levee at Portage, Wis., to prevent the overflow of the Wiscon- 
sin River into the Upper Fox River. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear explained this matterof over- 
flow. Wehave had some items in a previous part of the bill where the 
river seemed to be destitute of water. Here we have a case where ap- 
parently the river has too much water and we are going to keep it from 
overflowing. Ishould like to understand what that really is, for in- 
formation. 

Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator wish me to explain it now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Wisconsin River rises very high. The Govern- 
ment has improved directly opposite the portage, where there are some 
islands, and blocked up the other side of the islands years ago to make 
the river navigable. Ifit was not for that I suppose the river would 
still be liable to overflow. The ground is low there for 2 miles. 
They had to get out one hundred men there last spring in the time ot 
high water. If the river overflows there, it overflows the whole coun- 
try. The Wisconsin River is a very large and powerful stream.. This 
appropriation is intended to prevent it from destroying the works be- 
low. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far on the river is that? 

Mr. SAWYER. About 2 miles, and the Fox River is some 8 feet 
below the Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the United States are to prevent the Wiscon- 
sin River from flowing across these 2 miles of flat country, I suppose? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; itis a low country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Going across from there to the other river? 

Mr. SAWYER. It flowed on the other side of the islands. You 
have blocked up the other side of the islands, turning in a heavy vol- 
ume of water on this bank. I think it is no more than just that we 
should prevent the consequences of that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not see anything in the report of the en- 
gineers—very likely I have overlooked it—on the subject of improving 
this river by preventing it, when there is a flood, from running over 
these 2.miles of the beautiful lowlands of Wisconsin. 

Mr. SAWYER. We have a report on the subject, but it isnot here 
now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should very much like to have that report read. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will look it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not in theofficial reports submitted to Congress 
by the Secretary ot War, so far as I find, and there is no allusion to it. 
However, as I said, it is, of course, useless to attempt to resist any of 
these amendments, but I have felt it my duty to call attention to 
them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, after line 1271, to insert: 


The sum of $6,000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, 
for a levee at Portage, Wis., shall be available for that purpose; sum of $10,- 
000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of July 5, isss “to be used in main- 
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taining a channel between De Pere and Green Bay, Wis..” shall be used, as soon 
as practicable, on the Lower Fox River, in buoying, straightening, and deepen- 
ing tlie channel of said river, between said cities, to a depth of not less than 12 
feet at low-water mark, the measurement for such depth to be based upon the 
lowest recorded stages of water heretofore found by United States governmental 
surveys to have existed in Lake Michigan, - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if he will kindly tell us what has become of the channel between 
De Pere and Green Bay, Wis., from which we are to take this money 
which was appropriated four years ago and putit down on to the Lower 
Fox River? 

Mr.SAWYER. No, we do not take that. We only make it avail- 
able for this p 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The way it reads is: 

The sum of $10,000, appropriated by the river and harbor act of July 


5. 
“to be used in maintaining a channel between De Pere and Green Bay, Wis 
shall be used, as soon as practicable, on the Lower Fox River. 


Mr. SAWYER. That is the same thing exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the use of the reappropriation ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Because the other appropriation provided that it 
should be used to maintain a channel of 12 feet. The engineer said 
there was a channel of 12 feet during a certain period of the year, and 
consequently it could not be used. This is to have it used in boring. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They found that the appropriation for maintain- 
ing the channel was unnecessary, then, as I understand. 

Mr. SAWYER. Before they were to use it to maintain a channel of 
12 feet, and they construed it to mean 12 feet at high water. Now we 
want a channel of 12 feet at low water. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that recommended by the engineers? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not think it is in this report, but the local en- 
gineer has stated that he would like to put it in that shape. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have his letter read. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have not got it here now, but I can get it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1286, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and after 
“thousand ” to strike out ‘‘five hundred;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving St. Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1298, after the word 
‘t Vincennes,” to strike out *‘Continuing improvement, including the 
work ator near Grayville, $60,000” and insert ‘‘Continuing the work 
on lock and dam at Grand Rapids, near Mount Carmel, IN., $50,000, 
and for continuing improvements, including the work at or near Gray- 
ville, $10,000;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois, below Vincennes: Contin- 
uing the work on lock and dam at Grand Rapids, near Mount Carmel, lil., 
$59,000; and for continuing improvements, including the work at or near Gray- 
ville, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1311, before the word 
“one-half,” to insert “two and;’’ and after ‘‘ one-half,” to strike out 
t mile” and insert ‘‘ miles;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Calumet River, Illinois and Indiana: Continuing improvement, 
$50,000, of which $15,000 is to be used in improving the river above the Forks to 
2} miles east of Hammond, and £35 000 for the improvement of the river be- 
tween its mouth and One hundred and eighth street, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1322, at the end of the 
clause appropriating $200,000 for ‘‘ Improving Illinois River, Illinois: 
Continuing improvement,” to add: 

And for the pur of securing a continuous navigable water way between 
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, having capacity and facilities adequate 
for the passage of the largest + gaan 7 River steam-boats, and of naval vessels 
suitable for defense in time of war, the Secretary of War is authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be made the proper surveys, plans. and estimates for a chan- 
nel improvement and locks and dams in the beds of the Illinois and Desplaines 
Rivers from La Salle to Lockport, so as to provide a navigable water way, not 
less than 160 feet wide and not less than 14 feet deep, and to have surveyed and 
located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michigan, at or near the city of Chi- 
cago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes aforesaid, and capable of car- 
rying not less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, flowingat the rate of 
2 miles per hour; the necessary expenses of such surveys, estimates, plans, and 
location to be paid out of the sum herein appropriated for the improvement of 
the Illinois River. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment ought to be considered in con- 
nection with the next paragraph. It is a part of the same thing. 

Mr. FRYE. It is hardly a part of the same thing. The people who 
are in favor of this project are antagonistic somewhat to the other pro- 
vision, There was a hearing before the committee touching this ques- 


tion. They do not embrace in their scheme at all what is known as 
the Hennepin scheme. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that in the absence of the Senators from 
Illinois this amendment ought not to be considered. It involves the 
great question of the making of a canal from Lake Michigan to the 
head waters of the Illinois River. We ought to understand before en- 
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tering ugo that work the magnitude of it, I think myself the mat- 
ter had better go over until the Senators from Illinois are here. Iam 
disposed to be opposed to this proposition, but I do not like to oppose 
it in the absence of those Senators. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam entirely willing to pass over these two items un- 
til to-morrow; but I should not wish the river and harbor bill to go 
into next week in order to await the return of the Senators from Illi- 
nois, and I should hardly consent to any postponement if I was not 
also myself opposed to both items. The twoitems may be passed over 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments between 
lines 1322 and 1357 will be passed over informally until the remainder 
of the amendments of the Committee on Commerce have been acted 
upon. 

Piho reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 1381, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘' twénty-five’”’ and insert “‘ fifteen; ’ soas 
to make the clause read: 

For operating snag-boats and dredge-boats on Upper Mississippi River, $15,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. I trust that amendment of the committee will not be 
concurred in, and that the original amount as proposed by the House 
may be restored. The report of the engineers on this subject, on page 
1617, states: 

By the actof August 5, 1836, $22,500 was appropriated for this special work. 

* * s * $ kd $ 


It appens to be generally admitted that the preservation of the navigation 
ofthe pper Mississippi is a necessity in the interest of cheap freight rates and 
for the benefit of the general public; and, in considering the importance of 
such work and the amount of good resulting therefrom, it seems proper to con- 
sider all freight affected by river competition rather than the amount of freight 
actually carried on the river. 

It is also stated that the amount of miscellaneous freight moved by 
boats during the year 1886 was 337,713 tons. The report also states : 


The work of the snag and dredge boats is an important one, furnishing inmi- 
mediate results and benefiting especially present interests of navigation. 

“I believe that permanent provision should be made for this work of snag- 
ging, wrecking, tree cutting and pulling, clearing banks, finding and marking 
new channels, making surveys, soundings, and examinations; assisting boats 
in distress, watching and repairing existing improvements, investigating and 
supervising work on bridges, pity Heer physical data and statistics of com- 
mope FEG pavigation, and, in general, facilitating and reducing expenses of 

ga h 

To carry on this work properly, including the operation of a dredge, would 
cost an see fbe ariant $30,000 ae viet £ : s 

That I take to be the recommendation of the Board of Engineers 
upon the subject. The House of Representatives proposed to give 
$25,000 for that purpose. The Senate committee purposes to give but 
$15,000. Iam not advised upon what ground, except avery general 
one, the reduction has been attempted. The work isof exceeding im- 

rtance, covering the whole reach of river, I think, from Des Moines 

pids to St. Paul. 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that there was an appropriation of a 
less sum than that made about years ago, and that it was notall 
used. The Government owns the snag-boats there, and there was a 
balance left; and there is to-day a balance left of a former appropria- 
tion. It was found by the committee on investigating the matter that 
$15,000 is all that will be required for the use of snag-boats on that 
reach, 

Mr. DAVIS. I have here the letter of the Secretary of War and the 
tablé. Iskall be very much surprised if the Senator is correct in his 
recollection. 

Mr. FRYE. I must be correct in the recollection. 

Mr. DAVIS. See if you can find any excess of appropriation stated 
in this report. I do not think there is any. 

Mr. FRYE. There was a balance left on every appropriation for 
the Upper Mississippi last year. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave ithere. On the Ist of July, 1887, the amount 
available from the appropriation of August 5, 1886, was $4,588. | 

Mr. FRYE. The other appropriation went over two years, and it 
was a smaller appropriation than $25,000 considerably. ‘The commit- 
tee found that $15,000 would do everything that was required. 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not deduce that from the official figures before 
us. The balance available is $4,588. The Board of Engineers recom- 
mends $30,000 for this work. ‘The House of Representatives pro 
to give $25,000, manifestly carrying the $4,588 to the credit of the fund 
and taking it into allowance. The Senate committee now proposes to 
reduce it to $15,000. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator must remember thatthe bill does not pre- 
tend toappropriate anywhere near the sum which the engineers report, 
We could not doit. It would make a bill of $50,000,000. Unless in 
exceptional cases we have appropriated only half the amount which 
the engineers report could be properly expended this year. The en- 
gineers recommend that $30,000 be expended on this reach. One- 
half of that is proposed to be appropriated by the committee, and there 
is a balance of $4,000 and more left over from the last appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand perfectly well that it is not proposed to 
appropriate all that the Board of Engineers recommend, but if by the 
act of August 5, 1886, $22,500 was appropriated, and only $4,000 was 
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nol on not see why the amount given by the House should be re- 
u 

Mr. FRYE. That appropriation lasted over two years. 

Mr. DAVIS. This appropriation is to run two years, is it not? 

Mr. FRYE. That appropriation has lasted to the present time, nearly 
three years. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is not this appropriation to run two years? 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly; but that appropriation of $22,500 has 
run nearly three years, with $4,000 left over. 

Mr. DAVIS. It seems to me that this proposed reduction is entirely 
arbitrary. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the 
charge of desertion, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BoUTELLE, Mr. WISE, 
and Mr. HERBERT managers at the conference on its part. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on, the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. “making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
1889,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to tueir respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 31, 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and 
agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
bikers said amendment the words “and consul-general ;" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the sum named in said amendment and insert in lieu thereof “$378,500,” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

As to amendment numbered 16, the committee of conference has been unable 


to agree. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
PERRY BELMONT, 
JAMES B. MCCREARY, 
WM. W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HALE. The single point on which the conferees failed to agree 
is amendment 16, which was reported, not upon the appropriation bill 
from the Committee on Appropriations, but by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and adopted on its motion by the Senate. I send that 
amendment to the desk to be read, that the Senate may see what is 
involved in it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


For salaries and expenses of a scientific commission of three persons, to con- 
sist of one officer of the Army or Navy competent for such service, a geologist 
and mineralogist, and a naturalist, to visit and report upon the commercial re- 
sources of the Upper Congo Basin, its products, its minerals, its vegetable 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information on 
the subject of that country as shall be thought of interest to the United States, 
$25,000; and the President may fix the salaries and compensation of the mem- 
bers of this commission at such sum, not exceeding $6,000, as he may deem 
proper; and said commission shall expire on the 3Uth day of June, 1889, 

Mr. HALE. The conference committee came to a dead-lock on this 
proposition. The House conferees very strongly opposed it and declared 
that from intimations which had been given when the bill was last be- 
fore the House of Representatives it would be impossible for the House 
to agree to the proposition. They would not consent to its remaining 
in the bill, and insisted upon its going out. 

The Senate conferees did not feel like yielding and receding and let- 
ting the proposition go out, all the more because it had not been put 
on originally by the Committee on Appropriations on examination and 
investigation, but had been moved by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, which had given it its examination and consideration. The Sen- 
ate had adopted the views of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
therefore to a d the Committee on Appropriations had not the re- 
sponsibility of examining and deciding upon the measure. 

So the Senate conferees did not feel like receding and letting this 
proposition go out, but thought it wiser to report it to the Senate, 
where the Committee on Foreign Relations, which had considered the 
subject, could be heard upon the proposition, and then the Senate could 
decide whether it would insist further upon the amendment and have 
another conference appointed, or whether it would recede and let it go 
out and allow the bill to go through without it. 


1888. 
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I will take no more of the time of the Senate, because I know my 
colleague is anxious to go on with his bill, and this perhaps, so far as 
the Committee on Foreign Relations is concerned, is a sufficient expla- 


nation. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. 
SHERMAN] is present, and also the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS], who took an interest in the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment proposed to establish and put on 
foot a scientific expedition to the Congo country. It was agreed to 
unanimously by the Committee on Foreign Relations, so far as I now 
remember, without dissent. The importance of it was felt by every 
member of that committee. s 

The Congo country is the most interesting country now open for the 
exploration and occupation of civilized nations. Itisa country of vast 
extent, of untold wealth, and of greater undeveloped resources than 
any other portion of the world. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] took a good deal of in- 
terest in this subject, and I think first suggested this proposition. We 
have had several bills before us in regard to the Congo country, one in 
regard to the prohibition of the sale of intoxicating liquors in that 
country, and there are various other propositions affecting the settle- 
ment of the country. We have had treaty relations, and have become 

-a member of a community of nations, I may say, which have substan- 
tial control of that country, headed by Belgium. It was deemed of 
vital importance that we should take our share in the development 
and occupation of that country by our commerce and our trade. 

There is no doubt that if that country should be opened to civilized 
nations the United States could send a great variety of raw material 
there, its oils, its petroleum, and largely agricultural implements and 
coarse cotton goods. Being in a warm climate cotton goods would be 
introduced probably in the first elements of their civilization, and they 
would be largely manufactured in this country; and agricultural im- 
plements, shovels, spades, hoes, and the like, and a great variety of ar- 
ticles might be sent there if trade was opened. 

At present we have no such relations there, and no such information 
as will enable Congress to decide what ought to bedone. It was thought 
that the cheapest and best way would be to send a highly intelligent 
body of officers to explore the country, to report upon its resources, 
upon the prospects of trade there, and then we should haveinformation 
upon which we could legislate. 

I can see noreason in the world why, if the House of Representatives 
were as well informed upon the subject as the Senate has been com- 
pelled to be informed by engaging in treaty negotiations, the members 
of the House would not réadily agree to the amendment if they exam- 
ined the question. g 

I do not wish to say anything further about the matter. Although 
I had no connection with the introduction of the original proposition 
in regard to the Congo country, I have no doubt that this expendi- 
ture would be a very important one, yielding very valuable results. 

I should like to have theSenator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ], who 
is more familiar with the subject, and to whom have been committed 
various bills in relation to the Congo country, state his view of the 
question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Government of the United States 
was the first Government to take cognizance of the existence in the 
Congo Basin of a form of government which, it is true, was very crude 
and inefficient at first, by the recognition of the flag of that country as 
one of the flags entitled to respect among the nations of the earth. I 
think that many persons at the time supposed that that was rather a 
vain essay in the direction of trying to build up a state out of some þe- 
nevolent enterprise on the part of scientific men and explorers: but 
very soon the nations of Europe, I think twenty or twenty-one of them, 
including the United States plenipotentiary at Brussels, called a con- 
gress, and they did in regard to the Congo country, which had been ex- 
plored by Mr. Stanley ander American auspices, what had never before 
been done with reference to any wild, savage country in the world. 
They agreed upon a certain series of principles, I may call them, which 
ranked with the principles of international law as applied to the Congo 
Basin, under which these different governments engaged with each 
other that there should spring up and be developed within that coun- 
try whatever of civilization may take place there under mutual 
ments for the preservation of the peace and for the security of explorers 
and persons engaged in traffic of every kind, and also under agreements 
between themselves in regard to the tariff revenue, the taxation which 
may be imposed upon the commerce of the world, 

Our Government, falling back upon the ancient idea of keeping out 
of entangling alliances with foreign powers, declined tobecomea A 
at least the President declined to recommend that the United States 
should become a party to that convention, very much to myregret. I 
think the convention was not properly understood, because at first we 
had a mistranslation of it, which the honorable Mr. Kasson kindly 
consented, under a resolution of the Senate, to correct, In my opin- 
ion we ought to have become a party to that convention. 

‘I think that the Government of the United States, without reference 
toany other fact in connection with the proper develcpment of the Congo 
country, owes a very peculiar duty to that country. We have here a 
large mass of population, brought to us in slavery, who have become 


comparatively a very enlightened people, certainly the most enlight- . 
ened large body of negro population which ever existed in the world 
anywhere. They are progressive; they are industrious; they are in- 
telligent. They haveideas of government the same that we have; they 
have a very good understanding of it, and they participate with us in 
the administration of jhe affairs of this Government. 

Many of those people have grown up to wealth in the Southern States; 
they command large amounts of capital which they have treasured up. 
Many of them have enterprise; they have sagacity; but we do not find 
them taking hold of American institutions. I do not suppose there is 
a negro bank president in the United States. There is no negro presi- 
dent of a railroad company in the United States. There is no negro 
president of any large corporation unlessit may be some benevolent or 
eleemosynary establishment of their own. They do not catch hold of 
those enterprises which are calculated to develop wealth, and to develop 
genius and talent and to increase and improve the experience of men 
in this country, and I do not think they will in a great many years to 
come do these things. 

In the basin of the Congo there is unquestionably, from Stanley 
Pool away out to the eastern lakes which supply the waters of the 
Congo River, a very vast expanse of country that even in its native 
condition furnishes an immense treasure to commerce. They have 
native productions there which have only to be encouraged by the ne- 
groes who inhabit those wilds, as I call them, to be very useful in com- 
merce; among others, India rubber and the palm-nut, which yields a 
very valuable oil, sugar-cane, bananas, and a great many products, and 
ivory of course, which is collected from the herds of elephants that 
have heretofore been found in that region of the world; and the ca- 
pacity for the improvement of agriculture and for the development of 
mines in that country is something that is said by travelers to be very 
extraordinary. 

Following up this very rapid and peculiar and wonderful develop- 
ment of research and of political organization in that country, this 
Government at the very outset sent out a gentleman, Mr. Tisdel, who 
tailed in his health there, as a great many people do who go out there, 
and who came back with s report which, while it was to some extent 
satisfactory, did not really go beyond Stanley Pool. He confined his 
operations to the Lower Congo River and to that intermediate belt of 
country which is occupied by rapids between Vivi and Stanley Pool, 
so that his explorations were not of very much consequence. Then the 
Navy Department sent out Lieutenant Taunt. He made a report, 
which was printed by order of the Senate during the last Co 
that is very interesting indeed. It gives an idea, it is true not a very 
particular idea, but at the same time one that is reliable, 1 have no 
doubt, which provokes the imagination in respect to that country in a 
very extraordinary degree. Ido not know that I ever read a synopsis 
or skeleton description of a country that seemed to contain more of 
interest than is disclosed in the little brief report of Lieutenant Taunt. 

Now I thought, and the Committee on Foreign Relations thought, 
that it was a proper thing for us to do to send out a scientific mission 
there. For what purpose? Not merely for the purpose of writing 
books or gaining information that might be merely for the moment 
interesting to read, but to lay down the foundation facts upon which 
commerce can be established between this country and that. 

It occurs to me that if there is a country in the world that is open 
to the enterprise of the negro race, it must be the great valley of tho 
Congo. We ought not to shut the doors to such an enterprise as that. 
We ought to encourage it. If these people can not attain to the highest 
reach and power and civil capacity of every kind in our midst, do we 
not owe them the duty, having brought them as slaves from that 
country, to open the gates of Africa to them, so that they may go back 
and traffic with their own people and promote commerce in the midst 
of the African population? Have they not a better natural right to 
reap the wealth of Africa than any other race of people in the world ? 

I should be delighted to see a line of steamers between Charleston 
and New Orleans and the mouth of the Congo River. I think it ought 
to engage the attention and interest of every American citizen, and 
especially of gentlemen from the South. „I feel like throwing open 
every door of opportunity to these people, and as we know that the 
customs and of society and the prejudices of race close the ave- 
nues to these people in this country, if they are closed here I want them 
cuca for them abroad. It seems to me that that is a most inviting 
field. 

This may all turn out to bea mere romance, a mere effort of the 
imagination to grasp something beneficial for the negro race, but it 
does not seem so tome. I think there are great, substantial, material 
advantages in that Congo country which the African population of 
this country, encouraged by us, can lay their hands upon, and I would 
give them by the legislation of Congress peculiar privileges in the or- 
ganization of commerce and in the running of their ships for the pur- 
pose of engaging in that commerce, 

We may say what we like about it, but after all, ‘‘ blood is thicker 
than water,’’ according to the celebrated axiom; and I would say that 
if a Congo negro who wanted to furnish traffic of any kind found the 
money and the capacity for trade in the hands of an American negro, 
he would prefer him to a white man to trade with. I should think 


5672 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 28, 


so. I believe that these people would enter the Congo country with 
a masterful advantage, growing out of race prejudice and race affilia- 
tion, over any other race of men who might trade there. 

There is more than that in it, Mr. President. Slavery has been abol- 
ished in Brazil; it has been abolished practically in Cuba and various 
other countries; but still we know, according to the report of Mr. Taunt 
and the report of all others who visit that coast, that the Portuguese 
and a great many other people in the world to-day carry on a slave- 
trade upon the coast of Africa. It is not as high a class of trade as the 
old cooly trade from China. They make some little promise that the 
negro himself does not understand when he finds himself in the hands 
of the slave-catcher in the interior, that they will carry him off to some 
island or tosome coast and keep him for so many years and return him 
to his native land with a certain amount of calico or cotton or the like 
of that; but the man never gets back. ¢ 

I think that the United States Government owes it to itself, it owes 
it to its traditions, it owes it to its treaties, it owes it to its own char- 
avter in every respect, that it should be looking into that country and 
seeing what is goingon there. So I thought it was right for usto send 
out this commission, and I can not understand what itis that prevents 
it from being carried into effect after the Senate has voted it, unless it 
may be an impression on the part of the House of Representatives that 
it is a matter of no consequence, But the slightest study of this ques- 
tion ought to convince gentlemen, it seems to me, that this is a matter 
of very serious consequence, of real importance, and that it involves on 
our part the performance of a duty which is of a very high and a very 
delicate character. ` 

Mr. HALE. Tam entirely willing to take the sense of the Senate 
as to what course shall be pursued by the conferees. Unless some other 
Benator desires to discuss the subject, without trenching upon the time 
of my colleague, who is in charge of the river and harbor bill, I move 
that the Senate further insist upon its sixteenth amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to say a word. Ican 
not help feeling very great regret that the House conferees haye had 
any hesitation whatever upon this subject, This Congo country, now 
so recently opened to the gaze of white men and to some understanding 
of what it contains, is, so far as we know, one of the most fertile coun- 
tries that exist on the face of the globe. It abounds in every species 
of tropical production, palm-oil and the oil of the other trees that go 
into commerce—I have forgotten the names of them—ivory, spices, In- 
dia rubber, and soon. To make it very brief, the whole resources of 
tropical nature are in the fullest exertion there in producing the things 
that are convenient for the welfare of man. The population is very 
numerous, of course of uncultivated and comparatively wild and sav- 
age black men. 

Under the auspices of the United States as the real aider of the Bel- 
gians in the enterprise (the United States being the first to recognize 
the national existence of the independent state of Congo, which has 
been formed there by the leading chiefs) Congo has got an attitude 
among the European nations and really with us, although we were not 
a party to the convention which regalated how the European nations 
should act in their trade there. But it has hecome opened to the oper- 
ations of civilized commerce, and Germany, Great Britain, France, Italy, 
and other nations are looking to that country and are now engaged 
in facilitating commercial intercourse there for the benefit of their own 
people in the way of trade, to get rid of the surplus products of the in- 
dustry of their nations, which I think is a very good thing for them 
to do. 

It is proposed by the House of Representatives that we shall really 
stand idly by, or stand back, unwilling to afford our citizens, by anex- 
amination and investigation of that country, information about it as to 
what objects and subjects of our industry can best find a market there, 
and what products we can get in return, and to make our people familiar 
with the resources of the country and opportunities for trade there. 
It is proposed that we shall stand idly by and see our European rivals, 
with the friendly antagonisms of commerce and production, absorb the 
whole of that new field which is opened to commerce and the produc- 
tions of men. I do not like it. 

The United States has too long oecupied the attitude of standing 
silently and idly by and seeing our rivals, in what I think I have prop- 
erly characterized as the commercial antagonisms and competitions or 
the world, cover the globe. Wherever the morning birds sing to the 
rising sun, those nations, Germany, Great Britain, and France, have 
been pushing their enterprises to every continent and to every island 
for the purpose not of gaining the political control of the world but of 
gaining the control of its trade, to find outlets for their productions, 
and thus increase the wealth of their people, while we stand dumb and 
silent, incapable of managing to consume our own products (as of course 
we can not, our people are so industrious and our resources are so 
great), and wonder why it is that our farm products do not bring more, 
that our manufacturing products do not bring more, and that there is 
always a surplus, like the boy at the brook waiting until it shall have 
run out so that he may pass over. 

I think we ought to adopt a different and a better policy, and this 
is one of the first steps toward it in this direction. I hope that the 
Senate will insist upon the amendment, and insist unanimously. 


Mr. HALE. The Senate conferees endeavored to impress upon the 
House conferees the considerations which have been presented here, 
not of course with the force and vigor and eloquence and imagination 
to which we have listened to-day; but the conferees on the part of this 
body did the best they could, suggesting these views and suggesting 
to the representatives of the other body a broader and wider policy for 
the American people to pursue when that fertile land opens to our 
trade and commerce, as it does now, a land widely populated, needing 
our products. However, we failed to strike any fire into the minds or 
hearts of the House con They remained stolidly immovable to 
all of these considerations, and declared that under no conditions, 
unless instructed by the House that they represented, could they con- 
sent to this proposition remaining in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to inform the Sen- 
ate, if he can, what action the House of Representatives has taken upon 
the report of the conference committee ? 

Mr. HALE. The report is now first presented under the rules in 
the Senate. Iam for one glad that the discussion has taken place, so 
that the House of Representatives may have the benefit of this discus- 
sion when it first considers the subject on the report of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand that the House of Representa- 
tives has taken no action whatever. 

Mr. HALE. The House of Representatives has not yet acted upon 
the conference report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it disagreed to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Under the rules the report is made here first; but the 
House of Representatives, by voting to disagree to the Senate’s amend- 
ment, has planted itself in opposition to the amendment, and in that 
position it has been sustained by the conferees appointed by the House. 
I should like the Senate to feel that the Senate conferees in this case 
are met by a hitherto firm and immovable body on the other side. 

I move that the Senate further insist upon the sixteenth amend- 
ment, in order that this matter may go into further conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
of the conference committee will be agreed to, and the Senate will still 
further insist upon amendment numbered 16, and ask for a further 
conference with the House of Representatives, 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know—the Chair is better informed on the 
rules than I am—whether at this stage, as the House has not acted 
upon the report, the Senate should ask for a further conference or do 
anything more than insist upon its sixteenth amendment; and then 
when the House has considered the conference report further action 
may be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be left then in that way. 
The Senate agrees to the report and still further insists upon its six- 
teenth amendment. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3239) granting a pension to 
Frederick Wunoch, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. y 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas; and Mr. CALL submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEGED NAVAL DESERTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted 
men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, and 
asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. CHANDLER, 
and Mr. Gray. 
EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives for reference. 
- The joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the ex- 
penditures of the Government was read the first time by ils title. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have the joint resolution read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read the 
second time at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., Thatall appropriations for the necessary operations of the Gov- 
ernment under existing laws which shall remain unprovided for on the 30th dag 


1888. 


of June, 1888, bẹ and they are hereby,continued and made available for s period 
of thirty days from and after that date, unless the regularappropriations there- 
for provided for in bills now pending in Congress shall have been previously 
made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; and in case the ap- 
propriations, or any of them, hereby continued are or is insufficient to ca 

on the said necessary operations, a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry on the 
same: Provided, That no greater amount shall be expended therefor than will 
be ia the same proportion to the appropriations of the year 1888 as thirty 
days’ time bears to the whole of said year: Provided further, That au- 
thority is also granted for continuing during the same period the necessary 
work required for public printing and binding. and for all other miscellane- 
ous objects embodied in thesundry civil, Army, District of Columbia, legislative, 
executive, and judicial, and naval appropriation acts, in advance of appropria- 
tions to be hereafter made for said objecis: And get feared rabei All sums ex- 
pended under this act shall be charged to and be deducted from the appropria- 
tions for like service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to object to the reference of the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Appropriations, but I merely wish to 
remark now that it is very extraordinary, and, as it seems to me, a very 
sad thing that after Congress has been in session for seven months it 
should be necessary to present at the end of seven months a joint reso- 
lution of this kind. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will 
carefully consider the question whether any such resolution should be 
reported favorably or passed, and whether it would not be better, for 
the future at least, to leave the Departments to get along as best they 
can until the appropriation bills are regularly passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will not 
report the joint resolution until the middle of next week, at the earliest, 
if they shall be compelled to report it then. Asa matter of course, 
the Government can not be conducted without appropriations, but the 
enormous expense and labor imposed on the different Departments of 
Government by such a measure can not be estimated or appreciated by 
members of the Senate. I happened to be in a position where I saw 
that labor performed twice under circumstances of great difficulty. I 
know how much expense is incurred, what additional accounts are 
opened, and how difficult it is to keep the accounts, and how embar- 
rassing itis. It runs clear through the year. I hope the joint reso- 
lution will not be reported back before the middle of next week. 

Mr. HALE. What method does the Senator suggest shall take the 
place of this resolution in view of the fact that it will be literally im- 
possible to pass the appropriation bills before the commencement of the 
next fiscal year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iimagine that several of the appropriation bills 
referred to in the joint resolution can be passed before the middle of 
next week. 

Mr. HALE. None except the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the most difficult of all to extend in this 


way. 

Mr. HALE., But the question is raised by other appropriation bills 
which it is impossible to pass in that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All! ask is that the Committee on Appropriations 
will hold the joint resolution back as long as it can so as to get as many 
of the bills as possible out of the way, because the expense involved 
and the discouragement and trouble in keeping accounts under a reso- 
lution of this kind are very great indeed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio that the 
joint resolution ought not to be passed until thelast moment. I think 
it ought to be passed late on Saturday, in order that it may take effect 
on the 2d certainly, if not on the Ist of July. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A few days would make no difference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps two or three days might not make any 
difference. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] that I can 
not conceive that it is the fault of the Senate that the appropriation 
bills have not been passed so as to take effect on the Ist day of July. 
The naval appropriation bill came to the Senate last Monday. Of 
course our committee has not had time to mature that bill and present 
it to the Senate. The sundry civil bill, which is the most important 
perhaps of all the appropriation bills, did not reach this body until 
Tuesday last, the day before yesterday, and it was only printed yester- 
day. Itis of course absolutely impossible for the Senate to consider 
with any care a bill of that magnitude between now and the Ist day 
of July, so that whatever happens the bill appropriating money for the 
Navy and the sundry civil bill must go over beyond the 1st of July 
before they can become laws. 

There are other bills which are hanging between the two Houses. 
The agricultural appropriation bill is an important bill. It passed this 
body on the 14th day of June, I think, after having reached the Sen- 
ate about the Ist day of June. Yet that bill has not been heard of 
since that time. The House of Representatives has asked no confer- 
ence, it has not agreed to our amendments, and the bill remains in 
that body. The conferees on the part of the two Houses have been in 
session on the District of Columbia appropriation bill for two days, 
occupying most of the time. I hope, and I believe they hope, that be- 


fore Saturday evening they will be able to agree upon the disagreeing 


votes with respect to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, but I 
think whatever happens it may be taken for granted that the naval 
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appropriation bill and the sundry civil bill can not be passed before 
the Ist of July. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this might be as good a time asany to as- 
certain whether there is competence enough in Congress to keep the 
Government going by regularand proper appropriations that both Houses 
have had time enough to consider carefully in detail. If the Senate is 
really to have any place in the administration of the Government, orif 
the case were reversed, the House of Representatives is, we might as 
well begin to say now to the House of Representatives, with the utmost 
kindness, that if they are unable to send appropriation bills to the 
Senate (and they insist upon the right to originate them) in time to 
have them fairly and deliberately considered before the Government 
is stranded for want of money, the responsibility is theirs, and what- 
ever evil happens must fall where it belongs; and that we ought not 
to be compelled, year after year, as we are, or two years after two years 
(for this is not the first occasion), to resort to this most embarrassin 
and improper expedient of bridging over indefinitely after the Ist of 
July by these universal provisions to carry on the last year’s appropri- 
ations and give money enough, to doit for an indefinite period of time 
until some other law can go into effect. Nothing will justify such leg- 
islation except some extreme emergency, which may sometimes arise, 
but in the peaceful and regular order of business in carrying on this 
Government there is no excuse for it whatever. 

The occasion to which the Senator from Ohio refers, I think, or the 
most of it, arose from the fact that the two Houses of Congress, both 
of them, were determined that there should be no appropriations to 
carry on certain branches of the Government until the President of 
the United States would, against his judgment, consent to the repeal 
of certain legislative provisions that existed in the statutes of the 
United States which a majority of the two Houses thought, or professed 
to think, ought to be repealed. He did not think so, and they put 
these repealing and modifying provisions into appropriation bills. He 
could not conscientiously approve them, and the two Houses said on 
that occasion by their action and as a result that they would not have 
any appropriations at all for the Army, for instance—I remember that 
was one of them—unless the President of the United States would- 
consent to the repeal of general provisions of the statutory law having 
no relations to appropriations at all That was one affair. 

But this instance relates purely to matters of appropriation. There 
has been no contest between the two Houses, or between either House 
and the President, on any subject of the general laws of the land. It 
relates purely to the ordinary operations of carrying on the Govern- 
ment, and I confess Iam unable to see how, after more than a half a 
year, at the very last month of the time, these appropriation bills, some _ 
of them, are coming along now, and we are asked to grant this uni- 
versal and widespread and inscrutable authority to the administrative 
departments of the Government to go on upon the basis named in this 
provision. It is not good legislation, but until the Senate has sufficient 
firmness to say that it can not consent to carry on the Government in 
that way it will of course continue. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to say that the statutes provide now that 
no person in the employ of the Government shall receive pay for any 
service until that service has been appropriated for by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And it must be paid out of appropriations made 
for the year. The unexpended appropriations of a former year lapse 
into the Treasury and can not be used. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt of that. Therefore, unless this 
joint resolution shall pass, the Government, so far as its conduct re- 
lates to these several appropriation bills, must stop. That is the sit- 
uation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, the pay must stop. - 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations if there is not a provision in the statutes which 
declares that the executive officers of the Government shall not receive 
the gratuitous labor of employés? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, there is. 

Mr. HALE. This form of legislation, objectionable as it is, has been 
resorted to not in fugitive cases as suggested by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. Itis nota good way of legislation, undoubtedly, but it has 
been done time and again. We have got into the way of doing it at 
every long session that runs over the Ist of July, and there are few 
Senators here who remember any long session of Congress which has 
not exceeded that time. We have fallen into the fashion of passing 
such a resolution, and it comes up in this way now. I see no other 
way except to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ithinkitimportant, in view of what has been said, 
that action should be taken this afternoon upon the Army appropriation 
bill. Ifthe Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] will give way, I will ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of that bill. 
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Mr. FRYE. It was understood yesterday that I should yield for the 
consideration of the Army appropriation bill to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
pending order be informally laid aside that he may move to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other pu 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has unanimous consent been given to proceed to 
the consideration of the Army appropriation bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not yet. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that I was 
instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs this morning to propose 
an important amendment. If the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will kindly waive any technical objection he might make 
against that amendment when the time comes, I shall not be disposed 
to object to the consideration of the bill to-day. I do not feel like 
losing my opportunity to present the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I 
shall make no objection to-day to the amendment suggested by the 
Committee on Military Affairs that I would not make to-morrow; that 
is to say, I shall waive any objection because of time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read at length, and, 
if there be no objection, the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations will be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded toread the bill. The firstamendmentofthe 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 103, after the words ‘*ex- 
penses of,” to insert ‘‘not exceeding fifty;’’ in line 104, after the 
words ‘‘contract-surgeons,’’ to insert ‘‘ not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty;’’ in line 105, before the word ‘‘ veterinary,” to insert ‘' not ex- 
ceeding fourteen;’’ and in line 106, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘tone hundred” and insert ‘‘ eighty-five;’’ soas to make the 
clause read: 

EE Gus wan iret ued seme BAIA and ack coometion torrie 
veterinary surgeons; in all, $85,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 108, after the word ‘‘ each,” to 
insert ‘‘not exceeding thirty;’’ so as to read: 

For pra not exceeding forty-two paymasters’ clerks, at $1,400 each, not ex- 
ceeding thirty paymasters’ messengers, and traveling expenses of paymasters’ 
clerks, in all $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 123 to 
line 128, inclusive, as follows: 

For the pay of a clerk attendant on the collection and classification of mili- 
. tary information from abroad, $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the 

same shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of 

quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 136, after the word “‘troops,’’ to 
insert ‘‘when authorized by law;’’ and in line 137, after the words 
*t one hundred,” to insert ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read: 


For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, not to exceed $150,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the first proviso to the same clause, in 
line 140, before the word ‘‘usually,’’ to insert ‘‘shortest;’’ and in line 
141, after the word ‘‘thereto,”’ to strike out ‘‘when transportation 

m the Quartermaster’s Department can not be furnished;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 

Provided, That in disbursing this amount the maximum sum to be allowed 
and paid to an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be computed over the 
shortest usually traveled routes, and, in addition thereto, the cost of the trans- 


portation actually paid by the officer over said route or routes, exclusive of 
sleeping or parlor car fare and transfe 


ers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the use of the word ‘‘shortest.’’ It seems to me to be a very serious 
interference with the convenience of officers, and I do not see any ob- 
ject ininserting it. For instance, the shortest route from here to Chi- 
cago is by the Baltimore and Ohio road, while the usually traveled 
route is by way of the Pennsylvania Central. Now, is it right for us 
to legislate so as to require an officer to travel by one road rather than 
another? To say “‘by the usually traveled route” gives the officer 
at least some reasonable facility about choosing the road. I do not 
see any reason for the insertion of the word ‘‘shortest.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senuvor from Ohio if he 
thinks an officer who in going to Chicago travels over the Pennsylva- 
nia road rather than the Baltimore and Ohio would violate this pro- 
vision, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think he would. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘They are both ‘‘usually traveled routes.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but under this provision he must take 
the shortest route. Otherwise how would he get his allowance with 
the word “‘ shortest” in the bill? In many cases it would cause great 
inconvenience. Senators will see that it issometimes necessary to have 


a choice of routes. I would leave the officers to take the usually trav- 
eled route, and not compel them to go over a particular road. 

Mr. ALLISON. They take any route they choose with this provis- 
ion in, Of course the paymasters have a table of routes. The officer 
takes the route he chooses. His mileage, then, is fixed by the shortest 
route, just as we are paid our mileage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Our mileage is on the usually traveled route, but 
we take our choice. If we should take any other than the usually trav- 
eled route, if we should attempt to go around by Cape Horn, or New 
York, or anything of that kind, we should only get mileage for the 
usually traveled route. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee heard no complaint respecting this 


language. It is the existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not in the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. However, I do not want to interfere in a matter 
of that kind. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that if we find any difi- 


culty about it, it will be considered in conference. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, at the end of the second proviso to 
the clause making appropriations for mileage of officers, to add: 


And provided further, That the Quartermaster’s Department shall not furnish 
transportation to officers traveling without troops otherwise than by convey- 
ance belonging to said Department, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 155, after the word “‘ pay,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘and general expenses;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Making in all, for pay of the Army, $12,676,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
the subsistence of the Army, in line 195, after the words “traveling 
to,” to insert ‘*and;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ from,” to strike 
out ‘‘and at;’’ and in line 199, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike 
out ‘twenty ™ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to read: 

For the payment of the regulation allowances for commutation in licu of ra- 
tions to enlisted men on furlough, to ordnance-sergeants on duty at ungarri- 
soned posts, to enlisted men stationed at places where rations in kind can not 
be economically issued, to enlisted men traveling on detached duty when it is 
impracticable to carry rations of any kind, to enlisted men selected to contest 
for places or prizes in the department, division,and Army rifle competitions, 
while traveling to and from places of contest; in all, $1,745,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War; and not more than $110,000 thereof 
walle applied to the payjnent of civilian employés of the Subsistence Depart- 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
incidental expenses of the Quartermaster’s Department, in line 255, 
after the word ‘‘surgeons,’’ to strike out "and of a riding and train- 
ing master for the more *‘orough instruction of officers and cadets, a 
sum not exceeding $1,5vu;’’ and in line 264, after the words ‘‘six hun- 
dred and,” to strike out *‘seventy-six thousand five hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ seventy-five thousand;’’ so as to read: 

And for the following expenditures required for the several regiments of cav- 
alry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts 
as may be mounted, and for the trains, to wit: Hire of veterinary surgeons, 
purchase of medicine for horses and mules, picket-ropes, blacksmiths’ tootis and 
mater! oes and blacksmiths’ tools for the cavalry service, and for 
the shoeing of horses and mules, and such additional expenditures as are neces- 
sary and authorized by law in the movement and operations of the Army, and 
not expressly assigned to any other Department, $575,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
‘t Army transportation,’ in line 288, after the word ‘‘ water,” to strike 
out ‘‘of the necessary agents and employés;’’ so as to read: 

Army transportation: For transportation of the Army, including baggage of 
the troops, when moving either by land or water; of clothing, camp and gar- 
rison equi and other quartermaster’s stores from Army depots or places of 


purchase or delivery to the several posts and Army depots, and from those de- 
pots to the troops in the field, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 304, after the 
words ‘‘ hire of teamsters,’’ to strike out ‘‘and other employés.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 326, to reduce the total appropri- 
ation for Army transportation from $2,800,000 to $2,700,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 331, to strike out the additional 
proviso at the end of the clause making appropriations for “Army trans- 
portation,” as follows: a 

And provided further, That no expenditure anthorized by this act from the ap- 
oe Phone ony made herein for the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army, in- 
clu the tran: rtation of troops and their supplies, and the expenses inci- 
dent thereto, shall be made except by the Quartermaster-General, under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, unless an emergency exists that demands im- 
mediate action; and in such case the expenditure necessary to meet the emer- 
gency may be made upon the order in writing of the general commanding the 
Army, or upon the order in writing of division or department commander in 
whose jurisdiction the emergency arises; but every such order from u division 
or department commander shall certify that an emergency exists requiring im- 
mediate expenditure, stating the emergeucy necessary to be met, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
the ‘‘ Medical and Hospital Department,” in line 407, after the word 
‘t general,” to insert ‘‘post;’? in line 412, after the word ‘‘ diseases,” 
to insert ‘‘and the supply of the Army and Naval Hospital at Hot 
Springs, Ark.;’’ in line 415, to insert ‘‘and five” after ‘‘iwo hun- 
dred;’’ and in line 416, after the word ‘‘over,”’ to strike oub “‘ thirty- 
eight” and insert ‘‘ forty-three;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

j í chan tal 
supplies including distaste Sor POENA pet ONGINI GEPOS of soot 
purveying depots, pay of employés, medical care and treatment of officers 


and enlisted men of the Army on duty at ts and stations for which no other 
pores is made, for the proper care and treatment of cases in the Army 


‘ering from contagious or epidemic and the supply of the Army and 
Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ie ages poen krai and ee miscellaneous ex- 
penses of the Medicul De nent; in all, $205,000: and not over $43,000 of the 
money appropriated by this paragraph shall be applied to the payment of civil- 
ian employés of the Medical Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Engineer 
Department,” after line 444, to insert: 

For repairs to sea-wall and wharf at Willets Point, New York, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for Ordnance De- 
partment,” in line 466, after the word ‘‘cavalry,’’ to insert ‘‘and 
artillery; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, including horse equipments 
for cavalry and artillery, £100,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 469, after the word ‘‘ national,” 
to strike out ‘‘armory’’ and insert ‘‘ armories;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For manufacture, repair and issue of arms at the national armories, $400,000: 

ded, That not more than $60,000 of the money appropriated for the Ord- 
nance Department in all its branches shall be applied tothe payment of civilian 
clerks in said department, 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, in line 473, at the end of the clause mak- 
ing appropriation ‘‘ for manufacture, repair, and issue of arms at na- 
tional armories,’’ to add the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the cost to the Ordnance Department of all ordnanco 
and ordnance stores issued to the States, Territories, and District of Columbia, 
under the act of February 12, 1887, shall be credited to the appropriation for 
“manufacture of arms at national armories,™ which appropriation for 1889 and 
thereafter shall be available until exhausted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 484, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to 
strike out ‘“‘for armaments ” and insert “all complete and mounted in 
place ready for;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of War of pneumatic dynamite guns of 
different calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the same, 
ammunition, and carriages for the same, all complete and mounted in place 
ready for military use, $100,000, or so much thereof as he may deem proper. 

The amendment was to. 

Thenext amendment was, in line 488, after the word ‘‘ gun-carriages,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘and plants for the same and ” and insert ‘aerial torpe- 
does;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dyna- 
mite guns, gun-carriages, aerial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, 
and batteries for coast defense, whether sunken. counterpoise, or otherwise, 
brought to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much thereof as he 
may deem proper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 493, to insert: 

For the manufacture, or purchase, and test of cannon and carriages, including 
two 10-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a ppear- 
ing carriage, and also including those for the field and siege services; for the 
alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns; for 
projectiles. powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for experi- 
ments in the means of protecting torpedo lines; forcompensation of draughts- 
men while employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction. 
and for the necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed 
at the proving ground and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of £2.50 
per diem while so employed, $600,000: Provided, That all purchases of materials 
under this provision shall be of American manufacture, 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not agree in committee to this provision pro- 
posed to be inserted. I think it properly belongs on another bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. To what provision does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GORMAN. The provision on page 21, commencing with line 
494. Itisan appropriation of $600,000. I simply desire to say that 
it ought to be considered at another time. ` 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is very difficult to hear the Senator. May I ask 
on what bill this could more properly be placed ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it belongs to the deficiency billor the forti- 
fication bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Buta large part of this is for the general uses of 
the Army. I wish to move an amendment to the proposed amend- 
ment of the committee. I move to insert in line 499, after the word 
“ projectiles,” the words: 

And increased facilities for their manufacture. 

The amendment as it stands provides for the manufacture or pur- 
chase and test of cannon and carriages, etc., but the Ordnance Depart- 


ment desires to 
some of the machine tools, It isa matter of plain, straightforwa 


spend a small fraction of this $600,000 in ca sca 


business and in ect harmony with the rest of the amendment. I 

make the proposition at the request of an oflicer of the department. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 

of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the Committee 


on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not ask a change of the total. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator from Connecticut handed this amend- 
ment to me in the early part of the day, and now states that it is pro- 
posed to use a small sum for the purpose of increasing the facilities for 
manufacturing projectiles. This is a lump appropriation of $600,000 
for these various purposes. Ido not know that I should object to hav- 
ing a small sum designated for the purpose suggested by the Senator’s 
amendment, but if it is only necessary to use a small sum for that pur- 
pose I prefer that he should modify his amendment so as to add a pro- 
viso saying, ‘‘ provided that a certain sum (whatever may be necessary) 
may be used for increasing the facilities for the manufacture of pro- 
jectiles.”’ P 

I have here a statement in answer to a request addressed to the Sec- 
retary of War, to furnish a projet of the methods of expenditure of this 
appropriation. The Secretary of War is very anxious that this appro- 
priation should be inserted in this bill, differing somewhat from my 
friend from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] on that subject, and in his state- 
ment I find nothing for increased facilities for manufacturing projectiles. 
So it seems to me the provision, if inserted at all, should be inserted 
in the nature of a proviso and specifying a specific sum. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Thesameauthority that suggested the whole amend- 
ment here made this suggestion, and spoke of it as a desirable thing. 
If the chairman of the committee makes no objection, let this lie over 
a few moments, Iexpect one of the officers here, and I will ask him 
what is necessary for the purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph proposed to be in- 
serted, with the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, will be 
passed over informally, and the reading of the bill will be resumed at 
line 510. J 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘Signal 
Service,” in line 529, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike ouf 
“three” and insert “‘five;’’ so as to read: 

Signal Service : 

For expenses of the Signal Service of the Army, as follows: Purchase, equip- 
ment, and repair of field electric telegraphs; sigual equipments and stores; bi- 
nocolar glasses, telescopes, heliostats, and other necessary instruments, inelud- 
ing absolutely necessary meteorological instruments for use on target-ranges; 
telephone apparatus and maintenance of same; in all, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be authorized to enter into negotiations for 
the purchase of the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, directly south of the 
military reservation at West Point, belonging to the estate of Edward V. Kins- 
ley, or so much thereof as he may deem necessary for the purposes of the Mil- 
itary Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of their interest in such land 
from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are competent and willing to sell such 
interests; and the Secretary of War is authorized to submit all offers so made 
and’ the question of the value of said 225 acres to a board to consist of three 
Army officers and three competent civilians, who shall m»ke due investigation 
and report coucerning said value; and the Secretary of War shall submit said 
offers and the report of said board, with his opinion, to Congress, at its next ses- 
sion. The expenses of said board and compensation at the rate of $10 a day for 
not more than ten days for each of the civilian members shall be paid from the 
appropriation or contingencies of the War Department, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20 of section 2, before the word ‘‘contingen- 
cies,” the word ‘‘ or’’ should be ‘‘ for;’’ so as to read: 

Be paid from the appropriation for contingencics of the War Depariment, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee on page 21, line 494. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment, to in- 
sert, after the word ‘‘projectiles,’’ ‘‘and increased facilities for their 
manufacture.’’ t 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That may wait a moment longer. I move now to 
add to the bill the amendment I was directed to report from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which is printed and on the desks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Src. 3. For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings 
and other structures, machinery, tools,aud fixtures foran army gun factery for 
finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet Arse- 
nal, West Troy, N. Y., in accordance with the recommendation of the Gun Foun- 
dry Board of February 16, 1884, $750,000. 

Sec. 4. For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered,and annealed steel 
for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10,and 12 inch caliber, in quality and di- 
mensions conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each tay tek the 
manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provided, 
That no money shall be weg oon except for steel acee and delivered. 

Sec, 5, The materia! for ihe guns provided for in section 4 shall be purels: 
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the 


tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufact- 
urers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty days in the 
the said manufacturers: Provided, That each 


newspapers most likely to reach 
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bidder with whom such contracts shall be made shall agrecto erect in the United 
States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capable of making 
all the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, and 
shall further agree to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the 
time of the delivery of the steel for the smaller calibers of heavy guns to com- 
mence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that for the 
largest calibers specified in the advertisement at the expiration of not more 
than three years from the date of the acceptance of the contracts; and that all 
the material forsaid guns shall be mannfactured in the United States. 

Bec. 6. For the purchase of submarine mines, for needful casemates, cable 
galleries, and appliances to operate submarine mines; for continaing torpedo 
experiments and for practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of 
torpedo service, $500,000, 

Src. 7. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes 
and torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adapted to coast defense, $100,000. 

Sec. 8. The int? sate provided for in sections 3, 4, 6,and 7 shall be avail- 
able until expended. p 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to treating 
these various paragraphs as one amendment? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I submit 
that the amendment is out of order, ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. First, the amendment is not germane to this bill; 
second, it is not estimated for; and next, it has not been submitted to 
the Committee on Appropriations one day before being offered in the 

te. 


Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. First, the Senator says it is not germane to the 
bill; but the whole purpose of the bill appears to be to organize, arm, 
pay, and equip an army; and as this can not go very well upon the 
naval bill, and as it did not necessarily go upon the fortifications bill, 
because the building of fortifications does not necessarily imply their 
armament, I see no possible objection to its being put upon the Army 
appropriation bill. Certainly on page 20 we find an appropriation pro- 
vided for ‘‘for the purchase of * * * pneumaticdynamite guns of 
different calibers, and the necessary machinery to fire and handle the 
same, ammunition, and carriages for the same, all complete and mounted 
in place ready for military use, $400,000.” 

Now the point is fine if we may spend $400,000 to buy dynamite 
guns, which are in a large sense still in the stage of experimentation, 
and we may not provide for the manufacture of some forged, built-up 
steel cannon of modern steel whose value is unquestionably established 
by the science of the world and by the usages and practice of all mili- 

nations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
batable. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As I have said all I need to say on that point, I 
will not contest the matter with the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The contest is with the Senate, not 
the Chair. The rules say it shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have forgotten now what the other point was. 

Mr. GORMAN. The point was that it has not been estimated for, 
and has not been offered and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions one day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As to the point that it is not estimated for, I do 
not know how much of technical truth there is in that objection, for I 
have not the Book of Estimates by me at this moment; but I beg leave 
to say that the substance of it has been demanded by the annual re- 
port of every Secretary of War for ten or fifteen years, and by every 
annual report of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

‘The general proposition, the essence of this measure, has been reported 
favorably by four or five of the best and most elaborately constituted 
boards we have ever had on the subject of the armament of the country, 
the Getty board, the Armament Board, the Fortifications Board, com- 
posed of eminent officers of the Army and Navy and eminentcivilians; 
the Gun Foundry Board, composed of the very best men in the Army 
and Navy for that purpose, and who made an elaberate examination 
of gun-making machinery and plant in this country and in Europe. 

The Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships of the Senate de- 
voted a year and a half to visiting the leading steel establishments of 
this country and the leading gun and ship building establishments of 
Europe, and to an examination of many prominent skilled experts in 
all this business, an examination of literature of Europe generally upon 
it, and they came to the conclusion that these things were needed. 
Whether the War Department sanctions every word of this amend- 
ment and has asked for it I can not say. Of course we do not ex- 
pect them to submit elaborate estimates every year for the cost of fifty 
or seventy-five or one hundred guns, for they ‘confine themselves to 
showing that guns are absolutely necessary, and that we have not got 
any, leaving it to Congress in its discretion to prescribe the manner of 
purchasing or building them. 

The Senator from Maryland is mistaken in another respect. This 
amendment comes from the Military Committee, which, to be sure, met 
only this morning, not having met for a week before, and it was not ex- 
pected that the Army appropriation bill would be reported so soon from 
the Appropriations Committee. Butas soon as possible after the organ- 
ization of the Senate to-day I reported this amendment, which came 
fresh from the Committee on Military Affairs, and had it referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. ; 

I do not think the points of the Senator from Maryland are good; 


The question of relevancy is not de- 
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but I wish he might waive them, so that we might have the merits 
considered. I do not feel like going into the merits until the point of 
order is decided. 

I asked the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations when he 
reported the bill to-day to waive any points of order he had, and he 
knows very well the conversation between us. I rose when he asked 
unanimous consent to take up this bill tointimate that I possibly, un- 
willingly might, if my vote would do so, postpone its consideration 
unless he would intimate to me that he would not raise a point of order 
on the admission of my amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Connecticut stated that $400,000 
was appropriated, as I understood, for four pneumatic dynamite guns, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The price of these new guns is not quoted in the 
market; but the sum here appropriated by this bill would answer for 
ten fine guns and the necessary steam-engines or condensers for con- 
densed air. I believe the idea is that they will cost $40,000 apiece. 

Mr. ALLISON. These pneumatic dynamite guns are to cost $40,- 
000 each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
insist on the question of relevancy? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would waive it until I can 
make some statements on the propriety of this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment, before that pointis made. I wish to 
say in response to the suggestion made by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that when I asked unanimous consent to take up this bill to-day 
the Senator from Connecticut intimated that he might not consent un- 
less the amendment which he offered this morning from the Committee 
on Military Affairs and sent to the Committee on Appropriations should 
also be considered, and in response to that suggestion I stated that I 
would make no objection to the introduction of the amendment to-day 
that could not be made to-morrow. In other words, I should not make 
the point to-day that the amendment had not been sent to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for a sufficient length of time, and I hope in 
any suggestion of points of order the Senator from Maryland will help 
me keep that agreement. 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure I withdraw that part of the 
point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator was not in at the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Maryland to insist on the question of the relevancy of this amend- 
ment. The rules require that the question of relevancy when raised 
shall be submitted to the Senate and decided without debate. The 
question, therefore, recurs, Is this amendment germane or relevant to 
the bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask, for the information of the Senate on that 
question, that the clause from line 487 to 493, inclusive, of this bill 
shall be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. That would be debate, but the clause 
can be read by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For examining, testing, and experimenting with pneumatic or other dynamite 

uns, gun-carriages. aerial torpedoes, dynamite shells and ammunition, and 
Entorses for coast defense, whether sunken, counterpoise, or otherwise, brought 
to the notice of the Secretary of War, $100,000, or so much thereof as he may 
deem proper. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tia n 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the question precisely ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the third 
clause of Rule XVI, or so much thereof as applies to this point. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3. No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
gencral appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly relate 
thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when 
raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question therefore recurs, Is 
the amendment proposed by the Senator irom Connecticut germane or 
relevant to this bill? 

The question was determined in the affirmative, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of relevancy is decided 
in the affirmative. The question then recurs on agreeing to the amend- 


Senators in the affirmative will say 


ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I make the second point, that there is no estimate 
for this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Even if that were so, if the amend- 
ment had been reported by order of a standing or select committee, it 
would still bein order, and it has been reported, the Chair understands, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there is an estimate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis immaterial whether it has been 
estimated for or not. It has been reported by a committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is an estimate of $8,239,000 for this very year. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the estimate be read. 


1888. _ 
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Mr. DOLPH. Let the Secretary read the item on the top of page 177 
of the Book of Estimates. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Estimated amount | Total amount to be 


ton Harbor, $280,000; 
tt bing $290,000; New 
ork, $690,000; Philadelp' 
$21 Baltimore, $80,000; 
Washington, D. C., $80,000; 
Hampton Roads, $250,000 ; New 
Orleans, $21000; and San 
Francisco, $460,000. (Sub- 
aa 2 cain T ca sake NC SENE KESAN A E T 
oes for harbor defenses : 
‘or closing channels leadin; be 
a 


$2, 840, 000. 00 


Tor; 


Pre ng mining casemates and 
cable-shafts and galleries to ` 
render it possible to operate 
submarine mines at Portland 
Head, 3; Boston, 5; Narragan- 
sett y 2; New York, 5; 

Philadelphia, 2; Baltimore, 1; 
Washington, 1; Hampton 
.2; and San Francisco, 5. 


Roads 
(Submmitted)...........screcsereerereesers 1, 560, 000. 00 


Mr. HAWLEY. I submit that it is not necessary to read further. 
What has already been read shows clearly that the estimates are made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I trespass on the Senate a few moments to say 
why I press this particular proposition ? 

I do not wish to argue the whole case as to whether it is n 
to arm our coasts or not, but I make the broad statement that a nation 
of more than sixty millions of people, with their almost incalculable 
wealth, can not resist a first-class ship of China, Japan, Chili, or any 
one of the nations of Europe. 

I make the broad statement that every one of our great ports is open 
to complete capture by a fraction of the navies of any one of the great 
powers of Europe; that ships can go t any of our forts with their 
guns and levy upon the cities; that there is not in the possession of 
the Army on the coast of the country a single modern gun. The whole 
Army has not a single modern built-up steel gun. It has only the old- 
fashioned heavy cast-iron smooth-bores, and the Parrotts, which kill 
more friends than enemies. 

I ask by this amendment that there may be a beginning of the man- 
ufacture of the proper guns for the fortification of our coasts. The ex- 

rience of Europe is in favor of the plan proposed here—joint work 
Keirin private manufacturers and the Government. The experiment 
has been tried to satisfaction of conducting these large establishments 
wholly by Government; it has been tried to satisfaction conducting 
them wholly by individuals; and the latter, I must confess, so faras my 
recollection goes, answers better than to conduct them by the Govern- 
ment entirely. But the plant required to enter upon the manufacture 
of the proper modern built-up rifle is very large indeed, and differs in 
many respects from the plant required for ordinary commercial pur- 
poses; and no wise man urer of steel will make a contract with the 
Government unless it be large enough to justify him in putting in new 
machinery. 

Take one single element of it as an example—the steam-hammer. 
An appropriation, I will not dare to say of how much, would be re- 
quired for the old steam-hammer; but that is substituted now by a 
vastly improved machine, an extraordinary machine, too, known as 
the hydraulic forging machine, which will take a mass of thirty, forty, 
or fifty thousand pounds of steel, a cubic ingot of it, and work it as the 
cook works the dough in the kitchen, thereby making a hom eous 
ma ud steel of approximately equal tenacity and strength all the way 
through. 

It will cost hundreds of thousands of dollars to put up that forge 
alone. I have seen one of them working upon a trifle of 16 tons of 
steel at once, and capable of working 40 or 50. One is already being 
put up in this country now by the concern which successfully bid for 
the making of the armor and the parts of heavy guns for the Navy. 
The Navy has got ahead of the Army in this, far ahead of it. The 
eountry could not resist the demand for a regeneration of the Navy. 
Successive bills passed Congress ordering the building of ships, not of 
the first class, not of the most offensive class, but cruisers, the sea po- 
lice, the beginning of a navy, the light horse of the Navy, and some 
partially protected cruisers. 

After Secretary Whitney found that adding together such armor as 


he was required to have for a number of these ships, and adding together 
the number of guns that he was directed to get, he would be able to 
offer to some manufacturer a contract for six or seven thousand tons of 
forged armor and forged parts of heavy guns, anticipating the neces- 
sity, anticipating the absolute necessity that the Government would 
sooner or later begin the manufacture of these things, one of the great 
steel works began in advance to make the appropriate plant at a cost 
of anywhere from $800,000 to $2,000,000 and upwards, so that it was 
able to take beyond all competitors immediately that contract offered 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Now the Navy has thirty-four steel cannon of the modern style, very 
good indeed, of moderate sizes, nearly done, and it is authorized to con- 
tract for one hundred and eight more steel pieces, ranning up to some- 
thing like a 10-inch gun, a very effective and heavy gun. In themean 
time the Army has not one single gun of that pry unless you 
may count an experimental steel gun, I believe, nor the first step 
been taken towards their creation. 

Without waiting to furnish the details, I lay down the proposition 
that the way to do this is to ask private manufacturers to forge, anneal, 
temper, and even shape the parts of the big guns, and then bring them 
to a finishing and assembling shop. One for the Navy is well under 
way here. You are going to have an admirable establishment at the 
navy-yard in this city. It is admirable now so far as it has gone. 
There should be another for the Army, which it is settled should be at 
Watervliet. There these pieces are finally turned to the thousandth 
or the fraction of a thousandth of aninch. The jacket is slipped on 
to a central tube on the gun, other jackets are put on it, and bands of 
steel, very much as we remember the tires of the wheels in the old 
way of putting themon. ‘There a gun is built up which is as nearly 
as possible—it depends on the skill shown—what the gun would be if 
it could all be made in one piece. 

The way is now, I say, to get private establishments to forge these 
large parts and bring them to the Government concerns that will put 
the last touchesand theassembling uponthem. Thatis what the Navy 
are doing. The Bessemer Steel Works are building a part of the guns 
for it, and the Navy people are assembling and getting them together 
at the navy-yard here. That we want done for the Army. The Navy 
is one hundred and forty-two guns ahead of the Army, thirty-four built 
and one hundred and eight to be built; but we have not one upon our 
whole coast, not one that can check the first, and second, or third class 
ships of the navies of the world. 

e must begin. It takes time. This $5,000,000 looks like a large 
item, but it can not be paid out under three or four years, and the last 
section of the amendment provides that it shall be a continuing ap- 
propriation and shall not be turned into the Treasury in the usual way 
at the end of two years. We do not expect anything to be delivered 
within that time unless it besome parts of the light and trifling 6-inch 
gun—we call it trifling nowadays though it carries a projectile that 
will go through six of our ships of the Navy side by side. 

We do not expect much from these forging establishments for some 
considerable time—a year or a year and a half, I think. If one is 
started to-day, it will probably be eighteen months before it can be 
forged, and we do not require the pieces of the large gun to be deliy- 
ered under three years, 

I hope this contract will not go to the Bethlehem Steel Works sim- 
ply because I want another establishment set up, and I would not care 
if there were three of them in the country who, while anSwering such 
stray commercial demand as might come along for steel shafting, would 
be ready all the while to enter into the manufacture of heavy guns for 
us, for a considerable number of them we must absolutely have. 

This simply makes a beginning. It is the first step towards wiping 
out Sal shame which rests upon us of being an absolutely defenseless 
people. 

I do not argue that question. I will not insult the Senate by argu- 
ing the question whether it is right for a people to be in a condition of 
defense. You can not argue, Mr. President, with a foreign nation with 
nothing behind you. Your argument is not worth a farthing when the 
high temper of controversy arises and the war spirit begins. They look 
at you with a tremendous argument in your fist, but a bubble behind 
you, and what do they care? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the experience which I have gained 
on the committee that the Senator from Connecticut spoke of will not 
pomis me to allow anything to pass this body silently when I shall 

ve an opportunity of voting for a proposition to put our people and 
our Government in a condition adequate for coast defense. That com- 
mittee made a very exhaustive examination of all these subjects, with 
the assistance of some of the very best scientific ability in the United 
States, and we came to a gratifying conclusion, on which, I think, every- 
body is now united, that we have all the material in the United States 
necessary for the manufacture of ordnance of the heaviest and best de- 
scription. We have the talent and genius amongst our mechanics, we 
have the enterprise amongst our manufacturing capitalists, and we have 
everything but the encouragement of the United States to some person 
or persons to engage in this very heavy enterprise. 

There is but one customer in this country for heavy guns, and that 
is the Government of the United States. Unless we step forward and 
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make a beginning in this direction there is nobody that is competent 
to doit. No private company or man is going to invest his money in 
a gun factory on the mere idea that he may beable tosell guns tosome 
foreign country. There must of necessity be some home encourage- 
ment to these enterprises before they can be started. We must start 
at some time. We have really started later than we ought to have 
done. 

We started two or three years ago in the same direction where the 
Secretary of the Navy found himself able to start by congregating cer- 
tain appropriations made in one bill and anotherso as to purchase the 
steel. If we had started in the same direction and had the same op- 
portunities for the establishment of a gun tactory and the machinery 
for the production of heavy guns in this country three years ago, we 
should now have had an establishment that we could rely upon. 

Things go pretty fast in the world just at this time. Steam propels 
ships with great rapidity, and electricity carries messages in the twink- 
ling of an eye across the sea, so that nations that have any expectation 
that they will be allowed to pursue any other than a certain settled 
policy ought to be prepared, iun a certain degree at least, with the means 
of defense. We need establishments in the United States, we need 
foundations for these heavy compressers, these heavy hammers, what- 
ever may be the best, to weld and to prepare by hammering and other- 
wise the large billets of steel that are now requisite for making steel 
guns. 

I notice a $40(,000 appropriation in this bill for mere experimental 
purposes in regard to dynamite guns. In regard to steel guns the ex- 
periment, I think, has been made. I think the world has probably 
attained to as high state of perfection in the manufacture of steel guns 
as will be attained at all, unless we can find some means by which we 
can make a cast-steel gun cheaper and stronger than a built-up gun. 
I think that after haviog waited so many years for the purpose of 
gaining the enlightenment that comes from the experience and scien- 
tific efforts of the different nations of the earth on this subject, we can 
now afford to say to ourselves that we can make as good a gun in the 
United States as can be made in any other part of the world, and that 
perhaps it is not necessary to wait any longer for the scientific genius 
of the world to develop a better gun than can now be made out of steel. 

The science of gun-making having reached this very high plane, it 
seems to me now that we ought to enter upon it with confidence, adopt 
what science has developed, and proceed to make our foundations with 
a view of putting our country in reach of all the necessary agencies to 
meet any emergency that may come upon us, If we had to-day in the 
United States such a gun factory as Krupp’s establishment in Ger- 
many, it would add immensely to the moral powerof the United States, 
and I think that there is scarcely a Senator here who has ever bestowed 
any attention upon the relations of the United States with foreign coun- 
tries who has not felt that there was some necessity for more moral 
power in this Government than we possess. The moral power of this 
Government is not at all equivalent to its sixty-five millions of popu- 
lation, its vast wealth, its great ovean boundaries, and its enormous re- 
sources of every kind and character. 

This Government in its power of command and control over the na- 
tions of the earth, in the moral sense of which I speak, is not up to the 
realization of its actual facilities, its actual inherent power. What do 
weneed? Nothing at all but some action on the part of the Govern- 
ment to show the nations of the earth that we are prepared to use these 
great facilities and these extraordinary resources immediately when- 
ever occasion may demand, and that if an emergency should arise we 
shall not go and have to waste three or four or five hundred million 
dollars in making the preparation that experience and attention and 
care and scientific endeavor and effort ought to have developed slowly 
and completely. 

I agree with the Senator from Connecticut that the best thing we can 
do is togive Government support to private effortin making guns. The 
experience of Germany has established that proposition. Why was 
Krupp a better gun-maker than any other man in the world, and why 
is his steel reckoned among the very bestinthe world? It was because 
that faithful and common-sense old man worked from his early man- 
hood all along with experience and preparation in the best methods of 
manufacture, and then with the best pattern of gun that could be put 
together, and every gun was examined with critical and scrupulous 
care before if was putin. 

Krupp’s steel was what made Krupp’s guns. Krupp’s patience and 
care, his individual effort devoted to the building up of his establish- 
ment, that made ita success. What was it that animated Krupp? 
Not merely ambition or glory. He had not any office under the Ger- 
man Government the duties of which he was performing under a 
salary. He wasa private man, but he had the Government for a patron; 
and he had a German’s pride in the glory of his country, and then he 
had a personal fondness for money-making to stimulate him to build up 
these great guns. It was through these simple agencies that that man 
got such power over the gun market of the world as that all the na- 
tions, nearly without exception I belicve, more or less, patronized his 
great establishment. 

Now, if we start in the United States a gun factory, or if you will 
enable our people by contributing as we ought to do to the manuiact- 


ure of guns to build the machinery that is requisite for the manufacture 
of these great guns, it will not be very long, nota great while, until 
you will find that San Francisco will be making guns out of that un- 
paralleled steel ore that they have there and sending them across the 
Pacific Ocean to China and Japan, and down the South American coast, 
and on this coast we shall be manufacturing guns for the eastern mar- 
ket of South America and Central America, and for the old countries as 
well, because if you give our men the advantage they have the genius 
and the enterprise to do anything that ingenuity and capacity can ac- 
complish. 

Bo I am in favor of the proposition. I want us to start, and we had 
just as well start now, and commence with this appropriation of $5,- 
000,000, as to start later, and a great deal better start now than start 
later. We ought to have this establishment started; this steel ought 
to be in process of manufacture, and all of the experience of our me- 
chanics, the better parts of it, ought to be gathered into establish- 
men's of this kind. 

Now, in regard to the dynamite gun, that is a very different thing. 
There is very little known about dynamite projectiles or dynamite guns. 
I understand that we have to have steam-engines for the purpose of 
making compressed air in order to get a powerful expanding element 
to project the projec’ile out of the gun without exploding the dynamite 
before it reaches the target at which itis aimed. That is experimental. 
We are willing to bestow $400,000 in this bill on making that experi- 
ment. It is very doubtful whether after all we shall provide a dyna- 
mite gun that will take the place of a steel gun in the navies of the 
world or that will enable us to arm a ship with dynamite to go out and 
fight the enemies of this country on the high seas. 

I confess that I should dislike very much to see the best man-of-war 
that we could build sent out for the purpose of engaging a man-of-war 
of equal power with steel guns on board his ship and nothing but dy- 
namite on board of oars. I think that would be a very hazardous 
experiment. 

It has been but two days since I read that a patent had been issued 
here with thirty-three claims allowed by the Patent Office in favor of 
an Alabamian for a dynamite gun by which he proposes to throw the 
dynamite, not with a great steam-engine, but with 40 or 50 or 100 
pounds of powder, and do it with absolute security. If that man’s in- 
vention is what it appears to be, and what I really believe it to be, we 
shall not have spent $400,000 under this bill until that man will come 
in with a dynamite gun that will dispense with the engine entirely, 
and he will fire it like an ordinary steel gun. 

That is experimental; and I think when the Congress of the United 
States is willing to bestow $400,000 upon a project that is peculiarly 
and entirely experimental, after theinvestigations that have been made 
by a committee of this hody and a report that has received the sanction 
of the War and Navy Departments both, and a report that is incontro- 
vertible on its facts and conclusions, we should not be unwilling to 
expend what the Senator from Connecticut proposes to expend in his 
amendment in building guns about which there is no longer any ex- 
periment at all, but the mere putting into actual physical use the result 
of those experiences which have been collected by this committee and 
by the scientific men of this country, and which are absolutely controll- 
ing in regard to the manufacture of these guns, I shall therefore vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I regret to see the Senate about to 
commit itself apparently to an appropriation for the manufacture of 
Steel guns. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maryland has the floor, and being 
advised that there area number of Senators who desire to speak, I move 
that the Senate do now adjoum. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
me RAR adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 29, 1888, at 12 
o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1888. 
ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE, 

The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Hon. JOHN B. 
CLARK, its Clerk, who said: 

The Clerk of the House has received the following communication 
from the presiding officer: 

WAsHINGTOXN, D. C., June 28, 1888. 


Sme: As I am compelled to be absent from the city for two days, you will 
please request the House to elect a Speaker pro tempore to serve during my ab- 


sence. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE. 
Hon. Jous B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 


Clause 7 of Rule I provides that in the absence of the Speaker, or his 
omission to make an appointment of a Speaker to preside during his 
absence, it is for the House to proceed to elect a Sjpeaker pro tempore. 
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Nominations are now in order. 
Mr. MILLS. I offer the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. James H. BLOUNT, a Representative from the State of 
Georgia, be and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the temporary 
absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. BLOUNT accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. . © 
_ The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr, MILLS submitted the following resolution; which wasread, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the House has 
elected Hon, James H. BLount, a Representative from the State of Georgia, as 
Speaker pro tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 


FOG-SIGNAL, ETC., STONINGTON HARBOR, CONNECTICUT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
House Board of appropriations for a light and fog-signal at the entrance 
of Stonington Harbor, Connecticut; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. LANSDALE YS. THE UNITED STATES, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings 
of fuct in the case of Henry H. Lansdale vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ST. CECILIA’S ACADEMY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also Jaid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of findings 
of fact in the case of St. Cecilia’s Academy vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE CANEY FORK RIVER, TENNESSEE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Caney Fork 
River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee, with House 
amendment disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
cial proposed by the House to this bill, and have asked a conference 

ereon. x 

I have examined the amendment and find it is only formal in its 
character, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that the House re- 
cede from its amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that it be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, after line 28,add: 

“And if said bridge shall not be finished within two years from the passage 
of this act the rights and privileges hereby granted shall be null and void. 

Mr. CRISP. I will state that by mistake that clause is put twice 
into the bill. This is a Senate bill amended by the House, which amend- 
ment was disagreed to by the Senate, and I ask the House to recede. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE BETWEEN BRIDGEPORT AND SHEFFIELD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River 
between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. 

Mr. CRISP. This is a Senate bill to which the House attached two 
amendments, one of which the Senate agrees to; and the other, which is 
identical with the amendment just stricken from the former bill, they 
reject. I ask that the House recede from its insistence upon that amend- 
ment. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

IMPROVEMENT OF BRAZOS RIVER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, in Texas; which 
was read twice and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. LYNCH, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MORRILL, for one week, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. FULLER to with- 
ee! papers accompanying-House bill 8680, for the relief of Fannie A. 
yd. 
BRAZOS RIVER, TEXAS. 
Mr. CRAIN. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whoie on the state of the Union from the further consideration 
of House bill 10165, and that the same be put upon its passage. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the Brazos River Channel and Dock Company, a cor- 
poration organized under and by virtue of the Jaws of the State of Texas, be, 
and are hereby, authorized, on the conditions hereinafter mentioned, to con- 
struct, own, and operate such permanent and suflicient jetties and such auxil- 
iary works as are necessary to create and permanently maintain, as hereinafter 
set forth,a navigable channel at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, between 
said river and the Gulf of Mexico, and so far into the mainland and between 
the banks of the said Brazos River as may be necessary to reach a place that 


will afford security from storms, swells, cyclones, and tidal waves, for the pur- - 


poses of furnishing the vessels and boats adapted to the purpose facilities for 
navigation in and along the entire length of said channel, charging and collect- 
ing such to)l therefor as may be prescribed by the regulations that may be made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States in conformity with the 
laws of the United States; and for that purpose they may construct, in the river, 
and likewise in the Gulf of Mexico, such walls, jetties, dikes, levees,and other 
structures, and employ such boats, rafts, and appliances as they may,in the 
prosecution of said work,deem necessary: Provided, That no such structures 
or means employed shall hinder, delay, or materially interfere with the free 
navigation in said river or between said river and the Gulf of Mexico; and,to 
protect their said works, they may build and maintain such leyees or embank- 
ments as may be est to secure their permanency along the banksof said 
Brazos River; and said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company shall hold 
the United States harmless from any damages that may accrue to any person 
or persons by overflow or otherwise caused by the construction of said walls, 
jetties, dikes, levees,and other works constructéd by said company: Provided 
Surther, That unless the construction of the proposed work shall be substan- 
tially comme: ced within one year from date of the approval of this act, and 
prosecuted with due diligence, the provisions contained herein in relation to 
the said improvement shall be null and void; and unless the said Brazos River 
Channel and Dock Company shall secure a navigable depth of 12 feet of water 
from a point in the river so far as may be necessary to reach a place that will 
afford security from storms, swells, cyclones, and tidal waves, above its mouth 
and extending from said point to a depth of 12 feet in the Gulf of Mexico, out- 
side of the present bar, within three years after the date of the approval of this 
act, Congress may revoke the privileges herein granted in relation to said im- 
provement. And Congress may revoke the provisions hereing granted in rela- 
tion to said improvement, unless the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Com- 
pany shall, after sceuring 12 feet of water, secure an additional depth of not less 
than 2 feet during each succeeding year thereafter, until 18 feet shall have been 
secured; and in case said Brazos River Channel and Dock Dorn ert shall fail 
to comply with the foregoing conditions as to depth of water,and time, for any 
riod of twelve months in excess of the time fixed as aforesaid, then the priv- 
leges herein granted, in relation to said improvements, shall absolutely be- 
come null and void without action by Congress. 

Sec. 2. That the works of improvement in the said Brazos River, from the 
mouth of said river to the point described in section 1 of this act, shall consist 
of the construction of dikes, wing-dams, levees, embankments, and dredging 
or other means which may be considered by said Brazos River Channel and 
Dock Company necessary for obtaining a depth of 18 fect of water between the 
mouth of said river and said point described in section 1 of this act; and that 
the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company may, if they shall decide it 
best for the interests of navigation, change the course of said river at the sharp 
bend in said river between the mouth of said river and the said point d 
in section 1 of this act, but in making such change the channel shall be made 
of sufficient depth and width to receive the volume of said river without dis- 
turbance of its regimen, 

Src. 3. That if at any time during the construction of said jetties and auxili- 
ary works, or after said jetties and anxiliary works shall have been completed, 
and said channel of 18 feet in depth has been obtained, the United States shall 
have the right to pay the said Brazos River Channel and Dock Company the 
value of their f peratia and other works constructed under and by the authority 
granted to said company by the State of Texas as well as by the authority of 
this act, and on such payments being made by the United States all right to 
said franchises and works on the part of said Brazos River Channel and Dock 
Company shall cease. 

SEC. 4. That any person maliciously or intentionally injuring said works or 
interfering with the construction thereof shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and mayos tried for such offense before the district courtof the United 
States for the district wherein such offense may be committed, and if found 
guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $1,000 or to imprisonment not 
aoe than two years, or both fine and imprisonment as aforesaid for each 
offense, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN] asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In consequence of the confusion in the House the 
reading of the first portion of the bill was not very well understood. 
I would like to have the nature of the bill explained. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not think that bill ought to pass the House. 
It proposes to allow a private corporation to take charge of a navigable 
river. I think that is a bad principle. 
eae . Will the gentleman allow me two minutes to explain 

e bill? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

The PPEARER pro tempore; Does the gentleman withdraw his ob- 
jection 

Mr. ROWELL. I withdraw the objection in order to permit the 
gentleman to explain, reserving the right to renew the objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. The bill is almost exactly the same bill that was re- 
ported on the same subject from the Senate this morning. The only 
difference between the two bills is that the Senate bill omits the pro- 
vision that this company shall hold the United States Government 
harmless for any damage done in the construction of the work. The 
bill before the House is asubstitute unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. It simply grants to a corporation the 
right to improve the mouth of the Brazos River, which work the Gov- 
ernment engineers have given up as impracticable, and which has been 
abangoned by the Government. The charges to which the gentleman 
refers are to be regulated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLS. I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. CRAIN. I only ask two minu es. 

Whenever the Government of the United States deems it proper to 
do so, it has the right to purchase all these works and to deprive the 
company of its franchise. That is the whole bill. 
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Mr. ROWELL. I do not see any reason for passing a bill of that 
kind. If this improvement is practicable, the United States ought to 
make it. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for the regular order. 

ENROLLED. BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain 
persons employed in the service of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 478) to place the name of Rey. Stephen M. Collis on 
i espe a of the Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry as chaplain 

ereof; 

A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head; 

A bill tf R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott; 

“© A bill (H. R. 1361) to incorporate the Reform School for Girls of the 
District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 1457) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 


3. 

A bill (H. R. 1514) relating to the record of wills in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, 
widow of James Woodrum, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; 

Mr. KILGORE also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
iers had a ago a duly enrolled bills = ees Senate of 

e following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore sign e same; 

A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to John R. Wheelock; 

A bill 1906) granting a pension to Matilda Bleumner; 

A bill (S. 1827) granting a pension to Philomelia L. Dartt; 

A bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Peter Thompson; 

A bill (S. 2100) granting a pension to Charles Tidmarsh; 

A bill (S. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Amelia Hillyer; 

A bill (S. sins granting a pension to Francis Marion Walker; 

A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Rachel Plummer; 

A bill (S. ad granting a pension to Amanda W. Beach; 

A bill (S. 2331) granting a pension to Mary McGregor; 

A bill (S. 1484) to fix the status in the Navy of certain cadet engi- 
neers; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) to arbitrate and settle the question at 
issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong; 

A bill (S. 23) to authorize Dalles City to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia Riverin theState of Oregon and Territory of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1525) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Cumberland River, between Burnside, Ky., and Carthage, in Tennes- 
see, or the south fork of said river, between Burnside and Tateville, 


a 

A bill (S. 2601) authorizing the construction of railroad bridges across 
the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company; 

A bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to 
secure safety for life and property at sea; 

A bill (S. 808) granting a pension to Julius C. Monson; 

A bill (S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Wilcox, 
now Roberts; 

A bill E 1004) granting a pension to Ann Vernenil; and 

A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Judson Knight. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask the gentleman to give way for a moment to 
allow me to make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLS. I will withdraw the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour and let the committees be called. 

RUFUS LOWE AND C. M. LOFTIN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 10578) for the relief of Rufus Lowe and C. M. Lottin; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. GEN. W. W. AVERILL. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1650) for the relief 
of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averill; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

in. SPINOLA. Two weeks from this evening there is to be a ses- 
sion to consider several bills of like character with the bill I have just 
reported, and I ask that it be included among the bills to be considered 
at that evening session. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request is not in order at this 


time. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I will make it later in the day. 
ROCK ISLAND DAM. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs have made a favorable report upon a resolution calling upon the 
Secretary of War for information as to the destruction of the dam at 
the Rock Island arsenal, but as I understand that the information 
called for has been fully furnished to the Committee on Appropriations, 
I suggest that it is not necessary for us to put the resolution upon the 
Calendar or upon its passage, and I therefore ask that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BUILDINGS AT HIGHWOOD, NEAR CHICAGO, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. KR. 10643) appropriating $300,000 for the construction 
of buildings for the military post at Highwood, near Chicago, Ill, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This bill was ordered to be reported favor- 
ably some weeks ago, and would have been reported to the Hoase, but 
atthe request of gentlemen in Chicago we concluded that we would 
hold the report until after the Army appropriation bill was disposed of, 
as it was expected that we would make an appropriation in that bi 
for this purpose. That appropriation has now been made in the Army 
bill, and I therefore suggest that for the present this bill and report lie 
on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE TO FILE REPORTS. 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three reports from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims that I desire to present this morn- 
ing, but the gentleman who has them in his possession is not present 
at this moment, and [therefore ask unanimous consent that they may 
be filed with the Clerk. $ 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees is now com- 
pleted. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate insists upon its amendments, non-concurred in 
by the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


poses. - 

The message further announced that the President pro tempore had 
appointed Senators SHERMAN, ALLISON, MANDERSON, COLQUITT, and 
BERRY members on the part of the Senate of the committee of Con- 
gress authorized by the act approved May 28, 1888, to attend the Cen- 
tennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

The message further announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or en- 
listed men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of deser- 
tion, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agrees to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Messrs. HALE, CHANDLER, and GRAY. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year 1889, and still further insists upon its 
sixteenth amendment to said bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation 
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue. The 
pending amendment is to strike out lines 133 and 134: 

Vegetables in their natural state or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated 
or provided for: 

Debate on this amendment is exhausted, but the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER] is still entitled to two minutes in support of the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. In the twoor three additional minutes 
allowed me I will withdraw the amendment which I offered yesterday, 
and move instead to amend by inserting after the words ‘‘vegetables’’ 
the words: ‘‘Such vegetables as are now specifically dutiable under 
existing law.’ Under the existing law vegetables in their natural state 
or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated or provided for, are subject 
to 10 per cent. ad valorem duty. The proposition is to make vegeta- 
bles in their natural state or in salt or ELS not specifically enumer- 
ated or provided for, free. That provision, unless covered by some 
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amendment which the honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means informs us is to be proposed, would put potatoes, and, by a 
subsequent provision in this bill, beans, pease, and split pease upon the 
free-list. It would strike down a large agricultural interest in my 
section of the country, and it meets with the most earnest protest of 
the agriculturists, especially along the border line, who do not desire 
that their products shall come in competition with those of Canada or 
other foreign countries. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I will have printed as part of my 
remarks a table which has been prepared by Colonel Switzler, of the 
Bureau of Statistics, comprising a statement showing the imports of 
wheat and other breadstufis, provisions, vegetables, eggs, etc., into the 
United States from the British North American Provinces and all other 
foreign countries each year from 1868 to 1887. It is a special exhibit 
of the importations referred to, and I am sure will be of interest to 
both sides of the House. It shows the magnitude to which the busi- 
ness has grown of importing into this country breadstuffs and eggs 
(which are free both ways), and I think when the committee come to 
consider this table and to examine this exhibit of this business they 
willagree to make a more material modification of the provisions of 
the bill than that which is now proposed. 

I shall also incorporate in my remarks an article from the New York 
Tribune of June 4, 1888, in relation to the importation of cheap pota- 
toes from Europe. 

The following is the article: 


[From the New York Tribune, June 4, 1888.) 
CHEAP POTATOES FROM EUROPE— DANGER TO THE AMERICAN FARMER IF THE 
DUTY ON THEM 18 REMOVED. 


The recent large arrivals of potatoes upon trans-Atlantic passen. steamers, 
which bring them over practically as ballast, has occasioned no little surprise 
in the shipping world as well as amon. dealers in farm produce, A steamer 
of the National Line arrived here a few Pia ago with 1,000 barrels of potatoes, 
and upon inquiry it was found that the freight paid upon them was hardly 
enough to cover the expense of putting them into the vessel, to wy nothing of 
the transportation of them for 3,000 miles; and, too, they were ed here ata 
less price than potatoes brought from Newfoundland, which, r payment of 
the import duty of 15 cents a bushel, are cheaper than the home product. This 
new departure of bringing potatoes from Europe, together with the proposition 
in the Mills free-trade bill entirely to remove the duty from potatoes, is caus- 
ing alarm to everybody excepting the foreign growers and the foreign ship- 


owners, 

The receipts of potatoes from Great Britain since October 1 last up to Satur- 
day, were 3,411, bushels, inst 106,047 bushels for the same period ayear 
ago. There also came 240,249 bushels from the continent, against 19,512 bushels 
ayearago. This means an attack upon the American farmer, and a more ef- 
fective one upon his industry if the duty should be entirely removed, as he 
would then find it useless to cultivate his unprofitable lands; but the Democratic 
Congress is determined to foster the foreign producer and the foreign capitalist 
in preference to the American industries, 

. 8. Palmer, a produce merchant, who has studied the question oer 
said on Saturday: “To remove the present duty of 15 cents per bushel would 
undoubtedly so flood the market with foreign potatoes that American producers 
could raise them only at a lossto themselves. The present duty was an equit- 
able one, and it should not be made higher than it is at present, because in sea- 
sons when the home Srey fails, or is not la enough to meet the home de- 
mands, a high tariff would be an injustice. hen they are put up in sacks 
they are easily handled and occupy but little space, and consequently make ex- 
cellent ballast. The farmers are much ci poy to having the duty removed, 
Foreign potatoes, by being brought as last,can be sold cheaper than the 
home product, but once drive our own farmers out of the market, or remove 
the home competition, there will be a demand for potatoes that will send up 
the freight charges, and the potatoes will cost the consumer more than they do 
now. 


Statement showing the imports of wheat and all other breadstuffs, provisions, vegeta- 
bles, and eggs into the United States fromthe British North aegis Provinces and 
all other foreign countries during each year from 1868 to 1887. 

[Under the title of “ British North American Provinces" are included the Do- 

minion of Canada, Newfoundland, and Labrador. j $ 


BRITISH NORTH AMERICAN PROVINCES. 


Year end- i All other 
ing eat. read- 
June w stuffs. 
Bushels. | Dozens. 
1, 593, 824 $2, 704, 393, 894) 1) 1 
1,337, 1, 673, 423, 570) ) l 
838, 862, 158, 635 
688, 8%, 249, 213, |. 282 
1,532, 2,167, 949, 339) 4, 644, 234 
„| 1,453, 204) 2, 021, 722, 285 4, 948, 676, 463 
1,631, 404| 2; 095, 173, 241 5, 421, 735, 294 
290, 296, 707, 047 4, 238, 592,778 
1,552, 1, 606, 285, 309) 4, 748, 620, 276 
319,945) 361, 269, 266) 4,918, 608, 654 
1,340, 418) 1,534, 463, 333 5, 963, 719, 871 
003, 633| 1, 784, 389, 308) 5, 918, 639, 593 
451,612) 515, 118, 311 7, 662, 894, 349 
191 190, 142, 396, 9, 471, 1,199, 157 
S44 1,072, 702, 978) L 1, 793, 167 
1, 073, 1, 063, 406, 481 l 2, 584, 279 
22, 19, 540, 530 2, 356, 325 
203,996| 165, 779,547 2,095, 437 
879,569| 328, 354,551 1, 893, 672 
277,510; 218,551) 6,312, 461 1, 930, 844 


‘Not stated. 
2 Imports of eggs by countries not stated. 


*Includes tallow. 
ë Includes vegetables. 


Imports of veget: ©Included in provisions. 
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Statement showing the imports of wheat and all other breadsluffs, ete.—Continued, 
ALL OTHER FOREIGN COUNTRIES, 


prte | vege 
ions (in 
eluding | tables. 


Eggs. 
meats), 
Dozens. 
0 
i 
92, 676 
116, 
179, 
113, 
155, 298 
130, 1 
89, 705 
104, 432 
111; 424 
106, 680 
200, 
596, 
1, 798, 787 
2! 128, 
1.626,81 
255, 1 
| | 
1, 616, 508 $2, 734, 649 $4, 486, 047 $1, 809 0 
1, 370,493] 1, 718, 408| 7, 008, 617/21, 992, 21 k 
851 878, 833) 6, 653, 302 24, 648, i 
7 983, 253| 4, 741, 969,33, 650, G 
1, 546, 623| 2, 188,699, 5,397,512) 3. 336, 4,905, 
"476, 594| 2. 052, 994) 4, 028, 513) 2, 375, 5,065, 
2114, 194| 6, 928, 767| 1,747, 5, 601, 
803; 047| ' 812! 464| 7,700, 308) 1, 229, 4/351, 
1, 568, 558) 1, 623, 849| 8, 723, 270| "953, 4) 903, 
328, 372. 693| B, 607,782) 724, 252) 5,048, 
1, 351,008) 1,549, 084| 4, 814,640) 927, 6,053, 
2/011; 291| 1,794,562 6, 045, 819, 6,022" 
462, 534, 475| 5,585, 206| 1, 234, 992 7,773, 
200, 204,508) 7. 665, 334| 1, 278, 9.578, 
846, 675| 1, 077,795 13, 392, 506) 2, 172, 11, 929, 
1,075, 725| 1,070,316) 9, 821,572| 1,957, 15,279, 
23,920, 6, 675, 784| 1,843, ‘16, 487, 204 
170,290, 6; 923, 762| 1, 830, 278, 710) 16, 098, 
380, 331, 393, 7, 604,083) 2, 088, 16, 092. 
217,842) 218) 867| 6421, 361| 1, 806, * 355, 321/13, 936, 054| 1, 


1 Not stated. 


®Includes vegetables. 
2Includes tallow. 


4Included in provisions, 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. * 
TREASURY DEPART 


Bureau of Statistics, May 26, 1888. 

I now withdraw my former motion, and move to strike out the pend- 
ing lines—lines 133, 134. I think the vote had better be taken directly 
upon this motion. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the amendment hereto- 
fore submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will 
be regarded as withdrawn, and the motion to strike out the paragraph 
will be treated as the pending motion. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the motion submitted 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will be adopted; and 
I say this in the interest of the farmers all along the northern border 
of Maine and New York and other States contiguous to Canada. If I 
had not known that a great deal of what is said by our friends on the 
other side is little if anything more than a specious argument to sus- 
tain their case, I should have been astonished tosee proposed in the bill 
this attack upon the farmer; for if our friends on the other side are 
great in anything, they are great as weepers over the hard condition of 
the farmer. I have heard my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] 
cry over the farmer so many times in this House that I have in - 
pathy with him almost shed tears myself. My friend from Iowa far. 
WEAVER] joins in the chorus with such vigor that you would think he 
saw nothing but the farming interests of thiscountry. And my friend 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] presenting this bill to the House in his elo- 
quent, and (considering the badness of his cause) able argument, gave 
as his principal reason, if I mistake not, for introducing this bill, that 
it would relieve the hardships of the farmers. Yet, gentlemen now 
come in here and in these two lines of the bill attack the farmers along 
the northern border of our country in the most vital particular; for, 
as we all know, it is upon vegetables rather than upon staple articles 
which can be transported across the ocean that the farmer makes the 
largest percentage of profit; from vegetables, more, perhaps, than from 
anything else, he gets the returns with which he purchases the sup- 
plies for himself and his family. Yet in respect to thisimportant part 
of the farmer’s production our friends upon the other side would put 
him in direct competition with the farmers of New Brunswick, who 
live in cheaper houses; who have but few of the comforts of life; in 
whose fields women can be seen working as you do not see them on 
this side of the border. Those farmers of New Brunswick can sell their 
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productions for a less price, because they need smaller returns. Why, 
sir, on the line between Maine and New Brunswick you will find the 
American prodao: getting 25 cents a bushel for his potatoes, which are 
taken in the field just as they come and sent to the starch factories, 
while the farmer on the other side of the line sells his potatoes for but 
halfthatprice. Andthesamecomparison applies through the whole list. 

Allow me to say to my friend from Texas that his argument that 
the snperior skill of the American Iaborer—skill and the use of ma- 
chinery—gives to him the facility to labor with more effeet, and there- 
fore to get better pay because he produces more, does not apply in this 
case. It does not require skilled labor to produce the products of the 
farm on the other side of the line. I know that new machinery, new 
farming implements, have beenintroduced ; but our progressive Yankees 
have carried their inventions and their machinery across the border, 
and you can find there, as well as on this side, your mowing machine, 
your reaping machine, and all your patented implements of husbandry. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to occupy a few moments more. 

Mr. MILLS. J now ask for a vote. 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to move a pro forma amendment, and yield 
my five minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope I shall be allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time 
be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN] be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. Is there 


` Mr. BREWER, I move to amend pro forma by striking out the words 
“ not specially enumerated or provided for.” 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise so that the House may 
limit debate on this proposition. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILES, there were— 
ayes 74, noes 64. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thatisright. The other side should not be 
allowed to go back on the farmers without telling them why. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BAKER, of New York, and Mr. MILLS 
were appointed. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York (before the count by tellers was con- 
cluded). Mr. Speaker, we have agreed thut the debate on this proposi- 
tion be allowed to run for twenty minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlemen from Texas withdraw his 
motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; the gentleman from New York and I have 
made an agreement, which I hope the Committee of the Whole will 
ratify, that twenty minutes be allowed on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise is with- 

` drawn. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consenf that all 
debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be lim- 
ited to forty minutes—twenty minutes on each side. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. Without the interposition of formal 
amendments the Chair will recognize gentlemen to speak on the mo- 
tion to strike out. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] has 
been recognized. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairmai, I will only take about three min- 
utes to say all I desire to say on this question. The committee who 
reported this bill and the gentlemen who framed it do not appreciate 
the enormous competition which arises between our farmers along the 
border of Canada-and those who reside in Ontario, in the western por- 
tion of the province of Canada. 

The district I have the honor to represent here lies within 12 miles 
of the city of Detroit. It is largely a rural district. Thegreat market 
for the people residing in that district is in the city of Detroit. They 
take there their vegetables, they take there their grain, they take there 
all their farm products and exchange them for goods they find in that 
city. Immediately opposite the city of Detroit, across the river, about 
three-quarters of a mile, is the province of Ontario, an excellent farm- 
ing country. There is nothing which prevents to-day the competition 
in vegetables between the-people residing across the river and the farm- 
ers of my district except a small tariff duty on potatoes. Are we to 
remove this duty? If we do what compensation will the people of 
Detroit or the people of Michigan receive for that gift we are making 
to the people residing in the province of Ontario. If we are to receive 
our potatoes and other vegetables from the people of Ontario free, then 
ought not the people of Detroit and the border States be entitled to 
pass their products across the river into Ontario free of duty. Yet the 
Committee on Ways and Means propose to give, without any compensa- 
tion whatever in return, to the people residing in Canada the right to 
have the markets naturally belonging to the people of Michigan with- 
out any compensation whatever. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, it is useless for me, it is useless for any one 
residmg near the border to protest against this act, because it has been 
decreed this bill is to pass and to pass as reported by the committee as. 
ordered by the caucus. I rise, therefore, merely for the purpose of 


rotesting against it, and protesting in the interest of the farmers who 

ive in my district and whose products are brought in direct competi- 
tion with the like products from the province of Ontario, which come 
free into Detroit in opposition to the interest of those whom I have 
the honor to represent. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. YARDLEY]. 

Mr. YARDLEY. Mr, Chairman, a large percentage of the people 
whom I have the honor to represent on this floor are farmers, and in 
their behalf I have presented to this House petition after petition signed 
by farmers’ granges, by farmers’ clubs, and by individual farmers, asking 
the duty on farm products be inereased. Gentlemen on the other side 
of the House who profess to be interested in the farmers have answered 
their prayers and petitions by placing the products of the farms upon 
the free-list. 

I submit there should be protection to the American farmer against 
the importations from Canada and other foreign countries. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committeee on Ways and Means 
tells us that hereafter, some time in the future, a proviso will be brought 
in which will explain and interpret the provisions of this section. I 
submit until that proviso is offered this section must be construed as 
it is written, and as it is written, potatoes, together with other vege- 
tables, are put upon the free-list. 


~ Further along in the bill garden seeds are pat upon the free-list. I 


have the honor of representing several of the largest industries in rais- 
ing garden seeds in the whole United States. I represent here people 
who cultivate all kinds of garden seeds, and one gentleman in my own 
county who cultivates turnip seeds informs me that he has contracted 
with many farmers in_his locality to pay 12 cents a pound for their 
entire crop of turnip seeds, and yet English growers of turnip seeds 
offer to deliver (all costs paid) in Philadelphia turnip seeds at 8 cents 
per pound. While that contract may be a good one for the farmers this 
year, they will find that after the passage of this bill they will have to 
compete with foreign importations and can not sell their turnip seeds 
for more than 8 cents a pound. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been told again and again by the gentlemen 
upon the other side that their hearts are overflowing with love for the 
farmer, and their chief desire in presenting this bill is to relieve the 
farmer from excessive taxation, and yet they propose to relieve them by 
placing garden seeds, beans, pease, and other vegetables upon the free-list. 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, $149,876.07 worth of 
garden seeds and $519,312.36 worth of vegetables were imported into 
this conntry in direct competition with the products of the farms of 
our owncountry. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House are sincere in their repeated expressions of sympathy for 
the farmers they will unanimously join with us now in this effort to 
strike the enumerated vegetables and garden seeds from the free-list, 
and thus aid us to fairly and honestly protect the products of the farm. 
[Applause. ] ey . 

{Mr. Tomas H. B. BROWNE withholds his remarks for revision. 
See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it will be impossible to know the 
effect of putting this provision upon the free-list without understand- 
ing beforehand just what is now admitted under the language ‘‘ vege- 
tables in their natural state, ete.” Of the imports entered for consump- 
tion during the year 1887 of this class of farm products other than beans 
and pease, the total value was $519,312, upon which a duty of about 
$51,000 was collected. But what the items are, composing these im- 
portations, ‘‘ vegetables in their natural state, etc.,’’ the committee 
have not given us any information. , In this condition I have taken oc- 
casion to ascertain from the Secretary of the Treasury the importations 
for the last nine months under the clause ‘‘ vegetables other than beans, 
pease, and potatoes,imported in their natural state or in salt or brine,” 
and I find that at the ports of Bangor, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, Buffalo, Niagara, and Detroit, there were imported under 
this provision during that period, beets, cabbages, cauliflower, corn, 
cucumbers, onions, pease, radishes, squash, turnips, tomatoes, and vari- 
ous other vegetables amounting to an aggregate value of $265,904; and 
I shall insert at this point a table giving the exact amount of each. 

The table is as follows: 

Values of the several kinds of vegetables (other than beans, pease, and pota- 
toes) imported in their natural state, or in salt or brine, and entered for 
consumption at the below-named ports during the nine months ending 
March 31, 1888. 


Ports at which en- Cucum-| Gar- 


Corn.) bers. | lic. 


Len- 
tils. 


Onions. 


“1888. 
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Values of the several kinds of vegetables, ete.—Continued. 


Ports at which entered 


Pease,| Rad- 
for consumption. Squash 


Tur- |Toma-| All 
green.| ishes. Total. 


nips. | toes. | other, 


Niagara.. 


APER 598 | | 2,898 
Rotel ES RESE 184 1,250 | 183 | 66,794 9,389 | 46,353 | 265,904 


Notr.—The transactions at the above ports represent 84 per cent. of the total 
of like transactions in the United States. 
WM. F. SWITZLER, 


Chief of Bureau, 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, BUREAU or Sratistics, May 31, 1888. 
` [have inserted this table, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of giving the 
committee that information which they require in taking action upon 
a provision of this , and so that the committee will know just 
what will be admitted free of duty if this provision, as proposed in the 
bill, shall stand. 

We protect to a large extent the products of the farm, and why the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means should strike down 
these products of the soil and allow them to be imported in competition 
with our own products I do not understand. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in giving information upon 
this subject showing the imports entered for consumption during the 
year 1887, furnishes the Committee on Ways and Means the following: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., May 23, 1883. 
Dear Sir: Of the imports entered for consumption during the fiscal year 1887 
of vegetables (other than beans and pease) in their natural state, or in salt and 
brine, dutiable at 10 per cent., $519,312 in value, the value imported into the port 
of New York was $228,152. 

The collector at that port informs me that during the quarter ending March 
81 last the imports under this head comprised the following: Onions, 60 per 
cent.; beets, 10 per cent.. and tomatoes, 5 per cent.; unknown, 25 per cent. 


It is probable that this would approximate the percentages of the articles 
classed under this head imported into the whole country. 


Respectfully, 
WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 
Hesry Taxzor, Esq., 
Clerkto Commitice on Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 


I desire to submit this in order that the Committee of the Whole 
may know what is being stricken down by this provision of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can the gentleman state whether or not Canada im- 
poses any duty upon vegetables? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam not positive as to that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MILLS. How much time is remaining on that side? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery in the chair). Five minutes. 

The Chair understands that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN] was to be allowed five minutes in this discussion; but as he 
is not in his seat, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, as representing one of the border 
districts of this country, and a large one, I can not but admire the 
generosity of this Committee on Ways and Means in opening the doors 
of our Northern markets to the Canadians. I want simply to say here, 
sir, that the Canadian pays no taxes in our country; he furnishes no 
roadways for our people; he pays no school rates, and pays nothing 
whatever towards the support of the Government only through indirect 
taxation, nor has he any interest in the land, but simply to get Amer- 
ican money wrung from the tillers of the soil and take it home with 
him. p 

The county in which Buffalo is situated is largely interested in the 
products of the farm; and the land is divided into small plats, devoted 
to a considerable extent to vegetable and fruit raising, which employs 
thousands and thousands of men who get their whole living from that 
character of occupation in that county. Opposite to us is a good Cana- 
dian agricultural district; and all that is necessary, when the bill is 
passed, is simply to open the market for the Canadians to step across 
the Niagara River and drive out of business the Erie County farmer. 
Tf that is good American policy, let the committee go on and pursue it 
to its legitimate consequences; butI can assure gentlemen that in that 
region along the Canadian line you will find intelligent farmers who 
will give their opinion of this character of legislation when November 
comes around. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, opposition is made to the insertion of 
this provision in the bill on two grounds; one is, it is charged on the 
other side that it puts potatoes on the free-list. Now, by existing law, 
as stated here often during this discussion, potatoes are dutiable, be- 
ing named specifically in existing law. 

This clause provides— 


Vegetables in their natural state, or in salt or brine, not specially enumerated 
or provided for, J 


Potatoes are specially enumerated and provided for; hence they do - 


not come within the provision of the clause. Certainly, therefore, it 
seems to me that no one can justly claim that there is any suflicient 
reason whatever to allege that potatoes are included or intended to be 
included in that provision: 

But, as I stated before, in order to satisfy the views of gentlemen who 
might have any honest doubts upon the subject, we have prepared care- 
fully a provision to come in at the close of the bill, which is to dissi- 
pate all doubts on the subject. 

Now, then, on the merits of this proposition; the gentleman from New 
York who represents the Buffalo district [Mr. FARQUHAR] says that 
this provision. of the law is in the interest of Canada. It isasmuchin 
the interest of the people of the city of Buffalo as any other part of the 


country in proportion to the amount of imports brought into that coun- * 


try from Canada or elsewhere. The reports show that turnips are 
largely imported into Buffalo to feed the poor laboring people whose 
Representative here on this floor is demanding that the duty upon the 
necessaries of life, upon their food, shall be made higher by striking 
out this clause while we are trying to reduce the price, so that they 
may have the necessaries of life cheaper than they are getting them 
now. 

Another large item in the bill is onions. A great many onions are 
imported from Cuba into the port of New York to feed the working 
people, the poor laboring people of New York who live on onions 
ite other articles of food. [Derisive laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Gentlemen are trying constantly to keep up the prices of the neces- 
saries of life. They will not even let the workingmen in New York 
have onions to eat. Onions are among the most healthful vegetables 
we have. And yet our friénds on the other side of the House demand 
that we shall keep up the price of everything that is necessary to hu- 
man existence, everything for the working people of this 
country, for the advantage of those who are interested in producing 
these things; and only a few of them at that. I want to know, Mr. 
Chairman, at what point in this bill gentlemen will agree to reduce 
the taxation? This question constantly confronts us. The taxes must 
be reduced. ` 
ross BRUMM. We will begin with the internal revenue; right 
ere. : 

Mr. MILLS. Yon want free whisky. You say so in your platform. 
We will meet that proposition. 

Mr. BRUMM. We want free sugar. 

Mr. MILLS. You do not say sugar. You say internal revenue. 

Mr. BRUMM. We want free sugar and rice. 

Mr. MILLS. You do uot say in your platform at Chicago that you 
want to reduce the duty or sugar nor on rice. The Republican party 
have overruled what you have heretofore contended for on that subject. 
Your party commands you here on this floor to ask for free whisky. 
We will go with you to the country on that question. We demand a 
reduction on those things that enter into consumption as necessary to 
human existence. We demand that the tax shall remain on whisky 
as it is to-day. 

Mr. BRUMM. I know yon do. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to hear the amendment the gentleman 
proposes to offer. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not propose to offer any amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. You said you were going to propose one. 

Mr. MILLS. The amendment I referred to isin the RECORD. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Twoand a half minutes now remain on the 
other side of the House. 

aT Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I shall not endeavorin soshort a time to answer 
the bold argument of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mitts}, which 
he has made ever since this bill has been before the House, that on ac- 
count of better machinery, better labor in this country we are able to 
contend against the cheap Jabor that comesin from abroad. His argu- 
ment does not apply to the case of the farmer along the northern bor- 
der line. The er has to contend with men who can labor as well 
as he can, and who have as good appliances to labor with. 

I desire to call attention to one item in these two lines, cneumbers 
in salt or brine, that are put on the free-list. That isa large industry 
in the State of Maine, and directly affects the farmer, the man who raises 
the cucumbers these pickles are made from. They are shipped in salt 
and brine to Boston, New York, and to the markets along the Atlantic 
coast. Without this protection he will have to contend with the New 
Brunswick farmer, who can raise these cucumbers with cheaper labor 
and who can raise them with as good appliances as those of our farmer. 
I am somewhat astonished when my friend on the other side claims this 
bill is nota sectional measure. Thereis hardly a product of the farmer 
who lives along the northern boarder of this country that this bill does 
not put on the free-list. You attack him in every production. There 
are only a few staples produced by the farmer that this bill, framed by 
men who have stood up hereto claim they were par excellence the friends 
of the farmer, does not put on the free-list. 

hammer ] 


[Here the 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. As a matter of fairness I think it well 
to have read from page 6147 of the RECORD the amendment now pend- 
ing, so that the House may understand just what are its terms. 

Mr. MILLS. Has the time for debate closed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. Be 

Mr. MILLS. ‘The amendment is already in the RECORD. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Yes; but let it be read, so gentlemen 
may understand its provisions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


This act is intended and shall be construed as an act supplementary and 
amendatory to existing laws, and the rates of duty and modification of clauses, 
provisions, and sections herein specifically made are intended and shall be con- 
strued as a re l of all clauses, provisions, and sections in conflict herewith; 
but as to all c eget tipae and sections in existing laws not herein spe- 
cifically changed, modified, or amended, the rates of duty now existing shall be 
and remain in full force and effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected—ayes 59, 


noes 68. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 28 members voting in favor thereof. 
* The Clerk read as follows: 

Chicory root, ground or unground, burnt or prepared. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to move that the committee rise, in order that 
the Committee on Phere may present some business. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, I will occupy only a few minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr, Chairman, during the discussion of 
the last amendment a remark was made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means which I wish to challenge at this moment; 
that is, that the Republican party is in favor of free whisky. I think 
the gentleman did not coolly and carefully intend that statement. A 
large proportion of the Republican party is in favor of abolishing the 
internal taxes now existing in this country, not because they are levied 
upon whisky or tobacco, but because they believe that system of taxa- 
tion to be unwise, 

The assertion that the Republican party is in favor of free whisky is ab- 
surd. The Republican party is not in favor of that either in its conven- 
tion or in its individual capacity, and I take the first opportunity to re- 
pudiate it so far as I am concerned. In fact, there is no truth, there is 
no meaning in the statement. It seems to me, sir, thatthe t ques- 
tion now before the people is whether protection to American indus- 
tries shall be continued. The Republican party, I admit, is in favor of 
the general doctrine of protection, not to one industry but to all indus- 
tries; and if internal taxation is in the way of that, the Republican 
party are in favor of repealing that internal taxation. The Democratic 
party, I think, are in favor of another course; and if the existing in- 
ternal taxation can be made a means to strike down and destroy pro- 
tection, they will encourage and sustain it for that purpose and that 
alone. Mr. Chairman, a man who under these circumstances, with his 
judgment in hand, would coolly say that the Republican party is in 
favor of free whisky is a man who might be developed according to 
the Darwinian theory for countless cycles of time without mounting 
intellectually to the position of a brevet ass. [Laughter.] I with- 
draw the formal amendment. 

Mr. MILLS I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] whether he meant that last remark for me. Idesire to have 
it read. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I can repeat it, I think. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, repeat it. x 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR.. After having stated that I did not believe 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] had expressed that as his 
real opinion, I said that a man who under all the circumstances would, 
coolly and with his judgment in hand, assert that the Republican 

was in favor of free whisky per se, was a man, etc, 

Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Chairman, all I have to say is that the plat- 
form of the Republican party says that they are in favor of the repeal 
of the internal-revenue taxes. [Cries of *‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’ on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

` Mr. MILLS. Do not interrupt me. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, read the platform. 
Mr. MILLS. Itsaysthat the Republican party is in favor of the repeal 


of the internal-revenue taxes. It says thatitis first in favor of taking | gesti 


the duty off alcohol used in the arts, and if that does not reduce the 
revenue enough then it says it is in favor of taking off the internal- 
revenue taxes, and what does that mean but taking the tax off whisky ? 
Now that is whatis understood in the country as favoring free whisky. 
[Murmurs of dissent on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I am not at all astonished at the tenderness of gen- 
tlemen on this question. It is well known that a majority of the gen- 
tlemen on the other side, and a majority of the Republican party, have 
been opposed to the extreme position which was taken at Chicago. It 

-is known that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has repre- 
sented a minority of his y on this floor, and when the convention 
at Chicago was lashed scuurged and driven into taking a position 


for free whisky, no one sooner than the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
used the wings of the lightning to congratulate the convention for 
coming up to the heroic stand which he had taken in advance for his 
party. 

Mr. KERR. I want to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, you sitdown. ([Laughter.] 

You were then—— 

Mr. KERR. I want to ask you—— 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, you sit down. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is well known that when we have hitherto asked 
gentlemen on the other side of the House to name the articles upon 
hich they were willing to reduce taxation they spoke of rice and 
they spoke of sugar, but there was nota gentleman on that side of the 
House who said he was in favor of taking the taxation off whisky. For 
the first time at Chicago the Republican party came up boldly and de- 
fiantly and took the position before the American people in favor of 
retaining taxation on the necessaries of life—on food, on clothing, on 
the implements of labor, on everything necessary to human existence— 
and demanded that the Treasury should be emptied of the surplus rev- 
enue by taking the tax off whisky. Thatis the language of their plat- 
form; that is the position they have to take before the intelligent judg- 
ment of the American people; no amount of disclaimer will be able to 
satisfy the American people that they do not mean, when. they get into 
power, to reduce internal-revenue taxation, to take the tax off whisky, 
and, as they are constantly trying to do here during the consideration 
of this bill, leave the taxation where it is, upon the necessaries of life, 
or increase it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. As my name has been freely used by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLS], I ask to be heard for a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amend- 
ment. If there be no objection, it will be regarded as withdrawn. Lhe 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Irenewtheamendment. I desire tosay, Mr. Chair- 
man, that no man who has read or heard what I have said on the sub- 
ject of internal-revenue taxation at any time since the close of the war 
is justified in charging me with being in favor of free whisky. I have 
never favored it. I have advocated the repeal of war taxes, such taxes 
as Jefferson denounced as ‘‘an infernal system,” and which were then 
repealed at the end of eleven years. I have denounced that ‘‘infernal 
system’? which Madison and Monroe hastened to repeal at the end of 
four years, when such taxes had been again resorted to as a war meas- 
ure. I have demanded that the Democracy shall walk in the footsteps 
of the fathers of their party, shall maintain its holiest precedents, by 
relieving from the supervision of the National Government the fields, 
the factories, and the orchards of the South. I have demanded that 
they carry out their platform of 1884, which demanded and promised ` 
an abolition of the internal-revenue taxes. Gentlemen on the other 
side can not deny that it was the promise of the Democracy, in their 
convention of 1884, to the tobacco-growers, the fruit-growers, the dis- 
tillers of the South that they should be relieved from national surveil- 
lance and supervision in their industry. 

I have asked that these great sources of revenue be remitted to the 
people in the States, and under State law to the municipalities of the 

tates, so that those governments which bear the burden of vice, crime, 
and insanity shall have whatever revenue may be justly derived from 
a source so fruitful of crime and misery as the whisky business. 

I in favor of free whisky! It is a dire party necessity that prompts 
the leader of the Ways and Means Committee, with whom I have been 
so intimate, to make such a charge against me personally or as a rep- 
resentative of my party. A Democrat of old, I stand by the teachings 
of the founders of the party, of the framers and expounders of its doc- 
trines; and I ask the Deuncctiey to-day to keep faith with the people 
of the South, who were deluded into the support of that party four years 
ago by its lying promise to remit theinternal taxes, [Applause on the 
Republican side. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal of 
admiration to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY] in regard to the Democracy. So far as he has spoken in a 
complimentary nianner of that ancient party, I of course appreciate his 
suggestions. But another gentleman sitting beyond him—I do not 
know exactly from what part of the country he comes—delivered a sort 
of temperance lecture to the House, and undertook to refute the sug- 
on that the Republicans of the country, as they have expressed 
themselves in their convention, are in favor of free whisky. Iam of 
the opinion that the acts of the people—what they do—go a great way 
towards establishing their reputation and standing before the commu- 
nity. Now,I find in the papers of the day the statement thatat the sit- 
tings of the convention at Chicago, held a day or two since, there were 
consumed 31,250 extra barrels of beer. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

A MEMBER. What Republican paper makes that statement? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, this looks to me like a very strong piece of 
prima facie evidence that the Republican party is in favor of free rum, 
with a little honey, perhaps, mixed in, or a little maple-sugar, accord- 
ing to taste. I learn also that a thousand baskets of champagne were 
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taken to that convention to stimulate and fire it up, to give it the 
proper spirit, so that it might take the necessary action to present suit- 
able candidates; and, speaking on behalf of this side of the Housé, I 
thank them for what they did. Thirty-one thousand two hundred and 
fifty extra barrels of beer for the benefit of the protectionists—I mean 
the prohibitionists—of the country is evidence enough to the American 
people where that party stands. [Laughter.; I wish to read it forthe 
information of the gentleman over there who discovered the missing 
link. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. What is the authority which you quote? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I read from the Evening Wisconsin, Monday, June 
25, 1888, and I will read all the items. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Several MEMBERS. Let the Clerk read it. 

Mr. OWENS. They got it for the visiting Democrats. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Democrats do not visit places of that sort, my friend. 
[Laughter and applause.] I ask the Clerk to read from the Evening 
Wisconsin. 

A MEMBER. What is the politics of the paper? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Republican, of course, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
BARRELS TO A CAR-LOAD—A FREIGHT AGENT FURNISHES A LITTLE INTERESTING 

INFORMATION. 


“Your convention beer figures were pretty correct,” said a freight agent to a 
Wisconsin reporter to-day, “ except that the number of barrels of beer in a car- 
load is only half as great as the Wisconsin stated. A barrel of beer weighs 350 
pounds, while a barrel of flour weighs about 200 pounds. A car-load of flour is 
about 125 barrels, while a car-load of beer is in neighborhood of 60 barrels. 
Figuring on this basis, the gross amountof extra beer sent to Chicago last week 
was 31,250 barrels.” 

[Laughter. ] y 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, these two speeches which have been 
made by the leading Democrats here seem to be on a par with each 
other, both as to fact and as to inference. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] does nob mean to be be- 
lieved when he says the Republican party is for free whisky, because 
he knows there would not be enough Democrats left to make up the 
electoral ticket in half the States of the Union if they had confidence 
in his statement. [Laughter and applause. ] 

If he had taken the trouble to read our platform he would have 
known that his statement is one of those asseverations that are worthy 
of the dignity of the stump, but not of the position of the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives of 
this country. [Laughter and applause. ] 

He knows that the Republican party’s position on this subject is too 
simple to be turned in this way, but he also knows that if the Demo- 


cratic party should even commence a campaign without a false state-. 


ment its own friends would not recognize it. [Great laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] They have to disguise their own 
position; with that they have been familiar for years, and they are now 
trying to disguiseours. [Laughter.] 

What we said to the country was that having removed all unsuitable 
taxation, after having tried every other method consistent with the 
maintenance of the system of protection, that if then it came to us to 
choose between the internal-revenue taxes and the protective system 
we should stand by the system of protection to American industry. 
[Applause. ] 

Now, if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] means to say he 
will hang on to the whisky monopoly and give up protection, let him 
say so, and let him say so openly and manfully, and not get behind 
miscellaneous sentences which mean both sides—which mean nothing. 
[Langhter and applause. ] 

Why here, Mr. Chairman, is a declaration by the Legislature of the 
State of Virginia, two-thirds Democratic, declaring it is the duty of 
their representatives to ‘‘use their best efforts to secure the immediate 
repeal of the internal-revenue system, a relic of the war, and no longer 
necessary to meet the demands of the Government, and because it is 
oppressive, und fosters monopolies [langhter and applause on the Repub- 
lican seh and is obnoxious to the interests of our people.” [Ap- 

lause. 
? Is the Democratic Legislature of Virginia, two-thirds strong, in favor 
of free whisky? [Laughter and applause.] The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houx] will teli youthatno Democrat has been elected 
in his State except upon the pledge to use his best efforts for the re- 
peal of the internal-revenue taxes. Is the Democratic party in Ten- 
nessee in fayor of free whisky ? 

Oh, the gentleman from Texas had better remember the position he 
occupies in this House, and disport himself with those things when he 
finds himself on the far off pampas of his own Texas. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. In order that there may be no mistake as to the 
proper interpretation of the platform recently adopted by the Repub- 
lican convention at Chicago concerning the internal-revenue taxes, I 
send forward to be read in my time an editorial article under the head 
of “A grave blunder in the platform,” which I find in the Chicago Tri- 
bune of June 23. 

[Cries of ‘‘Oh !” on the Republican side, and derisive laughter. ] 


Mr. MILLIKEN. That does not hurt us. 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, it seems to hurt you, and will hurt youa 
good deal more during the campaign, so that you will cry out much 
louder than you are doing now. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why do you not quote from yourself? Youmay _ 
as well give us one of your own speeches. 

Mr. WEAVER. Because I propose out of yourown mouths to con- 
demn you. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. This is not our mouth; it is your own. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is a leading Republican organ of the Northwest, 
and you can not get away from it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. JACKSON. Send up the platform itself if you want authority. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let it be read. It contains your plank on the 
subject under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Tribune does not propose at this time to enter into any discussion of the 
Republican tariff pak but desires before it is too late to ask the attention of 
the delegates to the extraordinary demand for the repeal of the yaray J tax. 
The platform first declares in favor of re emas A the tax on alcohol used in the 
arts and for mechanical purposes—a iey which has always been met with 
the objection that it would be padt ke of enforcement on account of frauds, 
and would amount virtually to free whisky. However that may be, the plat- 
form goes on to declare further : 

“If there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes [whisky and 


tobacco]— 
I ask if those words are not in brackets, and if 


Mr. FARQUHAR. 
they are not interpolated into that clause of the platform ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the Clerk continue the reading. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwant itto beread properly. Let us know the 
facts. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


rather than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the joint be- 
hest of the whisky trust and the agents of foreign manufacturers.” 

Four years the ng Gee party pledged itself to correct the inequalities 
of the tariff and reduce the surplus. Now, it is made to demand the placing of 
whisky and tobacco on the free-list in order to prevent any reduction of the 
surplus by correcting any inequalities of the tariff or by reducing the sugar tax. 
The Republican tariff platform of 1854 in substance declared : 

“The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the people of the 
burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus. The Re- 
publican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to re- 
duce the surplus.” 

Is putting whisky on the free-list an honest redemption of this pledge? 


Mr. WEAVER. Now that certainly is entitled to great weight. In 
the first place it gives the platform word for word on that subject in 
connection with the internal-revenue taxes, and then follows the com- 
ment of the editor. I repeat, this is from one of the leading Repub- 
lican newspapers of the Northwest. [Cries of “‘Oh, no”? on the Re- 
publican side.] It is not only correct in its interpretation, but it cites 
the language of the platform, so that there can be no disputing it. 

What is the difference between the two sides of the House? The 
Republicans say they want imports ‘“‘checked’’—that is the language 
used—checked upon all articles that can be produced in this country. 
Not which are produced, but which can be produced. Then they want, 
rather than abandon the protective policy, such legislation as will re- 
peal the internal-revenue taxes. If that doesnot include whisky and 
tobacco, what does it include? It also includes the repeal of the oleo- 
margarine tax which was enacted by the last Congress for the benefit 
of the farmers and dairymen of this country. Gentlemen, do not 
undertake to shirk the issue. Stand up like men. Itis impossible to 
get away from the plain issue presented. You cannot run away from 
it. Weaccept the issue on this subject, and will go to the people con- 
fident of the result. [Applause onthe Democraticside.] There should 
be no shuffling—— 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. Iam a Democrat, and I am in favor of the repeal of the 
tobacco tax. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. "TOWNSHEND. Well, this bill provides for that. 

Mr. WISE. But the gentleman mentioned the tobacco tax as if it 
was a test. 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly; but this bill makes provision for that 
and takes off a part of that tax. 

Mr. WISE. And if there is to be debate on that subject, I want to 
be heard myself. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to say to the gentleman from Virginia that 
his position in favor of the repeal of the internal-reyenue taxes is not 
in harmony with this bill. 


Mr. WISE. My position is in harmony with the national Democratic 
platform of 1884. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. WEAVER. I want to ask the gentleman if he is not standing ` 


upon his platform of 1888 ? 

Mr. WISE. But the platform of 1888 indorsed the platform of 1884. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then of course you stand upon it? 

Mr. WISE. I stand where I have always stood, in favor of the re- 
peal of the tobacco tax. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then you are all right. We do repeal a great . 
part of itin this bill. It is one of the last taxes I would repeal, because ` 
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itis a yoluntary burden. The tax-payer can exempt himself from the 
burden at oy fees by simply quitting the use of the weed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR rose, 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I want to make a correction before that motion 
is considered. When this editorial was read at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Iowa I called attention to the fact there was an in’ 
lation in that part of the platform which was quoted. I think it is en- 
tirely unfair to this House to have an article read in this manner when 
there is no possibility of making verbal correction, even where the error 
is so palpable. 

But, sir, I want to call the attention of this House now to a piece of 
sophistry—I was about to say an exhibition of cowardice—manifested in 
the article which is quoted from the Tribune, a paper for which I have 
great respect, having been an employé on it fot many years. When the 
gentleman from Iowa sent up one of the planks of the Republican plat- 
form to be read, and permitted it to be read without calling attention 
to the fact that there is an interjection of a private opinion incorpo- 
rated or interpolated into the platform, I say it is unfair and should 
not be permitted to stand in the Recorp in that shape. 

I now ask the attention of the House for one moment, with the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I simply desire 
to read the platform as it stands: 

If there should still remain » Jarger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal-revenue taxes rather 
than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the joint behests of 
the whisky trusts and foreign manufacturers. 

The Tribune publishes that plank, but in publishing it the editor 
interjects in brackets, after the words ‘‘internal-reyenue taxes,” the 
words ‘‘ whisky and to ,”’? which are not named in the platform. 
That is merely the inference of an individual and a sophistry from be- 
ginning to end. I am astonished that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER], who is generally fair, should ever permit such an inter- 
polation to be read from the desk of the American Congress. Thatisa 
question that belongs to the Republican party. It does not belong to 
Mr. Medill or to any man to say what is meant by the language. If 
the platform is to be read before this House, let it be read in a manly 
and fair way, and not in a catch-penny manner. 

Mr. WEAVER. It was read as published, interpolations and all. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly; but no attention was called to 
the interpolation that an editor had put his views into the Republican 

Jatform. 

3 Mr. WEAVER. Lot me ask’youa question to show that Mr. Medill 
is perfectly fair. Do not the internal-revenue taxes include whisky 
and tobacco? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly they do. 

Mr. WEAVER. Was not the interpolation exactly in accordance 
with the meaning of the platform? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Not when you take the generic sense of the 
platform. Let me tell you I have helped to write too many platforms 
not to know how to construe them. I say it is not fair to take a sec- 
ondary conclusion and interject your own opinion. 

Mr. WEAVER, I will ask you if you are in favor of the repeal of 
the internal-revenue taxes? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. When I say that Ido not come down to free 
whisky. There is no man on this side who takes that view. No man 
here looks for free whisky. But let me tell the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] if he ever does see a Republican House the whisky 
trusts will be taken care of. - 

Mr. WEAVER. Ihave no doubt that side of the House will try 
to give the people free whisky, and therefore relieve them from the 
whisky trusts. But why do you not come in and relieve them from 
the trusts on clothing and the necessaries of life? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Your want is cheap wages. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why do you not relieve us from the sugat trusts ? 
We would like to be relieved from those. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the committee now rise. 

The question was put, and there being doubt as to the result of the 
vote, a division was called for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 2. 

"So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
Biowunt) having resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
with the Senate amendments, with various recommendations. 


The Clerk read ths report, as follows: 


The Committee on Amio riations, to whom was referred the bill (IL R. 
9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 
together with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the 
same, beg leave to report as follows: 

SZ recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 16 
17, 18,19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 53, 54, 57, 63, 64, 65, 66 
70, 71, 89, 90, 101, 102, 107,131, 132, 133, 141, 148, 161, 162, 163. 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1,2, 3, 4,5, 
6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12,13, 14, 15, 28,34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59, 
60, 61, 62, 67, 68, 69, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 
96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 163, 104, 105, 106, 108) 109, 110, 114, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 
121, 122, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 142, 143, 144, 145, 
TA 148, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 158, 157, 158, 159, 160, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 
an ai. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the report, and ask the pre- 
vious question on if. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the statement been read ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a conference report. 


The motion of Mr. FORNEY was agreed to, and the report was adopted. 
CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS. 


_ Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government; which was read a first and second time, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That all appropriations for 
the necessary operations of the Government under existing laws which shall 
remain unprovided for on the 30th day of June, 1888, be, and they are hereby, 
continued and made available for a period of Garet dran from and after that day, 
unless the regular appropriations therefor provided in bills now pending in 
Congress shall have been previously made for the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889; and in case the appropriations, or any of them, hereby con- 
tinued are or is sufficient to carry on the said necessary operations, a sufficient 
amount is hereby appropriated out ofany beg ca the Treasury not otherwise 
approp to carry on the same: Provided, b no greater amount shall be 
expended therefor than will be in the same proportion to the of {ord ag gremncgen 
for the fiscal year 1888 as thirty days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: 
Provided fu , That authority is also granted for continuing during the same 
period the necessary work required for public printing and binding and for all 
other miscellaneous objects embodied in the sundry civil, army, District of 
Columbia, legislative, executive, and judical, and naval as ropriations sets in 
advance of appropriations to bè ‘hereafter made for said o foots: And p ed 
Surther, That all sums ore rote under this act shall be charged to and be de- 
ger tetas the appropriations for like service for the fiscal year ending June 

\ e 

Mr. RANDALL. If there be no objection, I now demand the pre- 
vious question on the engrossment and third reading of the joint res- 
olution. 

‘The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read à third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RELIEF FROM THE CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees on 
the of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Ifouses on 
the bill (H. R. rp to relieve certain appointed and enlisted men of 
the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, Mr. Bot- 
TELLE, Mr. WISE, and Mr. HERBERT. 

TARIFY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of House bill 9051. 

The motion was ed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. The Chair will assume that the formal amendment is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew the amendment. I renew it not pro 
forma, but because I desire to have this clause stricken ont unless I 
can have information upon the subject different from what I now pos- 


cess. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had intended to recognize first the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], but will recognize the gentle- 
man from New Jersey later. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
every instrument, including platforms, must be taken togetlier as 
à whole, and each section and provision must be construed in the 
light of every other section and provision, and must be read in the light 
of the loves, hopes, actions, and history of the party making the plat- 
form. By the platform adopted at Chicago I am willing to stand, or 
by it fall; but I am not willing that a sentence here or there shall be 
picked ont and separated from other sentences and a false construction 
placed upon it by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] or anyother 
enemy, and that we be compelled to accept such construction. So 
when the gentleman from Texas says that the platform commits the 
Republican party to ‘‘free whisky,” I deny it. , 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates that after the ordinary 


as 


expenses of the Government are paid for the year 1888 under exist- 
ing law and appropriation for that year there will still remain in the 
Treasary of the revenues collected for that year $66,000,000. Now 
what does the Republican platform pledge the Republican party to do 
if it comes into power? Amongst other things, it demands appropria- 
tions. For what? ‘‘For the rebuilding of our Navy.” It means 
such a navy that will command respect at home and abroad, sufficient 
to strengthen our diplomacy, sufficient to enforce all just demands, 
either touching the person or property of the citizen. Such a navy, 
when completed, would cost at least $50,000,000. It-also demands 
appropriations ‘‘ for the construction of coast fortifications and modern 
ordnance, and other approved modern means of defense for the pro- 
tection of our defenseless harbors and cities.’ Such fortifications, 
ordnance, and means of defense, when completed, would cost at least 
$50,000,000 more. 
The platform also demands appropriations ‘‘ for the payment of just 
ions to our soldiers.” Such appropriation includes not only pen- 
sions to all honorably discharged soldiers of the late war who are disa- 
bled and dependent upon their labor for a support, but such pledge 
will not be satisfied until every worthy soldier of the late war is at 
least placed upon as good a footing as the soldier of the Mexican war; 
that is, by law placed upon the pension-roll at the age of sixty-two, 
whether disabled or not, for atleast $8 per month. The keeping of this 
pledge will at least add to the annual expenditure $25,000,000 peran- 
num, andmay exceedit. Now, in light of these pledges of appropriation 
and legislation contained in the Republican platform, listen to the read- 
ing of the section touching the reduction of internal and tariff taxation, 
as follows: 

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national reve- 
nue by repealing the taxes on tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden to 
agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical pur- 
poses; and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of 
such articles as are produced by our people, the production of which gives em- 
ployment to our labor, and release from import duties those articles of foreign 

nction (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at home. If 
here shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of the 
Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather the sur- 


render of any part of our protective system at the joint behest of the whisky 
trusts and the agents of foreign manufacturers. 


It says when we can safely reduce taxes. First, take the tax off to- 
bacco, which amounts to $30,000,000 per annum. That is contrary to 
the President’s message, but you Democrats, while you indorsed his 
message at St. Louis, repeal the tobacco tax by the Mills bill and then 
indorsed the Mills bill also at St. Louis in your platform. There is 
consistency for you! 

Next, the Republican platform says that if further reduction is neces- 
sary the tax shall be taken off ‘‘ spirits used in the arts and for mechan- 
ical purposes; ’’ this would reduce the revenues at least $6,000,000 more 

annum. Next, the Republican platform says in substance that the 
tax shall be taken off articles imported that can not be produced in 
this country (except luxuries). A fair construction of this provision 
in the platform will give you over $1 per capita by the removal of the 
tariff upon sugar, amounting to a decrease of $60,000,000 per annam 
on that article alone, and this, too, before you touch the internal tax 
upon spirits. 

Now, when all these things are accomplished, amounting to a very 
Jarge sum of money, if there is still need of further reduction, and we 
are obliged to choose between attacking the protective system, the wages 
of labor and the prosperity of the country on theone side, and a reduc- 
tion of internal-revenue taxation on the other, then, and not till then, 
after all these things have been accomplished, the Republican party 
places itself upon record as favoring the further removal of internal 
taxation rather than to interfere with the wages of labor and the diver- 
sity of the industries of the country, That is the position of the plat- 
form plainly and truthfully stated. The country will pass judgment 
upon the platform, in view of all it says, and not upon a distorted repre- 
sentation of a part of what it says by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. We have given gentlemen on the other side “‘ the last 
word; ’’ and I think we should now close this debate. I ask fora vote. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out these two lines. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing debate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I donot offer this amendment with the view of 
engaging in any general discussion. I desire to get back to the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Allright. _ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman must have observed that in all 
I have said I have always kept tothe textof the bill. I deprecate 
these side excursions as much as the gentleman from Texas can. 

Mr. MILLS. Go ahead. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out these two lines; and I do 
so because, according to my information, chicory root is used for the 
purpose of adulterating the cheaper kinds of coffee. I would like to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means whether it is 
used for any other purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know of my own knowledge whether it is 
used for any purpose except to make a drink something like coffee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Chicory root contains no nutriment; it is a 
fraud; it is used, as I have said, for the purpose of adulterating the 
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cheaper kinds of coffee, which are sold to our Jaboring classes, This 
article, instead of being admitted free, should be prohibited. In the 
very next paragraph I find the bill proposes to put upon the free-list— 

Acorns and dandelion root, raw and prepared, and all other articles used or 
intended to be used as coffee or substitutes therefor, not specially enumerated 


or provided for. g 

If members of this House will take the pains to read the proceedings 
of the different conventions held in Washington from year to year, as- 
sembled with the view of securing measures to protect our people 
against adulterations of their foods and their drink, they would see the 
necessity of raising the bars higher against this class of frauds rather 
thanloweringthem. Ifchicory is used forany other purpose than I have 
stated, if it is used for any useful purpose, let that class of chicory be 
excepted and put upon the free-list; but let us not admit free this ar- 
ticle which comes in as a fraud, which as chicory root sells for 6 or 7 
cents a pound, bat which, after being mixed with coffee, is sold at cof- 
fee prices to persons who think they are buying coffee. Letusdo what 
we can toprohibitsuch business. or the reasons I have stated I move 
to strike out the ph. 

Mr. MILLS. icory root is used as a coffee substitute now, when 
there is a duty upon it; it will still be used as a coffee substitute 
after the duty is taken off—but the poorer class of people, who can not 
afford to pay the higher prices for pure coffee, will, when this daty is 
removed, get the substitute a little cheaper than now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But the substitute is worthless to them, and - 
they are cheated in buying it. They think they are buying coffee. 

Mr. MILLS. That is their business, not mine. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This article of adulteration is sold as coffee at 
coffee prices; it is not a substitute; chicory is a cheat, a fraud, a de- 
lusion, a snare—an incarnate lie. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that thecommittee rise. I gavenotice of this 
motion a short time ago. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say a word on the merits of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, I yield to the gentleman. 
cluded I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have for many years endeavored 
to ascertain any other use to which chicory is appyied than as a substi- 
tute for coffee; I have never been able to learn one. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not a substitute; it is a fraud. ; 

Mr. KELLEY. Itis notsold raw; it is sold burned or browned and 
ground. In every package which the poor people buy of what they be- 
lieve to be browned coffee chicory is a chief ingredient. It has not the 
qualities of coffee. Among epicures, I believe, it is supposed to soften 
the harsh flavor of very green coffee; but the use of this article, so far 
as concerns the mass of the people, has the cffect of depriving them of 
that which they suppose they are buying før use at the morning meal 
to invigorate them for their work. This article, as the gentleman from 
New Jersey has suggested, is a sheer fraud.; there is no pretense thatit 
is anything else. You require oleomargurine to be sold by its name, 
and such a requirement is proper; yet you propose now to offera bonus 
for fraudulently adulterating all the coffee consumed by the poor, by 
means of an article which is not at all Kindred to toffee. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, it 
was not to, there being—ayes €W, noes 80. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that we now recur to the amendment which 
was passed informally in regard to German looking-glass plates. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up the 
amendment submitted by the gen‘jleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 132, insert: i 
“ German looking-glass plates, mad of blown glass, silvered,” 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to snbmit a remark or two on 
this subject. In the first place, I have here a letter from a glass man- 
ufacturing establishment in my district, not only protesting against the 
reduction of the duty on this article, but asking for an increased duty. 
These gentlemen say: 

We ask an increase on silvered glass, because enormous 
German te are annually imported st such a figure that they can not be man- 
ufactu; here on account of the low duty placed upon them. Besides, they 
also keep out of the market a similar quantity of silvered plate-glass of home 
MA! ure. 

Asadmitted by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp], the blown 
glass polished, which when 24 by 60 inches square, is to pay a duty of 
15 cents a square foot, and all above that 25 cents a square foot, is a 
very high orderof glass—a quality next to plate-glass—the difference be- 
tween itand plate-glass being that the plate-glass is somewhat thicker; 
but for i p this blown glass polished isas good as, if 
not better oy pr a Bagi use it —— lighter. It answers 
every purpose o ‘or looking-glass purposes. 

I am told in ote tate glass is nae and after having been 
blown and made flat is handed over to poor women who take it to their 


‘When he has con- 


uantities of silvered 
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homes and polish it and silver it; and these women work for from 20 
bare! ary day. 
am told, moreover, that the expense of silvering is triflin, comparo 
_ With the value of the glass, and if this proposition goes into the billa 
large quantity would be imported for looking-glass purposes. When 
imported the silver could be easily removed and the glass could then 
be used for ordinary purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill provides that polished cylinder and plate- 
glass of certain dimensions shall pay certain duties, and when the di- 
mensions are greater the duty is increased, 

If this proposition be admitted into the bill silvered glass of all sizes 
and thicknesses can be imported into the United States free of duty, and 
if such glass be desirable for looking-glass purposes the silver can be left 
on; but if it may be desired for other uses the silver can be removed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask for five minutes more to explain this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it must be perfectly evident to 
everybody if the silver can be removed and their glass can be used as 
a substitute for plate-glass, it will drive out to a very great extent the 
home product, and to how great an extent no man can tell. It will 
yop as in all probability, both the plate-glass and ordinary window- 


glass. 

That must be plain to everybody. If the cost of polishing and sil- 
vering be trifling, such inevitably must be the result. 

Are thegentlemen who prepared this bill willing a proposition shall be 
inserted which is susceptible of such anabuse? Are they willing the 
er gee establishment in Missouri, the plate-glass establishment in 

ndiana, the plate-glass establishments in Pennsylvania, and the ordi- 
nary establishments in all these States and in New Jersey, Ohio, and 
elsewhere shall have their business cut off by the introduction into 
this bill of a proposition susceptible of such abuse ? 

Is any gentleman on that side of the House prepared to say it is not 
a practicable matter? Is any gentleman prepared to say that glass 
silvered and polished when brought into the country can not be used 

for other than looking-glass pi ? Ifyou are not prepared to say 
that, you ought not to embrace in this billsuch a proposition. It should 
not be done in reference to any glass. When you make other descrip- 
tions of glass pay a graded duty, why should you incorporate into the 
bill a feature which would drive out of use both the higher and the 
lower grades of glass to an extent which no man can foresee? 
` Gentlemen, I consider this is a proposition fraught with serious peril 
to the glass industries of the country. I trust it will be voted down. 
If it is not voted down it should be amended to make it clear. 

In addition to that, there is not a single thing which the American 
manufacturer of glass can not supply. He can make all the glass 
needed for the furniture men in Chicago and elsewhere. I understand 
we are able to produce any quantity or quality required. 

It seems because there is a large furniture establishment in a Demo- 
cratic district represented by the gentleman from Michigan, and be- 
cause that establishment wants this glass to come in free for its uses, 
there is to be a discrimination, while every man else throughout the 
country, the man who builds a house through whose windows God’s 
sunlight streams upon a humble repast-—— 

A MEMBER. What is that? 

Mr. BAYNE. I use the language of J. Randolph Tucker. I say 
every man, however poor, is obliged to pay a duty of 15 cents a square 
foot if he imports the glass for such a house, and if he imports larger 
panes for his parlor, 25 cents a square foot. But the big furniture es- 
tablishments are to get theirs in free. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I am somewhat surprised to find from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that he seems to be laboring under a singular mis- 
apprehension with regard to this whole question, and particularly so 
as he comes from a State which manufactures annually in the neighbor- 
hood of from two and a half to three million dollars’ worth of glass. 

The object sought to be attained by the amendment now pending is 
to puta certain class of looking-glass plates upon the free-list. And 
if this amendment prevails it will not interfere with a single glass 
manufacturer in the United States, and I believe I can demonstrate 
that proposition to the satisfaction of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
before I conclude. 

This amendment has been solicited by the furniture manufacturers 
of the United States, not, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania seems 
to suppose, the manufacturers from a Democratic district or any other 
district of the State of Michigan; and if I mistake not—I will not be 
positive on this point, but I have an impression that there is a concern 
engaged in ‘he manufactare of furniture in the city of Pittsburgh whose 
name appears appended to the memorial presented to this House ask- 
ing the adoption of the amendment now before the committee. 

These manufacturers are not all of one political faith. Many of them 
are Republicans and believe in the system of taxation advocated by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House. : 

For about fifteen years we have had a duty on German looking-glass 


pets tho object being, as we have been informed, to enco this 
branch of manufacture in the United States. But the effort has not 
met with success, for during that whole period not one foot of this 

has been manufactured here, and it must be remembered that it is not 
the price of the glass which interferes, but because nature has not spe- 
cially fitted our country for this industry, and there are natural condi- 
tions which prevail to such an extent that this character of glass can 
not be manufactured here, It is not the price of labor that prohibits 
it. It is prevented from entirely different causes. And I do not be- 
lieve any amount of tariff would have the effect to establish the manu- 
facture of these plates here. 

Mr. Chairman, the German looking-glass plates to which the amend- 
ment refers are highly polished glass plates, utterly unfit for ordinary 
use. They are only used in mirrors. In order to produce a fine mir- 
ror a cheap plate of glass can not be used, and for the reason that the 
moment you put the quicksilver upon the back of the glass every de- 
fect in the glass is at once developed. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania seems to fear that if German 
looking-glass plates were put upon the free-list the silver on the back 
might be scraped off and the glass used for domestic purposes as or- 
dinary window-glass, coming in competition with window-glass manu- 
factured in the United States. Why, Mr. Chairman, that idea will 
scarcely be pressed, I imagine. Itisnot worthy of consideration. The 
amount of silver is exceedingly small on a plate of glass. ‘ake, for in- 
stance, an ordinary German looking glass plate of the average size, say 
30 by 24 inches. The price paid in the city of New York, including 
the duty, is $3.02; deducting the tariff, which would be about 50 cents, 
it would leave the price of the glass plate a little over $2.50 each if there 
were no tariffon them. Now, let us assume that the silver is scraped 
off. That will add an expense of from 15 to 25 cents, probably. Put 
it at 25 cents, and it would leave the cost of the glass plate $2.25. 
What is the market value of an American window-glass of that size 
to-day? Itis exactly 47 cents. It is manifest, therefore, that there 
can be no competition in this respect. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HIRES. Mr. Chairman, I understand the object of this amend- 
ment, although I was not present when it was read, is to permit the 
introduction of German silver looking-glass plates free of duty. I 
would like to call attention to the fact that under the operation of the 
present law all cylinder and ground glass, polished, not exceeding 10 
by 15 inches square, pays a duty of 2} cents per square foot, and all 
glass above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches, pays 4 cents a 
square foot. 

This is the identical glass which is termed looking-glass plates; and 
if I am correctly informed the moment you remove the duty from this 
kind of glass it will be imported free of duty and will be the substi- 
tute for the American plate-glasa which is now being largely made in 
this country; and also of the American manufacture of blown glass. 
I will admit there is a great difference in the price, as my friend from 
Michigan [Mr, Forp] says; but notwithstanding the’ price, the supe- 
rior quality of this glass, which, when it is polished, is the finest glass 
mets would cause it to be largely substituted for our own American 
glass, 

Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman mean window glass ? 

Mr. HIRES. Yes. 

Mr. FORD. Do you suppose a man who could buy window glass 
for 47 cents would discard it and pay $2.50 ? 

Mr. HIRES. I will only say as a dealer in this article that often- 
times people will get quotations, and where the difference is no greater 
than it would be here they would take this polished cylinder glass in 
preference to American double-thick. Not but what the price is greater, 
but that the difference in quality would be an inducement to use that 
kind of glass. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, this amendment if passed would be very det- 
rimental to the manufacturer and also to the honest importer. I sin- 
cerely hope it will not pass. 

The Chair put the question on the amendment, and was in doubt as 
to the result. 

Mr. BAYNE. I call for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 62, noes 31. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I rise to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. i 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have received a couple of telegrams 
calling my attention to certain articles, which I wish to add at this 
point—pressed and ornamental brick. I wish to know if I can offer 
an amendment at this time? There was a similar amendment made 
yesterday to embrace several kinds of pee: I now want to move an 
amendment at the end of line 132 to that effect, in the same place 
where the present amendment occurs. 

Mr. MILLS. We have passed that point. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The line has been passed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to that line. 

Mr. MILIS. I object. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Acornsand dandelion root, raw or prepared, and all other articles used, or 
intended to be used, as coffee or substitutes therefor, not specially enumerated 
or provided for. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that para- 
graph. Ido it for the reasons which I stated as applying to the pre- 

ing paragraph. Iwill only say in addition to what I said then that 
here the fraud becomes still more apparent. I would ask any member 
of this House if he ever knew a person to go to a grocery store and ask 
for a pound ofacorns. I would ask any member of this House if any 
groceryman ever sold acorns as acorns; if he ever sold dandelion root 
mixed with coffee as anything but pure coffee. These things are not 
substitutes for coffee; they are frauds on coffee and frauds on the coffee 
buyers. The amendment by which I attempted to strike out the other 
fraud was rejected by a unanimous vote upon the other side against 
striking it out and a unanimous vote on this side in favor of striking it 
out. 

Now, I want to know whether the gentlemen upon the other side can 
afford to stand up here with united front and say to the buyers of coffee 
in this country: ‘‘Sirs, we will allow these gentlemen who adulterate 
the article which you buy as coffee and at coffee prices the free run of 
the American market.’’ Instead of putting these adulterations on the 
free-list they should be prohibited or put at such a high rate of duty 
as would be practical prohibition. If this has not been done in the 
past it ought to be done now. ‘Talk about these being substitutes for 
coffee; they are never sold for anything but coffee. It may be the bill 
is consistent in putting these things upon the free-list. It may be that 
the operation of this bill if it became a law would be suchas to reduce 
the American laborer to the dire alternative of drinking a decoction of 
acorns and dandelions or living upon acorn-juice instead of taking 
healthful and nutritious coffee. 

But I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side that this bill 
in theshapeit stands will not become a law. Thank God, if American 
industries can not be protected in one end of this Capitol they will re- 
ceive protection at the other end. The American workman asks for 
coffee; you offer him acorn-juice and dandelion-root soup; but, sirs, he 
spurns your offer and will insist upon having his coffee. 

To return to the exact proposition before us, here isa proposition to 
favor the introduction into this country of substitutes for coffee which 
are never sold as substitutes, but are sold as coffee and at coffee rates. 
It ought to be struck out. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for a vote. 

Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no one desires to oppose the amendment the 
Chair will have to recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOSEPH 
D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, since the line concern- 
ing brick was passed 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman offer a pro forma amend- 


ment? 

me JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, I move to strike out the last 
wo 

Since the line concerning brick was passed I have received two tele- 
grams from the city of Zanesville, Ohio, 25 miles from where I reside, 
calling my attention to the fact that there are in that city two firms— 
and I know both of them very well, and have dealt with both of them— 
who are engaged in manufacturing and shipping brick. 

They ship largely to the North and Northwest, where they would 
come in competition with Canada brick in case brick are placed on the 
free-iist. They manufacture the best quality of pressed, ornamental, 
and front brick, and are entitled to some consideration at your hands. 
They manufacture 30,000,000 brick a year, worth at the place where 
they are manufactured $200,000. 

These two firms, T. B. Townsend & Co. and W. B. Harris & Bro., 
have built up this large industry, which now yields an annual product 
of $200,000 a year, at great expense, and should not be subjected to a 
foreign competition which may destroy some of their best markets, 
especially those bordering on Canada, where cheaper labor ean be had. 

This $200,000 is substantially all labor. As the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] stated last evening, the manufacture of brick 
is mainly done by hand labor. Very little machinery is used. The 
only material of any considerable value is pure clay. Hence this $200, - 
000 is substantially all labor, and you can estimate for yourselves how 

. Many persons are probably employed in a business like this which 
amounts to$200,000 a year. They make pressed and ornamental brick, 
and sell them at Cleveland, Toledo, Chicago, and other Northwestern 
cities. I remember very well that when this business was first started 
they negotiated with the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company for 
cheap freights. 

They said it was a new business, a mere experiment; there was no 
considerable demand for this kind of brick in Zanesville, and hence 
when they entered into the business they expected to ship their brick 
to distant cities, and they secured an arrangement by which they got 
very cheap freights for the first year or two. They havein this way 
built up an immense business, and are now making thirty million brick 


a year, and of course they have a large amount of money invested in 
their bustness. They manufacture the very best quality of expensive 
brick, and many of the largest and best blocks in Toledo, Chicago, St. 
Louis, Cincinnati, and other cities are built of Zanesville brick, 

These baŻżck are widely known in the market as being of good quality; 
but if this bill should become a law the industry would be stricken 
down, because they could not make and sell their brick on the Cana- 
dian border in competition with brick made on the other side of the 
line, where labor costs not more than one-half or two-thirds as much 
as it does in Ohio, And, in this connection, I wish to say a word in 
reply to a remark made last evening, to the effect that the Western 
Sah da do not pay as much wages as are paid for other kinds of 

r. 

In my town, in my county, in my district, and wherever I have 
known brick to be made in Ohio, the brick-yards pay the same wa 
that are paid in other like kinds of work. I can not understand why 
a man would consent to go into a brick-yard and work for one-half or 
two-thirds of the compensation that he would getinsome other similar 
kind of-work, and I think the gentleman who made the statement was 
mistaken. Let me add, that where I live machines are not employed 
in this business to any considerable extent. The work is done by 
hand, and there are thousands of men in Ohio engaged in making 
brick, and I can not understand why they are not as much entitled to 
protection as any other class of men; but they will not be protected in 
case this bill becomes a law. 

The manufacture of the best quality of pressed, ornamental, and 
other front brick which has grown up in this country to such large pro- 
portions, should not be imperiled by opening the doors of importation 
as is done by this bill, It means to destroy this industry in some locali- 
ties, and to endanger it in others; it means to turn thousands of men 
out of employment, to send large sums of money out of the country 
for no other purpose than to let foreigners import into this country free 
of duty. This amendment has already been voted down as is every 
amendment made by this side, but I desired to present these facts. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma amendment. - 5 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. l 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman withdraw that amendment ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, Ido not. Ofcourse I do not withdraw it. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 47, noes 63. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cocoa prepared or manufactured 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I desired a while ago to obtain the floor 
to answer the gentleman from Texas, and I now move to strike out 
the line which the Clerk has just read. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS] accused this side of the House of being in favor of free 
whisky. 

Mr. MILLS rose. 

Mr. KERR (to Mr. MILLS). Do you wish to say anything? 

Mr. MILLS. I simply wish to remark that what I said was that 
your party was in favor of freeing whisky of the internal-revenue tax. 

Mr. KERR. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I said at the time, 

Avra KERR. Oh,no. Iam very glad that you have made the mod- . 
ification. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I said all the time, and I referred to your 
platform. 

Mr. KERR, If that is the gentleman’s position, Iam willing to con- 
cede that his statement is true in so far as I am concerned. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Ido not believe that this Government can 
safely pursue a policy that was repudiated by the great fathers of the 
Republican party and by the early Democratic party of this country. 
I believe that all the taxes necessary to carry on our Government eco- 
nomically administered can be raised by a revenue tariff so adjusted as 
toafford protection to every American industry. That was the position 
of the Republican party in 1860, and that is the position of the Repub- 
lican party to-day. The Democratic party held that position until this 
Congress, and in 1884 they declared that sufficient revenue to on 
the Government economically administered, including pensions and in- 
terest and principal of the public debt, could be raised by such a tariff. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY], who was on that plat- 
form committee in 1884, made the statement in this House on the 24th 
of last April that that proposition adopted at Chicago was un 
to leave no room for the internal system of taxation in this Government, 
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. W1sE] upon this floor has em- 
phasized that position. 

That is the position of the Democratic party of North Carolina as re- 
peated in all of its State platforms for years, and it is the position of 
every Democrat who stands by the early teachers of his party. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, the first divergence from that theory was by the present 
President of the United States, who was elected upon that platform, 
and who declared at the opening of this session that no one was in favor 
of repealing any portion of the internal-revenue taxes. ; 

That position has been indorsed by the Democratic party. The Mills 


bill, which repudiates that position and takes the tax off tobacco, has 


been indorsed. In addition to that, they indorse the position of the 
party in 1884, which repudiates both positions, and embodies what I 
now assert to be the true position. 
ere the hammer fell. 
r, KERR. I would like two or three minutes more. 

Mr. MILLS, I hope we shall adjourn this political discussion. 

Mr. KERR. IfI can be allowed two or three minutes more I shall 
be done with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 


sent to occupy two minutes. 
Mr. MILLS, I take the floor and yield two minutes to the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. WEAVER] 
was the leading exponent of the prohibition sentiment of our State ten 
years ago, and as a man in favor of that sentiment I pathized 
with that gentleman when he was at that time a leading candidate for 
governor. Unfortunately for the party—possibly unfortunately for 
the gentleman, though I do not know as to that—the majority of the 
people of my State did not agree with that portion of the people who 
wanted to make him governor, and since that time he has not been 
with us upon that question. [Laughter on the Republican side.] He 
stands up here to-day against the unanimous sentiment of the Pro- 
hibitionists of this country, repudiating the doctrine that they have 
asserted North and South, in favor of divorcing the Government from 
this system of taxation which seeks to make permanent in our Govern- 
ment a policy which puts the main portion of the tax upon the poor 
people, who are least able to pay it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. WEAVER. If my colleague [Mr. KERR] will give me his at- 
tention, I want to ask him a question or two. 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. you stand on the Republican platform of 1883 
or the Prohibition platform of 1838 ? 

Mr. KERR. I stand on the Prohibition platform and the Repub- 
licaa platform, both. [Laughter and applause.] They are identical. 

<i WEAVER. Behold the Colossus of Rhodes! [Renewed Jaugh- 
ter. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for a vote. I must appeal to gentlemen to 
stop mak y speeches, 

The CHA AN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking ont 
lines 141 and 142, which read as follows: : 

Cocoa, prepared or manufactured, 

Dates, plums, and prunes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Line 142 has not yet been reached. 

Mr. VANDEVER. ‘Then I move to strike out line 141, 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is now pending. 

Mr. VANDEVER, I move, then, pro forma, to strike out the last 
word, F 

Mr. Chairman, the cocoa bean is, as I understand, a product of South 
America, The present duty upon it is 2 cents a pound. When im- 
ported it is the basis of a growing manufacture. In the part of the 
country from which I come the cocoa bean is coming into very con- 
siderable use in the manufacture of chocolate. Ido not understand, 
therefore, the propriety of putting the manufactured products of cocoa 
upon the free- If this proposition be persisted in, the manufacture 
oth products in this country—an industry which, as I have said, 
is of growing importance on the Pacific coast, and Ithink especially in 
the district of my colleague in front of me—will be entirely and irrep- 
arably broken down. , 

This branch of industry now gives employment to a considerable 
amount of capital and a large number of persons on the Pacific coast. 
The rates of freight, as a matter of course, enter into this question. 
The raw uct being manufactured upon the Pacific side, the heavy 
railroad hts are escaped, and thus great advantage is enjoyed in 
the supply of that product to our portion of the country. I suggest to 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee and to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole whether under existing circumstances it would not 
be just to except the manufactured article from the operation of this 
clause of the free-list. 

The value of the import of cocoa bean into this country is put down 
at $126,543; the duty collected is $9,020. Here is a feeble industry 
just coming into importance, struggling for life. It may employ ulti- 
mately a large amount of American capital and American labor. It 
will be no detriment to the revenue to admit the crude cocoa free, and 
no detriment to the public interest to continue the duty upon the manu- 
factured article. 

On the Pacific coast, as everywhere else, people are affected very 
much by their private interests, Touch a man’s pocket and you are 
very apt to touch hisjudgment. I think our friends on the other side 
have had recently a practical illustration of this matter in the election 
in D. The pending bill strack a blow at some of the most im- 
portant industries of that State. The people of Oregon recognized this 
measure as injuriously theirinterests. What was the result? 
A verdict against the Democratic party, which may have carried some 
little consternation into their camp.* I would remark to the chairman 
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of the committee in connection with this item, and other items which 
affect in a very material degree the interests of California, that if they 
be persisted in California will follow in the same direction in the ap- 
proaching November election. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a vote on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] has 
moved to strike ont line 141. Does the gentleman from California 
[Mr. VANDEVER] desire to submit a substantial amendment? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move to amend by striking out in line 141 
the words ‘prepared or manufactured.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. VANDEVER, it 
was rejected, there being—ayes 47, noes 55. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] to strike out the whole line. 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw that motion. 

The Clerk read the next line, as follows: 

Dates, plums, and prunes. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out the words ‘‘plums and prunes.’? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ourrants, Zante or other. 

Figs. 


Mr. MCKENNA. I move to strike out the line just read, ‘‘figs.”’ 
Mr. Chairman, I would not have auch hope of carrying this amend- 
ment if the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means had not voluntarily moved a moment ago to strike out ‘‘ plums 
and prunes.” I do not see any legislative or economic distinction be- 
tween plums and prunes on the one hand and figs on the other. The 
gentleman’s action has ‘‘ set me up in hope,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Whose district do the figs grow in? 

Mr. MCKENNA. The isothermal line mentioned by the gentleman 
fram Maine [Mr. REED], in its vations course touching a Republican 
and Democratic district and discriminating products by politics, ought 
not to apply to this case. Iam left in confusion and puzzled to know 
how discrimination against figs can be justified. I am inclined to 
think the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means will urge 
the Democratic members of the House to vote for this amendment. 

There is no reason under the sun, and no Democrat and nobody else, 
be he from California or be he from Texas, can explain why prunes 
and plums should be struck from the free-list and figs retained upon 
the free-list. They are all three California industries; three young 
California industries. Figs to-day are so cheap it is clear that their . 
price is little affected by the tariff. It scarcely pays now in the State 
of California to dry the black figs. | We are resorting, with great suc- 
cess, to the white Smyrna fig. If Congress will stop meddling, if it 
will keep off its hands for a little while, we will develop the industry 
toagreatsuccess. I hope the gentleman will recommend to his side of 
the Honse to vote for this amendment. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I indorse what has been said by my 
colleague who has just taken his seat. I desire to congratulate the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and the constituency 
I represent for putting prunes and plums where they ought to be—on 
the tariff-list. I can assure him it isa wise measure. It will not be 
many years when what is now a luxury will be produced in such quan- 
tities as to supply everybody at a reasonable rate, and will no longer 
need any protection. 

But I did not rise for the purpose of discussing this matter, but for 
another purpose. I have attempted on two or three occasions to sub- 
mit resolutions passed by the State board of horticulture of California, 
and requesting their being printed in the RECORD, but I have invaria- 
bly ran against some one of the rules and miserably failed. I now 
submit them as a part of my remarks, as they are germane to the 
item under discussion, and I understand I have the right. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the gentleman's right. 

Mr. FELTON. I submit these resolutions, and ask for them the at- 
tention of the Honse. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions of State Board of Horticulture of California. 


Whereas there are $20,000,000 invested in fruit culture in this State; and 
Whereas this may indefinitely increase if given the proper conditions; and 
Whereas the white seale bug (J purchasi) threatens the very existence of 
the citrus fruits in this State, as well as numbers of other fruit trees; and 
Whereas it stands to reason that there are parasites for these different scale 
b in the of their nativity: Therefore, 
"Be a by the Fruit Growers of ia in convention assembled, That 
the United States Con be petitioned for an appropriation of not less than 
$50,000, to be used by Department of Iture for the purpose of seang 
experts to those countries where the ul insects are known to have origi- 
nated, to discover if possible their natural enemies, the parasites, and introduce 
them to this country; also, that the Department of Agriculture be enabled to 
make actual experiments here in the field to, if possible, overcome these in- 


jurious insects, ete, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not know whether there is a trast 
controlling the fruit market or not, but I ask the Clerk to read this 
morceau which I haye clipped from the Critic of this city. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Twelve thousand crates of the choicest Southern fruits were dumped into tha 
Atlantic outside of Sandy Hook last week to prevent breaking down prices in 
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the New York markets. With as many people 
Rew York, this sort of thing should be permitt 


[ Laughter. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. McKENNA’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Meats, game, and poultry. 

- Mr. WEBER. I move to strike ont that line 145. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not know the amount of revenue put into the Treasury on 
the importation of the items embraced in line 145. 

A MEMBER. One hundred and ten thousand dollars. 

Mr, WEBER. Whatever the amount may be it is purely a tribute 
paid iy the Canadians for trading in our markets. It will not affect 
the price of meat in our market a particle. It will fall into that cate- 
gory of articles some of which we have passed in this bill whose im- 
portation into this country is so insignificant compared with the amounts 
consumed that the price is not affected. The fact of placing this item 
on the free-list will be simply to enhance the prosperity of our Cana- 
dian friends without benefiting the consumers in any degree whatever 
on our side. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that before this is voted upon, and I have no 
desire to occupy any of the time of the committee, that some reasons 
will be given by the other side for the action the committee have taken 
in placing this item upon the free-list; and I will not occupy the floor 
at present for the time allotted to me under the rule, but ask that a 
reason be given as to the propriety of the action sought to be taken 
here by the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. I will give the gentleman a reason that I think will 
be satisfactory. In the first place it is admitted on all hands that we 
have got to reduce taxation to some extent; and in the second place, 
acting in that view, we thought it better to reduce that taxation upon 
meats, upon the absolute necessaries of life, and things of that charac- 
ter, rather than apa other aiie which are toa varun aen not 
so necessary; and consequently we put meat, game, and poultry upon 
the free-list in order to cheapen the food of the people of this country. 

Now Lask a vote. 

The qhestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. WEBER, it was 
rejected. nA 

The Clerk read as follows: 

146, Milk, fresh. 

Mr. LYMAN. I move to strike out that line. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus far taken no part in the debate upon the 
pending bill, The manufacturing industries of the district which I 

tare yet in their youngest infancy, and I do not assume to be 
as well informed upon the details of what is a just protective tariff on 
articles the product of the various manufactories which our people (and 
by that I mean the popie of the United States) are endeavoring to 
build up; and hence, I have left the discussion of those details to gen- 
tlemen upon this floor who represent districts where these manufactories 
are situated, and who are better, much better, qualified than I to cast 
light a. orange items of the bill now pending. 

The district I have the honor to represent on this floor is largely, and, 
indeed, almost exclusively agricultural, and a large majority of my 
constituents are farmers. In my course upon the tariff I endeavor to 
divest myself of all purely local udices and interests, and to act in 
a way to best promote the material interests of our entire country and 
enhance the prosperity and AA SEES of all the people of the United 
States, arae ay live upon the Atlantic sea’ in the new Sonth, 
in the great Mi ppi Valley, among the Rocky Mountains, or upon 

the golden Pacific coast. I am in favor of the protection of American 
industries and American labor from principle, and not for the purpose 
of aiding the local interests of my own district alone. But by so doing 
I believe I am, in the best and strongest manner possible, advocating 
and advancing the interests of the farmers of my section. What my 
people want is the best market for the products of the soil they can 
possibly get, and, too, they want that market at the very shortest pos- 
sible distance from their own doors. Ishall be rejoiced if it shall be 
vouchsafed to me to live long enough to see a manufacturing establish- 
ment planted in every township in the fertile Ninth district of Iowa, 
as well as in every township of that great agricultural State, of which 
its sons are all proud. 

I would like to see these hives of industry planted and flourishing, 
with their dozens, scores, and hundreds of happy, well-paid, prosper- 
ous operatives, there to buy and eat the productof the fertileacres around 
them, and not subject to the free competition of Canada and other for- 
eigncountries. I want toseea marketat the very doors of the farmers of 
Towa, in order that they may save the immense cost of transportation 
to which they are now subjected, the waste and loss of transportation, 
the commissions of middlemen, and all annoyances and cost of reach- 
ing the ‘‘ markets of the world.” Hence, I say, I believe thatif I were 
not a protectionist for protection’s sake, my Lon ncn T on this bill 
would but represas the local interests of my immediate constituents, 
I say, all hail to the day when these things shall be. ButIam bound 
to say that if Democratic principles and methods are to continue to pre- 


ing hun as there are in 
to occur only once, 


vail in this country, neither I nor the youngest gentleman on this floor 
can hope to live to see it. 

But we are now considering a portion of the bill which makes a di- 
rect attack upon the farmers of my section and upon the farmers of this 
entire country. It is proposed by the Mills bill now under consider- 
ation to retain a tariff upon, and to protect sugar, rice, and other prod- 
ucts of the soil of limited and local production only, and which can 
never be produced in our country in suficient quantity to meet the de- 
mands of our people, they being articles of universal consumption by 
the masses of our country, and to place upon the free-list those articles 
the product of agricultural industry of almost universal production, 
and of which we may produce a surplus and be in great want of a 
market for. 

In 1884 the people of this country made a lamentable mistake when 
they put the Democratic party in power. They are fast waking up to 
that error. The awakening began to manifest itself in Oregon a few 
days ago, aut on the Pacific, and it will roll on and on, until in Novem- 
ber next it will reach the Atlantic and the Gulf, and the real and true 
oe of the people, of free, independent government will be again at 
the helm. 

It is claimed that one of the objects of this bill is to reduce the sur- 
plus in the Treasury. It will not do it. It provides for a tariff for 
revenue, and our revenues thereunder will be increased. However,the” 
surplus does not worry me greatly. When we pay our just debts, and 
provide for our dependent veteran soldiers as humanity, honor, and 
justice demand we shall have no surplus. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. MCKENNA was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. LYMAN, 
who resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Egg yelks. 

Beans, pease, and split pease. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, on this side of the House we have 
repeatedly charged that this bill is framed in the interest of fore 
nations, and that it would work great injury to our own people. e 
have asked, as we have passed over article by article and section by 
section of this bill, that gentlemen upon the other side would give us 
some reason why the various articles were placed upon the free-list. 
Our inquiries have as a rule met with no satisfactory and in 
most cases no reason has been attempted to be given, and the other side 
have acted asif none can be given. I think myself that no good reason 
can be given. 

But, Mr, Chairman, I think there is a reason for the introduction 
of this bill not ayowed by its advocates. I avail myself of this 
opportunity to tell you what seems to me to be one of the reasons 
why the passage of this bill is urged in its present form, and so far 
as I have noticed it is one to which the attention of the country and 
the House has not been as yet directed. I do not claim any originality 
in the discovery; but it has not been called to the attention of the 
committee, and possibly not to the people of the conntry for a reason 
which I will try to make manifest. We had some time since a dis- 
tinguished body sitting in this city engaged in negotiating a fishery 
treaty between this country and our neighbors governing the country 
on our Northern boundary. . 

I have here before me the official report made by one of the members 
of that commission, Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, who represented Canada 
and Her Britannic Majesty on that conference. The report was made 
in the House of Commons of the Canadian Parliament, and will be found 
in the House of Commons debates, second session Sixth Parliament, 51 
Vic., of 10th of April, 1883. Sir Charles is evidently undertaking to 
explain to the Canadian people that whilst he had given the United 
States something in the treaty that was negotiated with our country, 
he wanted to call their attention to the much more valuable 
things which they had secured in return for it. And whilst, Mr. 
Chairman, we do not think he gave away anything that properly 
belonged to Canada and Great Britain, and that on the face of the 
treaty it is unjust to the United States, and concedes little or nothing 
that is not ours by right, yet I want to call the attention of the House 
and the country to what is now apparent, that this treaty was agreed to 
because therepresentatives of the British Government have had somepri 
vate understanding with the Democratic majority in this House in regard 
to legislation to be hereafter had in Congress in the interest of Ganada; 
that the small concessions made to the rights of our people in that 
treaty were obtained through promises from Americans that something 
that would be of great advantage to the Dominion of Canada on our 
north should be done by the Congress of the United States. This is at 


‘least one of the reasons why the industries of our country are being at- 


tacked by the Mills bill. As an argument for this free-trade bill we 
have been often told in this debate that tariff duties are a tax on the 
people of the country laying the tariff; that our tariff duties are paid 
by the people of this country exclusively. Sir Charles Tupper does 
not so understand it, and I p to have read now from his 
official report made in Parliament on the 10th day of April, 1888, 
and the House can then judge for itself as to the meaning of his re- 


marks, and also whether the Democratic Administration has not been 
promising Canada free trade. 

After he had stated to the House of Commons that his arguments 
would no doubt be used against the treaty and quoted against him 
in the Senate of the United States, he goes on to say: 


The only we Canadians can obtain any benefits from the reciprocal rela- 
tions with the United States is by legislation. ' 


I read from pages 11, 21, and 22. Speaking of the non-intercourse 
act of our Congress, he says: 


That expressed the sentiments and the feeling in the United States of Amer- 
and our friends the plenipotentiaries representing the United States, said : 
“If we make a treaty with you affecting the , however small the in- 
ducement you might be willing to accept, it is certain of absolute rejection by 
the Senate, because the Congress of the United States have stated their position 
firmly, and they will not permit any interference on the part of the Adminis- 
tration of the United States by treaty with anything that involves a change in 
fiscal laws of the United States.” 
It will be observed that Sir Charles is very cautious in making pub- 
lic the promises he had received, but he continues: - 
Now, sir, Iam in somewhatasimilar position in explaining this treaty,which 
I have now reached, to that in-which I was in 1871 when defending the treaty 
of my right honorable friend under somewhat different circumstances. Then 
he said: “Every word that you force us to say in support of this treaty will be 
used against us at Halifax in diminution of the payment that we are entitled to 
for the greater value of our fisheries.” To-day I am ina somew similar 
position. For every word that I say in defense of the treaty to which I have 
po my hand and to which I ask the sanction of this House with the utmost con- 
dence, every word that I say in support of it may be used to-morrow in the 
Senate of the United States,where support to the treaty may be more difficult to 
obtain than it is in the House of Commons of Canada, 
The House will therefore understand that on this occasion it can not be ex- 
ted from me that I shall 
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As I bave already informed the House, the plenipotentiaries of the United 
States stated they were quite unable to put anything in the treaty that would 
necessarily touch the fiscal policy of their country, They said that to do so 
would be simply to invite rejection of the treaty on the ee that they had 
infringed the jurisdiction which Congress |, the United States Congress 
having, as I have shown the House, adopted, in the most emphatic form, the 
poliey not to allow any changes in their tariff except by the act of Congress 


We therefore put this in the contingent clause. Weprovide absolutely forthe 
concessions that have been made reference to delimitation, and with ref- 
erence to the treatment of United States fishing vessels, when compelled to re- 
sort to our in distress or in need of otal supplies or for a homeward voy- 

All were made absolute by the treaty; but when it came to that 
which is of great value to the United States fishermen, when it came to that 
which enables the United States fishermen to make Canada a basis of supplies 
for the pu! of better competing with our own fishermen, we then felt that 
we had a right to take our stand, and if Her ar peng) plenipotentiaries have 
not been able to apres the extreme contention of the Canadian Govern- 
ment, honorable gentlemen will find that, on the other hand, the plenipotentia- 
ries of the United States, who had, as a matter of diplomaticintercourse, taken a 
very strong ground as to the indefeasible rights of American fishing vessels to 
obtain in our ports as commercial vessels w ver peepiles they required for 
carrying on their fishin, be able to purchase bait, to be able to ip eres sup- 

lies of every kind, and to be able to transship their fish—they will find that our 
iends on the other side had, in the same way, to concede a great deal as com- 
pared with the extreme contention that they made, 

Here it is provided, as a just and proper security to the interests of the fisher- 
men of Can who have the right, while excluded by heavy duties from the 
markets of the United States, to such protection as the treaty of 1818 has pro- 
ited Sot aed Sek heir eant oS on arises as to Canada being made the 
basis of supply for the American deep-sea fishing vessels—because the question 
of fishin; not in controversy at all, the Americans having given up the right 
to catch in the inshore waters of hat only can be done for a suffi- 


cient — . We have, therefore, provided in article 15: 
“When ite Unitea States shall remove the duty from fish-oil, whalc-oil, seal- 


oil, and fish of all kinds reece fish ——— in oil), being the produce of fish- 
eries carried on by the rmen oi and of Newfoun d, nE) 
Labrador, as wellas from the usual and necessary an 


casks, barrels, kegs, 
other usual necessary coverings containing the roducts above mention „the 
like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of the 
United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of thesame, asabove 
Paet e shell be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada and N 
oun nd. . 

And upon such removal of duties, and while the posean articles are allowed 
to be brought into the United States by British subjects, without duty being re- 
thereon, the privilege of entering the ports, 3, and harbors of the 
aforesaid coasts of Canada and of Newfoundland shall be accorded to United 
States vessels by annual licenses, free of charge, for the following pur- 


ew- 


poses, namely : 
on ane penees of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
and ou 
“2. Transshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance, 
"3. Shipping of crews. 
“ Supplies shall not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained. 
“The like privileges shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canada 
owtoundiend on the Atlantic coasts of the United States.” 


I think that is a measure which will meet with the hearty approval of the 
House. I think that will be regarded as a fair and reasonable pro, tion, that 
if fishing vessels of the United States are allowed to e a base for 


obtaining their supplies and furnishing all the materials necessary for the out- 
fitofa fishingvoyage, for the transshipment of their catch, and making our har- 
bors and ports the means of carrying on their industry, the fishermen of Can- 
ada, with whom they are in that case better able to compete than they could 
otherwise, are entitled to have their fish entered free in the ports of the United 


While the plenipotentiaries of the United States were not able to make this 
an absolute provision, I do not hesitate to say that I look confidently to the pe- 
riod in the not remote future when fish will be made free and the fishermen of 
the United States will be able to obtain all theadvantages in our ports which are 
here given to them. I hold we have accomplished that Nees Ai mig in the 
egree the fisheries of Canada, without injuring Canad interests 
tent whatever. We have made concessions, as I have said, but we 
them with the avawed object of placing all our people, not only the 


fishermen, but the 

a pajat relation wi 

su! ` 
As I have said, Mr. Bayard told us, the American plenipotentiaries told us 


iculturist, the lumberman, every man in this country, in 
the United States than he was before. What is the ro 


that there was but one way of obtaining what we wished, * You want greater 
freedom of commercial intercourse. You want relaxation in our tariff arrange- 
ments with respect to natural products in which you are so rich and abundant. ' 
There’ is but one way to o it. Let us by common concession be able to 
meet on common ground and remove this irri ting cause of difficulty between 
the two countries out of the way, and you will find that the policy of this Goy- 
ernment, the policy of the President and of the House of pow nporemtcnr ie the 
policy piae agres Democratic party of the United States, will at once take an 
onward in the direction you propose, snd accomplish steadily that which 
you would desire, is the only var by which it can ever be attained,” 

Those were not empty words, those were the sober utterances of distinguished 
statesmen who pointed to the avowed policy of the Government of the United 
States as the best evidence of the sincerity of what they said. What has ha) 
pened already? Already we have action by the financial exponent of the Ad- 
ministration of the United States, I mean Mr. MrLLs—the gentleman who in the 
United States Congress represents the Government of the day, and stands in the 

tion most analogous in the United States to the finance minister in this 
ouse, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, who propounds the 
policy of the Administration in the House. 

How is he selected? The Democratic y sustaining the Government se- 
lectsa man as § er of the House of Representatives who is in accord with 
the policy of the Administration for the time being,and Mr, CARLISLE, tho 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, nominates the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and ali the members of the committee, and there- 
fore the chairman of that committee occupies the position of representing the 
Government in bringing forward such bills as will represent the views an: 
parr ang of the Democratic party in the United States supporting the Adminis- 


ti 

What have we seen? The ink is barely dry upon this treaty before he, asthe 
representative of the Government and chairman of the Committee of Waysand 
Means, brings forward a measure to do what? Why, to make free articles that 

got pa into the United States, and upon which last year $1,800,000 of duty 

was x 

Some Hon. MEMBERS, We pn ? 

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, I ask, sir, if that is nothing? 


ests 

up in obtain: free intercourse with the United States for our natural products; 
I do not intend to insult the two $ pane of this country by telling them 
that they were fools; that they aii not know what they were doing. 

Down to the present hour we have adopted the policy on both sides of the 
House, and we le pua ourselves to the people to do everything that lay 
in our power to obtain a market for the natural products of our country 
with the United States, and I say you must answer me the question as to 
whether that was an act of supreme folly or whether it was wise statesman- 
ship on the part of both parties in this country to adopt that policy, before you 
ask me such a question as “‘ Who pays the duty?” 

I say that under this bill which has been introduced and which, I believe, will 

for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate where the Republican ma~ 
Jority is only one in the whole House to pass this bill, it requires a majority of 
one only,and I am very sanguine that this bill will pass during the present 
session. Modified it may be, but Iam inclined to think the amendments will 
be still more in the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day, 

If this is the case I think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the 
free admission of our lumber, upon which was paid during the last year no less 
than $1,315,450. On copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid, or there 
was paid—to make it meet the views of the honorable gentlenien opposite more 

On salt $21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill. Iam 
sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill that 
came to me, that potatoes were not included in vegetables. Iam sorry to find 
there is a doubt as to whether the term “ vegetables" not ially enumerated 
will not exclude potatoes. In grappling wi this policy of making the natural 
products of the two countries free, you do not expect any person who wants to 

a bill to put a heavier load npon his shoulders than he is able to hid 
lest he may break down and do nothing. You ex him to take it in detail, 
and, as I believe, you will find the policy contained in this bill of making those 
natural products of Canada free carried out until you have perfect freedom of 
intercourse between the natural products of Canada and the United States. Of 
wool we sent last year 1,319,309 pounds of one kind and a variety ofother kinds, 
upon which a duty was paid to the extent of $183,852. Now, as Í say, on articles 
o poos importance and interest to Canada the removal of duty by the Mills 
bill amounts to no less than $1,800,193. 

In the measure I submit I believe will be found a bill of vital importance to 
Canada to pass. 

I believe, sir, that we owe it to the Empire as well as to ourselves steadily to 
keep in view every measure that will conduce to the rapid progress of Canada, 
the development of our inexhaustible resources, and the building up of a great 
and powerful British Dominion on this side of the Atlantic. I say, sir, that in 
the discharge of ay Ki Sbarsa steadily kept that conviction in view, and I be- 
lieve the course which been pursued will not bow Spasenag ery itself to the 
ju ent and the support of the great majority in this House, but that the great 
majority of the people in this country will feel that in the adoption of this treaty 
ing a stop that a pakina to conduce to the progress and greatness 


And, Mr. Chairman, we have the very best assurance of the fact that 
Canada was promised free trade in the legislation which is now pro- 
posed for the adoption of this House. Well might Sir Charles say 
that— 


The ink is barely dry upon the treaty before the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means brings forward a measure to that effect. 

Todo what? Why, 

To make free articles that Canada sends into the United States, and upon 
which last year $1,800,000 of duty was paid. 

Yes, that is how much gain the Canadians obtain by this legislation. 
That is why the honorable gentleman introduced this bill.. We need 
have no misunderstanding about it. It is not in the interest of the 
United States. It is the bonus they propose to give Canada and Great 
Britain for having yielded up something in the matter of the fisheries. 
This Administration can not negotiate treaties upon a fair level with 
Great Britain. Our country has fallen so low that it has to buy any 
rights it obtains by throwing up and giving away what we ourselves 
are entitled to. 
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Let it be known, then, that this bill is not for our advantage or for the 
advantage of the people of the United States, that the charge is true 
that it is in the interest of foreigners, It is to give to Canada $1,800,- 
000 annually and far more. That it is to be given by an attack on our 
own industries. That our own laborers are to bé thrown out of employ- 
mentand our factories closed that Canada may thrive. The Canadians 
have no doubt but that our tariff duties are paid by them. They know 
very well they do not come off the people of the United States. 

They know very well who pays the duty, and Sir Charles, in getting 
a promise that it shall be repealed, has a good reason why Canada 
might yield a little something upon the fisheries question. And in 
return for this confidence on the part of therepresentative of the British 
Government we see the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
introducing this bill and doing all he can to return the Canadians 
something not in kind, but of much more value. He says further: 

You will observe that on salt $21,992 duty was paid last year. This is ren- 
dered free by the Mills bill. 

Twenty-one thousand dollars bonus to Canada. 

Sir Charles grows pathetic and can not conceal his disappointment 
when he adds— : 

I am sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill 
that came to me, that potatoes were not included amongst vegetables. 

Hence gentlemen on the other side have the Canadian authority for 
it that potatoes will not come in under that clause. I can now under- 
stand why the honorable chairman was so certain this morning that 
potatoes would not be free. The parties most interested admit it. He 
says that in grappling with this policy of making the natural products of 
the two countries free, which is the English for free trade, he does not 
expect any person who wants to carry a bill through the United States 
Congress to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is able to 

How considerate he is of our free-trade friends. Alas, I fear 
they have already shouldered more than they will be able to carry far. 

This gives a new meaning to the expression often repeated here by 
the friends of this bill, that itis only a step in the right direction; that 
we are to go further and carry bigger loads for our Canadian brethren 
hereafter, 

One provision of the treaty is only to go into effect, it says on its face, 
when we give Canada free trade in certain enumerated articles. I 
would ask the chairman of the Ways and Means to explain to Con- 
gress and the country whether Sir Charles had authority for the 
use he makes of alleged assurances of free-trade legislation. If we 
get valuable concessions from Canada for free trade, I would also 
like to know whether anything is promised us from other countries that 
will gain by the passage of the Mills bill. If our own people must suffer 
by this legislation, let us know whether we are even promised any- 
thing from the countries of Europe and Asia. Gentlemen of the major- 
ity, explain yourselves. Are you working in the interest of American 
or of foreign countries? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I will print the extract I have quoted in connection 
with my remarks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, to come out of my time, if the gentleman will 
kindly give me his attention. The gentleman referred to a tax on salt 
that Sir Charles Tupper said would be released. He referred to it in 
connection with a question as to who pays the tax. Does not that tax 
relate to American salt imported into Canada? 

Mr. JACKSON. I do not quite catch the gentleman’s question. 
Will he please repeat it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Sir Charles Tupper was re- 
ferring to a tax paid by the Canadians on American salt imported into 
Canada. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, no; he was referring to the duty paid by the 
Canadians to bring their salt into our market. He enumerates a num- 
ber of other things, and goes right on, He comes to the wool after 
awhile, and to the ores and a great number of things, and shows just 
how much is to be given to them by this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Seven or eight millions. 

Mr. JACKSON. In the aggregate, yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the gentleman 
to say this: That Sir Charles Tupper takes the position that the Cana- 
dians will be relieved of some $23,000 tax that they pay for Canadian 
salt coming into America. ; 

Mr. JACKSON. To bring it into our market. They have been 
paying that much for the liberty of coming into our market and sell- 
ing on ce aed with our own people. This they will be relieved of 
if the Mills bill passes, for then they can come in free. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am only asking for the fact. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the way I understand the argument. In 
fact it can not be understood any other way. Itis plainly so stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Sir Charles Tupper takes the 
position that it is a release of so much tax to the Canadians, 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I only wanted to know what 
the fact was. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr, Chairman, a New York house (Messrs. Miles 


& Holman) handling pearl barley, oat-meal, and pease and split pease, 
makes the following statement: ; 
In reference to split pease, we can not compete with Canada, The duty on 
split is only 20 per cent., and the barrel they are packed in comes in free. 
The duty should be taken off the round or whole pea and the duty left on the 
split , thus giving manufacturers here an opportunity to make split N 
and Me reduce the revenue, and our people TANIA. have their pea soup just as 
cheap, with the satisfaction of eating their own manufacture and not encourag- 
ing our Canadian neighbors. You will see that the importation of split pease 
can thus be sto and revenue reduced without increasing the cost to our 
people, and building up their manufactures to the detriment of our own, 

Yet, as to garden seeds, and beans, pease, and split pease, this bill 
offers Canadians free the markets of 62,000,000 people, while they, rais- 
ing far more than they can consume, have no reciprocal market to offer 
us. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not quite understand the attitude occupied 
by the members of the committee who are responsible for this bill. It 
would seem that a committee proposing to make great changes affect- 
ing manufacturers and dealers and producers throughout the country 
would be willing to tell us what was the theory upon which they had 
acted. Men upon this side of the House rise and show how their lo- 
calities will be injured, how their constituents will be harmed, how 
great interests will be damaged or destroyed, but the gentlemen ppan 
the other side sit still without making any response as to why they 
seek to make these changes, and when the time comes stolidly—I do 
not use the word in an offensive sense—bnt in effect, I say, they stolidly 
vote us down. I would like to have gentlemen tell us, for example, 
why it is that they propose to make fresh and salted vegetables free of 
duty while they require protection on their own rice. 

I would like to have them tellus upon this item under consideration 
why it is that they make beans, pease, and split free, while they 
provide for protection upon items that benefit themselves? I would 
like to have the attention of the chairman of the committee while I 
ask him to inform the House how it is that split pease, which every one 
who knows anything about the subject knows are a manufactured ar- 
ticle, should be put in the same free-trade class with whole pease and 
beans. I would like some explanation of that. It is well known that 
split pease are a manufactured article, and that there are houses with 
large capital employed in the business of gathering pease, splitting them 
by machinery, and selling them for culinary purposes, and yet these 
gentlemen put them in the same free-trade category with beans and 
whole pease. I wish also to protest, in the interest and upon the judg- 
ment and complaint of a farming community, against this proposition 
which comes to us from the other side of the House that the products 
of the farm are raw materials, 

The granges, the farmers’ societies, the husbandmen’s newspapers, 
the rural organizations everywhere are denouncing that assertion upon 
which this legislation is based as an assertion utterly false, and, to 
them, ruinously false; and yet gentlemen on the other side go on act- 
ing upon the theory that pease and beans and vegetables, fresh, or in 
salt or brine, and tallow, and fresh milk, and wool, and meat, and 
poultry, and all such products are ‘‘raw material.” Although they 
contain in their amount and volume the results of much of the labor of 
the greatest body of workers upon the American continent, yet these 
Democratic legislators have the effrontery to face the farmers and tell 
them that the products which take their inception under their care, 
and become articles of commerce under their supervision, are raw mate- 
rials, like the ore in the earth and the unquarried rock, etc., and, there- 
fore, for the benefit of workmen whose work is protected, and of man- 
ufacturers whose output is protected, these products of the farmer’s toil 
shall be made free. I think the farmers will make an answer to this 
proposition which the gentlemen in charge of this bill will, by and by, 
understand. : 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we shall now have a vote on this line. 

The question was taken on the motion to strike out. the line, and it 
was rejected—ayes 45, noes 59. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is in order, 

Mr. VANDEVER. I move to strike out the last word, and in that 
connection I desire to say that one of the chief staple products of my 
country is beans. The probability is that we raise beans enough in 
that section to feed two or three States. We load vessel after vessel 
with them in the fall of the year, and send them away; and although 
there is but 10 per cent. duty upon beans under existing law, yet the 
proposen to put them upon the free-list comes directly in conflict 
with the interests of that portion of the country. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, following up the items of this 
bill one after another, as though the blows were rained more di- 
rectly and frequently than anywhere else upon the interests of the 
Pacific side of the country, and especially against California. I am 
very willing, however, to accord some credit to the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means for the concession he has made to-day 
in consenting to strike from the free-list plums and prunes, which also 
Ste producte of very great value in that part of the country. Another 
product of the California coast is raisins. I have already referred to 
other products of that Southern California country, which has been 
called the Italy of America, and whose products come directly in com- 
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tition with those ot old Italy, and I can not butrecur to the fact that 

mediately preceding the assembling of this Congress, when it was 
given out by the leaders of the Democratic party that one of the chief 
measures of policy in this Congress would be the modification of the 
tariff law, there were poured in appeals to members of from 
these foreign interests to put raisins and plums and other products of 
that kind upon the free-list; and in deference to such appeals various 
provisions have been put into this bill at the expense of our own inter- 
ests in America, especially the interests of the southren part of Cali- 
fornia, that favored land to which so many people are now turning 
their faces, as they did in the early history of the settlement of that 
country. These things are making their impression; and although 
there has been accorded to us to-day by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means a small crumbof comfort, it will not turn aside 
the people of that country in theircondemnation of a policy which lends 
a willing ear to appeals from abroad and at the same time sacrifices our 
home interests. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

1 withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
In what I have to say upon this line, 148, I do not wish to speak of 
politics at all. The district which I represent is very largely inter- 
ested in the growth of beans, some of our farmers raising as much as 
2,000 bushels of this one article. In reading this bill, I have been at 
a loss to understand upon what principle this product is selected for a 
place on the free-list. I asked this question of one member of the 
committee, and he could give me no reason. I really wish I could be 
enlightened as to the reason why this particular agricultural product 
should have been selected for a place on the free-list. 

Ifthe answer be made that the intention is to make food cheap for 
the laboring people, why is not every agricultural product suitable for 
food placed on the free-list? Why not flour, or meal, or rice, or wheat, 
or cheese, or butter? Ican not imagine or conceive of any good reason. 
None has been given. i 

This bill should be based upon some consistent principle. No one 
article should betaken off or put on the free-list unless there be some 
good reason for it. Rice is necessary for the poor man and the invalid; 
beans are also necessary for the poor man; why should not these two 
artiċles be placed upon an equality? It seems to me that a sense of 
justice would dictate that the farmers in one locality should be treated 
with the same fairness as the farmers of another locality. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment of the 

tleman from New York will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the last word. This question of beans is one with which I am 
somewhat familiar; I have dealt in the article for a good many years. 

Mr. MILLS. I appeal to gentlemen on the other side to let us make 
some progress with the bill. There have been three or four speeches 
over there on this question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I will not take more than a few minutes. 
I wish to state to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
who is a warm advocate of the farmers and the protection of their in- 
terests, that he is making a t mistake in proposing to place beans 
on the free-list. Beans constitute one of the greatest articles of uc- 
tion of the farmers in some sections of our country, especially in New 
York State, and also, as has been said, in California. Even with the 
present tariff on beans, it should be remembered the Germans supply 
a great portion of our country with this product. 

What, then, will be the effect of taking off the duty? Will it not 
simply result in the Germans furnishing the whole supply to our peo- 
ple? The effect will be to drive our American farmers into raising 
more extensively wheat and corn and those products for which, as the 
gentleman from Texas says, they are now underpaid. If they do not 
now get enough for these products, why should the gentleman from 
Texas drive them into raising still larger quantities of them, in conse- 

uence of beans being placed on the free-list? In spite of the duty, as 
Thie already suggested, German beans are toa large extent supplant- 
ing those of American growth. If the duty be taken off, of course the 
importation will be increased. The farmers in Germany and other for- 
eign countries are not paid so well as the farmers in this country; con- 
sequently our market will be deluged with their product, and our farm- 
ers, the very men whom the gentleman from Texas claims to be so 
desirous of protecting, will be injured. 

The gentleman has remarked that the price of wheat is controlled to 
a great extent by the tariff, because, as he says, Europe, in consequence 
of the tariff, does not take wheat enough from us. He is greatly mis- 
taken in that assertion. The truth is, Europe takes the surplus which 
we have to spare every year. The gentleman’s other idea, that Europe 
regulates the price, is also a greatmistake. Europe has no more to do 
with regulating the price of wheat in this country than with regulat- 


ing the price of hickory-nuts. The price of wheat is not ated in 
Europe, but in Chicago, and it is not regulated by supply demand, 
but y by the gambling—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 7 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask for a vote. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pulp, for paper-makers’ use. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move to amend by striking out the line just read. 

Mr. REED. What isthe objection to that line? 

The motion of Mr. BYNUM was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bibles, n than ” 
books Bad feeb pr ARAD eA T A peb aerea Ee PARS Rna: 
Goos of foreign socicties, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous distribu- 

Bristles. 

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal. 

During the reading of the lines Mr. FARQUHAR rosq 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment to offer to line 155. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 155 the words “ not edible.” 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the last word. 

I sought the recognition of the Chair while these lines were being 
read to call attention to the propriety of striking out the words ‘‘ books 
and pamphlets,” in line 150. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But the amendment I wish to offer is first. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Very well. I will withdraw my amendment 
for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will then recognize the gentleman 
from New York if there be no objection. But the Clerk had read 
down to line 155. 

Mr. "FARQUHAR. I sought the attention of the Chair and tried to 
get his recognition to offer an amendment to the line I have indicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to offer 
an amendment if there be no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply submit that while the House has on 
its Calendar an international copyright bill, which will probably meet 
the views of the House and become a law, it is unfair to the American 
publisher and the American printer and book-sellers and book-binders, 
and to all persons engaged in the manufacture of books, to have such 
a broad provision as is embraced in the words in line 150, ‘‘ books and 
pamphlets,’’ placed upon the free-list, whereby the country may be 
flooded with foreign-made books. In the admission of Bibles printed 
in foreign languages free ther is manifest propriety, and no one can 
find fault with that. Nor can there be any objection to admitting 
books, phlets, and publications of foreign Governments and of for- 
eign scientific associations. But the words I have quoted are highly 
objectionable as opening the door to admit all classes of publications, 
or all kinds of books made by foreign publishers and foreign printers, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not discussing the line before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair entertained the amendment ot 
the gentleman from New York. There was some confusion at the time 
the lines were read—— 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not want to be going back all the time; we will 
never get on with this bill. I object to it. 

Mr. REED. The trouble seems to be that the Chairman of the com- 
mittee and the Clerk failed to catch the voice of the gentleman from 
nen York, who addressed the Chair while that paragraph was being 


Mr. MILLS. I was listening to the reading of every word of tho 
bill, and I know that line 155 was read. 

Mr. REED. That may be very true; but I also know that I heard 
the gentleman from New York call the attention of the Chair to the 
paragraph to which he has been addressing his remarks, 

Mr. MILLS. And line 155 had been read. 

Mr. REED. Ido not deny that; but these lines are so short that 
when the Clerk puts on steam enough of course he can run considerably 
ahead of any member who desires to attract the attention of the Chair. 
The fact is, the Chairman did not hear the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MILLS. I was paying attention to my business here; and I 
know that we had passed beyond that paragraph. 

Mr. REED. Well, I am very glad to hear that the gentleman has 
been paying attention to his business hete, for it is more than he has 
been doing for the business of the country. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I object to being taken off the 
floor by these personal allusions. 

Mr. MILLS. How did the gentleman get the floor? 

Mr. REED. By the recognition of the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the lines down to 155 had 
been read; but as the gentleman sought recognition of the Chair, and 
so stated, when the preceding lines were being read, the Chair recog- 
nized him to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from New York ought to deliver his 
lecture to his colleague on that side of the House, who owes an apology 
to the House—— 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Texas is the only one who 
did not seem to have heard the gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia- Did not the gentleman from New 
Jersey offer an amendment to line 155? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did offer an amendment, but the. 


gentleman from New York stated that he was on the floor trying to get 
the attention of the Chair to offer an amendment to the preceding line, 
and the Chair recognized him, the gentleman from New Jersey with- 
holding his amendment. 

Mr. REED. Therefore, so far from owing an apology to the House, 
the Chairman of the committee has himself justified all that I said. 
But, Mr, Chairman, it is the rule of parliamentary law, that whenever 
' a gentleman rises in his place and states that he has endeavored to at- 
tract the attention of the Chair whena line or a paragraph-was being 
read, to receive that statement as absolutely true and to act upon it. 
It is well known to all—— 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Maine did not say that when he 
commented upon my action a moment ago. 

Mr, REED. The House so understood it. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman said that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means had not been attending to his business. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas haying an apprehension in 
his own mind jumps at a conclusion and so interprets words that did 
not haye’that meaning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLS. That is what the gentleman said himself. 

Mr. REED. What I said was that the Chairman of this Committee 
of the Whole, the gentleman from Illinois, and the Clerk perhaps had 
not caught the voice of the gentleman from New York. It was respect- 
ful to the Chairman of the committee,and had nothing to do with the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from New 
York himself state that he sought recognition while this paragraph was 
being read? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York has already so stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Letthe gentleman from New 
York speak for himself. He is of age. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I made the interruption as quickly 
as ible and called attention to this paragraph of the bill. Iwaited 
and stood patiently until the paragraph was read and as soon as I could 
be recognized I called attention to it to make a motion, 

Now, on this question—— 

Mr, KELLEY addressed the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
ork. 
Mr. KELLEY. I wish to state in this connection that I have col- 


Jected information on this very paragraph, and hastened to my seat for 
the p of taking exception to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to say that this paragraph, this proposi- 
tion to put Bibles printed in other languages than English, and books 
and pamphlets and all publications of foreign governments, and pub- 
lications of foreign societies, historical or scientific, printed for gratui- 
tous distribution, upon the free-list, is strictly in the line of enlight- 
ened public intelligence, and is proper and correct in all respects. I 
am very glad indeed that the committee has seen proper to put it in 
that shape. But what Ido object most strenuously against is that part 
of line 150, ‘‘books and pamphlets,’ whereby you permit free trade 
in books and pamphlets that are exclusive of Bibles, as they appear in 
this paragraph, and I simply submit to the committee that with the 
international copyright bill on the Calendar we are going a little too 
hastily until we settle that matter. 

There is no need of opening the door more than propriety might ad- 
mit. Being an old member of the Printing Committee of this House, 
I know jhe existent comity between the American and European asso- 
ciations and the interchange the United States of America has made 
with European societies. Such favors, I think, are very proper indeed. 
But free trade in other books than Bibles and scientific publications I 
think radically wrong. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the amendment to take from 
the free-list will cover books printed in German and other foreign lan- 
guages than the English. Is that the intention? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a well-known fact that no German edu- 
cational books are published in this country; none whatever. School- 
books in the German language are not published in this country. By 
placing them’ upon the dutiable-list you are simply levying a tax upon 
education. : 

Mr. BRUMM. You are mistaken. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Totally mistaken. 

Mr. BRUMM. There are publishing houses in Philadelphia that 
issue those books. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ` I am informed by an eminent German scholar, 
who is very well informed on the subject, that there are no German 
text-books published in this conntry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does he not know there are such books pub- 
lished in New York to-day ? 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam told by a gentleman I have the highest 
confidence in-—— ee 

Mr. BUCHANAN. , Iam told by a student who sits here and who 
studies them that they are published in New York. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Indeed they are. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not speak from personal knowledge, but 
only from what I have been told by a very intelligent editor of one of 
the leading German newspapers published in this country. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have printed French text-books myself. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. All I have to say, then, is, if you are correct, 
that by keeping these books upon the dutiable-list you are simply levy- 
ing a tax upon education, which is wrong. ° i 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, no. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is a sample of their reasoning. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does seem to me that this 
step which the Committee on Ways and Means propose to take is as 
short a step as the American Congress ought to be willing to take, and 
that instead of striking out books and pamphlets from this provision it 
would be better to add to the provision and make all literature free. 
I shall not now enter into any discussion about the copyright law, to 
which my friend from New York referred, because it does not touch 
this question at all. 

This question stands upon an entirely different principle and is an 
entirely different question. I am a very strong friend of the inter- 
national copyright law—not so much a friend of all the provisions of 
the proposed measure as of the principle which underlies it. I hope 
this House, before it adjourns, will pass the bill which has been passed 
by the Senate. Wecan all agree on that bill, however we differ on the 
principles of tariff legislation; and this can be easily demonstrated at 
the proper time. 

But such discussion is not germane to this provision. This is simply 
a provision by which Bibles, books, and pamphlets printed in another 
language than our own may be brought in by the scholars of the coun- 
try, by persons who are interested in larger research, in advancing the 
domain of knowledge, and in giving to us the benefit of the investiga- 
tions made by learned men in all countries; that books may come in 
without having to pay unnecessary duty to a country whose Treasury 
is overflowing; that persons who immigrate to our country to make 
homes in our midst, speaking foreign languages, most generally poor 
persons seeking wider and better homes among us, may have an oppor- 
tunity to import books printed in their own language at as low a cost 
as possible. 3 

Therefore, in all the aspects of the case it seems to me to be one of 
those questions upon which both sides may agree without regard to our 
differences of opinion upon economic questions. Surely no one will go 
to the extent of saying that taxes and duties onght to be levied on 
learning simply for the purpose of protection. Protection ought not 
to go so far as to make the means of knowledge more expensive merely 
for the purpose of taxation, and that, too, at a time when there is no 
necessity for the tax and when we are removing taxation. In the effort 
to eliminate subjects of taxation, in trying to reduce the revenue by 
assorting the subjects upon which the taxes are laid, what better sub- 
ject for release from duty can possibly be found thau good books? 

From what can we possibly take the burden better than from a tool 
for education? From what could we inthis nineteenth century better 
take taxation off than knowledge? 

Petitions from not less than sixteen States, from over a score of the 
leading universities and colleges of the Union, and from many private 
citizens have prayed that this change be made. Petitions from those 
making private gain by means of our tariff duties are reverently re- 
ceived, carefully obeyed, and jealously filed by gentlemen; but peti- 
tions from men who are only scholars, teachers, and thinkers carry no 
weight and are set aside carelessly. 

I regret that we do not see our way clear to go further than we have 
in this provision. I wish that we thought we were able to make all 
books, all art, all productions of human genius, in print or picture or 
sculpture, free. 

Milton plead for unlicensed printing; and in a freer and richer 
country literary and scholarly gentlemen,. who would feel hurt if any 
one doubted their love for learning or friendship for culture, plead for 
taxed books—a demonstration of the tyranny of party discipline and 
of the cowardice which political ambition creates. 

I do not believe America less worthy than England of Milton’s com- 
pliment. 

Lords and Commons of England! consider what nation it is whereof ye are 
and whereof ye are governors. A nation not slow and dull, but ofa quick, in- 
genious, and piercing spirit; acute to invent, subtle and sinewy to discourse, 
not beneath the reach of any point the highest that human capacity can soar to. 

And it is scarcely less a crime to exclude from our people these books 
than if would be to murder them; and— 
books are not absolutely dead things, but do contain a progeny of life in them 
to be as active as that soul was whose progeny they are; nay, they do dered} 
as ina vial the purest efficacy and extraction of that living intellect bred 
them. I know they are as lively and as vigorously productive as those fabu- 
lous dragon’s teeth, and being sown up and down may chance to spring ba i 


armed men. And yet, on the other hand, unless wariness be used, as good 
most kill a man as kill a good book. 
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Whokillsa m an kills a reasonable creature, God's image; but he who destroys 
a book kills reason itself, kills the image of God, as it were, in the eye. 
ny a man lives a burden to the earth; but a good book is the precious life- 
blood of a master spirit, embalmed and treasured up on purpose to a life be- 
on life. Itis true, no age can restore a life whereof, perhaps, there is no 
oss; and reyolutions of ages do not oft recover the loss of a rejected tru 
the want of which whole nations fare the worse. 

We should be wary, therefore, what persecution we wage against the livin, 
labors of public men, how we spill that seasoned life of man preserved an 
stored up in books, since we see a kind of homicide may be thus committed, 
sometimes a martyrdom; and if it extends to the whole impression, a kind of 
massacre, whereof the execution ends not in the slaying of an elemental life, 
but strikes at the wthereal and fifth essence, the breath of reason itself; slays 
an immortality rather than a life, 

The effért to strike out this provision is protection gone mad. It is 
of a piece with the effort to keep books from the slave or the Bible 
from the people. The demands of the system require this subserviency, 
and no appeal can break the stubborn array around every “‘ protected ”’ 
interest, so that all within the trenches shall be defended by the united 
power of all. But the defense will be fruitless. 

As much has been said to-day concerning the platforms recently 
adopted by the two parties, I desire to say that the bill reported is in 
exact accordance with the platform adopted by the Democratic conven- 
tioa at Chicago, upon which the victory of 1884 was achieved. 

“All taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical 
government.” ‘‘ Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation.” ‘‘The 
Democracy pledges itself * * * to reduce taxation to the lowest 
limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the faith of the 
nation toits creditors and pensioners.’’ This was the declaration by the 
Democratic party of the true limitation on the power to levy and collect 
taxes of every sort, and its pledge, if given power, to reduce taxation 
to that limit. It recognized that ‘‘ many industries have come to rely 
upon legislation for successful continuance,” and therefore ‘‘that any 
change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital 
involved;’’ that ‘‘the process of reform must be subject to this plain 
dictate of justice.” : 

The reform must be accomplished, but “knowing full well, how- 
ever, that legislation affecting the occupations of the people should be 
cautious and conservative in method, not in advance of public opinion 
but responsive to its demands,” it pledged itself to ‘‘ revise the tariff,” 
cautiously and with conservatism, ‘‘in a spirit of fairness to all inter- 
ests,” and with frequent ap toan enlightened public opinion. So, 
too, it pledged itself ‘‘ to reduce taxation,” ‘‘but in making reduction 
in taxes it is not proposed to injure any domestic industry, but rather 
to promote their healthy growth;’’ and it declared its belief and purpose 
that ‘the necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected 
without depriving American labor of the ability to compete success- 
fully with foreign labor, and without imposing lower rates of duty than 
will be ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist 
in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country.” 

The pledge was, therefore, ‘‘ to reduce taxation to the lowest limit 
consistent” with our national obligations, and ‘‘to revise the tariff;’’ 
these are the objects to be accomplished, and the whole power in- 
trusted to a party put in control of the Government was pledged to 
their ‘‘execution.”’ 

The mode of the revision of the tariff was with equal clearness 
pointed out. It is to obtain the revenues ‘‘ from custom-house taxes 
on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles.of luxury and 
bearing lightest on articles of necessity,” and ‘‘by freeing American 
manufacturers from a hopeless competition with manufacturing na- 
tions” by removing taxes from off ‘‘ raw materials.’’ 

The amount of revenue to be raised is to be so curtailed that not one 
dollar shall be raised except ‘‘exclusively for public purposes,” and 
then not to exceed, even ‘‘for public purposes,” ‘‘the needs of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered.’’? As this reduction, cautiously 
made, ‘‘in a spirit of fairness,” will gradually render a smaller and 
smaller sum ni to be raised, the revision of the tariff shallalso, 
in ‘‘ the process of reform, be subject in its execution to the same cau- 
tious spirit of fairness.’ But revision and reduction shall not cease, 
nor be delayed; both shall be at once commenced. 

“The fewer imported articles’? on which custom-house taxes are to 
remain can only be selected by elimination, by taking from the dutia- 
ble list those which are not to be taxed and placing them on the free- 
list. This elimination must be gradual; and in thisselection two rules 
are laid down: 

First. The American manufacturer must be given free raw materials. 
It will not do to say that there is no pledge to do this. Wedenounced 
the Republican. party for not doing this; and no gentleman or honest 
man will consent to say that he denounced another for that which he 
approves, and if given power would continue. The declaration is elo- 
quent and ringing. 


It (the Republican party) erage the protection of American manufactures. 
It has subjected them to an increased flood of manufactured goods and a hope- 
Arri eSEE eit» with manufacturing nations, not one of which taxes raw ma- 


Second. By putting on the free-list “‘articles of necessity.” 

But this was not all the revision pledged; for ““the inequalities ot 
the tariff’’ were to be removed, and that with the object kept steadily 
in view that the revenues produced by tariff taxes should be ‘‘ exclu- 
sively for public purposes;’’ and therefore every rate imposed for any 


‘eat 
, for 


other purpose was gradually and cautiously to be changed until that 
purpose was accomplished. 

Every limitation imposed in this platform, but one, on these pledges 
is as to the time of the execution of the ‘‘ process of reform.” ‘It 
_ aes wisely, gradually, regardful of the labor and capital in- 
volve 

There is one limitation imposed as to the nature of reform; it is that 
‘*the necessary reduction in taxation must be effected without depriv- 
ing American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign 
labor;’’ so that the pledge was given thatso much of ‘‘any increased cost 
of production”? in those ‘‘fewer imported articles,” which are ‘‘arti- 
cles of luxury,” and not ‘‘articles of necessity,” or ‘‘raw materials” 
as is caused by ‘‘the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country ’’ 
may be protected by the rates imposed. Thisis the only item to which 
protection can be given. As to all other items, we are pledged against 
protection, Let us recognize in good faith this limitation, but let us, 
like wise men, be honest in applying it. 

It is not to be disregarded, nor is it to be used as a cover for every 
sort of inequality and favoritism; a preterse to be taken advantage of 
for improper ends and to excuse every form of class legislation and the 
prostitution of governmental power to private gain. 

“ Free raw materials,” ‘‘custom-house taxes on fewer imported ar- 
ticles,” “Federal taxation exclusively for public purposes,” in order 
that American manufacturers may compete successfully with foreign 
manufacturers; that ‘‘all American industries,” of which ‘‘the many 
have been impoverished to subsidize the few,’’ may flourish; that Amer- 
ican labor may find constant and profitable employment; that the prod- 
ucts of American soil may find ready sale, and the husbandman receive 
fair return from his harvyest—this was our solemn pledge. To reduce 
expenses and taxation so that the public debt may be paid; the pen- 
sioner receive the evidence of a nation’s gratitude; and industry be fol- 
lowed by comfort and rewarded by competence—this is what we plighted 
our faith to accomplish. 

But if there had been no pledge, no platform, that would have been 
our bounden duty. Itis an august trust to be intrusted with the power 
to manage the affairs of this great Republic, and the acceptance of the 
trust imposes an obligation we can not avoid. 

This platform meant only that the revision of the tariff should be 
fairly and cautiously carried on until a revenue system was substituted 
for the present unjust and iniquitous congeries of legislative exactions. 
The present bill was prepared in the precise spirit of that platform. 

But two constructions had been placed upon its lan , and the 
St. Louis convention has adjudicated as between those who placed these 
diverse constructions upon it, by declaring that ‘‘it indorses the views 
expressed by President Cleveland in his last annual message as the cor- 
rect interpretation of that platform upon the issue of tariff reductions,” 

I quote from that message: 

The difficulty attending a wise and fair revision of our tariff laws is not un- 
derestimated. It will require on the part of the Conarens great labor and care, 
and especially a broad and national contemplation of the subject, and a patriotic 
disregard of such local and selfish claims as are unreasonable and reckless of 
the welfare of the entire country, 

Under our present laws more than four thousand articles are subject to duty. 
Many of these do not in any way compete with our own man res and 
many are hardly worth attention as subjects of revenue. <A considerable re- 
duction can be madein the aggregate, by adding them to the free-list. The tax- 
ation of luxuries presents no features of ha ip; but the necessaries of life 
used and consumed by all the people, the duty upon which adds to the cost of 
living in every home, should be greatly cheapened, 

The radical reduction of the duties im upon raw material used in man- 
ufactures, or its free importation, is of course an important factor in any effort 
to reduce the price of these necessaries; it would not only relieve-them from 
the increased cost caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured 
product being thus cheapened that part of the tariff now laid upon such product, 
as a compensation to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material, 
could be accordingly modified. Such reduction or free importation wéuld serve 
beside to largely reduce the revenue. 

It is not apparent how such a change can have any injurious effect upon our 
manufacturers, On the contrary, it would appear to give them a better chance 
in foreign markets with the man urers of other countries, who cheapen 
their wares by free material. Thus our people might have the opportunity of 
extending their gales beyond the limits of home consumption—saving them 
from the ression, interruption in business, and loss caused by a glutted do- 
mestic e uer and affording their employés more certain and steady labor, 


with its resulting quiet and contentment, 
+ . * . * ce * 

Our progress toward a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling upon 
the theories of protection and free-trade. This savors too much of bandying epi- 
thets. It isa condition which confronts us—notatheory. Relief from this con- 
dition may involve a slight reduction of the advantages which we award our 
home productions, but the entire withdrawal of such advantages should not be 
contemplated. The question of free tradeis absolutely irrelevant; and the per- 
sistent claim made in certain quarters, that all efforts to relieve red aye from 
hen and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free- ers, is mis- 
chievous and far removed from any consideration for the public good. 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the ple is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical tag of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treas- 
ury through the perversion of governmental powers. 


It was, indeed, consistent to follow the indorsement of the message 
of the President with it ‘‘also indorses the efforts of our Democratic 
Representatives in Congress to secure a reduction in taxation,” and 
to make a distinct approval of the pending Kir This bill, prepared 
to meet a condition and not to fit a theory, met the approval of the 
Democratic party, because it is moderate, conservative, and compromis- 
ing; avoiding extremes we have in good faith sought practical results, 
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that would be of good to every class of our citizens, It has gained 
strength every day since we reported it; it will more and more com- 
presi itself to the thoughtful as it is better understood and more dis- 
c : 

It is a partial remedy for our present condition; it is the only practi- 
cable remedy justnow. Let ouropponents fairly face this alternative— 
this bill in substance or no remedy, and they must take the responsi- 
bility of its defeat in the Senate, where they have the majority. A 
reduction of revenue will be never ‘‘needed’’ if the Republican party 
is given power, as more than the present income will be ‘‘ needed’? for 
the appropriations, ‘‘needed’’ ‘‘for the early rebuilding of our Navy, 
for the construction of coast fortifications and modern ordnance and 
other approved modern means of defense for the protection of our de- 
fenseless harbors and the channels of internal, coastwise, and foreign 
commerce; for the encouragement of the shipping interesis of the At- 
lantic, Gulf, and Pacific States;’’ for ‘‘free schools” and ‘‘pensions.’’ 

In each of these schemes, to which unlimited governmental aid is 
promised, there are contingent ‘‘jobs’’ of huge proportions, and the 
American people might as well realize that Republican victory means 
no reduction of revenue; but the proposed remedy is, first, by the re- 
peal of the tax on tobacco; second, tax on alcohol used in the arts and 
for mechanical purposes; third, such revision of the tariff as will tend 
to check imports—that is, an increase of duties on such articles as are 
produced by our people, the production of which gives employment 
to ourlabor; fourth, the release from import duties of articles of foreign 

roduction (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at 
ome; fifth, the repeal, if necessary, of the internal taxes. 

This is an impossible and wholly impracticable policy; it is a delu- 
sion and a snare, and can neyer be made permanent. It means per- 

tual agitation and instability. The present bundle of sections 

nown as our tariff law can not be permanently maintained, and an 
attempt to enact higher duties will fail. The rival private interests 
will not be able to agree on another revision that will tend to check 

. imports. 

If it were possible, it is iniquitous. The proffer really made by the 
party at Chicago is large expenditures of public money to-be raised by 
increased duties, so that the burdens of taxation shall be increased in 
both modes—by increased expenditures and increased cost of living. 
The tax-payer must pay tribute to those in whose interest the duties 
are increased and to those to whom these new expeditures shall be paid. 
This means that power shall be obtained by the contributions and ex- 
ertions of those who are to receive pecuniary and private gain from the 
Government. 

The issue is fairly made—strict economy, decreased expenditures, 
reduced taxation by removal of burdens from the necessaries of life; 
against increased expenditures, larger appropriations, higher taxation, 
and continued legislation for those who can combine and control the 
party machinery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam very well satisfied that upon inquiry the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] will find that none of the 
school-books used in the teaching of German are published in this coun- 
try. I hope, thérefore, the gentleman will withdraw his amendment, 
or that it will be defeated and these books, ete., be placed on the free- 


list. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TowNsHEND] to the fact that they have entirely missed thescope 
of this paragraph. All of these books are for gratuitous distribution. 
We are not discussing universal knowledge at all; all of these books 
are for gratuitous distribution. 

[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” on the Democratic side. ] 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 70. i 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a misunderstand- 
ing 5 the part of some of us here as to the true meaning of this para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit an amendment? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; I move to strike out the last word. As I 
read this paragraph, Bibles and books or pamphlets printed in other 
Janguages than English are to come in free. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is right. 

„ Mr. KELLEY. Thatis your interpretation of it? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then, in addition to that, ‘‘ books, pamphlets, and 
all gabra ons of foreign governments, and publications of foreign so- 
cieties, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous distribution.” 
That would let in those valuable documents issued annually after a 
big dinner by the Cobden Club, which callsitselfscientific. [Laughter. ] 
But, Mr. Chairman, I want to speak seriously to the mistakes of fact 
of the gentlemen on the other side. Had the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee been accessible to information, or had the five Republican mem- 
bers of that committee had extended to them in this connection the 
ordinary courtesies of that and other committees of the House, I would 
have had before them Mr. Ignatius Kohler, the head of one of the old- 
est publishing houses in Philadelphia, with the heads of large publish- 
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ing houses of foreign books in New York, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Mil- 
waukee, and other cities in which there is a large population of the 
poor people spoken of by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] who want reading in their own languages, and among whom 
are to be found printers, type-founders, paper-makers, book-binders, 
and workers in all the manifold industries which are involved in pro- 
ducing books. 

There are in the United States large establishments engaged wholly 
in the production of books and pamphlets in foreigw languages, and I 
can see no reason in the world why we shall not give the same protec- 
tion to the American paper-maker, type-founder, press-builder, and 
book-binder, and to those engaged in all the various branches of the 
book-making industry, whether the books are printed in the English 
language or in any other. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can the gentleman tell us the name of any 
firm in the United States engaged in publishing German educational 
works? 

Mr. KELLEY. Scribner & Co. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do they publish German educational works? 

Mr. KELLEY. Ithink they do. There isin this country one very 
large firm, not that of Scribner & Co., which prints nothing but books 
in foreign languages. I made inquiry on the subject when I supposed 
the information would be useful before the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, and I had arranged with Mr. Kohler that he should have notice 
when the committee came to determine these questions; but I had to 
write to him that I had overestimated my infiuence with my colleagues 
on that committee, and could not get him or his associates, the other 
printers and publishers to whom I have referred, a hearing before the 
committee. 

‘Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask my friend whether he is willing 
to put a tax upon knowledge just to benefit two or three large firms ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I stand by the American paper-maker, printer, type- 
founder, book-binder, whether he is engaged in printing and binding 
books in English or in a foreign language, and I tell the gentleman 
there are other large American establishments engaged exclusively in 
the production of books in foreign languages. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. At the expense of the dissemination of knowl- 
edge? 

Mr. KELLEY. No; not at the expense of anybody. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], in relation to a subject which he does not 
appear to understand, that there are over twenty firms in this country 
engaged in reprinting foreign works in the foreign languages, princi- * 
pally German and French. Many of those works are brought out in 
sheets andrebound. If you adopt this paragraph you will put out of 
employment 5,000 men in the city of New York alone. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Oh, no! 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. ‘The gentleman does not live in New 
York and does not know anything about this. The result will be to 
send the hinding of all these works to Germany and France, while, if 
they come to us simply in printed form, employment is given toa 
number of establishments in different cities of this country. 

me TOWNSHEND. I think the gentleman will find he is mis- 
taken. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I think that a bill to put on the 
free-list books in foreign languages was introduced by a gentleman on 
the other side of the House and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, by which it was considered, 

Mr. KELLEY. It is quite possible that some gentleman on this 
side of the House may have had such a measure su; to him, and 
may have made the mistake of presenting it. But I say to the gentle- 
man that the publication of books in foreign languages is a very large 
branch of business in New York, Phitadelphia, Cincinnati, Chicago, 
and Milwaukee. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HOPKINS] and 
another gentleman assure me that it is also a very considerable busi- 
ness in Baltimore. : 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] to state how many men are employed in the city 
of New York in reprinting, binding, and preparing for our market 
publications in foreign languages, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My understanding, obtained from a very emi- 
nent German scholar, the editor of a German paper published in this 
country, is that there is not a single establishment in the United States 

y in publishing German school-books. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. The gentleman’s information is en- 
tirely wrong. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Illinois is utterly mistaken. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask my friend from Illinois to 
name the gentleman from whom he has obtained his information. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave no hesitation in naming him, I refer 
to Dr. Preus, the editor of a very prominent German paper published 
in St. Louis. I know the gentleman I speak of to be one of the most 
eminent scholars who has come to this country from Germany. Inmy 
judgment he is well informed in reference to this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I repeat that the effect of this meas- 
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ure will beto throw out of employment thousands of men in New York 
City alone, and to deal a fatal blow at a most important industry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate onthe proforma amendmentisexhausted. 
If there be no objection, it will be considered as withdrawn. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, we have 
heard from the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] the old 
story about the lack of opportunity for introducing evidence and defi- 
cient courtesy in the Committee on Ways and Means, not a word of 
which, I wish to say, with no desire to be personal to the gentleman, is 
in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is according to the facts as I found them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not mean to raise any 
personal issue with the gentleman. 

I wish to file a positive and emphatic denial of every statement and 
every insinuation of thecharacter to which I have referred, both from the 
gentleman afd from his associates. Fora month we consulted only the 
convenience of gentlemen of the minority, ‘They were considered by 
us competent representatives of the interests for which they pretended 

ially to The petitions and arguments laid before the com- 
mittee were alwaysjthere, welcome to be brought up. 

Mr. i I wish to have read a short extract to show in what 
sharp contrast our conduct was to that of the Republican majority of 
the same committee in a previous Congress. This was when they were 
trying to do what we are now trying to do—to reduce tariff taxes as 
they promised to do.. They occupy new ground now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, January 20, 1883.) 
APPLICATION OF THE GAG IN THE TARIFF DEBATE. 
To the Edilor of the Inquirer: 


Sim: The Committee on Ways and Means having, after the manner of the 
famous and tyrannical Council of Ten of Venice, which tried and convicted men 
without permitting them to appear before it, to hear any one in defense 
of the thousands of industries which are imperiled by r proposed tariff legisla- 
tion, it was eminently p r that Judge KELLEY, the chairman, should offera 
resolution in the House of Representatives in which it was proposed that “ gen- 
eral debate upon the pending bill (H. R. 7313) reported from the Committee on 
Waysand Means be limited to one day, to be equally divided between the friends 
and opponents ofthe bill.” Indeed, itseemsa great piece of condescension that 
he or is committee should voluntarily propose to permit any general debate 


upon the measureatall. * * 
HENRY CAREY BAIRD. 
PHILADELPHIA, January 19, 1883. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I ask the Clerk to read, also, 
an extract I have marked from the remarks of the gentleman from 
. Pennsylvania on the 22d of April, 1872. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, Ketuxy. Here is a bill for the reduction of taxes and duties crag E 
three in which there are itemssometimes of only a line, on which a whole 
day of debate would be spent under the five-minute rule. If we adjourn on 
the 29th of May we shall have repealed no tax or duty, and the people will ask 
us in every paper and at pig’ Spree! why we have continued the em of tax- 
ation, so largely in excess of the demands of the Government and the reduction 
of the public debt, at the rate of $50,000,000 annum outside of what isalready 

rovided by law. On neither side of the House can justification be found, nor 

o I believe apologies, for having hastily adopted a resolution of adjournment 
which will prove entirely satisfactory to the tax-payers, who are loaded at every 
point and whose profits are absorbed in the excessive Treasury of the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When the gentlemen them- 
selves sought to keep some of their pledges to the people, they found 
themselves obliged to shut out of the committee-room the lobbyists and 
those who clamored around them. Having done nothing and yielded 
to the clamor of monopoly, they now invoke the lobby withont limit. 
Sir, we did not limit time to the official representatives of any interest 
in this country to speak for the people, or for the interests that they 
had at heart. After we have thus given the amplest opportunity of 
that kind—aftér all these days and weeks of debate, it comes with a 
poor grace for gentlemen to get up here with the miserable insinua- 
tions and misstatements that ahey make about this question. I say to 
the gentleman now, as he said when he had some regard for his pledges, 
in 1872, that if you do not reduce the taxes and lessen the lus rev- 
enue flowing into the Treasury, you will not be able, when you con- 
front a justly indignant people, to find any adequate excuse for such a 
breach of public faith. 

Mr, KELLEY. I had as much regard for my word in 1872 as the 

tleman has had for his at any time from the time he learned to lisp 
Fis seonda, and as much now as I had in 1872. 

He sends to the desk to have read a communication from a fanatie, 
who, if somebody telegraphed him over a responsible name that I had 
been stricken dumb in a tariff debate, and although alive and appar- 
ently well, had become black and my hair had become curly like that 
of a negro, he would jump up and exclaim, ‘‘I knew hell would over- 
take him for refusing mea hearing four years because I refused to 
go before the Tariff Commission.” [Laughter. 

That is the whole case. I say again, and I say it veraciously, this 
bill in this paragraph proposes to close several large publishing houses 
in New York, perhaps one of the t there, unless it be Scribner’s, 
and one I have known from my boyhood, from father to son, that of 
Ignatius G. Kohler, in Philadelphia, and I had from Mr. Kohler the 
address of other houses, several in other cities, and had made arrange- 
‘ ment they should be heard. So far as I supposed a hearing would be 


granted; but I had to write—and the correspondence exists—to these 
gentlemen that no Republican member ot the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I nor my four associateson that committee, could get an oppor- 
tunity to tell them of the extent and character of their business. I 
say that without fear of actual contradiction on that subject, and am 
confident of the support of my Republican associates, who suffered the 
same way on other subjects. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the Chair hears no ob- 
jection to the withdrawal of formal amendments. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As my statement in relation to the publication 
of foreign text-books in this country has been measurably called in 
question, I have just returned from the Congressional Library, after 
consultation with Mr. Spofford, the librarian. He has shown,me a 

list of such publications. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Here are three of the identical books. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Spofford cites the publication of German 
=~ oe text-books by D. Appleton & Co., New York, and Ginn & 

S ton. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What class of books do they publish? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They have a large catalogue of German and 
French text-books. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman this, whether they 
are not known as school-books. I would like to have the gentleman 
tell me how it is that school-books published in the protective-tariff 
country of Germany can be published there and brought into this coun- 
try to compete with the books published here. ‘There is a higher pro- 
tective tariff in Germany than there is in this country. How can they 
publish books in Germany and import them into this country and be 
successful in competition with ours? It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
there is an effort here to put a tax on knowledge in this country. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Iam making no attempt to put a tax on knowl- 
edge. Iam trying to protect the manufacturer of books in this coun- 
try. The question is whether the last clause means what it seems to 
mean. I contend you are opening free trade to European publishers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Read line 155. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to add the word ‘‘non-edible,”’ 

Mr. MILLS. In the lines 104 to 111 we have already passed that, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment to guard against the pos- 
sibility of some customs officials ruling that bulbs and bulbous roots 
include edible vegetables. Idoitfor this reason: The growers of Ameri- 
can onions are competing with the growers of onions in Egypt. Gen- 
tlemen may smile. It is news to them; but it is not news to tha 
market-gardeners of the Atlantic coast, who are already feeling this 
competition with the fellaheen labor of Egypt. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. DoI understand the gentleman to say these 
are German text-books printed in the United States? Some, I know, 
= pital abroad and brought into this country, but they are not 

D 1 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am talking about onions [ldughter], and my 
information upon that subject is far more accurate than the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois upon the subject of German text- 
books, as I gather from what he said to-day. That discussion has 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I wantto find ont from the gentleman—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Now the gentleman is simply frittering away 
valuable time. [Renewed laughter. ] ; 

I have stated that I offered this amendment in the interest of the 
agricultural classes. During the discussion of this question we have 
heard the condition of the farmers bewailed, upon the other side from 
time to time; and J stand here to-day to say that their condition is de- 
plorable, and to resist any attempt to make that condition worse than 
itis, The importation of agricultural products into this country has 
grown to an enormous and alarming extent within the last few years. 
Ido not know that it was the design of the committee to increase that 
burdened condition which now prevails among our farmers, but the 
provisions of this bill certainly contribute largely to that end, and in 
order to guard against one blow at least at their interests I ask that 
the lines be amended in the manner I have suggested. ~ 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I ask the attention of the gentle- 
= from New Jersey fora moment. The existing law provides as fol- 

OWS: 
Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal, and not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The proposed amendment takes out from that taxable classification 
“ bulbs and bulbous roots not medicinal,’’ leaving all others not spe- 
cially enumerated at 20 per cent. ad valorem, the present rate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido not so understand it. Ido not think it 
will have that effect at all. The provision in this list in the bill under 
consideration is that the importation free shall be allowed of ‘‘ bulbs 
and bulbous roots not medicinal.” Now onions may be held to come 
under that class; and hence I desire to add the words ‘‘not edible ” to 
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keep them out of this bill, and in the lawas it now stands at the pres- 

ent rate, 

; Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. But they are excluded under the 
aw. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What law? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The existing law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, but I desire to put it beyond question that 
they are not in this bill. By implication this bill takes them out of 
the old law, and I want to prevent that. In fact this bill destroys the 
provision in the old Jaw. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The law now provides that bulbs 
or bulbous roots not specially enumerated shall pay this duty. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I want to have it emphatic and not sub- 
ject to any misconstruction, and I want them by express words kept 
out of this proposed free-list, and so, beyond cavil, left in the old law. 

But the gentleman from Illinois has mixed his German text-books up 
with my onions. Now I want to mix my onions up with his German 
text-books. Ihave beforemea German grammar written by a professor 
in Wellesley College in this country, and another by a professor of the 
Ruel-Browne School in New York, both printed and published by Henry 
Holt & Co., and copyrighted by them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while upon my feep and upon this subject I de- 
sire to call attention toa marked feature of this bill. It deals in the 
most severe manner with the farmers, and especially the farmers who 
raise varied crops. The present rates of duty upon farm products can 
not be said to be high. ‘The chief of these are: 

Wool at 30 cents a pound or less, 10 cents; at over 30 cents a pound, 12 cents. 
Beef and pork, 1 cent a pound, Hams and bacon, 2 cents a pound. Butter, 4 
cents a pound. Lard, 2 cents a pound, Cheese, 4 cents a pound. Grapes, 20 

r cent. ad valorem. Wheat,20 cents a bushel. Oats,10 cents a bushel. Corn, 

Ocentsa bushel. Rye,l5 centsa bushel. Barley, 15cents a bushel. Potatoes, 
15 eentsa bushel. lHay,$2a ton. Live animals, 20 per cent.advalorem. Bees- 
wax, 20 per. cent. ad valorem. Vinegar, 10 cents a gallon, Honey, 20 cents a 

lion. Fruit, shade, and ornamental trees, shrubs, etc., 20 per cent. ad va- 

orem, All vegetables, not‘otherwise provided for, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 

Rice, cleaned, 2 pense pes panad Wheat-flour, 20 per cent, ad valorem. To- 
bacco (unmanufactured), 35 cents per pound. Sugar, 1} to 3} cents per pound. 
Rice-flour and rice-mea), 20 per cent. ad valorem. Extract of meat, 20 per cent. 
ad valorem.» Barley, pearled or hulled, $ cent per pound, Barley malt, 20 


cents per bushel. Corn-meal, 10 cents per bushel, Oat-meal, ¢ cent per pound. 
Rye-flour, } cent per pound. Potato and corn starch, 2 cents per pound. 
Pickles and sauces not otherwise provided for, 35 per cent. ad valorem. den 


seeds, 20 per cent. ad valorem, Hemp seed,} cent per pound, Currants, 1 
cent per pound, Apples, 1 por cent. ad valorem, Hops, 8 cents per pound. 
Milk, preserved or condensed, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Flax-straw, $5 a ton. 
Fax, not dressed, $20 a ton. Flax, dressed, $10 a ton. Tow of flax or hemp, 
$l0Oaton. Bristles,15 cents a pound. Tallow, 1 cent a pound, Flaxseed or 
li , 20 cents per bushel, 

These rates, as I hdve.once before had the honor of stating, have not 
provenia importations, and, as already remarked, such importations 

ve increased recently to an enormous extent, The products of the 
soil imported last year figure up as follows: ‘ 


Animals. see seessesosss: + see $4, 631, 846 
readstuffs, 
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1, 806, 239 
Since these statistics were collected the importations of potatoes and 

onions has continued to grow enormously, and our own farmers have 

felt this new competition keenly. Since January 1, 1888, over 3,000,- 

000 bushels of potatoes have reached the portof New York alone. The 

president of the New Jersey State Board of Agriculture, in his last an- 

nual address, said, in view of these facts: s 
The tariff on beans, pease, and other leguminous seeds should be raised from 

10 percent to 25 per cent. ; on split beans, from 20 per cent, to 25 per cent, ; gar- 

den , from 20 per cent, to 25 per cent.; on hay, from $2 per ton to $3; hops, 

from 8 cents per pound to 10 cents per pound; pickles and sauceg, from 35 per 
cent. to 40 per cent.; potatoes, from 15 cents per bushel to 25 cents.; on cabbage 
the duty should be $1 per hundred; on onions, 25 cents per bushel; and on all 

other les it should be not less than 25 per cent. These duties are im- 
rative, and should be demanded by every farmer and farmers’ o: ization 

n the land. ‘We are abundantly able and willing to feed all our people at prices 
ced preg if anything, higher than are now paid for vast quantities of imported 
produ 

How does this bill meet this condition? On looking over it I find 
that the Eastern farmer, driven from the raisingof corn and wheat by 
the lower priced fertile lands of the West and low rates of rta- 
tion, and compelled to turn his attention to the production of vege- 
tables, fruits, and other products which will not bear long transporta- 
tion, is dealt a blow that must seriously cripple him. I find on this 
proposed free-list the following (I take them in theorder given): 

Flax straw; flax, not hackled or dressed; flax, hackled, known as dressed 
lint; tow of flax or hemp; hemp, manila, and other like substitutes for hemp; 
jute butts, jute; sunn, sical-grass, and other vegetable fibers; beeswax; glue; 
xe e; soap stocks; soap, hard and soft; hemp-seed and rape-seed oil; cot- 
ton-seed oil; wood tar; vegetables, in their natural state or in salt or brine, not 
specially enumerated or provided for ; dates, plums, and prunes; currents; figs; 
meats, game, and poultry; milk, fresh; egg-yelks; pease, and split pease ; 
bristles, bulbs and bulbous roots; feathers of all kinds; grease; hempand rape 
seed; garden seeds; flaxseed; broom-corn; tallow, and wool. 


As the consideration of this bill has progressed all effort to amend in 
the interest of the agricultural classes has been defeated. If this be 
friendship for the farmer he may well pray to bedelivered from his friends, 
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I have received protest Sree po against this feature of the bill from 
farmers, granges, and agricultural societies, and I would be derelictin 
my duty did I not here use my utmost efforts to change this obnoxious 
feature, even though I may know that the majority of this House means 
to vote all such efforts down. Asa test of your all friendship for 
the farmer, I call on you to vote to protect his products. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, the 
committee divided, and there were—ayes 58, noes 70. 
- So the amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: m 
Feathers of all kinds, crude or not dressed, eolored, or manufactured. 
Finishing powder. 


Grease. 

Grindstones, finished or unfinished, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out line 160. 

This isnot an industry, Mr. Chairman, in which my constituents are 
specially interested, but the State of Ohio is largely interested in it, 
and I desire to have read a sentence or two from the testimony that 
was taken before the commission in 1883. There has been no oppor- 
tunity of getting information since. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Mr. Worthington, president Berea and Huron Stone Company, and others tes- 
he bulk of grindstones imported into this pangs baal made in Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick and used mostly in New England and although 
there may be some steel works near Philadelphia which use stones, 
fully three-fourths of the manufacturers in this country use Ohio grindstones, 
No class of grinding for which stones found in Ohio and Michigan will not do. 

If grin nes are put upon the free-list we must either cut down quarry- 
men’s wages or abandon the market of the Eastern 


Price of grindstones to-day is lower than ever before, which proves that the 
present ao does not foster monopoly, 
ment in this ind 


Thousands of home labor find emplo; ustry. 
Pies of grindstones are not needed, but if they come they should pay 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It wassaid in 1848 that Ohio was an abo- 
lition Stateanyway, and I suppose that because she is a protection State 
now I have no right here. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that I 
am surprised at the effort made here to place grindstones upon the free- 
list when this material is abundant and inexhaustible in this country. 
All through the Northern part of the State of Ohio and over almost 
the entire State, as well as perhaps over many parts of other States, 
stone suitable for making grindstones is found in great Spe and, 
as has just been stated, there is no complaint that they are expensive. 
They are cheap, they are manufactured in ively, and the product 
of this industry is very large. The present ad valorem duty on grind- 
stones is 14.73 per cent., or nearly 15 per cent. ad valorem, and yet 
with this duty there were imported last year 3,159.75 tons of grind- 
stones, valued at $37,548.75, and the duty paid to the Government 
was $5,529.54. It is now propised to remove the duty entirely by 
placing grindstones on the free-list. 

I am unable to understand why this duty should be removed, and 
certainly no reason has been given. Only the day before yesterday, in 
coming along the railroad between here and Chicago, we passed 
quarries where this kind of stone is found in the greatest abundance. 
We passed over thousands of acres of it, and thousands of men are em- 
ployed in q the stone and in manufacturing the grindstones. 
Railroads are employed in transporting them, and they are being sent 
all over the country. Nothing can be more abundant in this country, 
and very few things are less expensive. 

The proposition is to let grindstones come in free of duty. I donot 
see the object of such legislation. It means that the men who are now 
employed in this industry are to be turned out of employment, or their 
Taga are to be reduced, and eventually the business must be aban- 

oned. 

It will be impossible to carry on this industry as it is now carried 
on if the duty is removed; and the men who are employed in the quar- 
ries and in the factories where the stone is dressed and in hauling the 
stone will be thrown out of employment, and this industry will be lost 
to the country, and money to extent of many thousands of dollars 
will be carried out of the country. 

No grindstones are made in my district, while very many of them 
are used; but Iam in favor of protecting every American industry, and 
wish to enter my protest against placing grindstones on the free-list 
when stone is so abundant in this country and so suitable, and when 
labor will suffer a loss and business a misfortune by such a course. 

I can not understand, Mr. Chairman, why it is that the gentlemen 
on the other side are so fearfully concerned in to hoarding up a 
few thousand dollars in the Treasury of the United States while they 
are not at all concerned in reference to sending money out of the coun- 
try where it will be hoarded up in the treasuries of Europe. I would 
like to know if it is not just as harmful to the industries of this coun- 
try to have a million dollars carried to London, to Liverpool, or to Man- 
chester as it is to have that money locked up in the Treasury of the 
United States. Itis justas much withdrawn kon thechannels of trade 
and the business of the country in the one case as it is in the other. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. The revenue from grindstones amounts to $5,529.54. 
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I do not think the admission of grindstones free of duty will make any 
especial difference here. I have not a doubt but what the grindstones 
from Ohio, of which my friend can be made cheaper there than 
anywhere else. I expect he will be able to send them everywhere 
throughout the United States. He need not have any fears that grind- 
stones will come from anywhere else to crowd his grindstones out of 
the market. I hope we will have a vote on this proposition. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, In the testimony taken before the last Morrison 
committee the Berea and Huron Stone Company of Ohio furnished, 
through My FORAN, the Representative from Cleveland, quite an ex- 
tended letter. By that letter I desire to call the attention of the House 
to a few paragraphs that cover this whole question of grindstones and 
also the export duty that is against American grindstones. I desire 
the Clerk to read the paragraphs I have marked, so that the House may 
have an intelligent idea of the grindstone trade. f 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the interest of the quarry owners of Ohio and the hundredsof workingmen 
employed in the Sond in we desire to draw your attention to the following 


1, That there is essentially but little difference between a finished and unfin- 
ished grindstone, The latter are generally, to all intents and purposes, grind- 
stones ready for use. All they lack is the eye through the center or a little 
smoothing oft to finish them, which costs but a trifle. They were formerly 
shipped to this country in that shape simply for the purpose of evading the 
duty. There is no doubt that if unfinished grindstones are put upon the free- 
list no finished stones will ever be imported. 

2. The bulk of the grindstones imported into this Somy are mado in Nova 
Scotia and New Brunswick, and are used principally in the New England States. 
Even with the present duty upon them our rai! rates are so high and the dis- 
tance so great that we are obliged to make very low prices upon our stones to 
compete with those products. 

3. The quantity of grindstones annually imported into this country from Eng- 
land is but a trifle. Nine-tenths of the imported stones come from the maritime 

rovinoes, as before stated. There are more grindstones consumed in the New 

and States than in all the balanceofthe country. Foreign grindstones be- 
ing produced by cheap labor and brought there vad water at low rates of freight, 
iets by the aid of present tariff only enabled to get a fair share of t 
e. 

4. If grindstones are put upon the free-list the manufacturers of Ohio must 
abandon all the Eastern States to foreign stone, thus cutting off an annual ship- 
ment from here of many thousands of tons. 

5. Nova Scotia and New Brunswick grindstones are of course free in theirown 
country, but on every ton we ship into Canada we have to pay a duty of $2. 

6. Mr. Mitchell claimed, when before the Ways and Means Committee, that 
foreign grindstones are absolutely required in large steel works, This is not 
correct. There may be, in the vicinity of Philadelphia, some steel works that 
use English stones, but we are positive that fully three-fourths of the steel manu- 
facturers in the United States use Ohio grindstones. In fact, there is no class of 
grinding for which the various grits found in Ohio or Michigan are not adapted. 

In conel n, we wish to say that if grindstones of any kind are put upon 
the free-list the manufacturers of this State must either cut down quarrymen’s 
wages sufficiently to offset the present duty or abandon the business in the 
Eastern States entirely. 


The price of grindstones to-day is lower than was ever before known, which 
phous satisfy the most skeptical that the present duty does not foster any mo- 
nopoly. 


rusting that this matter will receive at your hands the attention which it 
deserves, we are, 


Very truly, yours, 
Tue BEREA AND HURON STONE Company. 
GEO. H. WORTHINGTON, President. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered withdrawn. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro 
forma amendment. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Joseren D. TAYLOR] who spoke last to the fact that it ap- 
pears from the evidence that has just been read that the grindstones 
that are imported into this country are brought from the maritime 
provinces of Canada for use in the New England States. Very few in- 
deed are brought from England. The reason why those stones of great 
weight are brought from the maritime provinces is not because they 
are cheaper, not because they are water-borne, and the freights are 
long, but because there is no other grindstone that has a grit that is 
suited for the manufacturers of New England. The, grindstones of 
Ohio have a sharper and harder grit. They are entirely of a different 
quality. They may be used in steel-works or in iron-works, but they 
are not suitable for the cutlery manufacturers of Massachusetts and 
Connecticut. They have never been used there. The duty upon grind- 
stones imported from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick is merely a tax 
upon the manufacturers of Connecticut and Massachusetts in the cut- 
lery interest. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that some 
of the stone in the northern part of Ohio is very soft, so soft that it 
can be used to hone a razor. It is a very superior quality of stone. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Yes; but where it is soft it is of 
uneven quality. Iam glad the gentleman made the remark he did, 
because it reminds me to say that one of the necessities of the cutlery 
industry in these great grindstones that weigha thousand pounds and 
upwards is equality of grit, and the difficulty with those Ohio stones 
is that while they are soft they have hard spots, so that they do not 
wear equally or ran evenly upon the arbors upon which they are hung. 
The softstones of Nova Scotia are the only ones that are fitted for the 
use of the cutlery manufacturers of New England, and in the interest 
of those manufacturers I ask that grindstones be put on the free-list, 
as they are not in competition with the industry of Ohio. 

Mr. EZRA B. TA R. Imove to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, the testimony taken before the so-called Morrison committee 


and the testimony taken before the Tariff Commission in 1883 shows that 
the Berean grindstones will accomplish every p that the Nova 
Scotia or New Brunswick grindstones will accomplish, and that they 
are in every respect adequate to every task that can be put upon them. 
Therefore the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RUSSELL] isa mistake. That, I say, appears quite clearly, so far as 
the evidence is concerned. This is merely a question of whether the 
New England States can be benefited by grindstones being put upon 
the free-list. Now, that may possibly be. I stand here to-day not in 
defense of any local interest. With me the question of a tariff is not 
a local issue. I believe in protecting American industry in New Eng- 
land, in California, and in every intermediate locality. I find, how- 
ever, that local influences do govern in regard to free trade and pro- 
tection on the Democratic side. I find that in New England in Dem- 
ocratic localities it is demanded that for immediate local advantage 
they shall have free trade in this, that, and the other thing, but be- 
yond that they want protection. 

Now, I have no sort of respect for that intellectual idea, although T 
may have great respect for gentlemen who urge it, and as to the item 
under consideration, I stand here to-day to say that according to the 
best evidence on the subject there is not in the United States any- 
where any need or requirement for grindstones that can not be sup- 
plied in the United States, and furthermore, let me say that I do not 
believe that the adoption of this provision of the bill would cheapen 
grindstones to New England. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The motion to strike out was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Curled hair, for beds or mattresses, 

Mr. LODGE. I move to strike out that line. The horse-hair from 
which curled hair for beds and mattresses is Made is largely imported 
into this country. It comes chiefly from South America, and is on the 
free-list. The curled hair thatis affected by this clause is the result of 
labor applied in this country to the-raw horse-hair, and the margin of 
profit in this industry is extremely narrow. 

The wages paid in this country for making curled hair are nearly 
double those paid in the sameindustry abroad. The dutycollected on 
curled hair last year amounted to $38.25 So that its removal is no re- 
lief to the Treasury. ‘The effect of putting this article on the free-list, 
therefore, will be simply to strike a fatal blow at this industry, which is 
scattered through many of the Northern States; because, even with a 
reduction of wages, the domestic article could not probably be fur- 
nished at a sufficiently low price to enable it to compete with the im- 
ported product. 

Sir, there is nothing, except, of course, ‘‘trusts’’ and ‘‘monopolies,’’ 
which so much excites the virtuous and stormy eloquence of our 
friends on the other side as the question of the surplus. In this in- 
stance, however, the surplus is only affected to the amount of $38.25, 
Yet they propose to strike down a manufactured article which differs 
from the raw material purely in the labor which has been applied to it. 
The entire additional value of curled hair comes from the labor. 

I utterly fail to see for what reason this is proposed. ‘It is not a re- 
lief to the masses of the people; it does not relieve the necessaries jot 
life; it does not reduce the surplus. Among the many items which we 
have touched in this bill I do not know that I have seen any which 
showed more decidedly the absolutely sectional and geographical char- 
acter of the bill than this. I know this is a small industry; I know 
there is not much capital invested in it; there is no “ trust” connected 
with it; but yet it affects a certain number of workingmen and Amer- 
ican capitalists throughout the country and gives them employment 
and a reasonable living. The reason that they are selected as victims 
is because they are few in number and live for the most part in 
Northern States and Republican districts. It is all part of this same 
insincere and unfair policy which inspires this bill. For example, we 
have been told here to-day, with a burst of eloquence from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, that it was our duty to put 
vegetables on the free-list; yet in that very speech he protested against 
any interpretation of the clause which would place potatoes on the free- 
list. If it is right to put vegetables on the free-list, why should there 
be a discrimination as to potatoes, a vegetable which enters probably 
more largely than any otber into general consumption. 

Again, a few minutes ago we heard pathetic addresses from the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky and other gentlemen on that side about the 
enormity of putting a “tax on knowledge.” Why is knowledge sacred 
from taxation when embodied in the German, French, Greek, or Latin 
languages, while the taxis continued on English books? Youcontinue 
the ‘‘ tax on knowledge ’’ when conveyed in the English language, the 
language of our country, but when ‘‘ knowledge” comes in the shape 
of Greek, Latin, French, or German books you get up here and wail 
over the great hardship it would be if knowledge should continue to be 
taxed. The whole thing is a sham, a shallow device to catch votes, 
but you forget that you are trifling with the industrial life of the coun- 
try. Asa part of my remarks, I submit the following: 


‘The Curled Hair Manufacturers of the United States, at a meeting held in the 
pei Aart el goon oe 8th rete a. bas ager peepee gt ald re a 
su e documen presen mgress, on e 
of “curled hair for beds or mattresses” on the free-list. z ¥ 

The committee. on behalf of themselves and their fellow manufacturers, de- 


1888. 


sire to present to your honorable body the following reasons why the present 
dut: 20 cent. on curled hair should be retained as now : 

Theraw horse hair in our business is mostly imported from South Amer- 
ica, which country is the greatest source of supply for these goods in the world, 
Freights from that point to Europe are somewhat cheaper | an to this market. 
The wages paid by the curled-hair manufacturers in Europe are less than one- 
half the rates given in this country, while the freights between Europe and the 
United States are so low as to enable the manufacturers abroad to ship goods to 
rad ores at less rates than we can transport them a few huni miles in 

s country. A 

The profits of our business for many years have been exceedingly close, there 
being no combination or “trust” among the manufacturers, and the removal of 
the present duty would enable the European manufacturers, who pay their la- 
boring men so much less than we do, to destroy our industry, and would result 
in the closing up of our factories and throwing out of employment of a large 
number of men. 

The ostensible object of the proposed tariff bill is to reduce the revenue, and 
we would roepen barge attention to the fact that the amount of hag’ Rha 
by the Government last year on the imports of curled hair was only $38.25. 

Curled hair is used almost entirely by the wealthier classes, and the abolition 
of the duty would not therefore remove any burdens from the mass of the peo- 
ple, It would simply benefit the manufacturers of the article in Europe at the 
expense of those in our own country. 

he free importation of curled hair from Europe would be dangerous to pub 
lic health. A certain proportion of the raw hair gathered in Europe is of such 
character as to be like y to cause disease if made into curled hair. TheGovern- 
ments of Germany and Great Britain have appointed commissioners to inves- 
tigate the matter, and their reports show the great danger that exists from this 
source. Any manufacturing done in this country is amenable to our laws, but 
what is done abroad is not subject to any authority here and can not be pre- 
vented by any means now known to us, i 

We feel that your purpose in making laws is to benefit the great body of the 
people and at the same time do nothing to destroy existing industries; we 
would therefore respectfully but earnestly petition that the duty on curled 
hair be allowed to remain as it is now. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
B. F. WEBB, Chairman, 
(Of Baeder, Adamson & Co,, New York, Philadelphia, and Boston), 
LOUIS WILKENS, 
(Of William Wilkens & Co., Baltimore and New York), 
W..J. GAMBELL, 
(of Fonero & Gambell, New York), 


. POWELL, Secretary, 
(Of Delany & Co., Philadelphia and New York), 


Committee. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. LODGE, it was 
not agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. š 
Hatters’ furs, not on the skin, 


Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the line last read—* hatters’ 
furs, not on the skin.” 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will tell us the reason for this 
amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. Gentlemen upon the other side have so repeatedly 
informed us of the complete destruction of American industries that 
will be wrought by the passage of this bill that we have becomealarmed, 
and concluded that we must preserve some in order that manufactur- 
ing will not become a lost art. The production of hatters’ furs will 
still live. e 

A MEMBER. Which district does this cover? 

Mr. BYNUM. The entire State of Maine may depend upon it. 

Mr. REED, That is as correct an answer as any gentleman on that 
side has made on this subject of the tariff. [Laughter. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

op and rape seed, and other oil seeds of like character. 

e. 


Mr. BYNUM. I move to strike out the line last read—“‘ lime.” 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will tell us the ground of this 
amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. The same ground as the other. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to know what member you expect to 
whip into voting for the Mills bill by striking this article from the free- 
list. 

Mr. BYNUM. I would be glad to enlighten the gentlemen on the 
other side as to this change, but the contract is too great; we have not 


time. 

Mr. REED. I have asked these questions of the gentleman from 
Indiana to see whether we should have here a repetition of the pro- 
ceedings in the Committee on Ways and Means. This is precisely the 
answer which was given—not by him, for I think he maintained total 
silence on all occasions—but I believe this was the answer given us 
regularly. We were either told that they did not know, or we received 
some answer which was not true, This is a specimen of the way in 
which this bill has been gotten up. Even the modifications which the 
gentlemen themselves now make in it, they give us no reasons for, be- 
cause the reasons which they have are such as are not suitable for the 
light of day. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman has stated that my answers as to the 
changes proposed in the bill are but a repetition of the actions of the 
Democratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means when 
formulating the measure. I simply desire to say that the conduct of 
the gentleman from Maine during the consideration of this measure in 
the House is but a repetition of his actions in the committee during 

' the consideration of the same. The House can judge as to the pro- 
priety of one and the justification of the other, 
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Mr. REED. Now, I want the House to review this matter with me. 
I have asked here the reasons why a certain act was proposed to be 
done—a public aet concerning the public business, concerning the busi- 
ness interests of the country. This was my manner in the Committee 
on Ways and Means; and that it was a good, sevsible, business-like, 
manner, it is not necessary for me to say. The gentleman’s manner 
was not to reply, orto answer with some trifling jeer. Now, which 
manner is most satisfactory upon a business question? The methods 
we see exhibited here on the other side, are the methods by which 
this bill affecting the business interests of the country is foisted by 
party whip and lash upon the people who are to be affected by it, with- 
out giving them any opportunity to discuss the question or to inform 
the committee, except by private interviews which these gentlemen do 
not dare to expose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

[Cries of ‘Vote!’ “Vote!” on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. REED. That is another of their methods; that is what they 
said in committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Garden seeds. 
Linseed or flaxseed, 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I move to strike out line 167—*‘ lin- 
seed or flaxseed.” 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move to strike out that line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has submitted 
the motion to strike out line 167. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That amendment has the ap- 
probation of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EZRA B. 
TAYLOR] desire to speak? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I yield my time to my colleague [Mr. 
WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention of the 
committee to an important and growing industry of this nation that has 
received but little attention in the discussion of the Mills bill. I refer 
to the linseed or oil business. There are now in this country 
over $5,000,000 invested in operating overeighty linseed-oil mills, which 
are distributed from New York to Dakota. 

In the Third Congressional district of Ohio over $1,000,000 are in- 
vested in this business. The present law protects the linseed-oil indus- 
try by a tariff of 25 cents per gallon upon all imported oil, and 20 cents 
per bushel on flaxseed. Under that protection the raising of flaxseed 
by our farmers has increased from an annual produce of 700,000 bushels 
to over 12,000,000, which crop finds a ready cash market from the lin- 
seed-oil mills at prices ranging from $1 to $1.25 per bushel, bringing to 
the pockets of the American farmers the sum of from twelve to fifteen 
million dollars each year. 

The flaxseed crop to the American farmer is one of profit from the 
fact that the cost of said crop is comparatively light and the returns 
quick. The farmer sows his crop in April or May, and by the last ot 
July or the first of August has his crop harvested and marketed, leaving 
the ground upon which it is raised in splendid condition for wheat. 
The proceeds of the crop come into the pocket of the farmer at a time 
when he has no other crop seady for market, and in addition to the sale 
of the seed the flax straw commands a ready market from $4 to $6 per 
ton. > 

The exports of linseed oil for the fiscal year ending June, 1887, is 
only 119,840 gallons, valued at $57,136. Thus it will be observed that 
the oil is nearly all consumed in the United States, and that the crop 
of flaxseed raised by the farmers of the United States increases in pro- 
portion to the demand of oil for home consumption. Now, throw open 
this growing industry to the markets of the world by placing flaxseed 
or linseed oil on the free-list. What will be the result? I send to 
the Clerk’s desk three letters from parties engaged in the manufacture 
of linseed oil in Ohio, and request that they be read as a part of my 
remarks. 

Those letters in clear, terse language tell what will become of over 
$5,000,000 of invested capital in mills and machinery for the manu- 
facture of linseed ofl, and the manufacture of linseed oil will cease to 
be an American industry. 

Therefore by removing or reducing to a nominal sum the duty on 
linseed oil, you render it impossible for our oil-mills to compete with 
the oil-milis of England. The result must be the closing out of every 
oil-mill in the United States, or if they can continue in business it will 
be for the reason that free trade will enable the manufacturers to pur- 
chase flaxseed raised in India, where it is the second crop produced 
each year from the same ground, by labor that only costs 7 cents per 
day, at such a price that under the proposed reduction on oil they can 
compete with England; and the sure result will be that the burden and 
loss will fall on the farmer, and the heavy burden upon the Western 
farmer—the class of poor landless men who left their native homes 
in the crowded East and endured the hardships of a pioneer life in. 
order that they might find homes and land for their children; for to 
the pioneer farmer of the Western prairies the flaxseed crop is the 
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prime factor and chief dependence for success, both in subduing the 
ree soil and in producing a crop quickly made and quickly mar- 
ted. 


Place flaxseed upon the free-list in the name of revenue reform you 
will filch from the pockets of the American farmers from twelve to fif- 
teen million dollars, What amount of revenue does the Government 
derive from the present duty on flaxseed? We now import flaxseed 
to the amount in value of $418,031.30, on which the duty is $83,060.81, 
and the duty on linseed-oil is $1,319.30; so that the revenue by the 
destruction of this industry would only be reduced $84,380.11, and 
for that pitiful reduction you will reduce the income of the farmers 
$15,000, 000. - 

But we are told that the farmers must suffer and the linseed-oil in- 
dustry be destroyed in order that the consumers will have cheaper oil. 
How stands the record of the past on that subject? In 1862 nearly all 
the linseed oil consumed in this country was imported, and the con- 
sumer paid for his oil from 90 cents to $1.20 per gallon. In 1870 the 
present tariff of 25 cents per bushel was placed on flaxseed and the 
manufacture of linseed oil largely increased, and the raising of flax- 
seed grew from 3,000,000 to 12,000,000 bushels. I desire to incorpo- 
rate into my remarks a table prepared by the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. Lixp], which shows that the flax crop of the United States in 
1876 was 3,750,000 bushels, and that we imported 2,500,000 bushels, 
and that for the year 1887 our farmers produced 11,000,000 bushels 
and we imported 400,000 bushels. 


| 1873-76. | 1876-77. | 1877-78. | 1878-79. | 1879-89, | 1880-81. 
> or 
Crop of flaxseed....| 8,750,000] 2,500,000, 4,000, 0001 4, 500, 000! &, 760, 000! 9,000, 000 
Importation of lin- | | | 


ce (ROE e saas 2,500,000} 1,400,000, 1,250,000, 1, 060, 000| 1,500,000, 800, 000 
-| 6,250, 000| 3, 900, 000; 5, 250, 000| 5,580, 000, 7,250, 000) 9, 800, 000 
bee ese cancers E PRABER ERA E EZ OD. OOD 


Total quanti 
used for crush- 
ing and seed- 
Io. seo eso pcan sss} 6, 230, 


| 
3, 900, 000, ie et aa 9,500, 000 


1881-"82. | 1882-'83. | 1883-'84. | 1884-95. | 1885-86.) 1836-87. 


— 


Crop of flaxseed.......| 7,500, 7,500, 000, 7,500,000 8, 000,000.12, 500, 000.10, 900, 000 
Importation of lin- 


EEO EOSS 


Total .....00+s0000+| 8,120,000) 8,120, 000 10, 230, 000,10, 240, 13, 500, 000'11, 300, 000 
Exported .....ccccsesvoeee] econeevonserses| seresece a aanse|aepbervneceses) |. „100, 
Total quantity 
used forcrush- 
ing and seed- } 
aar SS 8,120, 000| PENCO EO, 230, sc nS ba , 400, 000.10, 900, 000 


Average from 1875 to 1886, 7,895,000 bushels. 


Linseed oil in 1876 sold in the market at 80 cents pergallon; in 1888 
at from 40 cents to 50 cents per gallon. 

Therefore the theory of cheap oil to the consumer under free trade 
is contradicted by undisputed facts. I have not tried to explain the 
fallacy of your theory; I give the results of actual experience. 

I ask the earnest consideration of the committee to this subject. The 
advocates of the Mills bill profess to be the special friends of the Amer- 
ican farmers. How can you explain to the farmers of the great and 
growing West the necessity of destroying an industry worth $12,000,- 
000 to the farmer in order to reduce the revenue of the Government 
$84,380.11? A policy that not only deprives the farmers of $12,000,- 
000, but enriches the linseed capitalist of England at the expense of 
American citizens. And Iamglad that the committee have concluded, 
in view of this great and growingindustry, to permit the tariff on flax- 
seed to remain. 

I append a few letters. 


Tue Woop LINSEED OIL COMPANY, 
Piqua, Ohio, March 19, 1888. 


DEAR Str: We presume it is hardly necessary to say to you that if the tariff 
was taken off of or oil that every oil mill in the West (representing 
millions of capital) would be closed up; and that the item of seed raising, 
which has been increased in the United States under the present tariff from 
700,000 bushels to more than 12,000,000 bushels. would be entirely cut off. Our 
farmers can not compete with free seed. The present tariff barely protects this 
great industry; and we trust you will use every effort in your power to have it 
remain as itis. We will forward you petitions before long. 

Yours, very truly, 
THE Woop LINSEED OIL Company. 

Hon, Ext 8. WILLIAMS, 

Washington, D. C. 


Tue GRISWOLD LINSEED OIL COMPANY, 
213 Superior Street, Cleveland, Ohio, April 13, 1888. 


Dear Siz: We wish to call your attention to the proposed change made by 
the Mills bill affecting import custom duty on linseed or flaxseed and linseed 
oil, placing both on the free-list. No change in the tariff could be so radical 


and unreasonable as this, in view of the simple argument which can not be 
gainsaid when the plain facts are considered governing the case. We have pre- 
sumed that you, asa Representative from Ohio, will be willing to have atten- 
tion called to this matter in brief, as follows: 

We have in this country between 80 and 85 linseed-oil mills, iy Spear gers a 
moneyed investment in machin for wroerey sood of $5,000,000 and over. 
These mills have apung up, and industry grown to the extent that 
their capacity is sufficient to consume the entire production of flax grown in 
this country; and of late years the home production of seed by the farmer has 
increased along with the needs of the trade, so that little foreign seed is con- 
sumed here, as reference fo the amount imported will readily show. In this 
country the seed is converted into oil and cake, the oil being the aang pa or 
prime factor, and is all consumed in the United States, and the cake is the 
refuse mate: nearly all exported to England for fi ng purposes. On the 
other hand, land works only Calcutta seed, raised in the East Indies, and 
the situation‘is then reversed, the manufacturer producing like products to our 
own, but upon an entirely different basis—their prime object be to obtain- 
the cake for feeding, and the oil becomes the secon: product. It canthere- 
fore be readily seen that under the proposed change the entire basis of this 
manufacturing industry will be transferred to England, thus leaving our mills 
powerless an d worthless, with no chance whatever to compete with them, as 
the production of seed in America would be entirely cut off,and we could not 


import seed and work it in competition with England. We give below the 
distribution of the mills by States: 


Pennsylvania... 
Minnesota... 
Wisconsin 
Michigan ... 
New York ..... 


How could these mills expect to work seed imported from the East Indies (vir- 
tually England), paying freight from the seaboard to their different points, and 
por the cake, and at the same time successfully compete with English oil in 
t country and cake in their own. Our mills, it would seem, would become 
valueless, and it certainly would appear unjust to our manufacturers to bet 
out their investment of capital for which nothing could be realized. As the 
matter stands with this ci ge, no reduction of revenue, to speak of, would 
come, the only hing it would accomplish would be to wipe out completely this 
ind . Clearly this should not be done by Congress; at least. it should not 
be considered until Congress is pre to reimburse the mill owners for the 
investments now represented by their machinery and buildings; that would 
relieve the surplus to a considerable extent, while the proposed change in the 
tariff would not. 

A careful study of this matter will, we feel confident, show you the evil re 
sulting, without any good. 

Very respectfully, 
Tne GRISWOLD LINSEED On, CONPANY, 
r A. P. HOUSE, Vice-President. 

Hon. E. S. WrLLIams, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 

PIQUA, OHIO, June 4, 1888. 
DEAR Sm: We see by reports from Congress thatamendments to the proposed 
Mills revenue bill will be in order soon. This being so, permit us to call your 
attention to the industry in which we are engagedas manufacturers of linseed- 
oil, Under the present tariff flaxseed has a protection of 20 cents per busheland 
linseed-oil 25 cents per gallon. By the Mills bill flaxseed is free and linseed-oil 
under pressure from the seaboard crushers) has 10 cents per gallon. The grow- 
of seed in this country, without some protection from the cheap-labor seed 
of the East Indies, we think would be impossible, for the reason that the man- 
ufacturers find it very difficult to get a supply now, and would be entirely un- 
able to get it if it was not the fact that it is considered a crop for fresh- 
broken ground on the prairie of the extreme West 4nd Northwest, Older farm- 
ers have almost abandoned it as a Sadar ged crop in competition with wheat, 
corn, oats, barley, etc. Therefore should the duty be removed the American 
manufacturers would be sacrificed, and we think without benefit to the con- 


sumer, 
The linseed-oil interest occupies an entirely different position in America 
from what it does in England. We manufacture oil for consumption, the cake 
being incidental and having to seek a market abroad fora large per cent. of it. 
While in England they manufacture for the cake, which is used ] y for 
feeding and fertilizing purposes, oil being incidental. An English manufacturer 
buys his seed from the cheap lands of the India possession, manufactures it into 
cake and oil, the relative quantity being about 65 per cent. of the cake and 35 
per cent. of oil. Forthe 65 per cent. he hasthe market, hayingto seek a market 
for only a portion of his 35 per cent. 
In America the manufacturer has a market for the 35 po cent. and has to seek 
a market for a large portion of the 65 per cent. Now, i zoe take the duty from 
seed the American farmers refuse to wit, and greatly so for the reason that 
the English manufacturer can throw his surplus 35 per cent. into the American 
market, Knowing full well if he can destroy the American wn, he will 
ultimately have contro] of the American markets, as it would be impossible for 
urers to import seed from India and then pay the in- 
ransportation on the cake, which must go back to England for 
amarket. Having then effectually ruined the American grower, and through 
him the interior manufacturer, competition is virtually destroyed, and the En- 
glish manufacturer advances price on the 35 per cent. which he has to dis- 
pose of,and the American consumer has to pay the advance whether he wants 
to or not. We,therefore, under the existing facts, ask you to use your infiu- 
ence to keep the duty on foreign seed and oil, where it nowis. Feeling fully 
assured that the price of oil will always be kept as low as it should be by the 
arivo nee git owe American manufacturers, 
ours, y, 
Tue W. P. ORR LINSEED OIL COMPANY, 


Piqua, Ohio, 
Per H. L. POPE & CO., 
Dayton, Ohio. 

Hon. E, S. WILLIAMS, 

Washington, D. C. 
Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is it an amendment to the amendment ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the effect of it ? 
Mr. REED. Theeffect of itisto give him five minutes. [Laughter.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is a formal one to strike out the 
last word. 
Mr. KERR. Thatisit. It is the line in the Mills bill providing 


that linseed or flaxseed shall be put upon the free-list. That line is 
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indorsed by the Democratic party at the St. Louis convention. [Laugh- 
ter.] The Democratie committee and the Democratic side of the House 
for some reason have seen proper to go back on that of the Demo- 
cratic platform. I do not know why it is, except it be the motion has 
been made by a Democratic member from Minnesota, who may think 
it conducive to his interest. [Laughter.] ' 

I have received numbers of petitions and numbers of letters from my 
district in favor of striking out this provision. Iam glad Democratic 
necessity has made it necessary. I withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. HARMER. I move to strike out the last two words. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read within my time a protest against 
the passage of the Mills bill, signed by over eight hundred mannfact- 
awe pe the city of Philadelphia and vicinity, representing 150,000 
employés. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Honorable the House of Representatives, Washingjon, D. C.: 


1, In selecting taxes for removal, the direct internal taxes, laid solely upon our 
own fiat ge should be stricken off, rather than the indirect customs taxes, laid 


wholly or in part u foreigners. 
e roiled methods of collecting revenue where but 


bd D posers i in A aei Egar, f th thods ployed, the custo: 
one n is inde! e. e me now empio; ms 
be abolished 


service must be permanent. The other method should at once 
and the cost of it saved. 

3. The protective principle embodied in the laws by the founders of this Gov- 
ernment and maintained by the votes the people for nearly one hundred 
years, should include in its benefits every American producer, whether of so- 


called raw material or of manufactured articles, All raw material when ready 
for market is, like the completed fabric, the fruit of labor, and labor is the thing 


4. The American market consumes annually more than $7,000,000,000 worth of 
articles manufactured at home. In addition, it consumed last year $350,000,000 
worth of fabrics made abroad which could have been made here, ‘These figures 
show it to be the greatest and richest market in the world; and they prove that 
its domestic manufactures, being still within its capacity to comsume, have 
ample room for expansion without seeking foreign markets. To open the 


American market further to foreigners, while no foreign market is further ` 


opened to us, will be to surrender the richest commercial prize in the world 
without compensation, 

5. Industries which produce $7,000,000,000 a year under a system proved by a 
century of experience to be conducive to national pros rity, represent in ter- 
ests of too vast importance for employers and SONA, 4 and for the people at 
large, to be made the subject of loose experiment. No general reconstruction 
of the tariff law, involving disturbance of the commerce of the entire country, 
should be undertaken, unless in response to the wish of the people plainly ex- 
pressed at the polls, and the people have not ex such a wish. 

6. aog reconstruction of the tariff law should be based upon a system of spe- 
cific rather than ad valorem duties, for the reason that the latter offer greater 
facility for the perpetration of the frauds which even now rob the Government 
of large sums of money every year. 

As the tariff bill prepared by the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, 
and commonly known as the Mills bill, is constructed in complete disregard of 
all the conditions of safety, equity, and prosperity for the American people in- 
dicated by the propositions, we, the undersigned manufacturers of the 


y above 
city of Philadelphia and vicinity, do most earnestly protest against its approval 
by Congress, 


Number of 


persons 
employed. 
Cambria Iron Company. Iron and steel 9, 
John & James Dobson Carpet manufacturers .. 4, 
Thomas Dolan & Co.. Woolens and worsteds. 1 
John Bromley & Sons. et manufacturers... 1, 


S. B. & B. W. Fleisher. Braids, worsted, and w: 


yarns. 

John T. Bailey & Co. ..| Bag and twine manufacturers.. 
Marshall & Co............... «| Flax-spinners...........0000+ Raked power’ 1, 
William Whitaker & Sons... ..| Cotton goods and carpets. 
Firth & Foster Bros......... .| Dyers and finishers... 
John J. Glazier, Bro, & Co. Knit f00ds.......se0ececee 
Porter & Dickey............ Cotton and woolen ds. 
William Sellers & Co..... ..| Founders and machinists. eo 
The Allison Manufacturing Com- | Car-builders .......sessssssssssesesssessa 

ny. 
A Whitney & Sone........... 
Thomas Potter, Sons & Co, 
on Townsend & Co. 
Otis thers & Co 


George Branson 
Fleisher Bros .. 
Hexter Bros ...,....cecosscsvvrssonsecessecee| serene 
Allen B. Rorke.... do 3 

Excelsior Brick and Stone Com- 


he Br 
The Bridesburg Manufacturing 
Company. 


2 GG S3 ggggsgsgyss | Evsveseey sevEuses ZZS 


Hughes & Patterson... 
J. W. Patterson & Co. 
Dun; 

J.B. 

G.W. 

wW 


Hastings & Co... eseese.. 
Hero Fruit Jar Com y 
Whitney Glass WOrKS.....sss.essssesee| serene 
Enterprise Manufacturing Com- 


y. 
charles Spencer & Co ........00-s.0000 Cloakings and knit goods......... 
Aar R. H. O, and Sewing | Sewing machines....s..ses.rer serere 
Machine Co. 


Boneblack and chemicals. 
mica Aseos 


li 


facturing Company. 
Sanquoit Silk Manufacturing 
Company. x 


Ae Number of 
Name. jusiness. persons 
employed. 
The Jessup & Moore Paper Com- | Paper manufacturers..........00« 500 
ny. 
tney Paper Com: 1,000 
© Miles & Co... 600 
Southwark Foundry 500 
chine Company. 
Pottstown Iron 1,600 
John Mundell 600 
John Lucas & Co....... 255 
Baeder, Adamson & Co 453 
Burnham, „ Will 3,100 
Bailey, Banks & Bid 160 
James Doak, jr., & Co 350 


And 750 other manufacturing concerns, employing in the aggregate about 
150,000 persons. 

Mr. HARMER. The signers of this protest are gentlemen who have 
made Philadelphia the greatest manufacturing city in the United States, 
and also made it the city of homes, largely owned and paid for by the 
wage-earners under protection. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has line 166 been stricken out? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We have passed it and weare 
now on line 167. t 
et CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next line, which is line 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Marble of all kinds, in block, rough or squared. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out that. 

Mr. BURROWS. On that motion I desire to he heard. When 
lines 165, 166 were reached, the reading was so rapid I lost the oppor-~ 
tunity to make the motion in regard to line 166. I am quite sure if 
the committee will listen to what is said on that industry of garden 
seeds, they will unanimously agree to return to it and strike that line 
out. There was no information furnished to the committee on that 
subject we are aware of, but when the Tariff Commission was investi- 
gating the subject a large number of witnesses brought before that 
commission testified in regard to it. I have a short extract from the 
testimony taken and from a large number of witnesses, and only one 
su ted garden seeds should be free. I ask the Clerk to read this, 
and then I will ask unanimous consent to return to that line with the 
view to strike it out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GARDEN SEEDS, 


wing pSr po in California is a new one, not more than eight 
yearsold, but this year (1882) we supplied the Eastern market with not less than 
60 tons of garden seeds. We n protection anyway until we are stronger. 
We have not only European competition against us, but high freights, The 
vegetables of to-day are much better than those of fifty years ago, and improye- 
ment in next ten years will be very great,” 

Mr. Wells, of Connecticut, said; *“ I or the seed farmsof New England, 
near Wethersfieid, where there are at least thirty seed-growing farms. We 
have been in this business for some time, and have buildings, ete., for carrying 
on this business properly ; but the influx of foreign seeds of an inferior qualit; 
is driving us out. We hive to compete, for instance, with turnip-seed, hich 
y bring in at 10 cents a pound, while we can not grow itfor less than 20 
cents, 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of that statement I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a motion to strike out the line indicated. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. So I supposed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will assumethe pro forma amendment 
to be withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman offered no 
pro forma amendment. My motion was to strike out that line, 168. 

Mr. HOUK. I hope the House will agree to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to strike out the line he proposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the House will. 

Mr. HOUK. To keep this item in the bill would destroy an indus- 
try which employs several thousand men in my own county; and with 
free marble it is a notorious fact that American marble can not com- 
pete with foreign. I hope the motion will prevail. 

The motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, to strike out the 
line was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Osier or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use. 

Broom-corn. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out line 170, “ broom- 
corn, 

I am entirely unable to understand, Mr. Chairman, why broom-corn 
should be placed upon the free-list when it is a product-of almost all 

of our country. Wherever corn can be grown broom-corn can be 
also, It can be produced in most of the States of the Union. 

The Democratic caucus, or the Ways and Means Committee, has de- 
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creed that lime shall be restored to the dutiable-list, when it is not 
found in all parts of the country by any means, but is only found in 
certain localities. There are some States or parts of States where no 
limestone is found, and other States where very little is found. They 
have also restored to the dutiable-list linseed or flaxseed, which are 
only produced in certain localities. 

They have also restored to the dutiable-list marble of all kinds in 
block, rough, or squared, which is largely a Southern production, and 
Iam unable to see why there should be this discrimination against 
broom-corn. Itis anagricultural product and is produced almostevery 
place, and can be produced in the greatest abundance in this country, 
and can be grown cheaply as well as in abundance, and can be grown 
wherever any farm product can be grown, and should be protected. 
And yet itis to go on the free-list, while some influence has been brought 
to bear to restore the articles which I have just named, though they, 
like broom-corn, have been on the free-list until now. 

Some Democratic district was imperiled, the return of some Demo- 
cratic member was endangered, and the changes were accordingly made; 
but broom-corn is to go, as it is not a panacea for the evils feared on 
the other side of the House. The fact that it is an agricultural prod- 
uct, and the fact that it grows in all parts of the country and is pro- 
duced largely by poor people makes no difference in this House. 

This industry is an extensive one, and if it is to be prejudiced by the 
importation of broom-corn from Canada or Cuba, or any other foreign 
country, as it will be if placed upon the free-list, many poor people, as 
well as those who are not poor, will feel the effects. 

Ido not understand why it is to be brought here from Canada, or 
Cuba, or South America in competition with our American product, 
and I fail to see any reason for it which could possibly justify such 
action. Every dollar that is sent out of the country for broom-corn is 
so much drawn from the channels of trade unnecessarily, and we are 
just that much poorer. I have no interest in this industry beyond the 
fact that it is an American industry and should be protected. Weare 
all interested in every American industry, and should be on the alert 
to see that no man or woman or child should be robbed of an oppor- 
tunity to labor by giving employment to foreigners which we should 
give to our own people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means if there ever was before a 
duty on broom-corn ? 

Mr. MILLS. Iam inclined to think there was not; but there has 
never been any imported. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. I can not find it in any official schedule, either 
on the free-list, on the list of sundries, or on the dutiable-list. 

Mr. MILLS. None isimported. Therefore it ought to be on the 
free-list. The committee believed it to be proper to place it there, 
and I ask that we have a vote upon the pending proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the pending motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. To strike out line 170—‘‘broom-corn.”’ 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if broom-corn is stricken out, so far as the 
_ action of the committee is concerned, it will not be upon the free-list? 

Mr. MILLS. Of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I would like to ask another question as to the 
present tax upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. There is none imported. 

Mr. CANNON. But what does the law provide that it shall pay if 
it is imported? 

Mr. MILLS. Itis not enumerated at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It doubtless has a duty fixedin the nnenumerated 
clauses of the bill—some basket clause. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, in some basket clause. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then whatis it taxed under some general clause? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘Twenty per cent. under the basket clause. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine says 20 per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. It would doubtless come under the provision: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all raw or un- 
manufactured articles not herein enumerated or provided for a duty of 10 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. CANNON, Ten per cent. ? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. And your actionis to leave it as itis under the Jaw ? 

Mr. MILLS. No, to put it on the free-list. 

Mr. CANNON. The motion then came from that side? 

Mr. MILLS, No, the motion came from your side to strike it off the 
frec-list. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be heard upon that motion. 

i make a pro forma amendment as it may be necessary in order to 
obtain the floor. 

From the statement of the gentleman from Texas the tax upon broom- 
corn imported is now 10 per cent. ad valorem. He says none is im- 
ported. Very well, then, what harm can it do to let it remain as it is 
under the law? 

I want to state, further, that substantially two-thirds, as I understand 
it. from one-half to two-thirds, of all the broom-corn produced here is 
produced in the district I have the honor to represent, I understand 


further that almost all the remainder produced in this country comes 
from Kansas, with some small portion from Nebraska. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. A considerable amount is produced in 
the State of New York. . 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. And in Ohio. 

Mr. CANNON. Anda considerable amount, I am informed, is raised 
in New York and also in Ohio, I understand that it can be produced 
in Canada. 

And yet 10 per cent. is sufficient to prevent the importation of broom- 
corn. This is purely anagricultural product. Gentlemen who under- 
stand it, understand that great labor has to be expended inits produc- 
tion, not only in preparing the ground, in seeding and in the cultivation, 
but the labor is enormous in harvesting and preparing for che market. 
In fact, so far as that is concerned the product may be said to be rep- 
resented by more than four-fifths of labor. So I trust the gentleman 
will allow the motion to prevail and let broom-corn stand as it now 
does, with a tax of 10 per cent. ad valorem, which he informs us is the tax. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, one of the most distinguished Secre- 
taries of the Treasury our country ever had, Mr. Walker, lays down 
among the principles to guide in the formation of a tariff bill this: 
That where an article bears a very low duty, anil the importation is 
very small, or it is not imported at all, the article ought to be trans- 
ferred to the free-list. We have put this article on the free-list, find- 
ing no importation of it at all even under this nominal duty. Besides 
that, we have reduced the duty on the manufactured product. Weall 
know enough about the manufacture to know brooms are made out of 
broom-corn. We have reduced the duty on brooms and put broom- 
corn,on the free-list. My friend says they raise it in his district. I 
suppose that is true of almost every district in the country. I know 
they raise it in my district. The very fact that none is imported into 
the country, I think, ought to be accepted as suflicient proof to all of 
us that we produce it cheaper than it can be produced by anybody 
abroad and sold in our neighborhood in competition with us. 

Mr. CANNON. What will be the effect ot leaving the duty as it is ? 

Mr. MILLS. There will be no effect at all to your part of the coun- 
try, and perhaps to no other part of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, as it has been said the farmer has no place 
in this bill, we would much rather-—— 

Mr. MILLS. The prosperity of the farmer does not depend on broom- 
corn. i 

Mr. CANNON. As the gentleman says it will do no harm, we would 
much rather have the duty remain as it is. 

Mr. MILLS. Letus vote. It is too small a matter to talk about. 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. CANNON. [call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 82. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I challenge the count. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will appointas tellers the TY a 
from es [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLs}. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, 
noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Brush-wood. 
Plaster of Paris, when ground or calcined. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 172. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rags, of whatever material composed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out that line. I wish to inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means if the sole effect 
of this line is not simply to admit free of duty woolen rags, which now 
pay 10 per cent? 

Mr. MILLS. Rags, of whatever material composed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the sole effect of this line is to admit free 
of duty woolen rags, which now pay a duty of 10 per cent. 

Mr. BRUMM. To admit woolen rags and yellow fever. 

Mr. DINGLEY. _Itis to be borne in mind that this practically affects 
the wool question, because woolen rags imported into this country and 
worked here in the form of shoddy take the place of wool to a large 
extent, and furnish one of the means by which the price of wool has 
been largely crowded down. 

Now if it is proposed to put wool upon the free-list,woolen rags, of 
course, should follow in the same direction. But if it is not proposed 
to put wool upon the free-list,then woolen rags should not be put upon 
the free-list but should retain the same duty that they have at present, 
competing, as they do in so material an extent, with the use of woo]. I 
would therefore su to the gentleman from Texas that by unani- 
mous consent we pass over this line until we shall have reached and 
determined the question of wool. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that this line may be passed for the present. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not see the chairman of the Waysand Means 
Committee present, butI noticed the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
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BRECKINRIDGE], who is on that committee. I will say to that gentle- 
man what I said a moment ago, thinking the chairman of the commit- 
tee was present, that if wool is put on the free-list, then of course 
woolen rags ought to be, but if wool is not put on the free-'ist woolen 
rags should not be. My question was whether the committee would 
not consent to pass over this line until wool is disposed of. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I heard the gentleman's re- 
mark and consulted with the chairman of the committee (who has 
been called out), and he objected to passing over this line. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I hope that the motion which I have made 
that this line be stricken out may be adopted, for this is simply the 
en, contest with reference to the question of free wool. My 

ief is that one of the most ruinous acts which this Congress could 
perform would be the placing of wool upon the free-list—ruinous not 
simply to the farmers who produce wool in this country, but ruinous 
in the long run to the consumer, resulting eventually in increasing 
rather than decreasing the cost of woolen cloth to the consumer. Now, 
as this is the preliminary step in the matter, and the question practi- 
cally is to be determined here, for woolen rags should not be put upon 
the free-list unless wool is to be, I hope that this House will meet the 
question at this point and determine whether it is to be the policy of the 


majority to put wool upon the free-list, as this bill proposes, in which- 


case, of course, woolen rags would follow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, in 1866 this 
question of free woolen rags was under debate in this House in connec- 
tion with the question of the making of shoddy. It was not proposed 
at that time to put wool upon the free-list, and I send to the Clerk’s 
desk an extract from the debate giving the remarks of one of the pres- 
ent members of the Committee on Ways and Means of this House, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], from which it will be 
seen that even if wool were not to be put upon the free-list, which is 
altogether an idle supposition at this time—that even if it were not to 
be put upon the free-list, yet very weighty authority upon the other 
side of the House then held that nevertheless woolen rags should be 
put upon the free-list. Iask the Clerk to read the extract which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

July 28, 1866. 

Mr. KELLEY. Let the raw material come in. Let us make blankets that will 
drive out English blankets. Let us make our own “ English frieze” and “ Pe- 
terboro’ frosted beaver.” Let us be able to rival England and France and other 
representative nations in making these cloths. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was 
about woolen rags, and it is true now as then that if anything is raw 
material I suppose it is old rags. 

And upon the question of raw material I wish to have read an ex- 
tract trom the remarks of Mr. DAWEs showing how different were the 
views entertained by gentlemen upon the other side of the House at 
that time from those entertained there now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

June 29, 1866, 

Mr. Dawes, The duty must be levied on the raw material or on the manu- 
factured article. If you levy it on the raw material you discriminate against 
American labor, and if you levy iton the manufactured article you discriminate 
in favor of American labor. You must have either a protective tariff ora tariff 
which discriminates against American labor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I submit, sir, that it is noth- 
ing less than mockery for this same class of gentlemen to now claim, 
when we are trying to do what they said until the recent past was best 
for labor, that we 1 lessen wages. Your party has taken a new de 
parture. You are the Chinese party of monopoly. 

Mr. ADAMS rose. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS. The amendment pending is to strike out the line. 
I move to amend the line by striking out the last three words and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ cotton,” 

A MEMBER. Cotton rags are on the free-list. 

Mr. ADAMS. -Well, I make the motion merely for the purpose of 
submitting a few remarks. By the existing law I find—— 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
yield so that I may make a motion that the committee rise, in order 
to let the Committee on Appropriations present a bill. 

Mr. ADAMS assented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] hav- 
ing the floor, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLs] to make the motion indicated by him. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, with the action of the Sen- 
ate thereon, as follows: 

. IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 26, 1883. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


Mz. FORNEY. I move that the House insist upon its disagreement 


to the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a committee of confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker pro tempore appointed as 
conferees on the part of the House Mr. FORNEY, Mr. RANDALL, and 
Mr. CANNON, 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a privileged motion. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Agriculture to move that the House non-concur in 
the amendments of the Senate to the agricultural appropriation bill, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. ° 
cae SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 

ill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department of Agricult- 
ure for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1839, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, ought not these amendments to go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They must take that course if a point 
of order be made. - 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] will 
state the purport of these amendments, I shall probably make no 
point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. There is no necessity that the amendment should go 
to the Committee of the Whole. The two principal amendments—the 
only ones on which there will be any controversy—will come before 
the House at the proper time. One of these proposes to appropriate 
$100,000 for additional sugar experiments—a matter that the House 
committee considered as closed with the last report, and a matter for 
which no appropriation was asked by the Commissioner of Agriculture 
in the Book of Estimates. The other of these amendments proposes 
an appropriation of $25,000 for an agricultural experiment station, 
somewhere outin the Northwest. This is proposed just after we have 
established an experiment station in every State and Territory where 
there is an agricultural college. 

Mr. ADAMS. May I ask the gentleman whether he is in favor of 
concurring or non-concurring, and if so, why ? 

Mr. HATCH. My motion is to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, and let them go to a conference committee. When the confer- 
ence report is presented, the House can take a vote upon the question. 
If the gentleman wants my individual opinion, I have no hesitation in 
the world in giving it to him. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is the only opinion I can get now. 

Mr. HATCH. I have voted for every appropriation for these sugar 
experiments down toa point where every single man connected with the 
matter said that every dollar that was necessary had been appropri- 
ated. Not only that, the committee authorized and instructed me to 
say upon the floor on their behalf that they would ask no further 
appropriation for this purpose. 

I did make that statementa yearago. These experiments have gone 
as far as the Commissioner himself can find ‘anything to experiment 
upon, except that you can take $100,000 of the people’s money and 
throw it into the pockets of some favored man who happens to have a 
sugar manufactory situated somewhere in some favored district, That 
is all there is in the matter. 

Mr. ADAMS. With the exception of those two amendments there 
is nothing substantial involved. 

Mr. HATCH. The others are small amendments, cutting down or 
raising a salary here and there; they amount to nothing substantial. 

Mr. ADAMS. I make no point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on my motion that 
the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
serene to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BELMONT. I rise to make a privileged motion—that the House 
agree to the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the Senate 
and House upon the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
1889. The report is at the desk. I ask that it be laid before the 
House. I desire to move that the report be agreed to and that the - 
House insist on its disagreement to the amendment numbered 16, and 
ask a further conference with the Senate on that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT, 

The committee of conference on the di eing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) "making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the Uni States for the fiscal year 
1889," having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 31. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
nua E S AET OIOI 14,15, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and agree 

Amendment numbered 9; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out from said amendment the words “and consul-gen- 
eral;"’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbe 18: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mont as follows: > trike out the sum named in said amendment and insert in 
lieu thereof $378,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: As to amendment numbered 16 the committee of 
conference has been unable to agree. 

PERRY BELMONT 


JAMES B, McOREARY, 
WM. W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. 3 
Managers on the part of the Senate> 
The following statement was subsequently furnished to accompany 
the report: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following statement, to 
accompany the report: 

The principal amendments made by the Senate, in which the House managers 
concurred, change the rank of several of the foreign missions, without increasing 
the salaries, and provide for two additional secretaries of legation, The con- 
ferees have been unable to agree upon the provision for an e ition to ex- 
plore and report upon the resources of the Congo Basin, and ask for a further 


conference. 
PERRY BELMONT, 
JAS. B. McCREARY, 
WM. W. MORROW 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
state what the sixteenth amendment is? 

Mr. BELMONT. The sixteenth amendment provides for an appro- 
priation of $25,000 for a commission to explore the Congo Basin and 
report upon its products and commercial capabilities. The Senate in- 
sists upon that amendment; we desire to insist upon our disagreement, 
and ask a further conference. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any statement furnished by the House 
conferees in connection with this report? 

Mr. BELMONT. I can give it verbally. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I understood this was a conference report. 

Mr. BELMONT. It is the conference report as agreed to by the 


Senate.’ 

Mr. BURROWS. But there are certain amendments of which we 
desire to know the effect. 

Mr. BELMONT, I will state to the House—— 

Mr. BURROWS. The rules require that a written statement be 
submitted by the House conferees to accompany the conference report. 

Mr. BELMONT. DoI understand that the gentleman insists upon 
a written statement? 

Mr. BURROWS. The rules require it. I will, however, waive the 
demand if the gentleman will state the matters in issue between the 
two Houses. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask that the gentleman from New York have 
leave to file that statement hereafter, 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course the report as read by the Clerk that 
certain amendments designated by number are agreed to, and certain 
others disagreed to, does not convey any information. 

Mr. BELMONT. I will repeat the statement which I made at the 
time of the ordering of the conference. There have been comparatively 
few and unimportant changes made by the Senate. The amendments 
we have agreed to raise the rank of ministers-residents to that of enyoys 
without increase of salaries. There are some changes by the Senate in 
regard to Mexican consulates. Some of these strongly commended 
themselves to the House conferees, particularly the transfer of the con- 
sulate-general from Matamoros to Nuevo Laredo. But others could 
not be adopted without doing injustice, and the result of the confer- 
ence was that all the proposed changes were abandoned, the Senate 
conferees desiring to either have all the changes retained or none. *So, 
in this respect, the bill is now as it passed the House. 

Mr. ADAMS. Hasthe House considered these amendments, or were 
they by unanimons consent sent to conference? 

Mr. BELMONT. They were sent to conference by unanimons con- 
sent, after a statement such as I have already made in reply to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

,. Mr. ADAMS. Did the House consider the Senate amendments? 

Mr. BELMONT. After a statement made in the House they were 
sent to a conference committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. A conference was ordered by unanimous consent, ac- 
cording to a practice which the gentleman knows, I suppose. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move by unanimous consent the time of the ses- 
sion be extended five minutes, so we may dispose of this matter. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan in- 
sist on the point of order? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the conference report. : 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
‘ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question recurs on the adoption 
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Mr. BELMONT. In accordance with the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I will add a written state- 
ment to accompany the report. 

CONFEREES APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the agricultural bill, Mr. Harcn, Mr. 
DAVIDSON of Alabama, and Mr. ConGER. 

The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived (in accordance with the 
previous order), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: : 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10645) for the relief of Enoch 
Pierce—to the Committee on Pensions. t 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 10646) granting an increase of 
pension to Harriet E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel J. Wright--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10648) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Cincinatus Condict—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER; A bill (H. R. 10649) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Sue B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WOODBURN: A bill (H. R. 10650) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Mathew Totten—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to Arminda 
H. Tracy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


‘under the rule, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. GEST: Papers in the pension claim of Eliza Richardsou—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Commer- 
cial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges of Philadelphia, opposing Senate 
bill No. 1448 and House bill No. 4923—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of A. Park and others, of Euclid, Howard 
County, Arkansas, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 5 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mrs. Mary L. Behr, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of W. B. Cooper, and of William 
M. Lewman, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


` The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 

bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 

of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
By Mr. WALKER: Of 20 citizens of Douglas County, Missouri. 


The following petition praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of 390 citizens of the United States, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read aud approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STEWART presented a memorial of raisin-growers, citizens of 
Fresno County, California, remonstrating against a reduction of the 
tariff on raisins; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I present petitions of the Merchants’ Exchanges of St. 
Louis, Cincinnati, Louisville, Nashville, Chattanooga, Atlanta, and 
Tampa, praying that an appropriation be made for improving the har- 
bor of Tampa Bay, Florida, at Mango Point. This is one of the items 
in the river and harbor bill that is pending, and I suppose the proper 
course would be to let the petitions lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will lie.on the table 
and be printed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Louisa Q. Lovell and others, 
heirs of General John A. Quitman, praying to have their claim against 
the Government for rent of plantation belonging to them, situated iu 


1888. 
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Warren County, Mississippi, referred to the Court of Claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1338) to extend the leave of absence of em- 
ployćs in thé Government Printing Office to thirty days per annum, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the Committee on Printing, reported an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
p Mr. DAVIS, from the Committeeon Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzell, approved March 3, 1679; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent; and 

A bill (H. R. 3772) granting s pension to Perry D. Martin. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and maintenance of 
a pile-bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia County, Flor- 
ida, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 995) for the relief of Robley D. Evans and Richard M. 
Green, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3240) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin P. Dobson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Easter A. 
Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3242) granting a pen- 
sion to John Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3243) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary C. Ringgold; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3244) to equalize the allowances 
for office expenses at Presidential post-oflices; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I also file with 
the amendment a report from the Supervising Architect’s Office recom- 
mending that the appropriation be mads. I move that the amendment 
be printed, and that it be referred, with the papers accompanying it, 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. MANDERSON submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. Isubmit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I ask that the amendment 
be treated as an additional section. I move that it be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. TELLER submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its disagreement to cer- 
tain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes; asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. FORNEY, Mr. RANDALL, and 
Mr. CANNON managers at the conference on its part. 
The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 


disagreement to the sixteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889; asked a further 
conference with the Senate in the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BELMONT, Mr. McCreary, and Mr. 
ROCKWELL managers at the further conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House farther insisted upon its 
di ment to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8989) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes; asked a further conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
CLEMENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, and Mr, McComas managers at the 
further conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appro- 
pfiation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; asked a conference with tite Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HarcH, Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, and Mr. CONGER 
managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that Mr. Morrow had been appointed 
a manager on the part of the House at the conference on the sixteenth 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropria- 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 
the fiscal year 1889, in place of Mr. ROCKWELL. 

The message further announced that the Speaker had appointed the’ 
following committee on the part of the House to attend the Centennial 
Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States: 

Mr. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, of Ohio; 

Mr. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, of Illinois; 

Mr. WILLIAM C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky; 

Mr. GEORGE W. STEELE, of Indiana; and 

Mr. MELEOURNE H. Forp, of Michigan. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and camp equipage 
to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate resume consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed; and the Senator from Iowa moves that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10234) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, the pending question being on , 
the amendment proposed by Mr. HAWLEy to add the following addi- 
tional sections to the bill: 


Src. 3. For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildin 
and other structures, maenhineey tools, and fixtures for an army gun factory for 
finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet arse- 
nal, West Troy, N. Y., in accordance with the recommendation of the Gun Foun- 
dry Board of February 16, 1884, $750,000, 

Sec. 4. For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel for 
high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimen- 
sions conforming to specifications, subject toinspection at each stage of the man- 
ufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provided, That 
no money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delivered. 

Src.5, The material for the guns provided for in section 4 shall be purchased 
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the Secre- 
tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufact- 
urers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty days, in the 
newspapers most likely to reach the said manufacturers: Provided, That each 
bidder with whom such contracts be made agree to erect in the United 
States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capable of making 
all the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, and 
shall further agree to deliver EN a specified quantity of each caliber, the 
time of the delivery of the steel for the smaller calibers of heavy guns to com- 
mence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that for the 
largest calibers ified in the advertisement at the expiration of not more 
than three years from the date of the acceptance of the contracts; and that all 
the material for said guns shall be manufactured in the United States. 

Serc. 6. For the purchase of submarine mines, for needful casemates, cable 
galleries, and appliances to operate submarine mines; for continuing to o 
experiments, and for practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of 
torpedo service, 1,000. $ 

Sec. 7. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes and 
torpedo-boats controllabie from shore and adapted to coast defense, $100,000, 

SEC. 8, The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4,6,and 7 shall be ava: 
able until expended, 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, my objection to the amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut is based upon the fact that this is not the 
proper time nor the proper bill for the consideration of the question 
presented by that amendment. I regret exceedingly that he has offered 
the amendment. I made the point of order against it and I oppose it 
now, not because I am opposed to a sufficient appropriation to begin 
the great work of constructing heavy ordnance, but because I believe 
that this is not the proper bill nor time to consider that question, nor 


do I believe that the terms of the amendment are sufficiently guarded _ 


to protect the interests of the Government in beginning the manu- 
facture of heavy ordnance in a Government shop. 
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The terms and conditions and restrictions under which we shall begin 
this work on a large scale have been u subject of consideration for the 
last twenty years, and I believe there is scarcely an exception among 
those who have considered it, outside of the officers of the Ordnance 
Department, that the system proposed by the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut is vicious and will result in disaster. To appro- 
priate $6,350,000 in addition to that which is provided for in the gen- 
eral appropriation bill, making in all over $7,000,000, and to place the 
expenditure of that entire amount in the hands of the Ordnance De- 
partment, would, I think, as has been the case with every other gov- 
ernment that has attempted to manufacture arms in the same way, 
become extravagant, corrupt, and bad, and be without satisfactory 
results in the end. 

The history of the manufacture of heavy ordnance shows that there 
have been three systems: One for the Government itself to manufact- 
ure these guns; the second, for the Government to enter into partner- 
ship with private individuals; and the third, to rely alone upon private 
enterprise for the manufacture. 

We must be guided by the experience of the world in this matter. 
In the consideration of the question by the Committees on Appropria- 
tions on the fortifications bill, upon which this question was to be con- 
sidered and has always been considered, the great controversy has been 
from the Fortieth Congress until now as to the exact mode of utilizing 
the appropriation when made. Congress has never at any time here- 
tofore attempted to engraft upon the Army appropriation bill a pro- 
vision of this character, but has considered it wise to place it alone upon 
the fortifications bill, where it should be considered and where all the 
conditions that Congress in its wisdom thought proper might be im- 

. The Senator from Connecticut by his amendment proposes to 
place the whole $6,350,000 in the hands of the Ordnance Department, 
to be disposed of as they see proper. 

Let us see what has been the result of the systems that I have in- 
dicated elsewhere. In the report of Sir H. Bessemer and Professor 
Osborne Reynolds to the English Parliament they take up the case of 
the Woolwich arsenal, where the government has manufactured its 
own guns, and they come to the conclusion that the government itself 
can not make guns properly, with economy and efficiency. They say, 
in their report, of their very best government shop, Woolwich, a minia- 
ture of which the Senator proposes we shall have without the safe- 
guards which are thrown around the English shop: 

We believe that the defects in our own system of ordnance arise, and arelikely 
to have undue continuance from the absence of independent criticism, and in 
consequence of the technical advisers of the government being the same per- 
sons as those who either are or have been in charge of the manufactories re- 
sponsible for these defects. We believe there are in existence several systems 
of ordnance superior to the Woolwich system, but that these have not had fair 
trial in this country because of the jealousy of the technical advisers of the 
government in favor of our own system. is jealousy has caused an undue 
resistance not only to the adoption of better ordnance, but also to the reception 
of true theoretical principles of gunnery and the construction of ordnance. 

Rear-Admiral Simpson says in his report of the plan of financially 
involving the Government in a joint operation with private parties: 

The experiences in England and Russia are very instructive and warn against 
the wens eae of such a system. In England the government, in addition to 
paying during several years very high ponas for articles delivered, was forced 
to pay £65,000 to close an agreement, while the company, besides the profits in 
Fear po shee bee into possession of a complete working plant at a mere nom- 

valuation, 

In Russia Os PONER finds itself involved with a stock company, pay- 
ing excessive prices for what it receives, and discovers no way of relief except 
by buying up shares and operating the establishment as a government foundry. 

Of the third method, that of giving the entire contract to private 
works, splendid examples of success are found in the establishments of 
Krupp and Sir William Armstrong. They supply guns, complete, to 
all parts of the world. Still, serious objections are made to sole reli- 
ance upon this method, which are thus stated by the Simpson board: 

Asan example of depending almost entirely on private works, Germany is a 
perfect instance. The works of Mr. Krupp are practically the sole source of 
supply of the government artillery. In such a case the government must be 
the slave of the corporation and subject to its whims, caprices, and conven- 
iences. It needs no argument to show the dependent condition of the govern- 
ment under such a rule; it might prove asource of the greatest embarrassment. 
The board is well informed that ten or eleven years ago the artillery officers 
were very restive under this load and were making strenuous efforts to be re- 
lieved from it, but without success. It is hardly to be supposed that time has 
quieted the feelings of dissatisfaction. 

After the examination of these reports and a thorough consideration 
of this whole question it was practically the unanimous opinion of Con- 
gress that you could neither build hipe of war constructed of steel nor 
make guns of great power unless you had the two systems combined 
by throwing open to tke inventive genius of the country an opportu- 
nity to build ships in competition with the Government, and making 
the steel of which these guns are to be constructed and assembling and 
finishing them and making them complete, subject to a test by the of- 
ficers of the Government in competition with the Government estab- 
lishments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not quite hear. May I ask what Govern- 
ment the Senator is speaking of now? 

Mr. GORMAN. I spoke of the Russian Government, where they 
relied upon contracts alone, and I read from Commodore Simpson’s re- 
port upon that subject. 


Mr. President, let us go back fora moment. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], whom I see in his seat on the opposite 
side of the chamber, has had practical experience and knowledge of these 
affairs." You had not in 1880 any Government officers of sufficient 
knowledge and experience to design a vessel of power and speed; you 
had not the facilities in your navy-yards to build one, nor was there more 
than asingle private contractor who would undertake to produce thesteel 
for avessel of war. You werecompelled tomake contracts for the entire 
construction of the hulls and the machinery with the one man who was 
the pioneer in all this business in this country, a man of force, a man of 
energy, a man of great will-power and intense patriotism, who was 
ahead of his time. I refer to the late John Roach, one of the greatest 
men that we have had within our borders in half a century. He was 
ahead of all the naval officers and the officers of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment, having energy and skill and bravery enough to establish the 
first plant of any magnitude within the United States. He constructed 
the first great vessel that you had. 

The plant which he established upon the Delaware made it possible 
for us to obtain and improve the machinery for the purpose of making 
great guns. But because he was the only man whose genius and en- 
terprise had taken him far in advance of the scientific men in the ord- 
nance branches of both departments of this great Government, by the 
rivalry and the enmity between naval boards and bureau chiefs and the 
criticism of mere theorists he was destroyed. 

As we advanced a step further Congress, without any consideration 
of political questions, as there are no politics in it to-day, said that this 
defect of having the Government to rely exclusively upon a private con- 
cern is destructive to individual enterprise and bad for the Govern- 
ment; so the last Congress made ample provision not only for the pur- 
pose of contracting with individual firms and corporations to make the 
steel for your armored vessels and to make steel for the great guns up 
to 10 and 12 inches, but the Ordnance Department of the Navy, by di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Navy, selected the yard here at Wash- 
ington as the great shop for completing and assembling the guns that 
were to be made out of the rough steel furnished by private enterprise. 

The result of the policy was that not only Mr. Roach’s ship-yard, 
but Crump’s, at Philadelphia, a firm in Baltimore, and another one in 
San Francisco and the great firms at Wilmington came forward and 
made bids for the construction of the great war-vessels. You have com- 
petition among themselves, and you had the navy-yards of Norfolk and 
New York prepared to do the work, and they are now constructing two 
of the great engines of war which the last Congress provided for. You 
have been going on in the most satisfactory way, both to the Govern- 
ment and to the contractors, until to-day you are approaching the con- 
struction of the best vessels in the world. 

Here you have the best possible conditions; the skill and genius of 
the best constructors upon the Pacific and the Atlantic pitted against 
your naval engineers and constructors. Our officers know that the world 
is looking forward to compare the result of their work as to cost, speed, 
and durability with the two great engines of war to be constructed at 
the Norfolk and New York yards and with vessels being built by pri- 
vate establishments, by Crump, and at San Francisco and Baltimore. 

Not only this, Mr. President, but this policy has had the effect of in- 
creasing the plants of the great works at Bethlehem, Midvale, and other 
places. Within 40 miles of this Capitol that legislation has had the 
tendency to establish (indeed it was the immediate cause of the begin- 
ning of the establishment) great steel works on the Patapsco (Steel- 
ton) within 5 miles of the city of Baltimore, which is to be the great- 
est establishment in the world. Selecting a point on the shores of the 
Chesapeake as barren and uninviting as the plains, but a point where 
all the crude material can be brought together cheaper than any other 
place in the country, they have there begun (and it is now ready to be 
seen by any man who has interest enough to go 40 miles to look at it) 
a plant such as when completed there will be nothing on the Clyde to 
equal. It will within five years have twenty-five thousand people 
around its furnaces. It will be prepared to make anything from a nail 
to the finest vessel that floats upon the waters of the world; and they 
expect within ten years, with all the conditions as they now stand, 
with their ores taxed as they are by the present tariff—and half of the 
ores come from Cuba—to make vessels there as cheaply as they can be 
made upon the Clyde, 

This is one of the outgrowths of the legislation of the last Congress, 
and the intelligent and patriotic administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment by a man who has grasped the situation and who understands 
the needs of the American people. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will it trouble the Senator if I interrupt him? I 
wish to assist in the discussion, merely. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the Senator aware that my amendment proposes 
to precisely duplicate the successful force of the Navy? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President; I think betore I get through, 
or at least I hope to do so, I shall convince even the Senator from Con- 
necticut that it does no such thing. The one system is based upon the 
American idea. The proposition of my friend from Connecticut, who 
I know to be earnest in this matter, broad and liberal, and who has 
given it. great attention, is based upon the English idea. permitting 
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the Government alone to do the work, except so far as relates to the 
manufacture of steel, which is to be furnished to the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator kindly allowed me to interrupt him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr.GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis exactly what the Navy Department is doing 
and wisely doing, and in accordance with the recommendations of all 
the boards, The Navy Department has a contract with the Bethlehem 
Steel Works for the rough parts, tempered and annealed, of the guns, 
It brings those guns to the Washington navy-yard, where they have 
been building up, almost unknown to Congress, an admirable finishing 
and assembling foundry. The Gun Foundry Board report, from which 
the Senator has quoted, with Simpson’s name at the head of it, whose 
name he has given, recommends that identical course also for the Army. 
The amendment proposes to leave open to all the private enterprise in 
the country the contract to build rough parts of to be finished 
and assembled for the Army at Watervliet, exactly as they are assem- 
bled and finished for the Navy at Washington. f 

Mr. GORMAN. The statement that the Senator has made as to the 
number of guns that have just been completed is exactly true. But 
that is notthe point that I am making. You can not separate the manu- 
facture of steel for the construction of your vessels and the manufacture 
of your guns. Isay that the Government has made it a success only 
because it has pursued the policy of giving private enterprise and genius 
an opportunity to come in and furnish the material. The few guns 
that are being constructed atthe Washington navy-yard are well enough 
in their way, but they form a very small part of what must be done. 
My main proposition is that it has been the unanimous opinion of every 
committee of Congress since the Fortieth Congress that while the Goy- 
ernment must have its own establishments it must also permit private 
enterprise tocome in and not only make the rough parts of the gun but 
to enable private enterprise to present to the Government a complete 
gun, tested by the Government’s own methods exactly as you permit 
them to make the great ships of war. 

It is true, Mr. President, that the last Congress made provision for 
an increase of the plant at the Washington navy-yard, and authorized 
the Secretary of the Navy to construct a certain number of steel guns 
from the forgings bought by contract. As the vessels of war were be- 
ing constructed it was necessary to make an exception in favor of the 
Ordnance Bureau of the Navy Department, and it is also true that the 
Chief of Ordnance of the Navy is universally admitted to be far in ad- 
vance of the Army corps. I am glad to say he has been broad enough 
to recognize thatall the talent was not within his corps, but has been wise 
enough to take advantage of the best talent of the country in finishing 
and assembling his guns, and he has been giving great satisfaction to 
his superior officers. Yetif there were a privateestablishmentinsharp 
and active competition with the Washington yard, no man doubts but 
that the naval officers in charge would produce better results at less 
cost than they will without such competition. z 

Sir, read the advertisements of the Secretary of the Navy for bids 
and the contracts that he has made for the construction of the ships. 
He not only permitted every ship-builder in the country to bid for the 
construction of the ships upon the plan furnished by the Navy Depart- 
ment, but he gave them theadditional privilege of designing their own 
machinery,-of making suggestions as to improvements in the vessels, 
and it was by that method and that method alone that you secured 
bids for the fast cruisers, yes, to be the fastest in the world. So it 
would be with the manufacture of ordnance if you give the master me- 
TEN in private life a fair opportunity to compete with your Army 
officers. 

I do not care to go back over the entire history of this matter, but 
there has not been a ĉæ@mmittee of either House of Congress since the 
Fortieth Congress that has not said that the Ordnance Department as 
now organized is affected with the dry-rot. The head has not and will 
not permit an inventor in this country to bring his invention to per- 
fection, notwithstanding the fact that they havenot for twenty-five years 
made a single improvement of any importance nor any ordnance officer 
urged or presented to Congress for adoption a plan which has not 
proved a failure. All they have done is to copy what the English and 
the French have done. The Ordnance Bureau as it is now organized, 
and as it would be under the amendment of my friend from Connecti- 
cut, would be the graveyard of American inventive genius and enter- 
prise. They have destroyed every man in the country who has pre- 
sented any gun, and notwithstanding the liberal amount recommended 
by the Committee on Appropriations, giving them in this bill nearly a 
million dollars as it stands, without the amendment of my friend from 
Connecticut, to experiment with, more money than they can properly 
spend in two years, to build and complete their machinery and plant 
at Watervliet, to get ready to compete with private enterprise, they 
are not satisfied with that. They want the exclusive control of this 
whole affair. They want $7,000,000 more—more than can be expended 
in four years. 

Mr. President, when I speak of the Ordnance Bureau of the War De- 
spose I mean its organization; I mean the officers responsible and 

charge of the bureau. I do not intend to underrate the officers of 
thatcorps. There are gentlemen in it who will compare favorably with 


any Army officers in the world. There are young men of education 
and bright promise, independence and manhood; but these, as a rule, 
are found in some second-class arsenals and have no opportunity for 
great work. Theirsuperiors are practically in life positions. They have 
become attached to routine and to the traditions of the office in Wash- 
ington. They are jealous of innovation and new ideas. No man in 
the Artillery Corps or in the Engineer Corps is permitted to make a sug- 
gestion as to the improvement of the ordnance. The fossils must be 
ordered to the rear, and any man in the Army who has developed spe- 
cial talent for the construction of these great engines of war must have an 
opportunity. This will come when the Ordnance Bureau is compelled 
to Corpa with the splendid mechanics and magnificent genius in 
civil life. 

After the discussion of this question two years ago Congress had re- 
fused to appropriate a dollar unless new conditions should be imposed, 
unless the door was opened to Americans of genius and enterprise in 
private life to produce a gun. We refused in the last two Con 
to give ordnance officers a dollar; butin the mean time they have had 
an appropriation which has amounted to millions of dollars since the 
war, the proceeds of the sales of old stores and old ordnance supplies, 
which amount to about $75,000 a year. That they have used, and 
they have been using that fund since 1872, and from that fund they 
have produced one or two guns. 

I have no unkind feeling toward the officers of this Department. On 
the contrary, I recognize that there are some exceedingly bright young 
men in it; but it is their organization, their system, their disposition 
to reject every suggestion that has been made by practical and enter- 
prising men outside, against which I protest. One of them thought 
to call my attention to the fact that they had at last succeeded in do- 
ing something, after expending five or six million dollars from the 
money coming from the proceeds of sales, and he writes mea letter that 
at last they have made one 8-inch steel gun of greater power than was 
known in the world, and so far as I know, while it has only been fired 
forty-three or forty-seven times, it is the only product, it is the only 
result, it is practically all they have to show for the expenditure of 
$5,000,000 or $6,000,000. 

Mr. President, what both committees of Congress in the past two 
Congresses have attempted to do, what they are attempting to do now, 
what is provided for in the bill that has already been formulated and 
is being considered by a body elsewhere, is liberal appropriations for 
the Ordnance Department, and the balance of it to be placed in the 
hands of a commission which will say to all Americans: ** We have 
$5,000,000, or $6,000,000, or $20,000,000 to spend in the manufacture 
of 6, 8, 10, 12, and 16 inch guns. The Government wants them. As 
the Senator from Alabama has well said, there is not a single gun to- 
day on your coast that could defend you against any of these great iron- 
clads, unless it be the dynamite gun. Wewant them. Our Govern- 
ment officers have not been able up to this time to make one. We 
will give you an opportunity. Put up your plant and present us a fin- 
ished, complete gun, for which we will pay you liberally, and at the 
same time we will give the Army officers, or the ordnance branch, suffi- 
cient money to complete the plant at Watervliet, and buy the steel, for 
the Government can not make the steel; we will pit you one against 
the other. That is the only known method from which t results 
can be had, Now, goonand compete with the world, and let us have 
the best pattern that American genius can make,” 

But the Senator from Connecticut comes forward with a proposition 
which excludes all the outside world. He proposes to appropriate $6,- 
000,000 or $7,090,000 (for the bill will amount to $7,000,000 if his 
amendment is adopted), and to place the entire manufacture, or the 
assembling and finishing of these guns, in the handsofthe Army. That, 
I say, has been universally condemned by every committee of Congress 
which has considered this subject. »It is unwise and impolitic. No 
man of private enterprise would engage in it, and it is no time for the 
Congress of the United States, with the restlessness there is, with the 
full knowledge that exists, toundertake it. But private enterprise hasno 
consideration at the Army headquarters—I mean of the Ordnance Bureau 
of the Army, for with the General of the Army, whom-we all trust will 
be spared to look over our affairs for a long, long time, they have had 
a cordial reception and the encouragement which comes from a great 
man and a patriot. } 

As an illustration of what has been done take the item in the bill 
referred to by my friend from Alabama, $400,000 for a pneumatic dyn- 
amite gun, theinvention ofan American, developed by oneof the bright- 
est men in the Army, not in the Ordnance Corps, but an artillery offi- 
cer, Lieutenant Zalinski. There was an invention thatthe ordnance 
officers in Washington in effect said could not but be a failure. There 
was not one of them who ever dreamed that they could fire adynamite 
shell a hundred yards successfully. No encouragement whatever was 
given to the development of that enterprise. Nothing but obstruction 
so far as the Government was concerned was offered by them. Without 
a dollar of aid, and by the expenditure of nearly a million dollars and 
with a courage and genius such as we havenot seen in the last twenty 
years in that particular branch, this lieutenant and his friends have 
gone on pop the world has been astounded by the result of the exper- 
iments e, testing it at their own expense, and driving the Depart- 
ment itself, the Secretary of War, and the General of the Army against 
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what they believed to be possible to the conviction that it is to-day the 
most formidable weapon known to the world. I bave it from the 
highest authority in talking over the communication which the Secre- 
tary of War sent to the Committee on Appropriations, and which will 
be found in the report accompanying this bill, that it was no longer an 
experiment, that it was perfect so far as it was possible to have an in- 
strument of war of this sort perfect, and that the General ofthe Army 
and the best engineer officers in the United States Army—and I exclude 
in making this statement any members of the Ordnance Corps located 
in Washington, for they have set their faces against the genius and skill 
of Americans outside of their own corps, and they have nothing of it 
within itso far as we know by results—these officers have said to the 
Secretary of War that with ten or fifteen of these guns at the Narrows 
in New York Harbor it would not be possible for any ironclad that is 
afloat in the world to pass the Narrows with the dynamite guns there 
properly protected. / 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not understand the Senator. What officersare 
- those? 

Mr. GORMAN. The General of the Army is at the head of them. 

Yet, Mr. President, when that proposition comes to this body em- 
braced in the bill, the Ordnance Bureau, with all of its tact and genius 
(and it has the genius of promoting legislation to suit itself, but has 
an extraordinary talent for killing all legislation that does not originate 
with that corps), comes and throws obstructions in the way, makes in- 
sinuations as to its value, which necessarily have an effect upon legis- 
lators. 

Sir, if I were Secretary of War and there was authority under the 
law for it, there is not a man in the corps who has been daUlyingabout 
Washington for the past four years whom I would not send to the in- 
terior in order to bring some new blood here that would not interfere 
and obstruct these great measures which are recognized by all, except 
the members of the corps, as being of great value to this country. 

Now, Mr. President, what have we provided for in this bill? More 
money than the War Department can possibly spend in two. years, 
without the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. We give 
first the amount from the sale of old material, amounting to $75,000 
a year, which has amounted to that much in the last few years. I 
will not trouble the Senate, however, to read the figures, but the 
amount is about $75,000 a year. They have that, they have $100,000 
for experiments, and we have given them $600,000 to repair gun-car- 
riages, to make gun-carriages, to complete the manufacture for which 
the Committee on Appropriations have been appropriating for the last 
eight years, and they are not yet completed. While I have not had 
time to gather together and to examine the various es me bills, 
I venture to say that the amount of money they have had is twice the 
amount that should have béen required. 
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There is in the bill more money than they can expend in the next 
two years, and then the Senator from Connecticut desires to haye placed 
in the hands of this bureau that has accomplished so little $6,350,000 
more. I say that it would be the grossest-extrav: ce. No appro- 

riation of any kind should be mnde in that way. If it is to be made 
tt should be on the conditions I have named, and I am ready so to vote 
for it. I advocated an appropriation for the purpose at the last session, 
and I am ready to do it again when it is putin proper form, that is to 
say to open it to the whole country, to give every enterprising firm 
here an opportunity to compete with our own officers and our own 
plant, but not otherwise. 

Mr, President, to show that I am right in this matter, I pro to 
refer to areport made in the Fortieth Congress by the then Senator 
from Michigan, Mr. Howard. It was a report made by as intelligent 
a committee as was ever appointed by the Senate. In that report the 
committee say : 


loading In the second place, these officers, edu: 
roud of their positions, come to look upon themselves as possessi: 
nowledge extant upon the subject of o ce, and 

and mechanics who offer improvements in arms as ignorantand degigning per- 

sons, and pretentious innovators, who have no claim to consideration. Instead 
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of encouraging the inventive talent of the country, these officers seem to have 
constantly discouraged it, and many complaints of improper and oppressive 
treatment have been laid before the committee by persons who have sought to 
draw the attention of the proper authorities to what were supposed to be vital 
principles with their art, 

Mr. President, the report from which I have been reading goes on far- 
ther to say that there is another difficulty, and that is— 

That it is impossible to use navy ammunition in an army gun, or army ammu- 
nitioninanavy gun. Co-o: tion between the Army and Navy while in active 
service is thus greatly restricted and in some cases has been entirely prevented. 
Offensive operations on the part of a joint expedition of the two might be 
brought to an end for the want of projectiles for the land forces, while the ships 
of the Navy possessed a surplus of the very articles required, which could not 
be used by the land forces, 

And hence in all the appropriations hereafter made there should be 
a joint arrangement as to guns, and they should be of the same pattern 
in both services. That there would be economy in this is very evi- 
dent. We should take the question into consideration on the only bill 
on which it ought to be considered, the fortifications bill, to make pro- 
vision for that very defect which now exists. It is admitted on all 
sides that this is a serious defect which has cost the Government mill- 
ions from thd beginning, and will cost millions and millionsif it is con- 
tinued. A more equitable proposition has been suggested and agreed 
to unanimous! Tiy one commission to dispose of the millions that are 
to be appropriated, but the main point is summed up again in this re- 
port: 

That every encouragement should be given to inventors, and a full and fair 
trial aceorded to all devices offered to the Government that promise a solution 
of the ordnance problem. 

I say, with all the light we have had on this subject, and all the con- 
sideration we have given it, that this proposition is the one that the 
American people expect Congress to adopt for the protection of Amer- 
ican interests. í 

I have said to my friend from Connecticut, and I repeat it now, that 
the Government entering upon these improvements has made it pos- 
sible for more than one great steel manufactory in this country to in- 
crease its plant and begin the great work of making steel for guns. If 


it is seen that we will continue to make fair appropriations for this, 


work, you haye not only the one great steel manufactory, but you will 
have half a dozen others in this country within the next three or four 
years that will manufacture all the steel and all the guns for ships the 
Government may demand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask whether the Senator would have us wait 
three years before we undertake to build a gun when we have not one 
now? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, I would not wait one hour; but 
I would wait fifty yearsrather than say to the American people, ‘* Your 
private enterprise and your genius shall be excluded by the Ordnance 
Bureau of the War Department.’’ Iam ready to make the appropria- 
tion to-day, or,rather, I am ready to make it upon the regular bill, when 
you can surround it by such conditions as will open the door to private 
enterprise; but I Will not vote at any time in favor of the proposition 
of my friend from Connecticut that places the money in the hands of 
officers who have no respect for the rights of the people outside, who 
have failed always to recognize a valuable invention when it has been 
brought to their attention. You know, sir,.as my friend from Con- 
necticut must know, that there has been at least one great invention of 
an American civilian, who, after waiting here until his patience was ex- 
hausted and he was bankrupt almost, had complete success from foreign 
governments owing to the perversity and the peculiar organization of 
this Department, which is now to receive $7,000,000 more. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland a question. 
One of the objections I had in the Committee on Appropriations to such 
a proposition was that not only are the inventions of the American peo- 
pe excluded, but our own officers, in great part have, heretofore and 

suppose how, patents for the inventions they expect tohave used. I 
have always fought against officers of the United States getting out 
patents of their own. I wantto know where the patents are now. 

Mr. GORMAN, In the various re from which I have been read- 
ing and in the report of every committee that has considered this sub- 
ject, the fact has been stated and emphasized that there was not an 
invention that was adopted by the Ordnance Department except it was 
by one of their own officers or one which was taken by some one out- 
side who had it tested abroad and then came back to our own country. 
You will find on your tables pamphlets from these various officers call- 
ing attention to their inventions and improvements. 

In the letter that I referred to a moment ago it is said: 

Since 1872 we have witnessed the failure of the Sutcliff, Thompson, Hitchcock, 
Mann, Yates, and Haskell ms, and feel nosmall satisfaction in finally pos- 

g a powerful gun which will stand the “racket,” and which hasa great 
reserve of strength to insure the morale of the soldiers who may have to use it. 

I remember that there was an officer for whom I have had the high- 
est regard from mychildhood up. I mean the late General Logan, the 
great volunteer officer of our armies in the late war, and his feeling was 
so great, and his Epe show it—and therefore I have a right to refer 
to it—upon this subject of the exclusion of American genius trom the 
bureau, and the same conclusions were reached by General Rosecrans 
and by other volunteer and regular officers. Rosecrans was a graduate 
of West Point. There arestrong denunciations of the action of the ord- 
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nance officers. When I began to investigate I supposed that the rivalry 
between regularsand volunteers, and between officers, outsiders, and the 
bureau officers, might have warped the judgment of Logan and Rose- 
crans, but I soon became convinced that they could have fairly gone 
further. When a bill came up in which was presented an appropria- 
tion to test an invention, these interests induced the most remarkable 
action on the part of Congress in preventing the test of what Congress 
had provided for from its inventors. 

Then came the invention of which my friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] has knowledge. The inventor's efforts here were fruit- 
less; his time was destroyed and lost; but he went abroad, and there 
his invention was accepted. ; 

Mr. President, I am as anxious as my friend from Connecticut is to 
make this appropriation. I would not stop at $6,000,000. I would 
give them $20,000,000 to be expended in the next four or five years, but 
I would give it only upon condition that it was in the hands of a board 
‘who would not wait longer or spend millions in experimenting; who 
would contract with one, three, or five of the great steel works for the 
steel, and at the same time give to the great works at Bethlehem, Mid- 
vale, Chicago, Baltimore, and the one in San Francisco, and any others, 
an opportunity to furnish you a complete gun tested by the most severe 
tests that the Government chooses to apply. 

When you do that then give to your own officers a sufficient amount 
for the Watervliet or any other arsenal, and say to them: ‘‘ Here you 
are now in competition with the outside world; make the best gun you 
can; let us have the benefit now of all the skill thatisin you. We 
have educated you at West Point, we have sent you abroad to exam- 
ine everything. that foreign governments have done; now let us see 
what you are made of; compete if you can with the men who have the 
genius and the courage on the outside.’? When it is done in that way 
then you will have results. As I said before, there is no party consid- 
eration and has not been. Iam entitled to say that during the last 
four years this matter has been considered as a pure business proposi- 
tion. That is the only way in which it ought to be treated, as a great 


public question without politics. If I do not mistake the temper of 


the American people, I do not believe that they are content to have 
their millions expended in any way other than that I have indicated— 
open competition, a fair field for every American mechanic, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I confess, Mr. President, that this is an opposi- 
tion that was hardly to have been expected to the amendment I have 

oposed, because the Senator from Maryland in general has been 

eartily in favor of this work. Idid not know what his special and 
particular plans were, but I venture to say to the Senator now that he 
proposes the most monstrously expensive plan that I have ever heard 
m connection with the subject, and one that has been recommended 
by no single board and no single officer of the Army or Navy, and is 
not followed by his own Secretary of the Navy. I confess I am not 
only surprised but discouraged. It has now been thirteen years since 
one single dollar has been t upon the coast defenses of this coun- 
try, in the construction of them. 

It has been two or three years since there has been money enough to 
cement a falling wall, to sustain a broken revetment, to paint an old 
carriage, to paint a , or to cut the grass upon the glacis; and the 
United States land forces have but one single modern gun, and that is 
on the proving-ground, not ready yet to be put in use, They have 
two or three others in the course of construction, but I am speaking of 
completed guns—I mean the larger gun necessary for siege and coast 
defense. They have twenty-five or thirty field breach-loading rifled 
guns for the artillery; and yet here comes the same old story over and 
over and over again: Wait; something is to be invented; somebody is 
to put upa new plant; there is something better to be done in the fut- 
ure 


Why, sir, I hope there are to be better houses and better clothing 
and better food as time goes on; but we must eat to-day, we must have 
clothing, we must have houses now. We must do the best thing that 
is to be done this day. f 

Mr. President, I want to talk directly to the Senator from Maryland. 
We must do the best thing that is to be done to-day. He has dwelt 
eloquently upon our reliance on private genius. There isnoman who 
has a higher respect for the American mechanic and inventor than I 
have. I would take off my hat in the great machine-shops of Connec- 
ticut as I would almost in a church in deference to the marvelous 
skill and executive power of these men; but I say to the Senator that 
the great gunsof Europe now and those that we propose to have are the 
result of the collection of the private genius of Europe and America, 
which has been devoted with an intensity not equaled anywhere else 
in the world on any subject to invention. 

I say that the gun now adopted in Europe is the end of a generation 
ofstudy. I snppose I should have voted, as I did in Congress twenty 
years ago, to build the best gun known then, though there was great 
doubt about that; but the world was in a transition state then. Iaf- 
firm (and I ask all the mechanics and inventors and ordnance officers 
to stand with me, and I know wy will justify me)—I affirm that we 
have now reached a stage in that development when we are no longer 
to be excused for waiting, for these great guns perhaps will never be 
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obsolete. It can not be that gun of 17 inches caliber, throwing a 
shot of 2,000 pounds, will ever be useless, for the limits of flotation in 
the building of armored ships have practically been reached. The ves- 
sels have 24 inches of forged steel to protect their vital parts, and yet 
an 1,800-pound shot or a smaller shot will smash them in. The limit 
of defense upon water is apparently reached. I do not expect to see 
within my time anything seriously better, anything greatly better, in 
resisting shot than the best forged and hardened steel. 

Now the question is, having reached this culmination beyond ques- 
tion, all Europe having come step by step, one an inch and another an 
inch and anotheran inch, and converging a degree here anda degree there, 
the inventors and manufacturers and the governments having finally 
come together, whether we shall not adopt this, which is really just 
what the Senator calls for. It is done ina measure, too, by our own 
Rodman and our own Gardner and our own Hotchkiss and other men of 
that sort, and by Krupp, who built up his great works and who got his 
power largely through government contracts until now he makes guns 
for the world. It has been done, too, largely through the genius of Arm- 
strong of England, and largely through the genius of Schneider of : 
France, and the other great manufacturers and inventors. 

Now let us take that. The Senator says that there is going to be a 
great establishment over here at Baltimore in three or four or five years. 
Certainly, Are we to wait three years without one gun before we ask 
for contracts? Why talk about leaving it open to the genius and power 
of our capitalists and steel-makers? That is what the amendment 
d 


oes, 

We should think from what the Senator said that the Ordnance Bu- 
reau of the War Department has some particular pet gun of its own, 
the contract for which it wants to send to some particular pet firm. 
Does not the amendment provide that the statutes shall be followed? 
Does it not provide that advertisements shall be made for a certain 
period of time and sent to all the leading manufacturers? Does it not 
contemplate that they will offer to build these parts of guns, and that 
we shall take that which seems to be the best for the purposes, on the 
whole? Thatis what the amendment says. 

I did hope, after we had lost the executive department of the Govern- 
ment, that there was no longer an excuse on the Democraticside for saying 
that men were thieves and liars and idiots at the otherend of theavenue; 
and when the time had come, when nothing but perfectintegrity reigned 
there from high to low, I thought then if we Republicans turned around 
and said, ‘‘Now, gentlemen, that you have got in, we will show you 
that we will trust you‘with any money necessary to put the country 
in a condition of defense,’’ the offer would be accepted. I will trust 
Mr. Endicott, I`will trust Mr. Whitney, each in his Department; 
whether I would otherwise or not I will trust him with the adminis- 
tration of his Department, very glad to vote him any money that is 
necessary. This is not put in the hands of Benét. There seems to 
be an impression that Benét knows nothing, and would not do anything 
if he did knowit. Mr. Endicott controls every one of these contracts. 
Is he not as capable of awarding a contract as Mr. Whitney is? Pre- 
cisely; and I wish to do for the Army just exactly what has been done 
for the Navy—just exactly the duplicate of it. 

I repeat that my proposition is the one sanctioned by that very Gun- 
Foundry Board, from whose report the Senator has quoted. He eulo- 
gizes those men. That was an admirable board. Mr. Endicott made 
a fortifications board which has never been equaled in this country for 
qualification on this subject. I have the report of the Gun-Foundry 
Board here. I donot wait to read it, but I say that the Gun-Foundry 
Board examined the sources of supply for heavy gunsin every country 
of Europe, and came to the conclusion that I seek to carry out in this 
amendment, and that the Navy is already carrying out. 

The Navy Department has the right to advertise for the building of 
one hundred and eight steel guns. I do not know whether the pro- 
posais have been published or not, but they propose to leave it open to 
the prominent, able, and wealthy steel manufacturers to propose the 
terms on which they will construct the rough parts of those guns, and 
then they propose to bring them here to Washington to put in the fine 
finishing and the assembling of which I spoke yesterday. The finish- 
ing and sighting of the guns will all be done here. That is exactly 
what I wish to doat Watervliet for the Army, precisely thesame thing. 

‘The Senator would have us wait longer for ents, I judge from 
what he says; and yet he says we want to wait no longer for experi- 
ments; but he proposes to do that which is a postponement. IfI un- 
derstand his proposition, it is that the private concerns shall be invited 
to’ make a perfected gun. I want to call his attention to this exact 
point. No large manufacturers in the United States will undertake 
upon any terms whatever that the Government would listen to, or the 
peoplesanction, to build a 12-inch ora 16-inch gun of American material 
and in their own shops purely for experiments, They will not do it, 
and I ask the gentleman, who, if I understood him aright, eloquently 
described the treatment given to Roach, to say whether if he owned a 
steel plant of two or three million dollars he would think it worth while 
to waste $1,000,000 of it in putting up a great costly plant, forging ma- 
chines, etc., in order that he might finish one single gun which should 
then betried by thesesame ordnance officers (for who else would try it?) 
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and then it might be objected to, or someimprovement might have come 
on in the world in the mean time so that they would say we must have 
another gun. That is his proposition, as I understand, to ask the pri- 
vate manufacturers to build. a completed gun. They will not do it. 

This plan upon which I am acting is one devised by the men who 
studied the subject for a generation in the interest of economy and in 
the interest of proper checks and balances. Let the private manufact- 
urers do this, which they would gladly agree to do on getting a con- 
tract for a pretty large quantity—several thousand tons; let them prom- 
ise that they will deliver within a specified time certain sizes and kinds 
of steel, with tubes and jackets, etc.—partsof guns. This is their own 
suggestion; they not to have a dollar until it is delivered and tested 
and approved. They understand that kind of a contract. They do not 
care how strict you make the terms. Require whatever you please as 
to tenacity, ductility, density, and all those qualities, chemical or phys- 
ical, of the steel. Anything you say in regard to size, anything you 
say in regard to annealing, tempering, putting them in, may be pre- 
scribed; and then they say, ‘‘If you want us to build 3,000, or 5,000, or 
6,000 tons of this we will put in a plant of a million dollars and give 
you the best work to be had in the world.” And so they will, with- 
out doubt. I have not the slightest doubt of it. They never repro- 
duce European processes, because they will always lay down something 
better after having examined those produced abroad. When they have 
done that you are free of embarrassment, They can do that with about 
half or two-thirds of the plant that would be required if you demanded 
of them that they should produce a finished gun, They will not pro- 
duce a finished gun as an experiment; they will on a contract. If you 
wish to command of these men a finished gun, then you must put in, 
not $5,000,000, but $10,000,000, and then leave the whole gun open to 
them. 

You have given these men lessons during the last twenty-five years 
that they have not forgotten. You have given them years of agony for 
unpaid debts. You have sent man after man into bankruptcy. You 
have had them here by the dozen following Congress for a generation 
to get that which you owe them as honestly as you owe your landlady 
your board bill. You sent John Roach to the grave—a man who was 
an honor to the American mechanics, a splendid example of what this 
country can do for men. Do you suppose these men will seek any 
more such contracts? No, sir; not one solitary one of them will spend 
a million dollars to make you one gun. 

This plan, I say, is devised by men who have studied this subject in 
the light of all these failures and experiments. They give to the Gov- 
ernment a partial control; in the Government shops, the finishing and 
assembling shops, the finer and more skillful fitting and sighting are 
required to be done, and it is then comparatively easy to get contracts 
for the rough and unfinished parts, and we should do just the same by 
the Army as we have done by the Navy and as Great Britain has done. 
_ The Government has the machine tools of various kinds, some of which 
it has just withdrawn from the South Boston Iron Works, and it has 
at Watervliet, where there is a splendid water front, abundant oppor- 
tanity in a neighborhood of skillful mechanics. If there be a plan that 
would admit jobs and delay and abuse in contracts, it is that sug- 
gested by the Senator. 

He speaks of the dynamite gun as an established and final success. 
I do not know but that it is. Ihave heard Zalinski’s lecture on the 
details, with the diagram and stereoscope, and I have read all I conld 

t hold of on the dynamite gun from the beginning to the end of it. 
T think beyond doubt it is largely a success. I think it has come to 
stay as a part of the art of warfare; but I would as soon say that all 
you needed for a cavalryman was a saber with one spur, and all you 
needed for an army was a bayonet. It only fills one field in the sys- 
tem of defense, and it remains to be seen how much of that field it can 
fill. - 

Is the gentleman contented that, while you have not brought about 
the building of a single steèl gun in many years, while you have not 
given out a single one of these contracts, yet here now you provide $40,- 
000 apiece for ten dynamite guns—$400,000 in this bill? I do not ob- 
ject to it, even if it be an experiment. T do not think it will be money 
wasted; but I think it is as yet partially an experiment. He says the 
Ordnance Department opposed it and they have been about here to op- 
pose that. I have been in communication with several of the leading 
men—skillful and accomplished men—of that bureau, and they have 
never said a word to me on the subject. I have consulted them, not 
because they asked me to do so, but because I know they have been for 
years familiar with the subject and with the necessity of action. 

I think the groet injustice is continually being inflicted on Army 
officers here. I know them. They do their duty withoutany reference 
to polities. I do not know how one man in the Ordnance Bureau votes, 
if he does vote, and [ do not care. Forthis purpose I do not care who 
is Secretary of War. I wish to say, however, that both in the Army 
and Navy there is a body of young men from the time of leaving the 
Academy, say from twenty-one to thirty-five years of age, who are not 
su , who are not equaled, in the staff corps of any nation for 
their excellent iminary training, because there is not a military or 
naval schoolin thatequalsour military and naval schools. They 
are not equaled for their preliminary training and for the zeal with 


which they have studied this subject from day to day, the curiosity 
and fidelity with which they read every foreign paper and magazine 
and Government publication on the subject. You may ask for a figure 
regarding any foreign navy or any foreign gun and you can get it by 
telephone in five minutes from the Bureau of Information in the Navy 
Department. You may go down there and have the present condition 
of all navies and all guns and all modern inventions laid before you. 
These men are aching that they may do something to justify the edu- 
cation that has been given to them and something that will give them 
reputation. We have few wars, thank God, but they desire to distin- 
guish themselves in showing that we can build up an excellent sys- 
tem of coast defense with the best guns known in the world, and we 
can build the best ships and the best steam-engines, and if need be we 
can fight them the best. 

Iam proud of them on the whole. Of course there are exceptions, 
If we want a good army and a good navy, the first rule is to establish 
a high standard, and the next is to cut off relentlessly the head of .a* 
man who does not come up to it, and in the third place, to give them 
all honorable reward and encouragement and not perpetually treat 
them in our debates or in the newspapers on the idea that they are 
either ignorant or dishonest. 

The Senator said that the amendment offered by me puts all this in 
the hands of the Ordnance Bureau. We do not put it in the bands of 
the Ordnance Bureau. We say that the Secretary of War shall invite 
these bidsand shall acceptthem. Of course in advertising for proposals 
it is necessary that we should say what we would have built, and the 
War Department will say that we want just what the best peoples in 
the world have built up—forged stecl guns. 

At the same time while we would do that I would not overlook what 
there is of merit in the Senator’s proposition. Ido not seek to do what 
he would intimate—that is, to disregard and overlook private genius 
atall. I would be ready for any reasonable experiment, and the Ord- 
nance Department has been for twenty years spending moncy, and I 
confess some of it against its own judgment. I know there have been 
eases in which tens and tens of thousands of dollars have been wasted 
in obedience to an order of Congress upon things that were of no mortal 
use whatever. I could read you quite a considerable catalogue of the 

ns which the Congress of the United States have from time to time 

irected should be tried. 

The Senator says the Ordnance Department has had a considerable 
sum of money annually raised from the sales of old and obsolete guns 
and materials. So it has had, and whatever money has been so real- 
ized has been used largely for the renewal of the armament of the 
country, and most of the guns that have been made are still now 
counted among the resources of the Army. It has built. field-pieces, 
it has worked upon carriages, it has done jobs of current work, repairs 
and manufacture, as from time to time it has obtained money in that 
way. The Senator might have bad an itemized account of the manner 
in which that has been expended. I am sure the Ordnance Bureau 
has never kept books that could not be opened to the public, when we 
consider the severe criticism and scrutiny to which it has been sub- 


jected. 

I will not detain the Senate longer. There may have been some- 
thing more which I should be glad to answer, but I have referred to 
everything of importance said by the Senator from Maryland that I 
desired to reply to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator a question. I was not sat- 
isfied with the answer of the Senator from Maryland to the question as 
to the patents upon guns adopted by the Fortifications Board and the 
Gun Foundry Board, that is to say, breech-loading forged steel rifles. 
Can the Senator from Connecticut inform me whether there are any 
American patents on those guns, and if so, whether any officer of the 
Army is interested in them ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The proposition is to give the Government a certain 
large quantity of forgings, parts of great guns. The process of making 
them the Government has nothing todo with. I ought to say that these 
should be forged and not hammered, because the forge has superseded 
the hammer. The hammer affects only the surface of the steel, while 
the forge works it as bread is worked. But there is no patent on forms 
to my knowledge; there is no patent on processes that will be touched 
by this sort of contract, nor am I aware of any patent that any Govern- 
ment officer has on anything in the nature of a forged built-up steel 
gun. The only patent of which I have heard—I do not know that Za- 
linski is even an officer of the Army—is the patent on the dynamite 
gun which the Senator from Maryland praises so much. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, I am not particular in what form or 
on what bill we make this appropriation. Iam not informed as to the 
point of order made by the Senator from Maryland, but that has been 
obviated at any rate by the action of the Senate, the decision having 
been in favor of the amendment being in order. I am not particular, 
I say, as to the bill on which this appropriation should be made; my 
own opinion is that without further delay we should begin this work. 

If the position taken by the Senator frem Maryland be scrutinized, 
I think it will be found that he is not very far from the Senator from 
Connecticut in to what should be done. This amendment pro- 
poses to do for the Army what has been done for the Navy, nothing 
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appropriation of $750,000 to provide a plant at the Watervliet arsenal, 
West Troy, N. Y. The second section of the amendment proposes: 

For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel for high- 
power coast defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimensions 
conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manu- 
facture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Provided, That no 
money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delivered. 

That is all that this amendment provides for so far as the manufact- 
ure of guns is concerned. 

At a previous session of Congress an appropriation was made to con- 
vert the navy-yard at Washington into a place where the ingots of 
steel or the fragments, if I may use the expression, of steel should be 
collected for the purpose of being manufactured into guns. A proper 
appropriation was made for that purpose, and those guns are now 
being constructed in the navy-yard at Washington, 6, 8, and 10 inch 
guns. Whilst I do not pretend to be an expert in the manufacture of 
ordnance, I will venture the opinion that there are no better guns made 
anywhere upon the face of the earth than are being made to-day in 
the Washington navy-yard. I will venture the additional assertion 
that there is no better steel made anywhere in the world than is being 
made to-day in the United States. And, sir, I will go astep further, 
at the risk of differing with my distinguished friend from Maryland, 
and say that if this amendment be adopted and this appropriation be 
made for the Army, in less than twelve months’ time guns will be 
manufactured under the direction and supervision of the proper offi- 
cers of the Army which will equal any of their kind in the world. 

I do not sympathize with the disposition to criticise the officers of 
the Army, especially of the Ordnance Department of the Army, be- 
cause they decline to adopt the suggestion of every crank who chooses 
to go there with a device for an improvement in arms. If my friend, 
the Senator from Maryland, were a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, as I am, or of the Committee on Military Affairs, as the Senator 
from Connecticut is, he would soon come to the conclusion that the 
Ordnance Departments of the Army and of the Navy are subjected toa 
very trying ordeal. It has not been three days since a gentleman ap- 
peared before the Committee on Naval Affairs with a device which he 
thought was absolutely perfect for the removal of nets which are spread 
for the protection of a vessel against torpedoes; and yet when we sub- 
jected him to an examination as to the practical operation of it he had 
to admit that it had not been tested, and he flaunted in our faces the 
threat that unless the committee recommended the appropriation of 
the money he asked he would take the steamer on the Ist of August 
and go to Europe, where he would have his scheme adopted. 

I mention that simply as an illustration of what the officers of the 
Army and Navy have to encounter almost daily ; and when, forsooth, the 
suggestions of these gentlemen are not adopted and carried out by the 
officers of the Army and Navy they are denounced for rejecting the 
inventive products of the genius of the American people. 

Now, sir, I do not believe that the Ordnance Department of the 
Army has rejected or will reject a single device which has merit in it 
and which is calculated to be an improvement on the present ordnance 
of the world. TheSenator from Maryland asks meifit haseveradopted 
one. Iam not now prepared to answer the question in detail, but the 
ordnance of the United States Government has been about equal, where 
it has had money to experiment with, to that of any nation in the 
world, The country is flooded with all kinds of devices and inventions 
for small-arms and for heavy ordnance, and my friend from Connecticut 
and my friend from Alabama remember that when we went to Sandy 
Hook there was a man there with a multicharge gun from which it 
was expected that great results would flow, and I believe upon a fur- 
ther experiment with it it proved to be a failure. So it has been per- 
haps with the others. Hence I think the Ordnance Department of the 
Army is not amenable to this charge of rejecting or refusing to enconrage 
the inventive talent and genius of this country. 

But what, Mr. President, does this amendment propose? AsI stated, 
it proposes to spend $750,000 to put the Watervliet arsenal in condi- 
tion to manufacture It proposes then to appropriate $5,000,000 
to be expended in the manufacture of parts of the steel to be used in 
guns. Now, how many guns does this country need? That is one of 
the important questions. How many guns have we that may be called 
available for any p whatever, considering the improvements in 

, the armor of ships and the high-pressure guns of other nations? 

I find in the report made by a select committee of this body on ord- 

nance and war-ships the following: 


PRESENT ARMAMENT OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


In considering the best locations for ewrogoaeet he guns and armor, and the 
choice between Government and private work, it is well to see first what we 
have and what the future supply ought to be. 

The Army has in forts and arsenals: 


Smooth-bores: 
MOAI E e T SEET ENA EN E N EAE E E E E S 2 
15-inch caliber. 308 
10-inch caliber. 998. 
8-inch caliber.. eves 210 
— 1,518 


A total of 1,518 smooth-bore muzzle-loading guns—iron, my friend 
from Alabama. [Mr. MORGAN] suggests. Ass 


XIX——358 


10-inch caliber, 300 pounders 
Sinch caliber, 200 pounders . 
6.4-inch caliber, 100 pounders... 


Converted from 10-inch smooth-bores to 8-inch rifles... i 
Ditto under contract for CONVETSION, ........:.csessserernessensnnenanesessneeenveseneene 


Mr. HAWLEY. Those are finished. There are now two hundred ~ 


and ten converted. 
Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad to hear it. 


Smo0th-bore Mortars.......0ccsccrscseresesarseseererseesevacscvennsvesacoenoverensiceserepebsene sesso 45 


2, 065 


These are all muzzle-loaders. The nine classes require thirty-three kinds of 
ammunition. They are totally inadequate to the defense of our most important 
bors. They may be utilized in the protection of harbors Yeomans, bare ves- 
sels of light armor and draught, and even there they should usually be supple- 
a on by the modern breech-loading steel rifle, with its more rapid and effi- 
cient fire. 
The number of serviceable naval great guns is: 


Smooth-bores: 
20-inch caliber.. 3 
15-inch caliber. 76 
l1l-inch caliber.. 357 
10-inch caliber, 12 
10-inch caliber, shot 21 
9-inch caliber..........c0++00 1,011 
8-inch caliber, 6,500 pounds 346 
$2-pounders, 4,500 pounds.. 378 one 


Parrott muzzle-loading rifles : 
W5O-POUNGETS ..,..00005 snosesecoscsseceseonscsccsan tvancescssessesseeestvocoseseamasonaeveses 
100-pounders ... Saé 
60-pounders . 
30-pounders .. 
20-pounders .... 

Dahlgren muzzle-] 


ing 


Parrott breech-loading rifles: 
80-pounders .........,e0e0 9 
60-pounders . 27 
30-pounders 4. ..cceeeees 5 at 


That was the number of heavy guns that we had on hand at the time 
of this report, made in 1884. Of course it has been increased somewhat 


since. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator let me tell him the change? 
Thirty-four steel guns, all done but two or three, of moderate sizes. 
Either two or three are 10-inch. -That has been the only addition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam much obliged to the Senator. I havenot kept 
pace with the facts. i 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thirty-four steel guns added to that number makes 
the total. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is sufficient for the purpose I have had in 
view: 

The “Armament Board” of Army officers (see Senate Executive Document 
No.5, Forty-eighth Congress, second session) in its report of December 5, 1884, 
being required to determine the character and number of guns required for for- 
tifications and other works of defense, said: 

“The board interpreted the act of Congress under which it was appointed to 
refer only to mortars and guns of high power for the defense of our harbors 
against foreign armor-clad vessels, and in their investigation have not takèn 
into sueen the lighter guns required for the flank defense of permanent 
wor 

And right there I will say in reply to what has fallen from the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, that the best flank-defense gun that I have ever 
heard of, and I believe now the best confessedly on every hand, is the 
gun made by Mr. Hotchkiss, a distinguished man, who invented the 
celebrated shell bearing his name, and who, after our war, went to 
France and there manufactured ordnance for the French Government 
for seventeen years. I understand that the Hotchkiss gun has been 
adopted in a measure; so that the Ordnance Department does not ex- 
clude the invention of every outside person, for Mr. Hotchkiss is not in 
the Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY. . Andacontract has been made for the manufacture 
of ninety Hotchkiss guns. 

Mr. ALLISON. And we have thirty-six of them now. 

Mr. BUTLER. So that the Ordnance Department have not rejected 
everybody’s invention or anybody’s manufacture who is not an Army 
officer or a graduate of West Point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Gatling gun is on most ships. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are the Gatling gun and the Nordenfelt gun 
and the Rodman gun. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Gatling, Hotchkiss, and Nordenfelt are Ameri- 
can guns. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from South Carolina will allow me to 
suggest that what I said was that the Ordnance Department has never 
recognized or adopted any important improvement of an American. 
The only cases in which it has been done are where an American in- 
vention has been put into use abroad. 

Mr. BUTLER. I take it for ganea that one of the controlling rea- 
sons for that condition of things, if itis true—and I am not prepared to 
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deny or admit it—has been due to the fact that Congress has been so par- 
simonious and illiberal in its appropriations for that purpose that it has 
not given the Ordnance Department the money needed to make the ex- 
periments. The Senator says they never recommended it. How can 
an ordnance officer of the Army recommend a thing which he knows 
nothing about, and how can he inform himself until he experiments 
withit? Congressdeclines to give him the money. Other governments 
give their officers the money; they experiment, and the thing turns out 
to be a success or otherwise. 7 

The blame, if any there is, should be attached to Congress in refus- 
ing to-vote money to the different departments of the Army and Navy 
for experimentation. When the matter is discussed, unless the prob- 
lem is susceptible of absolutely accurate demonstration, they say ‘“‘ we 
can not spend the money for it; we must not spend any money unless 
the problem is worked out to the satisfaction of everybody in this coun- 

1) . 


Mr. HAWLEY. Gatling went abroad while our Govern- 
ment liked his gun, and accepted the gun gladly, they wanted a few 
for the Western plains or a few for the Navy, and he could make no 
great sum of money here. He went abroad, and his guns are manu- 
factured there, and the English would not have them unless they were 
manufactured on its own soil. That is the nature of that free-trade 
country; and so the Gatling guns are made there. Hotchkiss could 
not make any money over here. The Government liked the gun well 
enough, but the Government was not buying enough. It is an amaz- 
ing thing here to buy ten guns in this bill. He went abroad, and the 
French and German and English Governments told him to build a 
great shop. Now, that we want arms, we have taken ninety of his; but 
what would ninety have been to Hotchkiss in thirty years? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not only that, but there was great aptness in what 
was said by the Senator from Connecticut in regard to the pay by this 
Government of the people who take these contracts. Mr. Hotchkiss 
himself told me that when he got a contract with the French Govern- 
ment and held it he got his money at once, and did not have to dog 
around the doorsof the legislative chambers for weeks and months, and 
perhaps years, and then be compelled to go into bankruptcy before he 

' got his money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator will remember that Mr. Hotch- 
kiss told us that they always advanced him something on his gun con- 
tracts. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, and that is one of the reasons why the in- 
ventive talent of this country has had to go abroad and seek there a 
market for its products. 

But, sir, proceeding with its recommendation the armament board 
says: 

The board first directed its attention to the depth of water in the channels 
leading toall of our rts, and then ascertained the number of and thickness 
of armor of the known ironclads of the world which could enter their harbors. 


The powers of the guns necessary to penetrate these armors were then calou- 
lated and the numbers of guns considered essential for peepee defense of the 
was guided by a 


for fortifications careful study of the subject. 

The decision in to the calibers, of bore, and weights of gunsand 
projectiles was le from an examination of the most powe: and approved 
types of meri ger known in this country and in Europe. The weights of 
these guns and of their steel-armor-piercing projectiles being definitely known, 
they are not given between limits, 7 

T uowing tanis give, as far as itcan be ascertained, the information which 
the board is ed upon to furnish : 

TARLE I. 

SE a is oe 

6 2 

2 Length of- *:, ae Ss g 

Caliber. EE ee | os |e 4 
2 © pE ric} 
Bore. Gun, cA 
23 EOE È 
1 i N AE m EE 

Feet. | Tons. | Pounds. | Pounds, 
21.5 13.00 285.0 100.0 
26.875 | 25.00 575.0] © 225.0 
35.11 48.00 894.0 456.0 
45.93 | 107.77 | 1,631.4 650.4 
10.33 13.06 |. 610.0 52.0 


TaBe II, 


Velocity of projectile in feet per second at— 
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TABLE IIT. 


Penetration of wrought iron in inches at— 


2,000 | 3,000 
yards, | yards. | yards. | yards. 


So it appears from this report that this Government ought to have, 
for anything like a suficient armament for coast defense, twelve hun- 
dred and nineteen guns of that character. How far will $5,000,000 go 
in that direction? It will be a mere bagatelle, and I do not hesitate 
to say that if some of the money should be wasted in arriving at the 
best weapon that can be made in the world I should be perfectly con- 
tent; not that I desire to see any money thrown away, but no great 
improvement by any great government can be made in war-ships or in 
war ial of any kind unless some money is thrown away, because 
we can not reduce the calculation to an absolute certainty. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland says we ought to en- 
courage private contractors, private enterprise; that the Government 
ought not to enter upon the manufacture of its own guns. I agree 
with him entirely in that. The Senator from Connecticut, I under- 
stand, agrees with that proposition, and there is nothing in this amend- 
ment which forbids it. 

And, sir, at the risk of being a little tiresome, I shall ask the Sec- 
retary to read the remainder of the report made by the select commit- 
tee of the Senate to which I have referred on that subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


CONCLUSIONS. 


` 


Our conclusions are: A 
1. The United Statesis metallurgically independent for all purposes of war 


re. 

2. The manufacture ofiron and steel for peaceful purposes has kept pace with 
the foremost science and skill of the world, For stee!-making the casting ca- 
pacity is ample, but the heavy forging and finishing of guns and armor will re- 
quire new and costly plants. r 

3. The machin d machine tools of the navy-yards are sufficient for the 


. Asa partial check 


Tne AA pc Fg ag en Pg gat to be furnished by 
private foundries, Ships in general d be built by private contract, and 

rivate yards are capable of doing the work. The uncertain nature of repairs 
= such tsome Government yards should be kept ready to make them. 
A > Armor plate and engines should be obtained wholly from private manu- 
facturers, 

6. The costly experiments of twenty-five years haye reached a stage which 
can heaps conclusions. Guns should be made of open-hearth steel, forged, 

reech-loading, chambered, of calibers ranging from 5 to 16 inches, of lengths 
ran, from 30 to 35 calibers. Armor and projectiles should be made of forged 
e hydraulic forging press produces better results than the steam- 
hammer, costs much less, and should be used for Government work. Ships 
should be constructed of steel, but certain minor classes may be composite of 
steel and wood. 

7. The manufacture of guns suitable for ships and coast defense should be 
divided between private foundries and Government shops; the former provid- 
ing the and tempered parts and the latter finishing those parts and as- 


8. The Government should establish two factories for machine-finishing and 
ling guns. The weight of opinion among Army and Navy experts and 
poeno manufacturers of heavy work in steel decidedly indicates the Wash- 
navy-yard and the Wateryliet arsenal as the best sites for such factories. 
When the determination to contract for heavy guns shall have been reached, 
the localities for finishing them can easily be determined. 
9, All needed private capital is ready for cheerful co-operation with the Gov- 
ernment in whatever it may require. 
10. Proposals for armor and guns shonld require such quantities and extend 
vate 


over such a series of years as to justify pri ms in g the best 
plant. Payments should be made only for completed work, and only the guar- 
i should be considered, 


antied bids of persons havi. ital and experience 
Respectfully submitted. ae 
J! R. SAN ORE OURSE 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, those are the conclusions of the se- 
lect committee appointed by the Senate for the purpose of inquiring 
into the subject; and if at any time or anywhere there has been a sug- 
gestion that this work should be done entirely by the Government, I 
am ignorant of it. And there is nothing in this amendment, if this 
appropriation should be adopted, that would prevent Congress making 
an appropriation and putting that money in the hands of a commis- 
sion to use just exactly as the Senator from Maryland has s 
But I think he will recognize the wisdom and propriety of the Gov- 
ernment being independent of all private enterprises in such matters. 
That was the policy adopted in regard to the Navy. It was thought 
that one or two of the navy-yards of the Government should be put in 
condition to build a ship out and out, and one is now being constructed 
in the navy-yard at Norfolk, and perhaps one at another navy-yard. 
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Other ships are being built by contract. So it would be with the guns. 

But it does seem to me that a government like this should at least have 

one place where it can collect the various parts of a gun and put them 
er independent of any other establishment in this country. 

y colleague [Mr. Hampron] very properly suggests that the ex- 
penditure of this money will extend perhaps over four or five years, 
so that there is no very great danger to result in that aspect of the 
case. But, Mr. President, it seems to me, as I said awhile ago, that 
it is of the last consequence that the Government should have one or 
perhaps two establishments of its own where it can make itself inde- 
pendent of private establishments. 

Now, in regard to the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky and 
the Senator from Maryland about the patents of Army and Navy officers 
being used and that the patents of nobody else are used, I think that 
must be imaginary. the guns that are being fabricated now at the 
navy-yards are being made in pursuance of any patent of any Navy or 
Army officer, Iam not aware of it. Perhaps the Senator from Con- 
necticut can tell me how that is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam assured by Army gentlemen that notasingle 
officer of the Ordnance Bureau hasa patent of any description for any- 
thing that is used. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is my information. So I think that objection 
is more imaginary than real, and that the Government is not likely to 
suffer on that account. 

In regard to the patents for the manufacture of steel, I do not un- 
derstand that this amendment requires the War Department to accept 
any particular patent. It requires the steel to be subjected to a cer- 
tain test and that it shall come up to that test, and if it does it is ac- 
cepted, and not otherwise. But, as is suggested in the conclusions of 
this report, the liquid-compressed steel is superior to that which is pro- 
duced by being hammered, and the 100-ton hammers are now going out 
of vogue. So we are not likely to have any evil consequences from 
those causes. 

Now, one other observation, Mr. President. We have heard much 
of late years about seacoast defenses and about the propriety of ap- 
propriating immense sums of money for permanent fortifications. I 
undertake to say, and I believe I am entirely within bounds when I 
do say it, because the Senator from Connecticut made substantially 
the same statement, that there is not one single gun in possession of 
the United States Government to-day to be put upon the fortifications 
for any of onr harbors—not one. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not one of the modern style. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse I mean that. Isay there is not one sin- 
gle gun of modern style to mount upon a fortification if we had every 
river and harbor in thiscountry protected by permanent fortifications, 
so it looks to me as if we are proceeding as s man would who com- 
menced building his house by beginning at the top. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The most powerful old cast-iron gun we have is a 
20-inch gun, and it compares with the powerful rifle that heads the 
list in Great Britain by the figures of 18 to 57 in energy. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. To mount those guns upon permanent 
fortifications and to compel men to stand behind them against the high- 

wer of Great Britain and other foreign governments would be 
little short.of murder. 

We ought to make a beginning if we are going to have guns that are 
at all equal to those of other governments—modern , I mean, It 
we are going to have them at all we ought to begin at once to prepare 
for their manufacture. Then after having made some we 
could begin to put up some fortifications for the harbors of the United 
States, and let the two go hand in hand. But it would be perfectly 
useless for us, it seems to me, to build ent fortifications any- 
wherein thiscountry without gunstomountonthem. Sothereisevery 
reason why the Government should enter at once, withont another 
day’s delay, on the manufacture of the best guns that can be made 
anywhere in the world; and I believe that if we give the War Depart- 
ment of this Government the money needed they will build. as cheap and 
as complete and as effective guns as can be made anywhere in the world. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr President—— 

Mr. BECK. Allow me one word, as I was referred to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. BECK. This very important question ought not to be attached 
as an amendment to an appropriation bill in which we have to provide 
for the Army of the United States for the year beginning on Sunday 
next; but here we are confronted now with a. proposition that may 
hang up the bill between the two Houses for a month, when we have 
two committees specially charged with the business of attending to 
guns for the Army and guns for the Navy, and they have had seven 
months in which to present a bill, and without doing it now they say 
that urgency is demanded and that there ought not to be a day lost. 
They have lost the seven months of the session now passed; they have 
had the matter under consideration and have not yet prepared a bill 
for the two Houses to act upon on its merits; and yetthey now attach 
this as an amendment to the Army appropriation bill, and the other 
House is to be coerced into the of something on this question 
or the Army is to go unprovided for. 

That is the attitude in which the two committees charged with these 


> 


matters seek to place the Congress of the United States. If the meas- 
ure had any merit in the seven months that have passed, when we were 
adjourning from Thursday to Monday for weeks and months and doing 
nothing, they could have afforded to bring the subject up and discuss 
it. Whether the Senator from Maryland or the Senator from Connec- 
ticut be right, and whether we are to go into the hands of patentees in 
the War Department or anywhere else, or whether we are going to ex- 
clude fair propositions or favor certain gentlemen, could all have been 
discussed and the House of, Representatives could have met the ques- 
tions fairly without the pressure of this ‘‘stand and deliver’? policy 
or prevent the Army of the United States from being sustained. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. I have said all I care to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky speaks of the action of 
the Committee on Military Affairs in pressing this question, and he says 
the Senate is seeking to coerce the other House, and says it as if in 
bad humor. The discussion has been very remarkable for its mild- 
ness. I think there is no disposition to coerce the other Honse. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from South Carolina mistakes a piece of 
earnestness for bad humor. -I neyerstirupanybody. Thereis no bad 
humorin me. No one will spend more money than I for guns; but 
what I object to is what has been going on for years, spending millions 
on the navy, pretending to get.a navy and getting no navy, pretend- 
ing to get guns and getting no guns. We have given money and we 
will give money without stint whenever we see that we are going to 
have the money fairly and properly applied; but before that is done 
the committees having charge of these matters ought to bring them up 
and have them discussed in the Congress of the United States, and 
give assurance that the money will be properly expended without fa- 
yaaa and without rewarding persons interested in patents. Thatis 

we ask, 

Congress has been charged time and again with failing to act, but it 
has been because had no faith in the expenditure which they 
were asked to make. When Professor Baird was alive and he asked to 
build the t museum he was told to take all the money he wanted, 
which he did, and he built it for half what other people would have 
done. When the War, State, and Navy Department building was un- 
der construction and Colonel Casey was put in charge of it, after the 
State Department was put up he was told to take all the money he 
wanted. When General Meigs was in charge of the Pension Office we 
said: ‘‘ We will give you all the money you want.’? We knew the 
money would be honestly expended. But when we are asked to buy 
guns for the Navy or the Army we want to know whether the money 
is to go into the hands ef favored contractors. When ships were sold 
for old scrap Congress did hold back, because they wanted to be assured 
that they would get what they were contracting for. Congress ought 
to be dealt with fairly. 

All Task now is to be assured—for I have no sort of means of know- 
ing—whether this is the best plan. Iam not on the Naval Committee 
or the Military Committee. I am on the Appropriations Committee, 
and when thisis flung in to us, as it was yesterday morning, asan amend- 
ment to anappropriation bill, without having had a chance to look at 
it, without having had a chance to call on the heads of Departments 
about it, we are told we must attach it to an appropriation bill when 
we had never even seen it until yesterday morning, and then it came 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, fresh from a hearing the pre- 
vious afternoon, who put it in the hands of a committee that had never 
seen it before, and the fact is, we could not haye had time to read it or 
perfect it. Isay this is not the proper bill to placeit upon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would itmake it any better to place it on the forti- 
fication bill, which has not come yet and nobody knows when it will 
come? 

Mr. BECK. I suppose that it should come in as an independent 
measure if it has merit, and not be sought to be forced through 
whether we like it or mot, or have the Army bill fail. 

Mr, HAWLEY. It went through the Senate unanimously as an in- 
dependent measure at the last Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will say to my friend, the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck], that the action of the Senate has placed this amendment 
fairly before it. I will suggest, in the first place, that the Committee 
on Coast Defenses, of which I am a member, have given a good deal 
of consideration to the defenseless condition of the country and to the 
necessity of preparing for proper defense, and have reported a bill to 
the Senate recommending the appropriation of very considerable sums 
of money for the purpose of providing proper guns and proper fortifi- 
cations, The amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
[ Mr. HAWLEY] is in the line of the recommendation of the Committee 
on Coast Defenses, only that it appropriates much lessmoney, and there- 
fore it is more liable to be acceptable to the Senate and to the other 
branch of Congress and to secure action and enable us to commence do- 
ing something on the subject. But as to the Senate being unprepared 
for the subject, as suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, I would 
observe that the Senate committees have been considering this subject 
for years. The subject has occupied the attention of the War Depart- ` 
eae yt Eri Navy Department, and of Congress for a number of years, 
and necessity for action has been pressed upon Congress. 
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The first section of this amendment provides for the appropriation of 
$750,000 to secure ‘‘ the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the nec- 
essary buildings and other structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures 
for an Army gun factory for finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, 
to be erected at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., in accord- 
ance with the recommendations of the Gun Foundry Board of Febru- 
ary 16, 1884.” 

That we need such an establishment I think there is hardly any con- 
troversy by any one. 

The second section of the amendment provides: 

For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel for high- 
power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and dimensions 
conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manu- 
facture, and including all the parts of each caliber , $5,000,000. 

It is objected by the Senator from Maryland [Mr, Gorman] that 
this work ought to be let out to competition, This particular item, 
which calls for the principal part of the money asked for, is for the 
purchase of steel, which is to be furnished upon competitive bids in 
response to a notice from the Government, and is open to the competi- 
tion of all persons who think they have the capacity to manufacture 
such steel as is required. 

If I was better qualified to discuss this subject than I am I would 
not in the present stage of business undertake to detain the Senate by 
a prolonged discussion. I simply desire now to call attention to a feat- 
ure of this question not embraced in the discussion of Senators who 
have given more attention to the quality and character of the arms to 
be furnished. 

The United States is the leading power in the Western Hemisphere. 
With its sixty-five millions of people, with a population larger than that 
of any country in Europe save Russia, with a commerce 1 than 
that of any other country in the world save Great Britain, it has to 
compete with the enterprising, aggressive populations of Western Eu- 
rope and the teeming millions of Asia, situated on the half-way ground 
between them, so that we must recognize the necessity and the obliga- 
tions which rest upon a first-class power. We can not ignore the fact 
that the United States now has, by its population, by its position in the 
earth, reached a point that makes it necessary to be a first-class power, 
unless we propose to abdicate the duty of the American Government 
and the rights of American citizens. 

In this condition of things what next comesto our view? That we 
have a seacoast of 10,000 miles and a northern border of three or four 
thousand miles more upon a country more likely to have ani 
with us than any other. Our frontiers and our seacoast are to-day, in 
view of the armaments of the other nations of the earth, powerless and 
defenseless. Is this condition of things to be tolerated by the Ameri- 
can Senate? In view of such a condition of things are we to wait until 
the mind of every Senator shall be satisfied with every detail of a meas- 
ure necessary to place the country in a proper condition of defense ? 

I do not profess familiarity enough with the subject to know that 
this is the best measure that could be adopted, but it is a measure in 
the right direction, and I do not think we can commence too soon to 
manufacture first-class guns, nor do I think we can commence too soon 
to make proper preparation for the defense of our seacoast cities and 
for the protection of our northern frontier. 

The best negotiators get along a little better when they have good 
guns and good ships at their back. I care not what the population, 
what the wealth of a nation may be, if it is unprepared to defend its 
rights and defend its people it is subject to encroachments at the 
hands of those nations with greater foresight who seek to impose un- 
just terms, No Senator can doubt to-day that if the United States 
were involved in war with any first-class power of the earth, especially 
one having a first-class navy, while in the end we should sustain our- 
selves, in the beginning hundreds of millions of dollars must be sacri- 
ficed, with the loss of life, the wreck of fortunes, and the misery which 
always follows such calamities; and what would be five or ten or one 
hundred million dollars expended for the public defense rather than 
such a calamity as this should befall the American people to injure 
their intérests and to humiliate their pride? 

I shall vote, sir, with pleasure for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut, because it seems to me that it begins in a 
right way. Whether it is the best way or not, I am not expert enough 
to say; but it begins in aright way, and no better way seems to have 
been suggested yet. If any Senator has a better way I willaccept that; 
but until a better is proposed I shall vote for this amendment. I be- 
lieve that it is our duty to prepare better for the defense of the rights 
and honor of the American Government and people. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I fully concur in the remarks of 
the Senator from Texas and other Senators who have advocated this ap- 
propriation. Iam oneof those who do not believe that it has been 
economy heretofore to wait for other nations to make inventions and 
to build guns, and to wait until they have perfected them. 

What is the object of guns and of an army and a navy? We do 
not expect war, but we want to avoid war. If we remain entirely de- 
fenseless we must be subjected to humiiation continually or have war. 
That is the experience of all nations. We are without any guns at 
all; it takes six years to prepare them, and think of what we must 


submit to in case of emergency! Consequently we are in no condition 
to treat with any foreign power; we have got to put up with its de- 
cision. The islands of the Pacific are being occupied by other nations, 
taken up one after another. We can not even protest. The Isthmus 
is going into foreign hands. We can hardly protest. All along our 
northern border our opposite neighbor is doing whatever she pleases, 
and we can make no effectual protest; but everything is excused here 
on the ground that we must submit; that we are in no position to do 
otherwise; itis the best thing we can do in our defenseless condition. 

Not only that, but failing to build guns ourselves and make experi- 
ments ourselves, we are sacrificing the experience we should gain by 
building guns. We must make some mistakes. Other nations have 
made mistakes. We can afford the expense if we would have the expe- 
rience; but in case ofan emergency we are here without any experience 
whatever, with no shop fit to build gunsin, and no cannon; we must 
wait until our seaboard is destroyed or submit to the most humiliating 
terms, 

We are supporting an army and a navy. We have the best naval 
and the best military academies in the world, and I believe we are 
educating the finest class of young men. If we will give them an op- 
portunity, ifwe will go on and make the necessary preparation and give 
them something to act with, they will defend the country. And it is 
a reflection upon these officers, it is a reflection upon the whole sys- 
tem, that we dare not trust anybody to build the necessary guns, to 
construct the necessary fortifications, to build the necessary navy, and 
we must wait. I have heard a great deal about the money we have 
saved by waiting. We have lost immensely in the skill, in the ex- 
perience, in the establishment necessary to keep our country in acon- 
stant state of preparation. 

Until this world forgets the art of war, until we have a guaranty of 
universal peace, until arms are entirely abandoned, we must remain 
in a state of readiness for war in order to have any p ct of peace. 
If we are in readiness we may be the most peaceful nation on earth, 
If we have our establishments so that we can build a first-class gun, if 
we have some first-class ships, if we properly fortify our coasts, no- 
body will interfere with us, and we can then talk of the Monroe doc- 
trine, and we shall not be told that we are too weak to defend our 
rights. 

It is false economy, because one of two things is inevitable, that we 
must submit to a third-class power, so far as all negotiations are con- 
cerned, and submit to the most humiliating terms whenever we deal 
with any nation, or we must be in a state of preparation, because we 
dare not make the sacrifice that war would bring, with our vast cities 
on the seacoast and on the lakes entirely unprotected. The destruction 
of life and property would be so great that no statesman would dare 
vindicate the rights of our country, no President dare do it if there 
was a prospect of war with any nation. I say, if we would maintain 
our position on the continent, if we would be respected as a nation, we 
must go forward and make some mistakes, if necessary, but we must 

on and be prepared to build guns and to build ships, and we must 

uild some, for we shall never learn how to build unless we commence 
building. 

It is humiliating to talk about waiting for other nations to make the 
experiments, and then sending spies there to find out what they have 
done, so that we can follow it, when we have more inventive genius 
than any nation on earth in every department, and we can be trusted 
to excel in every mechanical art if we will go ahead. Onur people are 
able and competent, our country is unbounded in resources, and we 
need not wait for other peoples to invent arms and means of fortifica- 
tion. 

We should go on with experiments and we can lead; but if we wait 
until the emergency comes, suffer the humiliations and the destruction 
and indignities to our flag from every power in the world, we shall 
be not oniy exercising bad economy but bad patriotism, bad because we 
can not make the people of the world respect our flag unless it has 
power behind it. We can not make our own people love it unless we 
make the world respect it; and the way to sel any a united people is to 
make them proud of the power and greatness of the nation, proud of 
being American citizens, proud of the flag wherever it floats; and in 
order to do that we must be prepared to defend that flag. 

Then let us go forward. This is a small appropriation. It may not 
have been perfectly considered, and drawn in the best way. I do not 
know whether it has been or not, but it comes well recommended; it 
is clearly defined; it is intelligently set forth by the gentleman who pre- 
sents it, and I do not think we shall have a better opportunity at this 
session to get a vote of the Senate in favor of preparing for war in time 
of peace, and taking a step towards placing this country in a position 
that every third-rate power of the whole world will not feel at liberty 
to insult our flag and humiliate American citizens. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rose when the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] obtained the floor and made his clear and com- 
prehensive and I may say patriotic address on this question, not to recite 
any of the arguments which have been adduced during the last half 
dozen years in favor of the construction by the United States of modern 
guns, but to call the attention of the Senate to the remarkable concur- 
rence of opinion on the part of all persons, members of Congress, mem- 
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bers of the Army and Navy, and private citizens who have investigated 
this subject. 

The first formal investigation was made by the gun foundry board, 
which was organized in pursuance of the act of March 3, 1883, five years 
ago, and upon that board were Rear-Admiral E. Simpson, Capt. E. O. 
Matthews, and Lie: t. \V. H. Jaques, of the Navy, and Col. Thomas G. 
Baylor, Lieut. Col. Henry L. Abbott, and Maj. Samuel S. Elder, of the 
Army. That board visited Europe; they visited all the works in 
America, and they made a report on the 20th of February, 1884. 

On the 12th of March, 1885, President Cleveland appointed, under 
the act of March 3, 1885, what is known as the fortifications board. I 
call the attention of Senators to the distinguished character of the mem- 
bers of that board. The Secretary of War, Hon. William C. Endicott, 
was president; Brig. Gen. Stephen V. Benét, Brig. Gen. John Newton, 
‘Lieut. Col. Henry L, Abbot, and Capt. Charles S. Smith, of the Army, 
and Commander W. T. Sampson and Commander Caspar F. Goodrich, 
two of the ablest officers of the Navy, and two eminent civilians, Mr. 
Joseph Morgan, jr., of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Erastus Corning, of 
New York, constituted that board, and their report was in due time 
made and has been printed by the order of Congress. 

In addition to investigations made by these boards, two committees 
of Congress were appointed to make investigation and report. I hold 
in my hand the report of the House committee, Report No. 1450, 
Forty-ninth Congress, first session, the members of which commission, 
for it was a joint commission of the two Houses in the first instance, 
were Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Hewitt, of New York, Mr. 
BuRNES, of Missouri, Mr. Crisp, of Georgia, Mr. Hiscock, of New 
York, Mr. REED, of Maine, and Mr. PHELPS, of New Jersey. They 
made a report in which they discussed the whole subject. Then we 
have the report of the Senate Committee on O ce and War Ships, 
which was the complement of the commission appointed by the Senate 
and the House, Their report, which was made as long ago as Feb- 
ruary, 1886, is signed by Senator HAWLEY, Senator ALDRICH, Senator 
Sewell, Senator MORGAN, and Senator BUTLER. These reports have 
been also supplemented and indorsed by reports by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Ordnance and War Ships, the present committee, at the head 
of which is the Senator from Oregon, Mr. DOLPH. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Ordnance and War Ships is 
remarkable for being the result of a most thorough and exhaustive ex- 
amination of this subject. The members of the committee, I doubt 
not, are too modest to do themselves justice with reference to this re- 
port, but I take occasion to pronounce it as haying been founded upon 
as complete and thorough and exhaustive an examination of this sub- 
ject as ever was made of any subject by any committee or any com- 
mission whatever. 

I give the membership of the committees and commissions to which 
I have referred: 

Senate Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, 1886.—J. R. Hawley, chair- 
man; N. W. Aldrich, W. J. Sewell, J. T. Morgan, M. C. Butler. (See report of 
the Select Committee on Ordnance and War Ships, Senate Report No. 9, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session), 

Board on Fortifications or other Defenses (appointed by the President of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of Congress approved h 3, 
1885).—Hon. William O. Endicott, Secretary of War, president of the board; 
en V. Benét, Chief of Ordnance; Bay, n. John Newton, Chief 
of goena Lieut. Col. Henry L. Abbot, Corps of Engineers; Capt. Charles 
8S. Smith, Ordnance Department; Commander W. T. Sampson, United States 
Navy; Commander Caspar F. Goodrich, United States Navy; Mr. Joseph Mor- 
gan, jr., of Pennsylvania; Mr. Erastus Corning, of New York. (See report of 
the board sti in House Executive Document No. 49, Forty-ninth Congress, 

on). 

Commission on Ordnance and War Ships (appointed under resolution of the 
House of resentatives, approved July 6, 1884, and continued under provision 
of the actof rch 3, 1885, volume 23, Statutes at Large, 470).—Hon. Samuel 
J. Randall, of Pennsylvania; Hon. Abram S. Hewitt, of NewYork; Hon. James 
N. Burnes, of Missouri; Hon. Charles F. O of Soom Hon. Frank His- 
cock, of New York; Hon. Thomos B, Reed, of Maine; Hon. William Walter 
Phelps, of New T (See report of the Commission on Ordnance and Gun- 
nery, House Report No. 1450, Forty-ninth Congress, first session). 

Committee on Coast enses Par session, Fiftieth Congress).—Joseph 
N. Dolph, of Oregon; James mald Cameron, of Pennsylvania; Joseph 
Hawley, of Connecticut; Frank Hiscock, of New York; John R. McPherson, 
of New Jersey; Wade Hampton, of South Carolina; John H. Reagan, of Texas. 
(See Senate Report No. 603, Fiftieth Congress, first session). 


Mr. President, with all this investigation we have the remarkable 
fact that all of these committees and commissions and all the members 
of these commissions and committees reached the one conclusion, which 
is expressed in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, and which has been expressed in the report which the Senator 
from South Carolina to-day has incorporated in his remarks, and that 
conclusion is, that if the United States is to have any modern guns 
either for its war ships or for its fortifications, it should procure them 
in this way, by making contracts with American manufacturers to pro- 
duce the steel and get it into a condition where it can be taken and 
fabricated into the gun. I say that with this common consensus, with 
this universal agreement, with nobody dissenting, it is about time that 
scar n age be done. 

n 1883 there appeared by the report of the Navy Department the 
number of guns then possessed by the Navy. The D South 
Carolina has read a statement showing the number and condition of 
the guns of the Army. I will read a statement as to the number of 


guns of the Navy. They were large in number, but worthless for all . 
practical purposes: 

The guns of the Navy are 2,233 smooth-bore muzzle-loadin 
rious calibers; 77 Parrott muzzle-loading 40-pound rifles; 267 similar 80-pound 
rifles; 51 muzzle-loading 180-pound conve rifles; 26 breech-loading 40-pound 
converted rifles; and 10 breech-loading 80-pound converted rifles, 

The 87 converted rifles have fair power, and may be considered useful for 
the present. The Parrott rifles were made during and immediately after the 
rebellion; they eee in an emergency serve a subordinate part 
of our armament, but are in no real sense suited to the n of the present 
day. The smooth-bore gunsare incapable of contending with rifled guns throw- 
ing one-half their weight of shot. 

With not one modern high-powered cannon in the Navy, and with only 87 
guns worth retaining, the importance of action for the procurement of nayal 
ordnance seems apparent if the Navy is to longer survive. 


Since that time there have been built for the Navy, as has been 
stated by the Senator from Connecticut, about thirty guns for the ships 
now under construction, and authority exists to construct about one 
hundred and eight more modern guns for the Navy; but as yet, as has 
been so well stated, and I repeat it, the Army of the United States has 
not one modern except an experimental gun which it has man- 
aged to construct. Yet we stand here discussing the question whether 
we shall authorize the Army to build guns upon an appropriation bill 
or shall wait to pass a special bill and go over all this ground again. 

Mr. President, I hope that unanimously, withoutany distinction of 
party, the Senate will agree to the appropriation of $5,000,000 which 
is named in the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

I desire before closing to say that I do not understand that this amend- 
ment is obnoxious to the criticisms made by the Senator from Mary- 
land. I donot understand that the amendment excludes the War De- 
partment from making contracts with private gun establishments to 
fabricate guns if any such establishments come forward and offer to 
build them. The amendment proposes that the Watervliet arsenal 
shall be put in a condition to build guns. Ido not understand that 
the Senator from Maryland objects to that. The amendment provides 
for procuring $5,000,000 of gun-metal for the Army. However, it does 
not provide that that $5,000,000 of gun-metal shall be worked up and 
used in the Government shops, but it is entirely open to the War De- 
partment, as I understand it, when that metal is ready, to make con- 
tracts with private manufacturers to construct guns. AsI understand, 
there are to-day existing contracts both with the Cold Spring Foundry 
and the South Boston Iron Works for the construction of guns for the 
Navy. 

The whole question raised by the Senator from Maryland, as I un- 
derstand it, is outside the present measure, which simply says that we 
will fit up the Watervliet arseral, and that we will provide $5,000,000 
of gun-metal for the Army of the United States for Army guns, as we 
have already provided nearly $5,000,000 of gun-metal for the Navy. 

I hope, Mr. President, that there will be no objection to making an 
arrangement by which the other powers of the world may understand 
that after five years of investigation, all leading to the same result, the 
United States of America propose to build guns that are fit to be put 
in the fortifications of the United States, 

Mr. DOLPH obtained the floor. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 2929) to author- 
ize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes, was presented to the President 
on June 14, 1888, and not haying been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, it had become a law without his approval. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate sundry 
messages from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist on its amendments to the said bill dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. CocKRELL. 


cannon of ya- 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives insisting upon its disagreement to the six- 


teenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
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States for the fiscal year 1889, and asking a further conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr, ALLISON. In the absence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], who has charge of the bill, I move that the Senate still further 
insist on the sixteenth amendment, and agree to the further conference 
asked by the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
a t the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair appoints as the managers 
of the conference on the part of the Senate the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the disagreementis on an amendment presented 
to the Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations, I ask that I may 
be excused from service upon the conference committee, and I beg to 
suggest that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] be substituted in my place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be excused, and the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SnERMAN] will be appointed in his place. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust for the explanation of the matter fully to 
the committee on the part of the House thatthe Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] will be added as a member of the conference commit- 
tee, either in place of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], or, if 
that is not deemed advisable, that the conference committee on the part 
of the Senate be increased to four. I thinkit is better that thatshould 
be done, because the Senator from Alabama is more familiar with the 
whole subject than I am. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair believes that there is no 
precedent for the appointment of four managers of a conference on the 

rt of the Senate. If itis desired by the Senate, the Senator from Ala- 

Mr. MorGAN] may be substituted for the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BECK]. 

Mr. . Ido not see the Senator from Kentucky present, 
but I have no doubt he would at once assent to it if he were present. 
I move that the Senator from Alabama be substituted for the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, then, will announce as 
the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate, the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and 
the Senator Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 


the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the 
June 30, 1889, 


Sak, grin sae Agoenitare De ia fiscal year en 
and for other purposes, and asking a conference with 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

R That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of resentatives, and to the conference asked by the 
votes of the two Houses thereon, 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. FARWELL, 
and Mr. CALL. 


e Senate on the 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives further insisting onits disagreement to certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) making appropri- 
ations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 

and asking a further conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

That the Senate further insist on its amendments to the said bill dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, and to the further conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWES, 

and Mr. COCKRELL. 


BRIDGE AT WABASHA, MINN. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the vote by which the bill (H. R. 7749) 
to authorize the building of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Wabasha, Minn., was indefinitely postponed be considered, and that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was in- 
definitely postponed will be reconsidered, if there be noobjection, and 
the bill will be recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 


two Houses thereon. 


LOAN OF TENTS, ETC. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The joint resolution (H. Res. 188) auth the 
loan of tents and camp equipage to the veteran organizations of the 
Society of the Army of the Potomac came over from the House of 
Representatives a short time ago. It relates to the loan of tents and 
camp equipage for the celebration at Gettysburgh. I wish to make a 
statement in regard to it which will dispose of it, and I wish to put 
—_ statement upon record that there may be no misapprehension 
about it. 

The Senate on the 20th of June concurred in a House joint resolu- 
tion isely identical in terms and the matter is concluded, the Presi- 
dent having signed the joint resolution and the work being in progress, 
I do not know how it happens that the House of Representatives has 
just passed it over again and it comes here to-day. I make this state- 
ment that there may seem to be no disrespect or negligence in the Sen- 
ate paying no attention toit. The matter is all done; it was done 
nine days ago. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis manifest that many of the appropriation bills 
can not be passed during to-day and to-morrow, and therefore I report 
back from the Committee on Appropriations the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, and I give notice that to-morrow morning [ shall ask to have it 
considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. BECK, and others. Have it passed now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators around me suggest that I ask unanimons 
consent to have the joint resolution considered to-day. I will ask that 
consent now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that he joint resolution just reported be now con- 
sidered by the Senate, the business being informally laid aside. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the joint resolution is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol > ecessary operati a 
Me asaaaas ate eine yakit oiea amant for poh s hse 
of June, 1888, be, and they are hereby, continued and made available for a period 
of thirty days from and after that date, unless the appropriations there- 
for vided for in bills now pending in eer aay Ihave been previously 
propriations, or any of them, horehy contined are or is ineudiaton$ to carry 
the said resp ies aar ana asufficient amount amount is here! ip 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

e: Provided, That no greater amount shall be expended therefor 
be in the same proportion to the a; a) 
od hee pps bile tae a AART. for all einer h i pran Akn 
em the su civil, Army, District of Columbia, legislative, executive, 
and judicial, and nayal appropriation acts, in advance of appropriations to be 
Seger apg ey eve ae ley Ea 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to interfere with the business of 
the Committee on Appropriations, but the effect of the joint resolution 
will be that in regard to every branch of the public service that is not 
appropriated for by to-morrow night a new account will have to be 
opened of one-twelith of all the appropriations of the present year, and 
the accounts must run for thirty days. Asa matter of course, the ac- 
era must be opened separately, as for a new appropriation for thirty 

ys. ; 

It seems to me it would be a great deal better to run along even for 
a week without paying out any money from the Treasury for the ordi- 
nary current expenses of the Government than to rig be joint reso- 
lution. Its would be a very serious embarrassment to the De- 
partments. If Congress should fail to make appropriations for one 
week, nobody would be injured, because no money need be paid. The 
expenses for the present fiscal year are provided for by existing law, 
and ean be paid out, and even if no payments are made for ten days of 
next year that is a great deal better to open two separate books 
of accounts which will run for thirty days on every item of expendi- 
ture not provided for by the appropriation bills already passed, while 
if the Committee on Appropriations would hold back the joint resolu- 
tion for a week or so and let it stand probably most of the appropria- 
tion bills named would be out of the way. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. A few years ago there was a provision inserted in 
one of the appropriation bilis to the effect that no head of an Executive 
Department should accept the services of any clerk or employé unless 
a prior appropriation had been made for the purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Will you kindly refer to that law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to see it. If there is such a law it 
ought to be repealed. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it was passed in 18830r1884. Thereissuch 
aprovision of law. It prohibits the head of a Department from accept- 
ing services where there has been noappropriation made. A failure to 
pess this joint resolution would simply suspend all the operations of 


the Government. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I would repeal that low. 
Mr. TELLER. It ought to be repealed, undoubtedly. 
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Mr. ALLISON. It is the law of 1884. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Colorado 
what the object was in passing such a provision of law. Was it not 
intended as a notice that appropriations must be made thereafter during 
the current year for the next fiscal year? 

Mr. TELLER. I can not answer the Senator from Connecticut, be- 
cause I was not a member of this body when it was passed. I was a 
member of the Government in another Department, and I know the 
question was presented to me directly whether, on a failure of appro- 
priations, the Department over which I presided would shut up shop 
or not, and I determined that if there was a failure of appropriations 
I would shut up shop and not attempt to do any business. I suppose 
it was passed for the purpose of preventing the different Departments 
from doing what they sometimes did. t services where the appro- 
priations were insufficient and thus create a deficiency. I suppose it 
was done to cover some such case as that. For instance, in the Inte- 
rior Department at one time when acertain land office had been burned 
up, the Department was compelled either to close the land office, a very 
large land office, or to put some volunteer employés at work to tran- 
scribe the records from the General Land Office to be furnished to the 


all events, is such a statute somewhere on the statute-book, un- 
less it has been re within the last three years. 
Mr. SHE . It may have been a provision for a single year. 


Mr. TELLER. _ No; it was a general provision. 

Mr. PLATT. My recollection about it is not very distinct, but my 
recollection is that at a former session of Congress we were confronted 
just at the end of the fiscal year by the fact that seven months’ time 
had elapsed from the commencement of the Congress, and the appro- 
priation bills had not been forwarded to the Senatein time to act upon 
them before the commencement of the next fiscal year. A joint reso- 
lution like the one under consideration was passed extending the period 
fifteen days, and when the fifteen days were about expiring another 
joint resolution had to be passed extending the appropriations for 
another fifteen days, and I am not sure but that there was a third ex- 
tension inorder to have the appropriation bills passed for the next fiscal 
year. My recollection may be imperfect, but my impression is that 
under those circumstances the Senate then introduced this clause in one 


of the ap riation bills, and that it was put there as a distinct notice 
that this kind of a resolution was not good legislation, and that itought 
to cease, 


It seems to me that whenever we find ourselves in this situation we 
ought to emphasize our opinion that the pana Sine yer bills ought not 
to be delayed in this manner. I wish to say that I do not intend any 
criticism upon the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. At 
the very commencement of this session we undertook to emphasize the 
opinion of this body that the appropriation bills ought to be furnished 
to the Senate in time so that they could be passed during the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June. The Committee on Rules reported an 
amendment to the rules providing that no appropriation bill should be 
considered until, I think, seven days after it been sent to the Sen- 
ate, and that resolution and that report of the Committee on Rules is 
now, if I am not mistaken, on our Calendar, It came up for considera- 
tion and this matter was alluded to, and it was suggested that perhaps 
the fact that the Committee on Rules had reported suchan amendment 
would cure the evil, and we should have no further necessity for it, 
and it remains now upon our Calendar under those circumstances. 

Either the appropriation bills have not been reported in time to pass 
them before the 30th of June or they have been reported so late that 
it has been necessary for the committees to sit nights and all night, and 
for the Senate to sit evenings and all night in order to hurry the appro- 
priation bills through. 

It can not be possible that the appropriation bills can not be prepared 
and passed before the 30th of June. the short session we have but 
three months, and the appropriation bills are prepared and passed dur- 
ing those three months; but when we have a lo ion, which may 
extend seven or eight months, we invariably find ourselves in such a 

ition that the appropriation bills are not ready for action on the 30th 

y of June. I am not particularly familiar with the operations of 
the Government, but I can see that, as the Senator from Ohio says, 
every account which is made necessary, except in the case of the appro- 
priation bills which shall become laws to-morrow, will have to be opened 
anew. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For thirty days. 

Mr. PLATT, For thirty days, and there is no assurance that we 
may not have to extend the appropriations for a period beyond thirty 
days. The appropriation bills are now in such a skape that, judging 
by the past, it is fair to assume that on the 30th day o Taly ali the ap- 
propriation bills will not be through. It involves the opening of an 
account consisting of one-twelfth of the appropriations of the preceding 


year. . 
Mr. SHERMAN. On every item. 


Mr. PLATT. On every item, for thirty days, and all warrants have 
to be drawn against that account, and that account is to be closed and 
a new one opened at the end of the thirty days. 

Mr. President, I do not know how much it will embarrass the opera- 
tions of the Government not to pass the joint resolution. Of course 
the Government must go on in some way, but if it is a mere matter of 
paying out money next week or the week after-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all it is. 

Mr. PLATT. If that is all it is, I think we had better not pass the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. The statute to which I referred is found in the 
urgent deficiency act in 1884, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Page 17, of volume 23, of the Statutes at Large. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis as follows: 


And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall accept 
voluntary service for the Government, or employ personal service in excess of 
that authorized by law except in cases of sudden emergency involving the loss 
of human life or the destruction of property. 


That applies to a very large class of cases. Ofcourse it does not ap- 
ply to the entire civil service; but nearly all persons in the employ of 
the Government now, such, forexample, asthe Pension Office clerks— 
I merely mention them by way of illustration—are not authorized by 
any other law except the appropriation acts from year to year, provid- 
ing for that service for the fiscal year. So I think under this statute 
the civil service of the Departments here would be absolutely stopped, 
or nearly so. 

Mr. PLATT. The joint resolution goes to the extent of extending 
appropriations forall miscellaneous objects embodied in the sundry 
civil bill as well as the Army, the District of Columbia, the legislative, 
executive, and judicial, and naval appropriation acts in advance of the 
appropriations to be hereafter made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one clause in the joint resolution which 
makes new appropriations for all objects that may be deemed necessary, 
marvor For the executive authorities for the time being the absolute 
control of the whole Treasury of the United States, if according to their 
judgmentthey think itnecessary. Itseems rather a dangerous power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We all agree that the military and naval estab- , 
lishment is not within this clause in the joint resolution, and I do not; 
agree with the Senator from Iowathat the civil establishment is within 
it. Take the clerks for illustration. It is suggested by him that the 
clerks in the Departments exist only by force of the appropriation acts, 
I do not agree to that proposition. Their pay depends upon appropri- 
ation acts, but their existence depends upon their appointment by the 
head of the Department under the authority of the present Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which set up the Treasury establishment 
and authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint clerks and to 
carry on the whole establishments; and so of other heads of Depart- 
ments. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe regu- 
lations, etc., for the government of his Department, the conduct of its 
officers and clerks, and the distribution and performance of its busi- 
ness, etc. Then the law provides how they shall be appointed and 
classified; that they shall be arranged in four classes, and soon. So 
the administrative authority to appoint clerks in the Treasury Depart- 
ment under the limitations and classifications named exists just as it 
does to appoint a lieutenant in the Army of the United States in the 
Army establishment. 

Mr. PLATT. Would they have a claim for their pay? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another thing. This act that my friend 
has referred to as something to show that the whole Government would 
be paralyzed and fall to pieces in point of its capacity to do anything 
is the point to which Iam addressing myself. That is clearly incor- 
rect in my opinion, and my position is made still more clear by the 
subsequent sections of the Revised Statutes, which forbid the ezuen- 
iture of any more money in the payment of these clerks and employés, 
who exist by force of this standing law, than has been appropri for 
those purposes. 

That being the state of the case, as it appears to me clear, the Gov- 
ernment will go onin all its organized departments whether it has any 
money or not to pay in a week or two, and pay-day only comes once a 
month, on the Ist of every month. It will be the Ist of August be- 
fore there will be any necessity to pay anything to any person in the 
service of the Government. It may be necessary, as they have money 
enough over, and it does not lapse until two years, to buy ice and so 
on. In respect of mere incidental supplies, purchases, etc., for which 
there is no money available, they can not purchase, because there is a 
prohibition against making contracts between the Government officers 
and the people with whom they deal in advance of the money which 
Congress shall have appropriated to pay them. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Take for illustration the point made by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. Suppose the Post-Office Department has exhausted 
its appropriation for the current fiscal year, as it undoubtedly has, be- 
cause we haye had several deficiencies already; how will the postage- 
stamps, envelopes, and various services of that kind be carried on unless 
there is an appropriation therefor? How can the Postmaster-General 
make a contract, say, for 


ta ps? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think he can, unless he has money under 


the existing appropriation act to do so, or has made his contract, as un- 
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doubtedly he has before this time, for a sufficient supply of postage- 
stamps to last from now until the Ist of August. It is perfectly ob- 
vious that the Postmaster-General has not brought his postage con- 
tracts and his supply of postage-stamps down to the Ist day of July, 
1888, but that he has a supply on hand large enough to run his De- 
partment fora month. They do business on a large scale. 

Then my friend refers to his being short because we have had so many 
deficiency bills. One would suppose that the deficiency bills, which 
were intended to help out for a whole fiscal year, had given him a sup- 
ply to stock himself long enough to run later than to-morrow night. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont how he 
ab med to provide for the Jaborers and others employed in the arsenals 
and navy-yards of the United States under the general appropriating 
elauses for that purpose? 

Mr. CHACE. Before the Senator from Vermont answers that ques- 
tion I should like to ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor. 2 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I know, there are large numbers of such em- 
ployés, who depend upon the annual appropriations, who are not pro- 
vided for by any law as a part of the existing force of the United States, 
and who can not be employed but must be discharged if the appropria- 
tions are not extended. Their services can not be accepted even if they 
are willing voluntarily to give them, unless the head of the Department, 
the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy, declares that there 
is an instant eme: cy involving loss of human life or destruction of 
property. I ask the Senator from Vermont how he would provide for 
“those persons? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will answer ina moment, but yield to my friend 
from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], who wishes to ask a triangular ques- 
tion of my friend from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHACE. Before we pass from the other subject, in reply to the 
question that the Senator from Iowa asked the Senator from Vermont, 
I should like to inquire if we did not in the deficiency appropriation 
act passed the present year make an appropriation of $87,000 to pay a 
firm in Connecticut for envelopes, aud does not that answer the Sena- 
tor’s question? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
tract. 

Mr. CHACE. Was not that contract made after the law was passed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was made in absolute violation of law, as the 
Postmaster-General admitted in the printed letter which may be found 
in our files. 

Mr. CHACE. But does not that demonstrate that there is a practi- 
cal way for the Postmaster-General to get along ? 

Mr. TELLER. By violating the law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us haye the correct history of the matter. 
There was no violation of law. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will tell the Senate exactly how it stood. The 
envelopes ran out because this economical Democratic Administration 
prefers to pay $900 on a thousand-dollar debt and the other hundred 
dollars another time. Thatis the way it prefers to do business. The 
envelopes ran out. The manufacturer said: ‘‘ Mr. Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, I know the law as well asyou do. Youcan notcontract with me, 
There can be no obligation.” ‘‘ Quite so,” said the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. ‘‘Notwithstanding,’’ said the other man, ‘‘I will go onand help 
your Government out, and furnish these envelopes for two or three 
months.’ The Postmaster-General said, ‘‘I can not promise to pay 
you.” ‘* Quite so; I understand that; I will just take my chances;’’ 
and he borrowed the money, and raised $87,000, and went on and did 
the work knowing that there was no legal obligation and without ask- 
ing anybody to incur any; and we had to override the Committee on 
Appropriations in order to get the money for him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think I shall resume the floor. 
In the first I will answer my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] on the subject of the personsin the arsenals. If thoseare 
extra persons, taken on temporarily, above and beyond the regular force 
authorized by law in the arsenal establishments, then the Senator 

would be right, and they would have to be dismissed, as they ought to 
be dismi because they ought not to have been taken on and carried 
on beyond the time that the money ran out. But if they are regular 
employés in that Department under its regular establishment, then 
they stand just like everybody else, and they are not rendering volun- 
tary service; they are not volunteers, but they continue, just as the 
soldiers did in the Army whose timeof enlistment had run out, because 
the fight was going on and they had not any convenient way voluntarily 
so ae because they had to get a discharge and so on. So much for 

Now, let us see exactly what the act of 1884 means. I will read the 
whole of the clause, and you will then see exactly how it came in and 
to what it applies: 


We did, but the payment was made under a con- 


INDIAN OFFICE. 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to the employés temporarily em- 
pa and rendering service in the Indian ce from January 1 up to July 1, 
$2,100; and hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall 


accept voluntary service for the Government or seer: personal service in ex- 
cess of that authorized by Jaw, except in cases of sudden emergency involving 
the loss of human life or the destruction of property. 

I infer from that statute, although Ido not remember the circum- 
stances, that beyond and above the regular authorized legal establish- 
ment in the Interior Department and in the Indian Office, the Secretary 
of the Interior thought it for the public interest to employ a certain 
number of persons whom the law before had not provided for, entirely 
outside of and extraneous to the regular force, for what he thought wag 
a public interest, and he then called on Congress to pay those people. 
Con said, ‘‘ We will pay them, but hereafter we forbid you or any 
other head of a Department to employ people whose employment is not 
authorized by law. Those were temporary people, and we are not go- 
ing to have any more of that sort of business done. If you can not get 
on with the regular force that Congress provides for you in its Revised 
Statutes of systematic organization and such temporary assistants as 
appropriations may give you for that one year alone, then so far you 
must suspend business.” It was a very correct statute, but in my 
humble judgment, with great respect to everybody else, it has no ap- 
plication whatever to the regular and systematic force that is carrying 
on the civil and military and naval government of the United States. 

So we are only confronted with the simple proposition that we shall 
make haste now, when several of the appropriation bills are just about 
to become laws in two, or three, or four, or five, or eight days, to ex- 
tend all the appropriations of the fiscal year now about to expire, some 
of which will not be again made, for objects that will have effectuated 
all their purposes and no money is wanted for them. Weextend those 
last by the general phraseology of the joint resolution, and put the 
whole of the machinery and the whole of the expenditure of the last 
annual appropriations on for an indefinite period of time within the 
thirty days. That ought not to be done unless there is an extreme 
emergency that requires it. As I say, there may be no money alread: 
appropriated to pay until the 1st of August, but there is time enon, 
before then to clean up probably all of these appropriation bills. There 
ought to be time enough. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Vermont is mistaken in suppos- 
ing that these clerks and employés are appointed by general Jaw. 
They are appointed under the provisions of appropriation acts, appro- 
priating for so many clerks in each Department each year, and they 
can only be maintained in office during that year. For instance, take 
the appropriations of 1886. For the office of Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral in the Interior Department appropriation was made for three 
law clerks, one at $2,750, one at $2,500, one at $2,250, five clerks at 
$2,000 each, one clerk of class 3, one clerk, who shall act as steno- 
grapher, at $1,600; in all, $27,700. If that appropriation failed to be 
repeated the next year, those people would go out at the end of the 
year. Everybody understands that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘That is a fact in administration which the Senator 
could readily understand. If he would telephone down to the Depart- 
ment he would find that is the case; and there are Senators here who 
must know that such is the fact. 

You may take the General Land Office. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is provided for by general statute. I want to say 
that it is not true of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, but 
of some. officers it has been true that the salary is one thing by statute 
and another by appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt my friend on the Department of 
Justice, which he took for illustration ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We want to get at the true state of this business. 
I find in the standing law, the United States Revised Statutes—pretty 
old, to be sure, and the establishment has been somewhat increased, I 
dare say—a provision that there shall be in the Department of Justice 
one chief clerk, giving the salary—I shall condense as much as I can— 
one law clerk, one stenographic clerk, one disbursing clerk. In the office 
of the Solicitor of the Treasury, which is part of the same thing, it is 
provided that there shall be one chief clerk and such temporary clerks 
as from time to time may be needed, but the allowance for such tem- 
porary clerks shall in no one year exceed $1,000 each. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator has given much attention to the ques- 
tion of the appointment of these clerks. The former method was to 
appropriate for each Department a certain amount of money under the 
statutes. Then they went to work and ed them out just exactly 
as the head of the Department saw fit, giving a clerk $1,000, or $1,200, 
or $1,500. That was the original method except in the case of a few 
clerks designated. There are four clerks in the Interior Department 
now appointed by the President of the United States under the old 
law, performing the same duty that clerks who are appointed by the 
Secretary perform. Those are established clerks; their position is fixed 
by law. What I read was not in the Department of Justice but in the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood the Senator to refer to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, tothe office of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I referred to the office of the Assistant Attor- 
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ney-General for the Department of the Interior. ` Every Department of 
the Government has an Assistant Attorney-General assigned from the 
Department of Justice to that Department. In making the appropria- 
tions for that Department the appropriations are made for the clerks in 
that office, but they are appropriations made under the head of the De- 
partment of the Interior or whatever Department it may be. 

I will venture to say that in the Pension Office 90 per cent. of the 
clerks there are provided for only by appropriation acts. They cease 
at the end of the year and they areneverthesame. There are some of 
one class this year who are not in the next, and so on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all true; but that is merely done by the 
appropriation act. It does not legislate; it recognizes the existence of 
the system, and it gives just as much money as Congress chooses to pay 
the clerks. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not recognize the system. Itestablishes the 
office and provides that there shall be so many clerks of class 1, and so 
many clerks of class 2, so many of class 3 and class 4, and it makes the 
appropriations for those clerks; and the moment that the appropriation 
ceases they are out of office. That is the practical result, and that will 
be the practical result with a very large proportion of these clerks if 
there is no appropriation available on the Ist of July. 

Mr. PLATT. May Iaska question? I suppose that nobody be- 
comes a clerk in the Pension Office or in any Department until he or 
she receives a notification that he or she has been appointed clerk in 
class 1 or class 2, as the case may be. If that appointment lasts only 
for a year, does that clerk at the end of the year get another noti- 
fication that he or she has been again appointed? According to the 
Senator that clerk is out of office at the end of the year. 

Mr. TELLER. He isout of office. 

Mr. PLATT. How do they go on and draw their pay, then? 

Mr. TELLER. He is outof office unless the appropriation act 
provides for him. If the appropriation act provides for one hun 
clerks of class 1 this year, and next year appropriates for fifty clerks of 
class 1, fifty go ont of office in the practical operation of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which fifty? 

Mr. TELLER. The fifty whom the Secretary selects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then none go out until he selects? 

Mr. TELLER. He selects them beforehand if he is an executive 
officer who understands his business. 

: Mr. PLATT. It is not that the Secretary does not reappoint them, 
but the Secretary at the end of the year gives them notice that their 
‘services are no longer required, and removes them. 

Mr. TELLER. No, he does not remove them, because he has no 
pre todo so. It isa question which has been much discussed in the 

partments whether they should be reappointed. In some of the De- 
partments they have been reappointed and in others they have been al- 
lowed by a formal order to continue. Senators are but dealing with a 
mere technicality when they talk upon that subject. They know that 
no executive officer in this Government dare to keep a clerk there who 
is not appropriated for, although the office is established by law. There 
is a statute which makes it a misdemeanor for him to doit. There is 
a statute now in force which confronts every head of a Department, 
providing that he must not expend a dollar that is not appropriated 
for. 

The Senator from Vermont says that they can keep on and let the 
Administration run; they can do it in defiance of law; but is it nec- 
essary, is it proper that in order to avoid a little trouble in book-keep- 
ing we should ask every executive officer of the Government to violate 
the plain provisions of a statute? It isa good deal better that they 
should be inconvenienced in their book-keeping than that that should 
be done. 

The practical result, as everybody knows, is, if we do not pass the 
joint resolution, that we have failed to legislate to keep in office a great 
number of people and they will be out of office. They must be reap- 
pointed; they must pass the civil-service examination again, and go 
through all the troubles they have gone through with to getin. Ido 
not know that I have a great deal of interest in keeping many of those 
people in, but I know, and everybody ought to know, that it would 
be better for us to pass the joint resolution, so as not to create confusion 
of the greatest kind and character in the administration of the affairs 
of the Government. Its defeat can only be defended upon the theory 
that we want to punish the House of Representatives. We do not 
punish the House of Representatives because they did not send their 
bills here in time. I do not suppose they care any more about the 
confusion that results than we do. We punish ourselves quite as much 
as we punish the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call attention to section 3679 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isaw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which the Senator from Vermont looked at and 
did not read. 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not read two others in the same connection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 3679 provides that— 


No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal year, any 
~ sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve 


in 
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the Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of 
such appropriations. 


That is one provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then section 3732 is another one. 

Mr. ALLISON. So the statutes are full of various provisions iñ this 
regard. It may be that a dozen or two clerks in the Department of 
Justice could be retained under the statutory provisions already cited; 
but it is nevertheless true that the entire civil force of our Government 
practically is carried on through appropriation acts and in no other way. 
I will take the office of the Public Printer, and I make the prediction 
now that if we do not pass the sundry civil appropriation bill, in which 
the appropriation is usually made for the Government Printing Office, 
by to-morrow night, on Monday morning the Government Printing 
Office will be closed up or else the Government Printer will be violat- 
ing the law. That is the existing condition of things. Iregretit just 
as much as other Senators do. 

Mr. PLATT. Would he be in office still? 

Mr. ALLISON. I presume he would be in office still, and there 
would be three clerks in his office, because they are provided for by law, 
and they are the only persons there who are so provided for. It might 
be a wise thing, as some Senators suggest, to make a change in that 
office by refusing to make the appropriations, but that is not a very 
honorable way to carry on the Government, in my judgment. 

This joint resolution is carefally guarded. It provides, in the first 

lace— 

. That all appropriations for the necessary operations of the Government under 
existing laws which shall remain unprovided for on the 30th day of June, 1888, 
a saa they are hereby, continued and made available for a period of 

Therefore it gives no discretion to the Executive Departments beyond 
the necessary service under existing law. When you come to miscel- 
laneous service or objects the joint resolution is guarded especially, 
because it provides— 

That authority is also granted for continuing during the same period the nec- 
essary work required for public printing and binding, and for all other miscel- 
laneous objects embodied in the sundry civil, Army, District of Columbia, legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial, and naval appropriation acts, in advance of ap- 
propriations to be hereafter made for said objects. 


Of course that contemplates that the Executive Departments will 
take notice of the provisions in these bills as they now stand, and they 
can not go an inch beyond them. I remember perfectly well, and the 
Senator from Ohio undoubtedly has in his mind the fact, that in 1877 
there was no appropriation for the Army. President Hayes did not 
call an extra session of Congress at once, and the Army ran along for 
three or four months without any appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Several of the other bills ran over for some time, 
but we did not have any extension. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Army bill was the only appropriation bill that 
failed that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I am quite sure that 
we were in the same category precisely then that we are now as to two or 
three other bills besides the Army bill, and that we went far beyond 
the Ist of July, and nobody was dismissed or anything of that kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember no such instance as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. I have not the statutes before me, as of course I 
did not anticipate this discussion. We have frequently and repeatedly 
passed these continuing statutes from time to time. It is a matter of 
no moment to me personally, as it is not to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, whether this joint resolution shall go through or not. 

If the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] would exhaust 
himself a little bit on the House of Representatives instead of making 
a fling at the Committee on Appropriations in respect to the particular 
appropriation to which he alluded, he might employ himself more 
profitably. The particular appropriation alluded to by the Senator 
from Connecticut was presented to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Vilas, who was then Postmaster-General, and he stated in his let- 
ter to the committee, which can be found and read, that he had prac- 
tically violated the statutes of the United States in order that the Post- 
Office Department might not stop. It is true they whipped the indi- 
vidual around the stump, as the Senator from Connecticut so beauti- 
fally illustrated in his statement. 

I could convict a man upon the statement of the Senator from Con- 
necticut of violating the law. The Committee on Appropriations had 
an urgent deficiency bill. The House committee had stated that they 
had excluded the item after an explanation of the matter by Postmas- 
ter-General Vilas, and it was important that that particular bill should 
be passed the day it was reported. The Committee on Appropriations 
did not embody the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut in the 
bill, but by the courtesy of that committee the Senator from Connec- 
ticut was authorized to offer the amendment, and he did offer it, and it 
was . There was no special objection to it. So I think what- 
ever blame there is attached to that particular matter it should go be- 
yond this body. 

I believe that on the 2d day of July we shall find that several of these 
important a priation bills will not have become laws. 

Mr. PLATT. How many of them have become laws? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only three of them are laws now, out of fourteen. 
If I were at the head of one of these Departments, I should not violate 
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the law, as every one of them will do if he goes on expending money 
not authorized by law and not appropriated for. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Asal 
proposition his statement has excited my curiosity. I understood him 
to say that upon the statement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] he could convict the former Postmaster-General, now the 
Secretary of the Interior, of having violated the law. I understood the 
statement to be that Mr. Vilas distinctly stated to the manufacturer of 
envelopes that he had no authority to contract with him; that the law 
positively forbade it; and that the man said, ‘‘ Very good; I will fur- 
nish the articles and take my chances of the Government paying me 
hereafter.” Does the Senator mean to say that he could convict the 
Postmaster-General on that statement? 

Mr. PLUMB. If he fixed the price. 

Mr. VEST. The price had been already fixed by the former contract. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not on the particular envelopes, because there was 
no law for them. 

Mr. VEST. I want to know from the Senator how he could con- 
vict a Cabinet officer on that statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think I could wish to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think you would. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Postmaster-General received these envelopes 
and sent them day by day to the postmasters of the country for daily 
use,*and as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] says, they were 
charged and the account made out. 

Mr. VEST. How did that violate the statute? Suppose any citi- 
zen of this country comes and says: ‘‘I will trust the faith and honor 
of this Government. It is true that Congress has failed to make the 
proper appropriation, but I will furnish these goods and I will take 
the chances on the general equity that I shall afterwards be 
paid.” Ishould like to see any one who would say that that was a 
violation of law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps I made a mistake in that statement. The 
statute prohibits any head of a Department accepting any voluntary 
service without an a) iation. I do not say that the Government 
- itself would stop. Ido not believe that. Of course it would go on; 
but merely on account of a little inconvenience to the clerks in the 
Treasury Department in adjusting these appropriations I do not think 
it is wise for us to subject the heads of Departments to the serious in- 
convenience of carrying on their Departments in violation of law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
thinks the only objection to this way of doing business is the incon- 
venience to the clerks in the Departments in making up the accounts? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not say so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know the Senator did not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that we are confronted here, on the 
29th day of June, one day before the expiration of the fiscal year, by a 
lack of appropriations to carry on the Government, and if it is carried 
on in many of its branches after to-morrow it will be carried on in the 
face of absolute statutes. That is what I say, and I mean to say that 
it is the fault of the two Houses of Congress that the appropriations 
have not been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I wish to ask the Senator as one member ot 
this body and as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is, if 
this method of carrying on the business of the Government is a bad 
one, not merely in the inconvenience of the clerks of the United States 
but in its principles and in its broad and general practice, when are we 
going to begin to stop it? Is there to be a continual recurrence to the 
` same methods, or are we going to say that we will face it once for all 
and see if we can not persuade our friends at the other end of the Cap- 
itol, if they assume the sole right to ly eae appropriation bills, that 
they must send them over in time to have them considered and got 
through, so as to have the Government go on regularly, and if they do 
not choose to do it, suffer whatever inconvenience from their failure to 


do their of the work, or are we to continue on forever in this way? 
Mr. N. That is a question which addresses itself to the 
judgment of the Senate. f 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam asking the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheCommitteeon Appropriations did not feel that 
it could take the responsibility, and as chairman of that committee I 
do not think I ought to take it, nor as an individual Senator do I think 
I ought to take it; but if other Senators differ from me, let them vote 
down the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I for one am perfectly willing to 
take the responsibility myself, and I think the Senate should put an 
end to this practice which has sprung upof late years. Under the old 
laws as they existed several years ago, the balances of appropriations 
could be applied to the payment of the current expenses of the next 
api, ag Congres has men proper in the last fifteen or twenty years 
to these severely restrictive laws on the use of approp: ns. 

There was great difficulty in Mr. Hayes’s administration on accoun 
of the failure to pass the Army appropriation bill at one time. Army 
officers had to borrow money from bankers in order to pay their cur- 
rent expenses from the beginning of the fiscal year until some time in 
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January. I am perfectly willing now to take the responsibility, for 
one, of saying that we should pass these appropriation bills as rapidly 
as possible, and sit here night and day, and abandon and discontinue, 
forever I trust, this process of making appropriations in this haphazard 
way, which makes a complication of accounts, gives great powers to the 
Executive Departments, and embarrasses the fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment. 

We are continuing under this resolution a set of appropriations not 
applicable to the next fiscal year. Many of them have fallenand their 
force isspent, and their object has been accomplished, and some of them 
are not needed for the next fiscal year. In the orderly way of conduct- 
ing the business of the Government there can be no great inconvenience 
from a failure to pass the joint resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let me finish. All the officers are continued. 
Thereis noinconvenience aboutit. Every employéof this Government 
can receive his pay up to the 30th day of June whether he applies for 
it before or after, because all appropriations are available to pay for the 
bh pee of the last fiscal year. No payments are required under the 
ordinary operations of the Government for fourteen days after the be- 
ginning of the next month. 

Mr. TELLER. What are they expected to do? 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps the question I wanted to ask the Senator 
from Ohio has already been answered; it is this: Can the head of any 
one of the Executive Departments continue the services of any employé 
in any one of those Departments, incurring a liability to pay money, 
under the existing statutes as they now are? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink they can. I think the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has fully explained that. The ordinary opera- 
tions of the Government go on. These men are employed not fora 
particular time, though the appropriation is made for a particular time. 
Nothing is limited but the appropriation. The money appropriated 
for this year can not be applied next year, but the employés of the Goy- 
ernment now in the service will go on in the Printing Office and every- 
where else. I have nodoubtofit. There is no limit to their employ- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I unfortunately was not in the Senate when the Sen- 
ator from Vermont spoke; butas I read the statutes I should very seri- 
ously doubt, indeed I incline strongly to the opinion, that’ the head of 
no Department of this Government can incur the liability to pay a dol- 
lar a the services of any employé until the appropriations have been 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN,, He does not incur any liability. The Secretary 
of the Interior or the Secretary of the Treasury makes no contract what- 
ever. These men continue in the employment in which they are now 

They are not hired for a particular time. 

Mr. Is there no implied contract that they shall be paid 
the salaries that are fixed by law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me get through. I say there is no such im- 
plied contract. A man is employed under the existing law without 
any fixed time. It is true the appropriation expires and that is the 
end of the appropriation, and until Congress again appropriates money 
no money can be paid an employé; but is it not better that these exec- 
utive officers should suffer a little inconvenience, even if they are de- 
layed in the payment of their compensation, rather than that we should 
disarrange the whole operations of the Government in this irregular 
and improper manner? That is whatIclaim. I do not believe that 
it need disturb any of the ordinary operations of the Government. 
The people who are now employed in the public service in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office can go on and perform their duty, but they can 
not get their pay. The only restriction is that no money shall be taken 
out of the Treasury of the United States except in pursuance of appro- 
priations made by law. 

Mr. HARRIS. Orliability incurred. 

Mr.SHERMAN. True. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, does the Senator say that it is a matter of no 


consequence that the head of a Department shall commit a misde- , 


meanor by violating an explicit statute in incurring a liability to pay, 
and when the appropriations are made paying exactly what the law 
condemns? 

Mr. SHERMAN. How can the head of a Department incur a lin- 
bility when he makes no appointment, makes no employment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The clerks remain in office just as the officers of 
the Army remain in office. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis exactly the point. Here isa man appointed 
to perform a given class of duties and for a given salary, the appropri- 
ation has expired, the statute forbids the head of the Department to 
incur any liability for services, but he allows the man to go on and 
perform the service, and subsequenfly he pays him for it. There is no 
express contract of course, but if the head ef the Department allows 
the employé to go on in the performance of his duties, and when the 
appropriations are made pays for the services according to the salary 
fixed by law, can it be denied that so far as an implied contract is con- 
cerned there is one? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. There is no such thing as an implied contract 
with the Government of the United States. A person is employed in 
pursuance of law, not for any fixed period of time, but upon the pre- 
sumption that Congress will do its duty; and all these contracts are 
made upon that presumption. If Congress fails to do its duty, no 
money can be taken out of the Treasury and paid for this employment; 
no money can be paid for your salary or mine, or that of the President 
of the United States, or for any clerk or employé until there is an ap- 
propriation for it. That is all there is about it. The contract exists, 
and the employment continues. My friend from Colorado asks, will 
the clerk perform his duty? If he does not, let him be dismissed or 

out. 

Mr. TELLER. Heis willing to perform it if he gets a chance, but 
you say he shall not have the opportunity. 

Mr.SHERMAN. He will be there at his desk and will be working 
away. 

Mr. TELLER. It will be a violation of the law if he does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it will be. I think if we would 
take the position firmly that until the appropriations are made in the 
regular way the money shall not be paid out, then we shall have an 
end of this business, and we shall have the appropriation bills brought 
to us in time and passed in time. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I am as hostile as any one ean be to 
the system by which the Senate or the House of Representatives is 
pon at a disadvantage in the proper consideration of appropriation 

ills; and in general it may be said that the fault is not with the Sen- 
ate. Nevertheless there is a consumption of time in debate anda dif- 
ference of opinion in the Senate as to our power of amendment to the 
appropriation bills which can not be imputed to the House of Repre- 
sentatives as a fault. Itisa fault in ourselves. Now, if any proper 
legislation or if any political morals can correct this mischief, it must 
be done by appropriate, adequate, and seasonable provision; and now 
on this 29th day.of June, the fiscal year expiring to-morrow, we are 
confronted with the problem whether we can deal with the question 
freely without incurring and exposing others to greater responsibility 
than this protraction and delay in the presentation of appropriation 
bills by the other House. 

I understand, differing in this regard from the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], that 
the difficulty about the clerks all over these Departments, except such 
as there is provision for in the general statutes, is that not only money 
for their payment, but the requisition of their existence rests on appro- 
priation bills. The fact and the service makes the payment in one 
breath. Certain classes of clerks up to a certain number in the various 
Departments are provided for by the appropriation acts, and they pro- 
vide for their existence and their term and their payment all in one 
word, and when that is exhausted there is no ground, there is no place 
to put them in, no place to keep them in, as well as no money to pay 
them with. The fiscal year expiring and the appropriations expiring, 
the places are vacant and there are no places in which to put them 
back until there is a creation of a term and a payment for them. 

We then must deal with this matter practically. We can not at 
this late day of the year fail to see, as it seems to me, the very mis- 
chievous nature of the legislation which we are asked to adopt and 
which we should like to discontinue ; but how are we to terminate it? 
Can there be any difference of opinion as to what the meaning of the 
act of 1884is? We all know the restrictions that have been thrown 
over the Departments in regard to employés by the general legislation, 
and then there comes what no doubt was intended to be a blocking of 
the effort to delay appropriation bills by this final provision. 

And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States— 

Giving force, of course, to what was already in existence in the way 
of restriction— 


shall accept voluntary service for the Government or employ personal service 


in excess of that authorized by law, except in case of sudden emergency in- 
volving the loss of human life or the destruction of property. 


The Government must stand still; and it is a violation of law for the 
head of a Department to permit any of the clerks to yield voluntary 
service to the United States of America. It is impossible, then, as it 
seems to me, that at this stage we’should regard the inconveniences of 
the proposed course to be as serious as are the mischiefs of delay in 
the appropriation bills. In this situation now, in this vortex, we are 
unable to repel or repair this mischievous system by undertaking to 
say that under these existing laws things shall be done illegally after 
the 30th day of June. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, Mr. President, if the Senate desire to 
apply the heroic remedy suggested by the Senator from Ohio to the 
practice of passing appropriation bills so late in the fiscal year, there 
can be no objection to that; but it must not be imagined that the rem- 
edy can be applied without great injury to the public serviceand with- 
out great injury to individuals. The difficulty is not the prohibition 
against the head of a Department running the Government in debt or 
making a contract. The difficulty is the prohibition upon the head of 
a Department against accepting voluntary service even if offered, and 
that provision will discharge every laborer, every watchman, every 
man who is at work for day’s wages in every Department of the Gov- 


ernment where the annual appropriation bill does not become a law 
before next Monday. One of the bills that are not likely to become 
laws on the 30th day of June is the Naval appropriation bill, and I 
find by examining one of the regular Naval appropriation bills for a 
year that it is full of provisions for the employment.of watchmen, of 
laborers, of men in humble employment, all of whom will cease to be 
employed on Monday next, none of whom can be allowed to work even 
if they voluntarily wish to work, and if they were to do so 

can ig pay them for working without sanctioning a violation of ex- 
press law. 

I will do no more than read the provisions for the Navy Department, 
to which my remarks are applicable. 

The appropriations ‘‘ for the civil establishment ’’ of the Bureau of 

rdnance is devoted to paying civil employés in the navy-yards, and 
in the act of 1881, for instance, there is $11,886.25 ‘‘ for the Torpedo 
Corps;’’ for labor, $15,000; Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, for 
the civil establishment, $18,251.75; Bureau of Yards and Docks, for 
the civil establishment, $37,906.25; Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 
‘*for the maintenance of the civil establishment at the several naval 
hospitals, navy-yards, naval laboratory, and Naval Academy, $40,000; 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, for civil establishment, $12,411.50; 
Bureau of Construction and Repair, for the civil establishment, $40,- 
105.75; Bureau of Steam-Engineering, for the civil establishment, $20,- 
038. At the Naval Academy there is an appropriation ‘‘ for pay of 
watchmen and others,” $24,455; “for pay of mechanics and others,” 
$16,835.95; for pay of employés in the department of steam-engineer- 
ing, $8,577.50, and so on to the extent of many thousands of dollars 
in addition. All of these moneys are paid out to mechanies, laborers, 
and watchmen, every one of whom must not work on Monday next if 
this resolution fails to become a law. 

It is quite easy for Senators to stand here and say that the heads of 
Departments will go on and aecept this voluntary service and take the 
risk; but I assure the Senator from Vermont that if he were the head 
of a Department, with a Senate of the United States as critics, as this 
Senate has sometimes been in the past in reference to the action of ex- 
ecutive officers, it would be a long while before he would accept vol- 
untary service in a Department which he should be conducting, after 
next Monday. : 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa, in speaking 
about the matter of the failure of the appropriation bills to pass, said 
that the responsibility was upon the Houses of 

Mr. ALLISON, If I used that phraseology, I meant to say that the 
responsibility is upon Congress; and I might have gone further and I 
will now go further and say that the responsibility is upon the House 
of Representatives, which fails to send these bills to us in time for their 
due consideration before the beginning of the new fiscal year. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam glad to have given the Senator an opportunity 
to amend his statement. There are fourteen regular appropriation 
bills. Taking them in their alphabetical order, they are the agricult\ 
ural; Army; diplomatic and consular; District of Columbia; fortifica- 
tion; Indian; legislative, executive, and judicial; Military Academy; 
naval; pensions; Post-Office; river and harbor; sundry civil; and de- 
ficiency. In the House of Representatives the responsibility for the 
preparation of these bills has been divided. The Agricultural Com- 
mittee is responsible for the preparation and reporting and manage- 
ment in the House of the agricultural appropriation bill. The Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee has a similar responsibility in regard to the 
Army appropriation bill. The Committee on Foreign Affairs has a` 
similar responsibility in regard to the diplomatic and consular bill. 
The Indian Committee has the charge of the Indian appropriation bill. 
The Military Committee has charge of the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill. The Naval Committee has the preparation of the bill 
appropriating for the Navy. The pension bill is in the charge of the 
regular Committee on Appropriations, as are also the sundry civil bill; 
the legislative, exeeutive, and judicial bill; the fortification bill, and 
the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia. The Post-Office 
Committee has of the Post-Office appropriation bill, and the 
River and Harbor Committee of the House has charge of the river and 
harbor bill. The regular Committee on Appropriations has charge of 
the deficiency bill. 

It will be seen, therefore, that a majority of the important appro- 
priation bills are in charge each of a single committee of the House of 
Representatives, a majority of the committees having to do with these 
appropriation bills having charge of one bill each and no more, 

The first of these bills that was reported to the House of Representa- 
tives from any of these committees was the pension bill, reported on the 
19th day of January, and which was by the House on the 20th 
day of April. It was reported to the Senate on the 10th day of May, 
and passed by the Senate on the 17th day of May. The Senate had 


that bill seven days from the time it was reported at the Secretary's 

desk to the time when, having been reported by the Appropriations 

Sen it was amended ‘and made ready to be presented to the 
resident, 


The next bill reported to the House was the diplomatic and consular 
bill, reported on the 7th of February from the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee. It was passed by the House on the 2ist day of May. It was 
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reported to the Senate on the 4th day of June. It was by the 
Senate and returned to the House with amendments on the 6th day of 
June, the Senate having had the bill but two days before it took final 
action upon it. 

The next of these appropriation bills which came before the House 
was the Post-Office appropriation bill, which was reported there on the 
13th day of April. It was passed by the House on the 24th day of 
May. It was reported to the Senate on the 11th day of June, and on 
the 14th day of June, three days later, it passed the Senate. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill was re- 
ported to the House on the 14th day of April and the House on the 
Ist day of June. It was reported to the Senate on the 25th day of June 
and was by the Senate on the 26th day of June, the Senate hav- 
ing had the bill for all purposes of its committee and action in the Sen- 
ate only twenty-four days. 

The Indian appropriation bill was reported to the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 16th day of March, the House on the 20th of 
April, and passed the Senate onthe 1st day of June. That bill has be- 
come a law. 

The next appropriation bill reported in the House of Representatives 
was the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was reported on 
the 29th day of March. It passed the House on the 21st day of May, 
two months later; was reported to the Senate on the 11th day of June, 
and was passed by the Senate on the 13th day of June, two days later. 
That is still in conference. 

The river and harbor bill was reported to the House on the 31st day 
of March, passed the House on the 7th day of May, and is now pending 
in the Senate. 

The agricultural appropriation bill was reported to the House on the 
28th day of May, passed the House on the 2d of June, was reported to 
the Senate from the Committee on Appropriations ten days later, on 
the 12th day of June, passed the Senate on the 14th day of June, and 
has not since been considered by the House until yesterday, when the 
amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in, and it came back 
to the Senate to-day with that message. 

Congress met on the first Monday of December. The first bill that 
was reported to the House of Representatives from the Committee on 
Appropriations was on the 19th day of January following, and the last 
bill that was reported to the House of Representatives was on the 16th 
day of the present month. The House committees had these bills in 
charge before reporting them an average of more than four months 
from the date of the assembling of Congress until the time they were 
reported to the House and passed. The Senate has acted with unex- 
ampled rapidity upon all these bills so far as they have come here. 
They have been given as much consideration as they could in the time 
which has been available for the purpose; and yet I think every mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations will say that more time was 
really needed in order that the committee might have given them that 
attention which they required. Every single effort consistent with 
even a fairly decent discharge of public duty has been made in order 
that these bills might be passed to take effect before the Ist day of 
July. 

Unless it comes to be understood that the Senate shall abdicate all 
its functions in regard to appropriations there must be some other prac- 
tice finally adopted, or we shall not only be met by the position with 
which we are confronted now constantly repeated and growing more 
aggravated at every Congress, but the time will come when we shall 
be confronted with still more serious difficulty, because it can not be 
supposed that the Senate will go on forever adopting makeshifts and 
temporary devices such asare proposed by the resolution now pending, 
leaving to the House of Representatives not only this ample time, but 
putting it in that condition in which it evinces a contempt for the Sen- 
ate as a part of the legislative power of the country. 

If the Senate can dispose of bills of this importance within a week or 
two weeks, or within three weeks at the outside—which I think is the 
longest time any of these bills have been inthe Senate—the House ought 
certainly to be able to prepare and pass them in as many months. And 
yet, as I have stated, it takes an average of four months to prepare and 
pass in the House of Representatives a single appropriation bill. 

Naturally, of course, this situation gives an excessive control to the 
House of Representatives of the appropriation bills. The bills come to 
us with such items on them as the House sees fit to put there. The 
Senate naturally, inevitably, and commonly amends them to conform 
to its own ideas of what is necessary for the di of its own duty 
and what is requisite for a continuation of the public service, and the 
bills go into conference; and there under the pressure of this brief time 
which must necessarily elapse, all the questions of difference between 
the two Houses are to be settled, and settled with a knowledge of the 
fact that unless they are settled within a very brief period of time there 
must necessarily be a lapse of the appropriations. 

Something further has got to be done. There must be some rule 
whereby the House shall be required to discharge this most important 
public duty within a proper time, or the Senate must come finally to 
the point that it will not consider these bills unless they come within 
that proper time, and thereby allow the 1st day of July to go by with- 


\ 


out making the appropriations necessary to pay for the carrying on of 
the public service. 

It is not very pleasant to criticise the House of Representatives, but 
something is due, not only to the Senate, but something is due to the 
fair and proper discharge of public obligations. Two years ago, under 
a belief, apparently, that more expedition would result froma division 
of duty and responsibility, the House of Representatives took away 
from its regular Appropriations Committee one-half of all the appro- 
priation bills and gave to other committees the preparation of those 
bills. It committed to the Committee on Agriculture the agricultural 
appropriation bill; it committed to the Military Affairs Committee the 
Army appropriation bill; it committed to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs the diplomatic and consularappropriation bill; it committed to 
the Indian Affairs Committee the Indian appropriation bill; it com- 
mitted to the Military Affairs Committee the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill; it committed to the Naval Committee the naval appro- 
priation bill; and to the Post-Office Committee the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill; and these committees, as any one will readily see, are not 
committees having engrossing duties of another character. I venture 
to say that no one of all these committees has reported more than two 
or three important bills outside of the appropriation bill committed to 
it; and yet, with each committee having only one appropriation bill, 
having no engrossing duties of another character, there is a greater de- 
lay, than there was when all these bills were submitted toa single com- 
mittee. 

Perhaps I might go further and say, but I should hesitate to say it, 
though still I think it isin the line of that which our duty requires us 
to say, that this evidences the incapacity of the majority of the House 
of Representatives to deal with public measures promptly, sensibly, as 
they ought to be dealt with. The question is a pretty large one; itis 
a question to be considered elsewhere than here, probably during the 
coming summer; but these are the facts, that the House of Representa- 
tives, with this division of labor and under the control that it is now 
under and has been for years, is apparently unable to formulate and 
pass in time, in order that the Government may be properly carried on, 
the appropriation bills necessary for that purpose. 

It will not do to say that there has been a tariff bill pending; that 
there have been other things to do, because these bills could all have 
been prepared long before the tariff bill ever saw daylight. The Sen- 
ate, in whatever control politically it may be, is bound to consider, in 
view of its own responsibility for the carrying on of the Government, 
what will be necessary hereafter to prevent the contingency by which 
we are confronted now. 

Mr. President, nothing could be more lax, more unsatisfactory, more 
prejudicial to good order than the passage of a resolution of this kind. 
Changes of appropriations become a necessity from year to year. New 
clerks are required insome branchesof the Government, a diminution in 
another branch; new classes of expenditures in regard to public build- 
ings, in to light-houses, and in regard to all the various classes ot 
expenditures embraced in these fourteen different appropriation bills; 
there are changes necessary every year; and yet what do we do? We 
come in and say that the total this year shall be the same as in the laws 
of lastyear. This resolution says that wherever any of the clerks are 
provided for in the last appropriation bills he shall be continued for the 
next thirty days at the same salary, no matter whether his services are 
needed or not, It says also there shall be no increase in any direction 
in any Department of the Government which the necessities of the 
service may require, but whatever the condition of things was last 
year shall be continued. If weare to continue it for thirty days, why 
not for sixty days, and if for sixty days, why not for twelve months, 
so that all the same scale of expenditure and the same objects and pur- 
poses shall go on each year? 

But, Mr. President, there is more than that. While we are now 
brought face to face with this failure of appropriations, we are re- 
minded every day that scoresand hundreds of bills affecting the expen- 
ditures of the Government, for the payment of the debts of the Gov- 
ernment, bills necessary to meet changed conditions, bills essential as 
the appropriation bills themselves are to the perpetuity of the Govern- 
ment, have been passed by the Senate, and piled up on the table of the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, where they receive not only 
no attention, but no pretense of attention, and there is no expectation 
either here or there that they ever will be attendedto. We havecome 
to that point where there is a practical embargo on legislation. We 
not only have to submit to the coat of last year, notwithstanding the 
growth of the necessity in regard to appropriations, butin regard toall 
other things on which legislation is desired we are compelled to labor 
under old conditions totally unsuited to the new and pressing needs of 
our people. 

This is not the time, noris it, perhaps, opportune to go into this sub- 
ject more largely. At this moment, of course, whatever may be said, 
a bad motive will be ascribed to him who says it. It will be alleged 
that it is uttered because we are in a Presidential campaign; but it is 
proper at all times, and especially when an emergency of this kind arises, 
that there should be a full exposition of the condition of things which 
exists not only every year, but which becomes more and more aggra- 
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vated, and which is bound, it seems to me, to result in astate of affairs 
much more serious than will be the result of a postponement of appro- 
priations, and that will finally resuèt in the delay of business, in alack 
to meet new and pressing necessities, fruitful of the most important 
consequences. 

I do not know what the Senate may be able to do that will effect a 
change, I was opposed in the early portion of this session to the adop- 
tion of the rule reported from the Committee on Rules by the Senator 
from Connecticut, to the effect that the Committee on Appropriations 
should not consider any appropriation bill not reported prior to six 
days from the expiration of the session—I believe that was the time 
named. I was opposed to that, because I could see that emergencies 
might arise in which that would work great harm to the Government, 
and yet it will take a catastrophe, and one perhaps of an overwhelm- 
ing ers in order to work a reformation at the other end of this 
Capitol. 

Mr. CALL. I can see no great evil consequences to result from the 
passage of the resolution. The argument of the Senator from Kansas 
denies the capacity of the people to elect their Representatives, or the 
capacity of those Representatives. These are the only two logical points 
of his propositions. By our form of government the House of Repre- 
sentatives is constituted with full discretion whether it will report an 
appropriation bill or any other bill at a particular date or time during 
the session or term of Congress. That is all there is to be said about 
it. Ifthe people elect Representatives, as it is said they have done, for 
years who are incapable of performing their function, the indictment 
then is upon the peopleof the United States. Idonotconcur in either 
of these propositions. 

Assuming that the fiscal year is to begin in July, which is neither a 
necessity nor a provision of the Constitution, and assuming that the 
session of Congress shall begin in December and end at some period of 
the summer, then we might say that the Senate would not have time 
to consider an sporan bill unless the House should act by some 
particular time; but if the three hundred and thirty members in the 
ara Pa pe of the constitutional duty required of them d one 

undred and fifty or three hundred days in the consideration of the appro- 
priation of the money of this Government, it is their sovereign right 
and discretion to do so, and we have no right to impeach the methods 
of this performance of their duty. 

Now, Mr. President, what evil to the country is it to appropriate 
money by an appropriation bill or by a joint resolution? Suppose it 
does inconvenience the clerical force of this country? What relation 
does that bear to the convenience and the sovereign right, power, and 
duty of the legislators representing the people to exercise their discre- 
tion as to time and methods in the performance of their fanctions. The 
failure of a hundred appropriation bills would not affect the even course 
and tenor of this great Government resting upon the affections of the peo- 
ple of this country. 

What is this of which we complain and which we exaggerate and 
magnifyso much here? Itis thesimple question of convenience to the 
clerks in keeping the accounting books of the Treasury. Suppose it to 
be true, as it is true, that every salary of this Government is by law 
made in contemplation of and subject to the express provisions of the 
Constitution that no money can be paid except by the act of Congress, 
be the law what it may, the appropriation is to be made by every suc- 
ceeding Congress, unfettered and unlimited by the actionof or the pro- 
hibition of any preceding Congress. 

Suppose it to be true, as it is true, that no implied contract can rest 
upon this Government, that its powers are all mandatory, and that in 
their exercise it commands, and does not act by agreement or consent. 
Suppose all that to be true, and that the great sovereign principle of this 
Government is that the people every two years, by their representa- 
tives in the House of Representatives and those here assembled, shall 
have the sole and absolute power of imposing taxation and of di ing 
of ue — of taxation out of the Treasury of the United States, 
what 

Why, Mr. President, it is comparatively of but little importance 
whether a general appropriation bill shall be passed on the Ist day of 
July or the Government carried on by a joint resolution. It does not 
affect in any respect the great public policy of this Government. Itis 
well that the Senate should have its opportunity of considering every 
item of appropriation. It can take the time to doit if it chooses todo 
so. It can prolong the sessions of this body as long as it sees fit, for 
there can beno adjournment without its consent. There is therefore 
nothing in these propositions except the simple question of the conven- 
ience of these two bodies in their periods of adjournment and the 
termination of the session. : 

Mr. President, I agree with everybody else that there ought to be 
reasonably expeditious consideration of the appropriation measures, 
that it is a proper method of public business to unite them for the con- 
venience of the tatives and Senators in a general bill, not for 


any object of public policy, but to save time. That is all there is in 
‘the proposition, and certainly when we are required and the duty is 
imposed upon us to appropriate the money out of the Treasury with 
unlimited discretion as to the manner of appropriating, whether by 


single bill or resolution or by general appropriation bill, there can be 
no doubt that when the law is exhausted the obligation is imperative 
upon this body to make that appropriation in such form as is possible 
to be done within the time limited. Therefore I do not think there 
ought to be any two opinions on the subject of the passage of this joint 
resolution. 

As to coercing the House of Representatives by a rule that unless 
they shall pass appropriation bills at a certain time the Senate will ab- 
dicate its fanctions and not pass them at all, it seems to me there can 
be no consideration of that proposition; and the whole question, 
therefore, is simply whether we shall perform a constitutional duty 
imposed upon us of appropriating money out of the Treasury to answer 
the public necessities and the public demands, or whether we shall re- 
fuse to do it. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sary, which will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. In line 13 strike out the word ‘‘ amount’? where 
it occurs the second time. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 


z The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] on 
which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. So much time has been consumed with the resolu- 
tion just disposed of that I will reserve what I have to say on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] to the 
Army appropriation bill to a later time in the consideration of the bill. 
I pro) to offer an amendment to it. I will yield now to the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a few 
moments from the consideration and determination of this amendment 
if the Senate is ready to pass upon it. My only reason for speaking ab 
all is lest it should be sup that the State of New York and the 
city of New York were indifferent to any proper and prompt action 
toward putting this country in a state of defense. 

As I understand, we have reached in consideration and examination 
by all competent sources of examination and report, to a general conclu- 
sion that thisamendmentis in its subject and its substance a proper piece 
of legislation. I believe that the objections which have been made do 
not at all touch the occasion of the public and of the Government re- 
quiring that provision should be made for furnishing armaments for 
air that are already at the service of the Government or are to be 

ilt. 

Now, Mr. President, as I understand it the real question for us to deter- 
mineis this: Isthere any such impedimentin this measure beingingrafted 
upon an appropriation bill as should deter Congress from making itnow 
an immediate piece of legislation? I donot understand thatany of the 
general and conservative rules which should confine appropriation bills 
to appropriation matters give any ground to object to this measure. 
It has been suggested that the fortification bill when it comes would 
then be a more proper and a more regular place to dispose of the ques- 
tion, but I have not understood from any quarter, unless, perhaps, from 
the Senator from Maryland, that if this measure were here in a fortifi- 
cation bill any objection would be made to passing these clauses and 
sections thus found in that bill. 

Mr. President, we are constantly brought in this attitude in legisla- 
tion of agreeing that something ought to be done, thatsomething ought 
to be promptly done, that something ought to be definitely done, and 
now we have reached by every stage of preliminary examination acon- 
dition to determine whether this measure isagood measure and should 
be accepted and adopted, and if we find that itis, and if we find that 
this is the promptest and the readiest mode of setting at work the pur- 
pose of this Government in regard to this armament of forts, I ho 
the Senate will find that there is no course for us to take but promptly 
and immediately to adopt this amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will pardon me fora few words fur- 
ther. 

An inquiry was made of me as to about how many tons or how many 
guns the $5,000,000 would secure. Of course it can only be approxi- 
mately estimated now. Such forged steel costs $600 or $700 a ton, and 
the estimate is about as follows: 100 8-inch guns of 15 tons, 1,500 tons; 
120 10-inch guns of30 tons, 3,600 tons; 50 12-inch guns of 50 tons, 2,500 
tons; making a total of 7,600 tons, and making 270 guns when com- 
pleted. Butit will take five orsix years at least to expend the $5,000,000. 

One point more. It has been said that the Ordnance Pureau had 


An amendment seems to be neces- 
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$75,000 a year for many years out of the avails of obsolete guns and 
old material, the money being covered into the Treasury and $75,000 
of iċ being set apart each'year for, in the language of the statute— 
The purpose of procuring a supply of material adapted in manufacture and 
caliber to the present forms of the service. 


One would think perhaps that would be used to buy new types, but 


the law has been construed in a just and proper sense. Among the 

made under that are 3.2-inch steel guns, of which there have been, 

I think, thirty made and some more tobe made. The statute contem- 

that there shall be a standard gun made and tested thoroughly be- 

fore guns of that kind shall be issued to the Army or put into the avail- 
able list of guns.. 

The Ordnance Bureau has built a 5-inch siege gun, anda7-inch how- 
itzer, and an 8-inch rifle and twelve steel-hooped mortars, all breech- 
loading, and they are said to be unsurprssed by any guns of like cali- 
ber in the world. They are kept for testing and are standard guns. 
They have been subjected, except the siege pieces, to severe tests for 
endurance, under that appropriation. 

‘The Department has now under manufacture at the Watervliet arsenal one 
10-inch breech-loading steel gun, one Sinch breech-loading steel gun, and 
twenty-five 3.2-inch breech-l steel field guns. 

This is a report of the Ordnance Office tothe Secretary of War, dated 
June 19 of the present year. 

This work was begun under authority of the general law (section 
1164, page 209, Revised Statutes United States, second edition, 1878), 
which prescribes the duties of the Chief of Ordnance, under direction 
of the poe tary of War, with regard to the procurement of ordnance 
supplies for the use of the Army, etc.; and also of the Statutes at 
Large (seventh 388, United States Statntes at Large, 
volume 18, part 3), which provides a permanent appropriation from 
proceeds of sales of obsolete and unserviceable material, which I haye 
referred to. ; 

A single word more, because the Senator from Kentucky madea point 
against us here which I suppose may be assumed to have a little force 
unless it is noticed. He said that this was tooimportant matter to be 
discussed now upon the Army apap bill at this late stage of 
the session. I rebel, I indignantly rebel against thatobjection. Why 
was not the Army bill here two months ago? -Last year it was passed 
before the 4th of March. Why are we told yearafter year when these 
important bills come here in the very last days, ‘*Do not put on 
your amendment; do not take up the time; if is important that this 
bill pass before the Ist of July?’’ I will not listen to that. Itis my 
anty to propose the amendment in behalf of the Military Committee. 
I do it and urge it, and I should speak upon it until Monday morning 
next if I thought it was my duty to do so. 

Then, again, it was intimated that we ought to try the fortification 
biil, Mind you, sir, the fortification bill is not even here in the Sen- 
ate in the hands of our committee yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been reported to the other House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has not been reported to the House, so far as we 
are allowed to know the proceedings of the House, as I understand. It 
may be here some time or other. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator if this subject- 
matter has not been under discussion by the Committee on Military 
Affairs for a number of months? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, especially the committee of which my friend 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is the chairman. It has been discussed 
there over and over again, and moreover it is the same thing that the 
Senate in the last Congress passed without perhaps a single dissenting 
vote, practically manimously. I refer to the pair of bills that pro- 
vided 10,000 tons for Army guns and 10,000 tons forNavy guns. Over 
and over the question has been discussed, and yet the Senator from 
Kentucky rises and says, ‘‘ We have no sort of means of knowing that 
this is the best way.” You have been shown truly that half a dozen 
boards have investigated the subject, have reported exactly this, and 
that it has passed the Senate unanimously heretofore. 

Mx, CHANDLER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Ms. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr CHANDLER. He has stated the number of guns the $5,000,- 
000 will furnish. Does he mean the metal or the guns? -~ 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The $5,000,000 will provide pieces enongh for 
about two hundred and seventy guns. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will furnish them for fabrication ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Furnish them for fabrication. The Senator uses 
that term to cover the finishing and assembling. I do not quite like 
it, because ‘* fabrication’? implies the whole work. The forging of the 
rough parts is what is covered by this clause. The “‘fabrication’’ is 
the word the Department uses in describing the business of fine fin- 
ishing and assembling. That is not covered by this item. 

Mr. PLUMB. Two years ago, when this question came up in the 
Senate as a matter of appropriation, I was very much in favor of some 
such plan as iscovered by the amendment of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut. Nothing was done because of a disagreement between the Sen- 

. ate and the House of Representatives as to what should be done, and 
nothing has been since done except what has been done for the Navy. 


I was quite willing myself that the amendment should be inserted in 
the bill providing an appropriation of $600,000 for manufacture, pur- 
chase, and test of cannon, etc.; but I am not as enthusiastic as I was 
two years ego about this project of the Senator from Connecticut. It 
is not y certain that it will be a success. I know atall events 
that other governments are undertaking experiments in different di- 
rections, and that certain things have been developed which seem to 
show that the steel built-up gun is likely to be faulty as compared with 
others. I have here a dispatch, dated Vienna, May 29, as follows: 


VIENNA, May 29. 

The Austrian Government has the automatic Maxim gun, which is 
considered the finest in existence. Thirty of these guns have been ordered to 
be delivered immediately to fortify Cracow and Przemyse. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before the Senator passes from that will he allow 
me to make a remark? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The automatic Maxim gun carries an ounce ball. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is an entirely new gun. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It isa little rapid-firing gun. When a cartridge 
is fired it has rebound enough to set the machinery in motion by which 
the shell is thrown off and a new cartridge putin. You load, pull the 
trigger once, and go to your dinner, and by the time you get back it 
has fired a lot of cartri of 1-ounce musket-balls. 

Mr. PLUMB. With due to the Senator, I say I do not be- 
lieve that he knows what he is talking about. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We donot decide much by bets in the Senate, but 
I could appeal to two ordnance officers in the corridor and appeal to 
the intelligence of all the armies in the world. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is very safe, because we can- not appeal to the 
Supreme Conrt.so as to have any effect on the passage of this bill; but 
this gun is thought worthy of being provided for the p of forti- 
fying certain important points in Austria, and therefore I do not be- 
lieve that the Senator understands it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But there has been one in the town within four 

in the War Department. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is so loaded generally with ammunition 
and ordnance that he carries it about his person. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thank you for the compliment, implying that I 
know something about the subject. 

[Laughter.] Mr. President, the 


Mr. PLUMB. That I doubt. 

Senator pressed this measure on us with great momentum two years 
ago; but I think he is somewhat oblivious now to what has occurred 
within the last fiscal year. Ido not say this may not be a good thing 
to do, but I mean to say it does not seem to be so conclusively a good 
thing to do as it was two years ago, 

In the first place, important discoveries have been made within the 
past few years, in fact in the past twelve months, which I think tend 
to show, and conclusively do show in fact, that we are not to make 
guns on the plans we now know; that is, the best gun has not been 
made yet, and it isnot necessarily to be made asa built-up gun, Guns 
can be lighter, more adjustable, coniaining a great deal more tensile 

than any iron or steel. Recent discoveries show that the 
metal to do that can be prodnced at a nominal cost. Aluminum has 
an afinity for iron. Heretofore there has been a combination of such 
materials that aluminum could not be readily separated from, but it 
is now being used in connection with the manufacture of certain very 
important articles in a large city in this’ country in such a way as to 
produce practically a new metal, a metal composed of iron and alumi- 
num in combination, and a metal having a greater strength than iron 
has, a metal which is finer, softer, more malleable, and of greater ten- 
sile strength than either iron or steel. It opens up a very wide field 
in regard to this very question of gun man It is probably 
practicable to make by casting a gun of iron and aluminum which wiil 
have greater tensile strength than has heretofore existed in built-up 
steel guns. ; 
I do not want to say anything disrespectful of the Ordnance Depart- _ 
ment of this Government; I have the highest personal respect for every 
one whom I know to be connected with it; and yet there is a remark 
in a letter, which I shall read in a moment, which expresses my idea, 
that those persons who are in charge of this Department are not suf- 
ficiently alive to the fact that somebody else may know something and 
that the whole world is marching on with great rapidity, developing 
new things, new ideas, new projects, and they are so conservative that 
even if what I have spoken of shall be definitely developed to be the 
fact they will not avail themselves of it in time to be of any use to this: 
generation. 

There has been recently tried what is called the pneumatic dyna- 
mite gun, and this bill contains an appropriation for the hase of 
ten. Four hundred thousand dollars, it is thought, will furnish ten 
of these guns.. I have somedoubt as to the value of that gun, but I 
have a letter from a gentleman who, if I was permitted to disclose 


his name, would, I think, convey some idea of authority on this sub- 
ject to the Senate. Referring to this gun, he says: 
I consider it the complete solution of the harbor-defense question. Why do 


that, in my opinion, nothingcan withstand. Four 
ts for destructive power entirely beyond 


I? Thegun‘uses a 
hundred pounds ofexplosive gelatine 
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any conception of the mind, and I do not overlook the cases where dynamite 
projectiles have not done what was e 

The use of the  posunene power allows of accuracy so that within the gun's 
range you can drop a projectile at any given point. Nets are no protection 
against it by reason of its line of flight, and they can not countermine 
a channel, as in the case of fixed mines or to! oes. 


and clear 


lf you stop to think of the matter you will see that unless you pose to 
abandon torpedoes and mines for the defense of harbors (which would be exactly 
against the present tendency of things), then this gun is incomparably beyond 


anything heretofore known. It uses high explosives in larger quantities than 
any other weapon and in a way that vessels have at present no method of re- 
konok- If I were Secretary of War Ishould bave asked for $1,000,000 and should 
with that oy aap he been able, I think, to protect perfectly every city in this 
country which to be reached by a channel. 

A million of dollars, according to the scale of prices established by this 
bill, would buy twenty-five of these guns, and according to the author- 
ity of this gentleman, no mean authority, who has watched every step 
of this exper?ment, and is himself in a responsible position, a million 
dollars would do more tenfold than the $5,000,000 that the Senator from 
Connecticut proposes to appropriate by hisamendment. I have before 
me a letter from a gentleman in Philadelphia who writes to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, in which, speaking of this 
general question, he says: ; 

Would it not be better to await the full trial of the pneumatic gun now upon 
the cruiser recently launched by Messrs, Cramp? Thereare radically different 
opinions as to whether this gun— 

That is the gun being arranged now upon the cruiser— 
will do all claimed for it, and until it is thoroughly tried nothing definite can 
be determined, Iam not in the least interested in either gun. 

He goes on to express the opinion that it is going to be a great suc- 
cess, 

We have now entered upon this field of investigation. It has not 
been entered upon by persons employed by the Government; it has 
been entered upon by private people, by people under the stimulus of 
private enterprise, under the desire, of course, for profit, by people who 
survey the entire field, as unfortunately I think those who have 
of this matter for the Government do not. This gentleman goes on to 
say, concerning the pneumatic gun, that— 

It is no longer experimental— 

It has a range of about 2 miles, with the prospect that that range 
may be increased to 5 miles— 
and if ordnance officers were not a little impervious to the force of evidence— 

That is the point I want to make— : 
and if ordnance officers were not a little impervious to the force of evidence, 
we should have had the solution of the harbor-defense question settled by the 
general adoption of the gun. 

There is, of course, wide room for difference of opinion about all these 
questions; but the Senator from Connecticut has observed that we have 
made great progress. Ten years ago it was said if you wanted a ship 
for offense or defense you must have one that was heavily armored. 
The concurrence of opinion on that subject was even stronger and more 
conclusive at the time than any concurrence is as to the character of 
the guns that the Senator from Connecticut now proposes the construc- 
tion of. And yet to-day the whole civilized world admits that we do 
not want ships of that kind, because the power of offense has been de- 
veloped far beyond the power of defense. You can not put upon the 
frame-work of any ship face of sufficient thickness to resist the offen- 
sive weapons which in the mean time have been invented and put in 
use. In addition, that part of the ship which by modern inventions is 
exposed, to wit, the bottom, should never be plated at all. So the ves- 
sels which have been built by England, by France, by Italy, and by all 
foreign countries,with heavy armor, are not adapted for the present 
state of naval warfare. We shall never see one of these on the coast of 
this country. They are not to be feared. 

Human invention has disposed of that question, and to-day the whole 
naval powers of the world, the United States included, are turning 
their attention to swift cruisers with a single large gun, and that have 
no solidity whatever practically so far as armor is concerned. 

In the midst of this great revolution, why should we take up that 
which was proposed five or ten years ago and is confessedly not needed 
to-day? I venture now the prediction that if we enter upon this plan, 
within five years from now we shall be abandoning it. Ido not mean 
to say that the appropriation will notdosome good. I believe in keep- 
ing the officers of our Army employed; I believe in stimulating their 
genius and their efforts and their energy to enable us to keep as nearly 
as possible at a pace with or ahead of that which private enterprise is 
doing; but I do not want to rest on the theory that we are going to 
get the highest possible method of harbor defense or coast defense, be- 
cause I believe the genius of individuals outside of the Army has con- 
tributed a method of solution which the Army has yet to take hold of 
or to appreciate. 

We spend millions now. We have half a million in this bill for one 
item. They do notsay they want anything else. They say they want 
to make a gun and test it, and after testing it to determine whether it 
is one that the Government should build or not. And yet the Senator 
from Connecticut wants to spend $5,000,000 upon the theory that we 
want that which no experiment has yet determined that we do want; 
and that, as I said before, although we are apprised of the very impor- 
tant fact that we have got, not at the expense of the Government, But 


at the expense of private parties solely, a weapon which to-day is su- 

perior to anything that ever has been manufactured. One shot from 

the pneumatic dynamite gun such as was fired from it last summer on 

the Hudson River will do more’ damage than a thousand shots fired 

from the best built-up gun. In the first place the range is more accu- 

Soe than that of any gun can be the expelling power of which is pow- 
er. 

In the next place, as stated in this letter, the shell it carries contains 
an amount of explosive the result of which is beyond the reach of con- 
templation almost of anybody as to its effect. 

But I venture to say what will be the final result. Ido not say the 
pneumatic dynamite gun is the best ofits kind. On the contrary, the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] spoke yesterday with that pride 
with which he always speaks of those things that concern his State of 
a patent for thirty-three inventions not only for the creation, but for 
the handling and the throwing of an explosive of the same character 
out of an ordinary gun with ordinary dry powder.- The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says thatisdoneinother countries. Whether 
he means thereby to disparage the inventive genius of the gentleman 
referred to by the Senator from Alabama I do not know. If it is done 
in other countries, then we have overlooked still another field in com- 
petition with these built-up steel guns and have developed another 
weapon which is superior to that, because it can be shown that torpe- 
does to be carried in the air and in the water and containing immense 
projectile force could be fired with accuracy out of an ordinary gun. 

We have developed something which is of infinitely more conse- 
quence even than the pneumatic dynamite gun. We have got guns; 
we have got powder; we have all that is necessary except the prepara- 
tion of the explosive. I will venture to say, as I have said before, that 
before we shall get fairly under operation under the propositions of this 
amendment, if it shall be adopted, every man will see that we have 
outgrown it all, that it was a coat fit for a boy when -he had come to 
the stature of a man. 

We have gained immensely as we all see now by not having enterad 
upon the construction of ironclads twenty years ago. The obstruct- 
ive policy of the Democratic House of Representatives as it was then 
was wise, although they did not know it. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose we had an immediate war now, would 
we not need the guns? 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose the skies should fall, should we not catch 
some larks? Mr. President, the man, woman, or child does not live 
who will ever heara hostile shot fired on the American continent. It 
is not simply the possession of a few guns that makes the American 
people free from any possibility of intervention by foreign powers. It 
may or may not be the creation of a few weeks or a few months, but the 
inventive genius of 60,000,000 people will develop ten thousand times 
the offensive and defensive appliances required, of which we now know 
nothing. No one of the ironclads of the Old World to-day, in the ab- 
sence of the pneumatic dynamite gun or gun of any kind, could ever 
sail into New York Harbor. 

I do not say that therefore we ought not to provide something 
which shall at least seem to be adequate means for the public defense, 
We ought to provide against the accidents of the situation; it is all 
that we absolutely need to provide against. We want something io 
inspire the feeling of safety. The man whotravels out in the country 
with my friend from Nevada does not carry a pistol because he thinks 
he will need it, but he carries it just on the principle that a man car- 
ries one in the State of Texas; he knows if he does need it he will need 
it badly, not because he thinks there is going to be any organized force 
out there that will attack him, not because there is any lack of that 
administration of the law which furnishes personal safety, but be- 
cause he prefers to be safe against all peradyenture. That is the con- 
dition of the people of the United States to-day. It does not need to 
do anything else except simply to provide against the possible acci- 
dents of the situation. 

It ought to give stimulus to the inventive genius of its own people. 
It ought to be willing to accept the good things that the people of the 
United States bring to it at their own expense. I admit also that it 
ought to keep going the force of young, active, and intelligent men it 
has in its ordnance service. 

I will venture to say when the stress comes on this country, if it ever 
does, its reliance will not be upon the regular Army any more than it 
was in186i. It isthe nucleus, it is the housekeeping service, and that 
isall. It is a good thing to have, a good thing to maintain and to be 
well spoken of—I utter no word to its discredit—but when I speak,of 
the defense of this country I am speaking of something that bursts 
the bounds of any possibility of accomplishment by an army of twenty- 
five thousand men. I know, as every one here knows, that itis not 
the genius of peace that provides for war. It is the genius of the 
time of trial which focuses the determination, the judgment, the genius 
of eyery man in the country in one direction, and that the defense of 
the country, which develops that which is needed for the occasion. 

We shall build, I have no doubt, in some way a gun foundry, and 
there will be a whirring of wheels, and there will be a turning of shafts, 
and there will be the ing of guns after a perfunctory fashion; yet 


making 
alongside of that and ahead of it, far beyond it all the time, will be 
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going the effort of men who do these things and similar things nut for 
the salary but because they are led by high ambition, by cupidity, if 
you please, but yet by that spirit which carries the nation forward all 
the time and which makes the regular Army and its accompaniment 
also by comparison a lack. I do not plead for one as against the other. 
I say give both of them a chance, Give to the Ordnance Bureau this 
half million doliars in order that they may make these experiments. 


They may want to send over to England to buy one gun. Good as |- 


they are, conservative as they are, honest as they are, they want to 
build a gun to see whether that is the kind of gun we want. Mean- 
while other persons have determined at their own expense certain 
things which are greater in their results than anything that has yet 
been found. We shall take up these things as we go along. We shall 
buy some things perhaps that we do not want, but all the time we 
shall be getting something better, and every day and every week and 
every year we shall be getting further and further away from that 
which the Senator from Connecticut three years ago, or five years ago 
perhaps, said then as his judgment and the judgment of the world was 
the best possible thing. 

The world has grown in the last five years. The report of the Gun 
Foundry Board is here because we put it into imperishable print; but 
if it had not been printed we should not be referring to it to-day. It 
is because we stick to these printed pages which we printed some years 
ago that we do not see the things going on around us. If instead of 
printing it the report of that Gun Foundry Board had been burned up 
and had gone out of the recollection of men we should not be referring 
to it here to-day, and we should be taking up the current things that 
have been developed since, squaring our accounts by those, taking into 
account those things as the things to be done necessary for the protec- 
tion of the country and not clinging to things that are past. 

For these reasons I have not felt that now I could support this amend- 
ment. I have voted for the other amendment. Iam willing to keep 
this machinery of ours greased and going on, but I do not want to give 
to it in the large way here proposed every single thing that pertains to 
the defense of this country. Ido not want todo it because I do not 
believe it represents the best possible for to-day; I do not believe it 
represents the best possible for to-morrow, and for the days yet to come. 
At all events, whatever it may be, it is only a part of that which sixty 
million people are doing in this same direction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, we have been waiting since 1867 
for something that was to supersede anything that we had, and we have 
done nothing. Iwill imagineacase. About 1826 a man hears that 
there is a new-fangled steam machine that can make 15 miles an hour 
upon some rails laid on the surface—a new locomotive. He says, ‘‘I 
will not build one; I know thereis a man whois getting up one of 20 miles 
an hour.” He waits until 1835 and finds that there is a man who has 
got up one that will go 35 miles an hour. He waits until 1860, and 
finds out that there is somebody who can go 50 miles an hour. That 
man has got up to 1888 without building a single locomotive, and that 
man is the dear friend of the Senator from à 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He does not want us to go to building things be- 
cause we can do something better in the future. 

Mr. PLUMB. Notatall. Iam willing to do to-day tho things for 
to-day and to-morrow I want to do the things for to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One gun then will only defend one little corner of 
New York Harbor. Let us put to-day our harbors in a decent condi- 
tion of defense and I will wait with him; but I appeal to the common 
sense of the Senator to say whether a 17-inch gun throwing a 1,200- 
pound shot is ever likely to be entirely superseded, or whether even a 
6-inch gun that throws a 100-pound chilled-steel bolt 5 or 6 miles is 
likely to be superseded, or whether a Hotchkiss revolving cannon that 
throws a chilled-steel projectile as fast as you can fire a revolver is 
likely to be superseded. I would stand within 2 miles and a quarter 
of the Zalinski battery with a 13-inch tube 40 feet long, with half a 
dozen revolving Hotchkiss guns, and I would shatter him and his 
friends all to pieces and never be reached by his dynamite charge. 
Mr. Zalinski says himself he has not the slightest idea in the world 
this is ever to supersede the best rifled cannon. 

My friend says let us wait for the better thing. He says these guns 
will be abandoned in five years. Now, letussee. I hold in my hand 
a statement of these guns. The world is going away from them, he 
says. Here are nine ships of the British navy with from 4 to 24 inches 
of steel armor on their sides waiting for the finishing of seventy-eight 
steel guns. 

Was there ever a nation since the world began that had more interest 
in solving this great naval and military problem than Great Britain has, 
whose colonies are found in every quarter of the world, whose trade 
depends upon the rifled cannon that she has got to protect her commerce 
on the seas, who pays the most liberal and generous rewards to every 
new inyentor, who hears him state his case at night and says, ‘‘I will 


be on hand in the morning to see it tried,” as I have had done to me 
by the British Board of Admiralty? They have an interest if anybody 
has. They are finishing up the Howe with four 13.5-inch 67-ton guns, 
the Collingwood with four 12-inch 45-ton guns, the Camperdown with 


four 13.5-inch 67-ton guns and six 6-inch 5-ton guns; for the Anson four 
13.5-inch 67-ton guns and six 6-inch 89-hundredweight guns, the Un- 
daunted with two 9.2-inch 22-ton guns, the Australia with two 9.2-inch 
22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 5-ton the Narcissus with two 9.2-inch 
22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 5-ton guns, the Galatea with two 9.2-inch 
22-ton and ten 6-inch 5-ton guns, and the Immortalité with two 
9.2-ineh 22-ton guns and ten 6-inch 89-hundredweight guns. 

Those vessels are lying at the wharf waiting to have those seventy-eight 
manufactured guns put on board—the very guns I have been describ- 
ing here, ‘That 9.2-inch gun has been well tried. One was tried last 
year on the occasion of the jubilee. Ordnance officers made up the 
elements of trial, the gun of such a size, such a bore, of such alength, 
the shot so long, of such a caliber, such chilled steel, so much powder 
of such a description, and sent these elements out to the ordnance offi- 
cers of the world to calculate what would be the range of that gun at 
an elevation of 40 degrees. The young man who won the premium 
was an officer of our Army, a Mr. Ingalls—Captain Ingalls, I think; I 
may have forgotten his rank—whose estimate was nearest. The pro- 
jectile went 20,000 yards, or within a few yards of eleven miles and 
a quarter, and yet I am told that a wooden tube carrying a big shell of 
400 or 500 pounds of dynamite is to take the place of that gun. A 
single gun would go through the whole American Navy side by side. 
Except the old monitors, there are not thirty vessels fit to go to sea; 
you could lay them side by side, and it would go through them. Such 
guns are not about to be superseded anywhere. 

The Senator reads a statement from an anonymous gentleman; he 
may be a shareholder in the Dynamite Gun Company or Aluminium 
Steel Company. 

‘There are one or two other points. He says if the report of the Gun 
Foundry Board had not been printed we should not haye remembered 
it. I think he is slightly mistaken. We did not need that record to 
tell what kind of guns the world wanted. 

I have here another statement about English guns, giving the num- 
ber issued for sea service. Four hundred and seventy-five breech-load- 
ing rifles were issued within seventeen years, and thirteen hundred and 
thirty-two muzzle-loading rifles, amounting to eighteen hundred and 
seven steel heavy rifle guns issued within seventeen years by the British 
Government. ; 

I put that immense expenditure of the British Government against 
the anonymous letter of the gentleman who thinks he has got hold of 
something better than anything that has come yet. -I hope he has. 
We get rumors and rumors of inventions. Some of theni amount to 
something and some do not. 

But the Senator says with a sort of eloquent felicity that the time of 
genius is the time of trial; the genius of the time of trial will develop 
that which is needed for the occasion. I assent to that in a measure. 
The genius of the time of trial developed the Monitor in the beginning 
of the war, but, sir, ten times over, while that Monitor was building, 
Great Britain or France or Spain could have collected $200,000,000 in 
the city of New York without the possibility of resistance on the part 
of New York. The Monitor was a brilliant idea, and my friend Row- 
land nearly killed himself by working night and day for one hundred 
days to finish it, until divine Providence sent that modern machine 
down to Hampton Roads in time, you might say, in asense, tosave the 
country. 

I have a book here giving me some tables of the distances. Here is 
a figure or two. Before the gentleman could turn around, before he 
could plant mines in New York Harbor, before he could get himself 
ready, the British fleet would come from Halifax. What is Halifax ? 
The strongest position they perhaps have in the world, a naval station, 
the largest dock, and supplied always with coal and with every naval 
supply in anticipation of any trouble with us. Some of these vessels, 
he says, will not sail. They do sail, nevertheless. They go over there 
and quietly rendezvous; the officers dance with the ladies at night until 
the telegraph informs them that they have to take Portland, and in 
from thirty to thirty-four hours they are at Portland. They have an- 
other great fleet at Bermuda to assist them. From Havana the Span- 
ish fleet can reach New Orleans in forty-five hours; and ninety-six 
hours from Vancouver would place a British fleet in front of San I'ran- 
cisco. 

That is the sort of war nowadays. War nowadays does not wait 
for three months. War flashes, and fires the nextday. Cap-a-pie the 
continent of Europe stands, each nation glancing at the other, not know- 
ing when the long roll will be beaten. While the gentleman is looking 
around upon a new invention the German army crosses the Rhine and 
is at Sedan, is soon in Paris; the Emperor is a prisoner, and France 
pays a thousand millions of ransom, That is the way war is declared 
nowadays. 

The Senator says we shall never hear a hostile shot fired on this 
continent We shall never hear a hostile shot fired by the militiamen 
in the middle of our States. No foreign nation would make war in 
that way upon us. Nobody supposes that they would Jand an army 
and that we should step back from the shore and say, ‘‘Gentlemen, 
please come on shore.’ ‘‘One hundred thousand?” ‘Thank you.’’ 

‘One hundred and fifty thousand?” ‘‘Yes.’? ‘‘Three hundred 
thousand?” ‘Yes; walk on shore, gentlemen. Walk up in the 
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country.” Provided even as we are for that kind of war, we should 
give a good account of ourselves. We have only twenty-five little 
steel cannon, to be sure, and we have got a few old smooth-bores, but 
they would do. We could collect 20,000 men from the regular Army, 
and about 200,000 of the National Guard would turn out, and we have 
some spare rifles at Springfield, not enough for a large army, but pretty 
good, and we could extemporize an army, and by sheer force of multi- 
tude we would roll over that foreign force and swallow it, no matter 
if it cost five men of ours to one of theirs. But that is not war. 

Great Britain has two hundred and seventy-five vessels which she 
can sail out to-day to make war. She has forty-one vessels drawing 
under 7 feet, which are armed with 10-inch guns and 67-pounders. 
They can go up the Welland Canal into Lake Erie. i 
` Gentlemen say these things will never happen. I suppose to the 
superficial observer there never was a fairer scene than hung over this 
continent in 1860; and yet it was not a year before men by the hun- 
dred thousand were shaking the continent with their tread, and we 
were losing twenty thousand and thirty thousand in battles. No war! 
Who can prophesy? The pull of the trigger, the touch of the electric 
signal may plunge us into war. Are we sure of it? 

I dare you to invite combat with any foreignnation. Thereis nota 
Congress, one so idiotic could not be assembled in these Halls, as to de- 
clare war against any, evena fourth-rate power, for any imaginable in- 
sult. You dare not doit. They have you at their mercy. They can 
treat you to two hundred and fifty ironclads and vessels of all sorts and 
descriptions, with thousands of modern guns, and show you their ren- 
dezyvous at twenty places in the West Indies, along the shore, and their 
rendezvous within gunshot of you on the Pacific at Victoria or Van- 
couver. 

No, sir, this is where we are. We, under any imaginable provoca- 
tion, must negotiate, and procrastinate, and exercise the arts of diplo- 
macy and politeness. We can endure outrages, we can go on so un- 
doubtedly for a great while, and we can escape war; but by and by 
somebody will make such a demand on us for something to be done or 
yielded that for very shame, even if we had not a pocket-knife, the 
American people will say, ‘‘ Never,” and then come your millions ot 
ransom from your different cities, your scanty commerce driven from 
the ocean, your people humiliated with a shame that will make them 
weep for centuries. Then you will have guns built, and you will 
have ships built, and you will uplift your hands, and you will swear 
for revenge if it takes ten years to get it; but the brand will be on you 
forever, and then the men who told us generation by generation not to 
arm ourselves will hide themselves lest the mountains should fall upon 
them when that day comes. 

These things you are liable to. I am drawing no extreme picture. 
I say we have here before you what your War Department, what your 
Navy Department, what the warand navy departments of every nation 
in the world say is the best thing to be done now. I am aware that 
the appropriation bill comes here within two days of the close of the 
fiscal year, and we are begged not to embarrass that bill. I shall not 
hear to it. Irebel, I say. We are told that we might wait for a for- 
tification appropriation bill. That is not here; it is not even reported. 
We have tried that. We put this very proposition upon the fortifica- 
tions bill last year and it led to a defeat of the bill. We passed bills 
independently, and they went to the House of Representatives and 
they have slept thesleepof death, Will gentlemen tell us what course 
to take? Is there anything they will do? 

I told how the Republican party, when the Democrats came into 
power, threw their hands up and said, ‘‘Now we will do something; 
you go on and we will vote everything you want.” They are doing 
nothing. Not one stroke of a spade in thirteen years for our coast de- 
fenses, not one dollar for two or three years for their preservation, not 
an ounce of mortar to bind the falling revetments, not a pound ot 
paint to paint the cannon, not money enough to pay for timber to shore 
oe dad tumbling casemates. You have abandoned them. ‘They are 

ing. 

This is the truth, the absolute truth, exactly as it stands. Iam cut 
of patience, I know. I think I have a right to be. Go abroad and 
hear the comments of men skilled in the art of defense and of warfare 
upon our condition. Was there ever such a- happy-go-lucky reliance 
upon luck as ours since the world began? Sixty-three million people, 
worth about $50,000,000,000, lying helplessly, a dismasted hulk or a 
lazy whale at sea, a monstrous mass of potential power, but against 
the modern steel gun no more effective than a dead whale. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Connecticut was somewhat swift in 
impugning the motives of the gentleman whose letter I read. He said, 
after, I have no doubt, ample reflection, that he was probably astock- 
holder in some pneumatic-gun company. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I said possibly, because the Senator did not dis- 
close his name. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will relieve the Senator on that point. He is not 
only not a stockholder in that company but he is not interested in any 
steel works. He isa gentleman who has more responsibility to-day 
about the matter of coast defenses than all the Senators of the United 
States put together. 

I beg the Senator to understand that the General of the Army him- 
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self is on record in the most emphatic way, stronger than the letter 
which I read, in favor of this new appliance, so thatit has got out of the 
domain of private speculation. I bara when the Senator from Con- 
necticut comes toimpute motives he will be tolerably sure of his ground. 

But I beg to say another thing. I do not care so much about Euro- 
pean opinion. They may think we are happy-go-lucky. If we had 
guided ourselves by European opinion we would not have had any re- 
public at all. When the Senator comes to me with the opinion of 
Europein regard to American institutions, in regard to American works 
of offense and defense, I tell him that that opinion is inspired with the 
deepest possible hatred of the American people; it is not a judgment 
worth quoting at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not catch what opinion the Senator referred 


Mr. PLUMB. Iam speaking of European opinion upon anything 
affecting the American Republic. If the Senator does not feel like 
hearing that adverse opinion I think he had better stay at home. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The Senator must know I spoke of European opin- 
ion upon guns tHat would best defend them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, and that is born not of a knowledge 
of the situation, but is born, as I said, of dislike and deep distrust and 
hatred of the American people. So far as Iam concerned I do not pro- 
pose that that shall have any influence with me. ‘This is a question 
not to be settled by the opinion, haphazard or otherwise, of those per- 
sons who would not participate in maintaining the American Repub- 
lic, but in depreciating it and breaking it down. 

I have no doubt they would like to have us get into their ways. 
They would like to have us buy or build some of their useless iron- 
clads, Great Britain has been building ironclads for a number of 
years, just as men have built houses, and other men have come along 
with better ones, and they have not abandoned them for that reason. 

To-day the British ironclad is practically useless. Jt has not been 
two years since one of the heaviest ironclads sank on its first trial trip 
without a gun being fired against her. 

The British people have not won by dexterity, by skill; they have 
won by bull-dog resolution. They have piled their dead, and they have 
had to walk over their dead bodies rather than adapt themselves to 
modern conditions. The British Government is nota government to go 
to for reference in regard to warfare, except when it comes to a question 
of personal courage and persistency. That they haveenough of. ‘Take 
the experience of the British and French combined in the Crimean war, 
where the British starved to death in their own tents for lack of food 
and other supplies, and had to be clothed and sheltered and fed from 
the French commissary. 

It is not to Great Britain that we are to go for lessons on this subject. 
She is not a first-class power in that sense of power that fills the breast. 
We have had ample illustrations in the last few years that underneath 
all the admiralty and all the army establishments Great Britain is a 
honeycombed superstructure of fraud. There has not been a contract 
let probably in the British navy and in the British army in the last ten 
years that has not been the resaltof favoritism. Of course they would 
build great ironclads they did not want, for thereby they gave fraud- 
ulent profits to favorite contractors. We get nothing by comparison 
in that quarter. The Senator from Connecticut has weakened, in my 
judgment, his argument entirely by the comparison he has made with 
Great Britain. 

Mr. STEWART. Idonot think the fact that frauds have been com- 
mitted in the British navy is a reason wly we should not have any 
guns, I think that if you will examine the question you will find 
that they have better guns than we have, notwithstanding all the 
frauds. I believe that is the evidence of all our officers and of every 
man who has visited them, and that every nation of any importance 
on the earth is better prepared for defense and for attack than we are. 
We are so helpless that we dare not protest in a manly way against 
any third-rate power for any outrage it may commit. 

Look at the Samoan Islands. The people of my section of the coun- 
try went out there, they really built up the government, they were 
trading there. A German fleet came in and took possession, and claimed 
the islands, and we dared not to protest in any manly way. If we had 
heen armed properly and putin an ordinary protest, they would not 
have taken possession against our ships. Wedared not complain of it. 
How humiliating that is. 

So it goes on all around. We can not meet Great Britain on equal 
terms. i was in Victoria last summer. ‘They are building a large es- 
tablishment there, and fortifying. They have an immense naval estab- 
lishment there. Whatcan wedo? Nothing. We are so everywhere. 

When you undertake to say that there never will be a gun fired again 
on this continent, it seems to me that you are not regarding the ex- 
ample of all those around us. We are a great big fat goose to be 
plucked by anybody, and as long as we remain in that condition we 
are liable to be plucked. We may be able to buy our peace for a time, 
but every time we surrender our rights and refuse to defend them we 
grow weaker, and foreign powers will presume further and further 
because we can not resent an outrage. 

The idea has been advanced that we should not be at work building 
guns because we may not build as good ones as will be manufactur 
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some years from now, because they will be improved. We are asked 
to wait until the work is perfected, and while we wait we are in the 
condition I have stated. What we want is to be at all times ready to 
defend the honor of our flag, to defend our rights, to demand respect. 
We want to be in that condition, and the only way we can be in it is 
to be building defenses and preparing for defense all the time. 

I had the honor more than twenty years ago to offer a resolution in 
the Senate instructing the Committee on Naval Affairs to inquire into 
the expediency of building two ships a year, one to be built by the Navy 
Department and the other by contract, and to abandon repairing old 
hulks. The measure seemed to be popular. It passed the Senate 
after a short debate, and it seemed to meet the approbation of every- 
body. It was afterwards abandoned, and we have not built any; we 
have not kept up the necessary establishments. We have spent as 
much money on those hulks as would have been n to have car- 
ried out that plan. If that had been done we should have had some 
first-class ships; we should have had some first-class mechanics. But 
until you build ships, until you allow establishments to be created in 
this conntry, you will not have mechanics, you will*not have the ap- 
pliances, and you will have to bear any indignity that any nation has 
a mind to inflict upo you while you are preparing. 

It seems to me that we need mechanics, we need establishments, and 
we should be prepared to get ready. We need to be ready to prepare 
for war. Of course we do not propose to prepare for war, but we want 
a.nucleus. If we want guns we should have establishments where 
they can be manufac . This takes years, and although we may 
not make the best guns at first, we should have a place where we 
could make them, and during all the time we should be doing this we 
should be receiving the reward of protection, we should be insured 
against trouble, we should be demanding and preserving peace. 

It seems to me that to allow a great nation like this to be in the 
peril it now is, to be at the caprice ofall the world, is criminal. It is 
criminal, I say, in those having the power to put us in an attitude of 
defense, to allow this great nation to stand here the prey of any nation 
which may be wicked enough to make war upon us. 

I remember the consternation in San Francisco when there was talk 
about trouble with Chili. She could haye come up here with her iron- 
clads and levied contributions. Everybody was alarmed, and every- 
body lost faith in the Government. Chili, that little power, had two 
or three guns and could go there and levy contributions upon San 
Francisco and all your cities along the lakes and seaboard. 

We should be at all times prepared tobuild guns and to defend our- 
selves. Foreign nations know exactly how we are situated, and they 
know we would pay tribute rather than subject this country to the 
damage which might be inflicted. They know we let them have the 
Samoan Islands, and they know that we shall make the treaty they 
want with Great Britain in regard to the northern boundary. There 
are 4,000 miles of crooked boundary between us and Canada. Difi- 
culties are liable to arise over it, and we must be in a position to deal 
with Great Britain on equal terms, because I tell you Great Britain is 
aggressive. She is polite to power, she always bows to power, but 
she takes what she can without resistance, no matter where it is. 

She goes just as far as she can. If there is nothing in the way she 
will take up any country. She has never been bound by any law but 
the law of power. She has conquered the world wherever she could, 
and she has taken all the advantages that she was able to take. She 
will do so with us. 

We are discussing the tagaty and we are in a position where we can 
criticise the Administration for having made it, but I doubt whether 
anybody could have made a better treaty. We are afraid to demand 
a better one. We could have got a better one if we had had a nucleus 
ofan army. If we had had guns, if we had had machine-shops, if we 
had had a navy, Great Britain would never have thought of asking or 
us what she was not willing to grant to us. She would not give us the 
same privileges in her harbors and in her ports that we grant to her, 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator what was the inducement of 
Great Britain to give us $15,000,000 as the result of the Geneva award ? 

Mr. STEWART. It was because we then had the best navy in the 
world; because when our iron-clads went over there there was commo- 
tion in Great Britain. They had not built their navy. We had the 
best navy in the world then, and the English knew that it would be 
unsafe for them to offend us, for their navy then was in a very defense- 
less condition. But if times should change, if things had been then 
as they are to-day, they would have laughed at us. The $15,000,000 
was paid because we had the best navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it was because we had demonstrated the 
power of a free people to maintain their integrity by arms to an extent 
that was sufficiently demonstrative. 

Mr. STEWART. All the world then was without a navy. They 
have gone on since and built a navy. The English press said at the 
time that thereason why they negotiated it was because we were pre- 

to defend ourselves, because we had a superior navy, and the 


glish nation complained that they were negotiating with us not on 
equal terms; that we were prepared for war and they were not. Now 
they have changed. They have been building ships and guns, and we 
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have not. The times have changed. We could not make any such 
treaty as that now. 

Let us build a navy, not a large one, but an effective one. Let us 
have machine-shops where we can manufacture guns. - Let us have the 
nucleus of defense, so that we shall be on equal terms, and then we can 
make treaties with Great Britain as we did before. Weare proud of 
that treaty because it was a concession, but it was a concession not 
only to the great power of the American people, but it was a concession 


to the ironclads, and it was placed distinctly upon that ground by the — 


British press. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment, if the Senator will allow me. I yielded 
day before yesterday an hour to the Senator from Iowa in order that 
the Army appropriation bill might be passed in season to become op- 
erative on the 1st of July, and I at the same time informed the Senate 
that honor compelled me to be absent the first three days of next week. 
It seems to me that this bill can be disposed of in a very short time in 
the morning. If not, I desire to take up the river and harbor bill, 
which is in my charge. I should like to have the Senate adjourn to 
meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. ‘There is no reason why we should not 
doso. We have been doing nothing for the last two or three weeks, 
and we might just as well work now as to play. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the Chicago convention nothing? 

Mr. FRYE. It was nothing tous here. If the Senator from Iowa 
will allow me, I will move that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet 
to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
when the Senate adjourn it be to meetat 11 0’clock to-morrow. [Put- 
ting the question.] By the sound the noes have it, 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for a division. 


LOAN OF TENTS, ETC. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I fear that a division may disclose the lack of a 
quorum. There is a little matter that ought to be disposed of if Sen- 
ators will let me call their attentlon to it. Iask unanimous consent 
to call attention to House joint resolution 188. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Connecticut proceeding? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. HAWLEY. We passed a joint resolution that came from the 
House in regard to loaning tents, etc., at Gettysburgh, supposing it 
to be just what was wanted. ‘The War Department criticises it, and 
the House passed it over again, correcting a single word. The words 
were ‘‘tents and tent equipage.’’ They meant ‘‘camp equipage.” 
Nobody noticed it. The House sent over to us this afternoon a cor- 
rected joint resolution reading ‘‘tentsand camp equipage.” I ask the 
Senate to concur with the House in the passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to consider the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and camp equi- 
page to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the Po- 
tomac. The joint resolution will be read the second time at length if 
there be no objection. , 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not intend to interpose any objection to the 
consideration of this resolution, but I am opposed to its passage. Itis 
in direct conflict with the precedents of the Military Committee in all 
other cases, and will entail a heavy expense on the Government. I 
am willing, however, that this experiment shall be made, but I want 
to enter my disapproval of the action, so that I shall be on the record 
in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, the 
question is, Shall the joint resolution pass? 

The joint resolution was passed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. FRYE. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 29, noes not counted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tign of the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


poses, 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to take a recess until 8 o'clock this 
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evening. [‘“ No! “‘No!’?] Iunderstood Senators desire to pass this 
bill to-night. 3 3 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can not get a quorum here this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope we shall go on with the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I was very much amazed at the 
frenzy into which my distinguished friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] and the venerable Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
wrought themselves, I could almostimagine that I could see the Brit- 
ish red-coats coming down from the sky and landing on American soil 
and driving back the timid Yankees, sacking their cities, levying con- 
tributions upon them, and humiliating American citizens, 

Mr. HAWLEY. They burned this Capitol once, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, they burned this Capitol once, and they re- 
gretted it, and regret it to this day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So do we. 

Mr. STEWART. Do not we regret it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not regret it. I do not regret it; the 
American people do not regretit. When a nation can descend to such 
a depth the American people will not regret it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada said that we must place our- 
selves upon an equality with England. I suppose that is the object of 
this. In other words, the United States of America must have astand- 
ing army equal to England and must have a navy equal to England. 
The United States must have a standing army equal to Germany, a 
standing army equal to France, and a navy equal to that of France or 
Germany. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is mistaken as to what I said. I did 
not say that. I did not speak about a standing army. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The Senator used the words ‘* equal footing.” 

Mr. STEWART. That we were to be on a footing with other na- 
tions in building guns, Without the guns we are at their mercy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator used deliberately the words ** equal 
footing.” + 

Mr. STEWART. Isay ‘“‘equal footing.” I want to be on an equal 
footing with all the world. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then you want a standing army like Great 
Britain; you want a standing army like France; a standing army like 
Germany. 

Why, Mr. President, to hear these distinguished Senators speak you 
would think that the American people were standing trembling in their 
boots, as the saying is, in trepidation and fear. Thank God, that is not 
the feeling of the American people. The bone and sinew of the United 
States fear no people,nor the combined nations ofthe earth. Wecanbid 
defiance to England, to France, to Germany, to Russia, to all the nations 
combined. You could not hire one of these nations toattack the United 
States. Not one of them would dare to do it. A million dollars of 
gold poured into the treasury of any nation on earth would not induce 
that nation to enter the port of New York and levy a contribution upon 
that city. 

e o Do you approve of Germany taking the Samoan 
Islands? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has nothing to do with the Senate of the 
United States. What good would all the fortifications on earth here 
do in protecting the Samoan Islands? 

Mr. STEWART. Do you approve of that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not discussing that question. What have 
the Samoan Islands to do with the defense of the territory of the United 
States? Nothing more than a Chinaman has to do with it. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Missouri answer my ques- 
tion? Does he approve of it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is none of your business whether I do or not. 

Mr. STEWART. That is evidence—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not a question in issue. The Senator can 
not take me from his position for a standing army equal to England. 
That is the theory of the distinguished Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I never suggested anything of the kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘On an equal footing” was the Senator's lan- 


guage. r 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, I said that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On an equal footing, and an equal footing would 
be an equal number of soldiers, an equal number of ships and fortifi- 
cations all around your coast, equal to thoseof England. The United 
States needs no fortifications. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 
Does he admit that we are not on an equal footing now with Great 
Britain? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are far superior to Great Britain. 

Mr. STEWART. Farsuperior? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Far superior to Great Britain. 

Mr. STEWART. In guns? 

Mr, COCKRELL. We can deenand of Great Britain whatever is just 


and right, and Great Britain or any other nation on earth will yield to 
our just demands.. The pointis that the American people fear nobody. 
They worship at the shrine of an Everlasting Almighty Jehovah and 


not at the shrine of any kingly power or all the kingly powers of earth - 


combined. We bid them defiance. Under a Democratic Adniinistra- 
tion, if the Senator pleases, we are not bowing toany nation; we arenot 
asking that miilions be expended in building forts along our borders 
and along the coast. We need no defense but the brave, true, patriot 
hearts of sixty millions of American citizens, and they are equal to any 
emergency that can be cast upon this people. Nota nation on earth 
could to-morrow declare war against the United States and come and 
attack any city of any consequence in the United States—not one; and 
no two of them could do it. 


It is ridiculous to talk about any nation coming here and attacking ' 


the United States; itis childish. There is no danger. The Senator 
from Nevada need have no fear, He will never see a foreign nation 
levying a contribution upon San Francisco; he will never see a foreign 
nation levying a contribution upon New York; he will never see a for- 
eign nation levying a contribution upon Charleston, Mobile, Galveston, 
or any other city in the United States. We need have no fears fro 

the outside world. ` 

We have on onr southern border oursister Republic of Mexico. We 
are too brave, too magnanimous, too generous, too chivalrous tô attack 
our weaker sister republic, There is no danger from her. We haye 
on our northern frontier Canada. What would Canada do? The mi- 
litia of the border States could go over there and take care of Canada, 
and do it in a very short time. We do not want any forts along the 
Canadian border to keep the Canadians from coming over into the 
United States. No, no, you could not get the Canadians to come over 
in hostile array across the Canadian line, Why? They know that in 
thirty or sixty days from that time we should possess every single foot 
of their territory, have them under our powerand jurisdiction, and do 
with them just as we pleased. There would not be a skirmish even. 

Now, how can any nation attack us? Do you suppose that Great 
Britain could be hired or could be induced to enter into any combina- 
tion to come here and attempt tolevy a contribution upon the city of 
New York? No, sir, the English statesmen can never be induced to 
commit so suicidal an act as that. Were Great Britain to do it, it 
would be the death-knell of her power, and her statesmen know it; it 
would be the decline upon which she would rapidly descend as a great 
power in thisworld. Why, Mr. President, ina very short time Ameri- 
can ingenuity, American resources, American courage and devotion to 
this Union and to our Constitution, would make a navy, would make 
a fleet that would drive England from the ocean and humiliate her and 
make her pay $10,000 for every dollar of contribution that she might 
attempt to levy upon an American city. 

No, Mr. President, we want none of these things to try to intimidate 
the nations of the earth. The United States does right; the United 
States will continue to do right, and it will ask nothing but what is 
right, and asking what is right, it will obtain it from any nation on 
earth; and we need no standing army, we need no clustering fortifica- 
tions around our coast to make the nations of the earth do us justice. 
They will do it without them, and there is not one American citizen 
in ten thousand who has any apprehension, any fear, any disturbance 
a3 to what the nations of the earth may do. We do not care what they 
do. We can take care of ourselves. We want no unholy alliances; we 
want no combinations with any nation. We take no nation as an ex- 
emplar. We, when our fatherslanded on this soil, ordained an entirely 
new system of government, a system which had never been seen on 
earth before, Itis a system which has never yet been adopted else- 
where. Under it we have grown to be what we are, and under it for 
all time tocome weshall continue to grow and to prosper, and weshall 
have no alliances with other countries. We do not need their help. 

Talk about Great Britain not being willing to do justice to the United 
States! Why, Mr. President, itis in the memory of some living to-day 
that we had a fearful fratricidal war when section was arrayed against 
section, and American soldier met American soldier upon many a bat- 


tle-field, and the tempest of war came. After that peace spread all `: 


over this land and the Stars and Stripes waved in honor and glory from 
one end of the land to the other, and every knee bowed and every 
tongue confessed its peacefulsway; one-half of the country was para- 
lyzed and comparatively devastated financially, and yetthe Government 
of the United States demanded of Great Britain compensation for her 
sympathy and her sympathetic acts with the rebellion and got more 
than the equivalent of all the losses. We got more than we were en- 
titled to according to our own theory, and wequarreled here in theSen- 
ate and in the other House of Congress over three years in finding some- 
body to whom to give the money. 

Now that every cause of dissension and sectional jealousy and spite has 
been removed, and we have an indissoluble Union of indestructible 
States; now that we are one people inall our hopes and aspirations, to 
talk about any nation coming to our shores and making a demand for 
contributions is ridiculous. As I said before, you could not hire Great 
Britain to commit such a suicidal act. 

Mr. President, we need. no fortifications on our coast, we need no 
standing army. Wesimply need in this country a little, compact mili- 
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tary organization merely asa nuclens. We need a militia far more 
than we need any army. We need a navy more than we need fortifi- 
cations, far more than we need fortifications. We do not need the for- 
tifications. Build your fortifications to-day, and a year hence the sys- 
tem of fortifications will be so improved that your fortifications, artil- 
lery, and officers will be useless. You do not know what kind of 
fortifications you want. You do not want mortar; you do not want 
stone; you do not want brick; you do not want What do you 
want? What is the best? One says one thing and another another. 
We do not know yet what is best. 

There is no occasion for experimenting. We shall have no war. 
This nation will give no other nation cause of war, and no nation will 
commit any act of war against us. 

So there is no danger. The time may come when we may want a 
few fortifications, but it will only be when we have determined what 
kind of fortifications will stand and resist the ordnance which may be 
conceived by the ingenuity of the American people. It may bein time 
on we shall only need steel casemates and breastworks. We can not 


Mr. President, I am sorry that the distinguished Senator from Con- 
. nëcticut, the gallant and faithful soldier of the war, should have suf- 
fered himself to become—lI scarcely know what to say—to become so 
wrought up over the danger of this country getting into a war with 
some foreign nation and being humiliated. The people of the country 
do not share any such idea. 

Then the Senator from Nevada wanted to place the United States on 
an equal footing with England. Mr. President, I am sorry that the 
Senator from Nevada wanted to humiliate the United States. He would 
bring the United States down to an equal footing with Great Britaia, 
when we occupy a pedestal far above her or any other kingly or mon- 
archical power. I do not like to be placed down on that kind of de- 
posit, and I see no occasion whatever for this excitement about the pos- 
sibility of the United States being attacked and contributions being 
levied upon our cities and the people of the United States humiliated.- 
There is no danger, not one particle, and the Senator from Nevada may 
sleep in the consciousness of perfect freedom from any harm now and 
henceforth. 

. Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, in view of the great importance 
of this measure, and the slim attendance in the Senate, I move an ad- 
journment. 

Mr. STEWART. Please let me have a minute and a half before you 
move an adjournment, 2 

Mr. FAULKNER. If we could have a vote I would withdraw the 
motion, but a vote can not now be had. 

‘Mr. STEWART. I only want to make a few remarks. 

Mr. FAULKNER. How long does the Senator propose to speak? 

Mr. STEWART. Five minutes. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I withdraw the motion, to allow the Sen- 
ator five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the motion is withdrawn it must 
he withdrawn unconditionally. Does the Senator withdraw his mo- 
tion? à 

Mr. STEWART. He did withdraw it. Iunderstood him to do so, 

If boasting would scare Great Britain, I think if we had four or five 
men like the Senator from Missouri there would not be any necessity 
for any armament whatever; but it has not happened to turn out that 
way in the past. 

Another thing. The Senator from Missouri is so far inland that he 
probably would be safe at the present time. I think he would. I 
think a foreign enemy would not get in as far as where he lives. He 
is entirely safe, because he is not. on the seaboard. But I remember 
something in history with regard to the conduct of Great Britain. It 
has been already suggested that at one time she burned our Capitol, 
and she could do it again. She could take New York. We have no 
guns; as has been stated all around, we have not one gun to repel the 
attack of any first-class power. This is not a question of a standing 
army. It isa question whether we shall build a few guns, a question 
of whether we shall have any guns at all. 

The Senator from Missouri does not care about a 20-inch gun; that 
is not anything to him. He could march right up to it and blow it 
the other way probably. But the experience of all nations that have 
dealt with Great Britain has taught them the necessity of having guns 
to meet her 

The Senator says Great Britain will notinterfere with us. I remem- 
ber when the destinies of this nation trembled in the balance and when 
Great Britain threatened to send her fleets here, at the time of the Mason 
and Slidell incident, when every Union soldier and every Union man 
and woman in the whole country was trembling lest that event should 
come. If it had occurred, what would have been the result? Ire- 
member that distinctly, and I remember hearing all my neighbors say 
that if we ever were in a position to act Great Britain should never 
make such a demand again. We submitted then to any demand she 
might make. 

That is notall. This brave Administration is allowing things to pro- 
ceed, and they are excused on the ground that we can not help it. I 


have alluded to the taking of the Samoan Islands. The Senator from 
Missouri would not say whether he approved that or not. Ido not be- 
lieve any American citizen approves of those islands being taken from 
us after we had populated them, as it were, and they were ours. We 
had no fleet to send there, and a large German fleet came and took pos- 
session. 

I believe that the principal argument in favor of the fisheries treaty 
is that we dare not ask for anything better. The tone of the argument 
of those who favorit in the Senate is this: ‘‘ Dare you say to Great Brit- 
ain that you will make no treaty? Dare you let this go on without a 
treaty? If you demand more of Great Britain she will chastise you.” 
We are making that treaty, I say, under duress. What was it that made 
us successful in obtaining what we demanded of Great Britain at the 
close of our war, when our ironclads were superior to hers? 

It costs but little to be ina state of preparation. We do not want 
any standing army to be on an equal footing with other nations, but 
we do need guns. Men can not fight battles with their hands. We 
need machine-shops so that we can provide guns in case of emergency; 
we need preparation; we need to keep pace with the times, so that we 
may prepare for war before we are destroyed or before we submit to 
humiliating treaties. Ido not believe any American citizen would 
agree to the fisheries treaty except on the ground that we are unable 
todemand better of Great Britain. Why is Great Britain fortifying on 
the Pacificand having a large naval establishment there? Why is she 
spending millions and millions on the naval establishment on the Ja- 
cific? She will command that coast. Why doesshe do that? It can 
be pointed to nobody but us. Why isshe building a canal so that she 
will have a water way to carry her naval ships to the lakes? Why is 
she making preparation, as I say, in case of emergency? Why are her 
guns pointed toward us, if she is entirely pacific? When she is doing 
these things, why should we not build guns or put ourselves in prepa- 
ration to build them? I say that it is criminal to leave this great Re- 
public in as defenseless a condition as it is, and I deny that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri can halloo loud enough and get excited enough to 
scare Great Britain or beat her ironclads in case of war. 

But I wiil not detain the Senate longer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Several SENATORS. Let us vote. ~ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to Senators that—— 

Several SENATORS. ‘‘Vote!’? “Vote!” 

Mr. FAULKNER. If I was satisfied that we could have a vote, I 

would not insist on the motion; but I am sure there is not a quorum 
present. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is not debat- 
able. The question is on the motion of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia that the Senate do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] The 
**noes’? appear to have it. 

Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The roll-eall having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 10, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with the Sen- 


Iam paired with the 
I am paired with 


YEAS—10, 

Bate, Chace, Gorman, Vest. 
Brown, Coke, Hampton, 
Call, Colquitt, Plumb, 

- NAYS—17. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Allison, Frye, Paddock, Stewart. 
Blair, Hawley, Palmer, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Dolph, Manderson, Reagan, 

ABSENT—49. 
Beck, Eustis, - Kenna, Spooner, 
putyi Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, eorge, Morrill, Teller, 

wen, Gibson, ý Turpie, 

Butler, Gray, Payne, Vance, 
Cameron, Hale latt, Voorhees, 
Coc Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cullom, He aay Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, H z: Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Da Hoar, in, 
Dawes, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The want of a quorum being ascer- 
tained by the state of the vote, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: ; 


Aldrich, Cockrell, ps ca Plumb, 
Allison, Coke, Hawley, Ransom, 
Bate, Colquitt, earst, A 
Beck, Davis, Ingalis, Sawyer, 
Berry, Dolph, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blair, Evarts, Mo: $ Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest. 
Chace, Frye, Palmer, r. 

Chandler, Gorman, Pasco, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the roll discloses the 
presence of 34 Senators, less than a quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON. As there is not a quorum, and one can not be had 
without a call, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) 
Ds Soome adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 30, 1888, at 11 
o’clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1888, 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXPENDITURES FOR 1896. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statement of account of ex- 
penditures of the United States for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1886; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RANGE LIGHTS, PASCAGOULA RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
House Board of appropriations for range lights to guard into the mouth 
of the Pascagoula River, Mississippi; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF SPECIAL ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House letters from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Attorney- 
General of appropriations to pay the accounts of H. N. Alexander, L. 
H. Chalmers, and Jos. Campbell, assistant to the United States at- 
torneys in defense of certain Arizona Indians charged with murder; 
which were severally referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. LODGE, 
for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to ask that leave of absence be granted to my 
colleague, Mr. PHELAN, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

CONFEREES, CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In consequence of the absence of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. RocKWELL, the Chair will an- 
nounce the following conferees on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill in place of 
the conferees heretofore appointed: Mr. BELMONT, Mr. MCCREARY, 
and Mr. Morrow. 

SUBSTITUTE FOR OKLAHOMA BILL. 

Mr. BARNES. Irise to ask leave to have printed a substitute for 

the Oklahoma bill, which several members of the Committee on the 
. Territories have requested to have printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lar order is the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports on private bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to dispense with the 
morning hour for the call of committees; and give notice that it ismy 
purpose, if the House shall dispense with private business to-day, to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to further consider the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the first part of 
the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, that the morning hour for 
the call of committees be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I now ask unanimous consent 
that members having reports from committees to file may be permitted 
to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


GEORGE WINTERS AND L. B. COOK. 

On motion of Mr. O'DONNELL, the Committee on Accounts was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a House resolution for the 
relief ef George Winters and L. B. Cook, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

{ MAHALA H. PORTLOCK. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably with amendment the bill (H. R. 10377) to refer the claim against 
the United States of Mahala H. Portlock to the Court of Claims; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GERTRUDE K. LYFORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude 
K. Lyford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD JARDINE. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10525) to increase the pension of Edward 
Jardine; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PHILLIP KOPPLIN. 

Mr. WAL from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL W. PIERCE. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3172) granting a pension to Samuel W. 
Pierce; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH LINCOLN YOUNG. 
Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


‘ported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 2474) grant- 


ing a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

hd FLORENCE COURTNEY COCKNOWER. 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Florence 
Courtney Cocknower; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SAVINGS OF SEAMEN, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the 
savings of seamen of the United States Navy; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CLOTHING FOR APPRENTICES, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. HERBERT also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 4350) to authorize the granting of an outfit of 
clothing to boys, apprentices in the United States Navy, to serve until 
they shall become twenty-one years ofage; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlist- 
ment of boys in the United States Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TEMPORARY HOME FOR DISCHARGED PERSONS. 

Mr. HERBERT also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for 
certain persons discharged from the United States Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments, disagreed to by the House, 
to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. COCKRELL. 
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The message also announced that the Senate further insisted on its 
sixteenth amendment, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 
6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of 
the United States for the fiscal year 1889, agreed to the further confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of Senate Mr. HALE, Mr. 
SHERMAN, and Mr. MORGAN. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 10233) 
making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Mr. PLUMB, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. COCKRELL, 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 8989) making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes, agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the 

i ing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. COCKRELL. 
UNITED STATES AND BRAZIL MAIL COMPANY. 

On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5242) tocompensate the United States and Brazil 
Mail Company for the transportation of United States mail; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to dispense with the 
consideration of private business for this day, with a view to going on 
with the tariff bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Task the gentleman from Arkansas "to yield to 
me to make a privileged report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the House adopt my mo- 
tion to dispense with private business first and I will yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

The question being taken on the motion to dispense with private 
business, there were—ayes 40, noes 13. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield now to the gentleman 
from Georgia to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam directed by the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses to submit the following report: 

The Clerk read as follows: ý 

The committee of conference on the disa: ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8989) makingappropriations for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have been unable to agree. 

CLEMENTS, 


JUDSON ©. 
FELIX CAMPB 
LOUIS E. MoCo; < 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. B. PLUMB, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. ` 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit a few remarks in connection 
with this report and in explanation of it. I wish to state particularly 
the main points upon which the conferees of the Senate and the Honse 
have been unable to agree. 

First, I would call attention to the fact that the bill as proposed by 
the House carries an aggregate appropriation in round numbers of 
$4,525,000. As proposed to be amended by the Senate the total aggre- 
gate will be in the neighborhood of $5,381,000. The appropriation for 
the last fiscal year for this purpose amounted to $4,284,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an increase, then, of over a million of dol- 


lars. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the Senate amendments should be concurred 
in by the House, the increase would be something over a million of 
dollars over the law for the current fiscal year and $855,628 over the 
bill for 1889 as passed by the House. 

The principal points upon which we have been unable to agree, on 
account of the large increase proposed by the Senate, are, first, upon 
the amount appropriated for paving and improving the streets of the 
city. The amount fixed by the Senate is $757,000, in round numbers, 
for this purpose, which does not include permit work, repairs, cleaning 
and sweeping the streets, and ordinary repairs of that sort. 

Upon the subject of schools we could substantially agree if the other 
questions were out of the way. Still itis proper I should state the in- 
crease proposed for that purpose. For new school-houses it is proposed 
by the House bill to appropriate $235,000 as against $230,000 last year. 
It is proposed by the Senate toincrease that amount to $397,000. 
For public schools, including new school buildings, the amount pro- 


by the House is $842,000 as against $812,000 last year. The Sen- 
ate proposes $1,036,000. All I desire to do in this statement is simply 


to call attention to these totals. I willask the permission of the House 
to insert in the RECORD a comparison of the District appropriations 
from 1881 to the present time, which covers the period during which 
the District has been provided for by a separate bill, Prior to that 
time the appropriations were made on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Right at that point, will the gentleman from Geor- 
gia pardon me for asking whether this difference of about $160,000 in 
the appropriation is for schools alone, or does it cover school-houses— 
school buildings? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. The difference is $194,041. I read two state- 
ments, one in relation to school buildings and one for the support of 
schools. The principal difference grows out of an increase in the num- 
ber of school-houses that is proposed by the Senate. But, as I stated, 
while we feel the Senate amendments go too far and are too great an 
increase for one year, out of proportion to increases heretofore, in our 
Judgment, necessary to the proper careof children of school age, having 
in view the enrollment of last year, still we could agree on this subject 
if we could agree on other amendments. 

There is another difference between us, and that is in relation to the 
conttol of the contingent fund appropriated by this bill, Under the 
present law all of the heads of Departments of the Government have 
their contingent funds expended under the supervision and final con- 
trol of the First Comptroller of the Treasury. For the last tlreeor four 
years the contingent fund of the District has been under the sole con- 
trol of the commissioners, and not subject to the review of the Comp- 
troller. We think this isa bad practice, and see no reason why the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the heads of all other Departments should 
have their contingent expenditures overlooked by the First Comptroller 
and yet that the commissioners of the District of Columbia should be 
excepted from that supervision. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman permit me toask him whether 
the commissioners of the District object to that supervision ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I must say that the civil commissioners have pro- 
tested against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that point will not be yielded. 

Mr. RANDALL. That point ought never to be yielded. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Another point of disagreement is as to the ques- 
tion of putting telephone, telegraph, and electric lighting wires under- 
ground in this city. We have been asked for several years past, and 
have appropriated and are asked to appropriate in this bil], an increased 
amount for putting the District wires under-ground. We have inserted 
a proviso that where that is done the wires of companies for these vari- 
ous purposes shall be required to go under-ground also on the same 
streets under the direction of the commissioners. 

The Senate proposes to strike thatout. Wealso, with the unanimous 
voice of this House, included in the bill a proviso, that any surplus re- 
maining at the end of the fiscal year might in the discretion of the sink- 
ing-fund commissioner be applied to the extinguishment of the debt of 
the District owing to the Government for increase of the water supply 
in this city, the District’s half of which amounts now to something like 
$1,200,000. That is stricken out. 

In 1882, when the water-works extension was provided for by Con- 
gress, the whole amount was authorized to be advanced and paid by the 
Federal Government, with the provision that one-half should be reim- 
bursed to the Government from the District funds arising from water 
rates. Two or three years passed without any steps being taken on the 
part of the commissioners to provide for this reimbursement, In that 
condition of things in 1884 Congress concluded to fix a time and a man- 
ner for the repayment of this advance by the Government, and passed 
in the District of Columbia appropriation act for 1885 the following 
provision: 

That pera it shall be the duty of the commissioners of theeDistrict of Co- 
lumbia to include in their annual estimates for the expenses of the water de- 
partment an estimate, to be made by the Treasurer of the United States, of the 
amount necessary to refund, in not less than twenty-five annual installments, 
one-half of the amount advanced by the United States under the said act of July 
15, 1882, with interest on said amount atthe rate of 3 per cent, per annum, com- 
puted annually on the principal sum remaining unpaid, 

It will be observed that this provision does not require that this in- 
debtedness shall be paid only in twenty-five yearly installments, but 
thatit shall be done * in not less than twenty-five annual installments,” 
thus making it competent for Congress at any time to alter the terms 
of the repayment, and this the House has proposed to do. 

At the close of the last fiscal year there was a surplus of District rev- 
enues in the Treasury amounting to about $335,000. The estimated 
revenues for 1889 are placed at $2,363,000. 

The bill as passed by the House provided for the District for next 
year on the basis of an increase over the current year’s appropriation of 
nearly a quarter of a million dollars, including an increase for street 
improvements of $100,000, and for the erection of eight new school- 
houses. We believe the house gave amply, indeed liberally, for the 
District Government, and that the sum total of the bill as passed by 
the Senate is out of proportion to the city’s growth, and beyond the 
necessities of any municipality of like population and importance. As 
compared with the appropriations for former years it is out of propor- 
tion and is without precedent. 

We think there is no better or more honest purpose to which the 


1888. 


surplus revenues of the District should be applied than the extinguish- 
ment of the debt which the District owes the Government, and which 
we are under no contract or obligation not to require speedy settle- 
ment of, because originally there was no provision for its return recept 
in general terms, and since that time Congress has only said it should 
be done in not less than twenty-five annual installments. y 
There is nothing in the way of Congress saying now that with this 
surplus some of it may be and shall be paid sooner. It must be re- 
membered that the people of this District are paying 3 per cent. inter- 
est on that debt. Now, we think that this bill as it went from the 
House was a liberal bill, increasing the appropriation above that of last 
year to the amount of about a quarter of a million. The bill comes 
back to us with an increase of something over a million over the cur- 
rent year, which is largely over the increaseof any past year. This is 
asudden and large increase, and the conferees of the House have not 
felt authorized to accede to these propositions, and have therefore been 
compelled to report to the House their disagreement. I submit the 
following statement, showing in detail the increases proposed by the 
Senate; also statements of previous appropriations for the District. 
INCREASES MADE BY THE SENATE, 


Salary inspector of plumbin: 
Contingent expenses, executive o. 
Expenses of assessment............, 
‘Two clerks in collector's office...... 
Contingent expenses, collector’s office..........« 
Expenses of collecting over-due pete taxes. 
Contingent expenses, auditor's office. 
Contingent expenses, attorney’s offi 
Judi expenses, attorney's office.... 
Contingent expenses, coroner’s office... 
Contingent expenses of markets....... 
Work on streets...... c.cccesreseeees 
Grading streets, alley: 
Repairs to pavement... 
Permit work on alleys, 


pepi 
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1 


- 


ens8 


AAPS 


de 
Repairs to streets, avenues, and alleys. 
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5, 
Repairs to county roads... 1 
Constructing county roads,. 1 
Surveys of District 5, 
Care of baap 2, 
Cleaning and re 5, 
Main pipe sewers 15, 
Suburban SOwer.........scersssserse cesersens apaia 5, 
Sxiokiing, sweeping, and cleaning streets 15, 
lighting . 10, 
Public schools 19%, 
Police force... T, 
Fire department... 28, 
One expert repairman, telephone ServiCe.......s.ss.srssrerrssrererrrasnsesnsse 
Contingent expenses, health department. 
Miscellaneous expenses.. 
Reformatories and priso: 
Charities............cscreecses 12,500. 00 
38, 000. 
Total increase by the Senate ........sessssresssnsrnsnssensnurnss cocnsasmeceen oo 866, 823. 65 
Reductions by the Senate: 
Condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys........... s-cceseesseceseee 10, 000. 00 
Expenses of police couré.....,......sessseccsssccssods ieccesssvaseecssseesesvevereses 1, 200. 00 
Total reduction by the Senate.............ccscceeessesscrseecesereceseseerense 11, 200. 00 
Wot increase by tho Senate. .......0......ccsccseesseccsscssssdescrssasesscsesoes iapa 855, 628. 65 
_——— 
Amount of the bill as passed by the Senate for 1889.......rsrssrssessssrsse 5, 381, 429, 97 
Amount of the bill as passed by the House for 1839........s.esressenesseee 4,525, 801.32 
Amounts of the District of Columbia laws for the past eight fiscal 
ears: 
4, 284, 590. 66 
; R 
3, 594, 255. 54 
3,505, 494. 97 
8, 496, 050, 47 
. 8,379,571. 44 
8, 425, 257. 35 
Amount proposed for street improvements by Senate, 1859............ ‘757, 678. 65 
Amount proposed for street improvements by House, 1989............. 457, 776. 00 
Amounts appropriated for street improvements during past eight 
years: 
260,000. 00 
265, 000. 00 
265, 000. 00 
+ 263, 000. CO 
> 250, 000. 00 
+ 800,000.00 
. 800, 000,00 
. 800,000. 00 
1, 036, 236. 00 
842, 195. 00 
812, 420. 00 
572, 750. 00 
554, 930, 00 
541, 840.00 
543, 675.09 
538, 893. 00 
574, 610, 47 
834. 
‘The Senate proposes for new school buildings, 1889.........0..../c000 A „000. 00 
The House proposes for new school buildings, as estimated, 1389... 235, 000, 00 


1 Ri locates esos el A rA aan oo SOOO: OO 
1887 |. 50, 000, 00 
1886 .. €0,, 000. 00 
1885 |. 69, 500. 00 
1884 90, 000. 00 
1883 
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Mr. ADAMS. 
substantially agreeexcept in regard tooneitem. Idid not understand 
what that item was. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. There are several items. í 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the gentleman first in regard to the in- 
crease of $750,000 for paving streets. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘The increase of $300,000 for streetimprovements 
is one of the points upon which we have been totally unable to agree, 

Mr. ADAMS. In what part of the city are the streets designed to 
be improved ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. All parts. 

Mr. ADAMS. Was it not alleged, and does not the gentleman be- 
lieve, that there is a very strong popular demand in some parts of the 
city—I do not refer to the fashionable part, but, say, the northeast, if 
I remember the points of the compass aright—for the improvement of 
the streets? Is it not generally believed here that the improvement of 
those streets would really benefit the tax-payersasa whole by increas- 
ing the assessable values? p 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Itis doubtless true that where you pave in front 
of the houses on a street, the value of those houses is increased. The 
improvement is undoubtedly beneficial to that property, and of course 
it is beneficial to a certain extent to all the property of the city, as any 
general improvement must be, We concede that; but still we think 
that these improvements should go en reasonably and gradually, in- 
creasing according to the increase in population and to the requirements 
of the city. 

Mr. ADAMS. Lhope the gentleman has taken into consideration 
that the increase should be something more-than proportional. You 
can not very easily judge from the appropriations of former years—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. ‘That is one way of considering it. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘There should be an increase in the ratio of increase. 
I have a very strong impression that there is a general demand for the 
improvement of streets which the ple have never been able to get 
improved. What we want here, I think, is to find out what is alleged 
on behalf of these improvements, so that the House can decide. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, it is alleged in behalf of this appropriation 
for the improvement of streets that it would enhance the general value 
of property, particularly in the section where the improvements are 
made; that it would increase values and increase revenue, and that it is 
needed. That is the argument of those who press the appropriation. 
I am frank tosay that. But we can notimproveall of the streets upon 
which the value of the property would be increased by such improve- 
ments, and I apprehend that that is hardly a fair rule to make appro- 
priations upon—the simple proposition that the improvements would 
increase the value of property. The House has recognized the pro- 
priety of increasing the provision for these street improvements over 
the appropriations of previous years and gave $100,000 more for this 
object than was appropriated for the current year. It should not be 
lost sight of that for every dollar drawn from the citizens of the Dis- 
trict for their municipal expenditures the people of the country at large 
are called upon to pay a dollar, and from this standpoint I do not be- 
it a ratio of increase that doubles former appropriations is justifia- 

le. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the gentleman a question in regard to one 
other item which he has mentioned, to wit, the surplus. The Senate, 
as I understand, struck out the provision of the House bill. Did they 
propose any disposition to be made of that surplus? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. They did not, except to appropriate it in the way 
proposed by their amendments. 

Mr. ADAMS. And that would partly go to the paving of streets. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Largely so. Three hundred thousand dollars 
would go that way. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I want tosay before the gentleman asks his ques- 
tion that another point of disagreement, and a vital one, was upon the 
question of the control of the contingent expenses. ‘We think they 
should be controlled by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
constituted for that purpose, and that they should be audited and su- 
pervised as are the expenditures of all other branches of the public 
service. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not apprehend that there will be any difference 
of opinion about that. f 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman what was the estimate 
for what is called the ‘* permit work ?”’ 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The estimate I think was $100,000. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have made some inquiry about that subject within 
aday or two, and I find that the commissioners would now recommend, ` 
if they had an opportunity, an appropriation of $144,000, or in round 
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figures perhaps $150,000. I wish to suggest that no appropriation in 
this bill is more needed than that appropriation for permit work. If 
there is any measure of improvement called for in the city of Washing- 
ton, it is to put into tetter condition these alleys. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That question would not a a material difficulty 
in the way of agreement by the conference committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will there be any difficulty in reaching an agree- 
ment about the schools? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If we agree on these other things, we can, in my 
judgment, come together on that matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. I confess to a good deal of surprise at the reply of 
the gentleman from Georgia in answer to an inquiry of mine, in which 
he states that the commissioners of this District object to having their 
accounts of expenditures from the contingent fund audited by the First 
Comptroller. In my long experience I have never known any public 
officer who, when this matter has been suggested; has raised any ob- 
jection to the adoption of such a plan of scrutiny. Upon the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations, supported by the uni- 
form action of the Honse, there has been inaugurated a policy under 
which no contracts causing expenditures of money from the Treasury 
or involving the credit of the Government are allowed to escape the in- 

vestigation of the Treasury officers. There is no reason in the world 
why an officer of the District of Columbia, endowed with authority to 
involve the Government in expenditure, "should not be treated in just 
the same way as all other officers are treated under the policy I have 
mentioned, so that his accounts may be properly examined by the ac- 
counting officers of the . On the other hand, there is every 
reason why this should be done. The reasons are absolutely so plain 
and imperative that I hope the conferees on the part of the House will 
never assent to a change of policy in this direction 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas], a member of the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This bill as amended by the Senate presents a very 
marked increase of appropriations upon the bill as passed by the House. 
If the bill should be enacted in the form by the Senate there 
would be an appropriation on behalf of the District of Columbia in ex- 
cess of the revenues of the District for the year. The conferees on the 
part of the House had some hesitation in assenting to so rapid an ad- 
vance. But on all of the Senate amendments except those relating to 
three subjects there would in all probability have been easy agree- 
ment. In regard to the expenditures for police, for the fire depart- 
ment, for schools and school buildings, I apprehend no serious trouble 
in reaching an agreement. In reference to the control of the expendi- 
ture of the contingent funds allowed here and there in the bill there 
was a very marked difference of opinion. On the one hand it was con- 
tended that a municipality can not, as can a mere bureau, be subjected 
to the judgment of an auditing officer in the exercise of a discretionary 
power; that sudden emergencies, unforeseen necessities, in reference to 
municipal affairs, require a power of expenditure which can not be sub- 
jected to such control as can the expenditures in other Departments or 
bureaus of the Government. On the part of the House, it was urged, 
on the other hand, that the considerations I have just mentioned were 
anargumentagainst the existing system of government; that the princi- 
ple of auditing public expenditures by approved methods in the vari- 
ous Departments of the Government could not be departed from in the 
District without danger; that we could not properly sanction on the part 
of these disbursing officers a freedom from control in regard to the ex- 
penditure of the public money. This is the first point in dispute. 

Upon one other-subject there is a considerable difference between the 
House and the Senate. The present bill as it left the House appro- 
priated for repair and construction of streets, avenues, alleys, roads, and 
the like, $759,256, a sam which, afteringuiry, we find to be double that 
expended in the city of San Francisco for such purposes; far beyond 
similar expenditures in Baltimore; and, if we are properly advised, in 
excess of corresponding expenditures for New York City itself. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman mean to say that there is properly 
any analogy between the appropriations for the paving of streets in Wash- 
ington and corresponding appropriations in an old city like Baltimore? 
Is there not a great difference in this respect: that Washington has 
never been improved as it should have been, and that there has been 
for ten or fifteen years a demand for such improvement; while Balti- 
more is an old city in which the bulk of these appropriations must be 
for repairs? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam simply stating these conflicting views, with- 
out undertaking to comment very much upon their merits. But the 
difference between the age of Baltimore and that of Washington is not 
so great probably as my friend suspects. 

Mr. ADAMS. I was simply suggesting the comment that might be 
made. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And there are other considerations. The gentle- 
man might have suggested that the streets in other cities are narrow, 
while they are wide here and require more outlay for paving. 

The appropriation for the same purposes last year was $651, 000, al- 
lowing for this year an excess of $100,000 over the expenditure of last 
year. 

These appropriations for streets are the second point in dispute be- 
tween the two Houses, for the Senate amendments propose for. these 


purposes—construction, repair, and outlay upon streets, avenues, alleys, 
roads, and the like—an expenditure of $1,184,000. On the difference 
between the House bill and the Senate bill, amounting to over $400,- 
000, the conferees of the two Houses have been unable to agree, and 
have made this report, declining to take the responsibility of assenting 
to so large an increase without the instruction of the House. 

The revenues of the District estimated for the next year are $2,363,- 
271, whereas in the bill asit passed the Senate the sum payable of the 
total appropriations by the District would be $2,531,873, leaving an ex- 
cess to be provided for over and above theestimated revenue of $148, 602. 
Now, upon the face of it, I hesitate to agree to expend in excess of the 
estimated revenues of the District for the coming year the wholeamount 
here proposed. It is fair to say, however, that the surplus revenues of 
the District accumulated on July 1, 1887, were $381,323. But during 
this session of Congress we appropriated in the deficiency bill $355,000 
for the purpose of finishing the water-works tunnel, which would nearly 
absorb the whole of the surplus revenue for the past year. 

It is also fair to say that the revenues in excess for the coming year 
will be considerably greater than the excess of the revenues of the last 
year; but no one has been able to give us an undisputed estimate of 
that surplus revenue forthe current year. But I believe that we ought 
to use part of this money to pay off a portion of the water-tunnel debt 
now bearing interest, and out of the balance can appropriate liberally, 
amply, for the improvement of the streets and avenues and county 
roads, which have been too long neglected, and which leading out into 
Maryland will open up the best markets for this city. For this plan of 
opening up the city to the country I have always contended and do now. 
We can pay and ought to pay out of the current surplus revenue the 
$355,000 of the water-works in order to avoid the needless increase of 
the funded debt of the District, and needlessly pay 3 per cent. interest 
thereon out of the funds of the District; an available surplus ought first 
to be used to pay this floating debt. In other words, I do not believe 
that it is good financiering for the District to extend its avenues and 
streets to quite the degree proposed by the Senate in the next year, in- 
stead of paying this current indebtedness out of the current funds. I 
prefer out of the surplus to pay as we go, and then build the streets 
with liberal and fairly apportioned appropriations out of the balance 
of the funds. 

Mr. Speaker, I base my conclusions in regard to this matter on 
the concern I feel for the development of this great capital city, and 
because I do not want to see a reaction. Ido not compare the city of 
Washington with the other great cities of the country in one respect, 
for I believe it ought to be improved and beautified and made worthy 
of being the capital city of a great nation. It will soon have an im- 
mense population. It will soon be the capital of a country having a 
population of 150,000,000 people. Believing this to be true, and rec- 
ognizing the rapid growth of the city, commensurate with the rapid 
growth of the population of our country, I fayor the continuance of 
this system whereby the Government pays dollar for dollar with the 
people of the District in improving and beautifying the city. Ialready 
realize that there is a growing sentiment in Congress in favor of repeal- 
ing the organic law whereby Congress pays one-half of the expendi- 
tures inthis District. Iam apprehensive that the expenditure annually 
of twelve hundred thousand dollars on the streets and avenues, alleys 
and roads here may suddenly lead to a repeal of this system, and I 
want this system to prevail for many years so that through a series of 
years Congress may pay half of generous appropriations for this District, 

I believe we owe that much not only to the people of the country 
but to the name of the country, and to the pride and the glory of the 
nation, to pay dollar for dollar of these expenditures here; but I be- 
lieve that the giving of large appropriations, like this suggested by 
the Senate in a lump in this year, and following it up next year by 
other appropriations of a similar character, will, in the end, tend to 
the creation of a sentiment in the Congress of the United States which 
will eventually repeal the present form of dividing these appropria- 
tions between the District and the people of the country at large. It 
is therefore as a true friend of the District, because I am g friend to 
the growth and development of the city, not spasmodic but continu- 
ous, that I want to prevent the adoption of extravagant appropriations 
in a single year which will tend to create a sentiment which will 
break up a system which has produced such happy results for the Dis- 
trict and the city. Believing that these vast appropriations would 
tend to endanger that condition of things, I oppose them as a friend of 
the city. I prefer, therefore, liberal appropriations extending over a 
series of years. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will this appropriation exhaust the sur- 

lus? 
p Mr. MoCOMAS. It will if all of the amendments of the Senate 
should be adopted, and if a liberal part of the surplus be appropriated 
to the payment of three or four hundred thousand dollars of the water- 
tunnel debt, for which this District now owes more than a million dol- 
lars payable at will. 

Now, there is a third and last point in dispute, and that is the 
putting of telegraph, telephone, and electric-light wires under-ground, 
By the rapid growth of the use of electricity for many purposes through- 
out the city it will not be long before there will be a perfect network 
of wires between the heavens and the houses and streets of this city 
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unless we call a halt. I hold in my hand a letter from the very in- 
telligent and very excellent engineer commissioner, Charles W. Ray- 
mond, now happily in charge of these affairs under the District gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Maryland permit me to 
ask him to state the exact condition of this question of putting the 
wires under the ground ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. : 

Mr. ADAMS. As I understand it, the House wants to put them 
under the ground here. - 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; the House wants to do so, and the Senate 
says it would like to have them put under the ground, but does not think 
s feasible at present; that it ought to be done at some time in the 

ture. 2 


Mr. KELLEY. Ithas been found feasible in Philadelphia to put 
them under-ground. 

Mr. ADAMS. They are also under-ground in Chicago. 

Mr. RYAN. And other cities have done the same thing. There is 
no reason why it should not be done here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Itis practicable everywhere. It is simply whether 
we shall require it to be done or not; that isall. There is a way if 
we have the will. 

Mr. KELLEY. It ought to be required in all cases. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And if the House insists that it shall be done, I 
believe it can be done eventually. 

Mr. KELLEY. I know it can be done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It will be done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why has not the committee provided it shall 
be done? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The committee and the House did puta proviso 
apon the bill, which was stricken out by the Senate. I had the honor 
to propose this proviso, and the committee unanimously favored it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What has the conference committee done 
with it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They have failed to agree upon doing anything. 
The Senate has insisted upon doing nothing and we insist on doing 
something. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the conferees on the part of the House 
will not yield to the Senate. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. We have not yielded to the Senate upon that ques- 
tion, and after this expression of unanimity in this House we could not 

ield. 
4 I will now ask the Clerk to read a part of this very interesting letter 
from Major Raymond. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The main public uses to which electricity isat present applied are electric light- 
ing,the telephone service, and thetelegraph service. Electric lighting, generally 
8 g, requires currents of high intensity, and the best authorities still con- 
sider it a wrong Sram conductors conveying such currents should be widely 
se from those carrying low-tension currents such as are employed in the 
telegraph and telephone services. The gathering together of conductors em- 
ployed for these different pape in the same conduit is believed to involve 
not only grave complications in the working of the low-tension s; s butalso 
rs to the public. I am aware that the collection of high and low 
tension conductors in one conduit is claimed to have been satisfactorily accom- 
plished in some special cases, but the successful establishment of such asystem 
on any extensive scale is considered too doubtful to warrant its adoption, espe- 
cially in the city of Washington, where the width of the streets and avenues 
renders it unnecessary to make so hazardous and uncertain an experiment. 
For these reasons Iam of the opinion that the electric-light wires and those 
~~ the telegraph and telephone services should be laid in entirely separate con- 

uits, 

There are now about 9.64 miles of wire employed in the city of Washington 
for the public lighting of the streets. Of theseabout 5,2 milesare unde und, 
the conduits extending along Pennsylvania avenue from First to Fifteenth 
street northwest, thence on Fifteenth street from Pennsy/vania to New York 
avenues, and thence along Pennsylvania avenue to Washington Circle; on 
Fourteenth street from Pennsylvania to New York avenue northwest, and on 
New York avenue from Fourteenth to Fifteenth street northwest. 

These wires are entirely separate from those employed for other co reese 
Although the experiment has not proved completely satisfactory, the results are 
believed to warrant its continuance and justify its gradual and careful extension. 

The wires employed in the telephone service have already, to a great extent, 
been placed under- und, In compliance with the orders of the commission- 
ers, more than 5 es of conduits have been constructed by the telephone com- 
pany for this purpose, and 1,356 miles of wire have been buried, constituting 
more than two-thirds of the trunk-linesemployed. Thesystem works well, but 
recent improvements in the man ure of cables justify the expectation that 
better results can be obtained. Since the burying of the remaining overhead 
wires in this service involves extensive excavations in the streets, it is not con- 
sidered desirable to undertake this until the result of experiments now in 
progress has been ascertained, especially asthe delay will beshort. If these re- 
sults prove satisfactory, all trunk-lines now overhead should be placed under- 
ground as soon as possible. There are about 650 miles of such lines. 

The company intends to put about 200 miles of this wire under-ground and to 
bury in addition about 200 miles of new wire. When this work is completed 
the telephone service will have about 1,756 miles of wire in under-ground trunk- 
lines and only 450 miles in trunk-lines overhead. 

A portion of the wires employed in the District service for fire-alarm, police, 
and other se toss has been precede under-ground, and the system worksin the 
most satisfactory manner. For this purpose nearly 5 miles of conduits, con- 
taining more than 25 miles of wire, have been constructed. To complete the 
system about 550 miles of wire should be buried, and this ought to be done as 
pay. as means permit. 

he wires employed in the general telegraph service have not to any consid- 
erable extent been placed under-ground in the Districtof Columbia. Thereare 
about 473.14 miles of such wires, only 23.5 of which are buried. The practicu- 
bility of burying these wires without 4 injury to the service has been se- 
ene questioned. Upon this point I hesitate to express a decided opinion, 
since I have not as yet been able to give the subject careful investigation and 


serious 


study. but experience in other cities leads me to believe that this work can be 
successfully accomplished. For example, it is stated in the report of the board 
of commissioners of electrical subways of the city of Brooklyn that the Western 
Union Telegraph Company and the Gold and Stock Telegraph Com y have 
agreed to place their conductors along certain routes in n irite conduits; 
and although I am unable to say at the present moment how much progress has 
actually been made, it appears that the Western Union Company alone buried 
about 32 miles of wire uring the year 1887. In their report for the year 1886 
the Brooklyn commissioners remark that ` the problem appears to be solved for 
this city, so far mada rege and telegraph lines are concerned.” This commis- 
sion is one of high ability, and I have great confidence in its opinion. 

In addition to the wires included in the above statement there are now in the 
District about 35 miles of wire employed and controlled by the General Goy- 
ernment, Of these about 31.2 miles are under-ground. There are also about 
bes miles na wire employed for private lighting, of which about .68 miles are 
under-ground. 

The following table shows approximately the character, quality, and location 
of electric wires in the District of Columbia : 


| Miles of 


Miles of | under- 
Service. conduit, | ground 
wires. 
Telegrap! 2.1 3.5 
District fire-alarm and 5.1 21 
Telephone .. 4.9 | 1,356 
Electric lighting, public.. 4.6 5.2 
Electric lighting, private... 34 68 
Teona sends nomena eral ee NOOR | 1, 406, 38 


Mr. McCOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have had that letter read so 
that those who care to hear it may know it is no longer an experiment 
in other cities of the country, and that in this city of Washington, for 
which we are now legislating, there are 1,406.38 miles of under-ground 
wire to 1,690.38 miles of overhead wire. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Who wrote that communication ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Maj. Charles W. Raymond, the able engineer com- 
missioner of the District. 

It has been stoutly contended in debate elsewhere that it was im- 
possible to put electric-light wires under-ground; that the attempt was 
a failure, and it could not be done with the present knowledge of the 
subject. Yet at the moment of that debate, out of all the miles of 
electric wire in this city, only 4.25 miles were overhead, while 5.2 
miles were under-ground already. Yet the proposition seems to have 
failed elsewhere because gentlemen thought the thing which was done 
to a greater extent with the electric-light wires than with telephone 
and telegraph wires in this city could not be done at all. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let meask my friend if his attention has been 
called to the fact that in the city of Philadelphia they have demon- 
strated the practicability of putting electric wires under-ground ? 
There they have miles of electric wire under-ground. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; I am glad the gentleman has referred to that 
matter. In Philadelphia and in Brooklyn, notably, it has succeeded. 
The contest is whether they shall have the electric-light wires in the 
same conduit with the wires of the telephone and telegraph service, 
which conduct currents of lower tension or intensity, while the elec- 
tric-light wires conduct currents of higher intensity. I believe it has 
been found better to put them in separate conduits; but they are all 
put under-ground. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think in Philadelphia they put them in one 
conduit, but separate them by wooden boxes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. They certainly are put under-gronnd. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, this committee does not insist and 
the conferees on the part of the House do not insist that their mode 
of arranging these wires is the only pora mode. They take it that 
the sense of this House is in favor of putting the wires under-ground, 
and they have a provision prepared by the eminent counsel of the com- 
missioners, Hon. A. G. Riddle, which they have endeavored and will 
again strive to substitute for the proviso stricken out by the Senate. 

If we succeed in our contention, no single wire of these companies 
will hereafter be strung over the streets, avenues, or roads of this city; 
it will stop from this day, and not another wire shall go overhead. 
All that are run hereafter shall be put under-ground. When the Gov- 
ernment’s own wires are mostly under-ground, why should not the 
Western Union Telegraph Company haveits wires under-ground? We 
put our own telephone wires under-ground; why should not the tele- 
phone company put its wires under-ground? They are nearly so now. 
In view of the great advancement in electric lighting we should not 
wait for the future. In the course of the current year many miles of 
electrie-lighting wires will be put up in this city. They ought to be 
put under-ground when they are run; and in some proper way all that 
are now overhead should be put under-ground. 

In the interment of these wires the commissioners have no emple 
power. By act of Congress some years ago all these highways were 
left open for the telegraph companies to run their wires overhead. One 
corporation here, after a long contention, actually cut all the telephone 
wires under the pavement along iis line. There is trouble in getting 


them under-ground in some of the streets because of the vaults under 
the pavements. As the companies will not go under-ground voluntarily, 
if we wait longer soon they will darken the air with their clouds of 
wires—clouds increasing all the while. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be the duty of any city to control these 
agencies and to see to the interment of the wires, that ought to be the 
case in the capital of the country. Resistance should be made to the 
claims of these corporations to take the sky and air when the wires can 
be interred in the earth, and will there subserve all the uses of the 
community. I think if there be one place where we ought to insist as 
an example to the country that this shall be done it is here in this 
city. Ifit is to be done, we must lodge a discretion somewhere. We 
propose to put it in the hands of the commissioners, with power to in- 
flict penalties in cases where wires are put overhead or where there is 
too great delay in putting them under-ground. : 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I would like to ask my colleague, what are 
the objections made to placing these wires under-ground? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. The objections are numerous. ‘The first is the one 
which has been exploded by the concurrent testimony of so many gen- 
tlemen here to-day, the objection that it can not bedone. That is 
the main objection. That, we think, isexploded. The second is that 
from long usage here, citizens are accorded certain vault privileges under 
the pavements, and think that the Congress of the United States and 
the commissioners of the District have no right to take any space more 
than 6 inches for pavement, and that everything else is to be devoted 
to private interests and not reserved for public control. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What do you say as to that? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The courts seem to say that thatis the law, though 
an appeal is pending. But I do not believe it is beyond the power of 
Congress to say that it will take control for the public use of the streets, 
sidewalks, and alleys to such an extent as to enable these agencies to 
be put under-ground. Thereis no constitutional inhibition which pre- 
vents us from doing the right thing here in this seat of government. 

Congress maydo what a State Legislature may not do under the con- 
stitutional provisions in t to the impairment of contracts. Con- 
gress may do this incidentally, even if it conflicts with existing licenses 
or permits. Iinsist with great earnestness and confidence that we have 
ample pone to control this matter. Now, when we decide to do this 
it should be done by placing the matter in the discretion of the com- 
missioners as to the kind of conduits, the places where they shall be 
put, and the time when the change shall be made. Nobody wants to 
ruthlessly cut off the communications of these companies, as was done 
by the blizzard some months ago; but we ought to insist that reason- 
ably, as to time and manner, and finally these agencies shall be put 
under-ground, and that discretion as to the manner and the time shall 
be lodged in the commissioners. 

Mr. GROUT. I suppose another objection is that it would be more 
expensive. 

r. MCCOMAS. Yes, that is one objection, that it would cost the 
companies something, But they makeus pay very liberal tolls. When 
I telegraph I pay what they charge, and we all expect to do the same 
when they have put their wires under-ground. And this great monop- 
oly of Jay Gould. will charge us enough to pay the cost. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
the public safety. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; it is necessary also in the interest of the pub- 
lic safety, as my friend from Ohio su Why, Mr. Speaker, only 
the other day a distinguished jurist of New York State, Judge An- 
drews, was thrown from his horse by a wire, and still, I believe, lies dan- 
gerously ill. Every now and then a broken wire kills a man, a woman, 
or a child, and during the late *‘ blizzard ’’ the press was filled with 
accounts of accidents of that sort. For all these reasons it is high time 
that this reform be made. The objection is urged, also, that this is a 
too weighty discretion to lodge in the hands of the commissioners, that 
they might do some wonderful or dangerous thing. 

Sir, my observation leads me to just the contrary conclusion. All 
the arguments that have been addressed to me in person upon this sub- 
ject have been by the agents and in behalf of these companies, the 
telegraph companies, the telephone companies, the electric-light com- 

ies, and thesafe-depositcompany, these corporations which are claim- 
a the streets and the air. When I have been spoken to on the sub- 
ject from, time to time, in the committee or elsewhere, it has been 
urged upon me that we should not do this thing, that we ought not to 
so fast, that we ought to stand still. Nobody has come to me on 
If of the people to urge that the wires should be put under-ground, 
although I believe that the mass of the people agree, as I now see the 
House agrees, that that should be done. Therefore, sir, my answer to 
this objection is that the commissioners will be so beset by these com- 
panies and their representatives that there is no danger of their going 
too fast, but the danger will be that they will go too slow. If it be 
the sense of the House, I should like to have it say and insist that these 
wires shall no longer incumber the air, but shall, within a reasonable 
time, in a reasonable manner, and under reasonable conditions, be put 
under-ground, and that no other wires shall be put above ground after 
the adjournment of this Congress. I now ask my colleague par. 
CLEMENTS] to yield five minntes to the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 
ADAMS]. 

Mr. GLEMENTS. I wil) yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I shall probably not occupy two min- 
utes. I find here six points of difference between the Senate and the 
House. It isa custom of conference committees, and a bad custom, 


It ought to be done in the interest of 


i 


not to agree upon any point until they can agree on all. The con- 
ferees on the diplomatie appropriation bill set us a good example the, 
other day by agreeing whenever they could agree, and reporting the 
one point upon which they could not yield to the Senate, Now, there 
being a disagreement here, I bélieve that this House ought to agree 
wherever it can reasonably yield to the Senate, and thereby impose 
upon the Senate the responsibility of holding out on those points as to 
which the House cau not consistently and logically agree. For my 
part, I shall be glad to vote to concur in the Senate amendmentin the 
matter of paying streets, and also in the Senate appropriation for 
schools. But I cordially agree with the position of the House con- 
ferees on most of the other points involved. I hope, therefore, that I 
shall have an opportunity, under the rules, to make a motion to con- 
cur on the points I have indicated. I think I am entitled to a division 
of the question so soon as the gentleman from Georgia shall bring the 
House to a vote upon any disagreement between the Houses. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Icall for the previous question on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, when there areseveral points of disagree- 
ment is not the question divisible? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the conference report shall have 
been agreed to, it will be in order to insist on the disagreement to the 
Senate amendments or to move to recede from the disagreement and 
concur. i 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I now move that the House insist on itsdisagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate, and ask a further conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. I now ask for a division of the question, so that we 
may have a separate vote on the Senate amendment in regard to paving 
streets, upon which I wish to move concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this conference report an entirety? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report has been agreed to. The 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] is now that 
the House insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendmenis, and 
ask a further conference. The Chair thinks the gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS] is entitled to a division of the question. 

Mr. CLEMANTS. This is not a report agreeing to certain anrend- 
ments and disagreeing to others, but it is a report of total disagreement 
asanentirety. I thereforesubmit thatafter the report has been adopted 
the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] is not in 
order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order for the 
House to recede from its disagreement to any of the amendments, and 
to concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let ushave a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate in regard to the paving of streets, and 
concur in that amendment. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move that the Honse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate in regard to schools and school houses, 
and concur in the same. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question nowrecurs on the motion 


of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] that the House insist 
on its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and ask a further con- 
ference. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as the conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, and Mr. McComas. 
WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the House has decided to 
dispense with private business to-day; but before we go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union I wish to ask consent 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 6514, providing for what is known as 
“Ath of July daims.” I would like to have the immediate action 
of the House on this bill. These claims are reported by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Congress as having been upon and allowed 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury. This is a bill of the same 
character as that which is passed regularly at every session of every 
Congress. It can not possibly create discussion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk willread the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the account- 
ing officers of the United States Treasury Department. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentueky [Mr. 
STONE] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of 
this bill, and that it be now considered in the Honse. Is there objec- 


tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This being private bill day, 
I have no objection to the consideration of the bill now, with the un- 
derstanding that discussion upon it shall not exceed thirty minutes. I 


am willing to make this concession in favor of private business. 


` 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to inquire the nature of these claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is the usual bill for the payment of 
‘**4th of July claims.” A similar bill has been passed by 
at every session, I believe, since the war, and usually, I think, by unan- 
imous consent. It embraces claims which have been audited by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. These claims are reported by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury as having been regularly allowed. The bill can 
not possibly require any discussion. I do not know that it is necessary 
even to read the bill, as it simply enumerates the names of claimants, 
with the amount allowed to each. 

A MEMBER. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The aggregate is $108,037.22. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the bill may be passed by unanimous con- 
sent without reading, because it will take three-quarters of an hour to 
read it. It is usually passed without reading. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ags Ihave stated, the bill contains noth- 
ing but a list of claimants, with the amount allowed to each. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the aggregate amount is less than in any 
former year. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I give my assurance to the House that, 
in addition to the names of the claimants and the amounts allowed to 
each, there is nothing in the bill except one amendment of the act of 
last session. One claim which was included in the bill of last session 
was found upon examination to have been sent in by the accounting 
officers by mistake, the claim haying been previously allowed and paid. 
This bill includes a clause to repeal that provision of the last bill, which 
provided for the payment of the sum of $280. 

Mr. RANDAL I wish to ask whether there is any general legis- 
lation of any character‘in the bill? 


consideration. 
' Mr. SPRINGER. [ask by unanimous consent that the bill be put 
on its after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to look at the bill before it is taken up for 
consideration. I ask the gentleman to postpone the consideration of 
the bill until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iam willing to do that. 

ave SPEAKER protempore. What motion does the gentleman sub- 
mit? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask that the consideration of the bill 
be postponed until to-morrow, and that the bill be then put on its 


Mr. RYAN. Why, this bill is not before the House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Put through without reading? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, but that to-morrow morning the consideration 
of the bill shall be entertained by the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Imove that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and that it be taken up for consideration to-mor- 
row morning, after the reading of the Journal, without being read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I can not consent to that. Let the bill be post- 
poned for consideration until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I consent to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentleman sub- 
mit? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. All I wish to do is to get the bill be- 
fore the House for consideration. Inow move, by unanimous consent, 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
poke in the House to-morrow morning after the reading of the 

ournal, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That it is to be considered in the House to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; to be considered in the House to- 
morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky will incorporate in his motion a provision that the debate on 
the bill shall not exceed thirty minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iam willing to agree to-that. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Fifteen minutes on eachside. Is there 
objection? TheChair hears no objection, anditis ordered accordingly. 
LOAN OF TENTS TO THE SOCIETY OF THE ARMY OF THE POTOMAC. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask by unanimous consent to introduce a 
joint resolution rendered necessary by a mistake made in the joint reso- 
lution authorizing the loan of tents and tent equipage to the veteran 


organizationsof the Society ofthe Army of the Potomac. The War De- 
partment has discovered a defect in the resolution which has already 
passed the House and has gone to the President for hissignature. The_ 
only change in the joint resolution which I propose to introduce at this 
time is in striking out ‘‘ tent’? and inserting ‘‘camp;’’ so it will read 
“camp equipage,’’ which is the proper technical expression. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The bill has already been enrolled. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has gone to the President to be ees e 
now ask to introduce another resolution at this time striking out ‘‘tent” 
and inserting ‘‘camp,’’ so it will read ‘‘ camp equipage.” It is neces- 
sary that this joint resolution should pass to-day to provide for the 
celebration next Monday. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimons consent, introduced the follow- 
ing joint resolution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and camp 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the 
Potomac. ; 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas, at the annual reunion of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, , 
held at Saratoga, N. Y., in 1887, a resolution was passed extending to all the 
survivors of the battle of Gettysburgh an invitation to meet in fraternal re- 


union on the twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gett; July1,2,and 
3, 1888, on the field of Gettysburgh, and as the invitation has been generally ex- 
tended and accepted: Therefore, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 


ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby eg buen org me 
i the 


directed to loan to the committee in charge of quarters of the 

Army of the Potomac such tents and camp equipage as may be needed for the 
sheltering of the veteran organizations participating in said anniversary, and 
that to prevent loss or damage resulting from the use of said tents and camp 
equipage, the Secretary of War is authorized to detail troops to take charge of 
the same and to provide for the safe keeping and transportation under the di- 
rection of the Quartermaster-General, 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the yote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for * 
the purpose of resuming the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to 
reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of 
the revenue. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue. 

The line before the committee is: 

Rags, of whatever material composed. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] moved to strike out the 
words *‘ of whatever material composed.” 

Mr. ADAMS. The amendment I made was a formal one. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his formal amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, there is but ove kind of rags to be affected by this 
provision embodied in the bill under the head of *' Rags, of whatever 
material composed.’’ All rags fit for paper, and that includes all the 
forms of rags of linen and cotton goods, are now on the free-list. 

This is, therefore, a provision to admit woolen and worsted rags in 
free competition with the wool-growers of the United States. It is 
nothing more nor less than the following up of the action of yesterday 
in inviting the importation of cheap adulterants for the coffee of the 
laboring people and the poorer classes of this country. 

Carlyle must have foreseen thatsuch a body asthe Democratic mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means would arrive at prom- 
inence some day when he dubbed the system of political economy as 
the ‘‘dismal science’’ and designated it as ‘‘the road to the cheap and 
nasty.” Our friends are devoting themselves with all their energy 
and zeal over there to make a system of manufactures in this country 
which will substitute forever the cheapest and the nastiest competing 
articles that the world can produce. 

Ihave in myhand a little bookentitled ‘‘ The History of the Shoddy 
Trade, its Rise, Progress, and Present Position.” It was written by 
Rey. Samuel Jubb, a clergyman of the Church of England, and pub- 
lished in 1860 by Houlston & Wright, of London; John Heywood, of 
Manchester, and J. Fearnsides, of Batley, England. 

Gentlemen on the other side cone eneey harp on the heavy. duties 
imposed by the Republican side on cheap blankets. They say, ‘‘ Here 
you are willing to give to the people of the country free whisky ’’—of 
course thereis no truth in thestatenfent, but still they say it—‘‘and im- 
pose the heaviest duties upon the poor man’s blankets and clothing.” 

Now I want to show you something of the character of this branch 
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of manufacture as it appears from this little book. I read from page 
52, under the head of ‘‘Colored blankets:’’ 
COLORED BLANKETS, 


‘These haye been made largely for some years for the American market—gen- 
tian, gay, blue-gray, and green are the prevailing descriptions. The widths 
and qualities vary materially, and consequently the values, The lowest kind 
isa yery inferior gray fabric, ata correspondingly low price. The writer under- 
stands that the bulk of these blankets is consumed in the slave States of Amer- 
ica, and that the low y blankets just adverted to are designed chiefly for the 
use of the slaves, as coverlets and materials for garments, Dewsbury and 
Earlsheaton are the centers of this manufacture, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I confess to having been guilty throughout my 
entire legislative career of attempting to get such duties imposed upon 
these dog blankets, which were made for the poor whites of the South, 
and a poorer condition of them for the slaves, so as to shut them ont 
of our markets forever. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose, sir, now to notice a remark that was 
made aifer I had left the House on yesterday, thoroughly worn out, 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKISRIDG), which shows 
several things, and among the rest the value, in some slight degree, of 
a little knowledge of the history and growth of our industries by a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means. I am sorry to say 
that this paragraph, standing alone, illustrates the utter absence of 
such knowledge on the part of the gentleman who usedit. He says 
that on July 28, 1866, I used the following language: 

Mr. KELLEY. Let the raw material come in. Let us make blankets that will 
drive out English blankets. Let us make our own “En; frieze” and “ Pe- 
terboro’ frosted beaver.” Let usbe able to rival Eng and France and other 
representative nations in making these cloths. 

Now the gentleman is not aware probably that at the time that re- 
mark was made there was no harmony between our wool growers and 
our wool manufacturers; that in fact we had no real woolen industry. 
It was created afterward. We had some woolen mills which had been 
created by war, as I shall endeavor to show you if time permits; but 
the treaty between the wool growers and the wool manufacturers, ef- 
fected largely through the agency of the late John L. Hayes, was what 
really called into existence our flocks. 

The war created manufactories. When the first troops came to Wash- 
ington at the call of the President for three-months’ men, most of those, 
indeed all from my State, were clad in shoddy clothes. They left home 
with blouses, or short jackets, and pants, and by the time they got here 
and marched along the avenue those with short jackets looked as 
though they had long-tailed coats cut square across, and their panta- 
loons had no seats in them. They were clad in shoddy, and the ride 
to the capital to go into the encampment left them in rags; and then we 
neither had flocks on the hillsides to yield the wool nor the factories 
on our water courses in which to spin and weave cloth in sufficient 
quantities to supply the troops. Four years of duty on wool encouraged 


“the growth of sheep. Four years of war developed the art of dyeing, 


spinning, carding, and weaving; and at its close the clothing of our 
soldiers bore as marked a contrast to the rags worn by the first regi- 
ments as has ever been exhibited in the growth of any industry on 
earth. 

When Johnny came marching home 80,000 strong behind Grant and 
Sherman he was clad in American cloth. Much of it was American 
wool. All of it had been spun and woven in our newly-created facto- 
ries. It is true thatin 1866, in order to stimulate the combination and 
in order to build up factories which would shield our soldiers and our 
working people from this rotten shoddy, Isaid, ‘‘ Yes, import the raw 
material.” But I would not now propose to obliterate the flocks of the 
country. I would not destroy the great product of American wool. I 
would not now silence the looms and the spindles of this great nation 
whose progress in the production of textiles enabled them during the 
last quarter of a century to exceed any nation or combination of nations 
in the world. 

I shall take advantage of the privilege of enlarging my speech by in- 
serting some extracts from the history of shoddy, so that gentlemen may 
see what the rags are which we protect by one or two hundred per 
cent. 

The extracts are as follows: 

‘The sources from which soft rags are derived are substantially the same as 
those from which mungo rags are received. Londonis the great entrepôt for 
softrags; but it must be noted that America, while contributing freely mungo 
rags, sends us little ifany of the soft kind. It is presumable that the whole 
civilized world is engaged, either directly or indirectly, in supplying this coun- 
et dong linen and woolen rags, or the produce of the latter; if not now, such 
will, no doubt, be the case shortly, for the field of operation in this respect is 
apparently ever enlarging. London serves the market with mixed softs, stock- 
ings, white flannels, stuffs, carpets, ete., in addition to the large quantities of 
army cuttings produced there, namely, serge, flannel, and cloth clippings of 
yarious colors and qualities; these constitute a valuable part of the rag col- 
lection, being new, sound, and of good color and quality. Scotland sends her 
stockings and mixed rags; Ireland, her white; Germany, her knitted stock- 
ings, in gray and white, and also what are termed “nons ;? Austria and Italy 
swell the general stock by their quotas of soft and mungo rags; Turkey and 

rpari ar ngay eger ding soft roduce fo fi ks of 

nes now e! n ts solt ra; uce ur or fiye pac o 
shoddy, and those engaged upon herder doth rigs two to two and a half packs 


of mungo per day. n icularl:; 
the lower Resale: makes its presence felt by “Picking up a dust” whi 


as and the very nature of 

t suggests this to be the ailment most likely to arise from it. To 

the unini it must be surprising to see the ee ney transformed into 
x 


Wep to some calculations made in 1858 tapecting the quantity 
of rag-wool then being produced, er with the weight of rags required 
for the same. According to these it is computed that at that time there were 
fifty rag-machines in the township, prod g yearly about 13,000,000 pounds 
weight of shoddy and mun latter estimated at one-third of the whole; 
this may be so as regards th locality, but taking an average of all the rag-ma- 
chines at work in the district, which includes Ossett, the proportion of mun. 
produced is probably from one-third to one-half the aggregate quantity. The 
following figures present the details of the calculation: 

E PATERE RAISE, EITANT Rissnecatee dossor 
Packs of rag-wool, daily average of production........ 


A , 000 
Reduce into pounds............00+« A E metyasbbhbebuvenes adonna AR ; 240 
14, 400, 000 
Deduct 10 per cent. for slack times..........-.0++ secnnvenecacesoueesesecsensssves seroso 1, 440, 000 
Net produce of rag-wool 
Add 25 per cent. for waste of rags in grinding and picking 
SE OUMMAM, ccnacoesvenbuciineeeies ANE E EIEE. aaasesdbscaysbbasesassnagenasoyesesséves soboti 17, 280, 000 
Or 7,764 tons of rags. 
Assuming the foregoing table to be correct, it shows the large quantity of 7,764 


duced is ermore, © sca 

places in woolen distri lying ‘ond the radius in question, produce 
equally with Batley, or on ird of the total quantity manufact: in the 
country. A o this assumption there is the enormous weight of 


and d: ts of the kingdom, yielding 38,880,000 Dea or 17,357 tons of 

. Calculating the value of this material oddy 

and mungo likewise at 6d. per pound, and reckoning the Jatter staple to con- 

stitute a third part of the whole, we find the entire quantity to amount to 

tel of three-quarters of a million of money. Theitems of the account stand 
us: 

25,920,000 pounds of shoddy at 4d. per pound 

12,960,000 pounds of mungo at 6d. per pound. .. 


756, 000 
The following statement presents a tabular view of an approximate calcula- 


tion relative to the operatives sueaged in the shoddy manufacture and the 
shoddy trade, in the township of Batley, specifying the number of persons em- 
ploy in the several branches of labor, together with the weekly earnings of 
each class, It also, on the same principle, but with a nearer approach to cer- 
tainty, gives the number of “ billies,” “‘tommies,” and “ horses,” with their ag- 
gregate of spindles at work. Also, the total of mule-spindles, and the amountof 
nominal horse-power employed; and, moreover, records, as ascertained facts, 
the number of mills and steam-engines in connection with the business. These 

iculars are the result of a computation made for another object, in 1858, and, 
though some changes have occurred since, es) lly in relation to the increase 
of preoa weavers, they may be taken, for all practical purposes, as appli- 
cable to the present time. 

TABLE OF WAGES. 


Rate of wages paid in Batley, distinguishing the different descriptions of work people. 


Wages per 


Description of operatives. week, 


s. d. 
Rag-sorters (women) . 6 6to 
Foreman over women 20 Oto 
Carriers (rag trade).. 
-grinders .... 16 Oto 
Willeyers.., 18 Oto 
Slubbers ..... 


Attendants on piecing-machines (boys) .. 


Piecers (boys and girls).......... 1 9to 
Card-cleaners (young men)... 

Overlookers .......-...scerseesonens 35 Oto 
Mule-spinners (say half enp 28 0 to 
Mulė-piecers (boys and gir 3 6to 


Pluckers (bOoy8S).....ssssrerssers 
Warpers (wome 
Weavers (hand-loom) 
Weavers (power-loom) .. 
Pullers,..ccc-cocscovesncenses 


Baaai nome SBE NA 


ecoescosccooosoocesosacaancscoce™ s 


1888. 
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Table of wages—Continued y 
Description of operatives. Weave vee 

sd 8, d 
Book-keepers. 25 0 
Wool-scourers 18 0 
Power-loom tun 15 0to 35 0 
Foremen of weavers . 20 0 
Wool-sorters 20 0t0 3 0 
Watchmen.. 18 0 
Mills in Batley ...... 35 


Billies, tommies, and horses 
Billies, tommies, and horses, spin 
Mule-spindles 
Steam-engines’........ 
Nominal horse-power............ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not at 
this time desire to make any other reply to the gentleman than simply 
to print in the RECORD a petition from workingmen in Philadelphia. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

When the forty thousand textile workers of Ealsdaipais; in April, 1886, made 
the appeal to you, through the Committee on Ways and Means, for relief from the 
outrageous inequalities, discriminations, and oppressions of the present tariff 
Jaws, it was ho by them that their demands, reasonable as they were, would 
be heeded, and that partisan, sectional, or class considerations would not be 
allowed to stand in the way of the doing of asimple act of justice and the right- 
ing of the most glaring wrongs. It was the first time that the workingmen 
spoke on the subject uninfluenced by any outside pressure or coercion, but the 
answer has been the failure to perfect a measure of relief. 

Hence it becomes necessary to renew the appeal, and in doing so we beg 
leave to submit the reasons and causes that inspire us to this act. 

The condition of the textile industries, es: ly the woolen trade, has been 
growing worse, the working time in the mills is being shortened, and the wages 
are being pared down just in proportion as the strain upon the physical exer- 
tions of the toiler increases, and we are forced to com with labor in other 
parts of our own country that is paid no more than is the much-talked-of “ pau- 
per labor” of Europe, and as all this has taken place under a system that is de- 
clared to be for the ** protection of American labor,” are we not justified in 
making inquiries, with the aid of our experience, as to whether it is so or not? 

If there is any virtue in the theory that in order to protect American labor 
against ruinous foreign competition it is necessary to place a tax upon 
that are brought in from countries where labor is cheaper, it follows that these 
taxes should in all cases correspond with the amount and cost of labor uired 
upon such goods in their successive stages of manufacture, but this obviously 
plain and honest rule has never been observed in any tariff law which its 
framers claimed to be for the protection of labor. That the reverse has been 
the case naturally excites the suspicion that the design was to crush rather than 
help labor, In the woolen ind , as in many others, the tax on the raw ma- 
terials neutralizes the tax on the finished fabrics, and taking quality into ac- 
count, the tax always graduates downward against meaty instead of upwards 
with it, and in every case exceeds by three to four times the entire labor cost 
in the product. To call such laws “protective to labor” is a fraud and decep- 
tion, and labor has a right to protest against the perpetrators of these wrongs 
being allowed to any longer influence legislatjon on this subject. 

Acvording to Bowes & Co., an acce authority, 100 pounds of greasy woot 
will make 21.45 pounds of finished cloth, and on this basis it will require 530 
pounds of greasy wool to make 100 yards of cloth with backing, weighing 18 
ounces to the yard. Suppose this cloth is made of four different kinds of wool, 
the cost to the English manufacturer would be— 

150 pounds of fourth quality, at 12 cents 


130 pounds of third quality, at 24 cents. 31.20 
25 pounds of secon quality, at 26 cen’ 32.50 
125 pounds of first quality, at 33 cents.. 41.35 
Total cost of wool..... esis 122. 95 


With precisely the same grades of wool the cost to the American manufact- 
urer would be— 
150 pounds of fourth quality, at 23.94 cents. 
130 pounds of third quality, at 37.54 cents.. 
125 pounds of secon trea at 39.64 cents 
125 pounds of first quality, at 49,61 cents. 


the total labor cost in the yarn. This, on the theory advanced by the moraa 
on to foreign 


The per cent. of duty on the yarn is 69.11, and on the cloth 70.40, a difference 
of but 1.29 per cent.; but as there is a loss by waste and shrinkage in weaving, 
dyeing, and finishing of 3 to 5 cent., we find that this difference between the 
yarn duty and that on the cloth is more than neutralized, and thus the *‘ pro- 
tective” duty is n in favor of the foreign cloth manufacturers, who could not 
bavo Pace better for themselyes if they had been permitted to make our tarift 

aws for us. 

Under the present law the percentage of duty on the finer and more costly 
fabrics is always lower than on the coarser and cheaper grades, thus deprivin; 
us of the chance to work upon the better class of goods, upon which our werk 


would be lightest and our earnings largest. 

Aaah. wast of AANO aoe axenting a same T DA Tilt enema ceneed 
. was, of the value not ex: ng 80 cen pou an w 

at $713,315, on which duties were paid BOUNS to $640,808. Pare cent. ‘of duty, 


89.84. Value above 8 cents per pound, 7,689,699 pounds, valued at $9,309,054, on 
which duties were paid to the amount of $6,415,016. Per cent. of duty, 68.91. 
This shows how we are crippled, both in our earning powers and in the exer- 
cise of our skill by the infamous discriminations of the tariff, which at the same 
time make the burdens upon the rich comparatively lighter than upon the 


poor. 

It is no stretch of the truth to say that these discriminations against the manu- 
facturing industries have very materially discouraged the use of wool and ptor 
moted substitution of adulterants, most manufacturers having for some e 
given more attention to the manipulation of substitutes, so as to give them the 
appearance and touch of wool, than to the matter of improvements in the mak- 
ing of pure woolens in order to compete in quality with their foreign rivals. 
This has given rise to the impression that we are less skilled than the Sempan 
workmen, yet it is self-evident that it requires as much if not more skill to 
work uptheadulterantssoas to givethema marketable appearance asto manip- 
ulate the genuine materials. 

A great deal of stuff is put upon the markets now as cassimeres, ete., that 
does not contain over 10 per cent. of wool. Manufacturers who attempt to 
make nothing but pure woolens are compelled to close their mills. To make 
stuffs thatshall compete in the markets with foreign makes in texture and va- 
riety it is almost invariably necessary to use some wools of foreign growth for 
mixing with the domestic; butas the tariff enhances the cost of these wools by 
from 25 to 150 per cent. there is no possibility of the American manufacturer 
using them in competition, and hence we are forced to give over to the foreign 
manufacturers the monopoly of all the markets and allow them to Aes Sc 
own people with into which not a pound of American wool enters. Thus 
the woolen manu: res imported in 1887 amounted to 49,000,000 pounds, which, 
at 4 pounds of raw wool to the pound of finished product, represented 196,000,- 
000 pounds of wool, which, with the 115,000,000 pounds of raw wool, makesa 
importation of 311,000,000 pounds, or considerably more than the entire wool-clip 
of the United States, If all this come in free in the raw state it would have 
absorbed for mixture a large quantity of domestic wool, instead of every pound 
that did come in anyhow displacing a pound of American wool and at the same 
time depriving American labor of employmentand our poor people of the com- 
fort of woolen clothing. 

Froma statement recently made public by a leading carpet manufacturer we 
gleam the fact that ingrain carpets which formerly were made largely of wool 
are now made of an average of one-fifth wool and four-fifths adulterants, and in 
the whole of the carpet industry probably not a million pounds of domestic wool 
is now There is no carpet wool raised in this country, and yet a tax of 
over 26 pr cent., which far exceeds all the wages paid in the manufacture of 
carpets, is still imposed upon the wool which is necessarily bro! t in from the 
outside. Ifthis wool were admitted free, a greaterquantity would be used, and 
DDAN, not less ihan 10,000,000 pounds of domestic wool would be absorbed for 
mixture. 

For these reasons we fail to see how the wool-growers are benefited by the 
tariff on wool, as it inevitably restricts the market for their wool both by forcing 
the use of substitutes and by promoting the importation of wool in the manu- 
factured state, all of which must redound to the injury of both the wool-grower 
and the woolen-worker. 

If protection protects, or if the present tariff arrangement is Borg | beneficial 
tothe manufacturing industries, why do the manufacturers find it necessary 
to form “combines,” “arrangements,” or “understandings” in order to pro- 
tect themselves against what they term a demoralized market? Why should 
they adopt the suicidal policy of reducing the wages of labor, which can not but 
curtail the absorption of their wares and thus ae their business? Why do 
workingmen find it necessary to organize for self-protection against the very 
men who are loudest in their demands for more tariff upon the plea that labor 
“must be protected?” Men who arereally protected need not go tothe trouble 
and expenses of protecting themselves. As ‘charity begins athome,” would it 
not be more consistent for the poema and protectionist pores to show by 
the bettering of wages of their employés and by treating them as men—free- 
men if you please—that their cry for more taxes is not raised solely for their own 
benefit, and that they are ready to make true the oft-repeated declaration that 
protection to the manufacturer will enable him to py high wages? 

Now, as he has just the protection he wants, and is still cutting down w: 
is it not evident that he is either wrong in his protection theory or is playing 
“heads I win and tails you lose” with his workingmen? Surely no sane man 
cansee in the “trusts” and “arrangements” of the capitalists and the frantic 
efforts of labor to hold its own against the encroachments of combined capi- 
talists aught else but the positive and practical proof that  pesegay a of labor by 
a tariff, or by any other tax upon its products, is worse than a failure, because 
it neutralizes the natural advantages of our country and disarranges thé natural 
course of trade, and thus must result in the destruction of labor. When the 
manufacturer closes his mill, or lays off any of his hands, he will invariably 
give as an excuse the bad state of trade,an honest acknowledgment that it is 
trade that keeps the mill going, and hence is a good thing toxten laborsteadily 
employed and give it a chance for better wages. Now,it is always the part 
of wisdom to protect ourselves against a bad thing, but it has fallen tothe lot 
of the protectionists to discover the utility of protecting ourselves against a 


"| good thing, and in order to accomplish this to tax ourselves to spite and impoy- 


erish some one else. S 

That the protectionist manufacturers do not altogether believe in this theory 
is evidenced by the fact that they bave here an association which has for its ob- 
ject,among others,thesecurement ofa higher tariff for the protection of American 
Jabor and, by aie, Se! action, to be better prepared to resist the demands of labor 
for more wages. But if they really do believe that people can become rich by 
taxing themselves why do they not try the experiment by taxing themselves to 

y us more wages, or why do they resist all our efforts in that direction? It 
would surely be as cheap, or cheaper, to tax themselyes to pay us a little more 
than it is to tax themselves to pay to the raw-material men much more than our 
entire wages amount to. Is not this evidence that they are in favor of those 
taxes of which the largest share flows back into their kets and falls with 
crushing weight upon us. Hence we have just cause to demand such a change 
of the laws as will secure a more equitable distribution of the benefits amongst 
all the people. : 

But there is danger in this theory of protection in this, that it involves the 
delegation or transference of the bares | power to individuals and corporations, 
thus placing the greatest and widest of all governmental powers and responsi- 
bilities into the hands of irresponsible men, whose greed will thus be stimulated 
to such ad e that soon classes wil! be created which will be specially inter- 
ested, and will be powerful enough to override the will of the people and make 
ours a government of, by, and for the classes, As we asa nation are already 
tending towards customs and conditions indigenous to European monarchial 
institutions, are we not justified in sounding the alarm now? And as these 
tendencies are due solely to the drift of legislation towards restrictions upon the 
natural pras and privileges of the people, is it not time to turn about and seo 
if by going in the direction of more freedom we will not the more quickly realize 
the anticipations of the founders of the Republic of making this the most free, 
and tharchore the most pi rous, country on earth, thus setting an example to 
the world that will cause all other nations to imitate us? 

Can it be said that the burdens of taxation are not excessive when they are 
equal to two dollars for every one dollar of wealth accumulated by the whole 
people; when they absorb nearly, if not quite, one-half of the earnings of labor, 


falling ten to twenty times heavier upon those who labor for a living than upon 
those whose income is from capital, and when they are accumulating in the 
national pen fav i a hundred million dollars or more, taken from the chan- 
nels of trade and locked up to bea source of temptation for every PEE 
brit paaa and subsidy shark in the country? When we reflect this sum, 
if left among the people to fulfill its legitimate functions in trade, would natu- 
rally foster the distribution and absorption of the products of labor to more 
than ten times the amount of the surplus, we can readily appreciate the full 
manne of the damage done to labor by the accumulation and locking up of a 
surplus, 

Ignoring the influence of material conditions upon the wages of labor, the: 
have told us that the laying on of these taxes was teeny if to keep up the hig: 
standard of American wages. If this was correct it would follow that the pro- 

rtion of wages to materials should have increased during the period of pro- 
on. But what are the facts? 

In 1850 the proportion of value of materials to the wages of labor in the man- 
ufactures was 70 to material; 30 to labor; in 1860,74} to material, 25} to labor; in 
1870, 76} to material, 23} to labor; in 1830,78 to material, 22 to labor, and now it 
is about 80 to material, 20 to labor, 

Accepting the theory of the modern Sp aeegeiry school these figures would fur- 
nish the indubitable proof thatthe tariff has had the effect of ing the cost of 
the materials and depressing the wages of labor; and when we take in con- 
nection with this the wonderful advance in the efficiency of labor during the 
same T aspnet this table stands as a most terrible indictment against those whose 
bung! legisiation bas wrought the mischief. 

The relative productivity and earnings of the woolen and worsted weavers in 
the United States and England will show, too, whether the high standard of 
wages has been keptup here; and to make the comparison perfeetly fair, we will 
presume that both weave the sam: of goods, 8) picks to the inch: 

Speed of loom, United States, a , 8&5 picks per minute. 

Ss of loom, England, maximum, 60 picks per minute. 

ours of labor, United States, 60 per w: 

Hours of labor, Engiand, 54 per week. 

Product per weaver per week of continuous work, United States, 106 yards. 

Product per weaver per week of continuous work, England, 68 yards. 

The average loss of time caused by b; , etc., being about one-fifth the 
net product per week, would be, in the— $ 

United States, 85 yards, 

England, 54 yards, 

The highest average rate of wages paid in this spo? for this class of work 
is 2 mills per pick per pe or 16 cents yard for 80-pick work, and if the 
same rate was paid in Engla 
earn a possible 


md it Soala follow that the American weaver can 
ible $8.64. 


1.85 | Connecticut...........ceseeeees 


According to the United States consular reports the earnings of woolen 
weavers in England vary from $3.50 to $11 per week. If we keep in view the 
relative uctivity of the labor of this country and England, we can not avoid 
the conclusion that the $4.50 per week in North Carolina is below the lowest of 
England, and does it not prove that the American manufacturer gets his work 
done cheaper than the English manufacturer, and that therefore the wages of 

' labor do notand can not find consideration in his ery for more protection? Italso 
proves that we are brought into deadly competition with labor in our own 
country that may be as justly called “pauper labor” as that of Europe. It fur- 
ther proves that the has not even preserved to us our justshare of the 
natural o rtunities of the country; that it has only been instrumental in build- 
ing up colossal fortunes for the few, and that a continuance of it will end in our 
degradation to a condition of serfdom, 

here are a number of mills in and around Philadelphia where $5 a week are 
considered very good bed 0 now fora weaver, and there are any number of 
mills in England where these would be considered starvation wages, and when- 
ever the employers here offera reduction of wages they set up the plea that some 
of their neighbors are paying less, and hence a reduction is necessary in order 
to enable them to cbmpete. They seem no longer to fear foreign competition, 
but it is home competition that is now the great“ scare-crow,”’ and we have to 
suffer from itall. Isit not self-evident that a uniform rate of wages should have 
resulted from the “protective” tariff if it had the virtues claimed for it by its 
advocates? 

Heretofore labor bas had no direct or independent voice in the arrangement 
of tariff laws, these matters having been entirely left to the bosses and monopo- 
lists, who were naturally prompted by selfish and conflicting motives, which is 
best evidenced by the fact that they have found it profitable to nd vast sums 
of money, and much time, in maintaining expensive lobbies at Washington and 
costly organizations all over the country, some of which have as one of their 
objects and purposes the keeping of the workingmen from getting any share of 
the “protection ” by an advance of wages. 

They have subsidized ead. er and maintained literary bureaus in order 


American i that a well-filled purse gives one man ts, powers, 
pete Mog than poverty connected with toil does to the other? To do this 
would be to confess our loss of faith in a representative free government and 
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our belief that the old-time spirit of fair play and equality has entirely departed 
from the councils of the nation. 

The fact is,there is no Sadat near on the face of the globe, however despotic, 
that is so unmindful of the interests of labor as to tax the raw materials of in- 
dustry, which tax must inevitably come out of labor in that it neutralizes its 
opportunities by depriving it of the means to compete with the labor of other 
countries, sate Aa acteki its superior productivity, thus forcing down its 
wages and speeding its e vement. But it does more. It builds up colossal 
fortunes for the few at the expense of our toil and its natural rewards, and is 

dy bearing its legitimate fruit in the aping of European a y on the 
one hand, and on the other compelling the mass to make piteous appeals for 
leave totoil; ay, forcing them even to beg of some men the ission to obe 
the command of the Creator “to eat bread in the sweat of their brow.” Sh 
we stand by with folded arms and bated breath whilst we see this “ land of the 
free and home of the brave” transformed to a “‘land of the master and homeof 
ga ” by a process which even the most despotic government dares not 
attemp! 

Hence we demand the repeal of all taxes upon the raw materials of industry, 
80 that we may be no longer handicapped by costs other than those of produc- 
tion, and that we may be relieved from those depressions of wages which arise 
from enhanced cost‘of the necessaries of life, which is due to taxation independ- 
ent of the cost of production. 

In fixing the duties upon manufactured articles care should be taken to meas- 
ure the duties by the difference there may be in wages between this country 
and Europe, not forgetting to take into account the relative productivity of labor 
com with its earnings, and in all cases the duties should be so graded as 
to correspond with the amount and quality of labor bestowed upon the article 
in the various stages of manufacture. That this has never been done in any 
tariff law called protective has been shown above, and it clearly demonstrates 
the falsity of the claim of their framers that they considered the interests of 
labor at all in this work. 

Under the present law the duty on cloth weighing 16 ounces to the yard and 
valued at 80 cents per yard is 63 cents, while the duty and charges on the amount 
of wool required to make this cloth will be 53 cents, leaving for protection but 
10 cents per yard. Under the most radical tariff-reform measure ever offered in 
Congress the caso would be thus: 


Duty on the cloth, 35 per cent..... 
Duty and charges on the 
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There is not a woolen or worsted worker in the country who isso blind as not 
to see that, even on the theory of protection, the tariff reformer who is willing 
to give him 28 cents against the fo: cloth is a better friend than the protec- 
tionist who gives him but 10 cents. nder the present law the duty on a piece 
of cloth worth 45 cents per yard is 140 per cent., whilst the dutyon a piece worth 
$3.50 per yard is just 50 per cent. How PAE en fg~ spies the protectionists are 
to make the EEr ope rich by taxing his cloth 90 per cent. more than the 
rich man's and at the same time depriving him of the pleasure and profit of 
making the finer grades of cloth. 

We learn from the census of 1880 that the total wage account in the woolen 
industry was 17.70 per cent. of the value of the product, and we have reason to 
believe that the percentage is even smaller now and gradually sinking. Now, 
suppose with wool free the duty was fixed at 18 per cent. of the value of the 
imported article, varying, of course, with those features which indicate the de- 
gree of labor exponcit, would it not fully and absolutely proren Jabor, eyen 

ough the foreign workmen would work for nothing and find themselyes? 
When, therefore, a duty of more than twice thatamountis proposed it can surely 
not be objected to by the woolen-worker on the ground of offering too little 
protection, because it will give him 32cents per yard on the same cloth on which 
the present law gives him but 10 cents. 

An excess of duties over differences in the wages of labor can have no other 
effect than to nullify the efforts of labor, organized or uno: ized, to better its 
condition by placing it absolutely at the me of the employer, who, by hav- 
ing his market secured to him by law, can, under the tariff duties, free from the 
fear of competition, exact from the consumers, who are in large part the work- 
ingmen themselves, much more than the of labor amountto, while Jabor, 
exposed on every side to open competition, is thus forced to pay tribute to the 
ee and through them to the controllers of the raw materials, both by 

ering a reduction of its time wages and by increased cost of the necessaries 
of life. is is the shifting of the taxing power which gives the employers priv- 
iliges that are incompatible with our form of Government, and must thus end 
in the destruction of our liberties. It encow , and sometimes forces, the 
formation of ‘trusts, “arrangements,” “understandings,” drawn to- 
gether under the fostering influence of “ protection ™ in order to be the better 
able to bleed the people and build up gigantic fortunes for the beneficiaries of 


law. 

It has been fashionable to "take all the traffic will bear,” and now it is ‘‘ take 
all the law will allow,” and laws framed under the dictation of the favored mo- 
nopolists themselves are always sure to give them a wide enough margin to 
take the “last pound of flesh.” Thus, while the wage account in the product 
is but 17.70 per cent, the bosses are protected by a tax of 70.40 per cent., an ad- 
vantage of 52.70 per cent., which is the field within which they have free play, 
by “trusts” and “understandings,” to exact aoe profits and make us pay 
back to them with double compound interest all thatmay be given us as an ad- 


vance of wages. 
We do not fear the an ism of the agricultural interests, because there is 
nothing in our demands t will not at the same time mote the interests of 


the farmer. The natural market for American wool 
cheapening of the products will ne promote their consumption and cur- 
tail importations, w it will at the same time encow the use of wool in- 
stead of adulterants, we can not see why ja onango fof the law which would 
vouchsafe to us steadier employment could fail to be a benefit to the wool 


grower. 

The removal of the duties would also open the foreign markets to greater 
American competition, which would so measurably drive up prices there as to 
neutralize the adyan the foreign manufacturer has from cheap wool. We 
have too good an opinion of the intelligence and acumen of the.farmers to be- 
lieve for a moment, as the protectionists profess to do, that they would antag- 
onize their own interests by asking for the removal of duties from those things 
which consume their wool if such duties were necessary to maintain the woolen 
industry of the bergen? 

A return to the of 1867 would in no wise be a remedy for the evils we 
suffer from, as the same incongruities, inequalities, and discriminationsagainst 
labor characterized every feature of that law, and in some respects it was even 
worse, 

Hence we request that wool and all other raw materials be placed on the free- 
list, and that in arranging the schedule of duties on the finished or ly manu- 
factured articles labor should be duly considered. Yarns, for instance, are the 
raw materials of the cloth-maker, and if both yarn and cloth are placed under 
the same duty it will be a discrimination against the cloth, because in the 
manufacture of the cloth the yarn will lose by waste and shrinkage in weav- 
ing, dyeing, and finishing, and hence the ah be pound on the yarn will some- 
what ex: the duty per pound on the „ and there would therefore be an 
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inducement to import the cloth in preference to the yarn, as it is now prefer- 
able to import the yarn instead of the wool, and the yarn spinner would have 
all the protection and the cloth weavers, dyers, and finishers none at all as 


ee the yarn importations. 

Thile it is as yet difficult to obtain positive data as to the differences in the 
wages between this country and Europe whereon to base a scientific schedule 
it is yet safe to follow the line here indicated, and if the duties are fixed to ual 
the entire labor cost in the product nointerest will have any cause to complain 
if we to come nearer to justice. 

With free raw materials we will soon demonstrate our in the in- 
dustrial field, and do our share in making this country what nature appears to 
have destined it to be, the workshop of the world and the ruler of the seas. 

Hence patriotism joins with national pride in ap to the law-makers of 
the nation to give to labor those measures of fair play and justice to which it is 
entitled as the foundation-rock of our national greatness and p perii 

In the name and on behalf of the textile workers of asa hia, Pa. 

PHILADELPHIA, March 26, 1888. 

We, the undersigned, committee of the Workingmen’s Tariff Reform Associ- 
ation. No, 1, of Philadelphia, principally compo: of textile workers, upon due 
and deliberate consideration of the foregoing memorial, do hereby fully and 
freely indorse the same, and request that its recommendation be gran! asa 
simple act of justice, not only to us but to the whole people, and we will ever 


ray. 

ines Joseph Smith, 2414 North Third street; Wm. L. Wild, 1334 Hope 
street; John Moore, 2188 Huntingdon street; E. H. Murphy, 
1715 North Fourth street; Wm. Stew: 2633 Braddock street ; 
Wm. Hudson, 1610 North Front street; Cornelius Carr, 106 Jef- 
ferson street; Jos. Hagerty, 1504 North Fourth street; Pat- 
rick Glavey, 2912 Kipp street; Daniel 1912 
street; Edward J. O'Brien, 2414 North Third street; Fred 
H. Mackerell, 2306 Geiss street; John Sneo, 2015 Palethorpe 
street; Joseph Stott, 2026 North Front street; mas Drons- 
field, 1443 Hanover street; John Brogan, 2008 Howard street; 
James Donogue, 2041 Hope street; John McCloskey, 1841 North 
Seventh street; Thomas 8, McCaffray, 2404 Holmans street; 
Benjamin L. Yarnall, 912 Sterner street; James McCauley, 2419 
North Fourth street; John Harle, 2671 Braddock street; James 
Delaney, 1513 Howard street; Harry T. Delaney, 1513 Howard 
street; Joseph G. Downing, 1752 Howard street; G. Greul, 616 
Callowhbill street; James Magonigle, 1740 Waterloo street; John 
H. Cannon, 1742 Waterloo street; Edward Coyle, 4241 Green 
street; M. J. Gorman, 1730 Howard street; 
1617 Hope street; Thomas Grant, 2824 Reese 
Turner, 103 West Montgomery avenue; George MeGeowen, 
2002 Abigail street. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam glad the gentleman will give the petition prom- 
inence and permit me to explain. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iwish itto be distinctly under- 
stood that if the gentleman can answer the argument of the petition 
Iam going to put in it will add greatly to the well-earned reputation 
of the gentleman as an orator. 

Mr. KELLEY. We will see. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, Isimply want to 
remark that as soon as I can find the paper I will have read some of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY], in which 
he speaks of the shoddy industry in a very different manner from that 
in which he now speaks of it. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rattans and reeds, manufactured, but not made up into finished articles. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I thove to strike outall after the word 
‘*rattans,’’ in lines 174 and 175. 

The majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, who, as the 
House has observed during this debate, know everything, are undoubt- 
edly entirely familiar with this industry, and are undoubtedly equally 
familiar with the effect of this provision. Itis possible, however, that 
the House is not familiar with the effect of this clause, and as those 
peron interested in it, many of whom I represent, and as I myself 

no opportunity to appear before the committee, I am going to tres- 
pass on the time of the House fora few moments to explain exactly 
what this provision means and what its result will be. 

Rattan, which is grown in China and does not grow in this country, 
cones in free. I think it always has come in free. The rattan, of 
which I hold a specimen in my hand, isused in two forms. The out- 
side is used forchair-cane. It is stripped off in this form [illustrating]. 
It is the ordinary stuff used for seating chairs. When the outside of 
the rattan is thus stripped off there is left what is called the pith or 
reed of the rattan, which I have here [holding it up]. 

The late Cyrus Wakefield invented or developed processes and ma- 
chinery by which those piths were used in making furniture, and the 
chair-canes were stripped from the rattans. Out of his inventionsand 
pocas a large industry has been developed. The village in which 

e lived has become a prosperous town, supported in large measure by 
this industry; and large public buildings there bear witness to the 
munificence of the man whose talents and ingenuity founded a new 
industry in this country. 

The process of making these piths and stripping these chair-canes 
from thé original rattan isa principal value of the business. This 
paragraph proposes to put the manufactured reed, that is, the pith and 
the chair-cane, on the free-list. The chief competitors whom our man- 
ufactarers and workingmen have to meet in this business are the Chi- 
nese. Some of the furniture is made in Germany, but it is inconsid- 
erable, I think, in amount, and the furniture, moreover, still remains 
apes but in the manufacture of the reeds and chair-cane, which 

ie at the root of the business, the real competitors and the competitors 


to be feared are the Chinese. The chair-cane is stripped by the Chi- 
nese and used for baling tea chests and everything of that kind. 

It isin very common use, The result is that they will sell the pith 
out of which our furniture is made for almost nothing. So eager are 
they to get control of this business that they have sent men to San 
Francisco, where the Wakefield Rattan Company has a branch house, 
and have offered, in order to get in there and learn the processes of this 
business, to work for nothing. To-day if you pass that paragraph you 
take directly from the hands of a large body of skilled mechanics the 
employment which they have in making chair-canes and reed-piths and 
give it to the Chinese. That is the precise, direct effect of that para- 
graph, From asmall industry it has grown in the single town of Wake- 
field into the employment of a million and a quarter of capital. In 
that single town they pay $300,000 a year of wages and employ 700 
hands in their factory. 

The same company has a branch, as I have said, in San Francisco. 
The business is extended; it is no monopoly, and there is no ‘‘ trust.” 
Haywood Bros. & Co., at Gardner, Mass., have $1,250,000 in the busi- 
ness, and employ 1,200 hands, W. F. Whitney, of South- Ashburn- 
ham, Mass., has a $50,000 business, and employs 150 hands. The New 
Haven Rattan Company have $25,000 capital invested, and employ 75 
hands. The Union Rattan Manufacturing Company, of New York City, 
have $150,000 capital, and employs 150 hands. E. Newton & Son, of 
New York City, have $25,000 capital, and employ 50 hands. The Chi- 
cago Rattan and Reed Company have $50,000 in the business, and em- 
ploy 100 hands. These are the principal people engaged in the business 
in this country, and these statistics, I may say, are furnished to me as 
close estimates by the manager of the Wakefield Company. There are 
many others engaged in the business, but they are small makers. It 
is a business which can be carried on very well without large capital, 
by men of small means, employing only afew hands. Now, sir, I will 
read a further extract from the letter of Mr. Lang, the manager of the 
Wakeiield Company. He says: 

The effect upon our business, should articles manufactured of rattan or rattan 
reeds be admitted free of duty, would be a tendency to reduce wages—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. By leave of the gentleman, I will move that the com- 
mittee rise, simply for the purpose of correcting an error made in re- 
gard to the agricultural appropriation bill, and which it is necessary 
to correct in order to get the bill into conference. It will oceupy the 
House but a moment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having resumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 9051) toreduce taxation and simplify the collection of revenue, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, inasking on yesterday evening that the 
House agree to the conference requested by the Senate on the agricult- 
ural appropriation bill, I was under the impression that the Senate 
had asked for a conference and had appointed their conferees, but upon 
examination of the bill I found that I was in error. Inow move that 
the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and ask for a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was a, to. 

fared fan ras pro tempore. The conferees have already been ap- 

inted ? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

TARIFF, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of Honse bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committce of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE] be permitted to continue for five minutes. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I will continue the extract I was reading from the 
letter of Mr. Long. He says, further: 

We have a branch house and factory in San Francisco. Last year several at- 
tempts were made there by Chinese to bribe our foreman to admit them to em- 
loyment, so that they could get an idea of our way of doing things. One of- 
‘ered $75 and to work three months for nothing. We have, or did have, in our 
possession photographs of chairs which came from Hong-Kong, and which ilins- 
trated to the minutest detail several of our patterns. This is conclusive evi- 
dence that the Chinese are at our heels, and that a specific duty should be levied 
upon chair cane, rattan reed or piths. E 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] suggested to me that 
there was already & duty on rattan, and it so appeared on the Treasury 
schedule, but upon looking at the comparison of the pending bill with 
the existing law, I find that the duty is only upon manufactured rat- 
tan, as I stated. I was quite certain that I could not be mistaken about 
raw rattan being on the free-list. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the result of the use of these piths in this busi- 
ness has been the employment of a hitherto unused part of the rattan, 
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and the introduction of a graceful and cheap furniture which has con- 
tinually fallen in price, and has been of great advantage to the people 
of this country, The Chinaman can put these piths into this country, 
after using the chair-cune for their packing at almost noth- 
ing, and the result will be totake the work out of the hands of just so 
many American workingmen and give it to the Chinese. I do not 
mean to say that the business will not goon. Undoubtedly the busi- 
ness of making the furniture will go on. But Ido mean to say that 
you will greatly injure the business, will take from just so many 
American working men their employment, and lower the wages of just 
so many more, and in doing so, will simply benefit the Chinese, a peo- 
ple whom we have exeluded from our shores, whose labor we do not 
propose to admit here, but which it is now proposed to admit in the 
concrete form of a manufactured article. Mr. Chairman, this blow falls 
upon this industry because it is a smallindustry, because it isa North- 
ern industry, and because it is not believed there are many votes in it, 
and the blow that strikes it is as ignorant asit iscruel. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis [Mr. LopGE] has certainly adduced very extraordinary sta- 
tistics for the consideration of this House. He has built up here some 
millions of dollars of industry, and the entire amount of the unmanu- 
factured material on which he has built this vast aggregation of industry 
is less than half a million dollars, There is an error somewhere, be- 
yond all question. 

Mr. LODGE, I do not understand what your point is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to understand how he 
can get millions of dollars of products when there is nothing compli- 
cated in handling rattan, and when our entire imports of rattan —— 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say ‘‘ millions of dollars of products.’’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think your statement will 
clearly show it. 

Mr. LODGE. Isaid three millions of capital were employed in the 
manufacture, That was my only reference to ‘‘ millions.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that three millions of capital do not give rise to at least three mill- 
ions of products? Then the gentleman stands in this attitude: He as- 
serts that three millions of capital are employed in working up $464,000 
worth of rattan and produces less than three millions of products. 

Mr. LODGE. The rest of itis labor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then three millions of capi- 
tal, with the attendant labor, are engaged in making the light wicker- 
work that requires only $464,940 of the imported material. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no duty on rattan; it is on the free-list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I did not say there was any 
duty; I said that the cost of the rattan imported (and the gentleman 
if he turns to the import tables will see Iam correct) was $464,940. 

Mr. LODGE. What of it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Your statement is absurd— 
perfectly absurd on its face. 

Mr. LODGE. But your saying it is absurd does not make it absurd. 
The value of the raw material is no guide to the value of the manu- 
fuctared product. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But theofficial fact is as I state 
it, and this is a remarkable as well as a sample case if it be not absurd. 
The gentleman gets up here with another equally absurd plea. He 
wauts us now to take this rattan with the outer coverings and the pith 
and make the manufacturers of New England pay for 10,000 miles ot 
ocean transportation and 3,060 miles of land transportation upon what 
is really nothing more than the sawdust that is in the material, in order 
that they may have something to work up. Sir, if it takes all that 
labor and all that capital to work up this little pittance, I say itis 
time that we should do something more for the laborers of the gentle- 
man’s State than to make them pay for 13,000 miles of transportation 
` upon the waste material that does not enter into the product of their 
labor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
The amount of the rattan worked up is perfectly trifling in connection 
with this question. The great value of this product, as the gentleman 
will find, is in the furniture. Upon the rattan goes the labor. This 
parting of the chair-cane pith, as I tried to make clear, is only a part 
of the process. That does not touch the furniture. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does notthe gentleman know 
that the furniture is protected ? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly aware of that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman made no such 
line of argument. He argued here that $3,000,000 of capital were en- 
gaged in working up this rattan. 

Mr. LODGE. Why, Mr. Chairman, I can not be responsible forthe 
gentleman’s ignorance of industries which he has never seen. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The tleman need not con- 
cern himself aboutany responsibility forme. e put himself on record 
as saying that $3,000,000 of capital was engaged in working up this 
rattan. Iam perfectly willing to let the statement of the gentleman 


be discussed by intelligent people anywhere. I say it is a perfectly 
absurd proposition. Those furniture factories—— 


Mr. LODGE.. I believe I have the floor. I stated that three mill- 
ions of capital were engaged in making rattan furniture. It is per- 
fectly true; there is no question about it. A part of that process—I 
hope the gentleman will gradually get to understand it—is the con- 
version of the raw rattan into the piths and the chair-canes, After 
that comes the manufacture into furniture, which is protected. Isaid 
especially—and every gentleman who did me the honor to listen to me 
knows I so said—that this removal of duty was not going to stop the 
business. I said the business of making rattan furniture would con- 
tinue; but I said a part of that business would be taken from Ameri- 
can workmen and given to the Chinese. That is the opinion of men 
who have given their lives to this business, who know it through and 
through, who have to meet the competition. There may be in Ar- 
kansas factories engaged in this business which the gentleman may 
understand, and from which he draws his statistics. I take only those 
of which I can get a list. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not believe a single word 
of the statistical statement—I say this in no personal sense—I do not 
question that the gentleman believes it—that $3,000,000 of capital are 
engaged in working up less than half a million dollars’ worth of rattan 
in this country; and when you analyze that statement I think you will 
find that you have $3,000,000 making up rattan furniture and a large 
lot of other kinds of furniture in the East. 

Mr. LODGE. I never said that, Mr. Chairman. I said there are 
millions of dollars in the rattan furniture business, and whether the 

tleman believes it or not is to me a matter of complete indifference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I move toamend the amendment so as to strike 
out the words in lines 174-5, *‘ manufactured, but not made up into 
finished articles.’ Ido so because the present free-list contains rattans 
and reeds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR’S amendment was again read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in addition 
to what has been said by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LoDGE], that the importation of rattans and reeds, while it belongs to 
the chair-cane and to the manufacture originally established, the capi- 
tal invested in it has in the last twenty-five years increased in the 
cognate industries of the country until 114 concerns were directly 
using rattan and reeds, and these 114 concerns produce annually eighteen 
millions of finished products. One house employs 600 hands, and turns 
out annually 8,000 gross of parasol handles, 6,000 gross of umbrella 
handles, and 2,000 gross of rattan walking-canes. Every feature of the 
imported reed and rattan is used. Its pith, its fiber, and all have gone 
into eight great American industries. 

I wish to say to the House all these industries have grown up since 
the Morrill tariff came into existence. They employ now, as I know 
from the president of the Cane-Workers’ Associationin America, a man 
whose honesty and word can not be doubted—that over 12,000 indus- 
trious men, earning from $1 to $2.75 per day, are employed. 

This industry has been domesticated in this land. It has entered 
into the ornamentation of our every-day life. It is in fact a new in- 
dustry. There is that one fear that enters into the minds of these 
workingmen—I am speaking for them. I know none of these owners 
of patents, Mr. Wakefield or any other. I believe, however, the pat- 
ent expired a year or two ago. 

Now, whatever the result may be certainly under this entering-wedge— 
and I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Arkansas to the 
fact there is one clause inside this Mills bill which shows the animus 
of its free-trade sentiment, and that is this one in reference to rattans 
and reeds in favor of Asiatic labor. That bears the mark of the free- 
trader and none more so than the last part of the clause we are now 
considering. What is the intention? Simply by putting rattans and 
reeds on the free-list to admit a few manufactured articles you cut 
down one-half of the wages of the American workingmen. It is an en- 
tering-wedge. It is unfair in business and it is not fair in politics. 

I want to say if the committee has blundered, possibly in not know- 
ing this industry, they have certainly stabbed American labor, and 
although it might not be widespread in its effects, it is one of the at- 
tacks made on the other side which strike at the American working- 
man. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LODGE. I wish simply, Mr. Chairman, without extending the 
discussion, to read a few extracts from the testimony of Mr. Cyrus 
Wakefield, who was the inventor of some of these processes, In his 
testimony in 1882 he says: 

The manfacture of reeds has grown up in this country chiefly in the last 
twenty-five years. The capital now directly employed in this business is not 
less than $2,500,000— 

That was in 1882, six years ago— 
that of the corporation I represent being one million, and the number of 

ns directly employed is nottess than two thousand. It is now proposed 
to destroy or reduce the duty on one of the products of this industry, namely, 

This, as Gis gunilonen are well aware, is only one of the manufactured or 


ucts of rattan, being the outer rind or shell which by ingenious machine: 
(the patents on which haye now expired) is se) from the pith or sed 
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dressed, sha’ 

and other like p 
That bears out fully all I have said. Three millions of capital are 

employed in making rattan furniture, wholly or in part formed of rat- 


ved, and stripped into strands suitable for the seating of chairs 
urposes. 


tan pith and chair-cane. Part of that product of rattans is reed and 
pith, another is chair-cane, By this clause it is proposed to put chair- 
cane and rattan pith on the free-listand give the work of making chair- 
cane and reed pith to the Chinese, That is the whole case. si hope 
this time I have made it clear so that any one can understand it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman has just sub- 
stautiated what he charged me with erroneously stating awhile ago. 

The 10 per cent. charge on the refuse part of this product is just that 

- much of a hinderance and burden on the working people engaged in 
working rattan into the furniture they make for use. It is to their 
relief this would come. It would, with the change in furniture, be 
that much taken from the proprietor and added to the laboring man 

„and consumers of the country. I think that we are ready now for a 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the gentleman to mean that he 
understands he is helping the American workingmen by taking away 
from them the material on which they can work or the means by which 
they work? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is 10 per cent. simply 
for the machine. The real laboris in putting the material together as 
furniture, and if the great body of the workingmen who put the ma- 
terial into the furniture can get this raw material that much cheaper, 
it is just that much better for them in the labor they are called upon 
to perform. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I understand the gentleman would relieve 
the workingmen by stopping the machines on which they are engaged ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The point involved is too im- 
material to weigh against the benefit conferred upon the great body of 
the working and other people. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendmentis exhausted 
and no further amendment is in order until the pending amendments 
are disposed of, which are substantial amendments. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 66. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand tellers. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Tellers were ordered. 

ae BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. FARQUHAR were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 
72. 

a ta amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

uestion recurring upon the amendmentof Mr. LODGE, the com- 
mieke ivided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 74. 

So the amen endment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PSone in oil or. water colors and statuary not otherwise provided for; but 

“ statuary’ shall be understood to include professional productions of 
a prire or of a sculptor only. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out from line 
176 to line 179, inclusive. 

The amendment was ad opted. 

Mr. BRYCE. Mr. Chairman, I move to put pictures and statuary 
back on the free-list. We practically allow the product of European 
authors to come in free on the principle that cheap literature is a ben- 
efit to the people. Why not admit pictures for a like cause, since it 
seems to me they are less the luxuries of the rich than the educators ot 
the poor? Good pictures encourage the artistic talent that lies dormant 
in acountry, thus giving occupation to numbers of people, and by build- 
ing up a native school they will tend to save our going to Europe at all 
for our p 

As one of the early members of the Students’ Art League of New 
York, I am somewhat familiar with the growth of these native schools. 

Originally the members of this society were the pupils of the Na- 
tional Academy, but so intolerant were the officers of the latter insti- 
tution—so bitterly opposed to the more porene forms of art in- 
struction—that the students rebelled, and, following the example of 
our forefathers, set up independently. To-day they are in a prosper- 
ous condition, and the Students’ Art League is destined to assume a 
leading part in the artistic development of our country. Take, how- 
ever, any young man or woman of this training school; they are gen- 
erally obliged to finish their course of instruction-in Europe because 
of the comparative scarcity of museumsand good pictures here. Now 
this instruction which they receive in Europe is given to them gratis, 
and I know that I voice their sentiments when I request that a rec- 
iprocity should be shown by allowing the works of European artists 
to come in free. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask this not alone on the principle of common fair- 
ness, but rather for the purpose of building up, by increasing num- 
ber of museums in America, schools of instruction at aan: and thus 
making our art education cheaper for our poor boys. Asa nation we 
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are rapidly developing, building up great cities and seats of trade. It 
becomes of paramount importance that our development should be on 
lines that will appeal to the taste of future generations. This can only 
beaccomplished by having the best examplesalways before our eyes, the 
best pictures, statuary, and works of beauty generally, which all enter 
into the science of architecture. 

Mr. Chairman, these are not sentimental considerations. The beau- 
tiful contributes to the sum total of happiness in the world and lifts 
up to a higher enjoyment of life those very classes who have as nowso . 
little to interest them. 

The rich man’s gallery is in nine cases out of ten open to the poor 
man’s enjoyment, and the rich man’s picture by bequest or the muta- 
tion of events generally finds its way at last into the public museum. 
Increase these museums and you decrease prisons; encourage art and 
you encourage the growth of a healthier tone in our cities. You not 
alone improve the buildings in our cities, but the very parks and the 
streets in our cities, and will add new pleasure to those who find the 
streets their only home. 

Mr. Chairman, I think pictures and statuary should be put back on 
the free-list. The American artists themselves desire to see them there, 
for the duty does good to no one. Itis asked for by no one; it pro- 
tects no one, and injures most severely those very classes whose inter- 
est a popular Government ought most zealously to guard. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Stones, unmanufactured or undressed, freestone, granite, sandstone, and all 
building or monumental stone. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to strike out lines 180 and 181. 

I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, in good faith, and hope it 
will be adopted. Any person who would class stone unmanufactured 
or undressed as raw material certainly must be entirely ignorant of the 
manner in which itis quarried. Stone does not lie on or even near the 
surface, and can only be placed in the market ready for the stone-cut- 
ter’s skill after the expenditure of a vast amount of labor. 

In sandstone—and I from personal knowledge and experience— 
it is necessary before reaching the stone to remove the earth bank lying 
above, varying in depth from 15 to 35 feet. This requires labor, and 
the cost of this stripping is one of the expenses that add to the cost of 
production, For every thousand dollars’ worth of stone Jaid on the 
bank, $900 at least have been expended for labor. In my district there 
are now ten quarries in operation. The wages paid to those employed 
in these quarries are from $1.50 to $2.75 perday. Those receiving $1.50 
per day are the unskilled laborers who handle the pick and shovel, 
and are engaged in stripping off the earth, loading up the wagons, ete. 
The rockmen and scabblers receive from’ $1.75 to $2.75 per day, this 
work requiring skill and experience. The amount paid for wages in 
our quarries is from two to two and one-half times more than the wages 
paid in Europe or Canada. Up to this time the duty, which is but 
21.22 per cent. ad valorem, has been sufficient to prevent any consid- 
erable ag ave the amount collected for import duties on this ar- 
ticle for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, being but $3,513.18. 

The freight chargeson the stone which is imported, coming over 3,000 
miles, are less than those paid here for inland transportation of only a 
few miles, as it comes mostly as ballast. This committee has already, 
on motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
stricken out line 168, which placed marble of all kinds in block, rough 
or squared, on the free-list. ‘The duty collected last year on this arti- 
cle was $250,588.86, and I respectfully submit to the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee that the reduction of the revenue being 
the object of this bill, it is inconsistent to leave on the protected list 
marble, an article which brings over seventy times more revenue, and 
at the same time place on the free-list sandstone, when the cost of both 

productions is almost exclusively the wages paid to the workingmen. 

I will ask the committee whether wage-workers engaged in quarry- 
ing sandstone in my district are not as much entitled to protection as 
those engaged in the marble quarries in Tennessee? If anything, they 
should have more protection for the reason that they come into imme- 
diate competition with the articles imported. Marble, and stone of all 
kinds, quarried in the Western States, or any point over 500 miles from 
the Atlantic coast, are sufficiently protected from foreign competition 
by reason of the cost of freight. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the time of the House on 
this amendment any further, nor to enter into a discussion of what 
political effect it may have in the coming election on the people en- 
gaged in that industry; but I do desire, on the presentation of the 
facts I have given, to have the amendment fairly considered and 
adopted. I believe if this character of stone is placed on the free-list 
that it will be imported largely into this county and come in competi- 
tion with the people who are engaged in its production in my district 
and also in other parts of the Eastern States, and as it is merely a ques- 
tion of protecting the present wages paid to the men employed in it, I 
ask the committee to strike out the lines and allow the present duty to 
remain. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New Jersey may be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. LEHLBACH resumed and concluded his remarks as above, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, there is.a 
marked difference between marble and stone of the character enumer+ 
ated in these lines, marble being more costly, and freight that might 
be a perfectly ample protection on cheap stone may not be an adequate 
protection for the more costly kinds; and that difference should bedis- 
tinctly kept in view. 

I think it very likely that gentlemen will find upon investigation 
that the freight on stone of the character herein enumerated will 
amount to as much as the wage per ton for getting it out. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would like to state to the gentleman for his 
information that this character of stone which comes in now is free as 
far as freight is concerned, because it comes as ballast. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is doubtless stated over 
and over again in countries like protected Germany that everything 
that comes from America comes as ballast, and it is stated in protected 
America that pretty much everything that comes from Germany and 
other such countries is ballast. And yet gentlemen state that we pay 
$150,000,000 a year freight on articles that go annually between us and 
other countries, ° 

Mr. BRUMM. But the marble comes from Italy—free trade. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, marble comes from Italy, 
and marble comes as ballast, we are told, and the Italian will no doubt 
tell yon that your wheat goes as ballast to Italy. Itis all ballast when 
gentlemen have anything to protect. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. But does not the gentleman agree with me that 
more than 90 per cent. of the cost of production of stone is the wages 
paid, whether it be stone or marble? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not willing to say that 
that is true of marble; but whether it be true of sandstone or not I 
hold that the difference is made up in freight, which is, perhaps, more 
than the wage paid for the quarrying, and therefore I donotsee where 
the difference comes in. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It makes just this difference—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It makes this difference, that 
you simply add the tariff to the proper price, so that the consumer must 
pay more than he onght to pay, and thus consumption and production 
are lessened, wages ure lessened, and the wage-worker and consumer 
alike are unnecessarily and unjustly deprived of money for the pro- 

ietor. 
ae for the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who is a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, but who is not now in 
the House, I will say to the gentleman that he opposed any duty upon 
marble. Marble is produced in Vermont, marble is produced, I be- 
lieve, in Massachusetts, and it is produced in New York, if I mistake 
not. Itis produced in my own State. I was in favor of free marble. 
It is produced in Tennessee, and the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN] was in favor of free marble. Not only from the several 
Northern States, but from one Southern State, Georgia, have we heard 
a desire for a duty on marble. : 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Why did your Committee on Ways and Means 
authorize the striking out of the line which put marble on the free-list; 
at whose request was it done? That is what I want to know. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have substantially told the 
gentleman I do not now remember the names of all the people who de- 
sired a duty retained, but I will tell him that the States in which 
marble is produced are the States through which their people and rep- 
resentatives urged that it would not bejust at this time to put so costly 
an article as marble on the free-list. I have enumerated New York, 
Vermont, and Massachusetts. I have stated to him that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], did not ask for the retention ot 
theduty. I did not ask it for my own State; indeed, I opposed it. If 
that does not satisfy the gentleman Iam unable to satisfy him. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I do not believe the representatives from one 
State have any more influence in the Democratic caucus than I have. 
I am here to represent my district — 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I say to the gentleman thata 
man need not be a Democrat to get impartial and just consideration on 
the part of the committee. We are notseeking to combine for political 
purposes, nor are we seeking to present a sectional bill. Weare giving 
you a broad and patriotic bill, one appropriate to all the industries of 
the country. When the gentleman sees it, he can not rise to a concep- 
tion higher than a mere political combine. I think the time has come 
for us to have a vote on this amendment. - 

Mr, LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not but admire the stupendous boldness of as- 
sertion, to call it by no other name, of my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] when he states that in this particular at any rate 
the committee has sought to give us a fair, impartial, unsectional, and 

triotic bill. The stone industry is one of the great industries in my 

tate, Weemploy thousands upon thousandsofmeninit. Thegranite 
when it is taken ont of the quarry, when it is split, is transported all 
over this country. Itis rted before itis worked up. Thegranite 
which has gone into the New York state-house, one of the largest pub- 


lic buildings in this country, was əlmost all of it taken ont of the rough 
in my own district, transported there, and then worked up by skilled 
labor after it got there. The anchorage of the Brooklyn bridge was 
split ont in the same way and taken there. All the paving-stone that 
is transported to the great cities on the Atlantic coast and elsewhere 
comes out in the rough and will go on the free-list under this section. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is, the Belgian block. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes. 

Now, my friend states that the difference in freight is equal to the 
cost of the production of the granite. Does not my friend know that 
the difference in freight between granite produced in New Brunswick, 
where the quarries of red granite and gray granite and all kinds of 
granite are as inexhaustible as they are in Maine, and the granite pro- 
duced in the State of Maine is no difference at all? The gentleman 
can not stand up here and deny that granite is brought as ballast in 
vessels from Scotland. Is not the freight greater upon marble? Who 
is to compete with him? Not New Brunswick; not any contiguous 
foreign country; not any lands that lie next to us; not any country as 
near as Scotland. His marble competes with Italy. Is not the freight 
upon marble from Italy here greater than the freight upon granite from 
Scotland, even if it does not come in as ballast? The truth is, the gen- 
tlemen strike us in this bill right upon the industries that have to com- 
pete with foreign industries close along our border. Putting granite 
on the free-list isonly anotherinstance. They put brick on the free-list. 
They put lumber on the free-list. They put building stone on the free- 
list. This wonderfully unsectional and impartial bill puts those arti- 
cles upon the free-list which are of Northern production, which are 
along the northern border of the country and have to compete directly 
with production in Canada close to our borders. 

I have further to say, Mr. Chairman, that if there is any one indus- 
try inthis country the value of which is almost entirely labor it is this 
production of granite. The quarries are worth almost nothing. You 
can buy them almost by the square mile. The stone lying there is 
raw material. That is one material that is raw material, not one 
that is the product of human skill or human labor; and when a pay- 
ing-block is produced 90 per cent. of the cost of it is for labor. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. While rough marble has been 
stricken out from the free-list, yet it is the purpose of the committee to 
take more off rough marble when we come to it in the tax-list than is 
the present duty on stone. 

As to this matter of competition in stone, I happen to be interested 
somewhat in a stone quarry property near the northern border. I and 
my family and some friends own a quarry which furnished stone of 
which the court-house at Milwaukee is built, of which the Chicago Tri- 
bune building is built, of which the most beautiful church I ever saw, a 
church in Milwaukee, is built; and if we can not sell that stone fairly 
and squarely in competition with foreign stone we will not ask any sub- 
sidy to enable us to do it, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Where is the gentleman’s quarry? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In the Apostle Islands, in 
Lake Superior. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ah, but you do not have to compete with Cana- 
dian granite from New Brunswick there. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We will ask no subsidy to 
enable us to do it. And I know not what stone may be on the north- 
ern shore of the lake. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the cost of transportation from New Bruns- 
wick to where you sell your stone would be so great as to afford ample 
protection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Our locality has to pay the 
freight from the Apostle Islands down to Chicago; and does not the 
gentleman know that the New Brunswick stone will come as ‘‘ bal- 
last??? 

TheCHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the Chair will regard 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out line 180, 

In the district which I have the honor to represent there are exten- 
sive granite quarries, in which the owners have a large amount of cap- 
ital invested and employing thousands of laborers. 

If this clause of the bill is permitted to stand and stone of the 
various kinds mentioned therein is admitted free of duty, one of two 
things will happen to the people who are engaged in this industry. 
The quarrymen will either stop operations or the wage-earners will 
have their wages reduced 20 per cent., or sufficient to offset the present 
duties. Insupport of that proposition I will send to the Clerk’s desk, to 
be read, two letters that I have received from men who are engaged in 
the business. 


The letters were read, as follows: 
WESTERLY, R. I., June 18, 1888. 
DEAR Ste: Your favor of the 14th instant is duly received, and,in reply, we 
submit the following: -~ 
We are not interested in sandstone, freestone, or marble, except as 
we are sometimes ob! to purchase a small quantity to complete some con- 
tract, and so you will understand us as speaking particularly of granite.. 


Per week. 
Common laborers in Scotland.....ssssrsorrersssereereereersseseesssceene $4.50 to $5.00 
Common laborers iii AMETICA.....seceseereerserecssesreseesansee reesessssrse 80 to 12,00 
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s Per week. 


Paver-cutters in Scotland.......c-rssscccessessessossesse vecseeonsserse over rseces $7.00 to $8.60 
Paver-cutters in America.... .. 18,00 to 21.00 
Granite-polishers in Scotlan asessessesesseea 4,50 to 5.00 
Gran lishers in America. .. 10.20 to 11.40 
Cutters erica) in Scotland... 7.00 to 7.50 
Cutters (skilled) in America... f 


With granite placed on the free-list it would be im eto compete with 
European cheap labor in our business, and, in our opinion, this great industry 
would be paralyzed. 

With the enormous difference in the Lai of labor which we have shown, the 
duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem should doubled in order to give full protec- 
tion to this business. Duties on foreign cat ro made for “revenue only,” isa 

ern ee which should be repudiated, together with the party which 
ven 

The vicious reduction of the tariff, as proposed in the Mills bill, would deprive 
intelligent labor as well as capital of its just reward and degrade all of our great 
industries to the foreign standard. 

We regard it to be the duty of every patriot to oppose such a destructive 
Deena. at $ 

ours, respectfully, 
53 THE SMITH GRANITE Company. 
ORLANDO R. SMITH, Treasurer. 
Hon. WARREN O. ARNOLD, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DALBEATTIE GRANITE WORKS, Westerly, R. I., June 20, 1883. 
Drar Sim: Your favor of the 14thinstant, sent to your brother, was duly handed 
to me, and in reply I have much pleasure in answering the inquiries contained 
therein so far as within my knowledge. We own two quarries in Scotland, one 
near Peterhead, where we procure what is known as the red Scotch granite, 
and the other at Dalbeattie, where we quarry the gray stone, and in all we em- 
loy about 400 men. For the last twelve or fifteen years we have been import- 
ng considerable granite to this country, both for monumental pur. and 
building work, the duty on same being val cent, ad valorem, which makes 
the price on cars, New York or Boston, to be much the same as for American 
| ope yd but with the low rates of wages in Scotland we can import an all-pol- 
ed monument to this country cheaper than it can be manufactured here. In 
my opinion, if the tariff was reduced it would simply cause a corresponding 
reduction in the price of work, and tu enable the American quarriers to com- 
posin those in the old country the price of wages must be reduced in pro- 
portion, 
The following is the comparative rate of wages we are paying our skilled and 
unskilled laborers in this country and the old: 


BCOTLAND. 


sd, ed 

x 2 8 

Quarriers ........ . 3 8lo4 0 
Stone-cutters, say 4 6 
$1.50 

Quarriers..... .. $1.75 to 2. 00 
Stone-cutters .. 2.75 


Those, I think, are the average; some more and some less. Now, as regards 
the condition of the ple here and in the old country, a little incident which 
bepptoad the other day will explain things probably better than anything else, 
When at the quarry a week or so ago I asked one of our laborers, who, by the 
way, has worked for usin the old country, how he liked this country and whether 
he preferred to live here or in Scotland. *Oh,” was his reply, “since I have 
come to this country every day has been like Christmas’’—no doubt referring 
to the food, where they certainly do not live nearly so well asthey do here. Ot 
course the paroasa pawor of pranesk is Erone n the old country than here, 
but withal I am sure the stone-cutters in this country would not exchange places 
with their brethren in England or Scotland, the free-trade countries of the 
world, If there is any other information that I can give you, it will be most 
cheerfully tendered by 

Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. WARREN O. ARNOLD, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words “sand- 
stone and all building,” in line 181. Yesterday when we reached the 
item of rough marble, a gentleman upon the other side rose in his 
place and moved to strike out that line, taking it out of the free-list 
of the bill which his party had approved at St. Louis; but when we 
reach ‘‘sandstone,’’ and rough building stone, objection is made to 
striking these out. It appears that we are ruled here, so far as this 
House is concerned, by the Democratic party. ‘The Democratic party 
assumes to rule the country; the Democratic party, it appears, is ruled 
by a caucus, and it appears from the action upon this floor that the 
caucus is ruled by a section. It brings to mind a stanza of Burns's 
epitaph upon a man ruled by a woman, which, as I remember it, ran: 

As father Adam first was fooled 
A case that’s still too common, 


Here lies 2 man by woman ruled, 
The devil ruled the woman. 


DAVID M. G. NEWALL. 


[Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, we find ourselves in this predicament: the Democratic 
party rules the House; the caucus rules the Democratic party, and the 
devil rules the caucus. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, as to this item of stone, we have no explanation offered why 
these gentlemen strike out ‘‘rough marble,” and keep in the free-list 
rough sandstone, freestone, and granite and all building stone. Itap- 
pears by the records that the duty now is $1 per ton, or over 21 per 
cent. In the of imports given by the Treasury Department 
it appears that the importation of ‘stone and manufactures of, includ- 
ing slate,’’ for the year ending December 31, 1887, was $385,000, and 
for the year ending December 31, 1886, $399,000. 

In the report of the Tenth which I have before me, four hun- 
dred pages of textare given to building stone and that class of material. 
There are, in addition, nearly forty plates illustrating the building and 


ornamental stone of this country; and the writer tells us as to the im- 
portation of stone into the United States, that— 

‘The custom-house reports show such importation from nearly every country 
in the world. It is well known, of course, that'stone comes from Scotland, Eng- 
land, Ireland, France, Germany, Belgium, Italy, and the British North Ameri- 
can provinces. It is also known that onyx has been imported from Mexico 
marble from Spain, Portugal, and Sicily; granite from Norway, Sweden, and 
Russia; marble from Africa. But it is not so easy to account for the stone im- 
ported from the British West Indies, and Central America. * * * The only 
countries from which stone is constantly in market in this country are Italy 
and Nova Scotia. The granite and sandstones from Scotland are imported on 

orders, etc. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] x 

Mr. PARKER. I ask five minutes further time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection, if it be 
understood that we can have a vote at the end of that time. 

Mr. PARKER. I can not answer as to what time other gentlemen 
may desire. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If it is the understanding of 
the House—— 

Mr. SPOONER, I object. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I object to any such understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the ger- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] be allowed to extend his re- 
marks for five minutes ? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I rise to move an amendment, and L 
desire to yield my time to my colleague [Mr. PARKER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain any amendment. 
There is already pending an amendment to strike out the entire para- 
graph; and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] has moved 
an amendment to that amendment. 

Mr, PARKER. I desire to submit the question of order that no one 
rose in his place and made objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made. 

Mr. PARKER. Objection was made; but no one rose in his place 
to make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objected to 
the request of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido not wish to appear dis- 
courteous. How much time do gentlemen on the other side desire — 
ten minutes? If so, I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. PARKER. Ido not ask any further time by consent. I think 
I can take care of myself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will fifteen minutes on the 
other side and five minutes on this side, if we desire it, suit the gen- 
tlemen? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iunderstand that two gentlemen besides the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] desire to speak on this ques- 
tion. Ithink that at theend of fifteen minutes we shall be ready to take 
a vote. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We make no agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent that fifteen minutes be allowed to the side of the House repre- 
sented by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER], and five min- 
utes to the other side, if desired, and that then debate be closed on the 
paragraph and the amendments thereto. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not object if I can have five minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. I object. I protest against a request for a courtesy 
of this kind being made the basis for a blackmailing agreement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Irise for the purpose of moving an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order, unless the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PARKER] withdraws his amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Isit understood that the other 
side of the House objects to occupying fifteen minutes to our five? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was objected to by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We do not care how gentlemen on the other side 
use their time; we simply want enough time for ourselves. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much time do you want? 
It was intimated on your side that fifteen minutes would be satisfac- 
tory, and that was granted. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is an important matter, and there are sev- 
eral gentlemen on this side who desire to speak. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, go on; we will close the 
debate later. 

Mr. PARKER. Imove toamend by striking out the last four words. 
The census report to which I have already referred gives in detail a de- 
scription of the building and monumental stones of America, and the 
most cursory examination of this document will show that Providence 
has been wonderfully lavish to our country in the provision of building 
stones, monumental stones, and ornamental stones. It is well known 
that a great portion of the value of almost all kinds of stone covered by 
this amendment is in the work which is put upon them. From the 
first uncapping of the stone labor begins to attach to it, and by this 
labor put on the stone, day by day and month by month, the immense 


value of the building and monumental stones of the country is created. 


5148 


Therefore protection giyen to building stone is protection to the work- 
man 


In order to show you how this question is regarded by stone-cutters, 
I will send’ to the Clerk’s desk and have read the following from an ex- 
perienced stone-cutter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TALKS ON THE TARIFF, 


P. B. Laird, an old stone-cutter of Syracuse, gives the Press the following: 

“Tam an old stone-cutter, and worked from 1851 to 1861 as a granite stonc- 
cutter, most of the time in Boston, and during a period of Democracy and free 
trade. The best worktmen among us did not earn in any year of that period 
more than $1.50 per day. From the time we got the tariff on monuments, in 
1861, to the election of Grover Cleveland, good workmen were able to carn $4 per 
day, a difference in our pay per year of $750 in favor of protection. 

“Upto 1861 the number of men engaged in manufacturing monuments forthe 
home trade did not exceed 300. We were importing from Scotland. In 18S4 
20,000 men were engaged in making our monuments, and pauper-fed Scotchmen 
were keeping their work at home. 

“Up to 1851 I did not know of a single stone-cutter who had been able to earn 
and pay fora home. In 188i I knew of hundreds who paid for their homes with 
the work of their hammer and chisels. The tariff gave us these homes; the Re- 
publican perty gave us the tarif. The Democratic party is trying to take it 
away. The Mills bill, indorsed by their convention, removes ali the duty from 
monuments, which will injure the marblcecutters more than it does the granite- 
cutters. Stone-cutters in Italy do not earn more than 50 cents a day. I can 
show by a aon $ kept since 1851 that I have bought the necessaries of life for 
my family as cheap during the past twelve years as under the free-trade rule 
from 1851 to 1861. , 

* “In conclusion, I will say the tariff has given mea good home and double 
the pay I would have made under free trade, and I hope my right hand may 
wither before I again vote myself and fellow-workmen on an equality with the 
pauper labor of Europe. Laboring men have been endeavoring for years to 

revent convict-made goods from coming into competition with our own work. 

‘ow, will it not lower prices of labor just as much to have them made in Eu- 
rope, and, if Democracy prevails, sold in our markets free from duty?” 


Mr. PARKER. The amount of sandstone and crystalline silicocous 
stone quarried in the United States the last census year was over 45,- 
000,000 cubic feet, valued at nearly $10,000,000. 

Our coast cities and Northern cities can be readily reached by water 
at cheap freights from great numbers of the quarries of Canada as well 
as those of other countries, but there is no reason, nor even plausi- 
ble excuse, for inviting the bringing of the products of foreign quarries 
tothe United States, thus displacing American stone-cutters, mechanics, 
and teamsters and those who furnish them supplies. 

The duty of $1 per ton should be allowed to remain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and formal amend- 
ments will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I correctly understood the explanation of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] he said that marble 
unmanufactured and undressed was taken from the free-list, while 
granite and these other kinds of stone were left on the free-list for the 
reason that marble was the more expensive or more valuable stone. 
From the Republican standpoint I think we on this side of the House 
are inclined to look at the question of labor involved, and to insist that 
labor is the material interest which should be properly cared for and 
protected in the imposition of tariff duties, and that while the labor re- 
quired in quarrying granite and other stone is quite equal to that in 
quarrying marble and more valuable stone, there is no reason why pro- 
tective duties should not be maintained upon granite and other stone 
in the same manner as upon marble. If not, I wantto know why not. 
Do gentlemen on the other side of the House mean to commit them- 
selves to the proposition that they are in favorof protecting the quarry- 
owners, protecting those who own the valuable deposits of marble in 
the quarries, and refusing protection to the labor engaged in getting 
out the granite and other kinds of stone? Do you intend to discrim- 
inate in favor of the owners of valuable marble quarries and against 
labor ? 

The position of our Democratic friends in this matter, however, is 
not inconsistent with their previous record, and is not surprising to 
those who have followed the course of this debate upon the various 
items of this bill. When we have come to an article upon the free-list 
which, when subject to tariff duty, produced but a trifling amount of 
revenue, gentlemen on the other side of the House have argued that it 
should be upon the free-list because it produced such a trifling amount 
of revenue; but when we have reached an article which they desire to 
an upon the free-list, the tariff duties upon which are producing a 

rge amount of revenue, they have been able to make their argument 
or their alleged logic sufficiently elastic to permit them to urge that 
because the article produces a large amount of revenue therefore it 
should go upon the free-list, in order that a reduction to that large 
amount might be made in the increasing surplus in the a 

I regard this matter from quite a different standpoint and in quite a 
different manner. If I find an article which during the last year has 
produced from the tariff duties collected from it a very small amount 
of revenue it is to me an indication at least. that that article is well 
pa by the tariff duties already imposed upon it. Consequently 

think in such case it may well be inquired whether it isnot an article 
upon which the tariff duties might well be lessened—not removed, be- 
cause if removed our ports are opened to the free importation of the 
product whatever it may be, and irrespective of claims for adequate 
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protection. When, on the other hand, I find an article that has pro- 
duced in tariff duties collected from it during the past year a large 
amount of revenue, it is equally suggestive to my mind that such ar- 
ticle is probably not sufficiently protected by tariff duties and its im- 
portation not properly limited. Thelarge importation of worsteds and 
the consequent large revenue therefrom is an instance strongly illus- 
trative of the view submitted. ; 

In such case, instead of putting the article upon the free-list, or, 
what is more absurd yet, reducing the duties, and thereby necessarily 
increasing the importations, I should say, if I knew nothing absolutely 
concerning it, that it was probably a case where the tariff duty should 
be increased in order to afford greater protection to the American prod- 
uct of the same kind, limiting to a greater extent the importation of 
that article and thereby reducing to the same extent that dangerous 
surplus which you gentlemen on the other side claim to be the pur- 
pose and object of this bill. 

Why will you not deal with a practical business question in a practi- 
cal, common-sense, business-like way ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I join with my colleague, Mr. MILLIKEN, in oppos- 
ing the proposition to place on the free-list imported granite, freestone, 
sandstone, and all building or monumental stone, when unmanufact- 
ured or undressed. One of the most important industries of the State 
and district which I represent is the granite industry. Thousands of 
industrious, intelligent, and most deserying men are employed in get- 
ting out building and monumental stone and paving stones. Theduty 
which is now imposed on such imported stones holds nearly all of this 
business in our own country and gives employment to our lal or at gcod 
wages. It is now proposed to remove this duty and allow building, 
monumental, and paving stones got out by labor paid scarcely more 
than one-half such labor is paid here to come into our markets and 
compete with similar products of our own labor. Iam opposed to this 
proposition, and hope the committee will adopt the motion to strike it 
out of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
as withdrawn. ; 

Mr. BRUMM. I renew it. 

The theory of the Committee on Ways and Means and the Demo- 
cratic caucus of this House has been, with reference to whisky at least, 
that it should be taxed because it isa luxury? ‘This is evidently the 
theory notwithstanding the fact that the product which goes into the 
manufacture of whisky is the product of the farms of this country, and 
that by reason of the whisky rings they have so monopolized the man- 
ufacture of whisky that there are none but large distillers who can 
exist. The farmer’s corn, his wheat and rye, must be shipped a great 
distance to the large distiller in order to be utilized. It can not be 
utilized at home by small distillers, and in that way his product is made 
the subject of monopolies by this terrible whisky ring, and is taxed, 
by means of which they invade every farmer’s house in the country. 

They claim the right to tax it simply because it is a luxury. When 
it comes to the question of sandstone, however, the lowest order of 
building stone, the stone that is used by the poor man of our country, 
in which his labor is employed, they say oh, no; we will put that on 
the free-list. But as you rise in grandeur and expanse, as you get up 
into the fine stone that is used by the wealthy, by those who not only 
dream, but actually dwell in marble halls, the stone that is used by 
the wealthy alone, the marble of the country, they say—— 

Phar CANDLER. Did we not strike that off the free-list on yester- 

y? 

Mr. BRUMM. Ah, but the gentleman did not allow me to com- 
plete what I was saying. Yes; you struck it from the free-list yester- 
day, but what was the object of that? Will the gentleman state the 
reason why it was stricken off? I will tell you. You struck it off 
because you want the marble to come in practically free, and marble is 
strack off that list with a view to regulate it when you come to that 
part of the bill under a pretext of a tariff that is merely nominal. 
But where is the consistency in this bill in placing this stone on the 
free-list? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
to strike out the paragraph. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR. I see the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] isnow 
in the Hall, and I desire to ask his attention for a few moments to 
what I am about to say. 

On yesterday, when I proceeded to address the committee in regard 
to the statement made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], in 
which he had accused the Republican party of being in fayor of free 
whisky, the gentleman from Texas claimed that he had not made a re- 
mark of that kind, and I was diverted from the subject. I find, on 
reading the RECOED, that he had made that charge, and therefore I 
wish to say that the Republican party of this country is not in favor of 
free whisky. I wish to state further that a number of Republican 
States of this country are in favor of the absolute prohibition of the 
manufacture or sale of intoxicating liquors in any form as a beverage, 
and the national party are in favor of temperance. And when the 
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of free whisky, he ignores the fact that most of the prohibition senti- 
ment in this country is found in the Republican party. ` > 

But the gentleman from Iowa while he was on the floor made a re- 
mark which I did not hear at the time, but find in the RECORD: 

Behold the Colossus of Rhodes. 

[Laughter. ] 

By which I presume the gentleman means to accuse me of straddling 
on the question which we were then discussing—the question of the 
repeal of the internal-revenue tax on whisky. I do not think any 
member of this House on either side will seriously accuse me of taking 
a double or doubtful position on any question. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from Iowa for mentioning 
the Colossus of Rhodes, that great statue of ancient times which stood 
athwart the harbor of thatcity. It was noted for its long legs, so long, 
indeed, that the ships of that time could pass between them. And I 
will say that the gentleman from Iowa has the longest political Jegs 
and has more capacity for straddling than any man in this country at 
the present time. He can stand athwart and bridge the largest polit- 
ical chasm on the American continent to-day. [Laughter. ] 

Why, even now he has succeeded in securing the nomination for 
Congress of a small body of men who call themselves the labor party 
in his district; yet here he stands up as a Democrat on that side of the 
House and says, ‘‘ We welcome the tariff issue.” What does the gen- 
tleman mean by ‘‘we?’’? I suppose he means to have it inferred that 
he belongs to the t Democratic party that is controlling the nation 
in the House of Representatives. I thank the gentleman for that re- 
mark, because I think before the people of Iowa he will not succeed in 
standing athwart and bridging the political chasm in his district any 
longer. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I desire before a vote is taken to cor- 
rect any impression that may have been made upon the mind of any 
member of the committee by the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PARKER]. He objects to this clause because he construes 
the language as admitting dressed and polished stone free of duty. 
ze provision of the existing law, of which this is an amendment, is as 

ollows: 


Stones, unmanufactured or undressed, freestone, granite, sandstone, and all 
building or monumental stone, oe marble, not sreanlly enumerated or 
provided for in this act, $1 per ton; and upon stones as above, hewn, dressed, or 
polished, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


The proposed clause, which it is now sought to strike ont of this bill, 
is as follows: 7 


Stones, unmanufactured or undressed, freestones, granite, sandstone, and all 
building or monumental stone. 


It will be seen that it isnotsoughtto place hewn, dressed, or polished 
stone upon the free-list, but the same are left to bear the rate of duty 
now imposed. 

Mr. PARKER. I am afraid it is left subject to unfriendly construc- 
tion. 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 


roo Sunsi of gut or any other like material. 
ow. 

Waste, all not specially enumerated or provided for. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 184 insert: 

A pi ing P print paper not albumenized or sensitized; provided thatnoth- 
ing shall be deemed photographic pr paper under either of the provisions of 
te aa unless it has the name of the manufacturer stamped in water-mark 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, this isa matter of con- 
siderableimportance, and I beg to invite the attention of the committee 
to my remarks, and especially of the majority of the committee which 
rules and dictates what shall go into this bill and what shall not. The 
proposition I make is to put photographic print paper, not albumen- 
led or sensitized, upon the free-list. This paper is all, substantially, 
made in two European factories, one near Lyons, in France, and the 
other in Malmedy, in Germany. Attempts have been made to manu- 
facture it in this country, but owing to the limited amount consumed 
in the arts and to the difficulties attending its manufacture its produc- 
tion has not been a success in the United States. Itis imported into this 
country atan expense of about 50or60 cents a pound. After being im- 
ported it is subjected to two processes, one known as albumenizing. with 
a preparation made from the whites of eggs, the other as sensitizing, in 
the process of which great quantities of silver areconsumed. To illus- 
trate: in my own city we have two establishments engaged in the 
preparation of this imported plain paper, one in albumenizing, and the 
other in sensitizing. The albumenizing establishment to which I refer 
consumes about one thousand dozen eggs a day. The sensitizing estab- 
lishment uses $5,000 worth of silver per month. Each establishment 
employs about one hundred persons in the prosecution of its business. 

Under the law from 1861 to 1883 the duty upon this class of paper 
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was 35 per cent. ad valorem. Under the tariff of 1883 it was reduced 
to 25 per cent., being included in the provision for ‘‘paper not other- 
wise provided for.” - 

Now there is in Europe an establishment engaged in albumenizing 
and sensitizing this class of paper. I hold in my hand a specimen of 
the plain paper. After it is albumenized it comes out like the sample I 
now show to the House. The albumenizing and sensitizing processes 
enhance the value of the paper very largely. Under the decision of an 
inferior court in the city of New York it was decided that this albu- 
menized paper had undergone such a change of character as to bring it 
under the class of ‘‘a manufacture of paper.” Now, bear in mind here 
is the plain paper subjected to a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
After being treated in this way and enhanced in value one or two or 
three hundred per cent. (just how much I am unable to state), it is 
classed as ‘‘a manufacture of paper” and rated at 15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. Now yousee the inconsistency of the classification and of this 
ruling of the court that charges 25 per cent. upon plain paper, and 
when it has been enhanced in value two or three hundred per cent. 
charges á duty of 15 per cent. only. Emerson says ‘‘consistency is a 
bugbear to men of small minds;’’ but I think in the construction of 
this law the courts and the Departments have out-Emersoned Emerson. 
Here is a plain proposition that ought to meet the candid approval of 
the members of this committee and of the House. 

Later on in the bill I shall ask to have albumenized and sensitized 
paper specifically rated at 25 per cent. ad valorem. Plain paperis pro- 
duced in such smali quantities and the difficulties connected with its 
manufacture are so great that the efforts to produce it here, according 
to the statements of a letter addressed to me by the two firms engaged in 
albumenizing and sensitizing this paper, have not been crowned with 
success. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that I may 
have my time extended. 

There was no objection; and Mr. BAKER’s time was extended for five 
minutes. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, as I stated before, this has been 
a subjectofsome consideration by the Department. On the 1st of March 
I addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention 
to this subject, and on the 9th of March I received an answer thereto. 
My letter and the answer I will read and make part of the RECORD. 
They emphasize what I have already said, and the communication from 
the establishments in my city referred to I will read as part of my re- 
marks, because it states the whole matter so plainly that I hope the 
House will realize the justice and reasonableness of this amendment 
and agree to the same. I trust that members will carefully consider 
this communication which so clearly exhibits the injustice of the law 
as it is administered to-day. This proposition, as I have stated, is to 
put the plain paper, when it is imported into this country unsensitized 
or unalbumenized, upon the free-Jist so that we shall be able to compete 
with the foreign establishments. Now, the foreign manuiacturer im- 
ports into this country the albumenized and sensitized paper at 15 per 
cent, duty ad valorem, while the people to whom I have referred are com- 
pelled to pay 25 percent. npon theplain paper. That certainly is not fair, 
and I submit to my good iriend from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
who I know wants to do what is right, that he ought to consent to 
have the plain paper put on the free-listand to subject the albumenized 
or sensitized paper to a duty of 25 per cent., as it will be contended is 
already provided for farther on in this bill. The paper in that form is 
a manufactured article which is used exclusively in photography, and 
this is only a matter of justice to new and struggling enterprises involy- 
ing a large outlay for labor and plant. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thegentleman from New York 
makes his appeal to us on the ground that we desire to put raw mate- 
rials on the free-list. Now, while this is not in one sense a raw mate- 
rial, yet it is the base of an industry, and if it were not manufactured 
in this country, and if our action would produce no industrial compli- 
cations it might, in an economic sense, be considered as a proper ma- 
terial to be put on the free-list; but the Committee on Ways and Means 
have not been able, with such examination as they have given to the 
subject—and I am not prepared to say that the examination has been 
very thorough—the committee, I say, have not been able to see their 
way clear to recommend that this article should be made free of duty. 
It is an article which is not fit for use until it is further treated. Ifa 
corresponding reduction were made in the duty on the finished prod- 
uct, that would of course leave the industry just where it is now, and 
would, to the extent of the change at both points, relieve the consumer; 
but if we put this upon the free-list it puts this class of finished photo- 
graphic paperat avery great advantage over other classes of photographic 


paper. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I beg my friend’s pardon—he is in er- 
ror, and does not yet understand the case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, that may be so; but I 
am not satisfied on that. point; and while I do not doubt that the gen- - 
tleman is perfectly honest in his opinion, yet I have not been able so 
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far to be persuaded that his view is correct. Furthermore, as the geh- 
tleman states, some of this article itself is produced in this country, 
Now, I think it is probable that if this were all there was in it, a base 
of photographie paper, the production in this country might be so 
small as not properly to weigh against the larger interests of those en- 
gaged in the photographie business, and in the finished paper; but, as 
I stated before, there are other kinds of photographic paper, and if 
there be a change in the business, it is rather a change in contempla- 
tion than an established change. The industry is not dependent upon 
it now, so far as I can see, and I would rather that the matter should 
receive further consideration than we have been able to give it before 
it is determined. If our bill goes to the Senate, as I have no doubt it 
will go, the gentlemen over there can look at these new matters more 
carefully and with closer scrutiny than we have been able to give to 
some of them. Doubtless there aresome meritorious new propositions 
which we have felt compelled to reject, and if upon closer examination 
in the Senate they are found to be really meritorious, I have no doubt 
we can agree upon them. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wantto say to my good friend that I 
am very glad to find that there is one thing he is willing to acknowl- 
edge that he does not know all about. ~ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido not pretend to know all 
about anything; and I think that is an unnecessary remark. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I want to assure my friend that the 
manufacture of this particular paper, or the importation of it free, 
would not materially conflict with any American industry. Upon 
that point I am reliably advised. The paper itself costs 50 or 60 
cents a pound, and is too costly to be used for any purpose except 
to be sensitized or albumenized for use in the business of photog- 
raphy. It will not interfere with any industry, while, on the other 
hand, not to make this change is to make a direct discrimination 
-against an American industry in favor of a foreign industry—a direct 
discrimination, and I can tell you how much. 

As it is, the discrimination in favor of the European and against the 
American industry is $5 a ream. If you put the duty at 15 per cent. 
ad valorem on the albumenized and sensitized as well as the plain pa- 

r, it would be a discrimination of $4 a ream against the American 

dustry. If you make plain paper free and put 15 per cent. on the 
coated, the discrimination is $2.50 against the American industry. My 
proposition is to make the plain paper free and impose 25 per cent. on 
the coated, which is still a discrimination of 60 cents a ream in favor 
of the European industry and against ourown. The letters produced 
and read by me during this discussion considered in connection with 
my remarks will, I trust, give gentlemen a clear understanding of the 
case and result in causing the proposed amendment to be adopted with- 
out opposition. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the letters may be printed 
in the RECORD in their chronological order at the close of my remarks. 


ROCHESTER, N. Y., January 26, 1888. 

Simm: As constituents of yours doing business at Rochester, N. Y., we desireto 
submit for your consideration, and ugh you to call the attention of Con- 

to certain facts and statements in support of the bill (H. R. 5660) introduced 
Éy -you intothe House of Representatives on January 23, 1888, to regulate thead- 
mission into the United States of photographic print paper, which bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Our business consists in the porsa of this class of paper by special treat- 
ment for the use of photographers. The plain paper of this grade isall madeat 
two mills, one situated near Lyons, France, and the other one at Malmedy, 
Germany. The difficulties attendant upon its man ure have been so great, 
and the consumption of the paper so comparatively small, that the two milis 
specified have for the past ten or fifteen years practically monopolized its man- 
ufacture, and, no doubt, will continue to do so. Some efforts have been made to 
manufacture it in the United States, but because of the small quantity of it used 
and the difficulties connected with its manufacture, these efforts haye not been 
crowned with success, 

From 1861 to 1883 the duty on this class of paper was 35 per cent. ad valorem. 
and under the tariff of 1883, now in force, it is 25 per cent., it being included 
under the provision for ““ paper not otherwise provided for,” so that for over 
twenty-five years there has a substantial protective duty on this class ot 

per sufficient to develop its production in this country if there was any like- 
Fibood of its be made a profitable branch of industry. It is of a 
istinguishable from any other grade or class of paper byany 
expert in paper; quite as much soas “printing paper, unsized, used for books 
ewspapers exclusively,” or “paper sized or glued, suitable only for print- 
ing paper,” for each of which classes ——_ provision is made in the tariff at 
rates of duty far below those fixed on the general class of paper not specially 
named in the ff. 

Ph hic 
New York without duty, from 50 to cents per 
sheets the name of the manufacturer is imp: in a water-mark on each 
sheet, and when imported in rolls the water-mark appears on every 3 feet 
ofthe roll. Aside, however, from its distinguishing characteristics, its price is 
60 nigh as to makeit unsuitable forany other use than its legitimate one of print- 
ing pictures from negatives taken by photographers, There would, therefore, 
be no danger to the revenue in giving this poi P of paper a separate classifica- 
tion under the tariff, no more so than in the case of paper for books and news- 
papers ‘and printing paper, and the special provisions made in the tariff for 
these classes of paper have been attended with no difficulties in the way of 
their execution, the character of the paper being found to be a sufficient test to 
determine its classification. This statement apply with equal force to pho- 
tographic print paper. 

il. Before the paper is available for the use to which it is to be applied it must 
undergo several processes. One is called albumenizing, which consists in coat- 
ing the with the white of Another is in coating irre pecs with a 
mixture o tine and bromide of silver. This process is called sensitizing. 
The paper is imported in three conditions, namely, plain, albumenized, and 

tized. It is sold to photographers only in two conditions: first, sensitized, 
in which condition it is ready for use, and second, albumenized. When sold in 
the latter condition the photographer himself performs the work of sensitizing. 


int r commands avery high price, costing, delivered in 
oar rag “A s mo When imported in 


The business of albumenizing and sensitizing paper in the United States was 
commenced only a few years since, but has already becomean important branch 
of industry, and with proper encouragement can be enlarged both for our own 
and foreign markets, 

Messrs, D. Hovey’s Sons, one of the firms whose names are attached hereto, 
areengaged in the iness of albumenizing the paper,and in this work they have 
been accustomed to use from six hundred toa thousand dozen of eggs per day,the 
whites of the eggs only being used for this purpose, the yolks being barreled 
and ship) to Gloversville, N. Y., to be used in dressing leather for the manu- 
facture of gloves. This gives a large market to the poultry products of that re- 
gion and isa material help to the farming interests. 

In their business they have been accustomed to employ as many as one hun- 
dred hands, and about the same number are employed by the Eastman Com- 
pany, the other firm signing this memorial. The latter firm, in their business 
of sensitizing paper, use about $5,000 worth of silver per month, or $60,000 per 
year, The machinery they use is intricate and e vo, and it has been in- 
vented and patented by persons connected with the rye eens d lt is only by 
their superior processes, aided by their machinery, that they have at all been 
able to compete with the foreign product, the foreigners having the great advan- 

of cheap materials and cheap labor. . 

n addition to supplying the home market, the Eastman Company are large 
exporters of coated paper, and if they could have their raw paper free and a 
reasonable duty on their finished product they could command a very much 
larger trade abroad. They paid duty last year amounting to some $2,000 on 
paper which they had coated and which was exported to foreign countries, 
which duty was not returned to them by way of drawback. 

lil. The duty on both the plain paper and the coated article was originally 
held to be, under the tariff act of 1883, 25 per cent. ad valorem, the article, 
whether coated or plain, being regarded only as paper, dutiable under the pro- 
visions for “paper not otherwise provided for.” This ent still gave 
the foreigner an advantage, because it enabled him to import finished prod- 
uct at the same rate of duty as was imposed on the plain paper, and it was then 
only by our improved processes and machinery, develo; ata t expend- 
iture of time and money, that we were enabled to compete with the foreign 
article and thereby control a part of the home trade. 

But last year the Treasury Department put in force a ruling founded on the 
verdict of a jury in a case brought before a United States court that the albu- 
menized and sensitized paper was no longer paper, but was an article which 
by the distinct and additional processes it undergone, was to be regard 
as “a man ture of paper,” dutiable under the act of 1883 at only 15 per cent. 
ad valorem, and that ruling is still in force. This paus the ano! ous con- 
dition of the finished product paying a less rate of duty than the raw material 
or plain paper from which it is made, and reverses all ordinary and well-estab- 
lished principles of tariff legislation. 

It was aserious blow to an industry which, under the former condition of af- 
fairs, was already struggling for existence, and we believe that no argument is 
necessary to convince you or any other member of Conros that the present 
condition of the tariff in this respect should not be permitted to continue, but 
thata duty sufficient to encourage the domestic manufacturer should be placed 
on the coated paper, leaving the plain paper to be placed on the free-list or to 
beara very low rate of duty. We do not seck to have the duty on the finished 
article placed so high as to increase the cost to the ultimate consumer, but we 
do ask that we may be placed in a tion where we can furnish the article to 
the consumer somewhere near as cheaply as the foreigner does. 

As the tariff now stands the foreign albumenized pa r can be delivered here 
at a cost of $5 less than the article coated in the United States. Ifthe plain 
p is put at the same rate duty of as thealbumenized the foreign article could 

delivered here for $4 a ream less than the r coated here. If the plain 
paper is made free of duty and the coated article is put at 15 per cent. ad valo- 
rem the eost of the foreign article would be $2.50 per ream less than that made 
here. If the plain paper is put at 15 per cent. ad valorem and the coated article 
at 25 per cent. ad valorem the kas, fa article can be delivered here for $2 per 
ream less than the home product. If the plain paper is made free of duty and 
the coated paper 25 per cent. ad valorem the fore article can still be deliv- 
ered here for 60 cents less than the article coated in the United “States. Group- 
ing these statements and numbering them for ready reference, we have: 

No. 1. a as now) $ against American industry. 

i Both at 15 per cent.) $4 against. 
No. 3. (Plain free, coated 15 per cent.) $2.50 inst, 

No. 4. (Plain 15 per cent., coated 25 per cent.) $2 against. 

No. 5. (Plain free, coated 25 per cent.) 60 cents against. 

The propositions that we favor the most, and which should bo adopted as a 
matter of fairness and justice to-domestic interests, are those marked 3 and 
5,in both of which the plain paper is made free and the coated paper is put 
at 15 or 25 per cent.ad valorem, A duty of 15 per cent. on the coated paper, 
with ien pars. free of duty, would be a substantial benefit to us; but the ouly 
change which would really mect the situation and establish both branches of 
our business on a positive basis, would be the admission of the plain paper free 
of duty, and a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem on the coated article. 

We respectfully ask that you urge upon the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and upon the other members of Congress, that a provision of the character last 
named be embodied in any tariff bill which may be adopted by Congress, 

Respectfully, yours, 
D. HOVEY’'S SONS axp 
Tre EASTMAN Dey-PLATE AXD cbr een 
Hon. C. S. BAKER, 

House of Representatives, - 


WaAsuHINGTON, D. C., March 1, 1888. 


r, will explain to you the embarrassing posi 
By the resent position of your Department, which admits coated 


in; 
mo would have been entirely in accordance with precedents to have either 


on 
carried that case up to the Supreme Court, meanwhile keeping the rate of duty 


25 cent. ad valorem. This latter course I most respectfully that you 
7b to pursue, after you shall at given the subject due con- 


may be constrained 
sideration. On trial of another case, the parties concerned will see that the 
United States attorney is put into possession of facts which were not produced 


1888. 
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at the other trial, and which they claim will have a controlling effect upon the 


same. 

I believe it to be entirely within your power and hope you may conceive it to 
be your duty in the interest of justice and due protection to our industries to 
take this course, and which needs no argument, I apprehend, to satisfy you of 
its justice. Lam convinced from the statement e to me by these constitu- 
ents of mine that the coated paper ought not to be classed as a manufacture of 
paper, and that on a proper presentation of the facts a jury would so decide. 

Ï have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHAS, S. BAKER, M. C. 
Hon. CHARLES S. FAIRCHILD, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE or THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 9, 1883. 

Sır: Referring to your letter of the Ist instant, inelosing a memorial addressed 
to you by constituents engaged in business in Rochester, having reference to the 
duty on Epaceratiie paper, you are informed thatthe Department must at this 
time decline to take any steps looking to a change in the classification of the 
albumenized and sensitized paper covered b: cai, re decision of April 9, 
1887 (S. 8169), a cony of which is herewith inclosed. 

It will be seen that the decision followed the ruling of the court in the cases 
of Gennert vs. Robertson and The Scovill Manufacturing Company ts. Robert- 
son, in both of which it was held that such merchandise was dutiable at the rate 
of 15 per cent. ad valorem under the provision in Schedule M of the existing 
tariff for manufactures of paper, orof which paper is a component material, not 
specially enumerated or provided for; and accords with the views of the United 
States Attorney-General, who expressed the opinion that the processes of sen- 
sitizing and albumenizing should, under the finding of the court in these cases, 
be considered as a definite and separate operation from that used in the manu- 
facture of paper and sufficient to place the completed article of sensitized and 
albumenized paper within the purview of the provisions for manufactures of 
which paper is a component material. 

Respectfully, yours, 
I. H. MAYNARD, Assistant Secretary. 

Hon, CHARLES S. BAKER, 


© United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask fora vote on the amend- 
ment, 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected, there being— 
ayes 47, noes 57. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move the amendment which I send to the 


desk. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ for,” in line 184, on page 8, insert the following: 

& That whenever any of the articles named in this section are im- 
ported in vessels having a foreign registry, the full duties imposed by the act 
rad Perrie 3, 1883, shall be levied and collected upon such article or articles so 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, during the general debate on this 
bill we were told repeatedly by gentlemen on the other side that our 
protective tariff had destroyed our merchant marine. I do not agree 
with that proposition. I believe there were other causes at work 
which resulted in the serious diminution of our portion of the world’s 
carrying trade; and í can look back and see those causes operating 
during those memorable years from 1861 to 1865, when the skies of 
almost every navigable sea were reddened with the glare of the flames 
from burning American merchant vessels, fired by cruisers built upon 
the Clyde and manned by men who once were proud to be called Amer- 
ican citizens. 

Our merchant marine was further injured by the policy pursued by 
other civilized nations toward their marine, and not met by counter 
measures upon the part of our Government. Without detailing the 
amounts paid at different times, if is sufficient to say that almost every 
civilized nation except ours granted and now grants bounties or subsi- 
dies in one shape or another to its merchant marine; and we were com- 
pelled to compete upon the open seas with vessels thus favored. Why, 
sir, can it be that the protective tariff has injured our merchant marine 
when the very law in existence to-day provides, as it has been provided 
for years, that all articles entering into the composition of a ship built 
upon our shores for participation in the foreign trade shall be admitted 
in bond, and when thus used shall be released from all obligation to 
pay duty? 

We propose by this bill to add largely to the free-list. In doing so 
let us impose the condition which is embodied in my amendment and 
which is so plain that any one can understand its purpose and effect. 
That condition is simply that if those countries which desire to send 
us the products of their labor will avail themselves of the permission 
given in this bill they shall send those products to ourshores in vessels 
of American build, flying the American flag, and having an American 
register. If our people desire to go to the other side and buy these 
products, let them be brought here in our vessels. Let us retain what 
we can in this bill of the American spirit, American sentiment, Ameri- 
can shrewdness, business tact, and capacity. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not wish at this time to enter upon any dis- 
cussion of the causes which have led to the decline of our merchant 
marine, and will notdosoif the matteris not pressed further on the other 
side of the House, for the good and sufficient reason that this whole 
question will be brought to the attention of the House in a very few 
days, as prenia on the subsidy proposition in the Post-Office appro- 

riation bill. 

3 Mr. BUCHANAN. We shall be there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the 
last word. I ask the Clerk to read section 2502 of the Revised Statutes. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2502, A discriminating duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem, in addition to the 
duties im by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, wares, 
and m: dise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States; 
but this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, and merchandise 
which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States, entitled, by treaty 
or any act of Congress, to be entered in the ports of the United States on pay- 
ment of the same duties as shall then be paid on goods, wares, and merchandise 
imported in vessels of the United States. 


Mr. DINGLEY. My object in having this section read was to call 
the attention of my friend from New Jersey and of the committee to 
the fact that by the Revised Statutes as they exist to-day, a discrimi- 
nating duty of 10 per cent. isimposed upon all articles imported in for- 
eign vessels, with the proviso that this shall not affect commercial trea- 
ties existing with foreign nations. If there were in existence no recip- 
rocal commercial treaties between the United States and other nations, 
there would to-day be imposed upon all goods imported in foreign ves- 
sels a discriminating duty of 10 per cent. This is a matter, therefore, 
which can not be covered by legislation, but only by the abolition of 
existing treaties. Our legislation to-day does impose a discriminating 
duty of 10 per cent. upon all imports in foreign vessels; but by recip- 
rocal commercial treaties entered into in years past with all the commer- 
cial nations the effect of this statute has been entirely nullified; so 
that if we should adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from New Jersey it would in effect be no more than what exists now 
upon the statute-book. The reciprocal commercial treaties into which 
we have entered with all commercial nations would still rise above leg- 
islation and be the supreme law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman will allow me to say that I in- 
advertently omitted in my amendment the words which I have since 
added—‘‘ subject, however, to the provisions of existing treaties.’’ 
The difficulty about the 10 per cent. business is that this amendment 
of mine is meant to apply to goods which by this bill are to come in 
free; and where goods come in free no 10 per cent. can be added, be- 
cause there is nothing to which to add it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman desires to press his amendment, 
I suggest that he add the words— 

Provided, That this shall not conflict with existing commercial treaties. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ihave added substantially those words. 

Mr. DINGLEY. With those words added, the amendment would 
of course have no effect, because we have such treaties with all com- 
mercial nations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, asI understand the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. DIxGLEY], the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey 
amounts to nothing. 


The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BucHANAN was 


rejected. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. After line 184, I move to insert 
“primuline.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, primuline is one of the new dyes produced by 
European chemists, that takes the same place in dyeing calicoes and 
cottons that alizarine does in dyeing woolens. None are made in the 
country, and the alizarine dye was put on the free-list in the tariff of 
1883. That was guarded by an amendment I made the other day, be- 
cause several varieties of alizarine colors were put on the market which 
were not accepted by the Treasury as alizarine dyes. Primuline is of 
a similar class and from the same source. It is one of the necessities 
of our calico printing, and I am sure the House will not object to put- 
ting it on the free-list. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Is that substance produced in this coun- 


ry? 
Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Not an ounce of it is produced 
in the country or anything from which it is manufactured. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I thought there ought to bea tax for that 


reason. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. We will leave that to the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out line 184. That 
line was read, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] moved 
anamendment to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Another line has been added to it and several 
amendments have been disposed of. But if there be no objection the 
Chair will entertain the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike ont line 184, which 
reads: 

Waste, all not specially enumerated or provided for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hearsno objection, and the gentleman 
will proceed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to have read, in reference to 
this matter, a letter from Justice, Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, April 23, 1888. 


Dear SIR: We send you a sample received this day from Liverpool, marked 
No.1, which is lap w: such as by the recent decision comes in at 10 cents per 


porse duty, instead of 30 cents, This wool is selling in England at 50 cents 
on board, duty 10 cents per pound, while the wool from which it is made 
costs 11} pence, or 23 centsin the grease. The shrinkage is 51 per cent., and the 
scoured cost 47 cents, so you see that waste is 3 cents vee pound higher than 
scoured wool in Liverpool. This is made up of bro! The 
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Mills bill admits top free, therefore this article will be free, and as 90 

of Ohio wool is used for worsted “of apd song the first process is to eit int ee 

top, under the Mills bill tops being free, they will be made in Europe. “There. 
re what is to become of the 90 per cent. of Ohio wool which at present enters 

into the manufacture of slows tops as are made in the United States? 


Very truly, 
z AS EA JUSTICE, BATEMAN & CO. 

Hon. Josern D. TAYLOR, 

Washington, D. O. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. However, gentlemen may differ as to 
what waste is and for what purpose it is used, for under the term 

‘“ waste” vast quantities of wool have been introduced in various 
shapes. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas, of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, what he understands by the term 
“waste.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is waste not taxed 10 
cents a pound, as stated in the communication read at the Clerk’s desk. 
It is therefore not rightly referred to in the paper the gentleman had 
read, as this means the waste of linen, and does not refer to the waste 
of wool at all. The article to which the gentleman has referred comes 
in at a later part of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. In section 3. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Is there anything in the bill elsewhere 
which would distinguish waste of different kinds? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes; the other has a duty of 
10 cents a pound upon it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is not that waste, but it 
is provided for in another part of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. You wilFfind it in the third 
section of the bill, applying to wool and the woolen schedule, 

The amendment was rej 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 2. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1888, in lieu of the duties hereto- 
fore imposed on the articles herei: r mentioned, there shail be levied, col- 
lected, and paid the following rates of duty on said articles severally. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move this clause be passed 
over informally, as we may desire to change the date. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting the 
following paragraph after line 5: 

Lime, 15 cents per cask. 

The committee, on learning something of the facts relating to this 
industry, have with entire unanimity stricken manufactured lime from 
the free-list of the pending bill and restored it to the dutiable list. It 
was so evident that the placing of lime on the free-list, as proposed by 
the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, would result in the 
destruction of this industry in the United States, that no one came for- 
ward to defend the proposition after the subject had received candid 
consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope thatafull consideration of the conditions which 
surround this industry will satisfy this committee and the House that 
the amendment which I offer, to substitute a specific duty of 15 cents 
per cask for the present ad valorem duty of 10 per cent., ought to be 
adopted. 

When the existing duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem on lime was fixed 
by the low tariff of 1846 (20 per cent. having been the previous rate) it 
afforded a substantial protection of about 10 cents percask. For many 
years it practically gave our markets entirely to our own lime produc- 
ers. Up to 1884, even, Canada did not even supply her own markets, 
notwithstanding she imposed and still imposes a duty of 20 per cent. 
on imported lime. But about that time capitalists began to develop 
the lime quarries of Canada, using the most improved kilns and meth- 
ods, and with the advantage of the cheaper labor of the Dominion soon 
supplied the Canadian markets and began to reach out to the markets 
of the United States. 

Taking advantage of the fact that our duty on lime is ad valorem, 
and only 10 per cent. at that, the Canadian manufacturers soon learned 
the European trick of underv aluing their lime in the invoices and thus 
practically fixing the duty themselves, and gradually reduced it until, 
to-day, instead of paying a duty of about 10 cents per cask, as contem- 
plated by the Walker tariff of 1846 and the tariffof 1883, they are pay- 
ing but about 3 cents per cask duty on lime. This shamefally low 
duty is nearly 2 cents lower than it would be if a decision of the Treas- 
ury Department had not excluded the cost of the barrel from the in- 
voiced value of the lime at the place of shipment. 

The effect of this practical reduction of duty by means of underval- 
uations is already being seriously felt by our lime manufacturers. In 
1886, 82,855 casks of Canadian lime were imported into this country. 
In 1887 the importations ran up to 132,239 casks, and itis thought 
there will be 200,000 casks imported the present fiscal year, with a 
prospect of a rapid increase in the future. 

In view of these facts there is grave danger that unless something is 
done, not only to restore the duty on imported lime to the figure in- 
tended by all our tariff acts, but also to increase the duty so as to meet 
the changed conditions, within a few years thelime manufacturing in- 
dustry will be in large part driven from the United States to Canada, 
unless the employés in this industry are willing to work at Canadian 
wages, and the 8,000 laborers now employed at liberal wages in this in- 
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dustry will be added to the army of the unemployed or be driveninto 
other already crowded industries. 

I am aware that the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
[Mr. Mitts] insists, as he did in the brick manufacturing industry a 
few days ago, and as he had previously in other industries, that not- 
withstanding the best class of laborers on lime-kilns receive in this 
country $2 per day and in Canada $1.25, yet that our laborers do so 
much more work in a day that the labor cost of producing lime, as well 
as the other products, is no more here than in Canada or Europe. 

This is a very pleasant theory, one which the distinguished chair- 
man has pressed with great earnestness, but which has no foundation of 
ascertained facts to rest upon. When the chairman asserted thatthis 
was the fact as to brick manufacture and rested his whole argument 
for placing Canadian bricks on the free-list on the assumption that the 
labor cost of manufacturing a thousand of bricks was no more here than 
in Canada, I could meet the assertion only with the expression of my 
conviction from observation that Jaborers in Canada performed as much 
work in any department of industry in a day as in this country. 

Anticipating a repetition of this labor cost assumption when lime 
should be reached in this bill, I have obtained through intelligent and 
responsible gentlemen a detailed statement of the comparative cost of 
manufacturing a hundred casks of lime on the St. John River in New 
Brunswick, and in Rockland, Me., to which I invite the attention of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] and the committee: 


Comparatice cost of manufacturing one hundred casks of lime at Rockland, 
Me., and St. John, New Brunswick. 


Exces$ 
cost at 
Rockland. 


Rockland, | St. John. 


Lime-rock delivered at kilns.. 
Three men on kiln, $2 
One man feeding... me 
Orf man trimming. casks 

Wheeling fuel to kiln, ete... 
Coal or wood used in burni 
One hundred lime casks.. 
Nails and liners............... 
Delivering lime to vessel 
LS LS BS SEE aiid oe ES 3. 
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Cost per cask. ` 
Cost per cask delivered in New York....... 
Excess of cost of cask of limeat Rockland.. 
Excess of cost of fuel for lime at Rockland... 
Excess of cost of labor in burning and d 


S 00s 5.5) ss O RE AINK a 
Excessof cost of labor in quarryi: 
transporting lime rock (estimated)......... | ROAI ARES S A E R 


It will beseen by this comparative statement thatit requires the same 
number of men working the same number of hours to make a hundred 
casks of lime in Canada asin the United States, thus demonstrating that 
the efficiency of the labor employed in Canada in lime manufacture is 
almost exactly the same as in the State of Maine, and I am confident 
Maine labor is as efficient as any in the country. 

What becomes of the theory on which the distinguished chairman is 
constructing this bill, that notwithstanding labor is receiving 60 per 
cent. more as daily wages in this country than in Canada, yet that this 
is offset by 60 per cent greater efficiency of our own labor? 

There ean be no doubt thatso far as the lime manufacturing industry 
is concerned the theory has nothing tostand upon, and I have no doubt 
the same is true as to other industries. The fact staresus in the face 
that Canadian labor in this industry is as efficient as our Jabor, and 
that labor in this country costs 60 per cent. more than in Canada. 

The clear and unquestioned facts are that it costs 10 cents more per 
eask to quarry and transport lime rock to the kiln in Rockland than 
on the St. John, at least half of which is due to higher cost of labor 
in quarrying and transporting to the kiln; 5} cents more per cask for 
the labor employed i in burning, barreling, ‘and deliv ering on the vessel, 
and 7} cents (certainly 5 cents) more per cask for the fuel used in burn- 
ing, which is largely labor. Total excess of cost per cask in this coun- 
try over Canada, 23 cents, of which labor in some form gets 10} cents 
more than the labor which does the same work in Canada, leaving 7} 
cents to go to fuel and the balance to other causes. Delivered in New 
York Canadian lime costs 15 cents per cask less than our own lime, the 
balance being made up by the advantage we have in being nearer to 
our own markets. 

It ought to be evident to the committee that unless the duty on im- 
ported Canadian lime is made sufficient to cover the difference in the 
cost of the labor employed in Canada and in the United States, the lime- 
manufacturing industry in this country will be gradually driven to the 
wall by Canadian competition, or our labor be compelled to accept 
Canadian wages. 

In view of the changed conditions which have enabled Canadian lime 
manufacturers to come into ruinous competition with our own, there 
ought to be no hesitation by any one in voting to place the duty at the 
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low rate of 15 cents, for this only covers the difference in cost of labor, 
in the materials and their manufacture, and even the Democratic na- 
tional convention at St. Louis gave a pledge to workingmen that the 
Democratic party would maintain sufficient duties to cover this. I 
I now ask the Democratic majority of this House to redeem this pledge 
to the laborers employed in the lime industry. 

It appears from the census of 1880 that the lime man in- 
dustry produced in that year nearly six millions of casks of lime, valu 
in the markets at $5,772,318; and that in producing this lime $1,579,- 
313 was paid in wages. This makes the wages paid 28} per cent. of 
the value of the product—twice as large a tage of labor as in the 
manufacture of glue, which the committee have transferred to the duti- 
able list, and as large a percentage of labor as is shown ina majority of 
manufactured products. 

In the district which I have the honor to represent over two million 
casks of lime were made last year, furnishing the chief manufacturing 
industry of a county of over 32,000 population, giving employment to 
thousands of workingmen, supplying a market for every farmer, and 
promoting the prosperity of every citizen. What the views are of the 
enterprising men who are engaged in this industry in my own district 
will be seen by the following memorial to Congress, which has been 
signed by every lime manufacturer in Knox County, Maine, without 
distinction of party: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

We, the undersigned, manufacturers of lime in the county of Knox, State of 
Maine, do most respectfully and earnestly desire to call your attention to the 
following important facts relating to and affecting the interest of the people of 
this and surrounding counties: 

The vast beds of Tnostone in this county opened up an industry in the sea- 

rts of Thomaston, Rockland, Rockport, and Lincolnville in the manufactur- 

ng of lime, which has existed for overacentury. Gradually increasing, it now 
amounts to a capital invested in kilns, wharves, and storehouses of about $1,000,- 
000 ; in lime-rock quarries of about $2,000,000, and it is an investment worthless for 
any other purpose. There is besides a large shipping interest emplo: in trans- 
porting the lime and fuel for burning it. About 2,000,000 casks of lime are an- 
nually manufactured and shipped from this county at a cost, delivered in the 
markets, of from 90 cents to $L per cask. 

Excepting the rock in the quarry, the fuel and lumber on the stump atan 
average cost of 6 cents per cask, the whole cost of this article is made up of 
labor, which includes anying the rock, hauling same to kilns, gathering the 
fuel, making and hauling the lime casks by the inhabitants of the surrounding 
towns, burning the lime, handling and carrying the same to market. 

Before and after the formation of the Dominion of Canada, Nova Scotia was 
one of our large lime markets, but at or about that time a duty was imposed on 
our lime by that Government which necessitated the abandonment of that mar- 
ket by us, the said duty still remainingin force. Since the decline in ship-build- 
ing the manufacture of lime is the only industry of any importance at the ports 
above mentioned, affording as it does employment to a large number of men 
who have become permanently located here. We therefore deem it of the ut- 
most importance that the Fiftieth Congress take some action to protect this 
great in ery upon which the future of this county depends, 

Near St. John, New Brunswick, are vast deposits of limestone, with fuel in 
abundance and at less than half the cost of the same used here, with labor much 
cheaper. Within a few years the business of burning lime has been begun and 
carried on there, and the product largely sent into our markets, namely: to 
New York alone theregvere ship, in 1885 less than 5,000 casks; in 1886, 41,000, 
and in 1887, 138,000 casKs, and it is estimated that under the present arrange- 
ment 200,000 casks or more will be sentto that market this year. 

The difference in the cost of this article here and there at the kiln ready for 
shipmentis about 23 cents per cask in their favor, and there is now a duty of 10 
per cent, ad valorem, or only 3 cents per cask, it being invoiced at 30 cents per 
cask, which is exclusive of Leja parm 

Under the tariff bill as revi by the Ways and Means Committee we notice 
lime among the articles placed on the free-list. Wetherefore most y 
petition your honorable y to not only remove lime from the free-list, but to 
impose a specific duty corresponding to that of the Dominion Government. 

I commend this memorial to the considerate attention of the com- 
mittee and the House. 

There is another reason, Mr. Chairman, why there should be no hesi- 
tation in fixing this duty at the low rate of 15 cents per cask, and that 
is the fact that the pending bill leaves a duty of nearly 30 per cent. on 
bituminous coal, which is now being used extensively as fuel in burn- 
ing lime, the cost of the fuel being nearly one-third of the cost of manu- 
facturing. It would certainly be a grave injustice to the manufacturers 
and laborers engaged in this industry to impose a duty of 30 per cent. 
on the coal used in burning lime, and not give an equivalent protection 
on the manufactured lime. 

I trust that the justice of the proposition which I have made will 
commend it to the committee and the House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair to recognize some 
gentleman in opposition to the amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, rose. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to oppose the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR] can offer his amendment hereafter. Thisside 
of the House is entitled to the floor now. 

Mr. Chairman, the duty on lime has been for a great many years 7 
and never exceeded 10 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Since 1846 only 10 per cent. Before 1846 it was 
20 per cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The proposed bill contem- 


plates leaving lime at its present rate of duty; but as we restored the 
clause, lime will really be taxed higher than it was before. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only 1.8 cents more. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. -But it is something more, 
nothing less. Whether it be much or little it is in the line of increase. 
Now, the gentleman proposes to increase the present duty on lime over 
300 per cent, upon its present rate, It is 10 per cent., and the gentle- 
man proposes to make it three and four-tenths times greater than it is. 
That is his increase. > 

Now, sir, I do not myself believe, though I yield to the judgment of 
others, that lime needs any duty whatever. We find that we are lar, 
importers of lime and cement; that we exported over 71,000 Saas. 
in the last fiscal year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That isa very small export. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We export more than we im- 


rt. 
ge DINGLEY. We exported 71,000 barrels of lime and cement, 
and imported 200,000 barrels of lime alone in the present year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Istand corrected. I findthatI 
was making a statement of only one part. In our exportation of lime 
and cement we sent over 17,000 barrels from San Francisco, over 35,000 
barrels from New York, over 5,000 barrels from Portland and Charleston, 
oa 3,000 barrels from Detroit, and nearly 2,000 barrels from Oswego, 

It is perfectly evident that we do not need to mportlime anywhere 
within the range of a natural market. Iam unable atthis moment to 
state the ports at which we bring in lime, but I would expect them 
to be those ports which are remote from the seats of the lime-produc- 
ing industry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Largely Boston and New York, because they are 
so convenient to New Brunswick. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The returns show large ex- 
ports from New York and from other cities upon the seaboard and the 
northern border. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is cement that is exported from New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The official returns do not dis- 
tinguish between them, but we do know that the cement-men claim 
that they need more protection than do those who are engaged in pro- 
ducing lime, and it is perfectly evident that the present bill proposes 
to put lime at as high a rate of duty as it has paid since many years 
before the war, and a duty in the same form. We know also that the 
business is a prosperous one; that it is sustaining itself at home and 
seemingly to a great extent commanding foreign markets, and certainly 
there is no occasion for increasing the present tax over 300 per cent. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move tostrike out the lastword. My 
purpose in making that motion is simply to correct an impression which 
my friends around me received from what I said in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL]. When that gentleman 
introduced his amendment to line 184, I asked him if the article men- 
tioned in his amendment was one produced in this country, and his 
reply was, ‘‘not a pound.’’ I then said that for that reason it should 
be taxed. I supposed that everybody understood me to express, not 
my own sentiment, but what I regarded as the sentiment of this pro- 

legislation. I understand right well that this bill is not in its 
form wholly a free-trade measure. It has in it protection to various 
industries, but I accept it as the men who favor it understandingly 
describe it, as ‘‘ one step in the direction of free trade.” Iacceptitas the 
reasoning of every man who has supported it, who has presented the 
shadow of a reason for supporting it, as a free-trade measure. Now it 
is based, I take it, upon a general proposition, which I will presently 
state. I do not know absolutely but what that proposition is true. I 
believe it to be untrue, and so I oppose this bill. Butifit be true that 
a tariff is a tax to the amount of the duty, then I say that according 
to that principle revenue should be collected alone upon those articles 
which are not manufactured or produced in this country. z 

For instance, to make myself briefly plain, if we tax by a duty an 
article that is manufactured wholly in other countries, the entire 
amount of the duty goes into the Treasury, and there is no burden 
anywhere else; but if we tax an article that is partly produced in this 
country, and if the proposition which I have cited be correct, then only 
a portion of that tax goes into the Treasury, while another portion 
goes into the hands of the manufacturers or the laborers or somebody 
else, and thus the duty becomes obnoxious to the criticism that we 
have no right to tax one person for the benefit of another. Take iron; 
suppose that we produce in this country 90 per cent. of all thatis con- 
sumed in this country, then it follows that a tax upon iron, according 
to this proposition, pays one dollar into the Treasury and nine dollars 
into the pockets of somebody else. Now, I will admit at once, and 
nobody could prevent my mind from coming to the conclusion, that 
such a proposition as that is not tenable or supportable for a moment. 
So in that sense, and in that sense alone, in the spirit of this bill and of 
the arguments that have been presented in support of this bill, I did 
say that our entire revenue should be raised by duties upon articles 
not produced in this country, because then the tax would be one and 
simple, and the whole of it go into the Treasury. I withdraw the 
formal amendment, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

A MEMBER. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insertafter line 5, ‘‘ Lime, 15 cents per cask.” 


The amendment was rejected—ayes 63, noes 75. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Glycerine, refined, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike ont that line. I make that motion 
in order to call the attention of the House to the position of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and the estimates they have made as to 
the effect of the passage of this bill upon the industries of the country 
and the revenues of the Treasury. It has been repeated here over a 
dozen times, and it is simply a repetition of the statement made in the 
President’s message, that the reduction of a duty implies a reduction 
of the cost of the article to the American consumer. I presume if I 
were to ask any member of the Ways and Means Committee what effect 
this proposed reduction of the duty on refined glycerine would have he 
would answer without question that the effect would be to make the 
article cheaper in the American market. 

But if that is so, how absurd are the predictions of the Committee on 
Ways and Means with regard to the effect of this change in the law 
upon the surplus revenues of the Government. We have their predic- 
tions in the statement which I hold in my hand; and it seems that all 
through this dutiable list the gentlemen of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee have calculated that the same amount of refined glycerine, for 
instance, will be imported into the country under the reduced duty 
that is imported under the duty now existing. The revenue from re- 
fined glycerine last year amounted to $89,337.40; and they predict that 
under the pending bill the revenue will be $53,602.44, which will bea 
relief to the overburdened Treasury of over $25,000. But, as gentlemen 
will find from an examination of this table, that calculation is based 
on the assumption that the same number of pounds of refined glycerine 
will be imported if the tax is reduced as are imported under the exist- 
ing law. : 

Now, if it be true, as they say, that refined glycerine, or any other 
substance, will be cheaper to the American consumer in consequence 
of a reduction in the duty, it is inconceivable that this will happen 
except by an enlargement of the supply. Gentlemen of the Ways and 
Means Committee can not suggest any way in which glycerine or any- 
thing else can be cheaper to the consumer except by a diminution of 
the demand or an increase in the supply. The theory on which they 
have gone is that the increase of supply will reduce the price; but if 
the supply is increased it can not conceivably be increased by an in- 
crease of the American part of the supply; the increase must come 
from additional importation. I admit that there will be this increase 
of importation, and that there will be for a time an increase in the 
total supply. The only question is whether the diminution in the 
profits of the American manufacturer will not cut off the American 
supply, the deficiency being made good by the supply from foreign 
countries, But I admit that the supply will be increased during the 
first six or twelve months after the passage of the bill. If that is so, 
what becomes of this ent that the surplus revenues of the Gov- 
emment will be reduced $25,734.96? 

Here the hammer fell. } 

ite Ezra B. TAYLOR withholds his remarks for revision. 
APPENDIX. } 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The tax on glycerine was 
made specific in the revision of 1883. Prior to that time it was ad 
valorem, and no distinction was made between crude and refined gly- 
cerine. If you look back to the origin of the tax on glycerine, which 
is but a by-product in the manufacture of candles, you will find there 
was no tax until 1862. The tax laid under the first act of 1861 was 
laid professedly not for any need of protection, but for the temporary 
needs of revenue. It was laid as a temporary revenue tax, with a 
promise at the time that whenever the war needs of the Government 
ceased this tax would be dispensed with. Therefore you are doing 
nothing more than keeping your own pledge when you seek to put 
glycerine, at the present rate, and even if it were refined glycerine, 
and it were to put both on the free-list. You are keeping your own 
pledge because it had no tax upon itatall. Weput crude glycerine back 
to where it was, and we legve a tax on refined glycerine of exactly the 
margin now existing between crude and refined, 3 cents. 

As to the further question of the tax on refined glycerne, it was ad- 
mitted by the manufacturers themselves in 1882 that the cost of refin- 
ing glycerine was3 cents a pound. We then leave it at 3 cents, covering 
the entire cost of refining. Yet gentlemen contend that this will hurt 
the workingman. 

Mr. ADAMS. I made the motion tostrike out this line to get some 
information. As the gentleman does not seem to be at leisure I wish 
some other member of the committee would give me his attention. 
The point I make is this. You have changed the duty from 5 cents to 
3 cents, which is a reduction of 40 per cent. Do you think that will 
roai reduce the cost of refined glycerine in the American mar- 

et? 


See 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas., Ofcourse I think it will reduce 
the price of refined glycerine. 

Mr. ADAMS. Do you think it will have that effect except by en- 

ing the importation? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly, especially as we im- 
port nearly all the crude glycerine we use. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam talking about refined glycerine. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. So am I; but crude glycerine 
is its base, 

Mr. ADAMS. Can there be any reduction to the American consumer 
except by the reduction of the tax on the imported article? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The same amount as the re- 
pen may be the reduction involved, because crude glycerine is made 

ess by the 2-cent tax being taken off, and the refined is correspond- 
ingly reduced from 5 to 3 cents, and then you will be able to charge 
the present price less 2 cents a pound and no more. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman suppose the manufacturers will 
sell for less because it costs less to produce it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido. Price affects consump- 
tion, and hence production. Every customer gets it for the least price 
he can, it enters largely into the arts, and the change this bill will 
make in the cost of production and in the selling-price will increase 
the consumption of the product, will increase the importation of the 
crude article only, and will doubtless largely increase the domestic 
production and consumption of the refined article, and will doubtless 
cause much production for foreign markets. 

The law states in distinct terms that if the manufacturers choose to 
stand together they can compel the customers to pay them 5 cents more 
a pound than it is worth in the markets of tke world; but under this 
bill only 3 cents more. 

Mr. ADAMS. As it is evident we can not understand each other on 
the question, I will abandon the attempt to discuss that point, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It seems very clear. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is my fault, perhaps, not to be able to understand 
the gentleman’s mode of reasoning. But Iwill ask him this question: 
whether he believes that in consequence of the change of duty there 
will be any considerable importation of refined glycerine, the article 
we are discussing, and I refer now to refined glycerine exclusively? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It does not follow that there 
will be an increase—— 

Mr. ADAMS. Whether it follows or not, does the gentleman be- 
lieve that will be the effect? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Upon the contrary, I think 
there will not be any increase. I will state to the gentleman that I 
think the effect will be to increase the domestic refining, and enable 
us, having the crude material free, to even sell our refined product in 
many of the foreign makets. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam talking now of this item under consideration, 
refined glycerine, and its importation. ° 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And so am I. I say to the 
gentleman that if you make free and thus increase the importation of 
the crude material, which is the raw material or base of the refined, 
you enable us to increase the manufacture and begin the exportation 
of the refined material. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not understand the gentleman’s mode of reason- 
ing. It seems we can not understand each other. 

Titere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been very much interested in hearing the dis- 
cussion which has taken place between the gentleman from Arkansas 
and the gentleman from Illinois upon this question; and I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Arkansas aquestion. This isan article in 

use which, if cheapened as he proposes to cheapen it, will greatly 
increase the importation and consumption of it inthis country. Ifyou 
take an article and reduce the cost of it 40 per cent., or any other per 
cent., I ask the gentleman if the consumption will not be increased, 
and if the consumption be increased will not the duties in the aggregate 
be increased, and will not the increased importation of the article in- 
crease the amount of money to be paid into the Treasury ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suppose it is hardly worth 
while to argue the point with the gentleman. He is snagged upon a 
very simple proposition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘The gentleman does not seem 
to see that the crude glycerine, for instance, is the base of the refined. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That has nothing whatever to do with 
my question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why, it has got everything to 
do with it; it is the whole question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You propose to cheapen a commodity; 
now, when you cheapen a commodity do you not at the same time ex- 
pect an increase in the consumption of that commodity? In every 
single instance is it not true that by cheapening the commodity you 
increase its consumption?  - > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly, but the gentle- 
man— 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. When you propose to take the 
tax off whisky in your platform, do you expect thereby to increase the 
consumption? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It seems to me perfectly natural, Mr. 
Chairman, that gentlemen on the other side of the House should al- 
ways find it incumbent upon them to refer to whisky. No matter 
what is under discussion, no matter how disconnected the subject may 
be with that question, they in every case take to whisky just as famil- 
iarly as a duck takes to water. [Laughter.] Ido not understand the 
reason for it, I must confess. 

Now, thereis no connection whatever between the American product 
and the imported product in the relation to which the gentleman has 
referred; and we all know that when you reduce the rate on a com- 
modity you increase the consumption. When you reduced the postage 
on letters, you multiplied the number of letters, and the aggregate 
number of letters has increased. When sugar is cheaper the consump- 
tion is greater; and when you have reduced the price, the reduction 
of the duty has that effect upon any article, it at the same time in- 
creases the consumption. Such has been the case on wool and woolen 
goods, and these increased imports have increased the amount of money 
in the Treasury. With the Mills bill, if it ever becomes a law, the 
effect would be to increase the amount of money placed in the Treasury 
instead of reducing it. Itcan not be reduced so far as this question of 
reduction is concerned. Because when you place an article on the free- 
list, then you can reduce the duty paid into the Treasury; but when 

ou only propose to reduce the duty, and to not place it on the free- 
ist, you simply increase the importation and increase the consumption, 
and the amount of revenue is more than made up in many instances 
by the great increase in importation. e 

So it is here, Mr, Chairman. When youcheapen the price you sim- 
ply increase the consumption, and by increasing the consumption you 
increase the revenues of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suppose that argument is 
entirely satisfactory to gentlemen on that side of the House; and I now 
ask a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ifin order I desire to move an amendment by add- 
ing the words ‘‘or Brazil.” 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is in order pending the 
consideration of the substantive amendments. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will withdraw my former amendment, and now 
move to amend tha line by adding the words ‘‘imported from Brazil.” 

I want to state as distinctly as possible my suggestion of a few 
moments ago, which I then tried to make clear to the gentleman from 
Arkansas, as to the result of the reduction of taxation on this com- 
modity from 5 cents per pound to 3centsper pound, That is a reduc- 
tion of 40 per cent., a very considerable reduction. Now, what is 
the effect of the existing duty on this importation ? 

There were imported last year into this country of refined glycerine, 
1,786,748 pounds; but there were manufactured in this country during 
the same time between thirteen and fifteen millions of pounds. 

That is to say the 5-cent duty is almost prohibitory. Now, when 
you take a prohibitory duty and reduce it 40 per cent., is it conceivable 
that there will not be a large increase in the importation of the article? 

Mr. REED. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that that is the very object of the bill—to increase importations. That 
is what they made it for. 

Mr. ADAMS. Very well. Ifit is the object of the bill, and I have 
no doubt it is, then how can the Committee on Ways and Means esti- 
mate the effect of this change of the law on the surplus revenue of the 
Government, by assuming that precisely 1,786,748 pounds would be 
imported next year and the year after next, that being the precise 
number of pounds imported heretofore? If it be true that so large a 
reduction in the duty, which is now nearly prohibitory, will tly in- 
crease the importation, what becomes of their prediction that $25,734.96 
will be saved from the overburdened Treasury? And yet that same 
argument will follow almost all the way through the dutiable articles 
of this bill. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was, I believe, 
justified in saying that the effect of the bill as a whole might be even 
to add to the surplus. I have very little doubt that the dutiable part 
of the bill will considerably increase the income of the Government. 
As for what you put on the free-list and what you take from the inter- 
nal-revenue taxes, there is no question that you diminish directly the 
surplus revenues of the Government. But when you take the bill as 
a whole how can you appeal to this House without giving some expla- 
nation of what you consider to be the probable effect of the bill upon 
the surplus revenue of the Government as a whole? 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. REED. I onght to add that an effort was made to obtain the 
pinion of the Treasury Department as to the effect of this bill upon 

e revenues, but that tlie effort was resisted and defeated by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. Now, it seems tome the plain purpose of 
this bill (and it can have no other so far as these items to which we 
have arrived are concerned) is to increase importations. And yet the 
committee have come before the House and artes the country with a 


system of figures founded upon a state of facts which the bill is itself 
intended to destroy. In other words, they produce a bill which is in- 
tended to increase importations and they deceive the country by insist- 
ing that the importations are to remain the same. Now that position 
is not uncharacteristic. Itisrather natural. It is one that you would 
expect. As for their refusal to explain, to give you any definite facts 
to proceed upon, that is certainly in accordance with the plan of cam- 
paign which has been adopted by the other side. 

Iam glad to see it has been brought so distinctly before the House 
as it has been by the various arguments which have been presented. 
Here is a most delusive schedule, a schedule founded upon astatement 
of facts which this bill is intended to destroy, a statement which in 
its very nature must be untrue, and it is given to the country as true, 
and day after day they refuse and persist in refasing to give any ex- 
planation as to the effect of the bill. It is part and parcel of a pleas- 
ant plan they have. Yon see the only thing that troubles them to-day 
is the surplus, but they are engineering the surplus as a something 
against what they call the tariff tax. You notice how sedulously 
every gentleman on his feet emphasizes the word ‘‘tax.’’ They are 
using it for that purpose. Now, when they get through this bill and 
it begins to operate, if it should succeed in passing, the sole effect of it 
will be to give us with the growth of the country as big a surplus as 
we have now. Then they will come in with another bill, not for the 
purpose of injuring the industries of the country; not for that purpose, 
gentlemen on that side will say, but for the purpose of cutting out the 
surplus again. Then comes the second step, and so it goes on until the 
procession ends just where it started, for while they go on denying that 
they intend to start for that pointat all, nothing can show it more 
plainly than the very fact that they keep persisting in this statement 
they have made. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. As I understand the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] he criticises the Committee on Ways and 
Means because of the method which they have adopted in estimating 
the probable reductions in the revenue to be made under this bill, and 
finds fault with that committee because it has not submitted to the 
House some more trustworthy information upon that subject. Mr. 
Chairman, it will be found upon examination that there accompanies 
this bill a more thorough and complete estimate of the reduction of 
taxes to be made by it than, as I am informed, has ever accompanied 
any tariff bill presented to this House. Of course no man can con- 
jecture exactly what the importations for the next fiscal year will be, 
and the only estimate that can possibly be made is what would have 
been the revenue last year if the rates proposed by this bill had been 
in existence rather than the rates of the existing law. Now, I admit, 
as claimed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], that it is very 
possible that the reduction of duty upon some articles will increase the 
importations, and that the revenue from those articles will not fall off. 
But I have risen not so much to make these remarks as to show that 
the criticism which the gentleman makes upon the majority of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is one that he would not have made if he 
had recalled the debate upon the tariff bill that was brought into this 
House in the Forty-seventh Congress, under the leadership of Judge 
KELLEY, then chairman of the Committee on Waysand Means. Ihave 
here the RECORD in which Judge KELLEY’s opening speech in explana- 
tion of esse bill appears, and when he had concluded this question was 
put to him: 


Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. KELLEY., Certainly. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I think the House and the country will be very much disap- 
pointed at the gentleman’s failure to state his opinion as to the amount of rê- 
duction of the rates of duty and the amount of reduction in the revenue to be 
effected by this bill. I should be glad to hear the gentleman's opinion. 


To that question Mr. KELLEY responded as follows: 


have never seen submitted under similar circumstances before. Here isa table 

showing articles, amounts, and rates of duty under existing law and those re- 

pocen n House bill 7313, the computations being on the importations for the 
l year ending June 30, 1882. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is exactly what has been done in this case. 
We have made a calculation on the basis of the imports for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, and have brought into the House such es- 
timates as could be made upon that basis, believing, as Judge KELLEY 
expressed himself in the Forty-seventh Congress, that after all it is 
largely a matter of conjecture and not a matter of accurate estimate. 

Mr. REED. Ihave been so accustomed to something sharp and 
bright whenever the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON ] rises™ 
to his feet (and I regret that he rises so rarely) that I am a little sur- 
prised that he has not followed his usual custom this time. It must 
be evident to the House that he has failed to make any real answer to 
the suggestions that I have submitted. He shields himself behind a 
former chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means whom he is in 
the habit of repudiating upon all other occasions. He seems to feel 
that if he has come up to the level of something which has happened 
in the past he has done his entire duty. > 
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But I call his attention and the attention of the House to the fact 
that a request was made to the Committee on Ways and Means for an 
estimate on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury giving us the 
benefit of the best resources at his command to show us what reduction 
would necessarily or probably be the result of this tariff bill, and to 
the fact that that information has been refused by the committee to the 
country. Now, the Treasury Department has resources in that direc- 
tion which we do not know. Whether the same proposition was pre- 
sented to the former Committee on Ways and Means to which the gen- 
tleman has referred I do not know. Ido know that it was presented 
to this committee and that they refused to ask for the information. 
Instead of that, instead of saying to the House and to the country, as 
Judge KELLEY said, that they did not know what reduction would be 
made, they have boldly gone to the country with the statement that 
certain reductions would be made, that assertion being based upon a 
state of facts which their bill is intended to render—a state of false- 
hood. In other words, they tell the country that such and such will 
be the reduction when such and such things come to pass, which 
things their bill is intended to prevent from coming to pass. 

Now, what answer has been made to that charge? Gentlemen on 
the other side have gone before the country announcing that’ this bill 
makes a total reduction of so much in the revenucs, and then they get 
up here and admit thatas to a large part of it they do not know whether 
it will make any reduction ornot, while the experience of the past would 
indicate that it will probably yield an increase of revenue sufficient to 
counterbalance all that is put upon the free-list. If it does that we 
shall again be met with a surplus, and again we shall be told that 
‘tariff taxes must be reduced;’’? but during the next campaign all 
these gentlemen will be scattering themselves over the country, as some 
of them have already gone to New York, to tell the people that they 
do not mean free trade. The Democratic party never “means” what 
it intends todo. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Imove, pro forma, to strike out the 
last two words. I wish simply to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine to the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which is appended the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, giving, 
as far as it was possible for him to give, his estimates of the reductions 
proposed by the bill, showing that he did not refuse to answer the re- 
quest of the committee. 

- Mr. REED. Idid not charge him with refusing to answer; I charged 
the committee with refusing to ask. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Which was equally a mistake, 

Mr. REED. Iam right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ofcourse you are not right. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Here is the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury 

Mr. REED. Give us the letter addressed to him. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (reading): 

Mr. Talbott, clerk of your committee—— 

Mr. REED, Give us the letter addressed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The Secretary begins his letter 
with a reference to the letter of the committee. 

Mr. REED. Let us have the questions which were asked of the 
Secretary. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (reading): 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 14, 1888. 

Sır: Mr. Talbott, clerk of your committee, has presented me copies, respect- 
ively, of the proposed bill ‘‘to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue,” and of the tables relating to the same, with 
the request that I communicate to you my views as to the probable effect the 
adoption of the administrative sections of the bill would have upon the reve- 
nue, and also that I cause the computations in the tables to be verified, and 
footings of the column of “ values” therein to be made by experts in this De- 
partment, 

Mr. REED. That is, you asked his opinion about the effect of the 
administrative parts of the bill, but not about the rest. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. We submitted the other tables 
with the request that he should have them verified. 

Mr. REED. That is, add up the figures. * 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. No, sir; have them verified as to 
whether they were correct or not. 

Mr. REED. Do you mean to affirm that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says your estimate about that is correct? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The Secretary of the Treasury 
does not give estimates, because itis impossible for anybody to do that, 
but he gives his opinion as to each matter in turn under the bill. The 
gentleman will find his letter in the report of the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West Virginia does 
not intend to mislead the House, or if he does he is not going to be 
successful, because that table is a plain statement of the importations 
of a preceding year, and the duty is figured under this bill as if the 
importations would be the.same, when the bill intends that they shall 
not be the same. I beg pardon of the House for reiterating this, but 
after awhile the gentlemen on the other side will get hold of it. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. That is the very point I admitted 
in the beginniag—that nobody could speak definitely as to the future 
importations; that we must content ourselves with proceeding upon 
the basis of last year’s importations. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman give us his opinion on this 
point—— 

Mr. KERR. With regard to importations—— 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Here is a reduction from 5 cents to 3 cents (being a 
40 per cent. reduction) on an article of which last year less than two 
million pounds were imported, while from thirteen to fifteen million 
pounds were manufactured in the country. Now, will the gentleman 
from West Virginia say what, in his individual opinion, the effect of 
the reduction of duty will be—how much it will reduce or increase 
the revenue? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I can not answer such a question 
as to any particular item. Possibly there would not bea single addi- 
tional pound of crude glycerine imported, because, with the home sup- 
ply, there might not be needed for consumption in this country more 
of the foreign glycerine than was brought in last year. On the other 
hand, the removal of the duty might increase the supply of the im- 
ported article. But in any event, whether we are decreasing the sur- 
plus in the Treasury or not, we are decreasing the taxes imposed upon 
the people. [Applause on the Democratic side; derisive cries on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. REED. That is the point; the surplus is of no account; free 
trade is everything. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. On the other hand, with gentle- 
men on that side taxation is of no account, and subsidy for private in- 
dividuals is everything. [Applause on the Democratic side, ] 

Mr. REED. I am glad to hear the gentleman from West Virginia 
characterize protection in that way, because it shows what he is at 
heart. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. It is the truth. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment ofthe gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILsoNn] will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] renews it. ý 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] states that the Committee on Ways and 
Means refused to refer the bill proposing a reduction of taxes to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Sir, that matter came before the commit- 
tee more than once, and it came in more than one form. There is no 
doubt whatever in the minds of the Democratic members of the com- 
mittee that every means possible was resorted to, principally under 
the leadership of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], to retard 
and delay and hinder the measures to reduce the surplus in the Treas- 
ury, until he and his associates felt constrained by the lash of an in- 
dignant public sentiment to cease their obstructive measures. 

Sir, when they wanted to refer this bill to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in a way which involved nothing but delay the Democratic mem- 
bers of the committee were unwilling to enter into any such policy. 
But the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury is proof that we did re- 
fer the tables which are appended, and which the gentleman knows 
and which he can not deny, and if he does he can not bring facts to 
substantiate him, are the forms of tables officially employed to show 
the effect of a tax bill upon the revenues of the country. e were not 
sro ese to stop in the consideration of this important part of the pub- 
lic business in order to wait until the figures of the Secretary could get 
back to us, because we had the same figures in the usual official form 
compiled by our clerk, who is one of the most painstaking and most 
experienced and accurate experts in such matters in this country. 

lt was a question of delay, and only a question of delay, which met 
with the opposition of the Democratic members of the committee. We 
had the tables compiled by the clerk, and we sent those same tables 
to the Secretary, and the Secretary’s comment has been read by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wmson]. We subsequently put 
at their command the same figures in the form of this document which 
I hold in my hand, and which gives the estimated reduction at fifty- 
three millions of dollars. It gives every bit of information ever given 
that I know of in such cases. The gentleman suggests no different 
form of information. For my part I know of no better form. It gives 
every estimate. It gives more precise information in reference to every 
item than does any other statement, so far as I know, ever compiled 
by or for the committee or the House. It gives the pago in the pres- 
ent law to which each item refers, the imports, units of value, and all 
that. The gentlemen have had all that was ever offered and more. 
They have had it unceasingly thrust at them. The gentleman from 
Maine can get up here and make the assertions he does, but he can not 
substantiate them by any documents, nor does he suggest any improve- 
ment on the tables at command. ; 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman drops into oratory 
and talks about my being lashed, he is only indulging in that style of 
rhetoric so suitable to his own sunny clime, but so unsatisfactory in 
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this region. [Laughter.] The fact of the case is, stripped of rhetoric, 
the demand was made, and this bill was reported weeks after that de- 
mand was made. Ample time there was and no delay designed or 
dreamed of. 

As for the asseveration there has been any attempt to make delay 
the gentleman states a fact within his own knowledge that is not so. 
In the Committee on Ways and Means efforts were made for a short 
period of time to obtain information with regard to the reasons and 
facts which induced the opening of the various items of this bill. 

As soon after careful effort as it was ascertained the other side had 
determined to afford to the House, to the country, and to their col- 
leagues no information whatever, there was no more delay except to 
take votes on the items of the nll. And he knows and every man 
knows in this House that with the use of one-quarter of the powers 
which the parliamentary laws give us we might have detained the bill 
in the committee ten hours for every one which has been consumed. 
Here we have gone sedulously to work taking up item by item; men 
have risen to their feet as the interests of their constituents prompted 
them, and if debate has taken a wide range it only shows how wide in 
its extent has been the stroke against the industries of the country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] If there have been many topics 
discussed during the consideration of this bill it is because of the fact 
that many of the industries of this country have been attacked; and I 
am very sure that the gentleman from Arkansas upon reflection will 
deem it desirable not to repeat that there has been any unnecessary 
delay with regard to the progress of the bill. When we consider that 
under the leadership of the present Speaker of this House, at the short 
session of the Forty-seventh Congress, seven weeks of the session were 
spent on one-half of the items of the bill, it is surprising that they 
should have the courage to make as many repetitions of this attack as 
they have seen proper to make. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, when the Dem- 
ocratic party, under the leadership of the present Speaker of this 
House, delayed the consideration of the tariff bill to which the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] alludes, they delayed the considera- 
tion see the distinctly announced purpose of defeating the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. REED. They announced nothing of the kind. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I repeat, with the distinct 
announcement that they intended to defeat the passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED. On the contrary, they denied that such was their in- 
tention. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have never heard it stated 
by any member on this side of the House that such was not the fact. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman was not in parliamentary existence at 
that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is true. I was not in par- 
liamentary existence at that time, and I speak only of what I have read, 
heard, and believe, and not of what I can know of my own knowledge; 
but the fact has never been denied but often so stated by my associates 
on this side of the House. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is not familiar with all the facts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They have stated to me that 
they intended to kill it; that they condemned it; they make no secret 
here now that it was their intention to defeat it; that they fought it 
for the purpose of defeating it; and I know of none of my associates on 
this side of the House here now who were in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress who will get up and deny that such was the 

Mr. REED. No; they never deny past history; it is always the 


present. 
; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, sir, as regards the par- 
liamentary power of the committee —— 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me complete what I was 
saying first. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want to ask the gentleman in this 
connection on that very bill—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I refuse to yield to the gen- 
tleman; I have not yet answered what has been stated by the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

[Cries of ‘*‘Sit down !’’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman will not yield? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will answer the gentleman 
after I have concluded my answer to the statements which have been 
made by the gentleman from Maine. 

Now, sir, as far as the question of the parliamentary power of the 
committee is concerned, to which allusion has heen made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, the Democratic majority of that committee could 
have brought that bill out of committee and before the House at any 
time without asking anything whatever of the minority of the com- 
mittee. + 

But, sir, we did put one month at the disposal of the minority; and 
while I do not care to go intoa question of personal allusions with the 
gentleman from Maine, yet as a matter of evidence, as a matter of 
which I believe to be absolutely true, I file my conviction in the state- 


ment that there is nota word or a suggestion that he makes about these 
proe as he has now stated them to this committee, that is true. 


Applause on the ocratic side, ] 

I contradict it in toto. I contradict and deny it absolutely and em- 
phatically; and Istate my belief that under his leadership, a leadership 
the most discourteous, the most insolent and as brutal as any ever wit- 
nessed in even a degraded assemblage of degraded men, he hindered 
the progress of this bill until, in my opinion, he shrank under the lash 
of an indignant public sentiment which demanded a reduetion of the 
surplus revenues of this country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I do not make any question contravening the statement of what the 
gentleman believes or asserts as his belief. With that I have nothing 
to do, but I resent with unutterable contempt the base insinuation he 
makes as to the integrity of my belief; and I file this statement in no 
spirit of animosity, but in a spirit of earnestness and zeal as distinct 
testimony of what I believe to be the truth of history, to go upon the 
records of this House to vindicate the Democratic party. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
If there be no objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the House during the discussion 
of the tariff in the Forty-seventh Congress, and being a new member I 
had little to do but listen. I remember distinctly that the present 
Speaker of the House, during that discussion repudiated all the while 
having in view any object like delay. He said he proposed to discuss 
the measure, and he did discuss it at length and with very great abil- 
ity; but he denied having in view the defeat of the bill by the con- 
sumption of time, and he refused to take part in any filibustering that 
took place at that time or looking to that end. 

This the record will show. I never heard it said during that discus- 
sion by any man on the Democratic side of the House, that the course of 
the Democratic party aimed at the destruction of the bill by the con- 
sumption of time. The Speaker, as I then understood him, was notin 
favor of resorting to any method except fair discussion followed by a 
vote, and I did not hear any one admit at that time that the course 
then pursued was intended only to defeat the bill by delay and by con- 


sumption of time. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, we have heard a great deal 
of discussion, not only to-day but in days past, about the difference of 
opinion between the members of the committee in the deliberations on 
this bill. That may be very material to them as men; but to this 
House and to the public generally, the people of the United States, it 
does not amount to anything. What we are here for is to re nt the 
people, to look after their interests; not to look after the fighting in- 
terests of the members of that committee. I take it for granted more 
attention ought to be given to the bill than to quarrels between those 

ies. 

I want to say this, with all due respect to the committee, if they had 
been in earnest and desirous of helping the people of the land, reliev- 
ing them from taxation, they could have found a quicker, a shorter, 
and better method than the one they have adopted. They state that 
they propose doing what? To reduce the revenue $50,000,000 a year. 
That is all they propose doing. Thatisall they are asked to do by our 
worthy President. By that means the surplus in the Treasury will be 
stayed. If that is the only object they have in view, andif that is the 
only instruction they have received from their worthy leader, why did 
they not at once adopt the method of taking the duty off of sugar? 
That is $50,000,000 a year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Fifty-five millions, 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Would not that have relieved the people 
of this country from their taxes? Why notselect one item and not at- 
tack all the industries from Maine to California? That would only 
have destroyed one industry in this country. Yet I say to the commit- 
tee I would not be in favor of that. Iam glad they kept the sugar tax 
asitis. I only wish they had donbled it. It would be no hardship 
to the people of this country if they had doubled the tariff on sugar, 
for the reason that sugar to-day is cheap enough. It is cheaper than it 
has been for the last thirty years. It would have been very creditable 
to them if they had doubled the tariff on sugar. It would have en- 
couraged the planting of sugar and the manufacture of it in this coun- 
try. As it is now the tariff on sugar is not enough. Itis not sufficient ` 
to encourage the planters to continue planting it. For that reason 
most of the sugar is raised in Cuba, Demerara, and other foreign coun- 
tries. 

But if the only object had been to reduce the revenue of the Govern- 
ment $50,000,000 it might have been done at onestroke. That would 
have saved all the discussion in this House, which appears to be likely 
to continue for a month longer. It would have reduced taxation and 
at the same time it would have relieved the people of the extra price 
on r. 

I believe there is not a man on this side of the House but what would 
be willing to increase the bounty to the sugar-grower providing they 
had struck that out. Iam satisfied that would have been the case. 
So either way, either by increasing the duty or striking it off, they 
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would have accomplished the purpose and would have saved all this dis- 
cussion which is alarming the country and disturbing the industries of 
the land. In every paper you will read that miis are shutting down 
and workmen are being cut in their wages. y? Simply because 
this tariff bill is discussed. They apprehend a destruction of the indus- 
tries by the competition that will come in from Europe. Any think- 
ing man who will look at this question will see that the only element 
of this country to be benefited by the reduction of the tariff is the rich. 
The poor people pay none of the tariff except on whisky and tobacco, 
and those are the very items on which you want to keep up the tax. 
There is another case where you could have struck the duty off if you 
pleased. Why did you not do that? That is over $50,000,000. If 
ou had struck out the two items of whisky and tobacco you would 
ve saved the industries of this country instead of destroying them; 
and you would have relieved the workingmen from the tax they pay 
on whisky and tobacco. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. Thegentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
stated that it was the avowed purpose of the Democratic party in the 
Forty-seventh Congress to defeat the tariff bill that that Con- 
e Mr. Chairman, the Forty-seventh Congress elected the Hon. 

. Warren Keifer, Republican, Speaker by a majority of only two votes. 
It was a House almost exactly divided, with a majority of but two 
members, and the Democratic party were able—oh, no; not the Dem- 
ocratic party, but the rebel brigadiers. [Derisive laughter and ap- 
plause long continued on the Democratic side. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, they are always ready to applaud whenever the 
Southern brigadiers are mentioned. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] The Southern brigadiers [loud and continued applause 
on the Democratic side] could filibuster for a number of weeks to de- 
feat the State tax bill, with a small majority even of their own party; 
and finally lashed the entire Democratic party into their measures this 
session. But, Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-seventh Congress, when the 
Republicans had a majority of but two, the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] said the avowed pu of their party was to 
defeat that bill, and yet they could not with their big vote defeat it, 
but allowed it to pass. 

If they did intend to defeat it with that vote and failed to do it, that 
only shows that they were true to their record as cowards not to do that 
which they had the power todo. [Jeers and derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


has expired. 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed to 
proceed. 

[Cries of ‘'Go on !” ‘Go on!’ on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. Halfa minute more and I shall have done. 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democratic side.) Take five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of my colleague [Mr. Brum] be extended for five minutes. 

[Cries on the Democratic side of ‘‘Make it ten!’] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I move to amend by making the time 
ten minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has no time to 
yield. [Laughter.] Unanimous consent is asked that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] be allowed to proceed for five min- 
utes. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRUMM. I have only a few words to add. I say, then, that 
the Democratic party, if they intended to defeat that bill and failed to 
do it, were either too cowardly to carry out their intent, or the gentle- 
man from Arkansas showed his entire ignorance of the facts, or he ma- 
liciously and willfully misstated them on this floor. [Renewed jeers 
on the Democratic side]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman, who is always so moderate and so well-informed, whether he 
ever heard of the Keifer ruling, hy which the rules of the House were 
changed and the Democratic party here were completed gagged? 

TheCHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn, and the question recurs upon 
striking out the line, which the Clerk will again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Glycerine, refined, 3 cents per pound. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. REED, I moveto strike outthelast word. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has raised between 
him and myself not exactly a question of veracity, buta question as to 
which of us would be most liable to be mistaken as to a fact. [Laugh- 
ter.] He has asseverated in the presence of this Co: the Fiftieth, 
that the gentlemen of his party in opposing the tariff bill of the Forty- 
seventh Congress distinctly and openly avowed that that was their 
purpose. I asseverate the contrary. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman permit 
me a moment? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I donot asseverate that of my 
knowledge, but of my belief. Iwas not present and do not know of 
my own knowledge. I have no doubt of it, however. 

Mr. REED. I will give the gentleman the benefit of his explanation, 
and will now proceed. In the presence of the Democrats of the Forty- 
seventh Congress, who then knew what they were doing and what they 
were willing to avow they were doing, I made some observations, which 
will be found on page 2136 of the sixty-first volume of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. I will not read the whole of what I then said, but 
awe read sufficient to show that the question was distinctly put to 
them. 

They— 


The Democrats— 


have, in the face and eyes of this country, for the last week and more, dil- 
atory motions, by resort to every parliamentary tactic derived from their fer- 
tile knowledge of such subjects, by the enunciation of every trifle they could 
think of upon unimportant points, indicated their disposition to beat this bill 
by any means—as was said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLanp}—fair 


or foul; but they have not the courage even of their Lage hese The a 
when 


dare to-day to come here and say so. When there isa debate like th 
things must put on their best face, it is not the gentlemen from lUinols [Mr. 
SPRINGER and Mr, i terete who are put to the front. It is the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr, CARLISLE], and he talks to us about the liberty of 
speech, while the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], in his own proper 
| Saera illustrates the license of speech. The gentleman from Kentucky says 

has not proposed any factious amendments. No; that is not his rôle. It 
would not sit fittingly upon him. He is of too high character to do that work; 
but others are set to do it before his very face and eyes. This country knows 
that these gentlemen mean to beat this bill. The country would be glad if they 
had at least the virtue of courage and would avow it. 


Now, if they had-avowed it openly in that Congress could I have 
used such language without dispute in their presence? 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman will do me the honor toadmit that I 
did avow it, because he refers there to the fact that I made the avowal 
on this floor. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is the only one. Mr. CARLISLE dis- 
tinctly denies it, as you will find by his remarks on page 2135 of the 
RECORD. 

Now, it is perfectly well known by every man who was a member of 
the Forty-seventh Congress, it is known to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND], that repeated charges of this kind were made and 
they were repeatedly denied. Instead of avowing it they absolutely 
refused to avow it; but took refuge in dilatory motions, Now, you can 
see the courage which it requires of gentlemen of the same party to 
come here after treating a tariff bill in that manner in a short session 
of Congress and object to legitimate, fair, and proper discussion of this 
bill. 

Mr. BLAND. If I remember correctly, we had only one week’s de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole on that bill before it was taken out of 
committee and passed. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman’s memory does not serve him correctly. 

Mr. BLAND. I think that was stated by Mr. CARLISLE in his speech 
before the adoption of the rule. 

Mr. REED. The bill was never passed; the Democratic party killed 
it by delays. We stopped when we were half-way through with it. 

Mr. BLAND. But the bill from the Senate was taken up and passed. 

Mr. REED. We the Senate bill in very short order, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. If there be no objection, 
the pro forma amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the pro forma amendment. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] has alluded to the fact that in the discussion 
of this bill the opprobrious name ‘‘ taxes’’ has been almost invariably 
applied on the other side to tariff duties. That is the fact; and when 
the other side of the House has been charged by this side with advo- 
cating free trade, I have not observed during the whole progress of this 
debate a single gentleman rise in his place and protest that that side of 
the House was not in favor of free trade or in favor of a policy which 
would lead to free trade. But we have asserted that in the campaign 
of 1884 protectionist Democrats like my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] 
and others declared upon the stump that the Democratic party was not 
in favor of free trade and was in favor of protection. 

I wish now to call attention to the fact that thus early in the cam- 
paign—almost immediately after the nominations of the two parties 
for the Presidency have been made—our amiable and kindly Speaker, 
in a speech delivered the other night in New York City, after declar- 
ing that the Democratic party is not in favor of free trade, proceeded 
to say: 

After a careful investigation of the whole subject— 

The tariff subject— 
it was thought best to propose the abolition of the internal-revenue taxes upon 


unmanufactured chewing and smoking tobacco, not including cigars, cigarettes, 
and acy pear | and the a of tariff taxes on certain axticlan of KORON ty, with 
moderate 


uctions of the rates of duty upon others where the existing rates 
were unusually high; and accordingly the kno 
the Mills bill was prepared and reported, 


measure now so widely wn as 
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‘Governor Hill, of New York, in making a on the same occa- 
sion, declares that the Democratic party is not in favor of free trade, 
and states also that the effort of the Democrats in Congress is to reduce 
the duties where they are too high, and to correct inequalities and ab- 
surdities in the existing law. It will be observed that the Democratic 
speakers who have already gone upon the stump, even while this bill 
is pending in the House, do not use the opprobrious term ‘‘ taxes,’’ 
but they adopt the more euphonious word ‘‘duties,’’ and speak of the 
tariff as needing revision on account of ‘‘inequalities’’? and of re- 
ducing duties where they are ‘‘unusually high.’ The attitude thus 
taken before the country on behalf of the Democratic party by the 
Speakerof this House, when heappears before an audience of Democrats 
in the city of New York, and taken by the governor of the State of New 
York before the same audience, is inconsistent with the stand taken 
by the Democratic members of the House of Representatives, who 
characterize duties all the way through as ‘‘taxes,’’ and endeavor by 
the frequent use of that term to bring opprobrium and odium upon the 
tariff system of the country. k 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. ' 

Mr. YARDLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to oceupy time, nor 
to interfere with the entertainment which has been in progress here; 
but I desire to call attention to the fact that the duty upon glass 
bottles, demijohns, and pickle and preserve jars is 1 cent per pound 
under the present law, while the Mills bill, as now presented, makes 
the duty three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. To show the unfair- 
ness and injustice of this reduction as affecting a great industry in my 
district, I desire to have read a letter which I send tothe desk from the 
Diamond Glass Company. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Roversrorp, PA., March 9, 1888. 


Dear Sm: We notice in the Mills tariff bill, just introduced in the House of 
Representatives, that there is a proposed reduction on duty of empty bottles to 
three-quarters of a cent per pound, and makes filled bottles in many cases free. 
Have that committee an idea of what they are trying to do, or do they wish the 
glass manufacturers of the United States to shut down until our workmen submit 
to work for same wages as Europe is paying. Why, atthe rate of duty now, lcent 
per pound, we meet with competition almost every week, and Lhave seen fig- 
ures from Dresden and Belginm the same as ours on the same contract, and our 
figures were low atthat. The imports on this line of were 75 per cent. 
greater last year than the year previous, and recent orders given by a number 
of small dealers at still lower rates than six months ago indicate still greater 
imports for next season at prices American manufacturers can not afford to meet. 

As the present duty of 1 cent per pound does not cover the difference in wages 
between imported articles and domestic, any reduction on rates will decrease 
production in the United States, increase imports, and must of necessity increase 
revenue; you can see at first glance the foolishness of the pro; reduction. 

Under existing tariff regulations n-glass bottles when imported, if filled, 
pay, 30 per cent. ad valorem in addition to duty on contents. The difference 

tween specific and ad valorem duty on same c of bottles, one being empty 
the other filled, is as follows: We will take a 23-ounce, green, quart bottle, of 
which there are hundreds of gross imported into the United States yearly, filled 
with just water, which can be emptied out and the bottles used for other pur- 


poses. 


Items. 


Cost of manufacturing in Europe.. 
Packing and freight to seaboard 

Freight to America.. 
Duty...... 


* Specific duty on 207 pounds of glass, at 1 cent per pound. 
7 Ad valorem duty of 30 per cent. : we 


Making a difference of $1.43—a marked difference, and that of itself is sum- 
cient to be brought before Congress, 

The manufacture of glassware in your district is a young industry, and bids 
fair to grow considerably in a short time if it is not restricted by some tariff 
tinkers who know nothing about the business. You being our Representative 
we look to you for pro! on, $ 

We are yours, ete., 
DIAMOND GLASS COMPANY. 
J. M. SCHELLINGER, Secretary. 

Mr. ROBERT M. YARDLEY. 


Mr. YARDLEY. So far as I know there has not been a single peti- 
tion and there is not a single individual asking for a reduction on these 
articles in this bill. My constituents, on the contrary, are protesting 
against it, and I ask to have read by the Clerk a petition signed by 
fifty-five laboring men in Montgomery County, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, against it. f 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Members of the House of a oes ie of the 
United Slates, in Congress : 

We, the undersigned, n and colored glass bottle blowers and other citizens 
of Montgomery County, Pennsylvania,interested in the manufacture of glass bot- 
tles, most respectfully petition your honorable body against the 25 per cent. re- 
duction in import duty aoe and colored es posed in the Mills 
tariff bill. Under the e g tariff on glass bottles a co! rable importation 


ce of labor equivalent to the 
duty. Your petitioners claim the present duty to be as low as it should be to 
Snati ‘Gus manetenurers:to COANA with ARSA TORN and pay 


wages that such exhausting labor is entitled to. And we most respectfully ask 
Aaa yor gic) body that the present duty of one cent per pound should be re- 
tained. « 
And your petitioners shall ever pray, etc. 
H. Kal Martin 


tenbach, E.D, , D. G. McCaig, Henry Schnell, Jos. F. 
iaid Andrew J. Christic, Henry Long, Chris. Cel Thomas 


erwood, S. Carnelo, S. M. Houck, B. Wentzell, J. Ruckel, 


F. Carmelia, W. nag J. W. Hiller, D. D. Holcombe, J. Mer- 
ritt Schellinger, William J. Ralston, John B. Moser, A. W. Ber! 
H. S. Mattes, J. Stokeley, James F. Walsh, George Lewis, Jacob 
Wentzell, Arthur Roxby, J. A. Frederick, Chas, Raiser, Apey 
Busherd, Jobn Crothers, L. B.Strouse, E. M. h A. 

imer, E. Matthews, F. Matthews, E. S. Langner, John C. 
ickle, B. Geisinger, Chas. A. Price, H. W. Fredirici, Patrick 
Hynes, John B, rey, Theo. Porter, W. M. Stickle, Henry 
Ganner, Edward Thomas, T. A. Fry, Martin McJuane, Jobn E. 
Schrack, B. McMahon, W. F. Buckwalter, Harry Carmelia, 
Frank Eppehimer, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the formal 
amendments are withdrawn. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and I do so for the purpose of having read, in answer to what 
has been read on the other side of the House, a card, which is only a 
sample of numbers I am receiving every day from the people of the 
First Congressional district of Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 


Mr. W. J. STONE : 

We are watching Congress with cager interest. You say to them fellows they 
may as well agree to reduce that tariff. We clod-hoppers are going to patch 
goena wool hats and tie up our last winter brogans with hickory bark until 
its done. 

Yours, truly, 


[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read in my time a petition from laboring men of Beaver Falls, 
in the Congressional district I have the honor to represent, on this same 
subject. Itis one of strong protest against the passage of the Mills 
bill. The paper is signed by skilled laborers, men who make iron 
nails and glass, men who make machinery of the finest quality. The 
signers of the petition livein a town that has graded schools, numerous 
churches, and a flourishing college. They are industrious men, proud 
of the name of laborers. They are men who delight in the prosperity 
of their thriving city, which is a very hive of industry. They know 
the good effects of the American system of protection. They have seen 
the various industries in which they are employed grow and increase 
with protection. It has enabled them to receive good wages and sup- 
port themselves and families in comfort. They have seen their town 
grow from a small village to its present size, and they view with dread 
your attack on their industries. They solemnly protest against the 
passage of the Mills bill. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

BEAVER FALLS, April 9, 1888, 
Hon. O. Jackson and the Congress of the United States: 

We the laboring class of this, your Congressional district, feel that if the pres- 
ent Mills tariff bill becomes a law that it will injure the laboring classes and the 
industries of this district. We would petition you and your honorable body to 
use your utmost to defeat the passage of said bill, as we feel confident that if 


Irox HILL, KY., June 20, 1888. 


J.M. DEAN. 


passed it will be detrimental to all concerned, 
PETITIONERS, 
G.C. Hamilton, heater, New Brighton, Pa.; Alfred Turner, roller; 
William Ruckert, heater; Samuel Turner, blacdsmith; James W. 
Murray, shearman; Jackson Vaughn. Joseph Tate, A. J. Hagan, 
G. W. Murray, Thomas Holt, Frank Ka’ n, Christopher Kee- 
ling, Anthony Lloyd, Hamilton X. Gosneyr, Athea X. Fox, John 
Ritz, Jona! ans, Fred Small, H. Readman, Fred N. Har- 
lan, B. Young, Joseph James, John Greenwood, Thomas Bates, 
asore Hales, A. O. Ross, William Rogers, roller; Elmer Johne 
son, Thomas Hagan, William Cole, J. F. Wilson, G. W. Tomlin, 
tailor; Jno. O. Bart, Frank Boswell, 8. L. Fridiger, ©. H. Kel- 
ley, W. A. Heckathom, molder; P. W. Boswell, John Boswell, 
John Martin, H. A. Moore, John Fagan, Richard Kennedy, James 
S. Paterson, Edward W. Jones, William Doyle, Frank McQuillaa, 
John E. West, W.N. Rea, Chas. W. May, Martin Mooney, Johu 
B. Barratt, Thos. Minehin, James Wynn, Charley Kure, William 
Stirling, Wm. Warner, G. W, Coates, D. Å, Garden. 

Mr. JACKSON. My friend from Kentucky says, as I understand 
him, that his petition for this bill is from the clod-hoppers or hickory- 
barkers in his district, and I hope he does not have many such as these— 
men who do not want to see thriving and prosperous communities grow- 
ing up as the result of skilled labor and industry. The men I speak 
for, and who protest against the passage of the Mills bill in the petition 
which has been read, are those who are skilled workmen; who have 
built up a thriving town with prosperous industries. The petitioners 
in my district, as I have stated, are surrounded with schools and 
churches,»whose wives and children are refined and educated women, 
as lovely as any thesun shines on, well dressed and happy. These con- 
stitute the class which this bill strikes at. If the constituents of my 
Kentucky friend would only visit our thriving towns and see the bene- 
fits of protection they would never favor the Mills bill again. It is to 
change the clod-hoppers to skilled laborers with happy homes in every 
part of our country that I favor the system of protection. I shall wel- 
come the day when every part of Kentucky and the whole land shall 
enjoy its benefits. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I believe my time has not expired, Mr. 
Chairman, and I only wish to say in reply to the gentleman from Penn- 
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- sylvania tha Iam proud to represent upon this floor men who culti- 
vate the soil and who live on their own earnings and do not wish to 
take what belongs to others, but remain content with that which is 
their own. Their honest toil crowns them with honor, and they do 
not seek to impose burdens of taxation upon others in order that they 
may reap greater profits like the constituents who oppose the passage of 
the Mills bill. It may be the “‘clod-hoppers ’’ do not wear the costly 
Clothing or indulge in the luxuries of the gentleman’s constituents, but 
itisequally true that they only spend upon themselves the money which 
they honestly earn, and that they do not indulge in extravagant ex- 
penditures which are paid for by unjust burdens of taxation imposed 
upon others who are least able to hear them. My constituents prefer 
to cultivate the soil and to labor in the fields and to live fairly and 
justly, and to do equal and exact jastice to all. They are in favor, 
therefore, of doing away with the dangerous surplus by reduction of 
taxation. 

[Here the hammer feli. ] 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Acid, acetic, acetous, or pyroligneous acid, exceeding the specific gravity of 
1,047, 5 cents per pound, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE,.of Arkansas. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

Mr. ADAMS. I suppose this line will be understood as pending? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLOUNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of a joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide tem- 
porarily for the expenditures of the Government, with an amendment 
in which concurrence was requested. 

TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iask the House to consider the amendment of 
the Senate to the joint resolution extending the appropriations for 
thirty days. > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the Senate amend- 
ment. ¢ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1,line 11, of the joint resolution, strike out the word “amount” where 
it occurs the second time. 

Mr. RANDALL. The word stricken out was inserted by a clerical 
error, being a mere repetition of the word. It does not change in any 
way the purport of the resolution. I move, therefore, to concur in the 
Senate amendment. ‘The error was made in transcribing. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does this extend theappropriations fortwenty days? 
Mr. RANDALL. Thirty days. 

The S¢nate amendment was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House the 
House is to take a recess at 5 o’clock until 8 o'clock to consider pension 
bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I move that the House 
now take the recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’cloek and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., resumed its 
session, 

BETSY LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. MORROW. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood. 

Mr. MATSON. Unless there is some special reason for taking this 
up out of its regular order I shall object. 

Mr. MORROW. This is an exceptional case. This is the daughter 
of a Revolutionary hero, and she is ninety-five years of age. 

Mr. MATSON. I have no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Betsy k- 


wood, daughter of Joseph Mather, deceased, and a commissioned officer of the 
war of the Revolution, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pomel; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent ta discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 10579. : 

Mr. MATSON. If there is any special reason I would like to know 
what it is why this bill should be passed out of its order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I object, and move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to consider bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent, at the earnest request of 
several members, that each member present may be permitted to call 
up one bill. 

There was no objection. 

SAMUEL. MASSEY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I ask to call up the bill (H. 
R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Samuel Massey, of Charleston, Swain 
County, North Carolina, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


At the beginning of the late war the claimant was a resident of Swain County, 
North Carolina, and a strong Union man. He wasnotregularly enrolled in the 
service of the Union Army, but received orders from General Carter, then op- 
erating in East Tennessee, by whom papers of loyalty were issued, authorizing 
said claimant to engage in poate men forthe Union Army. Healleges that 
he made from 1862, first trip, to the time of the surrender of Knoxville, last trip, 
eleven round trips to Knoxville, pet Bara meet h to the Federal Army about 
four hundred penes from Western North Carolina and upper South Carolina. 

He alleges that next to the last trip he made to Knoxville he and his guard 
had an encounter with Confederate soldiers near Waynesville, in which three 
Confederate soldiers were wounded, and thereafter on same day,at Davis Gap 
and Pigeon River, Recruiting Officer John Swanger and Pink Inman, who was 
with claimant, were killed. About one week thereafter claimant was captured 
on the headwaters of Cany Fork, and was carried to Webster and put in jail. 
A short time thereafter he was carried to Quallatown and put under guard of 
twelve men,and on the third night he succeeded in removing the handcuffs 
from his wrists. He threw ashes in the eyes of the immediate guard and es- 
eaped, but in doing so was shot through the right leg, throughthe muscle, from 
which wound he was confined to his bed and room for ninety days. 

He all that he has never been able to do hard manual labor since the in- 
fliction of said wound; thatthe recruiting papers given by General Carter were 
on the person of John Swanger when killed; that he was at that time illiterate, 
could neither read nor write, and did not know the contents of the papers, ex- 
cept as informed by General Carter and others; that he was r zed and 
acted as recruiting officer for the United States, and during said Pace, Fs was fur- 
a clothing, ammunition, and arms by the United States Army at Knox- 
ville. 

Lebo Gibson testifies that he has known claimant since 1860; that he was one 
ofa party of twenty-seven conducted to the Union at eight of whom he 
remembers were Federal officers esca] from prison at Columbia, 8. C.; he saw 
the recruiting paper of claimant, and knows that he was recognized and actedas 
recruiting officer for the United States. 

Andy A. Crawford testifies that he has known claimant over thirty years; 
that he was engaged, as he understood and believed, over two years in the re- 
cruiting service of the United States; that he had to his (Crawford's) knowl- 
ee enveyos four different parties of loyalists from Western North Carolina 
to Tennessee, about 125 miles, numbering from one hundred to two hun- 
dred men, up to 1863. He was one of a party of about thirty conveyed to East 
Tennessee by said claimant. 

E. Everett testifies that he is acquainted with claimant; that after claim- 
ant's capture as alleged he was put in his ; that he escaped by removing 
his handcuffs and throwing ashes in the eyes of his guard. The next he heard 
was that claimant had been shot in the leg while making good his escape. 

D. K. Collins testifies that he wasasoldier in the Confederate army and on dut: 
at Quallatown when claimant was brought in a prisoner. While he was card: 
ing him claimant made his escape, and he fired on him, the ball taking effect in 
the N leg, as he was informed. 

W. J. Worley testifies that he was in the Union Army from 1863 to 1865. He 
knew claimant, and knows that for three years it was generally understood 
that claimant was serving as recruiting officer for the United States Army. 

The evidence before the committee seems to fully establish the fact that the 
claimant was in the service of the United States as zaono nn rece that his 
services were of great value; that while acting as such recruiting officer he was 
taken prisoner, and in making his escape was shot as all 2 

The committee believe this to be a meritorious case,and therefore submit a 
favorable report and recommend the ge of the bill with the following 
ba yagone 7 After “pension-roll,”’ in line 5, insert “and pay him the pension 
of a captain. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES C. WHITE. 


Mr. HUNTER. Icall up the bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension 
to James C. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena etic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll,subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James C, White, late a private of 
Company I, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 

It appears that claimant was enrolled and mustered into the United States 
service in Taylor County, Kentucky, on the 29th day of September, 1861, for 
three years, and while serving in that command at Atlanta, , he incurred a 
double rupture by heavy lifting while employed in the commissary departmen t, 
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He filed an application for pension in the usual way on the 4th day of Angon; 
H wi 


1 but the cl as rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, 1887, “on the ground that aftera reasonable time claimant has failed to 
furnish the necessary evidence to establish his claim.” 

The character and location of the trouble was such as to preclude the possibil- 
ity of comrades seeing the accident occur. Even the claimant was ignorant of 
the true nature of the injury for some time after its incurrence, hence ina- 
aro gg furnish positive proof as to the exact time and place the hernia was pro- 

uced. 

It is shown by a joint afidavit of two comrades, James Anderson and Cyrus 
W. Murphy, furnished on the 19th day of August, 1884, that soon after the heavy 
lifting referred to claimant called their attention to the tumor; that they saw 
the hernia then and have him complain of it up to the date their state- 
ment was furnished, ' 

W. G. Hunter, United States examining surgeon at Burkesville, Cumberland 
County, Kentucky, made an official examination of claimant on the 10th day of 
September, 1883, and stated as follows: 

“T find this ne afflicted with incomplete direct inguinal hernia of both 
sides, or double inguinal hernia, These tumors are reducible, and a double truss 
which he wears keeps the tumors back.” 

Your committee are decidedly of the opinion that claimant incurred hernia 
in the service and in the line of duty, as alleged, and therefore make this favor- 
able report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MOSES T. COFFEY. 


Mr. MATSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension 
to Moses T. Coffey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Moses T. Coffey, late a private in Com- 
pany H, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


Claimant enlisted February 10, 1865, asa private in Company H, One hundred 
and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and was mustered out with 
company, by reason of close of the war, September 5, 1865. 

In his application for pension, filed February 7, 1585, claimant alleges that 
while in camp near Nashville, Tenn., about March 15, 1865, he ine a rupt- 
ure ofthe left side, and at the same time and place he injured his back by a 
strain when making a leap or jump; that he also claims pension for erysipelas, 
resulting in deafness of both ears, said disease having been contracted near Pu- 
laski, Tenn., about April 5, 1865. 

The claim was rejected January 27, 1887, on the ground that the alleged rupt- 
ure of left side and injury of back were not incurred in the line of duty; that 
the claimant has stated his inability to furnish the n proof to show that 
deafness resulted from erysipelas or is otherwise due to the service, and that 
erysipelas is not shown to have caused any disability. 

he records on file in the office of the Surgeon-General, United States Army, 
show that claimant was admitted to Sixth Division Hospital at Pulaski, Tenn., 
Apai 5, 1865, with erysipelas, and returned to duty June 28, 1865. 
; he board of examining surgeons, under date of April 8, 1885, report as fol- 


ows: 

“Claimant has left inguinal hernia. The hernia is not down into scrotum 
but has passed out of external ring to nearly size of fist. It can be reduced, and 
might be retained with a 5 

“Tenderness of lumbar region of spine and considerable atrophy of lumbar 
muscles, slight tenderness of left great sciatic nerve. The tympanum is perfo- 
rated, the opening size of a pea; severe deafness of right ear. The tympanum 
of left ear is also perforated; perforations small; slight deafness. Rating ten- 
eighteenths third grade.” 

veral comrades testify that they were present and saw claimant injured as 
alleged, and the records on file in the office of the Adjutant-General, United 
Stated Army, show that claimant was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., since 
March 14, 1855, and returned to company about April 3, 1865; cause for which 
sent to hospital not stated. 

Claimant's neighbors testify that he was a sound, able-bodied man at the 
time of his enlistment in the military service of the United States, and that 
on his return home from the service he (claimant) was ruptured, and was con- 
tinually complaining of his back, and at different times was almost unable to 
get out of his house. 

From the evidence presented goor committee fully believe that this soldier 
was injured as alleged, and that his deafness was caused by erysipelas while in 
the military service of the United States, therefore report favorably, and recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with tbe recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DAVID A. YEAW. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 9595) grant- 
ing a pension to David A. Yeaw. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David A. Yeaw, late a private 
in Company D, Eleventh Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


David A. Yeaw wasa private in Company D, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island 
Volunteers, He enlisted in said serviceSeptember 17, 1862,and was discharged 
for “‘hydrocele and general debility ” February 14, 1863. 

The soldier’s claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office because the 
statement ap in the surgeon’s certificate of disability, upon which he was 
discharged, t the disability “existed prior to enlistment.” 

No suggestion of such prior disease or disability appears, except as stated in 
said surgeon’s certificate, and nothing appears to indicate the ori or founda- 
tion of such statement; while, on the er hand, Dr. George H. ‘Taft, who was 
assistant surgeon of the soldier's regiment, testifies that the soldier was injured 
on the march of the regiment, on orabout October 10,1862, and that said injury 
resulted in Seas ana any debility, for which he was di in Feb- 
ruary following. Lieut. sny 8.0) , of the same regiment, and mother, 
brother, and uncle of the soldier testify from their personal knowledge that 
prior to his enlistment the soldier was in sound health and free from the disease 
for which he was d the service; and the same fact is corroborated, if 
not directly testified to, by the testimony of Dr. C, G. McKnight and Captgjn 
Goston of the soldier’s company. 

The examining board of surgeons at Providence, R. I., report a rating for 
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nE PRST and other testimony on file shows that the soldier's dis- 
ability existed since his di: 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EDSON SAXBERRY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. 
F. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Edson Saxberry, late private Com- 
pany C, Ninety-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at the 
rate prescribed by existing provisions of law. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The soldier entered the service on the 23d day of August, 1962, and was dis- 
charged July 31, 1865. In the latter part of the year 1863, on the march with his 
company up Teche River from New Orleans, he bruised his right leg, which 
became very sore. 

The report of the 8 n-General shows that he was admitted to Adams 
General Pie ital, Memphis, Tenn., December 17, 1864, with indolent ulcer of 
right leg, and returned to duty January 6, 1865. About the time this soldier’s 
leg began to heal his eyes became sore. 

The application was rejected by the Pension Commissioner on the ground of 
disability prior to enlistment, f 

Neither the record of the mustering officer nor that of examining surgeon 
who receiyed the soldier into service shows any disability at time of enlist- 
ment. This claim of rejection is based on the report of the special examiner, 
who reports that the soldier admitted that he had had sore eyes several times 
prior to enlistment. This report is strengthened by the statement of several 
neighbors to the special examiner that the soldier had weak eyes before enlist- 
ment. 

The soldier filed an afidavit, in which he denies having made i such state- 
ment to the ial examiner, and he is confirmed in this denial by the state- 
ment of two neighbors, who swear tbat they were present at the time that this 
statement was taken by the special examiner. In addition to this he filed sey- 
eral affidavits of neighbors, who state that he was sound and from those 
disabilities at the time of enlistment. 

The committee, from a review of the evidence, is inclined to the view that the 
soidier’s prior soundness has been established; and inasmuch as the soldier 
served for over one year before the disability showed itself, the committee think 
that is sufficient, with the numerous affidavits of soundness filed, to bring this 
case within the line Lol e cases. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MYRON TEACHOUT. 


Mr. ROMEIS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Myron Teacharet, 
late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, subject to the limitations of the general pension laws. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Myron Teach- 
out. 


The report (by Mr. YoDER) is as follows: 


The bill proposes to grant a pension to Myron Teacharet, who served as pri- 
vate in Company G, One hun andtwenty-third Ohio Volunteers, from 
cember 17, 1863, to May 13,1865. He applied for pension June 24, 1880, on account 
of chronic diarrhea and ulcers of right leg. This application has been rejected 
on the ground that there is at present no disability from chronic diarrhea, and 
the diseased condition of the leg is not satisfactorily connected with the service, 
The record lishes the fact that the claimant was treated during the latter 

rt of his service for chronic diarrhea, and was mustered out from hospital. It 
is claimed that while under treatment for the latter disease the 1 became 
dropsical, and in particular the right leg, on which sores broke out below the 
knee. 

There isan abundance of lay testimony showing an extremely debilitated 
condition of claimant, and the existence of the ulcers of leg immediately upon 
return home, but the death of the physician who treated him at that time pre- 
cludes the ibility of furnishing medical evidence on that point. Dr. Wood- 
ward testifies to treatment of leg from 1871. 

Medical examinations show periostitis and necrosis of the tibia of right leg, 
from 2 inches below the knee to within 2 inches of theankle, also an open super- 
ficial ulcer, size of a silyer half-dollar, on lower third over tibia, for which the 


surgeons rate at total. 

The medical reviewer of the Pension Office admits that ulcers ma: Some on 
legs asa result of dropsy, and that dropsy may result from chronic rrhea, 
but to establish such sequences it must be proven that asa result of diarrhea 
the subject becomes very much emaciated, debilitated, and anzmic. 

It appears to your committee that the evidence B ae on that point is as 
strong as lay testimony can establish the fact, and could claimant produce the 
testimony of the ph. who treated him upon discharge, the pathological 
connection between the chronic diarrhea of service and the present disability 
would be eat Serger mene This, however, can not be done for reasons hereto- 
fore stated. t aside from the lay testimony showing the anæmic condition 
of the soldier at discharge, the rd necessarily points to such a condition, 
He was admitted to general h July 10, 1864, for chronic diarrhea, and re- 
mained under treatment until discharged the service from the hospital, at a 
date subsequent to the close of the war, and when the authorities were closing 
up hospitals and discharging the inmates, whether cured or not. 

In the absence of any evidence, medical or lay, questioning the origin of the 
disability, your committee feel justified in accepting the testimony as sufficient 

show its connection with claimant's military service, and therefore report 
favorably on the accompanying bill and ask thatit do pass, amended, however, 
by striking out the word *‘Teacharet”’ wherever the same appears in the same 
or its title, and insert therein instead the word ‘“ Teachout.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH ANN WATERS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I call up the bill (S, 1258) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Ann Waters. 


reco’ 
ital 
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The bill js. as follows: 


limitations of the pension laws,the nameof Sarah An aters, mother of Gores 
nice deceased, late a private in Company G, Ninth Regiment of U States 
ored Troops. - 


The report from the Senate committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. a granting 
nsion to Sarah Ann Waters, have examined the same, and report 
is claim was fully considered by the committee at the second ‘session ‘of the 
last Congress, but lack of time prevented action on the bill, which was identical 
with that under consideration, and which is hereby reported favorably, and with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
The re; pst of the committee of the last Congress,made by Mr. SAWYER, is 
er ed, and is as follows: 
isto erence Sarah Ann Waters as ponenda 94 mother of George 
ratat Contoane Ninth United States Colored Troo ‘hag ste Therecord evidence 
shows that he died of Asiatic cholera at Brownsville, Tex., August 23, 1866. x 
was enrolled in 1363. His record is good. The application was acapan by th 
Pension Office on the ground that he left a minor child. It a that he left 
no widow; there is no evidence that he was married. The child was an infant, 
and its death and that of the soldier occurred within a few months of the same 


“It also appears that the son before he enlisted was a waiter, and gave his pa: 
to his mother, whose husband had been dead many years, It is the opinion ae 
the committee that, if application had been made promptly after the son's death 
and evidence had been produced, as it might have been, the case could have 
been substantiated to the satisfaction of the Pension Office; but this poor old 
colored woman had no one to advise, no one to aid her, 1 and was not probably 
sufficiently intelligent to in obtaining the necessary proofs. It is very 
clear that she was ee ent Gas him; thatshe is now very needy; thatthere 
rege a ae that there = has bonusa no aina child to dispute her claim or to 

owed a 
heymor A reported favorably, w = ones a FORON AAIR that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE R. HASELTINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Icall up the bill (S. 2385) granting a pension 
to Caroline R. Haseltine. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ee re laws, the name of Caroline R. Haseltine, mother of 
Edward C. Haseltine, late ensign in the United States Navy from New Hamp- 
shire, and pay her at the rate of $15 per month. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2385) 
granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine, beg leave to adopt the Senate re- 
port as a part of their own, as follows: 

“The claimant is the mother of Edward C. Haseltine, late an ensign in the 
United States Navy, who graduated at the Naval Academy in 1861. On Decem- 
ber 27, 1862, he was appointed an ensign, and ordered to duty on the Housatonic, 
a man-of-war, then forming part of the South Atlantic blockading squadron, 
The Housatonic was destroyed by a rebel to o off Charleston, Febr: 17, 
1864, by which event Ensign Haseltine met his death, The father of this officer 
was a man of small means during his lifetime, and died November 16,1883. 
‘The claimant, his widow, is now destitute, and has no children to aid in her 


su rt. 

3 application has been made to the Bureau of Pensions in this matter, for 
the reason that at the time of the officer's death his mother was not dependent 
upon org s and under the restrictions of the general law the application would 
certainly be rejected, by reason of the want of power to relieve in such a case, 
however meritorious, 


pared a sufficient 
and recommend its passage. — 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 

Mr. LANDES. I call up the bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension 
of Washington T. Otey. 

The bill is as follows: 
ete., i popne the aaae paa ady the aara ro EE 

place on poet subject e v ms an 
sion laws, the name of T. Oley. late a lieu- 


Washington 
„of the Sixty-second Regiment I inoia Infantry Volunteers, 
and to pay him a pension at the rae of Sa a month in lieu of the pension he is 


The report (by Mr. LANE) ri as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, eae pp elgg reconnect cor yt EAO Yel 
crease the pension of Washington T . Otey, have examined the same, and re- 


was reported ad March 20, 1888, the ground that the 
additional donhinomy in deipport iat hie = his application ior an rrai ieta is substan- 
tially the same as that upon which the original pension was granted. 
[Senate Report No. 660, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1307) to in- 
Piaras the pension of Washington T. Oley, have examined the same, and re- 


discharged pippo Beker March 6, 1866. He isnow staal apli at $8 per 
month, by special act of Congress gee 
nsion was filed August 


his back not only totally disables him for oe 
also causes much pain and suffering; that at 


`| labor ever since he came out of 


not able eyen to turn himself; that men are sometimes detailed from the Grand 
Army of the Republic to wait upon him; that owing to the severity of his injury 
he believes himself entitled to a higherrate of pension. 

In his paaano afidavit claimant states that he has been unfit for manual 

the service, by reason of injury of back incurred 
by having been caught by his left foot ASY thrown down stairs from the deck of 
a vessel Bry James Borgin, an insane ar p whom he was taking to Washing- 
ton, D. C., by special order of Maj. Gen. F. Steele; that his pecuniary means are 
aren aA and that the charity of the Grand Army of the Republic has 
often been extended to him; that his small pension of $$ per month is not suf- 
ficient to keep himself and ‘three children perona nine, and fourteen years of 
age, pore iveles that his disability was in the line of duty, while 
under special orders af his superior officers; Ahoy nie disability is greater than 
the loss of an arm or leg; that, hbe is compelled to have speedy relief. 

“T.N. Browning states that the pension granted claimant, $3 Ramen, is en- 
tire too low and out of proportion to the degree of his disabil ity. 

Filiam C. Jones states that claimaft deserves a higher rate of pension. 

“Dr, T. N. Rafferty, of Robinson, IIL, testifies that he has been acquainted with 
claimant during the last seventeen years: that claimant has been a constant 
sufferer from injury of back received in the service, and resulting in rheima- 
tism of back and hip-joi» ts, rendering him unfit for manual Jabor of any kind. 

“It would appear that (aimant is entitled to a higher rating than that at 
which he was pensioned bs the former action of Congress, but as theadditional 
testimony in eppoi of his « plication for an increase is substantially the same 
as that upon which the ori; nal pension was granted, the committee do not 
find warrant for a favorable recommendation.” 

a bill was recommitted April 6, 1858, additional evidence having been filed, 
as follows: 

In affidavit executed April 11,1838, George W. Harper, of Robinson, Ill, testi- 
fies that he has known claimant. chee? the last twenty- pe es years, more inti- 
a dl for the last eight years; that claimant has been disabled,on account of 

back, during all the years since the war, but esoneelr during the last 
oighe TORY; paate et is a brickmason by trade, but owing to the weak 
k he is unable to follow his trade or to support himself and 

his large e erat manual labor. 

In affidavit executed April 11,1888, Allen T. Baker, of Robinson, Il., testifies 
that he has been bao ag eye with claimant ibaa the last two years, and that 
claimant is crippled in his back, wholly disabling him from manual labor; that 
$8 per month, which he is now drawing, is inadequate to his necessities in his 

the Rep condition, and that he has often to be helped by the Grand Army of 
nas ublic. 

atidavit executed April 11, 1888, William Caughey, of Robinson, IL, testi- 

fies’ that he has been personally “acquainted with claimant since the year 1870; 

that, owing to his weak back, claimant is almost wholly disabled for manual 

labor; that he can not follow his trade as a brick-mason, because it hurts his 

—— to stoop; that claimant is a poor man, with a large family dependent upon 


Tn affidavit executed April 11, 1858, Samuel L. Bennett, of Robinson, TIl., testi- 
fies that he has been personally acquainted with claimant during the last five 
years; that claimant is greatly crippled in his back, disabling him for hard 
manual labor, and that he is understood in the neighborhood to be a physical 


wreck. 

In affidavit executed April 11, 1888, Levi Goens and John A. Watts, of Robin- 
son, Ill., testify that mnv have been personally acquainted with claimant for 
the last’ eight years, and know that he has a weak back, which prevents him 
from following his trado as a brick-mason; that he can do but little work at any 

, and is a poor man, with a large family to support. 

The report of March 26, 1888, is hereto appended, which, considered in connec- 
tion with the additional testimony in the claim, Warrants favorable action, and 
your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MANUEL GARCIA. 


Mr. GEST. I call up the bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to 
Manuel Garcia. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su bject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Manuel Garcia, late of Company I, 
Eighth New Jersey Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
br = ) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia, serge the ! followin: 


report: 
t was a private in Company I, Eighth New Jersey Volunteers; he 
July 2, 1865. 


enlisted August 6, 1864, and was discharged 

The reason s pension was not gran by the Department is et there is po 
testimony to show origin in line of duty, or to show condition at d 

rior to 1870, and no medical testimony. Claimant states that he is unal le Ta 
Furnish ish testimony as to his physical condition prior to enlistment for the rea- 
son that he was at sea for seven dow prior to his enlistment; that he came into 
porton the a of August, 1864, and enlisted on th August, 1864; that he 
was examined Dy Sol 85 do Holden, Government surgeon, and passed into the serv: 
ice of the Unit 

William W. Lamb, £ Philadelphia, Pa., a physician in good standing, being 


sworn, 

(fbas be did not know the claimant prior to enlistment; but that he knew 
of his being taken sick while in the intrenchments in front of Pete: 
That he treated him for rheumatism and yaricosed condition of limbs. Phat 
wane eh bor J in camp in the rear of Alexandria, Va., the intense heat produced 

ation of eyelids. That claimant was then sent to the hospital and he 

pranger CEA up to hrai errr time.” 

J. B. Davidson, a physician, testifies— 

“That he ccinel claimant in 1866; that he found the veins of tho legs in a 
Teneo condition; that he found the “second toe on the left foot stiff and usc- 


iin H. Hollister and Reuben G. Hollister; of Coe, Rock Island County, Illi- 
nois, being duly sworn, 

“Thatthey have known the claimant for five years; that he worked for them; 
that his eye-sight was poor and from some cause he was very awkward with his 
San and Shat that from Shes own personal knowledge be could not do more than 

a man’s work. 


As the claimant was examin 
passed as physically sound, and ne the absence of ere em apa bof Bebe 
n 


other testimony proves that he was taken sick in the 
for rheumatism and varicose veins and inflamed eyes, and that from said causes 
has been continuously disabled ever since. Your committee conciude from 
ese facts that the claimant was disabled in the service and is entitled to a pen- 
sion, and therefore respectfully recommend the passage of this bill, 


1888. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM J, HEADY. 


Mr. CARUTH. I call up the bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pen- 
sion of William J. Heady. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of William J. Heady, who was pensioned 
by act of Congress approved July 6, A. D. 1886, be increased to the sum of $100 a 


month from and after the passage of this act, owing to increased disability. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 9910) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to William J, Heady, have conside: the same,and 
rt as follows: 

he claimant is now in receipt of a pension at the rate of $20 per month for 

FS nrg debility, lance wound of left hip, and varicose veins of buth legs.” 

e was a captain in Company E, First Kentucky Volunteers, Mexican war, and 
served from June, 1845, to October, 1817; and for the last ten months of his serv- 
ice he was a prisoner of war in the hands of the Mexicans. 

Drs. Cary B. Blackburn and D. W. Yandell, his physicians, of Louisville, Ky., 
certify that the claimant is not able to do any kind of business or labor; that 
“he is suffering from chronic eczema of the whole body, and it is breakin: 
down the old man rapidly, He has no family, and no one to help the poor ol 
fellow,” and is réally ina dependent condition. He is now seventy-one years 
of age, and can not long be a charge upon any one. 

Your committee believe that his pension should be increased, and report back 
the bill with the recommendation that it should pass, amended, however, by 
striking out the words * one hundred,” in lines 6 and 6, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ fifty." 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

JAMES M'INTYRE. 

Mr, O'DONNELL, I call up the bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pen- 
sion to James McIntyre. y 

The bill is as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provision and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of James McIntyre, late a private in 
Company G, Tenth Michigan Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Cutpaan) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (F. R. 
7713) granting a penson to James MeIntyre, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case enlisted in the Tenth Michigan Infantry in 1864. 
The officer who enlisted him, a man of large experience, testifies that he was at 
the time of his enlistment a sound, healthy man, and that he did good service 
in the field for some time afterwards. He claims that on July 19, 1864, his leg 
began swelling, either by reason of extreme heat or vegetable poison. On that 
day,at Peach Tree Creek, Georgia, he was engaged with his company in a 
skismish, and up to that time had been able-bodied, 

After the skirmish was over he was so lame that he was assisted into camp, 
by direction of his captain, by a comrade, who testilies to the fact. Since that 
time his leg has been constantly diseased and has incapacitated him largely 
from manual labor, by which alone he is obliged to support himself. By reason 
of this incapacity he is obliged to depend on public charity for his support. His 
leg has shrunk, and his great toe is gangrened, and the medical testimony shows 
that, while he has suffered from this disability ever since be Jeft the service, it 
must and will shorten his life. < 

There is no doubt as to his health before and his disease after his discharge. 
His claim for pension was rejected on the ground that the proof was not satis- 
factory as to incurrence of the disability in the line of nove, i 

reasons giveu for this are threefold: First, that only two comrades and 
no commissioned officer testify to the receipt of the injury; second, that claim- 
ant’s witnesses were doubtful or untruthful, and third, that claimant has no hos- 
pital record, The first of these grounds and the second are virtually one, be- 
cause it can not be conceived that the testimony of two honest soldiers is not 
ual to that of one commissioned oflicer. 
he examiner all that the cross-examination of one of the witnesses by 
him evinces the doubtful nature of the testimony. This is a matter of opin- 
ion, and persons used to eliciting and Pe be evidonn will hardly agree 
with him. The lack of a hospital record is explained by the claimant on the 
ground that he dreaded the hospital and earnestly d to remain with his 
comrades. He formed duty, so far as he was able, until his discharge. and 
the nature of his injury seems to have been progressive, so that his condition 
cae worse and worse as the years have gone by. 
e think this bill ought to be passed. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH O LAUGHLIN. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I call up House bill 10034, to grant a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth O’Laughlin, the helpless and invalid daughter of 
Dennis O’Langhlin, late a member of Company I, Ninth Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-rol!, at $18 per month, the name of Elizabeth 
O’ Laughlin, the helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O'Laughlin, deceased, 
and late a member of Company I, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan-- 
try, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10334) granting a pension to Elizabeth O' Laughlin, submit the following report: 

The person for whom this pension is asked is the invalid daughter of Dennis 
O'Laughlin, late a member of Company I, Ninth Regiment of Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Infantry, who died in said service and in his line of duty. A pension 
was granted to her mother as the widow of said soldier, and she continued to 
draw the same until the date of her death, which occurred October 7, 1586. 

The evidence is conclusive to our minds that this invalid daughter of said 
soldier is afflicted with serious physical and mental disability. Two physicians, 
resident in the town in which she lives, $ rer g in substance that, although of 
mature age, she is but 4 feet 10 inches high, and is suffering from double curva- 


ture of the spine, and has a serious organio heart lesion, which is the result of 
inflammatory rheumatism; also, that she is incurably idiotic and wholly in- 
capable of maintaining herself by labor of any kind. 

A letter of the honorable Commissioner of Pensions is submitted, showing 
that the claim was denied because the present law did not permit the Pension 
Bureau to allow pensions for mental or other infirmities to persons over the age 
of sixteen years. 

In addition to other evidence, the honorable member who introduced this bill 
submitted a letter to the committee,in which he states that he personally knows 
the above-mentioned Elizabeth O'Laughlin, and knows her to be afflicted with 
mental and physical disabilities as above stated, and that he knows her to be 
entirely without means of support and dependent upon the charity of neighbors 
and friends, and that she was dependent upon her mother for support up to the 
time-of the mother's death, 

Her father and natural guardian having lost his life in the service of his coun- 
try, the committee believe thisto bea proper case for the relief asked, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment, adding tothe same 
the following words; “ And pay the same to her legally constitu ty 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


COLBURN D. OUTTEN. 
Mr, THOMAS, of Kentucky. I call up House bill 7624, for the re- 


lief of Coburn D. Outten. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the pension allowed to Coburn D. Outten be increased 
to $3) per month, to commence upon the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. I. 
7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten, have considered the same, and submit 
the following report; 

Coburn D. Outten enlisted August 1, 1862, in the Tenth Kentucky Cay: z 
and was mustered out on the 17th day of September, 1863. He re-enlisted in 
Company I, Forty-fifth Kentucky Mounted Infantry, on the Ist day of Febru- 
ary, 1864; was promoted to second lieutenant in Company G, in said ment, 
and was mustered in as such on the 12th day of March, 1864. . He se in tbat 
capacity until he was honorably discharged at Catlettsburgh, Ky., on the Mth 
day of February, 186. 

He was stationed at Louisa, Ky., and while there was detailed to act as issu- 
ing clerk at commissary headquarters, and while invoicing the commissary 
stores he was obliged to climb to the top of a large pile of hard bread; the 
front row gave away under him and precipitated him to the floor, he falling 
on an open barrel, breaking two of his ribs and injuring his back and kidneys. 
This happened about the month of March, 1863. He was carried to the hospital 
at that place (Louisa, Ky.) and was confined there some time, He claims to be 
greatiy injured by said accident. 

He turther claims that while in the line of duty as second lieutenant of his 
company, bis regiment, marching to Saltville, W. Va., was attacked by Confed- 
erate forces at Clinch River, near Laurel Gap, in said State, and that his regiment 
was ordered to charge; in so doing they were repulsed and forced into said 
river,and he was knocked down and ee under foot in the water. His 

ack-horse, with his clothing, food, and blankets, were lost at Clinch Mountain 
in an engagement on the same day. He was left without change of clothes, and 
was obliged to wear wet clothing until they e dry on his person,and he 
was exposed to the mostinclement weather. From said exposure he cont 
a severe cold, which caused him tosufferintensely, He was compelled toswim 
Red River on his return from Saltville. His regiment arrived at Lexington 
about October 19, 1864, when he was confined to his room until about the 12th or 
13th of November, 1864, when he was detailed to actas ass tadjutant-general 
Second Brigade, Fourth Division, Twenty-third Corps, in whic! capacity he 
served until about the 22d of November, 1554, when he asked to be relieved, not 
being able to attend to the duties devolved upon him. 

He was suffering from hemorrhage ef the bowels and rheumatism, and he 
asked for a leave of absence to go home, which was granted. He was afflicted 
with disease during the remainder of his term of enl ent. The disease de- 
veloped into piles, and eventually fistula, for which he was oper upon. He 
elaims that he has suffered almost continually ever since he left the service, 
that he has lost the use of his right hand with pen ysis, and is disabled in 
his legs and feet so he can not use them well, which he claims was caused by 
rheumatism contracted while he was in the service in the campaign to Salt- 
ville, W. Va, October, 1864. He claims that he bas been disabled perform- 
ing any manual labor on account of said disabilities, and can not support him- 
selfand family. 

Outten applied for a pension May 31, 1884; alleged fracture of two ribs, injury 
to back and kidneys, hemorrhage from bowels, fistula, rheumatism, and resull- 
ing pen paralysis; declaration filed May 9, 1887, alleged disease of heart, con- 
tracted in the service from ex re in October, 1864; declaration filed Decem- 
ber 29, 1835, alleges original disability, for which pensioned, and heart disease, 
result of other diseases contracted in the service. Approved for disease of reoc- 
tum; other alleged disabilities stand rejected. Action, December 2, 1886. Pen- 
sioned from May 31, 1884, at $3.75, for disease of rectum; increased February 2,- 
1887, to $7.50 per month. Pension claim, No. 343346. 

Archibald L. Scudder, in affidavit tiled May 31, 1884, says “ he understood that 
the claimant received an injury from a fall whilst invoicing goods, as he under- 
stood; he afterwards visited claimant in hospital and there were two or three 
ribs broken, besides other injuries.” 

Assistant Surgeon Samuel ire, Tenth Kentucky Volunteers, in afidavit 
filed August 7, 13%, testifies from recollection that claimantwas brought to hos- 

ital at Louisa, Ky., about November, 1863, with two ribs brokenand back and 

kidneys hurt; he says that said Outten was greatly disabled by reason of said 
injuries. 
William B. Johnson, first lieutenant Company G, Forty-fifth Kentucky 
Mounted Volunteers, states in an affidavit filed May 31, 1884, that claimant Out- 
ten, on the retreat from Saltville, W. Va., was knocked down and trampled on 
in the water. He says claimant became sick by reason thereof. 

John C. Means, private in Company G, Forty-fifth Kentucky Mounted Volun- 
teers, in an affidavit filed May $1, 1534, says that claimant, during a ret 
while attempting to march on Saltville, W. Va., was knocked down, trample 
on, and exposed to inclement weather, and became sick by reason thereof, and 
remained sick till discharge, 

G. W. Bradshaw, private Company G, Forty-fifth Kentucky, testifies as to 
same. 

J. W. Thornton, private in Company G, Forty-fifth Kentucky, in an affidavit 
filed May 31, 1884, says that after regiment returned to Lexington, Ky., from 
the Saltville raid, claimant was sick at Phenix Hotel from hemorrhage of bow- 
els and rheumatism, caused, as he believes, by the exposure incident to said 
raid, At Catlettsburgh, Ky., about February, 1865, claimant was also suffering 
from said diseases, and so remained up to d z 

Capt. W.B. Shockley, Company B. Forty-fifth Kentucky, in an affidavit filed 
May 3l, 1834, states that claimant was suffering from hemorrhages of bowels 
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and aching from rheumatism, in his room at Lexington. Ky., about October or 


November, 1°64, after Prise from the Saltville raid; that claimant, when 
able to be about, was detailed to act as assistant adjutant-general of second 
brigade, but, not being able to perform the duties, was allowed to go home to 
recuperate; that he saw claimant at Maysville, Ky., after muster out, and he 
(claimant) was suffering from hemorrh of bowelsand aching from rheuma- 
tism. He lived a short distance from claimant, and saw him frequently. 

Dr. W. G. Martin, in an affidavit filed May 31, 1884, says that he has been nc- 
quainted with claimant nineteen years, and has been his physician fourteen 
years, except three years, during which claimant lived in Portsmouth, Ohio; 
that he began to treat claimant in 1871 for rheumatism and progressive muscu- 
Jar paralysis, and in 1872 for writer's beer in 1873 claimant had to abandon 
writing with right hand. He has frequently treated claimant for said disabil- 
ities since. During the past five years claimant has been’ affected with ioe, band 
sive muscular aoe of the legs, producing a sliding motion of feet and un- 
steadiness, causing him to fall sometimes. = 

Dr. O. M. Finch, Portsmouth, Ohio, late surgeon Ninth Ohio Cavalry, in an af- 
fidavit filed September 25, 1834, states that at the above-named place in 1874 he 

rated upon claimant for fistula and prescribed for him a considerable length 
of time. 

Dr. A. L, Mahaffey, in affidayit filed August 7,1874, says that at Portsmouth, 
Ohio, in March, 1875, he visited claimant six different times and treated him for 
a severe spell of rheumatism. Dr. E. E. Hume, Frankfort, Ky.,in an affidavit 
filed October 12, 1885, states that in July and August, 1885, he treated claimant 
for hemorrhage of the bowels, and was alsoat the same time obliged to relieve 
claimant by drawing the water from his bladder, 

Dr. John P. Phister, in an affidavit dated July 20, 1887, says: 

“Tama utes | eter in Maysville, Mason County,Kentucky, and have 
been since 1848. Ihave known Coburn D. Outten from his earliest childhood. 
He has been very much disabled ever since his discharge from the Army, and 
for some of his disabilities is now receiving a smal! pension. I think he is en- 
titled to an increase by reason of his great trouble with neuralgic affection of 
the heart, and the strong bility of an organic affection of that organ. 

“There is peri ial derangement, in irregularity of beat and volumein 
his pulse; dyspepsia, that sometimes amounts to about suffocation, and an 
acute pain in the cardiac region. Were he sound and well otherwise, he would 
be almost entirely disabled from any continuous labor, even of the lighest char- 
acter, from this trouble. I have treated him at irregular intervals for twenty 
tates and his disability increases. He had a violent attack in January and 

reh of this present year, 1887, in which all the symptoms above given pre- 
sented shenieel tas in aggravated form. To the best of my knowledge and be- 
lief, and I had every opportunity of knowing, none of these conditions existed 
prior to his enlistment in the Army.” 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for thirty-nine 
fem ae that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution of 
t claim. 

The proof in this case is conclusive that the claimant is at this time almost to- 
tally disabled. He was a good and faithful soldier; is poor, and unable to make 
a living by manual labor. The committee is of the opinion that this is a meri- 


. torious case, and they report in favor of the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA F. DECK. 


Mr. WALKER. I call up the bill (S. 470) granting a pension to 
Amanda F. Deck. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda F. Deck, of Putnam County, 
Missouri, widow of William C. Deck, late a private in Company L, First Colo- 
rado Cavalry Volunteers, who was a pensioner at the time of his death, under 
pension certificate numbered 113521. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 470) 

nting a pension to Amanda F. Deck, having had the same under considera- 

tion, mappi pe erja report thereon, which is as follows, and recommend the 
passage of the 4 . 

“The claimant is the widow of W. C. Deck, late a private of Company I, First 
Colorado Volunteers. He enlisted in October, 1861, served under Colonel Chiy- 
ington, and on September 25, 1864, was wounded in the right shoulder in a bat- 
tle with hostile Indians. During his lifetime he suffered greatly from his 
wound, being unable to use other than partially his right arm and hand, In 
addition, he was subject to a chronic abscess of the joint. For his injuries the 
claimant’s husband drew a pension from the Government, 

“The three years’ hard frontier service of the soldier whose widow now ap- 
plies for relief, and the serious injuries from which he suffered, which pre- 
vented him from making provision for his family, taken in connection with 
Mrs. Deck’s needy circumstances, clearly entitle her to relief. 

“ Your committee therefore report the bill favorably, with the recommenda- 
tion that it pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CYNTHIA J. CARLTON. 


Mr. CONGER. I call up the bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Cynthia J. Carlton. 


The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and di- 
rected to restore to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Cynthia J. Carlton, widow 
of Henry Carlton, late captain in the Twenty-second Regiment of Michigan Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension-laws, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of thia J. Carlton, have given the 
same due consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Cynthia J. Carlton was a pensioner as the widow of Henry Carlton, a 
captain of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment Michigan Volunteers, who 
was killed in service and in line of duty. She continued to draw pension until 
a 20, 1870, when she was married to one William R. Pratt, whereupon 

er pension A 

Her second husband died at Shoreham, Vt., in 1573, and she has remained a 
widow since. By a decree of the circuit court of Johnson County. Iowa, her 


name was chan; from Cynthia J. Pratt to Cynthia J. Carlton. She is now 
poss and dependent for à livelihood upon her own labor. She is a woman of 
gh character and worthy the continued recognition given by this bill of her 
husband’s service and her loss in his death. 
The Government has been relieved from the payment of this pension for eight- 
een years, but your committee believe this case a deserving one, and that, fol- 
oriog the precedents of this and former Congresses, her pension should be re- 


ored, 
Hence the bill is returned with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANDREW T. M’REYNOLDS. 


Mr, FORD. I call up the bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. 
McReynolds. 
The bill is as follows: 


Whereas Andrew T. McReynolds served as a captain of Company K, Third 
Dragoons, United States Army, in Mexico, during the war with that Republie, 
and while actingin squadron with Capt. (the late General) Phil. Kearny, the 
usual escort to the general-in-chief, was, on the 20th day of August, A. D. 1847, 
disabled by a grape-shot wound in a charge at the gates of Mexico, by reason 
whereof he was placed on the pension-roll at the rate of per month, which 
pension he continued to receive until the 15th day of June, A, D. 1861, when he 
was mustered into the volunteer service as colonel of the First New York (Lin- 
coln) Cavalry (the first volunteer cavalry regiment organized for the late civil 
war), and served as such until the 22d of ei: a A. D. 1564, when he received 
an honorable discharge, during all of whicht ehis said pension was withheld 
from him, amounting in all to the sum of , no part of which sum has since 
been received by him: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, 
directed to Rey to the said Andrew T. McReynolds the said sum of $950, taking 
his receipt therefor in full discharge of said claim. 

Src, 2, That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1935) granting 
relief to Andrew T. McReynolds, have considered the same,and report back 
the bill, recommending its passage. 

The statements in the report of the Senate committee give the facts in the 
case as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 757, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The preamble of the bill under consideration succinctly states the ground of 
the claim for the restoration of the pension, which was withheld more than 
ey reese, or while the pensioner was commissioned in the service during the 

ate civil war. 

Andrew T. McReynolds was captain of Company K, Third United States Dra- 
goons, during the Mexican war, and while acting’ in squadron with the late 
Phil. Kearny, in a charge at the gates of Mexico, was wounded by a grape-shot, 
and so disabled that he was pensioned therefor at $25 a month. This sion he 

to June, 1861, when he took command of the First New York (Lin- 
coln) Cavalry. He remained colonel of this regiment until his honorable dis- 
charge in August, 1864, during which period his Mexican pension was stopped. 
The Bil is for its restoration. 

‘The man who was so badly wounded in one war that he was considered to be 
entitled to a pension of $25 a month, and who on the breaking out of the rebel- 
lion showed such alacrity of patriotism that he volunteered and served as col- 
one] of the first cavalry regiment organized for its suppression, should not be 
forced by the Government to pay a penalty to the Government for his Joyalty 
and his heroism inits defense. The pay which he received during the rebellion 
was for service rendered therein, and was not, and should not be, held as com- 
mutation for wounds and disabilities endured as the heritage of gallantry dis- 
played at the gates ofan enemy’s capital a generation before, 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. MATSON. ‘That seems to be an unusual bill, to say the least. 
I would like to have some explanation as to why this man should-re- 
ceive arrears. 

Mr. FORD. I will explain the bill tothe gentleman. General Mc- 
Reynolds was a captain in the Mexican war, acomrade of Grant’s. He 
was wounded by a grape-shot in the shoulder at the gates of Mexico. 
His arm was disabled in such a manner that he was granted a pension 
of $25 a month. In 1861, while he was not able to march as a soldier, 
he was able to ride a horse. He organized the First New York Union 
Cavalry and served the Government during the entire time of the civil 
war. During the time he served the Secretary of the Interior stopped 
his pension. At the conclusion of the war the general was a man of 
some wealth. He regarded his pension for service in the Mexican war 
as a vested right, but at the same time, not being at all in need, he 
never applied for it and never contested the decision of the Secretary 
of the Interior. Time passed. He is now a poor man. This bill 
passed the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress, but came to the House 
too late to pass. It the Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress and 
failed to pass the House. It has again passed the Senate and has been 
reported favorably by the Committee on Pensions of the House. 

That is the entire status of the matter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. At the expiration of service in the late 
war was General McReynolds’s pension restored? 

Mr. FORD. It was. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And he has been drawing it since? 

Mr. FORD. Yes. It seemed to me, and it seemed to the Senate 
committee that to withhold his pension because he served the Govern- 
os the late war would be putting a premium upon a lack of pa- 

otism. 

Mr. MATSON. Did he not get the full pay received by all other 
officers during the war? 

Mr. FORD. He did receive pay for his service during the civil war; 
not as commutation for wounds received in Mexico. 

Mr. MATSON. He did recoyer from his disability ? 
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Mr. FORD. Notatall. He was able to ride a horse, although he 
had the use of only one arm. He received the pay of a colonel, and 
they stopped his pension. 

Mr. MATSON. I presume there are many other cases like this. 

Mr. FORD. I never heard of one like it, 

Mr. MATSON. I suppose there were many officers who served dur- 
ing the late war who were wounded in the Mexican war, and who gave 
up their pensions. The question is whether it will not be a bad prece- 
dent to give this man arrears. There is a rule everybody has acqui- 
esced in who comes here and asks the grace of Congress for the passage 
of an act, not to expect to have arrears given. 

Mr. FORD. I understand the gentleman has reported a bill giving 


arrears. 

Mr. MATSON. That is to all; not to a single individual. 

Mr. FORD. I do not think that will affect this case. 

Mr. MATSON. It seems to me it is hardly fair, although I do not 
know that I shall object. What committee does this come from? 

Mr. FORD. The Committee on Pensions. I think there is no case 
like it, at least before the Senate committee. 

Mr. MATSON. Ido not pretend to know any case precisely like it 
that has heen brought to the attention of the House committee. Ihave 
no doubt many officers who were wounded in the Mexican war and 
drew pensions served during the late war. 

Mr. MACDONALD. What pension did he get? 

Mr. FORD. Twenty-five dollars a month. 

Mr. MATSON. My impression is that the highest rate of pension 
paid at the time the war ended was $8 a month. 

Mr. FORD. This man was captain of dragoons in the war with 
Mexico. He drew $25a month. The papers were in the room of the 
Pension Committee and examined by that committee. That was the 
pension he drew and draws now. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN H. CLAUS, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I call up the bill (H. R. 8150) for the 
relief of John H. Claus. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Claus, late a private in 
Company K, One hundred and eighth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and 
also late a private in the Ordnance Department of the United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. Tiompson, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8150) for the relief of John H. Claus, submit the following report: 

John H. Claus, the applicant here, hasan honorable military record coverin 
twenty-two years of service in the Army of the United States. He first enlist 
November 6, 1858, and served in Battery E, Fourth United States Artillery, until 
his discharge, November 6, 1863. On poked ae he again enlisted as a 
private in Company K, One hundred and eigh Ohio Volunteers, for three 

and is reported present on the rolls until mustered out with his company 
Sais , 1865, as corporal. 

January 27,1866, he again enlisted in the regular Army for three years, and 
served in Troop A, First United States Cavalry, until his muster out, January 
27,1869. Within twenty days thereafter, namely, on February 15, 1869, he again 
re-enlisted forthree years, and served until the expiration of his term in Battery 
A, Second United States Artillery, being disc! d February 15, 1872. 

On the 15th of March, 1872, he again re-enlisted, and was assigned to ordnance 
detachment, Vancouver arsenal, Washi n Territory,and reported as a first- 
class private, and served with said detachment his five years’ term, being dis- 
charged March 15, 1877. He re-enlisted on the same day in the same detach- 
ment,and was disc! to enter the soldiers’ home, January 26, 1880, The 
records of the Adjutant-General of the Army show him present for duty on all 
rolls from March 15, 1872, to date of his last discharge. 

On October 31, 1879, his captain, John A. Cress, Ordnance Corps, United States 
Army, says of the applicant, in a report concerning him made to the Adjutant- 
General of the Army: 

“Private John H. Claus, of my detachment, has applied for his discharge for 
the pu of going to the Soldiers’ Home at Washington, D. C., having served 
faithfully and honestly twenty years. He is fifty years of age; is not disabled, 
but is not an active man, and should have been loath to re-enlist him on March 
15, 1877, but for his excellent record in the service.” 

There are other evidences of superior character which show that Claus is a 
reputable man and entitled to full credence. He alleges as the basis of his 
claim for pension that he contracted heart disease in 1874 from long service in 
the United States Army and exposure incident thereto. He was discharged 
last on January 26, 1880, and e application for pension June 25, 1887, to the 
Pension Office. There have been several hearings of his case and considerable 
testimony taken; a special examiner has SOO the testimony, and the final 
rejection was made by the Pension Office June 30, 1884, use he could not 
establish by the testimony of officers or comrades that his disability originated 

the service and in the line of duty. On ap to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, Assistant Secretary Hawkins sustained the action of the Pension Bureau. 

There may be technical difficulties in the way of such proofs as would beyond 
a peradventure cover an allowance by the Pension Office in this class of cases. 
But the facts in this case are such that not only is there good proof in law, but 

* the evidences of moral certainty as to the justice of this man’s claim are many 
and convincing. Evidently when he first entered the Army in 1958 he 
was a young and sound farmer, and was critically examined by the army sur- 

eon; hence it may be taken as proven that he was then sound. His next term 
as a volunteer in the One pioni a and eighth Ohio. Afterthis, and after the 
war, and with but short periods between his sey d and re-enlist- 
ments, he again enters army service, and in each instance, with the exception 
of his last enlistment,enters an entirely different arm of the serv: in their or- 
der thus: First, artillery; second, inate: third, cavalry; fourth, artillery; 
fifth, ordnance b, o! ce. So that it is buta fair resumption that at 
to the medical on usual for recruits 


; sixtl 
each enlistment he was su 
in each arm of the Aemona 
It is also fair to presume from the statement of Captain Kress heretofore 


quoted, that at the last enlistment in the Ordnance Corps Claus was not exam- 
ined, for he re-enlisted immediately upon his discharge, and Captain Kress 
avers that he was loath to re-enlist him, except that the man’s record was so 
good, etc. With regard to Claushaving heart disease, Captain Kress reports to 
the Adjutant-General July 26, 1852 : 

"I do not remember ever having heard that he had heart disease, but if con- 
tracted in 1874 it was certainly while in service. He was on duty, to the best of 
my recollection, during the whole of that year.” 

This would seem to cover the objection as to service and line of duty, if the 
incurrence of the disability is reasonably proven. On this we have Claus’sown 
statement, which is supported by the affidavit of Sergeant of Ordnance Robert 
Williams, who served with Claus and was sergeant of the detachment of ord- 
nance in which Claus served. Williams,on February 13,1884, makes oath be- 
fore the clerk of the district court of said Ae that Claus complained to ` 
him several times that he had heart disease. He fully believes that Claus did 
incur the disease in his long service, and through the incident exposure; that 
as he grew older it grew worse. He remembers seeing Claus troubled with 
hard breathing, like as ifhe had asthma; his appetite was poor; and that Claus 
was a good and faithful soldier, an upright and honest man. In these last par- 
ticulars the sergeant fully supports the high encomium of the commander of 
Claus, Those who have had command of such men know how they fight sh 
of the “sick-list” and go down for want of “hospital record,” and Claus in all 
this sone service has little, if any, to speak of. Four days in quarters with a 
sprained wrist, two days in quarters with intermittent fever, is the sum of his 
sickness certified from the Adjutant-General of the Army. 

In further proof Claus alleges that at his last discharge the s mn said he 
was touched with heart disease. The board of surgeons who examined him in 
1881 find, and so report, that his heart is displaced downward, that its action is 
somewhat feeble—hypertrophy, with dilitation and valvular disease of the 
heart. They state his disability as permanent and fix bis rating at three-quar- 


ters. 

In 1883 the same board again examined him, and made the same finding. It 
is therefore evident that he has now disease of the heart. The proofs an _ 
sumption show that he had heart disease when he left the service, and also dur- 
ing the latter period of the service. It is furthermore beyond question that it 
was,as Captain Kress asserts, incurred in the service, if at all, for the man was 
nowhere else for the twenty-two years prior to January 26, 1880, 

Among the files of the case is the report of the special examiner, dated June 
29,1884, which concludes thus: 

“In the opinion-of the examiner it is but fair to admit origin in service, and 
the claimant having declared his inability to furnish the testimony of comrades 
other than that of Sergeant Williams, the claim is submitted for admission on 
the best obtainable evidence.” 

r an exhaustive search of the files in this case, your committee is con- 
strained to believe that John H. Claus did honorable service for more than 
twenty years for this country; that he is truthful and upright, and has the con- 
fidence and respect of his peers and superiors and their indorsements of his in- 
2 that he did contract heart disease in the service during those years 
while performing his duty; that he is entitled to the relief he asks; and there- 
fore your committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. DICKEN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. JoseEPH) was the bill (H. R. 9467) grantinga pension 
to William M. Dicken. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William M. Dicken, of Clinton 
County, Kentucky, late a member of Capt. Abijah Guthrie’s company of Ken- 
tucky Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 per month, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9167) granting a pension to William M. Dicken, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and make the following report: 

Itappears from the evidence before your committee that claimant was enrolled 
as a private in Capt. Abijah Guthrie’s company of Kentucky Home G 
at Albany, Clinton County, Kentucky, on the 15th day of July, 1861; that this 
company was armed by officers of the United States Army, an ks agi erage A 
co-operated with the Federal troops; that while claimant was serving with hi 
command and in the line 6f duty in an engagement with the Confederate forces 
at Rowena, Russell County, Kentucky, on or about the 13th day of December, 
1861, he was captured by the enemy and taken to rebel prison at Nashville, Tenn., 
where he was confined afew weeks, and then removed tu Salisbury, N. C., prison, 
where he remainedaboutone year. From this place he was taken to Richmond, 
Va., thence to City Point, where he was exchanged on or about the 13th day of 
February, 1863. 

He was ordered to report to Col. W. A. Hoskins at Lebanon, Ky., but being 
unable to travel by reason of disease and an enfeebled condition of the system 
from long confinement in a loathsome prison, he was sent to hospital at Annap- 
olis, Md., where he remained under treatment for some time. 

He was a stout, healthy man when captured, and when exchanged he was a 
Pore wreck. Since that time he has been tortured with rheumatism of the 

sk and extremities, and he is now unfit for any kind of active manual labor 
by reason of this trouble, which was contracted in rebel prison. 

Asclaimant has never been mustered into the United States service, his name 
can not be placed on the pension-roll through the Pension Bureau. He there- 
fore seeks relief by a special act, and appeals to the generosity of Congress. 

Your committee are decidedly of the opinion that this is a meritorious claim, 
and they therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage, 

Amend by striking out all after the word " guards” in the eighth line. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ELIZA SMITH. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana) was the bill (H. R. 2140) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza Smith, 
widow of Clinton D, Smith, late first lieutenant of Company O, Eighty-fourth 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and grant her a pension subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws. 
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The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith, have considered the same and now 


report: 

Phe claimant is the widow of Clinton D. Smith, who enlisted as first lieu- 
tenant of Company C, Eighty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; was dis- 
charged April 2, 1364, and died December 18, 1884. At the time of his death he 
was on the pension-roll at $30 a month, for gunshot wound of left arm, received 
in the battle of pace yee oy September 20, 1563. f 

The claimant made application for pension, alleging that soldier died from 
the effects of the gunshot wound received in service, but the claim was 
by the Pension Bureau on the ground that “ruse of soldier’s death from an 
overdose of morphine was not a result of his military se: 5 

It ap) from the papers before us that the wound nearly all the time since 
it was inflicted has been very painful, and continually gathered and broke, and 
freguentiy had to be Saneed io order that the elie eat of pus could be re- 
moved, 

Dr. Markle testifies that he prescribed for soldier for— 

**Gunshot wound of left arm, close to shoulder-joint, for eight years or more 
prior to his death. He was subject to frequent in ry attacks and sup- 
purations of the parts surrounding the wound. I have lanced these abscesses 
to relieve pain several different times. He was subject to severe and excruci- 
ating pain whenever he had the inflammationspokenof. Spiculeof bone were 
rged at times with pus; that to relieve the pain in arm when he had the 
attacks of inflammation he was in the habit of taking morphine or some other 
_— and it frequently took large doses, I believe the wound the indirect 
cause death. 


The proprietors of the hotel where soldier died yd Molen and Jane Molen) 
testify that he stopped at their hotel, and reti about 9 o’olock p. m., taking 
with him some water, pitcher, and tin cup, stating at the time that he wished to 
warm the water and drink it for his suffering for the asthma, and directing not 
to call him next morning, as he had been suffering from his wounded arm and 
was at the time. He was called next day about noon, but did not come down. 
He was called again about 5 o'clock, and said * Well.” Suspecting he was ina 
bad condition, the door was afterwards fo: open. He was then lying pros- 
trate and ony Sone When told he must out of that condition, he remarked, 
“All be gaa am willing to do what is ight ” Some coffee was given him, but 
he died in about half an hour after the r was forced open. He seemed to 
be suffering intensely from his arm all the time he was in our presence, during 
the time he was with us, until his death. 

Dr. Proctor testifies that he was called to see soldier at the hotel,and found 
him in a very stupid condition, and was very hard to arouse. Gave him some 
medicine, which he took readily and willi: . After taking medicine said he 
felt sick. Thinks he was suffering from asthma. He died about half an hour 
after the doctor arrived. The coroner testifies that there was no call for an in- 
quest, and none was held. x 

The committee, after carefully considering the evidence in all its bearings, do 
not believe that the morphine was taken with suicidal intent, but for the pur- 
pose of alleviating the pain caused by his wounded arm, 

We are aware that some cases, when narcotics were self-administered, have 
met with the disapproval of the Chief Executive, but we think the evidence set 
out shows so clearly that the remedy used to relieve the pain from the wound 
was that presatibed ty his physician, and was probably applied for the purpose 
of relieving pain only, that we submit a favorable report,and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


ELIZA RUSSELL. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. WHEELER) was the bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of 
Eliza Russell, widow of Eldredge Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Eliza Russell, widow of Eldredge Rus- 
sell, of General Harris's command, war of 1836. ` 

The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 24) t- 
irg: a pension to Eliza Russell, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

The husband of the claimant enlisted in Capt. Joseph Martin's company, of 
Alabama Militia, Feb 27, 1836, and discharged May 27, 1836, and was en- 
gaged in the war against the Seminole Indians in Florida. He was allowed a 

d warrant. His widow, the claimant, is now in her seventy-eighth year, 
and in needy circumstances, having been dependent on the county in which she 
resides for her support. She was married to the soldier in 1831, and lived with 
him until his death in 1862. 

Yourcommittee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amend- 
ment added thereto, namely, “on the pension-roll at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. FLOWERS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. HIRES) was the bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Flowers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to ges on the pension-roll the name of George W. 
Flowers, late a private in Company O, Fifty-second Pennsylvania Militia Vol- 
unteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Procock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the om report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill served as private of Company E, Fifty-sec- 
ond ent Pennsylvania Volunteers, from July 5, 1863, to September 2, 
e alleges thatwhiie in said service he contracted rheumatism, affectin 
his hands, feet, and general system. His claim for pension has been zejocisd 


on the und that the Commissioner of Pensions, after a personal examina- 
tion of evidence, does not deem the same suflicient to connect the disability 
with the service. 


The merits of the claim have been very thoroughly looked into by a special 
txaminer, who, in su raps Be ye 3 
“The witnesses whom I haye exami all testify, without apparent bias. in 


favor of claimant, and the poral sentiment of such as I talked with, concern- 
ing the a strongly in its favor. From the evidence before me I am of the 
opinion the claim is meritorious, and from the fact that it is improbable that 
any further evidence as to ori can be obtained by any further examination, 
unless the name and present whereabouts of the regimental surgeon can be as- 
certained, I would recommend that the claimant be given the benefit of adjudi- 
cation on the evidence submitted, and that the claim be admitted without refer- 
ence for further examination.” 

This conclusion was reached after an examination of fifteen inane, ot} of 
whom are shown to be persons of high character, including neighbors tesi ing 
as to claimant's prior soundness; comrades, as to origin of the all disability 
in the service; and neighbors and physicians, whotestify to the ce of the 
same atd and treatment therefor ever since. 

The physician who attended the soldier, immediately upon his return from 
service, for rheumatic fever is dead. So are others who him thereafter. 
But from 1869 to the present time the testimony of treatment is conclusive and 
corroborated by receipts for medical attendance covering that period. 

The evidence is very voluminous; therefore reference to its general character 
only can be made in this report. The short service of the claimantand the ab- 
sence of regimental hospital records or medical evidence of treatment in the 
service undoubtedly afforded justifiable unds for the Commissioner's ac- 
tion. Butin view of the undisputed testimony furnished by’the claimant as 
well as the special examiner, your committee are of opinion that the service is 
chargeable with the soldier's present unfortunate condition, as shown by the 
reports of examining su n, and therefore report favorably on the accom- 
panying biland ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


JOHN F. BALLIER. 


The next pension.business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. RANDALL) was the bill (S. 1613) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Ballier-: 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John F. lier, late colonel of 
Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at the rate 
fixed by law for cases of total disability. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1613) 
granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier, have considered the same, 
and ad and submit the Senate report, as follows: 

“John F, Ballier, the petitioner, wasa German immigrant, a licutenant of the 
American Army in the Mexican war, colonel of the Twenty-first Pennsylvania 
Infantry and Ninety-eighth Pennsylvania Infantry during the late war, and was 
brevetted brigadier-general for meritorious service. His regiment participated 
in nearly all the engagements of the Army of the Potomac and his personal 
career was distinguished for gallantry. 

“ At Salem Heights, in May, 1863, he received a 
and was shot through the right thigh, in 1864, at 
of Early's attempt upon the defenses of this city. 

“In 1865 he was allowed a pension of $22.50 per month on account of his 
wounds. In 1871 his pension was increased to $30 per month. 

“In 1884 he petitioned Congress for a further increase, but the Committee on 
Pensions reported adversely for want of evidence, and because it was believed 
the increase, if proper, could be secured through the Pension Office. 

“General Ballier thereupon made formal application tothe Commissioner of 
Pensions for an increase on account of hernia arising from the gunshot wound 
in his thigh and defective vision. 

“A of examiners reported his disability from these causes as total, though 
the constant attendance of another was not necessary, and fixed the rate of pen- 
sion at $50 per month, stating in their report that he suffered from threo disa- 
bilities, any one of which entitled him to $30 month, 

“His claim was rejected January 10, 1887, use there was no evidence to 
show that the hernia and impaired vision were cha: le to his military sery- 
ice, the Commissioner of Pensions, however, declaring that on account of his 
age and good T rd the case of General Ballier was a proper one for 

Seco, 


the interposition o; 

“He is now ethane ipa years of ago, is, according to his petition, belpless, 
and his present pension is insufficient for his support. In view of these circum- 
stances, of his good military record, and in accordance with the suggestion ot 
the Commissioner of Pensions, your committee recommend the passage of a 
tH placing him upon the pension-roll at the rate fixed for cases of total disa- 

ty.” 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. WHALEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was the bill (H. R. 621) 
granting an increase of pension to William M. Whaley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of William M. Whaley, late of Com- 
pany C. Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, and of Company C, Forty- 
eighth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, on the pension-roll, and cause to be 

ote him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of the pension now received 

y him. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 621) 
granting an increase of pension to William Whaley, submit the following re- 


William Whaley, the soldier referred to in this bill, enlisted and was mustered 
into the service of the United States as a private in Company U of the Sixtlt 
Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers on the 16th day of July, 1351, and acted as 
first principal musician of said regiment. That whileso in the service, at Arling- 
ton Heights, Virginia, he was taken very sick with intermittent fever, caused by 

re while in the Jine of duty, and wasconfined in hospital with such fever 

for a long time. 
e was, before said sickness, a very active, energetic, and vigorous man, in 
rfectly sound physical health and condition. By reason of said sickness he 
very feeble and debilitated, and the disease settled in his back to such 
a degree that he could not bear a belt round his body, and when the regiment 
sian on the march he was permitted, when it was possible, to ride in an ambu- 


ce. 
His sickness finally terminated in a disease of the spinal column and disease 


nshot wound in the ankle, 
‘ort Stevens,on the occasion 
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of the neryous system, and he was, by reason of disability arising therefrom, 
honorably discharged from the service at camp near Lovettsville, Va., on the 
Slst day of October, 1862. He has been, since discharge, gradually growing 
worse, and is now sufferingfrom lysis of the optic nerve, which has resulted 
in complete amaurosis and total blindness as a result of these difficulties. 

The said Whaley bas been for some years drawing a pension of $4 per month 
for the disease of back and nervous condition of system, as the same existed be- 
fore it had resulted in total blindness. Claimant made application for an increase 
of his pension on account of his blindness, as a direct result of the disease of the 
spinal columh and the nervous condition of the system induced thereby, and 
the examining surgeons reported that claimant was constantly afflicted with 
lameness and weakness of back in lumbar region, by reason of which he has 
sleepless nights; that he is prematurely old, and is almost totally incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor, and is totally blind. The Pension Office, 
however, rejected the application for an increase on account of blindness for the 
reason, as your committee understand, that they were not-able to determine, as 
3 ee that his blindness was occasioned by the disease which he contracted 

n the ce. 

The examining surgeon, however, Dr. John Conant, certifies under oath that 
he had been uainted with the said Whaley since 1865, and that he bas treated 
him since that e up to the present time for his disabilities, and is thoroughly 
well acquainted with his physical condition; that said Whaley has been suffer- 
ing ever since his discharge from the Army from a disease of spinal column and 

se of the nervous system, and is now suffering from paralysis of the optic 
nerve, which has resulted in complete amaurosis and total dness and is a 
result of these difficulties, 

The doctor testifies that the amaurosis is a diréct result of the disease of the 
spinal column and the disease of the nervous system. He further says the dis- 
ease has been increasing until at the present time he is totally blind; that he is 
A a very enfeebled condition, and is able to perform but little, if any, manual 


bor. 

The evidence upon which the claimant draws a pension establishes that the 
disease of the spinal column and disease of the nervous system as it existed 
before it had resulted in total blindness were caused by his sickness contracted 
in the service in line of duty, and Dr. Conant, who has been an examining sur- 
geon for the Pension Bureau for a number of years, testifies, and positively 
states, that the present condition of disability and total blindness are the direct 
results of the said disease of spinal columnand nervous system. There is noth- 
ing in the reports of any of the examining boards or in the testimony to con- 
tradict this opinion of Dr. Conant’s, but, on the contrary, confirms the same. 
Your committee have no doubt that the present total blindness and enfeebled 
condition of the claimant is a direct result of the disease which he contracted in 
the service, and by which he is now in a condition amounting to almost total 
disability, requiring nearly the constant aid and assistance of another person, 
and entitles him to the amount of increase of pension to $10 asked for in the 


Your committce therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANK OREDSNIK, 


The next pension busiuess on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. Hupp) was the bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank 
Oredsnik 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank Oredsnik, late of Company 
F, Third Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 898) 
for the relief of Frank O; ick, submit the following report: 

The soldier was drafted into the United Stated service December 29, 1864, and 
became a private in Company F, Third Wisconsin Volunteers, where he re- 
mained until his disch: , July 18, 1865, He filed his claim for a pension May 
27, 1881, on the ground of hernia, and the same was rejected on the ground “ of 
no record of alleged hernia, and no satisfactory evidence of incurrence in ser- 
vice and line of duty.” 

The question of soundness at time of enlistment or draft seems to be con- 


ed, 

The claimant and many of his witnesses are Bohemians, talking our lan- 
guage with difficulty. Besides, he went into his company as a conscript or 
drafted man, and the feeling of the enlisted soldier towards a drafted man is 
vey well shown by one witness, a member of the same company, who testi- 


es: 

“He (the claimant) came to us ns a conscript addition. I was never associ- 
ated with that element any more than I could help.” 

The character of the claimant and of every person whose testimony is re- 
ferred to herein is certified to by the special examiner as being fair or good. 

The claimant states the incurrence of the disability while in the line of his 
duty and the circumstances under which it was incurred. The manner, as de- 
tailed by him, was notunusual. The disability might easily have been incurred 
as stated by him, 

One comrade states that he was informed by claimant, who was his tent-mate, 
the day the rupture was incurred, of the fact of the same, and that he could see 
the same, although the soldier then had on his drawers. 

Soldier's wife testifies that her husband was freefrom a rupture when drafted, 
but that when he returned from the Army he was ruptured. It appears that 
other comrades heard soldier complain of rupture while in the service. 

Witnesses testify as to soldier's Son pielsing. of rupture continuously after 
his discharge. and a medical examination by the examining board of the Pen- 
sion Office shows the undisputed existence of the hernia, 

The committee think that the evidence of persons who are shown to be of 

character should be received, even though they may be related to the sol- 
ier unless their testimony appears to be inconsistent or unreasonable or con- 
tradicted by other testimony. 

The committce think that the case isa meritorious one, and therefore report 
favorably thereon and recommend that the bill do pass. 

Hck Rega of the Senate committee is hereunto attached and made a part 
ercof, 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 898) for the re- 
lief of Frank Oredsnick, have examined the same, and report: 

This bill is for the relief of a man claiming disability in consequence of hernia, 
incurred by a fall in jump a ditch while on a march near Richmond. He 
was a member of Company F, Third Wisconsin, and was a drafted soldier. It 
is apparent that he was sound prior to his conscription, and it is proven by com- 
rades that he was injured as he allege: and it is evident that he has hernia now. 

His case is not strongly sustained for positive reasons, First, he is a Bohe- 


a 


mian, and does not speak or understand English well. His witnesses are Bo- 
hemians, who labor under the same disadvan , and the apparent inconsist- 
encies of their statements from this cause have turned against him in the 
Pension Office adjudication. He was a conscript, and for this reason intercourse 
with him was avoided, and persons sought by the special examiners disavow 
any knowledge of him. One of the special examiners undertook the task of 
hunting up the captain of the company and succeeded in finding him, but he 
raro any knowledge of the man, because, as he said, co: pts were not 
n favor. 

The man was drafted; he was not long in service; long enough, however, to 
get hurt and be disabled. The surgeon aj inted to examine him says: x 

“I find this man hasa direct inguinal hernia of the right side. The hernial 
sack through the external abdominal ring and projects forwards. The 
hernial tumor is about the size of a small hen’s egg, and is easily reduced. He 
is Sa PE wear a truss constantly. Irate disability resulting from hernia at 
one-half.’ 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


RACHEL BARNES. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. FULLER) was the bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension 
to Rachel Barnes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Rachel Barnes, widow 
of William Barnes, who served in Company I, Second United States Infantry, 
from February 24, 1836, to and until February 24, 1841, and pay her a pension 
as such widow from and after the passage of this act, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 149) grant- 
ing a pension to Rachel Barnes, widow of William Barnes, having had the same 
under consideration, report as follows: y 

William Barnes, husband of petitioner, enlisted in Company I, Second United 
States Infantry, February 24, 1538, and was honorably discharged February 24, 
18il. During the winter of 1540-41, while engaged in an extended scouting ex- 

ition in South Florida, and sleeping upon the ground, with no tents to cover 

if and companions, he con’ a disability of the eyes which resulted 

in partial blindness. This disability has followed him ever since, incapacitat- 
ing him for earning a livelihood, and refusing to yield to medical treatment, 
For this disability the soldier was treated at the time of its incurrence ng Shey 
hospital steward, there being no physician with the party. Not having m 
treated upon his return to camp, and the steward who treated him being dead, 
the soldier is unable to produce any testimony of his treatment during service. 

‘The soundness of his eyes before and at date of enlistment, and their un- 
soundness upon his return home after discharge, is abundantly shown by the 
evidence. Medical examinations had since the service mocusaid. and while the 
soldier's application for pension was pending, reveal the existence of the al- 
leged disability in a pensionable dgree; but the medical examiner states that 
he was unable, from the symptoms, to decide whether or not said disability 
originated in the service. Your committee do not regard it strange that said 
examiner should not, nearly forty years after the incurrence, be able to sa; 
that the disease was incurred in service and line of duty, and, upon the evi- 
dence, it was not necessary that he should so find, for that fact is satisfactorily 

established by other evidence. 

The soldier filed an application for a pension July 3, 1880, alleging disease 
of eyes contracted in Florida in 181041. The claim was rejected January 14, 
1881, on the ground that there was no record of the alleged disability, and claim- 
ops eould not furnish satisfactory evidence of its origin in the service and line 
of duty. = 

At date of the rejection there was no record evidence of incurrence, nor of ofi- 
cers or comrades, although there were—besides the evidence of the soldier, his 
wife, and two sisters—two affidavits of civilians who saw him during the service 
and know his eyes were affected while he was in the service in Florida, 

After D ia of the claim the soldier, as a result of correspondence with the 
Pension Department, learned that Lieutenant Patrick, who, at onetime during 
the Florida campaign,commanded the company in which thesoldier served,was 
then living, and, as General M, R. Patrick, was governor of the Soldiers’ Home 
at Dayton, Ohio, ndence between the soldier and General Patrick fol- 
lowed, and in the early part of the year 1882 the soldier went to Dayton and had 
a personal interview with the general, at which time, by aid of his journal and 
the statements of the soldier, General Patrick was enabled to recall incidents 
of the service, and, by means thereof, his memory was so much aided that he 
not only was able to identify the soldier, bat remember facts which enabled 
him some weeks after to write the Commissioner of Pensions very fally respect- 


ing the claim then pending, and to state facts satisfactorily establishing, with 
other evidence on file, that the soldier incurred disease of eyes in the service, as 
alleged by him. 


The Hon, W. E. FULLER, now member of the House from Iowa, was for years 
personally acquainted with William Barnes, and gives valuable oral evidence 
to your committee of his excellent character as a man and citizen, 

Mr. FULLER, who was his attorney, represents that he was aware of the visit 
ef Mr. Barnes to Dayton, Ohio, to see his old commander; that he remembers 
his return, and the evident satisfaction entertained by him because of thé as- 
surances of General Patrick that he would in a few days write the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, giving the facts relating to the soldier’s impairment of sight 
when in the service; that as a few weeks and no word was received 
from General Patrick, the soldier, who had become dependent and despondent, 
came to the conclusion, as he expressed it, “that the old general had gone back 
on him,” and soon after met Mr. FULLER and told him he need do no more for 
him in regard to the pension case, and the next morning after the conversation, 
besa 24, 1882, the old man was found in the adjacent woods hanging lifeless 

a tree. 

He had undoubtedly become burdened by a weight of anxiety and despond- 
ency, and in despair, if not insanity, took his own life. How vely he was in 
error in supposing his old commander had, to use his own language, “ gone 
back on him,” the following statements will disclose : 

On January 7, 1882, in answer to a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions 
relating to the claim of Mr. Barnes, among other things General Patrick said: 

“I have been unable to complete the search in my journals and memoranda 
ofthosedays. After a diligent search I can only find twoa'lusions to him—one 
of the 18th of March, 1810, in which he behaved remarkably well in a skirmish 
with the Seminoles; and again on the 29th of ore ences j I find him em- 
ployed as a kind of rough carpenter in hewing timber for building purposes.” 

This letter was written prior to the visit of Mr. Barnes to General Patrick. 
On February 16, 1882, General Patrick wrote Commissioner Dudley as follows: 

“On or about the 7th of January, 1892, in reply to inquiries made in relation 
to one William Barnes, formerly of I Company, Second Regiment of Infantry, 
I wrote you, giving some facts which I foundinmyjournal. I had writtenhim 
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at about the same time very nearly a duplicate of what I wrote you. At his 
own expense he has come here to see me, bringing with him letters of the very 
best character. His presence here and a re-examination of my journal enable 
me to speak of him more in detail than before; and, at the of being some- 
what prolix, I will state that in the summer of 1839 he. with his company, un- 
der command of Captain Russell, went into Florida and down the coast in the 
neighborhood of Key Biscayne and the mouth of the Miami River, where the 
captain was soon after killed, and the company left in command of a young 
lieutenant recently sR from civillife. 

“When I reached there, in December following, I found that the sompa 
was for quite a time without shelter, sleeping in the open air, suffering muc 
from mosquitoes and the climate generally. A number of cases of moon blind- 
ness existed when I took the company, some of the men being unable to per- 
form night duty on that account. 

“I do not recollect anything in particular of this man Barnes, save that on 
several occasions I took him with me asa very trusty man, Hehad been a cor- 
poral almost from his enlistment, but, being without any education, felt him- 
self incapable of discharging the duties and so resigned. 

“On the Ist day of March following I find him one of the picked men who 
were sent out and were attacked by Indians, in which he behaved remarkably 
well, as he was reported to have done once before Itookthecompany. Between 
that time and the Ist of July following I occasionally took him with me on 


hunting expeditions, I carrying a rifle and he a fowling-piece, because, as he 
re weona not see to shoot at any distance, as he could when he first came 
o: 


“On examining my journal in hispresence he has recalled to my recollection 
certain incidents, such as my prape pia him to join me when he has been at 
some ce from me, and his being unable to see me until being told by those 
with him that I was signaling, 

“On one occasion in particular he was for a time very much troubled at a rep- 
rimand I gave him for not shooting at an object which I pointed out, until he 
again reminded me that he could see but a short distance. I find from a refer- 
ence to my journal that on the 24th of July I placed him in charge of certain 
rough carpenter work jn building a post, andin connection with the fall of a 
bent in a large building the question of his defective pe fap: ae again came up. 

“From my knowledge of the man up to the time of his discharge in February, 
1841, I feel very confident, amounting to almost certainty, that his disability 
commenced in the summer of 1839, while serving in the neighborhood of Key 
Biscayne, involving a large amount of boat service among the keys, bays, 
Miami River, open-water everglades, and water service generally (the sun ane: 
ing upon the water with homed Araso , Sleeping in open air at night during 
that summer, and that it e intensified by continuous service through the 
summer of 1840 in the sands of the Touhl e and Ochlawaha districts, when 
troops, in that country, were usually at rest. On this subject I speak from an 
- experience of five years’ continuous service in Florida. 

* Tn 1837, and again in 1842, I was myself Jaid up with brain fever from these 
same causes, 

“I have asked Colonel Thomas (treasurer of the Home), recognized as among 
the ablest of our medical men, to be preeente during my examination of the man, 
and himself to examine him professionally with a view to giving his opinion in 
the case, Through other sources than the letter I have received, I hear the 
wey, best character possible given him as to perfect truthfulness and honesty, 
and these accord with the record in my journal of the trusts with which he was 
honored when with me. Ido not know whether this statement can be of any 
use in forwarding his claim, but so far as it goes I can swear to it. 


“Very respectfully 
i “M. R. PATRICK, Governor.” 


Mr. Barnes's decease occurred prior to action by the Pension Department upon 
the letters of General Patrick, and, in fact, no ruling was made upon the case 


thereafter. 

On March 20,1883, the widow of Mr. Barnes filed an application for pension, 
alleging as ground therefor the death of her husband from insanity, resulting 
from disease of head and eyes. Her application was rejected April 27, 1883, for 
the reason that the soldier's death from insanity, forty-one years after service. 
had no connection with the service. She is now seventy-two years of age and 
in Ss ndent circumstances, and in the judgment of your committee the bill 
should pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA MATHEWS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. REED) was the bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension 
to Eliza Mathews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Mathews, dependent mother 
of John Mathews, late a private in Company F, Thirty-second Maine Volun- 
teers, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
Pay for the relief of Eliza Matthews, having corsidered the same, report as 
follows : 

John Matthews was a private in Company F, Thirty-second Maine Volun- 
teers. He was a good soldier and died in Andersonville prison. The claimant 
under this bill was largely dependent upon soldier for gh pec but when she 
applied for pension as dependent mother it was properly enied on the ground 
that the soldier left a widow and minor children, who were pensioned. Since 
that time the widow has remarried, and the children have d the pension- 
able age, so that no pension is being paid in consequence of soldier's death. 

Claimant is eighty-seven rr of age, entirely unable todo manual labor, and 
is supported by charity. The case is an exceptionally strong one of its cl 
and as there are numerous precedents your committee report back a substitute 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass, and also recommend that the orig- 
inal bill lie on the table. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. CAROLINE G. SCYFFORTH. 


Mr. CASWELL. I call up the bill (H. 9126) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Caroline G. Scyfforth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, nan, re the visions of 
the pension laws, the name of Caroline G. Scyfforth, widow of the late Edmund 
Soy forth, a contract surgeon in the United States Army, 
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The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Claimant is the widow of Edmund Seyfforth, who was a contract surgeon at 
Lawrence, Mass., from April 12, 1862, to August 17, 1865, at which time his ser- 
vices were no longer needed. The claimant alle; in her declaration for pen- 
sion that her husband while engaged in said ital service at Portsmouth 
Grove Hospital, in Rhode Island, iu the month of January, 1863, while dressing 
the wounds of a certain patient in said hospital was poisoned by certain poison- 
ous matter from said oan aos hye he was seriously injured by blood poison- 
ing, which caused his death July 21,1874. The claim was rejected on the ground 
that the death resulted from con: ion of liver, not due to cut of finger. It is 
admitted that the deceased was free from blood poisoning prior to his en - 
ment as surgeon. Itisalsoadmitted that claimant has never married since the 
date of her husband's death. 

Dr. Joseph W. Cushing, acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, testi- 


files— 

“That the said Dr. Edmund Seyfforth, while in the discharge of his duty as 
surgeon as above stated, became disabled; that he was daily and intimately 
associated with him from October, 1862, to March, 1865, and that he was knowing 
to Dr. Seyfforth receiving a wound while operating on a patient (a soldier), 
which wound was followed by severe illness and blood poisoning, and com- 
pelled the amputation of his finger, and that in co uence of the injury his 
nervous on and general health was greatly injured, and that he never re- 
covered his full vigor.” 

David Dana, late pargoon First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, in an affida- 
vit, March 30, 1885, testifies— 

“That he has been iy rey with said surgeon twenty years, and that he 
practiced medicine with him in the same city and saw bim frequently; thathe 
was stationed at the Portsmouth Grove Hospital, and while operating onsome 
of the soldiers he injured his hand by poison from the wounds, and was suffer- 
ing feom blood poison, so that he was obli to lose several fingers and part of 
his hand, deforming him for life, and, in his opinion, it was one of the causesof 
his death, He was with him a day or two before his death, and he seemed to 
be a complete wreck.” 

Andrew C. Stone, a memberof Company A, Thirty-third Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, was taken to the hospital at Portsmouth for treatment in 1863, and there 
met Dr. Seyfforth. He had just had his forefinger amputated. He had punct- 
ured it during an operation, and it had been inoculated with + gia Phere matter, 
which caused the loss of the jointand necessitated amputation. Stone remained 
in the hospital until 1855; saw Dr. Seyfforth almost every day. He was very 
much emaciated after the loss of the finger, and he continued in substantially 
that condition up to the time of death. 

Dr. J.Q. Adams testifies in substance that he was a physical wreck after his 
return from the Army, and adds: 

“It is my undoubted opinion that he died of blood poison; knows these facts 
from being well acquainted with him and boarding in his family and being in 
his office more than three years.” 

There is no medical hospital evidence for the reason that the deceased treated 
himself while in the service and up to the time of hfs death. The evidence 
seems to be abundant that the deceased surgeon incurred blood poison as stated, 
and that said blood poison was the cause of his death. We therefore submit a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
poSon: In the name “Scyfforth’' wherever it occurs in the bill insert 
“ Seyfforth,’ s 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
were read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELNATHAN MEADE. 


Mr. PEEL. I call up the bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of 
pension to Elnathan Meade. 
The bill was read, as follows: ; 


Re it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elnathan Meade, late of Company 

J, Forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, at the rate of $45 a month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) is as follows: 


The beneficiary named in the bill enlisted in Sanpa C, Forty-fourth New 
York Volunteers, August 20, 1862, He was wounded in left hand at the battle 
of Fredericksburgh, December 13, 1862, and in head, severe, at the battle of the 
Wilderness, and was discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability. 

In addition to these wounds he contracted disease of heartand lungs. The 
combined disabilities are rated at the Pension Office at $24 per month. Several 
efforts to have his pension increased have failed, because he can perform some 
manual labor. It appears from the medical evidence that the wound of the 
head, the greater of the disabilities, alone is of such a character as to entitle Mr, 
Meade to a higher pension than that now allowed for the combined disabilities. 

Dr. William V. Marmion, of Washington, D.C., and an oculist of national 
reputation, in 1882 described the disability resulting from the gunshot wound of 
head as follows: 

“‘Lefteye: vision, perception of light of left side of visual field, central as well 
general vision in all other respects lost. Ophthalmoscopic examination reveals 
atrophy of optic nerve, with a well-marked and almost vertical fissure of the 
retina, caused by the concussion of the bullet as it traversed the posterior and 
inferior portion of the orbit; the tension of both eyes about normal; globe of 
left some what sunken, owing to the partial destruction of fatty cushion in pos- 
terior portion of orbit. Right eye: vision nine-tenths emmetropic. There are 
some traces of slight netiro-retenitis remaining, most likely resulting from sym- 
pathetic irritation. Patient suffers from asthenopia, which no glass relieves; 
close application of eye might produce serious symptoms and threaten the 
health of the eye. Left eye deviates outward. tion of right eye good.” 

The general effect of the wound of the head upon the system is described in 
the certificate of T. B. Hood, late brevet colonel United States volunteers and 
medical examiner of the Pension Office, under date of January 6, 1886, as fol- 
lo 


tervals for several years pa he bas been in m fessional care for the results 
d of his head and face. 


struck him alittle above the external canthus of the left eye a ng some- 
what downward, emerged just in front of the ear n the right of the face. 
In its track the fract the r or cheek-bone (its preneete roost. 
The upper few-bone (superior maxillary, tnfurig the globe of the eye, passed 

of the upper jaw-bone (superior max’ $ e glo! e eye, 
he nasal fosse, fracturin; bones there, and passin, ugh the right upper 
a H Sons (inferior maxillary), 


1888. 
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waste time and attention tpon so hopeless a case, is wholly credible, and most 
certainly but few persons would recover from so seyere a wound. 

“The sight of the left eye is wholly destroyed, and there is growing involve- 
ment of the right eye from sympathy. But even that is not the worst of the 
case. The involvement of the nervous system as a result of the wound, the con- 
stant pain which is xysmally increased beyond the point of endurance, 
and the reflected irritation upon She whole nervous system as a matter of fact 
aeaa his trouble so as to unfit him for any kind of labor, mental or phys- 


cal. 
He should, if possible, have no enforced occupation; should not be compelled 
to any business cares of any character, but should be so situated as to consult 
his inclinations as to either mental or physical work. With freedom from care 
of any kind, so far as practicable, he migbtlive in com ive comfort, but as 
long as he must labor with mind or y so long will that labor precipitate 
paroxysms of pain which will cause general excitement and shock of the nery- 
ous system and utter unfitness for any business pursuits, and I express this 
opinion not upon the theoretic grounds alone, but base it upon close observa- 
tion of the case for several years.” 
wer to masticate solid food. 


The wound has also destroyed the 

Your committee fully appreciate the severity of the wound of head and its 
effects upon the eyes as well as upon the general system, and the consequent 
necessity of quiet and abstention from any business. This alone would seem to 

ustify an increase of the pension now received by Mr. Meade. But as hereto- 
fore stated, there are other disabilities recognized by the Pension Bureau but 
not included in the present rating, which should not be ignored in the consid- 
eration of his request for increase. 

After a careful examination of all the evidence, part of which only has been 
referred to in this report, your committee are convincingly impressed with the 
merits of the case, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying billand 
ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES JEWETT. 


Mr. GROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Jewett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Charles Jewett, late a private in 
Company I, Third New i ae ire Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension 
at the rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


Claimant was a private in Company I, Third New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
agit enlisting August 21, 1861, and being d August 25, 1864, making a 
full three years' service. He was pensioned at the rate of $6 per month for 
rheumatism, and es for an increase on the ground of rheumatic disease of 
the eyes, causing blindness, which application was rejected by the Pension Office. 
Had that application been allowed claimant would have received $72 per month, 
and this bill proposes to give him $40 per month, which is in the line of numer- 
ous p ents established by Congress. 

The merits of this case must necessarily be determined by medical testimony, 
on which point the following is submitted : 

Dr. John H. Cutler, of Peterborough, N. H., a distinguished physician and 
late a surgeon in the Union Army, under date February 11, 1886, san 

“I was called to attend Charles Jewett professionally during year 1867, 
said Jewett being ge ro d known to me as the same man who served as a 
pirate in Coi I, Thi ment New Ham Volunteers; that the 

isease for which I first treated him was a rhew c weakness of the and 
I have treated him for the same trouble, from time to time, down to date. The 
disease has gradually increased upon him, and in April, 1884, it became so severe 
that he was compelled to give up the job at which he was employed, and has 
since been unable to Byer ee manual labor to any considerable extent; in fact, 
has been able to do littleof anything. He has had a severe troublein the back, 
which has been abated since last August to some extent, and the disease seems 
to have gone to his eyes. He has a rheumatic inflammation of the eyes, which 
has destroyed the sight of the right eye, and the left eye is badly diseased from 
the same cause.” 

One medical board gave the be grein that the blindness was not due to the 
service, while another admitted that it was impossible to determine whether 
or not such was the fact. 

On the 9th day of December, 1887, soldier was sent for examination to Dr. H, 
D. W. Carvelle, of Manchester, N. H., a peua in diseases of the eye. Dr. 
Carvelle found almost total blindness, and gave an elaborate statement of the 
case, concluding in these words: 

“ Do not know whether rheumatism could cause these changes. Can scarcely 
accept rheumatism as a cause of the blindness, but it might be possible,” 

Since that time, on April 16, 1888, Dr. Cutler the attending physician, has filed 
with your committee the following additional affidavit : $ 

“I, John H. Cutler, of Peterborough, in the county of Hillsborough and State 
of New or on gee on oath depose that I am and have been since November, 
1865, a practicing physician and surgeon at said Peterborough; that I have known 
Charles Jewett, late a private in Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteers, and have lived buta short distance from him during all of that time; 
that I was called to prescribe for him very early in my practice in Pi rough 
for rheumatism when he had been but a short time out of the Army, and have 
treated him occasionally ever since for that disease and related ailments, which 
were apparently the result and effects of his military service in a southern cli- 
mate; tiat this disability has increased in severity from year to year ever since. 
I first found it in the lumbar regions, when it ually encroached upon the 
dorsal and cervical regions, and later upon the of the brain, the result of 
which is blindness and total disability to perform manual labor, the result of 
which is permanent. 

“I further depose that I have no interest in the prosecution or result of any 
claim for pension on behalf of said Jewett, 

JOHN H. CUTLER, M. D. 


“ PETERBOROUGH, N. H., April 16, 1888. 
“STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, Hillsborough, 83: 


“Personally appearing the above-named John H. Cutler on the 16th day of 
April, 1888, su bed and made oath to the foregoing affidavit before me, and 
I certify that he is personally known to me asthe Peres he represents himself 
to be, and is reputable and entitled to credit, and that I have no interest in any 
claim for pension by or in behalf of Charles Jewett named in the above affidavit, 

“ (SEAL. R. B. HATCH, Notary Public.” 

A summary of the medical testimony is as follows: One board thinks the 
blindness is not due to rheumatism, and another admits that it is impossible to 


determine that point; an oculist finds blindn: but can not sa: tivel 
to whether rheumatism did or did not cause it: while the adond, e diag 


g surgeon, 
who has treated soldier continuo: for more than twenty years, swears posi- 
tively that the blindness is the di result of rheumatic wouble. 


As it is well known to every medical man of experience that rheumatic dis- 
eases of eye are not uncommon, it is safe to assume that the attending surgeon 
in this case understands the matter better than other medical men who have 
seen the soldier but once, and accordingly your committee report the bill back 
favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
FREDERIC RONICKE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I call up the bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name 
of Frederic Ronicke on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Frederic Ronicke, late of Company 
A, Fifty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roil, subject to the lim- 
itations and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

Frederick Ronicke enlisted October 1, 1861, in Company A, Fifly-eighth Reg- 
iment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and was discharged January 14, 1865. The 
evidence filed in his pension claim establishes that he was a sound, ro 
healthy man when he enlisted; also his officers testify to his beinga brave an 
viie soldier. He claims that while on duty on the gunboat Mound City, in 
the winter of 1863, he contracted rheumatism from exposure and was sent to 
hospital-boat Red Rover, 

There is no record evidence of his being treated fot rheumatism, but the evi- 
dence of Lieut. Charles Kelte, then commanding Company A, Fifty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, says “that claimant was under his command 
from February 8, 1863, to June, 1863; that he was often taken with pains in his 
limbs, and thathe became reduced in flesh and unfit for duty.” Joseph Dister, of 
Dayton, Ohio, captain of Company F, Fifty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, tes- 
tifies “that while on an expedition from Chickasaw Bayou, Mississippi, to Ar- 
kansas ot Arkansas, about January, 1863, claimant complained of severe 
pains in his and body and had to be put into an ambulance.” The evi- 
dence is that since his discharge the rheumatism grew more severe until he 
was disabled from manual labor. The board of examining surgeons under 
order from Pension Department examined Mr. Ronicke, June 7, 1882, and re- 


port: 

“This man is very much deformed from the effects of deposits in the various 
joints of the body; the knees are rigid in a semi-flexed position; the fingers 
useless on account of the deformity at each joint; he is unable to walk e 
and heips himself as best he can upon crutches; he has no acute pains or act 
inflammation in any of his joints now, and that he is totally incapacitated for 
obtaining his subsistence by manual labor,” 

The evidence shows this man to be very poor. He states that he is unable to 
poaae the evidence necessary to complete his claim, and in the absence 

ospital record for treatment of rheumatism the Pension Department rejected 
his claim. But from his present condition and his condition since his dissharge, 
in connection with claimant's statement, rey by the evidence of Captain 
Dister and Lieut. Charles Kelte, officers in his company and regiment, your 
committee believes the claimant is entitled to pension, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the- recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN A. ROLF. 


Mr. ADAMS. Icall up the bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Rolf. 
The bill was read, as follows; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of John A. Rolf to $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now received by him under certificate 63064, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


John A, Rolf served in pene 8 D, Seventy-second Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teers, from December 22, 1863, to July 29, 1845, when discharged for disability on 
account of Pyeng wound of left elbow received in battle at Franklin, Tenn., 
November 30, 1664. 

For this wound he is pensioned at $24 per month, the disability being equiva- 
lent to the loss of a hand. 

On April 30, 1871, epee then being employed as a letter-carrier at the 
Chicago, Ill., post-o! , and while on his route gathering up letters, in the at- 
tempt to get off a street-car he lost his hold by reason of the disabled condition 
of the left arm,was thrown under the wheels of the car,and had his right arm 
so badly crushed that amputation at the shoulder-joint became necessary. 

A captain of police and others who witnessed the accident attribute this in- 
jury to the weakened condition of the wounded arm, rather than to carelessness 
or negligence on the part of the pensioner. He is shown to have always been 
a sober and industrious man, and is spoken of in the highest terms by those 
under whom he was employed at the time of the accident. 

By reason of the wound of service and the subsequent loss of the other arm 
he is incapable of performing skilled or manual labor, and is in a great meas- 
ure dependent upon the efforts of his small children, who keep a small fruit- 
stand in the city of Chicago. In addition to the disabilities described Rolf is 
nearly blind in left eye,and suffers much from rheumatism of both shoulder- 
joints, left hip, both knees, and ankle-joints. 

It is true that the ter disability is not directly chargeable to the military 
service, but that it is indirectly due to the severe injury of service, is, in the 
opinion of your committee, clearly shown. Pensioner’s condition is pitiable 
in the extreme, and while no relief can be afforded him under the general pen- 
sion laws, it is the desire of this committee that his pension should be increased, 
and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do 
pass, amended, however, by striking out the work “ fifty,” in line 5, and insert 
therein instead the word “ forty-five.” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was read, and to. 7 4 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MANHATTON PICKETT. 
Mr. OSBORNE. I call up the bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension 
of Manhatton Pickett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, anu- 

thorized and directed to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett, late a ser- 

t of Company B, One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York Volun- 
Tea, to $45 per month, in lieu of the pension now authorized by law. 
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The report (by Mr. LYNcH) was read, as follows: 
The claimant in this case is now drawing a pension of $36 


r month, under 
a special act of Congress approved July 14, 1586, Afters examination of 
the facts of this case, and the report of Senator BLAIR, No. 915, made to the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, which clearly and briefly states the fact 

the committee is of the opinion that the claimant’s pension should be increase: 

to the amount allowed under the law approved August 4, 1886, for the loss of a 
leg at the hip-joint, or so near the joint as to prevent the use of an artificial 


The evidence is conclusive that the claimant is more disabled by reason of 
the wound from which he is now page tg and is less able to provide for the 
maintenance of himself and family, than if he was on crutches and had his 
limb amputated ‘‘so near the hip-joint as to prevent the use of an artificial 
limb.” is condition can not be remedied by the amputation of the leg at or 
above the knee-joint, from the fact that his physical condition is such that the 
Gx -semmpe could not be performed without endangering life. 

our committee would, therefore, recommend that Senate bill 2301 be amended 
by striking outin line 6 the words *‘one hundred,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “forty-five,” and as so amended the bill is reported favorably, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The following is the report made to the Forty-ninth Congress, referred to 


above: 

“The soldier is now in receipt of a pension for gunshot wound, described as 
follows by J. L. Stewart, president board of examining surgeons: 

“ ‘Gunshot wound of posterior surface of left leg, leaving an ulcerated dis- 
charging wound 3} inches long over the lower part of the gastrocnemius mus- 
cle, the lower third of which muscle has been removed by inflammatory action 
and discharges, producing pain and weakness of the leg and ankle, and im- 

ng 7 ability for manual labor, causing a disability equal to the loss of a 
or foot. 

“Dr. Pickett has appeared personally before your committee, and, having 
examined him carefully, they find the leg atrophied, with a large ulceration, 
which is evidently incurable. 

“The leg requires bandaging to be constantly renewed, and is offensive to the 
smell. is has impaired his general health and reduced itto so low an ebb 
that an amputation of the leg, though very much to be desired, would now be 
exceedingly dangerous and probably fatal. 

“Taking all things into consideration, your committee think that this pen- 
sioner would be better off had his leg been amputated. 

“In addition to the above the following aflidavit has been filed in support of 
the claim for increase, as follows: 

“Orry or WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, ss: 

“Alexander M. Lowry, after being duly sworn, deposes and says that he was 
late adjutant of the One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York State Vol- 
unteers; that he was attached to said regiment from August, 1862, until about 
Septe ber, 1864; that he was well acquainted with Manhattan Pickett, late a 
ge t of Company B of said ment, who is now an a Gren for a pension 
by gts act of Congress by bill H. R. 7165; that he has known him since Au- 
gust, 

“ Affant further states that said Pickett was wounded at Cold Harbor in the 
line of duty; that he was immediately afte taken to the hospital, where 
here: until discharged and sent home, Said Pickett has neverrecovered 
from the effects of said wound, but is now entirely disabled and rendered ut- 
terly paps and unable to do anything to support himself or family in conse- 
quence thereof. The wound has never healed, but, on the contrary, has continu- 
ally grown worse, until at the present time it is in such an offensive cendition 
that itis jejeg fe dress the same at least twice every day, 

“The soldier is himself an eminent physician and surgeon, one of the best in 
Western Pennsylvania, and has, therefore, thus far been able to prescribe for 
his own case; were he required to employ medical assistance it would take a 
much larger amount of money to pay for the same than his present pension. 
He now requires constant care, attendance, and treatment on account of the of- 
fensive and dangerous character of this wound and its discharges. Under its 
influence his health is roe gh Sig pp owing to the constant and severe drain 
apon his physical system; this is greatly enhanced by the continuous pain 
which he suffers on account of this wound, which has shattered his nervous 
system, and requires large quantities of opiates to be persistently administered 
Fa order to relieye the same, the effect of which has necessarily m very in- 

urious. 

“The said wound is several inchesin length from the knee down and the flesh 
is gradually sloughing off, the result of which is of the most disagreeable char- 
acter. He long would have submitted to amputation of the leg above the 
knee were it not for the fact that he has been assured by the best medical au- 
thorities in that section that such amputation would probably result in death, 
‘The claimant has therefore continued to drag out a miserable nee, which 
it is the belief of your affiant can not probably be continued but a short time, 
and which it is very probable may even be numbered by months. 

“Afflant further states that the claimant has a wife and one young child de- 
pending upon him for support; that he is entirely without po ey or means; 
that he is an eminent physician, and would be capable, if p hA pat y able to at- 
tend to his profession, of securing a and lucrative practice; that he has 
been surgeon of the Philadelphia and Erie Railway Company, but, not being 
able to attend to the duties of that tion, must resign the same. 

“A fiant further states that the wife of said claimant has been hisconstant at- 
tendant, and has given and is now giving a large portion of her time, strength, 
and energy to his care, and that but for her assistance he would be compelled to 
procure the constant aid and attendance of another person, which he is now 
unable to do by reason of poverty. ` j 
SAND further states that he has no interest in the prosecution of the above 

m, 


F “ALEX. M. LOWRY. 

“Sworn and subscribed before me this 4th day of ars 1886, 

“ [sear] “R. B. NIXON, Notary Publie.” 

“Your committee think that the evidence shows s condition of this soldier 
which will fully warrant the pension of $0 per month, as it would seem that 
he requires the aid and attendance of another, besides constant medical attend- 
ance, The bill is therefore reported back with a recommendation that it do 
pass, with the following amendment: Strike out the word ‘thirty-six, in the 
sixth line, and insert the word ‘fifty.’"’ 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ; 

TOBIAS BANEY. 


I call up the bill (S. 121) granting a pension to 


Mr. HIESTAND. 
Tobias Baney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name or Tobias Baney, late of the One hun- 
dred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 121) 
granting a pension to Tobias Baney, have had the same under consideration 
and res: ully report that they submit and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 

“Tobias Baney, the claimant, enlisted as a private in Company H, One hun- 
dred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, February 28, 1365, 
and was honorably discharged January 31, 1866. 

“About November, 1565, while at Washington, D. C., claimant was attacked 
by pains in the region of the heart, which have continued until the present 
time, with a steady increase in violence and the disability consequent thereupon. 

“The hospital records contain no mention of any disability, but claimant al- 
leges that as military duty at that time was merely nominal, and his regiment 
was in daily expectation of muster out, he made no complaint of his disability 
to his superior officers, or to the regimental surgeon. 

“After his discharge he was treated by Dr. J. W. Bowman, of Bainbridge, 
pore rem 1868; since then he has been treated by Dr. G. W. Beane, of the same 


P 

“Dr. Beane testifies, infer alia, that claimant suffers much from attacks of 
pain and broken-down condition of his health; that in his opinion claimant 
contracted from exposure pericarditis, or inflammation of the heart’s coverings, 
which extends to and along the great arteries; that he is and always has been 
a temperate, industrious man, whose health was certainly undermined while 
in the service. 

“ From the evidence submitted it appears that claimant, owing to his disa- 
bility from the above-mentioned cause, was, for the first ten years, incapacitated 
for manual labor one-fourth of the time; from then to 1882, one-half of the time, 
and from the latter date to the present time bas been totally incapacitated for 
manual labor. 

“That the disability originated in the military service of the United States is 
proven by the testimony of a number of claimant's comrades, who, together 
mie cone persons, show him to have been a robust, healthy man prior to his 
enlistment. 

“In view of these facts, your committee recommend that the accompanying 
bill do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA A. HEINY. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9034) granting 
a pension to Lydia A. Heiny. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the rules and 
regulations of the Pension Department, the name of Lydia A, Heiny, widow of 
George Heiny, late a member of Company E, Thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and Company E, Eighth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


Lydia A. Heiny is the widow of George Heiny, who enlisted asa 
Company E, Eighth Indiana Cavalry (Thirty-ninth Volunteers), and was en- 
rolled on the 28th day of August, 1851, and was mustered outat Lexington, N. O., 
July 20, 1865, and died December 13, 1880. The widow filed apetiention for pen- 
sion May 11, 1885, alleging that the soldier, George EAAS er husband, soon 
after the battle of Chattanooga, Tenn., while in the line oi his duty, contracted 
indigestion, dyspepsia, bronchitis, disease of throat, and nervous debility, and 
that his death was caused by reason of said disabilities. The claim was rejected 
by the Pension Department on the ground that the cause of the soldier's death, 
the result of a fall, was not due to his military service, 

In relation to the death of the soldier, W. D. Winburn testifies that his occu- 
pation is that of a barber, and that he knew the soldier two years prior to his 
death. He was a patron of the affiant’s. He suffered from throat trouble, and 
he often noticed when in his (affiant's) barber-shop that he seemed to suffer 
greatly of smothering; seemed asif his throat filled up and he could not breathe, 
and choked, and this grew worse seemingly, and greatly annoyed him on the 
evening he was severely injured, December 12, 188. He came to affiant’s bar- 
ber-shop, located upstairs, to get shaved, Saturday evening, December 12, 1890. 
He sat down to wait his turn, being crowded with customers, Afliant noticed 
that he (soldier) seemed quite uneasy, and seemed to be choking, and started to 
go out of the shop, and said that he would come in again when he felt better. 
He opened the door and started down the stairsand fell. AfMant heard him fall 
and went to the door at once, and he was lying on the brick sidewalk. Thesol- 
dier died the following day. 

P. R. Whitesell, captain of the soldier's company, and also a physician, testi- 
fies that he was personally acquainted with the said Heiny, and that he was a 
sound, able-bodied man, free from disease prior to enlistment; that he pre- 
soribed for him frequently for disease of the throat while in the Army. After 
returning from the Army he commenced treating soldier for disease of the 
throat in October, 1855, and was his physician up to 1866. The disease continued 
to take on a ‘nore aggravated form. It aif his voice organs and degluti- 
tion. Dr. W. B. Graham, he says, treated the soldier the greater part of the 
time after the above date, and he (Dr. Whitesell) examined him frequently 
while Dr. Graham was treating him, and adyised with the doctor in the treat- 
ment. 

Dr. Graham testifies that he treated the soldier for disease of throat, and that 
it gradually grew worse, and that while under his treatment from about Sep- 
tember, 1565, to 1870, was so as to disable him from manual labor fnlly half the 
time. 

Dr. Tucker testifies that he treated the said Heiny for disease of throat and 
vocal organs during the summer and winter of 1871-72 until he removed to No- 
blesville. He says he suffered a great deal during degiutition from severe pain 
in throat and he gradually grew worse; the treatment merely allayed the pain, 
but he did not make any improvement in his condition. He says he does not 
know the origin only from hearsay, but it was understood that it originated in 
the Army. e saw him frequently after he ceased to treat him until about the 
date of death, and his condition was growing gradually worse to the extent 
that he was unable to perform manual labor more than half the time, and that 
his habits were good, 

Austin Lenner testifies that he was a member of the same company with 
Heiny, and has been acquainted with him all his life; that they enlisted to- 

ther, and he knows that Heiny was a stout, active young man and not af- 

eted with any kind of disease; that afterthe war they returned to their homes, 
near Noblesville, Ind., where they lived and saw each other more or less every 
month from the date of his d to the date of his death, and he knows of 
his own personal knowledge that he was tly afflicted with some kind of 
throat troubleand unable to perform manual labor in consequence thereof; that 
he was treated by payseang that his disability continued to grow worse all 
the time up to the date of his death, and knowing what he does of the soldier's 
condition before enlistment and his duties while in the service he has every 
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reason to believe that he contracted his disability in the service and in line of 
his duty, and that his death was the result ofsaid disabilities. 

Your committee are of the opinion that itis proved beyonda reasonable doubt 
that the soldier was a sound, healthy man at the time he enlisted. There is no 
hospital record of treatment in his case, but it is shown that said arein- 
complete; but the testimony of Captain Whitesell, who was also his family 
physician, is sufficient to show that his disability was incurred while in the 
service and in line of duty. The fall from the top of the stair-way to the brick 
sidewalk below was technically the cause of his death, but the committee are 
forced to the conclusion that the debilitated condition of the soldier at the time, 
resulting from the diseases which were incurred in the Army, is sufficient, in 
os 4 te of the committee, to justify the belief that death resuited from said 

isabilities. 

In view, therefore, of the facts above stated, and the further facts that the 
soldier was a r man when he came out of the Army, and was an invalid and 
unable to perform manual labor only to a limited extent from the date of his 
Seana ye to the date of his death, we believe that the relief asked ought to be 
granted. 


Your committee therefore submit a favorable report,and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM KNIGHT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I call up the bill (S. 341) granting pensions to 
William Knight, Jacob Parrott, and John Whollam. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the act approved July 7, 1834, entitled “An act granting pensions 
to Wilson W. Brown and others,” the name of William Knight, late of Com- 

ny E, Twenty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Jacob Parrott and John 
Whallam, late of the Thirty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. As the report in this case is long, I think I can 
make a’statement of the case which will be entirely satisfactory, after 
which I trust the report may be printed in the RECORD without read- 
ing. These men are all who nowremainof what are known in history 
as the ‘‘ Mitchel Raiders,” and who have not been pensioned under 
the act of July 7, 1884. At the time of the passage of that act the 
whereabouts of these men and even their existence had not been ascer- 
tained. They have since beén found. One of them is a resident of 
my own county. The bill proposes to place these men on an equality 
with the other surviving members of that expedition, at the rate of $24 
a month. They suffered extreme ips, as is known, under cir- 
cumstances which it is not necessary to repeat. 

The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 341) 
granting pansion; to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, and John Whollam, sub- 
mit the followlng report: 

This bill, as originally introduced into the Senate at this session of Congress 
was a duplicate of House bill No. 961, for which it is now reported asa substit ute 
It provides for granting pensions, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
act of Congress approved July 7, 1884, entitled “An act Liger ema e 
son W. Brown, and others,” William Knight, Jacob Parrott, and John Whollam, 
the now remaining unpensioned survivors of that brave band of Union soldiers 
known in history asthe “ Mitchel Raiders.” 

The facts upon which the relief sought is based are set forth in the Senate re- 
port accompanying the bill, which is herein incorporated and made a part of 
this report, namely: ~ 

“(Senate Report No. 475, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 341) grantin: 

nsions to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, William Reddick, and John Whol- 
a have examined the same, and report: 

“Phe beneficiaries of this bill were members ofthe forlorn hope, known in 1862 
as ‘ Mitchel’s ers.’ 

“By special act of July 7, 1984, Co bestowed a pension of $24 a month, 
in mse to oe peonon upon Wilson W. Brown and others, comprising a 
majority of the survivors of those who were engaged in a hazardous e: = 
under orders of General O. M. Mitchel, having for its object the destruction of 
the bridges between Chattanooga and Atlanta, as part of a movement for the 
capture of the former place. The enterprise involved a raid of 200 miles south 
within the Confederate lines, and the duty was of so desperate a character that 
volunteers were called as for a forlorn hope. Twenty-one responded to the 
call. The enterprise was not successful, pe Pee having been captured, and 
seven, with their leader, were tried, convicted, and hung as spies, 

* Before this trial and execution the twenty-one prisoners were confined ina 
room 13 feet square for regs gears weeks, and of those zemni unhung one 
‘the Jacob Parrott of this bill) was whipped on the bare back with a hundred 
lashes, and the balance were confined from six to eleven months in expectation 
of the fate which had overtaken their dead comrades, and were forced to sub- 


Congress, and also in a report of this commi Report 7. Forty- 
seventh Congress, first session), in acco: ce w recommendations 
the act of July 7, 1884, was . Thatact provided for all the participants 


then pennone for aid in that behalf. 

“The bill now under consideration grants to William Knight, late of Com- 
pany E, Twenty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Jacob Parrott, William Red- 
dick, and John Whollam, late of the Thirty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
members of the same expedition, unprovided for in the act of July 7, 1884, the 
same pension as that given their comrades by the terms of that act, thus plac- 
ing them all on the same footing. William Reddick, however, one of themen 
named, received the aid pyaar by this bill under the name of William H. 
Reddick in as al act of Congress oor February 27, 1887, and his name 
should be stricken from the bill, With an amendment to that effect the bill is 
reported ptr mame its passage recommended, 

“Amend by striking out the name of ‘ William Reddick’ wherever it occurs 
in bill and title,” 

Your committee very cheerfully indorse and approve the statements of the 
Senate report, and hereby report the Senate bill favorably and ask its passage; 
and also ask that the House bill, No. 961, be laid upon the table. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE RUPPERT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I call up the bill (S. 996) granting a pension to 
Caroline Ruppert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Ruppert, widow of Chris- 
tian Ruppert, late a private in Company F, Second Regiment of Michigan Cay- 
alry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Senate Committee on Pensions have presented a report fully setting forth 
the facts in the case, which rons committee adopt as their own and likewise 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

The report is as follows: 

“Caroline Ruppert, the claimant, is the widow of Christian Ruppert, who en- 
sap as : rivate in Company E, Second Michigan Cavalry, November 9, 1563, 
and was 
Office on the ground that the disease of which the soldier died April 25, 1876— 
disease of the lungs—did not originate in the service. 

“It is alleged that the fatal disease of the lungs was the result of the soldier's 
falling from his horse and being kicked and trampled upon. The morning re- 

rts of the company have thisentry for February 22, 1865: *Kicked by a horse, 
Jawbone broken.’ ‘on account of this injury he was sent to hospital February 

“There is abundant testimony to show that at enlistment Rup; was an ex- 
ceptionally meong son healthy man, and free from any disability. Frederick 
Danes, who saw Ruppert on the day of his return from the Army, and who 
worked in the same shop with him afterward at the cooper’s e, testifies 
that soldier was never in good health after his d , and that he often 
complained of his breast. This evidence is corroborated by several other tel- 
low-workmen and acquaintances, who testify that he was not able to do heavy 
work, and that he had to ‘lay off’ frequently on account of the pans in his 
breast. Dr. Adolph Henning testifies that he treated Ruppert for lung disease 
in February or , 1866; that he undoubtedly got the disease in the service, 
as it was of six or seven months’ standing, and as he was in very bad health; 
and that he treated him subsequently for the same affection. e evidence 
as to the lung disease is corroborated by other physicians who treated him at 
different times. 

“The evidence as to soldier's soundness at enlistment is undoubted, and that 
as to his ill-health at di is as satisfactory. 

“Your committee deem it but a reasonable conclusion that the fatal disease 
— from theserrice, and are willing to give the widow the benefit of this con- 
clusion. . 

* They therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. CORSON. , 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I wish to call up the bill (H. R. 6307) granting’ 
a pension to Sarah A. Corson. B 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension-laws, the name of Sarah A. Corson, widow of the late 
Joshua Corson, late a corporal in Com y B, of the Twenty-fourth Regiment 
of New Jersey Infantry, at the rate of a month, from the date of his death, 
to wit, December 12, 1855. 


The report (by Mr. Procock) was read, as follows: 
The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of Joshua Corson, who served 
in Company B, Sag Agee Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, from August 


2s, 

“ Find a ball-size entrance scar 4 inches below and behind the left trochanter 
major, and the exit scar (ball cut out) about 4 inches below and behind the right 
trochanter jor, the course of the bali evidently being through the glutii 
folds or bu’ and possibly passing between bowel and sacrum low down, 
for we find no midway evidence of ball injury.” 

It appears from the evidence in the case that the hernia made its appearance 
first about four years prior to the soldier’s death, although he complained for 
years prior thereto of a weakhess and pain in that part of the body. 

Dr. Joseph Butcher, who attended the soldier reg Rage last two years of his 
life, testifies that when first called in the case found him suffering from femoral 
hernia, which afiant diagnosed as omentum. It was irreducible, In three or 
four months it became very painful, and soon showed signs of malignant infil- 
tration, from effects of which hedied. Held no post mortem, therefore can show 
no direct connection between the wound and hernia, but believes the wound to 
have caused hernia by deteriorating and weakening his whole system, and 

soutigious to Ar Sers and there also being no o accountable cause of 
ernia, no blows or vy lifting. The history of the case, previous to time 
affiant saw soldier, would undoubtedly indicate a connection, namely, that there 
was a discharge from wound until ap: ce of hernia, when it ceased entirely; 
also, pain which had existed a iong aoe in the hip, thigh, and back, seemed to 
ie p to anterior portion of the y after appearance of hernia, affecting it 
and contiguous parts. 

Dr. Butcher is a physician in good standing and evidently has given the case 
close attention. ile doubts must necessarily surround s case of this charac- 
ter, yetin the opinion of your committee the same should be solved in favor of 
the claimant, in particular when the testimony of the attending physician war- 
rants such a solution. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
amended, however, by striking out all after the word “Infantry,” in line 8. 


The amendment recommended in the concluding paragraph was read, 
and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


EMIL SCHATTLE. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present consideration the 
bill (S. 1435) : 


granting a pension to Emil Schattle. 


August 17,1855. Her claim was rejected by the Pension - 


. 


- 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emil Schattle, late of Company F, 
Ninth Iowa Cayalry. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER), which was ordered to be printed in 
the REcoRD, is as follows: x 


Peet Seay, adopt the accompanying Senate report, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 539, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant was a private in Company F, Ninth Iowa Cavalry. He enlisted 
July 22, 1863, was discharged August 11, 1865, filed his declaration for invalid 
pension July 11, 1879, claiming disability on account of varicose veins and ulcers, 
resulting from exposure in the service. 

‘The decision of the Pension Office is adverse, and is approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior; and it takes the very common form of asserting that the disa- 
bility existed before enlistment. There is no denial or question of the exist- 
ence of the infirmity, even to the degree of disqualification for manual exertion. 
Decisions of this kind by the Pension Office are so numerous as to su t one 
of three things: That they are inaccurate; that the AA paag making the exam- 
inations and the officers accepting recruits wero careless or incompetent; or 
that the Union forces were largely composed of physically disqualified soldiers. 

This is another of the many similar cases in which the co: ttee are com- 
pelled to conclude that there is no justification for the rejection. 

The is signed by the acting assistant surgeon, who thus states the 


cause: 

“* Varicose veins of legs of such size as to render him unfit for military duty in 
ny crs, Existed prior to enlistment, but aggravated in the service in the 

eof duty. 

It is asserted in the discharge also that the soldier admitted the previous ex- 
istence of varicose veins, to which he makes answer in an affidavit that if the 
d contains this statement it is erroneous and wass misapprehension of 
the surgeons, who could have had no knowledge of affiant before ho was sent 
to the hospital. He says further: 

“ As to the statement of affiant referred to, he stated that the veins of the leg 

e from childhood, but that no disability from that cause 
` existed until by exposure and hard service the ulcerations appeared, and this 
after a long time and hard service. And he claims that ifthe surgeons who dis- 

him made such an assertion it should not be recognized, as he was ex- 
amined by Dr. Jesse Warren at enlistment and mustered into service.” 

The man was accepted as sound; there is reason to conclude that he wasable 
to perform the duties of a soldier, otherwise the recruiting surgeon and officer 
would not have certified “on honor” that he was capable of bearing arms. In 
any case he did serve, and it is admitted that he was disabled in consequence. 
Moreover, there is no evidence of the prior existence of disability except that 
contained in the discharge, which is answered by the soldier himself, and whose 
statement is quite as consistent as the other. The bill is reported favorably, 
with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES E. GOTT. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That from and after the e of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, autho and directed to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James E. Gott, late a private in Company A, Fourteenth 
Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the present pension 
which he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER), which was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, is as follows: 


The facts in this case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, w report your committee adopt as their own, and recommend 
the ae of the bill. The Senate report is as follows: 

“The claimant was pensioned at the rate of $24 a month for abscess in left 
maxillary bone. He applied for increase, which was rejected October 21, 1887, 
as the Commissioner states in his letter of transmission, * because the disability 
resulting from the pensioned cause did not incapacitate him forthe performance 
of any manual labor whatever.’ 

“The examining surgeon says that his disability is the result of gangrene 
from the effects of scurvy. Another surgeon, designated by the Pension Office, 
says; ‘He is sustained by the removal of two incisors, and draws fluid food 
through the aperture. It takes him a long time to eat; is poorly nourished. 
His condition is not the result of bad habits.’ 

“The board of examining surgeons who examined him in 1885 report that 
‘his jaws are firmly bound together by a cicatrix; he is unable to form any 
manual labor.’ 

“The claimant was a private in Company A, Fourteenth Maine Volunteers. 
A petition to Congress praying for the increase, signed by 120 citizens of the 
town of Deer Isle, the home of the soldier, states on their personal knowledge 
that, in consequence of the flesh onthe inside of his mouth adhering or growing 
to the jaw, he is unable to open his mouth or to take any solid fi ; that he is 
a great sufferer, unable to labor, and requires the attendance of another person. 

“It is apparent to the comm epee terba a careful investi on of the case, that 
he is not only utterly incapacita’ to perform any kind of labor, but that his 
emaciated condition,and the peculiarities of his case not only require the at- 
tendance of a person to take care of him, but make the occupation of his nurse 
a very unpleasant duty. 

“The committee do not undertake to reconcile the conclusions of the Pen- 
sion Office with the very positive existence of the facts as shown by the surgeons 
appointed to examine him, as well as by his neighbors, who have daily oppor- 
tunities to know whereof they testify. 

“ With the evidence before us we have no doubt that this soldier is entirely 
dag wee oa that his condition is such as to justify and demand a special act 

for his relief. 

“The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE W. PITNER. 
~- Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Task unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (H. R. 940) granting a pension to George W. Pitner. 


The bill was read, as follows: ' 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, nnd he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to'the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Pitner, late of Com- 
pany E, Seventy-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio), which was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 

George W. Pitner was a member of the Seventy-seventh Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and served about three years, and in his affidavits he states that while 
in the service and on a march from Mobile to Nana Hubba Bluff, on the Tom- 
highes River, on or about the 28th of May, 1865, he had a sun-stroke, from 
which he has never recovered; that he was mustered out of the service on the 
Sth day of March, 1866; that on the 2d day of June, 1881, while under the influ- 
ence of vertigo, caused by sun-stroke, he fell into a well and was so injured 
that his right leg had to be amputated below the knee and the left leg was so 
injured that it is substantially useless, the ankle joint being destroyed, and that 
he is now utterly helpless. 

The testimony of George W. Williams, who was with him on this march at 
the time of the sun-stroke, is that Pitner wentaway at the time of this sun-stroke 
in an ambulance; that he was too weak to march; that he was so light-headed 
that he was apt to stagger around and fall; that he did no more duty there, but 
was under the care of the surgeon, and did only light duty from thisinjury until 
he quit the service; was subject to fainting spells and complained of his head. 

Dr. Cook, a prominent physician in Bridgeport, Ohio, the present postmaster 
of that place, states that he known Pitner and treated him more or less ever 
since he came out of the service; treated him at times for sun-stroke or vertigo; 
that when he was treating him inJ uly, 1867, for sun-stroke, he told him of the 
attack of sun-stroke he had in the Army and gave him the full iculars of 
the same. Dr. Cook says that he believed then and still believes that theattack 
he had in July, 1867, was superinduced by the former attack in the Army, and 
that these attacks of vertigo are so severe as to incapacitate the claimant for 
any kind of labor. Dr. Cook also testifies that it was during one of these 
attacks that he fell in the well and was dreadfully injured. 

The testimony shows conclusively that Pitner is a man of good character, 
worthy of credit and belief, and free from all bad habits, but very poor, entirely 
without any means of support. 

Your committee therefore recommends the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this 
bill, to strike out the words “‘ subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘at the rate 
of $30 a month;’’ and I wish briefly to explain the object of this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisis not a committee amendment? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No, sir;this amendment I offer myself. 

The reason I desire to offer the amendment is this: Under the pro- 
visions of this bill—and it is a matter that did not occur to me until 
quite recently—he would be pensioned merely for the sunstroke, from 
which, as is shown by the testimony in the report, he has been suffer- 
ing, and which occurred during his service in the Army, which pension 
would probably be quite a small one in comparison to the disability 
from which he is suffering. 

But while under the infiuence of this vertigo, the result of the sun- 
stroke, and after coming from the Army, while standing near a well, 
he fell into it during an attack of vertigo, and was so seriously injured, 
as shown by the report, that his right leg had to be amputated below 
the knee, and the left leg is comparatively useless, the ankle-joint 
being destroyed, and he is now rendered utterly helpless. 

This man wasa good soldier, who served for three years in the Army, 
made a very creditable record for himself, and is a most respectable 
man. In view of the condition in which he is placed by the disability 
incurred during the service, and this accident, the direct result of that 
disability, I think the pension should be increased as I have suggested. 
Because, Mr. Chairman, we should take into account somewhat the mis- 
fortune of falling into the well, and that though it is nota direct injury 
received in the service it is the indirect result of that injury for the 
reason stated. He has lost, as I have said, one leg and the other is 
broken at the ankle-joint so that its use is destroyed. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the amount of the pension proposed ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That he be pensioned at the rate of $30 
per month. 

Mr. MATSON. This bill is in the precise form of all other bills of 
this class, and we have not yet entered upon the proposition of pen- 
sioning men for disabilities incurred out of the service. It seems to 
be very unfair to all the rest of the pensioners to pension this man for 
some disability which occurred since he leftthe service. Besides, if he 
had sun-stroke so severe that he is in the disabled condition the gentle- 
man suggests he will get a pretty good pension anyway, and I see no 
reason whatever for selecting him out and establishing a rate different 
from that fixed by Congress in all other classes of a similar character 
which are submitted fora rating by a board of examining surgeons. My 
own opinion is, I repeat, that if the disability is such as to make him so 
helpless as described by the gentleman from Ohio he will get a fair 
pensionanyway. Then it seems to me that this matter ought to have 
been investigated, and the proposition should have been made in the 
first place and submitted to the committee. There does not seem to 
have been any attempt of that kind made, and I think it ought not to 
pass, and I shall resist it as far as I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let mestate, Mr. Chairman, that this 


is an exceptional case. At the time that I introduced the bill it did 
not occur to me that it should be introduced in the form I propose to 
amend it. Other bills have been introduced here for exceptional cases 


1888. 


and have been passed. The amount of $24 was granted in the last bill 
but one passed this evening. This is a most worthy man and it would 
be a very rigorous treatment indeed to allow thiscase to be rejected be- 
cause of the harsh rules that prevail in the Pension Department. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. _ Was this brought before the Pension Committee? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Was what brought before the Pension 
Committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This vertigo. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. ‘The report shows that he had it in the 
Army, and that he never did any service after he had received the sun- 
stroke. He came homesuffering from the vertigo, and after his return 
he had the attack from which he fell into the well and received the 
injuries I have stated. 

I have recommendations here signed by the business men of the city 
where he lived, by the man who was president of the medical associa- 
tion of the county, by the present postmaster at Bridgeport, and they 
all agree in saying that something of this kind ought to be done for 
this man. My attention has been recently called to the particulars of 
the case. I introduced the bill without much consideration, but from 
recent information I am satisfied that it would be great injustice and 
wrong to this claimant to give him a pension of less than $30 a month, 
and I am assured that if the case goes to the Department in this way 
he will be pensioned only for the sunstroke, because his misfortune in 
falling into the well will not and can not be taken into consideration 
by the Pension Bureau. 

1t seems to me, sir, that the very object of passing these special bills 
is to reach out and give relief beyond the point which the general law 
covers, I have waited a good many weeks to have this case consid- 
ered; I have not called it up now until we have reached about its reg- 
ular place on the Calendar, and Iam satisfied the House ought to grant 
the pension I have proposed. This man has a family, and he is ut- 
terly helpless. He has been receiving support from the trustees of the 
township for a long time, and from the citizens of the county, and I 
do not know of a case pensioned at this rate that is more meritorious 
than this one. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If this claimant is totally disabled by reason of 
the injury received from sunstroke, what would he be rated at under 
the law? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. He would be rated for sunstroke. They 
can not take into account the fact that he fell into the well and broke 
his leg. 

Mrs CHEADLE. But my question is this: Total disability is total 
disability, whether resulting from blindness or any other cause, and if 
he is totally disabled what would he be rated at under the law? = 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Therating would be much higher I think 
than $30 a month, ` 

Mr. HUNTER. Seventy-two dollars a month. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I believe it would be $72, but I am 
not asking that. Iam asking a compromise amount; I am asking only 


$30. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think he would fare better without the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HUNTER. No; he will fare better with the amendment, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The bill would be of no value without 
the amendment. I would not care about passing it. 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman prefers to have the bill recom- 
mitted I have no objection to that. Let it be recommitted and let 
the case be investigated. The bill certainly ought not to pass in 
this way. But aside from the merits of this particular case, it is not 
the policy of Congress to pension men for disabilities incurred since the 
war. It seems that this claimant could not gèt a pension through the 
Pension Office. I suppose he has applied there. If not he ought not 
to come here. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. He applied, but he could not get a 


pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Then he has to come here and ask grace, even for 
the original disability, and if we give him a pension for that I think 
we treat him pretty liberally. If he was so disabled by this accident 
as is represented he will certainly get a pretty fair rating, and he has 
to come here to get it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But the Pension Bureau can not take 
into consideration the injury from falling into the well. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not say that they can, but I do insist that if he 
is suffering from the effects of the sunstroke to the degree that is 
claimed he will be pensioned ata fair rate, and we have never adopted 
the policy of granting pensions for injuries received by men after leay- 
ing the Army and returning to civil life. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Oh, we have pensioned people who 
never were soldiers at all. 

Mr. MATSON. Nobody doubts that; but although they may not 
have been soldiers they were acting as soldiers. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Well, this man served three years in 
the Army and was a good soldier. 


The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
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Mr. RYAN. I think we understand this case now and are ready 
to vote. : 

Mr. MATSON. Ihave served notice on the gentleman from Ohio 
that if he wishes to have the bill recommitted-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I want to ask the gentleman if he knows why 
this man’s claim was not allowed for sunstroke ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Because the proof did not satisfy the 
Commissioner of Pensions. The physicians, some of them, were dead. 
It was like thousands of other cases where the proof is not complete. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing and debate is not in 
order. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. JosepH D. TAY- 
LOR; and there were—ayes 10, noes 10. 

A MEMBER, The Chair must decide. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe Chair is called upon to decide, the amend- 
ment is not agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iask unanimous consent that the case 
be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. Will 
it lose its place if it be recommitted ? 

Mr. MATSON. ‘There will be no objection to its being recommit- 


ted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the request of the gen- 
tleman to be that the bill should be passed over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That was the request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RYAN. Idesire to call up Senate bill No. 1742. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are four gentlemen on the list who have 
not been recognized to call up bills, and of course every member pres- 
ent desires that they shall have recognition. 

Mr. SPOONER. There will be time enough if we go right on. 


W. A. HICKS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. Ry AN) was the bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to 
W. A. Hicks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aus 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. Hicks, late of Company M, 
Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1742) 
granting a pension to W. A. Hicks, report as follows: 

The report of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate is adopted, and the 
passage of the bill recommended, 


[Senate Report No, 422, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


William A. Hicks enlisted as a private in etree | Bet Fifteenth Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, August 6, 1863, and was discharged at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans., with company, October 19, 1865, 

In his application for pension, filed Rpa 2, 1886, he alleges, as a basis of his 
claim, that on or about the 15th day of June, 1864, he incurred rupture, while in 
chase of bush-whackers, by being thrown on the ‘horn of his dle, which has 
grown worse; that he never was treated by raneta surgeon for rupture, 
and was nöt treated for rupture until after his discharge. 

On October 29, 1886, the Adjutant-General United States Army reports enlist- 
ment of claimant August 6, 1863, at Kansas City, Mo., for three y and is re- 
ported on rolls to February 29,1864, present; April 30, 1854, absent, detailed to 
guard a train to Fort Gibson, Special Order No. 7 from Major Plumb; June 30, 
1864, absent on scout since June 27, 1864; August 31, 1864, present; October 31, 
1864, absent on detached service in quartermaster’s department at Mound City, 
Kans. ; ber 31, 1864, present; February 28, 1865, present; April 30, 1865, ze 
sent on detached service at Humboldt, Kans., Special Order No. 45; March 13, 
gss present; mustered out with company October 19, 1865, at Fort Leavenworth, 


ns, 

The board of examining su ms at Eureka, Kans., May 19, 1886, find as 

follows: Right oblique inguinel hernia, reducible; wears a truss constantly; 

n truss is just taken off tumor is 2 inches in diameter; no other complica- 

tions. 
In his petition to Congress, asking for a pension, the claimant states— 
“That in June, 1864, he was detailed for me a escort a su 

command of Major Plumb, from Fort Scott, Kans., to Fort Gibson; that while 


attacked by bushwhackers; that it was — > the morning; that we suc- 


health, poor, and disabled, and suffers from a apaa disability, which he 


e United States. We recom- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN F. SCOTT. 


Mr. BRUMM. I call up the bill (H, R. 8523) granting a pension to 
Susan F. Scott, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be i! enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the ions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan F. Scott, mother of John B. 
Scott, late of Company G, Eighteenth Connecticut Infantry. 


‘The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


Susan F. Scott is the mother of John B. Scott, who enlisted in Company G, 

Lo mp Regiment Connecticut Wg neg Nog 1862, and was killed in 

on at Piedmont, Va., June 5, 1864. Her sed sammy has rejected 

by the Pension Bureau because the soldier left s ving hima widow. The 

papers in the case show that the widow was pensioned, but remarried on Jan- 
uary 13, 1870. No minor child survived, 

A number of letters on file, written during his service, show that he contrib- 
uted to the support of his mother, who has been a widow since 1844. From the 
sworn statement of selectmen and other credible citizens of the town in which 
she resides it appears that she is without means, has had no income except that 
derived from her own manual labor, but that by reason of old age and infirmi- 
ties she is no longer able to provide for herself, and is now supported by charity. 
Her good character is established beyond question. In fact, every essential of 
a case of dependence under the general Jaw is fully established, with the single 
exception of the celibacy of the soldier. 

Congress in similar cases having granted relief to old and dependent parents, 
your committee unhesitatingly report favorably on the accom ying bill and 
ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the letter ™ B,” in line7, 
and inserting therein instead the letter “G,” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM P. RIDDLE. 


Mr. YARDLEY. I call up the bill (H.R. 9183) granting a pension 
to William P. Riddle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William P, 
Riddle, late private of Company E, Fi Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry, at the rate of $8 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


It appears from the proof on file in the Pension Bureau in this case, that claim- 
ant was enrolled at Burkesville, Cumberland County, reper ges § on the 4th day 
of October, 1861, as & corporal in Company E, Fifth Regiment oi Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and mustered into the United States service at Gallatin, Tenn., 
on the 3lst day of March, 1862, for three years, and was discharged on account 
of disability at Chattanooga, Tenn., on the 17th day of May, 1863. 

It is shown that claimant contracted pneumonia from exposure in camp at 
Columbia, Ky., on or about the lst day of February, 1862, and was sent te regi- 
mental ital near that a copes where he remained under treatment for that 
trouble until the Ist day of March, 1862, when he was sent home by the surgeon 
in charge, and where he remained some time under the medical care of Dr. T. 
8. Ellison, of Burkesville, Ky. 

The proof is conclusive that claimant has never recovered from the effects of 
this attack of pneumonia, and that he is in destitute circumstances, rendered so 
by his total inability to perform manual labor consequent on his lung trouble. 

He filed an application for pension on the 20th day of March, 1879, but it was 
lay srg because of the charge of desertion standing against his military record, 
which seems to bave been erroneously entered while he was absent sick, and 
which the Adjutant-General of the Army declines to remove. 

In view of the above your committee believe this to be a meritorious claim, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. È 

Amend by striking out all after the word “Cavalry,” in the sixth line, and 
add the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the report 
was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH PEVE. 


Mr. POST. Icall up the bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Jo- 
sepb Peve. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Peve, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Fifty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

Joseph Peve was a private, and belonged to Company H, Fifty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, e enlisted January 29, 1862, and was discharged April 7, 
1862. While in line of duty at New Madrid, Mo., March, 1862, he contracted 
rheumatic disease of the spine and kidneys and derangement of the liver. The 
reason said pension was not gtantsd by the Department is “that his disability 

enlistment, 


It appears in evidence that Peter Lane and Ezekiel A. Trimmer, both of Wy- 


the applicant is justly entitled to a pension, and therefore respectfully recom- 
mend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to be recognized to call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. RAN- 
DALL] asks consent for recognition. Is there objection? 

Mr. MATSON. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MATSON. Because each member present has now had one 
recognition; and we have not time to go around twice. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will delay my privilege until the next 
pension evening, when I shall be ‘‘No. 1.” [Laughter.] I trust the 
Chair will bear that in mind. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Matson having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had under consideration pension bills, 
had directed him to report back sundry bills with various recommenda- 
tions. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

House bills of the following titles reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House withont amendment were severally ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension to James C. White; 

bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey; 
H. R. 9505) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 
H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 
H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 
H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James MeIntyre; 
H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; 

H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 

J. Carlton; 
bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 
bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 
bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 
bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 


( 
( 
( 


ey; 
bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Burnes; 
bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews; 
am (H. R. 4069) granting an increase af pension to Elnathan 
Meade; 

A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension Charles Jewett; 

A bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederic Ronicke on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; and 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve. 

House bills with the following titles, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 
and passed: * 

A si (H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 

A bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 

A bill (H. R.7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. $523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

‘A bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teacharet (title 
amended to read “A bill granting a pension to Myron Teachout”); 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Scy forth 
(title amended so as to read “A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Caro- 
line G. Seyfforth). 
SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bilis of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 

A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck; 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 

A bill a 1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; 
A bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 
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A bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 

A bill (8. hy granting a pension to Tobias Baney; 

A bill (S. 341) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, 
and John Whollam; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Caroline Ruppert; 

A bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 

A bill (S, 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; and 

A bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved to reconsider the various votes by which 
pension bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were 
yest d; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. PITNER. 


On motion of Mr. JOSEPH. D. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 490) granting 
a pension to George W. Pitner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject. to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W, Pitner, late of Com- 
pany E, Seventy-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 490, 
submit the following report: 

George W, Pitner was a member of the Seventy-seventh Ohio Velunteer In- 
fantry, and served about three years, and in his affidavits he states that while 
in the service and on a march from Mobile to Nana Hubba Bluff, on the Tom- 
bigbee River, on or about the 28th of May, 1865, he hadasun-stroke, from which 
he has never recovered; that he was mustered out of the service on the Sth day 
of March, 1886; that on the 2d day of June, 1881, while under the influence of 
vertigo, caused by sun-stroke, he fell into a well and was so injured that his 
right leg had to be amputated below the knec and the left leg was so injured 
that it is substantially useless, the ankle-joint being destroyed, and that he is 
now uiterly helpless. 

The testimony of George W. Williams, who was with him on this march at 
the time of the sun-stroke, is that Pitner went away at the time of this sun- 
stroke in an ambulance; that he was too weak to march; that he was so light- 
headed that he was apt to stagger around and fall; that he did no more duty 

re, but was under the care of the surgeon, and did only light duty from this 
moruan he quit the service; was subject to fainting spells and complained 
ead. 

Dr. Cook, a prominent physician in Bridgeport, Ohio, the present postmaster 
of that place, states that he has known Pitnerand treated him more or less ever 
since he came out of the service; treated him at times for sunstroke or vertigo; 
that when he was Seeding him in July, 1867, for sunstroke he told him of the 
attack of sunstroke he hadin the Army and gave him the full particulars of the 
same. Dr. Cook says that he believed then and still believes that the attack he 
had in July, 1867, was superinduced by the former attack in the Army,and that 
these attacks of vertigo are so severe as to incapacitate the claimant for any 
kind of daily labor. Dr, Cook also testifies that it was during one of these at- 
tacks that he fell in the well and was dreadfully injured. 

The testimony shows conclusively that Pitner is a man of good character, 
worthy of credit and belief, and free from all bad habits, but very poor, entirely 
without any means of support, 

Your committee therefore recommends the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion -was agreed to. 


MALINDA HARDIN. 


On motion of Mr. BUNNELL, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pen- 
sion to Malinda Hardin. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malinda Hardin, mother of J. G. 
Hardin, late a second lieutenant in Company K, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report of the committee (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9729) granting a pension to Malinda rdin, mother of Joseph G. Hardin, late 
s lieutenant in Company K, Filth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, ask leave to 


submit the following report: 

The claimant filed an application for sion on the 24th September, 1887, and 
alleged in her declaration that her son died of disease in hospital at Nashville, 
Tenn., September 29, 1863. 

Notwithstanding the strong proof hereinafter cited in support of the case, the 
claim shen rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions “on the ground of non- 
dependence, 

In support of this allegation is the affidavit of Wilson W. Wright, who resides 
in Monroe County, eae who says that he has been for several years well 
acquainted with Madison H. Hardin and his wife, Malinda Hardin, the father 
and mother of Joseph ©, Hardin, who was a member of Company K, Fifth Ken- 
tucky Cavalry. He was also acquainted with said Joseph G. Hardin forseveral 
years before be joined said regiment, and he knew that said Joseph G. Hardin 
did for some time previous to his joining said regiment work upon a small 
farm, and the proczeds of his labor upon said farm were used in the support of 
his father and mother, 

Madison H, Hardin is now, and has been for fifteen years, afilicted with a 
disease of the eyes and kidneys, and in consequence of said diseases he is three- 
fourths disabled from making his living by manual labor, 

B. W. Wright, of same county, as to the disabilities of Madison H. Hardin, 
corroborates the above statement. 

Also M. H. Hardin, E. L. Palmore, and W. W. Wright, of samé county, as to 


the disability of M. H. Hardin, corroborate the above statement, and further 
state that J h G. Hardin, while in the service, sent his mother, Malinda 
Hardin, as m as $30 at a time. 

L. E. Williams, of the same county, corroborates Wilson W. Wright's state- 
ment as to Madison H. Hardin’s health rendering him incapable of earning a 
living, and farther states that he knew of Joseph G. Hardin, son of Malinda 
Hardin, while in the service, sending his mother money. z 

John H, Chapman, of Monroe County, Kentucky, says he was well acquainted 
with Joseph G. Hardin, and also his father and mother, and knew of Joseph G. 
Hardin assisting in the support of his mother. 

The committee, having carefully considered all the evidence in the case, find 
that deceased was enrolied October 3, 1861, as second lieutenant Company K, 
Fifth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, and died of disease in hospital in Nashville, 
Tenn., ge rms 29, 1863. The committee further find that the applicant is the 
mother of deceased, that deceased was an unmarried man, as stated in herappli- 
cation, and that the soldier did contribute to his mother’s support; and there- 
fore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, if was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bè laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HresTanp (at 10 o'clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.), thg House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under therule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10653) granting a pension to 
Bridget Rossiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10654) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Royal S. White—to the Com mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 10655) granting the right of 
way and other privileges tothe Hampton and Old Point Railway Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10656) granting a pension to William 
Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10657) to grant an increase of 
pension to Levi T. E. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10658) to refer the claim against 
the United States of T. C. Greenhill to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD; A bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth C. Cole—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of H. Cooper and others, citi- 
zens of New County. Mississippi, proposing certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON; Resolutions of the Board of Trade of 


. Tampa, Fla., against the forfeiture of the Jand granted to the Florida 


Kaway and Navigation Company—to the Committee on the Public 
m : 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions from Pierce Slate, Nebr., favoring 
the Onthwaite bill—to the Committee on Pacific Railways. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Resolutions of Scottdale Council, No. 102; ot 
Warden Council, No. 182; of Philos Council, No. 188; of Bethany 
Corneil, No. 155; and of Mayer Council, No. 166, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics-of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 553, for regulating and restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolution of the Liverpool Provision Trade As- 
sociation, in relation to pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PETERS: Evidence in the support of House bill 241 to cor- 
rect the military record of John Summers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., in opposition to bridging the Detroit River, or any rivers con- 
necting the Great Lakes, as being obstructive to navigation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Eliza Harrison, of Coffee County, 
Tennessee, for reference of her claim to Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 27 citizens of Wyoming County, New 
York, against removal of duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Communication referring to lard adul- 
teration from the Liverpool Provision Association—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John Marlin, of Jackson County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim tothe Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 56 citizens of Bristol, and of 50 citi- 
zens of Newtown, Bucks County, Pennsylvania, against the admission 
of Utah with polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: Of 32 citizens of Masonville, Delaware 
County, New York, 


The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Of the Agricultural Society, of northern Chau- 
tauqua, New York. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of Grange No. 606, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Montgomery County, and of farmers of Montgomery County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of 36 citizens of White County, 
Arkansas. 

By Mr. BREWER: Of 240 citizens of Genesee Counfy, Michigan. 

_By Mr. PATTON: Of 112 citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsylva- 
nia. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 30, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 

A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck; 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 

A bill ts: 1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; 

A bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 

A bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 

A bill (8. et granting a penson to Tobias Baney; 

A bill (S. 341) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, 
and John Whollam; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Caroline Ruppert; 

A bill i 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 

A bill (S. nan to increase the ion of James E. Gott; and 

A bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide tempo- 
rarily for the expenditures of the Government; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PALMER presented the petition of H. H. Spencer and 70 other 
citizens of Macomb County, Michigan, and the petition of Duncan 
Buchanan and 111 other citizens of Huron County, Michigan, praying 
that certain amendments be made to the interstate-commerce law, to 
prevent existing evils vitally affecting public interests; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Fraser, of Algonac, Mich., 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Orville Ball and 104 other ex-Union 
soldiers and sailors, citizens of Mecosta County, Michigan, praying for 
the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a copy of a memorial of the Jacksonville 
(Fla.) Board of Trade, remonstrating against the proposition to consoli- 
date the internal-revenue districts of Florida and Georgia. I have 
lately received a memorial of the same body, setting out their views at 
length on the question, and stating their ground of opposition to be 
that the proposed consolidation would be injurious to the cigar-manu- 
facturing interests of Florida. I move that the memorial and the copy 
be referred—one to the Committee on Appropriations and the other to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. MITCHELL to 
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the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) granting a pension to the widow of Samuel 


ary 
A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 
A bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; and 
; A bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 
ove. ; 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3245) for the relief 
of James W. Knaggs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. MANDERSON submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A messfige from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passcd the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 

A bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 

A bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension to James C. White; 


A bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey; 

A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 

A bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; 

A bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 
J. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 

A bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 

A bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Whaley; 

A bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews; 
Pad i (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 

8; 
A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles Jewett; 


A bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of 

ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; 

A bill ar R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 

A bill (H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 

A bill (H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. yen granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 

An (H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Sey forth; 


an 
A bill (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no resolutions, concur- 
rent or other, the morning business is closed, and the Secretary will 
report the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate resume the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate resume the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) making 
pi sinaeoencongs for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 


sumed. 
The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 


rederic Ronicke on the 
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ment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, after line 1381, | insert ‘‘five;’’? and after “thousand” to strike out ‘‘five hundred,” 


to, insert: 

Improving the Mississippi River above St. Anthony’s Falls, $10,000, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1392, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “‘six” and insert ‘‘five;”’ andafter ‘‘hundred”’ 
to strike out ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Improving the Mississippi River from the landing on the west bank below 
the Washington avenue bridge, Minneapolis, to the Des Moines Rapids, includ- 
ing work for the protection of the bank of the Mississippi River, at Winona, 
Minn., on account of the erosion caused by dams erected above the city to im- 
pos the navigation of the river, and the examination and survey at the Rock 
ys n said river hereinafter mentioned: Continuing improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike ont the clause from 
lines 1393 to 1419, inclusive, as follows: 

» . And inasmuch as the present channel of the Mississippi River at the Rock 

Island Rapids is said to be of insufficient width and depth, and dangerous to 
the navigation of said river, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause an examination and survey to be made at said rapids, with a 
view of determining the best and most economical mode of securing a safer 
channel of greater width and depth, sufficient to meet the necessities of the 
commerce and navigation ofthe river,either by the construction of acanalaround 
said rapids on the Illinois side of said river, from the head of the rapids near 
Rapids City, Ill., on the most direct and feasible route to the main river, at the 
foot of said rapids, or by widening and deepening the present channel of the 
river at said rapids. And the tary of War shall cause a report of said ex- 
amination and survey to be made to Congress at its next session, together with 
pinna and estimates of the probable cost for the construction of such canal, or 

for the widening and deepening of the poet navigable channel of the river 
and with such plans and estimates shall submit his opinion as to the best and 
most economical plan of improving the river at said rapids in the interest of the 
commerce and pha esr ofthe river; and for the pu of such examination 
and survey; so much of the above appropriation of ,000 as may be neces- 
sary is hereby authorized to be expended, not to exceed $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1436, before the word 
**hundred,”’ to strike out ‘‘ and’? and insert ‘‘one;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

hae yp hy, Sprang! pi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of Illinois 
River, $150,000, ood the removal of bars at the mouth of Cedar Creek, in 
Quincy Bay, dredging in said bay; opening Willow Stones and removing the 
bars at the mouth of Whipple Creek and Hamburg Bay, if in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War the same is deemed advisable in the interest of commerce and 
navigation, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1442, to insert: 

Improving and strengthening Sny Island levee where it crosses Snicarte 
Slough and other sloughs, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1452, after the words 
‘* Missouri River,” to insert ‘‘ and the improvement of St. Louis Har- 
bor; ” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, araen Sa completion of the work at Alton, and, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois shore op- 

te the mouth of the Missouri River, and the improvement of St. Louis Har- 

r: Continuing improvement, $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 1457, after the words ‘‘two 
million,” to insert ‘five hundred thousand;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River: Continuing improvement, $2,500,000; which sum shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans, specifications, 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission 

Mr. GIBSON. I shall have to object to this amendment and all the 
amendments incorporated in the bill frofn line 1455 to line 1502 by the 
Senate Committee on Commerce. I wish the bill to stand as it was 
adopted by the House of Representatives, and I suppose if we reject 
the amendments that will be the effect. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator’s objection would extend all the 
way through to line 1552 on page 64? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. If serious objection is to be made to the amendments, 
I ask that page 60, from line 1455, and pages 61, 62, and 63, down to 
line 1553, on page 64, be passed over for the present. We shall have 
more Senators present when the matter comes up for action. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ofcourse the reservation includes also the amend- 
ment in line 1457, where an increase is proposed from $2,000,000 to 
$2,500,000, : 

Mr. FRYE. My request covers the whole of the amendments re- 
lating to the Mississippi River. I ask unanimous consent to pass over 
the amendments from line 1455, on page 60, to the end of line 1552 in- 
clusive, on page 64, for the present. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at line 1553, on page 
64. 

The Committee on Commerce proponi an amendment, in section 1, 
before the word ‘f thousand,” in line 1560, to strike out “‘ three” and 
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so as to make the clause read: 


Improving St. Francis River, Missouri, from Greenville to the Arkansas State 
line, 000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1561, to insert: 
Improving Black River, Missouri, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1563, to insert: 


Improving Missouri River from mouth to Fort Benton: Continuing improve- 
ment, $1,100,000, including removal of obstructions, surveys, and examinations, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of W 


Var. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1568, to insert: 


Out of the above sum the following amounts shall be applied to the purposes 
hereinafter specified, namely : $150,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, 
shall be E eag on that portion of the Missouri River lying between the cities 
of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., and a point 5 miles above the bridge 
of the Omaha and Council Bluffs Bridge Company, by the course of said river; 
that the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expend: 
on said river at Sioux City, Iowa, and in Nebraska, oppona said city; that the 
sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, shall be expended on said 
river at or near Plattsmouth, Nebr.; that the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be needed, shall be expended on said river at or near Rulo, Nebr.; that 
the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as sar has needed, shall be expended on 
said river at or near Nebraska City, Nebr.; t the sum of $75,000, or so much 
thereofas may be necessary, shall be expended on said river at or near Kansas 
City, Mo.; that the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be expended on said river at or near St. Joseph, Mo.; that the sum of $50,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended on said riverator near 
Arrow Rock, Mo.; that the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, shall be expended on said river at or near Leavenworth, Kans, ; that the 
sum of $75,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended on said 
river at or near Atchison, Kans, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1600o0f section 1, to insert: 

That so much of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for thé con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors,and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 1884, creating the Missouri 
River Commission, and defining its powers and duties, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam constrained to ask that the lines inserted 
between 1601 and 1607, inclusive, be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT gre tempore. The Senator from Nebraska desires 
that the amendment be di to? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, that is the proper action to accomplish what 
I desire. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from Nebraska desires to make a serious 
contest as to the amendment I shall ask that it be passed over for the 


present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 
informally, if there be no objection, ‘The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed 


The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, to strike out the clauses from 1608 to line 1634, inclusive, as 
follows: 

Improving Missouri River from the mouth to Sioux City, to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans and es- 
timates of the Missouri River Commission: Continuing improvements, $550,- 
000; and, at the discretion of the commission, so much of said sum as may be 
deemed necessary in the interest of the navigation of the river may be ex- 
Eas at Atchison and Fort Leavenworth; and the sum of $5,000 may be used 

tween the southern limit of St. Joseph and the head of Lake Contrary, if in 
the judgment of the commission it be advisable. 

Improviag Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton, including, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, such work as may be deemed necessary by 
him in the improvement of the river at Sioux City: Continuing improvement, 


009. 
“For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, $44,000, 

For examination and survey of Missouri River: ee survey, exami- 
nations, and observations required in a thorough study of the river, $25,000; 
and the balance of $15,000 remaining on hand from a previous appropriation for 
a survey of the Missouri River above the Missouri River Falls at Fort Benton, 
is hereby made available for the general survey of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1643, before the word 
‘t thousand,” to strike out *‘ twenty-five” and insert *‘twenty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


Improving San Joaquin River, California: Continuing improvement, $20,000; 
a portion of which may be used, in the discretion of the engineer, in closing 
ae Slough and in making the partial closure of what is called “ Paradise 

ut.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 1647 and 1648 of sec- 
tion 1, as follows: 

Improving Petaluma Creek, California: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1650, before the word 
t hundred,” to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert *‘ three;’’ and in the same 
line, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ‘* and seventy-five;”” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving canal at the Cascades, Oregon; Continuing improvement, $300,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1656, before the word 
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“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘three”’ and insert “‘five;’’? and after the 
word ‘‘hundred,”’ to strike ont ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving the month of the Columbia River, Oregon: Continuing improve- 
ment; 00. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1659, before the word 
*‘helow,’’ to insert ‘‘in front of and;” in line 1660, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike ont ‘‘eighty’’ and insert ‘fone hundred;’’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘* dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘of which sum 
$1,000, or s> much thereof as may be n , may be expended in 
dredging the bar at Skamokawa, on the Columbia River;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers in front of and below 
Portland, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $100,000, of which sum $1,000, or 
60 much thereof as may be necessary, may be expended in dredging the bar at 
Skamokawa, on the Columbia River. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1685, before the word 
“í thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-nine;’’ and 
in line 1666, after the word “‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘of which sum $14,- 
000, if deemed necessary by the Secretary of War, may be expended 
inrevetting the Willamette River above Corvallis, to prevent the threat- 
ened change in the channel of the river at said point; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Willametts River above Portland, Oregon: Continuing improre- 
ment, $29,000, of which sum $14,000, if deemed necessary by the Secretary of War, 
may be expended in revetting the Willamette River above Corvallis, to pre- 
veut the threatened change in the channel of the river at said point, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1672, before the word 
“ thonsand,” to strike out “twenty-two” and insert ‘ twenty-five;”’ 
and in line 1673, before the word ‘thousand,’ to strike out “two” 
and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

proving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $25,000. of 
which $5,000 is authorized to be be expended for snagging between Coquille 

Cityand Myrtle Point. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

' The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1684, before the word 
“ thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’? and after ‘‘thou- 
sand” to strike ont “‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Rica Cowlitz River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 


line 1690 to line 1698, inclusive, as follows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to establish and maintain public 
moorings for the protection of shipping in the open and exposed ports on the 
northern coast of California, one each at Fort Ross, Fish’s Mill, Fish Rock, Shel- 
ter Cove, Trinidad, and other appropriate ees as may be deemed advisable 
by him; the cost thereof to be paid ont of the unexpended balance appropri- 
ated March 3, 1879, for the establishment of a harbor of refuge on the Pacific 
coast. 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 5, after the word ‘‘con- 
tract,” to strike out *‘or otherwise, as may be most economical and 
advantageous to the Government” and insert ‘‘ whenever reasonable 
bids can be obtained therefor;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src. 3. That it shill be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the money 
herein and hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers and harbors, other 
than surveys, estimates, and gaugings, incarrying onthe various works by con- 
tract whenever reasonable bids can be obtained therefor. Wheressaid works 
nre done by eontract, such contract shall be made after sufficient public adver- 
tisement for {‘roposals, in such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall 

rescribe; and such contracts shall be made to the lowest nsible bidders, 
accompanied by such securities as the Secretary of War sh require, condi- 
tioned for the faithfu! prosecution and completion of the work according tosuch 
contract. A 

Mr. DOLPH. That amendment is to be disagreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; the committee after careful consideration found 
it absolutely necessary to ask the Senate to non-concur in the amend- 
ment striking out the words in lines 5 and 6 and inserting ‘‘ whenever 
reasonable bids can be obtained therefor,’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like tosay that the amendment was inserted 
at my suggestion. I think there ought to be some improvement in the 
manner of doing this work, and I supposed this amendment would ac- 
complish it; but on further information I am satisfied that it would 
hamper the expenditure of the money appropriated for these improve- 
men‘s and do great harm. As Iam not now prepared to formulate a 
sub: titute for it that would answer the purpose, I agree that the amend- 
mert may be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to be informed how the section will read with- 
out the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Just as it did in the bill last year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thesection will be read as it stands 
with the amendment disagreed to. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3 That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to a; 
herein and hereafter appropriated for improvements of rivers 


The question is on the amendment. 


y the money 
harbors, other 


than surveys, estimates, and gaugings, in carrying on the various works, by 
contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and adrantageous to the Goy- 
ernment. Where said works are done by contract, such contract shall be made 
after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, in such manner and form as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and such contracts shall be made with the 
lowest responsible bidders, accompanied by such securities as the Secretary of 
War shall require, conditioned for the faithful prosecution and completion of 
the work acco: to such contract. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike out section 6, as 
follows: 

Sev. 6. That for the purpose of securing the uninterrupted gauging of the 
waters of the Lower Mississippi River and its tributaries, as provided for in 
joint resolution of the 21st of February, 1571, upon the application of the Chief 
of Engineers, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to draw his warrant or 
requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury for such sums 
as may be necessary to do such work, not to exceed in the aggregate for each 

ear the amount appropriated in this act for such purpose: Provided, however, 
an itemized statementof said expenses shall accompany the annual report 
of the Chief of Engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 7, as follows: 

Seo.7. That for the pu of securing the uninterrupted work of operating 
snag-boats on the Upper Mississippi River, and of remeving snags, wrecks, and 
other obstructions in the Mississippi River, the Secretary of War, upon the ap- 
plication of the Chief of Engineers, is hereby authorized to draw his warrantor 
requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury for such sums 
as may be necessary to do such work, not to exceed in the aggregate for each 
year the amounts appropriated in this act for such Parnes: Provided, however, 
That an itemized statement of said expenses shall accompany the annual re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, as a new section, the following: 


Sec. 9. Whenever the improvements provided for by this bill, or those which 
have heretofore been prosecuted by the United States, or may hereafter be un- 
dertaken, shall be found to operate (whether by lock and dam or otherwise) as 
obstructions to the passage of fish, the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, 
direct and cause to be constructed practical and sufficient fish-ways, to be paid 
for out of the general appropriations for the streams on which such fish-ways 
may be constructed. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new sectign the following: 

Sec. 10. Where it is made manifest to the Secretary of War that the establish- 
ment of harbor lines is essential to the preservation and protection of harbors, 
be may, and is hereby authorized to, cause such lines to be established beyond 
which no piers or wharves shall be extende:| or deposits made except under 
such tions as may be prescribed from time to time by him. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was in section 11, directing the Secretary of 
War ‘‘to cause examinations or surveys, or both, to be made, and the 
cost of improvement to be estimated ” in different localities, in line 11, 
under the head of ‘‘Alabama,’’ after the word ‘‘ made,” to insert ‘‘at 
the earliest practicable time;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause a survey to 
be made at the carliest practicable time for the location of a channel in and 
along the Coosa River, in. Alabama, from the rapids at Wetumka to connect 
with the improvements already completed on said river above the Ten Islands, 
and to direct the engineer making the survey to reportas to the most feasible, 
economical, and suitable plan for making such improvement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘Ari- 
zona,’’ after line 36, to insert: 

Colorado River, between Cam 
line between Nevada and Utah 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘Dela- 
ware,’’ after line 43, to insert: 

Appoquinimink Creek. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of “Florida,” 
after line 51, to insert: 

Ocklawaha River from its mouth to Lake Griffin. 

Homosassa River and bar at its mouth. 

Chipola River from its mouth to Wewahituhka and the “Cut OF,” and “ Lee's 
Slough,” running from the Apalachicola River to the Chipola River. 

Mr, PASCO. - The spelling of Wewahituhka should be corrected. 
It should be ‘‘ Wewahitchka.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 62 ef sec- 


tion 11. 
I beg to call the attention of the Senate to a verbal 


Mojave and the point where the boundary 
erritory intersects said river, 


Mr. BROWN. 
amendment which is desired by the Representative of the Albany dis- 
trict in Georgia. In line 62 the word ‘‘reef”’ occurs; he desires that 
it shall be *‘ reefs,” in the plural. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline62 strike out ‘‘ reef” and insert ‘‘reefs,’’ 
so as to read— 

Flint River, rock reefs at Albany and above. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, under the head of “‘Geor- | Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, under the head of “Maine,” 


gia,” after line 62, to insert: 

Savannah River above Augusta and between Augusta and Andersonville. 

Oconee River. 

Ocmulgee River. Resurvey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of *Tn- 
diana,” after line 69, to insert: 

For the survey ofa canal-way connecting the waters of Lake Michigan with 
the Calumet River, beginning at a point on the Calumet River 1 mile east of 

mond, Ind., and running due north to Be: Lake, and thence along the 
eastern waters of said Berry Lake; thence northeast to Lake Michigan. The 
survey to estimate a canal 14 feet deep and 100 feet wide. 

The amendment was to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 76, to ‘suet 

Berry Lake forming a natural harbor of refuge. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 78, under the head 
of ‘* Illinois,” to insert: 

Moline City Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, to strike out lines 81 and 
82, as follows: 

Illinois and Des Plaines Rivers, from the city of La Salle to Lake Joliet, with 
a yiew to the improvement of said rivers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 82, to insert: 

Mississippi River, the main slough at Hamilton, Ill., to the end of securing a 
good and sufficient ‘steam-boat landing at that point. 

The amendment was to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 85, to insert: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed tocause an examina- 
tion and survey to be made at Rock Island Rapids, with a view of Retessmining 
the best and most economical mode of securing a safer channel of greater widt 
and depth, suflicient to meet the necessities oi the commere and navigation of 
the river, either by the construction of a canal around said rapids onthe Llinois 
side of said river, from the head of the rapids near Rapids City, Ill., on the most 
direct and feasible route to the main river, at the foot of said Spey or by widen- 
ing and deepening the present channel of the river at said rapids 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ Iowa,”’ 
to strike out line 98, as follows: 

Moline City Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 98, to insert: 

For a survey and examination of the Mississippi River at and near the head 
of Beaver Island, at Clinton, Iowa, to determine what is n to remove 
the sand-bars there formed and forming, so as to make Gavigabla and protect 
the entrance to the western channel, and the channel itself that runs between 
Beaver Island and the Iowa shore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 104, to insert: 

f KENTUCKY. 

Harbor at Owensboro. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 122 of section 11. 

Mr. GIBSON. After line 122, with the permission of the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, I move to insert: 

Bayou Carre Bonne and Bayou Black, with the view of opening a shorter 
water way between the Mississippi River and Berwick Bay, Texas and Mexico. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, under the head of ‘“‘ Louisi- 
ana,” after line 123, to insert: 

Amite River, 

Bayou Manchac. 


Bayou Teche, with a view to putting in locks. 
Tickfaw River. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ Massa- 
chusetts,” to strike out line 154, as follows: 

West Branch of Westport River. 

And to insert: 

Westport Harbor, and east and west branch of Westport River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 155, to insert: 

Maiden River, as to straightening, widening, and deepening the channel. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 162 of section 11. 

Mr. FRYE. Imove to amend, in line 162, in the surveys for Mis- 
sissippi, by striking out ‘‘Bonie River” and inserting ‘* Bowie Creek, 
near the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad;’’ so as to read: 

Leaf River, from its mouth to mouth of Bowie Creek, near the New Orleans 
aud Northeastern Railroad. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


after line 204, to insert: 


Monhegan Island Harbor, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 206, to insert: 

Harbor and channel at Pembroke. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 208, after the words 
“ Union River,” to insert ‘‘ and Union River Bay;’’ so as to read: 

Union River and Union River Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 209, to insert: 

St. Croix River: Resurvey. 

Medomac River. 

Pleasant River, from Columbia Falls to its mouth. 

Kennebunk River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of “* Mis- 
souri,” after line 217, to insert: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause a survey to be 
made of the Osage River, Missouri, from its mouth up to the first shoal, and5 miles 
above the same, and to report an estimate, based on such survey, of the cost of 
constructing one lock and dam within the limits of said survey, and the effect, 
upon the navigation of said river of constructing said lock and dam. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instracted by the committee to move to amend at 
this point by inserting after line 224: 

Missouri River at Miami. 

The aniendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
11, after line 224, to insert: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Cocheco River, from Dover to its mouth. 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause a survey to 
be made of the Hampton River in New Hampshire. and to direct the engineer 
making the survey to report as to the most feasible, economical, and suitable 
plan for improving the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under thé head of ‘‘ New 
York,” after line 277, to insert: 

The East River, with a view to the removal of a ledge of rocks in the same, 
from the foot of Broome street to the foot of Twenty-third street in New York 
City. This survey to be made notwithstanding any other survey heretofore 
made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 287 of section 11. 

Mr. FRYE. Under the head of ‘‘ New Jersey” the committee in- 
struct me to move to insert, after line 287: 

NEW JERSEY. 

From the pier Lithe to the main channel, a distance of about 1,65) feet, and 
700 feet north by northeast from Ellis Island, for a ship channel or basin be- 
tween the deep waters of Hudson River and Ellis Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, under the head of ** North 
Carolina,” in line 289, after the word “‘ upper,” to strike out ‘‘freo’’ 
and insert ‘*Quaker;’’ so as to read: 

Trent River, from Trenton to upper Quaker bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 295, to insert: 

Mackey’s Creek. 

Pasquotank River, above the mouth of Turner's Cut. 

Cape Fear River, North Carolina, from Wilmington to the ocean, with an os- 
tiaia of the cost of its improvement, with a navigable channel 20 feet deep at 
mean low water.- 

Ocracoke Inlet. 

Tar River, from Tarboro to Rocky Mount. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘Oregon,”’ 
to strike out line 310, as follows: 

Tillamook Bay and bar. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

‘The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 310, to insert: 

Tunllitaan River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, to strike out lines 312 and 
313, as follows: 

Columbia River, between The Dalles and Celilo, with a view ie boat-railway 
to nid transportation. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineers from the United States Army whose duty it shall be to thorongbly 
examine the obstructions to navigation in the Columbia River at The Dallesand 
Celilo Falls, and at Three and Ten Mile Rapids, and to report to the Secretary 
of War, on or before the first Monday in December next, as to the feasibility and 
advisability of overcoming ip obstructions by means of a boat-railway at The 
Dalles and Falls, by widening, to a navigable status for la 


nage river-boats, the channel of said river at Three and Ten Mile Ra 

companied by careful and detailed plans, with estimates of the cost an 

men as to the usefulness of such improvements to navigation and of their re- 
board same 


and value to commerce; and sai report, at 
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time, as to any other plan or project for overcoming said obstructions at said 

ints whereby said obstructions to nay: ion may removed, which in the 
Fadeaaens of said board may be deemedeither more desirable than the above or 
worthy of consideration Py the Secetary of War andCongress, and shall report 
detailed plans, with estimates of the cost of such proposed improvement or im- 
provements, and as to their relations to commerce and ulness to naviga- 
tion; and said board shall report which of said projects is by it deemed most 
advisable. And the Secretary of War shall transmit said report to Congress at 
its next session, with his own views and those of the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army thereon; and the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is prot ys 6 appropriated to defray the cost of making said examina- 
tion and survey and the expenses of said board. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 346, to insert: 


Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon; separate surveys and estimates to be 
made, first, of that portion of such river between Scottsburgh and the mouth; 
Severn, of that portion between Scottsburgh and Hart’s Rapids, near 

on. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 351, to insert: 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Saluda River, above Columbia. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Inline 352, I move to insert the words ‘‘ Broad 
and;’’ so as to read: 

Broad and Saluda River, above Columbia. 

Mr, FRYE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I was also requested by my colleague to offer an- 
other amendment, after line 353 to insert : 


Beaufort River, from a point 3 miles south of the town of Beaufort through 
to Coosaw River, with view to its improvement, especially at Brickyard. 

Ashepoo River, from Charleston and Savanna’ Railroad bridge, 6 miles down 
the ri with view to removing obstructions and shoals caused by sunken 


vesse 
oe North Edisto and South Edisto Rivers by St. Pierre River and South 
reek. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
Mr. HAMPTON. I move to insert after the preceding amendment : 
rary tee Creek, from its entrance into Waccamaw River to the bridge at So- 
castee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMPTON. Following that I have another amendment for a 
survey. After line 364, in section 11, I move to add: 


Combahee River: Examine whether the breaking of Bull River into Comba- 
hee River, near the head of Bull River, will injure the navigation of Combahee 
River, and report a plan for obstructing said breaks, and the cost thereof. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 11, after line 353, to insert: 

Savannah River, as to whether the damage to the Vernezobie Freshet Bank 
in 1887 was caused by Sa work at cross-tides, and whether the maintenance of 


said bank is essent: the success of the work at cross-tides, and what will be 
2e cost of so constructing said bank as to confine the water of said riyer to its 


Owendaw and Wando Rivers and other waters and water routes connecting 
Bull's Bay and the harbor of Charleston. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 373 of section 11. 
Mr. FRYE.. After line 373 I move to insert: 


For survey at Narrangansett Bay, at the mouth of Narrow River, with the 
view of establishing a breakwater. 4 


Mr. CHACE. Instead of the word “‘ establishing ” I would use the 
word ‘‘constructing.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, after line 385, to insert: 

` VERMONT. 

Swanton Harbor, as to what changes are necessary in present improvements, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ Vir- 
ginia,’’ after line 403, to insert: 

Hunting Creek, at its mouth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. After line 404 1 move to insert the following surveys in 
the State of Virginia: 


Harbor of Cape capia on and approanhes by Chenton Inlet. 
EEEE KEE nlet, for the purposes of a break water, 
Machadoc River. <j 

Nassawadox River. 

PP ing channel crossing the Potomac from Alexandria, Va., to the Maryland 

e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ West 
Virginia,’’ after line 411, to insert: 

South Branch of the Potomac River, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘* Wash- 

ington Territory,” after line 415, to insert: 
North Palouse River. 

The amendment was to. ~ 

The next amendment was, in section 11, to strike out lines 417 and 
418, as follows: 

Wisconsin. 

Centreville Creek, Manitowoc County. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ Wis- 
consin,” after line 419, to insert: 

Centreville Creek, Manitowoc County. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, under the head of ‘‘ Wis- 
consin,” after line 422, to insert: 

Harbor at mouth of Fond du Lac River, in Lake Winnebago. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 427, to insert: 

For a survey of Minnesota Point, at Superior, at the west end of Lake Supe- 
rior, and an examination and report by the Secretary of War upon the expediency 
and probable cost of acquiring the same by purchase or condemnation, to be 
held by the United States as a reserve for the purpose of harbor protection, and 
for other purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, after line 433,. to insert: 

Menomonee Harbor, from the waters of Green Bay to N. Ludington & Co.’s 
mill, Wisconsin, for a channel 16 feet deep and 200 feet wide. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 3, after the word “‘har- 
bors,” to strike out ‘“‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and 
fifty;’’ so as to read: 

For examinations, surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental repairs, for 
which there is no special appropriation, for rivers and harbors, $150,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine desire 
to have the reserved amendments acted on at this time ? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. The first is on page 30, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendments will be 
reported in their order. 

e Chief Clerk read the first reserved amendment, which was, in 
section 1, on page 30, line 714, before the word “‘ thousand,” to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving, by dredging and otherwise, the inland water way, from Chinco- 


teague Bay, Virginia, to Delaware Bay,at or near Lewes, Del., to be used from 
Chincoteague Bay to Indian River Bay: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 


Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce instruct me to ask the 
Senate to non-concur in the proposed amendment striking out ‘‘fifty”’ 
and inserting ‘‘twenty-five.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. And they instract me further to move to add to the 
clause these words: 

No part of which shall be expended until the right of way is secured free of 
cost to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Commerce was 
stated to be, in section 1, line 1201, after the word ‘‘ Zanesville,” toin- 
sert ‘‘and other necessary repairs to locks and dams on said river;’’ so 


as to read: 

Toren Muskingum River, Ohio: For the construction of a lock at Tay- 
lorsville and the reconstruction of the lock at Zanesville, and other necessary 
repairs to locks and dams on said river, pursuant to the report of the engineers, 
$102,000; and the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and empowered to grant 
leases or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the Muskingum River at 
such rate and on such conditions and for such periods of time as may seem to 
him just, equitable, and expedient. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That was disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be disagreed to, if there be 
no objection. z 

Mr. FRYE. It was disagreed to. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, 
in section 1, at the end of the clause appropriating $°00,000 ‘‘for im- 
proving Illinois River, Illinois,” in line 1322, to insert: 

And for the purpose of securing a continuous navigable water es between 
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi River, having capacity and facilities ade- 
quate for the of the Mississippi River steam-boats, and of naval 
vessels suitable for defense in time of war, the Secretary of War is authorized 
and directed to cause to be made the proper surveys, plans, and estimates fora 
channel improvement and locks and dams in the of the Illinois and Des- 
plaines Rivers from La Salle to Lockport, so as to provide a navigable water 
way, not Jess than 160 feet wide, and not less than 14 feet deep, and to have sur- 
veyed and located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michigan, at or near the 
city of Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes aforesaid, and ca- 
patie of ng not less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, flowin 
at the rate of 2 miles per hour; the necessary expenses of such surveys, esti- 
mates, plans, and location to be id out of the sum herein appropriated for 
the im t of the Illinois River. 

The ry of War is further authorized and directed to cause to be located, 
on such line as he ma: 


prove, a canal from the Illinois River at or near the 
town of Hennepin to e Mississippi River at or above the mouth of Rock River, 


- 
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together with a ae en for the same, said canal to be known as the 


Tilinois and pr genry and to be 80 feet wide at the water-line, and to 
have a depth of not less than 7 feet of water, with locks 170 feet long anak 30 feet 
wide. The Secretary of War sha]! cause to be made and submitted to Congress 
detailed plans and estimates for the construction of said canal and feeder; the 
necessary expense of making such location, plans, and estimates shall be paid 
Ney a the Docs aie megr balance on hand heretofore appropriated for the survey 
of said canal. 


Mr. FRYE. These items were read together before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. The first clause relates to an entirely new matter, in 
which the city of Chicago feels a very profound interest. Her people 
sent on a large delegation here, who were heard before the committee. 
While I object myself to the Hennepin Canal clause, I do not object to 
the first clause. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This amendment not only involves a new princi- 
ple in river and harbor bills, but is a subject of infinitely ter im- 
portance, and, I may say, of more demerit, than the Hennepin-Canal 
project. This scheme, as I understand it, is to secure to the great city 
of Chicago, from its present outlet into Lake Michigan, a water way 
across the United States to the Gulf of Mexico through the Illinois, 
the Desplaines, and the Mississippi Rivers. The magnitude of it can 
scarcely be conceived. It provides for awater way with a channel suf- 
ficient to discharge 600,000 cubic feet of water every minute flowing 
at the rate of 2 miles an hour. That is 36,000,000 cubic feet an hour 
flowing at the rate of 2 miles an hour. 

This may be an entire revolution of the whole basin of the lakes. It 
is an immense system, to be continual and perpetual, a system so great 
that it may change the level of the lakes. It would provide a stream 
to the Mississippi River in order to carry off the sewerage of Chicago. 
It seems to me the proposition on its face is monstrous. What arewe 
to do with the work? Is this a question of internal improvement? 
The object of it as drawn is to open a channel “not less than 160 feet 
wide, and not less than 14 feet deep;’’ and the Secretary is “ to have sur- 
veyed and located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michigan, at or 
near the city of Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes 
aforesaid.” That is, of a ship-canal, ‘‘and capable of carrying not 
less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, flowing at the rate of 
2 miles per hour.” In other words, this is a proposition at the pub- 
lic expense to providesewerage for Chicago, and to provide what is called 
a ship-way running through the whole of the State of Illinois, and to 
carry a channel of water 14 feet deep and 150 feet wide at a flow of 600,- 
060 cubic feet of water every minute. I do not think it would be wise 
for usto load down this bill with a proposition like this, so novel in its 
character, 

I wish to say a word also in regard to the Hennepin Canal. I voted 
before for the Hennepin Canal on a river and harbor bill, and I am in- 
clined to think that if any great work of internal improvement is to be 
made to connect the Mississippi River with the Lakes, probably this is 
the best and most reese pyon but the very agitation of the Hen- 
nepin-Canal project started two similar projects in the State of Ohio. 
The very moment it shall be determined to connect the waters of Lake 
Michigan with the waters of the Mississippi River we have a proposi- 
tion fally as feasible to connect the waters of Lake Erie with the waters 
of the Ohio River, to turn Lake Erie into the Ohio River by way of the 


- Miami River, and following somewhat the line of what is called the 


Miami A ship-channel, as large as is proposed for Chicago, can 
be made for a iess distance across the State of Ohio connecting the waters 
of Lake Erie with the body of the Ohio River; and if this provision is 
entertained on an appropriation bill you will undoubtedly have a sim- 
ilar proposition from Ohio. It has been already organized and is ready 
to be presented to Congress whenever this plan is entered upon. In‘my 
judgment, no canal ought to be built by the United States of America, 
except to cut off some little imperfection or obstruction in the way as 
between Lake Michigan and Lake Superior, or some short canals like 
that on the Ohio River at Louisville, where the construction of a canal 
of about a mile and a half long removed the obstruction of the Falls of 
the Ohio River. 

Tam not willing to vote for either of these propositions. I am only 
sorry that the Senators from Illinois are not here, and therefore I asked 
the other day when these amendmenis came up that they be 
over. I think myself that it is pretty hard to deal with this matter in 
their absence, but as the bill must be pressed toa final vote, as a matter 
of course I must state my objections now. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator from Ohio in his state- 
ment that this is for the purpose of sewerage for the city of Chicago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And for a ship-canal. 

Mr. TELLER. It is foraship-canal. It is for the purpose of re- 
turning to what originally was the condition of affairs in that section 
of country when the Illinois River was the outlet of Lake Michigan. 
If the Senator had given any attention to it he would not have sug- 
gested that this flow of water would materially lower the water in the 
Lakes. The most careful examination has been made of this subject 
by the engineers, and their reports are accessible and could have been 
consulted by the Senator if he had taken pains to inform himself on 
the question as he usually does on questions coming before the Senate. 
Tt has been thoroughly examined, and it is clear that there will be no 


perceptible diminution of the waters of Lake Michigan by this water 
way being made. The Illinois River is a navigable river for a long 
distance. The proposition now is to practically make the Illinois 
River a navigable river to the city of Chicago. 

The Senator may think that that is objectionable. I donot; and Ido 
not think it is objectionable either if it should have the other purpose 
in addition to that, if it should sewer the greatest inland city on the 
continent, a city that undoubtedly in a generation will be the greatest 
city on the continent, the greatest inland city probably in the world in 
two generations, a city that every American ought to be proud of. If 
in addition to having a navigable highway from Chicago to the Missis- 
sippi River and thus to the sea we should give a little advantage to the 
people of that great city in its sewerage, nobody ought to object. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio says it has less merit than the 
Hennepin Canal. If there has been a proposition made to the Senate 
for a water way in a generation that has the merit of the Hennepin 
Canal, it is the proposition to make a water way between the Mississippi 
and its tributaries and the Great Lakes. It is to give the people of the 
Upper Mississippi water intercourse with the city of New York; and 
why any Senator can stand here and speak of it as having no merit is 
more than I can comprehend. 

I know that this question has been presented to the Senate year in, 
and year out, and I know more, that the great metropolitan journals 
of this country have been in the habit of speaking of it as “the Hen- 
nepin steal’? and ‘‘the Hennepin fraud.” Why should any man hes- 
itate when it is proposed for the public interest to connect the lakes 
with the Mississippi River? We undertook to do it more than a gen- 
eration ago through the Fox River, and we utterly failed. We found 
that we had mistaken the location and that it could not be done prac- 
tically there. While we have expended almost money enough on the 
Fox River to have made a water way from Chicago through to the 
Mississippi in the neighborhood of Rock Island or thereabouts, what 
we have done on the Fox River is practically worthless to-day, as every- 
body knows. It can not be disputed that a water way can be made 
from the city of Chicago to the Mississippi River at Island or 
above Rock Island at an expense that any other nation in the world 
having such an advantage would not hesitate an hour to do. 

I know that the great railway corporations of this country have set 
their faces against these water waysin a determined manner. I know 
that every time such a proposition is made here the great metropolitan 
journals, influenced or owned in large part by the railroad companies, 
have been found the sturdy opponents of a water way across the con- 
tinent. Here nature has provided a natural outlet forcommere by - 
water, a series of depressions and streams that can be used and advan- 
tage taken of them and at a comparatively small expense a water way 
secured to the Lower Mississippi by the way of the Illinois River, anda 
water way to the Upper Mississippi by the way of the proposed Hen- 
nepin Canal, crossing several streams and in one instance utilizing one 
stream in its course. 

The whole expense of the Hennepin Canal as proposed here is not to 
exceed seven or eight million dollars; and what would it do? It 
would open a line of river above Rock Island for a long distance, giv- 
ing access to it from the city of Chicago, from which those vessels are - 
now excluded. 

Mr. President, I did not propose myself to discuss this question. I 
had understood the two Senators from Illinois would be here, and I 
had hoped the case would be presented by them. If I supposed there 
would be opposition I should have come with the data prepared by the 
Engineer Department and those furnished by the Board of Trade of 
Chicago to show the advantages and necessity of this work. In this 
bill you provide for examinations of a proposed ship-canal around the 
Falls of Niagara. Nobody rises to find fault with that. That is all 
right, that I am in favor of; but it has no merit at all compared with 
the proposition to connect Lake Michigan with the Upper and Lower 
Mississippi. The commerce that will pass around the Falls will not 
equal the commerce that will pass through these two avenues to the 
Mississippi River. 

It is not fair to state here that this is a scheme of the city of Chicago. 
It is in the interest of commerce, it is in the interest of trade, it is in 
the interest of cheap commerce, and it can be demonstrated that the 
railroads on the line of the Illinois River are carrying freight for 60 
per cent. of what they are carrying it off the line of that same river. 
Why? Because on or near the river they are brought in competition 
with a water way. We shall never regulate the tariffs upon railroads 
as they ought to be regulated until we bring them in competition with 
the cheap freight rates ofriverand canal intercourse. Everytime such a 
measure is proposed the railroads will be here against it, public clamor 
will be against it, but no man who has studied this question and has 
examined it ought to stand up and oppose it. 

Why, sir, look at our position. We agreed with Great Britain many 
years ago that we would keep on the Lakes only so many guns, so many 
war vessels. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] the other day 
showed us how Great Britain could put into those Lakes her gun-boats 


without stint as to number while we were preparing to build our craft 
er that was necessary to put in the keel. If 
the Lakes and the Mississippi River, as 


and the timber 
you a connection 
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you ought to have, you could run your gun-boats from any Atlantic 

seaportinto Lake Michigan and thus into all the other Lakes. That 
alone, as a war measure, ought to commend it to the people of this 
country. If there was no commercial advantage whatever to ba de- 
rived from it, that alone ought to commend a work of this kind. 

The Senator says that if this is done Ohio will be ready with another 
work. I have no doubt that Ohio will have another scheme to offer 
against this; but should that deter us from doing whatis right? Does 
the Senator : suppose that there is any comparison between the benefit 
that would accrue to the people by a canal from Chicago to the Missis- 
sippi River on either one of these proposed rontes and a canal across 
the State of Ohio into the Ohio River? The Ohio River is a river of 
~ moderate capacity; the other is a great international highway running 

from the sea to the very center of the American continent. We spend 
upon the Ohio River for the local interests of Ohio, West Virginia, and 
Pennsylvania, year after year, immense sums of money that nobody 
complains of; but when it is proposed to make a canal that shall be of 
some national importance, and that all the people of the Northwest are 
interested in, that every farmer and every laborer in that country has 
an interest in, then we are told that it is without merit, and then it is 
attacked as a steal, as a fraud upon the Government. 
Mr. President, I regret that I did not know that the Senators who 
` had prepared themselves for this amendment would not be present, for 
if I had I could lay before the Senate information on this subject that 
I believe would render it impossible for the sneers of the Senator from 
Ohio on this subject to have any effect upon this body. If there is a 
meritorious thing in the bill, if there is one thing that would commend 
the bill to my support, it is the proposition to open a ship-canal from 
Lake Michigan through the Illinois River and thence across the coun- 
try to accommodate the people of the Upper Mississippi River and of 
the extreme West. Al Illinois, all Iowa, all Minnesota, all Colorado, 
all Nebraska, and Dakota are interested in this water way. It is not 
_ alocal thing. It is not for the benefit of Illinois alone, but it is for the 
benefit of a large and growing portion of the United States—a portion 
that has had less money out of the Treasury than any other portion ot 
the country in comparison to its interests and to its importance. 

I insist, Mr. President, that this is a meritorious enterprise and one 
that we have a right to have put into this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the merits 
of this proposed improvement to any extert. Iam not prepared to say 
how I shall stand in regard to the improvement after the survey and 
report shall have been made. Of course if this improvement would 
lower the level of the Great Lakes and destroy the harbors upon those 
Jakes and render useless the improvements which have already been 
made by Congress, no Senator would favor if. So far as I have had 
any information on this point, it is that it will not materially interfere 
with the water-level of the Lakes. 

But this proposition is simply for a survey, for an examination and 
report as to what the expense will be, and I suppose what the effect 
will be, not only upon the navigation of the Illinois Riverand its com- 
merce, but'upon the navigation of the Great Lakes. We have not been 
in the habit of objecting seriously to proposed surveys when they have 
been asked for in a river and harbor improvement bill, especially one 
so important as this is. The project is important—important to the 
commerce of the great West, important also perhaps with a view of se- 
curing a better disposition for the sewerage of Chicago, and important 
in a national point of view, with reference to the national defense. 

I alluded some time since in a speech on the subject of fortifications 
to the agreement between the United States and Great Britain under 
the treaty of 1814 by which both countries had agreed that the arma- 
ment of the Great Lakes should consist of one vessel on Lake Cham- 
plain with one 14-pound gun, the same character of vessel upon Lake 
Ontario, and two vessels of the same character upon the Upper Lakes. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in a recent speech in the Senate 
upon the fisheries treaty claimed that there had been a violation by 
Great Britain either of the letter or, the spirit of the treaty by provid- 
ing fortified naval stations at Halifax and Bermuda and by the improve- 
ment of the Rapids of the St. Lawrence and the construction of the 
Welland Canal, by which a fleet of gunboats could at a few hours’ 
notice be placed upon the Great Lakes. AsI understand, if we had 
the gunboats we have no place where they could be rendezvoused within 
reach of the Great Lakes, so as to be placed upon the Lakes to meetany 
force which might be put there by Great Britain. This improvement, 
if it should be undertaken by the United States and completed, would 
furnish us a means by which naval vessels of 14 feet draught could be 
placed upon the Great Lakes. So, then, I say the improvement is im- 
portant not only in a commercial point of view but with reference to 
the national defense, 

Tam not prepared now to say that I believe it to be practicable or 
wise; but I am willing that a portion of the money which is appro- 
priated by this bill as it came from the House for improving the Illi- 
nois River shall be expeyded for the purpose of a thorough survey and 
report in regard to this improvement. 

There was a representative body of the great interests of Chicago be- 
fore the Committee on Commerce to pressthis measure, They certainly 
made a- very good showing for this improvement. They desired cans 


provision for the survey and, I think, an appropriation for the cem- 
mencement of the work. The committee thought it wise to Jet the 
survey be made. I donot understand that even if there is a favorable 
report from the engineers that will commit Congress to the improve- 
ment. 

I see no reason why the survey should not be ordered. Of course 
the board will report upon the subject of how the improvement would 
affect the water in the Great Lakes, and if itshould appear to the board 
likely to destroy the navigation of the lakes or destroy the harbors 
which have already been improved by the Government no appropriation 
for the work would be recommended. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon favors a survey 
by the engineers. He will find a report by the engineers on the subject 
in conformity with a provision of the river and harbor bill of 1886, and 
I want to call the attention of the Senate to this salient point in this 
whole thing, that this is not a provision fora survey. Thesurvey has 
aiready been made, and I hold the report of the survey in my hand. 

Mr. DOLPH. Which improvement does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. VEST. The Hennepin Canal. 
see DOLPH. I was speaking about the improvement of the Illinois 

ver. 

Mr. VEST. I want to cali attention to the salient point that this 
river and harbor bill if it becomes a Jaw in this shape commits us to 
the construction of the Hennepin Canal at a cost, according to the en- 
gineers, on the route which they have selected, of $5,811,367.80, and 
that point was distinctly made in committee (if I v iolate no parlia- 
mentary rule in alluding to it), and the Senator from Ilinois stated it 
himself Itis not a provision for a survey. If Senators will turn to 
the bill they will see that it is a location and the word ‘‘locate”’ is 
used, and it is put in for that purpose. 

Itis not my purpose to discuss this question. I havo an insuper- 
able* objection to putting canal surveys in the river and harbor bill. 
It is not the place for them. There is a proposition for a canal which 
cuts an open passage for a number of miles and reduces the cost of 
transportation. Various canal projects are now pending before the 
Senate of the United States amounting to millions of dollars, If we 
put them in the river and harbor bill, what is the consequence? We 
increase it to an amount year by year that becomes simply insupport- 
able, and that will bring the bill into such odium that the whole sys- 
tem of internal improvements will fall together. 

If the Senators from Illinois, if the Senator from Colorado and the 
friends of this measure—and I am not its enemy—want this appropri- 
ation made, let them bring it here in a separate bill, let them have the 
matter fairly discussed, or let them bring ina pill providing for all 
these great canals throughout the country, many of which have great 
merit in them. But to commit the Government to the expenditure in 
subsequent river and harbor bills of nearly $6,000,000 for this work I 
say is-beyond all question wrong. 

Sir, I only want to emphasize this fact. There area number of small 
canals in this bill. I opposed the appropriations for them in committee; 
I have opposed them at every session of Congress; but they were forced 
upon us,and now we are reaching a culmination of the canal legislation 
we had in former river and harbor bills. These monstrous canal 
projects are thrust here upon the Congress of the United States, so that 
the river and harbor bill in future will become a great monstrous bill 
of appropriation and the public sentiment of the United States will not 
tolerate it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado dis- 
cussed this measure as if it was a single proposition. There are two 
propositions here, entirely distinct, so distinct that the member who rep- 
resents one of these canal projects came and called my attention to it, 
saying that they were not the same propositions, but were rivals. As 
a matter of course those who do not know the geography of the country 
as well as the Senator from Colorado might suppose that these works 
from their location were necessarily connected, but the first item here 
is altogether different from the Hennepin Canal. Itis for a water way 
eet Chicago to the Illinois River and thence across to the Mississippi 

ver. 

Mr. TELLER. They go together to a certain extent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From Chicago to the beginning of the Hennepin 
Canal there is the Illinois River. There is no necessity for a survey 
there if that is all that is desired, because that has been already had. 
The Illinois River has been surveyed time and again, and it has been 
improved. Large sums of money have been voted for it. I have my- 
self, in connection with the Hennepin Canal project, voted for an esti- 
mate for a ship-canal from Chicago to the headwaters of the Ilinois 
River and thence down. 

This bill provides for locks and dams of a different character from 
those used now in the improvement of the Illinois River, and con- 
templates a great ship-canal of immense extent, with a large traffic, in 
comparison with which the Hennepin Canal is a mere minnow, a small 
affair. The construction of the ship-canal proposed in the first clause 
aon, ding would cost many times more than the Hennepin Canal 

probability; I can not say how many times. The one is a canal 
Son the Illinois River across to the Mississippì River, near Rock Isl- 
and. Ido not know the length of it, but I have heard that discussed 


. 1888. 


very fully, Here is a document that does give full information in re- 
gard to the Hennepin Canal, a document laid on the table, as the Sen- 
ator from Missonri says, that points out the location of the canal; and 
the second amendment here does locate that canal and fixes it so that 
you will be held to the status here fixed beyond all peradventure. 

Ihave here a report in regard to the Michigan and Illinois Canal that 
is full and ample, containing 200 or 300 pages, with maps, ete., giving 
full explanations. If Congress is prepared now to authorize the loca- 
tion of that canal, the second proposition ought to be adopted; but the 
first proposition is the one that my attention is principally attracted 
to. That is simply a magnificent proposition to build a canal from 
. Chicago to the mouth of the Illinois River, which, if I remember aright, 

is about 300 miles, perhaps more. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
VEsT] may be able to tell me what is the distance from Chicago to the 
mouth of the Illinois River. 

Mr. VEST. One hundred and sixty-four miles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator is thinking of the Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. FRYE. Two hundred and fifty miles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From Chicago to the mouth of the Illinois River 
is at any rate 250 miles. 

There is to be a ship-canal with locks and dams and slack-water 
navigation to go through the divide between the waters of the Lakes 
and the waters of the river, not very deep it is true, but still a good 
sized canal across the whole divide, extending several hundred miles 
from Chicago until it reaches the navigable waters of the Illinois River. 
It is a magnificent project, like the Nicaragua Canal and some of the 
great international enterprises. The Nicaragua Canal is estimated to 
cost more than $5,000,000, and the whole distance from one ocean to 
the other is less than from Chicago to the mouth of the Illinois River. 

Is itworth while to adopt propositions like these? I appeal to Sena- 
tors to consider them. If we put these propositions on, one that contem- 
plates surveys for works that will cost millions upon millions of dollars, 
anc the other that will actually locate and establish a pledge of faith by 
the Government—because that is meant by location—the line of a canal 
that we are to construct, so that the engineers will negotiate for the 
land and get it. Here on the last day before the law ought to take 
effect the eonstruction of all these improvements and the experditure 
of all the money for the various improvements provided for in this bill 
is to be stopped until we shall consider these two provisions. It seems 
tome monstrous. If they are taken up in their order, I am generally 
in favor of internal improvements and favor pretty large expenditures 
for such purposes; but if we are to enter into the ideaof this great, 
magnificent project from Chicago to the mouth of the Illinois River, 
and then another similar project from the Illinois River across to the 
Mississippi Riyer, let us do it with our eyes open and after fullinforma- 
tion and upon a separate bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I treat these two propositions as one, 
because the two are so connected it is almost impossible to discuss them 
separately. 

I wish to say a word farther, because of the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio that the proposed Illinois River improvement had less 
merit, or, as he said, its demerit was greater than that of the original 
Hennepin Canal scheme. The Illinois River scheme now proposed is 
nothing more nor less than an enlarged part of the original Hennepin 

~Canal. The plan was to build from Chicago to La Salle a canal with 
locks for 102 miles, as I recollect, a 60-foot canal with about 8 feet 
depth of water. That is not large enough for the purpose suggested 
by the Senator from Oregon that this might serve. It is not large 
enough for Government war-vessels to go through. Since that the 
proposition has been enlarged to take that part of the Hennepin Canal 
and to make it 14 feet deep (which is not as deep as it ought to be), 
and thus by the great flow of water make the Illinois River from La 
Salle to its junction with the Mississippi River, which is about 150 
miles, as I recollect, a navigable stream at all seasons of the year. 

So I discuss them together because the two go together; that is to 
say, all the money expended on the Illinois River between Chicago 
and La Salle can be utilized for the Hennepin scheme and thereby re- 
due the expense of the Hennepin scheme a considerable degree, at 

t. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The report of the engineer shows that it is 5 miles to 
Bridgeport and 97.24 miles from Bridgeport to the mouth of the Illi- 
nois River, making 102.24 miles for the whole length of the canal. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I was not far out of the way. I thought it 
was in the neighborhood of 100 miles. 

Mr. President, this first proposition does not commit the Govern- 
ment to anything at all. The Senator from Missouri says there has 
been a survey. There never has been a survey and an estimate made 
of the expense of this canal. 

Mr. VEST. I spoke of the Hennepin Canal. I supposed that was 
under discussion. 

Mr. TELLER. For so much of this canal as goes from Chicago to 
La Salle there has been an estimate made a number of times, but never 
of the size now proposed. There has been an estimate made at varions 
times fora small canal. Now the proposition is to make a large canal, 
a ship-canal across, and for that the proposition is that there shall be 
taken from this bill a part of the money appropriated to the Illinois 
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River and apply so much of it as may be necessary for the purpose of 
this new survey. To that I do not think even the Senator from Ohio 
can object. 

He says he is in favor of canals in separate bills. Hesays he expects 
us to pass this bill to-day. Is it unusual to put into this bill a new 
survey? One hundred streams are in it named forsurvey. If you 
take the one hundred streams for which surveys are provided in the 
bill, and when they are completed, as they only can be completed, with 
great expenditure, they would not all carry the commerce this Illinois 
River would carry, becoming a practicable water communication be- 
tween the two great inland cities of St. Louis and Chicago. . 

Does the Senator propose to pass a bill tofind out how much this will 
cost? If there is any place where it ought to go, it ought to go in this 
bill; and that has been the custom. There are half a dozen canals pro- 
vided for in the bill now, according to my recollection; and not one of 
them has the merit of this scheme, not one of them has the importance 
of it, and there is not one of them that will have the commerce flow- 
ing npon it that this canal will have if it shall be completed, ani not 
one of them has the commerce that the other branch of this would have - 
if the Hennepin Canal should be completed, 

Does the Senator think it is of no importance to the people of the 
Upper Mississippi that they shall be enabled to put their grain into 
Chicago by barges and boats without unloading? Does he not know and 
does not everybody know that it will reduce the price of transportation 
from St. Paul and Minneapolis and the wheat-growing regions of the 
West to New York one-half? It may come in contact with railroads; 
it may reduce their rates; it may reduce their income; but it will give 
to the people of the East cheap bread, and it will enable us to compete 
with Russia and with the Mediterranean countries in the production of 
wheat that we are compelled to send abroad. 

The Senator from Missouri says that it ought not-to go into this bill 
because it will break it down; the people will notstandit. If you put 
anything in the bill that the people think has got merit, it will not 
break down the bill. But when you turn over here to the last part of 
this bill—and this is but a copy of all the bills that have passed since I 
have been a member of this body—when you turn to the State of 
Louisiana you will find purely local enterprises provided for in this 
bill. You need not stop with the State.of Louisiana; you can take 
every other State in the Union, and you will find purely local enter- 
prises, whether you refer to canals or to improving rivers for naviga- 
tion. In one State, for 7 miles a river is to be cleaned out and made 
navigable, with no business practically on either side of it, and I can 
point out to you a hundred items of appropriation in the bill that have 
no national character whatever; and that is why the bill is in danger 
of breaking down; that is why the people sneer at theriver and harbor 
bill. 

It is not because of the amount of money. Who begrudges when 
you give $350,000 to the harbor of Charleston or $250,000 to the har- 
bor of Savannah, or a million to the great seaport where the bulk of our 
commerce comes and goes? Nobody. You may make improvements 
on the Gulf at a great expense and the people of the West and the 
Northwest are in favor of them; but they are not in favor of these 
local measures. Andif you can add to this some international meas- 
ure, something like the Illinois River improvement to connect the 
Great Lakes with the Lower Mississippi, that shall give an opportunity 
for the produce of the Great Lakes to go by water to New Orleans, and 
thus to sea, and to connect the Lakes with ihe Upper Mississippi, so 
that produce can be shipped from St. Paul and Minneapolis to Chicago, 
and thus on down through the Lakes to New York, you will have added 
something that will make the bill reputable and respectable, and you 
can add as much money as enay be necessary for that kind of enter- 
prise, and there will be no hesitation on the part of the people in ac- 
cepting and approving it. 

The trouble with this bill is that you exclude from it, with rare ex- 
ceptions, all the enterprises that the people of this country are interested 
in. Lam willing that the Senator from Maryland should have in it the 
canal across the Maryland and Delaware peninsula; I am willing that 
the Senator from Florida shall put into it a provision fora canal across 
the peninsula of Florida, which is a national object worthy of the at- 
tention of the American people, and I do not believe the millions that 
may be necessary to complete those enterprises or any other enterprise 
of that character will meet with the disapprobation of the people of the 
United States. The people of the United States are in favor of putting 
out their dollars so that something will come back to them; I mean to 
the whole people, to some international interest that is of benefit to 
everybody and nota few. This is not an international law; it is not 
an interstate-commerce law; it does not provide for a commission to be 
appointed by the President, but it looks to the fact that the man who 
puts his goods upon water can get them carried ata rate which compels 
the railroads to reduce their freights in accordance with the price to 
him who carries by water. 

If the Senate will give me a little attention in regard to that they 
will see that the money spent on the Illinois River has had a tendency 
to cheapen the freights all the way from Chicago to St. Louis. They 
will find that the money spent on the Ohio River has cheapened freights 
from Pittsburgh and the country thereabouts all the way down to tke 
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mouth of that river. I refer now to the freights that went on railroads 

on both sides of the river and to a considerable distance from the river. 

So it does not become a question for Chicago, but. it is a question for all 

the people of this country who reside on the Great Lakes and who re- 

side on the rivers below and above. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I had the impression that we were dis- 
cussing the Hennepin Canal. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
roposed by the Committee on Commerce inserting the words between 
ines 1322 and 1342. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That includes the Illinois River improvement as well as 
the Hennepin Canal. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see any serious objection to the first clause. 

Mr. VEST. The provision in regard to the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal simply provides for a survey, which we made for the Hennepin 
Canal under the river and harbor bill of 1886. I have not the slighest 
doubt that the river and harbor bill, if we make the survey, will put 
in the detailed proposition in regard to this canal that we have in the 
present bill for the Hennepin, and that is to locate it and commit the 
Government to its construction. This is simply the first step. The 
second step is now being taken with the Hennepin Canal, for which the 
Government has heretofore ordered a survey. 

I have not spoken of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, because the 
proposition as to that is only for a preliminary survey and involves 
the expenditure of only a few thousand dollars. As to the Hennepin 
Canal project, I have most decided objections, because that is the com- 
mittal of the Government to the whole project. If the Illinois and 
Michigan Canal shall be surveyed, of course the survey will be reported 
to us. 

Congress years ago appropriated 1,800,000 acres of land to the State 
of Illinois for the construction of this canal. Afterwards the condi- 
tion was taken off the grant, and Illinois was permitted to use the pro- 
ceeds of those lands in the construction of railroads. The city of Chi- 
cago advanced a large sum of money to aid in the construction of the 
canal. After the great fire in Chicago the Legislature of Illinois passed 
an act repaying the money, with interest, which the city of Chicago had 
advanced. A portion of the canal is constructed. I have fought at 
every step the idea of putting it in the hands of the United States. 
The State of Illinois, with a credit as good as that of the United States 
Government, with an immense area, with an industrious, aggressive, 
hopeful people, says to the Government of the United States: ‘‘Take 
this work of internal improvement that we have commenced, though 
you gave us 1,800,000 acres of land to build it; take it off our hands 
and let the Government of the United States complete it.” Accord- 
ing to the engineers it will cost over $5,000,000. I want to consider 
that proposition. When it is discussed I want the Florida canal and 
the Maryland canal put in, so that there can be no sectional feeling 
in regard to the matter, and if we go into this wholesale business of 
the construction of canals throughout the country let us do it openly 
and manfully, without committing the river and harbor bill to the con- 
struction of these great works. It is not fair to us to do that. We 
should not commit the Government now to this project and to the Hen- 
nepin Canal project, the two involving probably $15,000,000 at the low- 
est estimate in the river and harbor bill. 

Iam not here as the enemy of this project, but I will not vote forit, 
though the construction of this Hennepin Canal and of this improve- 
ment would add to the commerce of the Mississippi River, in which my 
State is deeply interested; but Ido not want to be committed indi- 
rectly to a system like this on a river and harbor bill. - 

Mr. CALL. I conceive it to be very clear that the appropriations of 
the Government for the construction of works of internal improvement 
should be made on well considered and established principles of pub- 
lic policy, and whatever sums are needed to construct such works ought 
to be voted to complete them in a reasonable time. Upon what bill it 
should be done is another question, whether by a separate bill in 
each case or by a general bill,as in this case,must be decided by the con- 
venience of legislation and the opportunity the different methods may 
afford for deliberation and discussion. 

I fail to see the difference in the benefits to be derived in the inter- 
ests of commerce in improving a river and in making an avenue or 
highway for commerce by an excavation in the earth or a canal. Log- 
ically it seems to me that if you can carry a larger amount of produc- 
tion by an excavation, whether there was water before or not makes 
no difference, and therefore the question of whether it is a canal or 
river is immaterial. Admitting the fact that the distribution of the 
productions of the country is a national object and a necessary public 
policy, and that there should be means of transportation created or en- 
couraged by the National Government, and that being settled, the 
next question is, what is the most feasible, most economical, and most 
beneficial method of accomplishing that object? Whatever that method 
may be is the proper object of national aid and appropriation, whether 
it be a canal or a river, an ocean or a lake, whether the amount re- 
quired be large or small. 

I take it that we have been led to the improvement of the water 
ways of the country by its natural condition and its development 
along the lines of the natural water ways, and that this accounts for 


the confinement of the appropriations by the General Government 
largely to the natural water ways of the country. But if it be possi- 
ble to make a water way, if it be economical and a cheap method of 
transportation, as it is conceded to be in our present experience and 
our present knowledge, whatever it may be in the future, I gravely 
doubt whether or not in the future some method of controlling the 
great avenues of land transportation will not be found, so as to make 
them as cheap if not cheaper than the water ways; but we have not 
reached that point atthe present time. We have adopted, and I think 
wisely, the policy of improving the harbors of the country, that we 
may exchange the productions of this country for those of foreign coun- 
tries, and that we may thus give the interior of the country the benefit 
of exchange with other countries and other localities. This is the only 
object and the only effect sought to be obtained by this policy of im- 
proving harbors and protecting coasts with light-houses and life-saving 
appliances. 

Now, when we have once done that and can obtain the same ora 
greater benefit by a canal than by the improvement of a water way 
that is strictly within the principles which we have recognized and 
established as a possible policy, yet we hesitate at the question of 
the creation of a water way. If there be by nature a water way we 
think it is sound public policy toimprove it. If there be not, and it 
be necessary to make it by the connection of two streams, we consider 
and doubt whether we are not-adopting a new and dangerous policy. 

But the river and harbor bill, if justified by principle, demands that 
wherever it is practicable and necessary and within the reasonable 
means of the Government to establish a water way by which the pro- 
ductions of a locality, if it be of sufficient importance, may be brought 
into the common exchanges of the country, it shall be done, and it is 
simply a question of the amount of benefit to be derived from the im- 
provement. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], with whom I agree in 
much that he has said, has stated that there are improvements in this 
river and harbor bill which are local. What is a local improvement? 
Suppose it to be but one man and one bag of cotton. It goes to New 
York and to Liverpool, and it enters into the common exchanges of 
the country. It ceases to be local and becomes national as soon as it 
becomes a subject of commerce just as much as if it was a million of 
bos of cotton produced by a million of men. 

f course no improvement can be made for one man or one bale of 
cotton or one hundred, but there is some proportion in the magnitude 
of the commerce and of the production to the extent of the benefit 
which it will confer. But all commerce is national, all exchange is 
national, and there is no difference between foreign commerce and do- 
mestic commerce in the character of the benefit which it confers upon 
the people. Foreign commerce is of no benefit, except asit gives to 
the producer wherever he may be, whether in the valleys of the Rocky 
Mountains, on the Pacific coast, in the interior of the Middle States, 
or on the South coast or the North, an opportunity to dispose of his 
prođuct. It has no value except asit gives to the producer material 
and exchange and a value for his productions. i 

Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that we can dig a canal 
anywhere if the magnitude of the interest of production and distribu- 
tion connected with it be so great as to justify the expenditure. If it 
be practicable and within the reasonable means of the Government, it 
should be just as properly an object of improvement and of aid by the 
National Government as the rivers and the harbors; and in that point 
of view I am prepared at all times, when there is a fair distribution of 
the benefits of the national aid, to vote for any well-devised and nec- 
essary measure of that description. We have reached a period in the 
history of this country when the question of cheap transportation and 
a fair distribution of the products of labor is the most important of all 
publicquestions. When it is aquestion of abundance or starvation to 
the millions of our wage-workers—to the great mass of our people— 
this question, as well as that of reasonable compensation to labor, de- 
pends on the avenues of transportation, and not on the fact whether it 
is a natural or an artificial water way. 

I think there is some force in the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] that this question ought to be carefully consid- 
ered, that it ought to be made a special object of consideration, and 
that the canal improvements which are demanded by the commerce of 
the country, the improvement in Maryland, the improvement in Illi- 
nois or in Ohio, the improvements in the State of Florida, which have 
been examined and are entirely practicable, and good and safe meth- 
ods of transportation—that all these ought to receive consideration; 
and I am of the opinion that it ought to be given at an early day; that 
the interests of cheap transportation demand that the Congress of the 
United States should give immediate consideration to this great ques- 
tion, which so nearly concerns the prosperity of the producers and the 
consumers of the country. 

The inland coast line of communication on the coast of Florida to 
Key West, where steam-vessels of great speed and great comfort can go 
without exposure to severe storms, a ship-canal across the ula of 
Florida, inland canals connecting the Mississippi and the Great Lakes, 
the inland coast communication from Maine to Florida, which is prac- 
ticable with but few breaks in its continuity, these are the measures 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5785 


of public policy which will cheapen everything and at the same time 
Pay the laborer and the producer a better profit for his labor. 

ut, Mr. President, if this provision in this bill can be so changed 
as not to commit the Government positively fo any one plan, and there 
can be added to it a proposition for a survey of the other different proj- 
ects of improvement of a like character, I should be entirely willing 
to give to it my vote. 

I ask of the Senate to-day upon what ground can we justify voting 
the oppropristions in this bill and refuse an appropriation for the 
survey and even for the construction ofa canal along the coast of Flor- 
ida, connecting the great line of coastwise transportation for every class 
of vessels, so that they may be protected from the outer ocean running 
from New York, and perhaps above New York, to Key West, Fla., with 
but little outsideexposure? Upon what ground can we refuse to make 
an appropriation if it be practicable to construct the work ata reasonable 
cost across the peninsula of Florida, by which the entire commerce of 
the Mississippi River, the Mexican Gulf, and the Central American 
States may safely pass along our coast ?: 

I say, if it be possible to construct such a canal or water way, on what 
ground can we refuse to do it, when this vast amount of commerce can 
be expedited and be rendered safe, the cost of insurance saved, and 
the wrecks and the lives that are annually lost on the West India and 
Gulf and Atlantic coasts of Florida and the United States be saved to 
the country and to the world? 

These great works give employment to labor, and so long as they are 
_ beneficial in their results they are no burden and no actual cost to the 

tax-payer, forthey pay back more than they cost, and they are largely 

built with labor which may otherwise be unemployed, but yet must 
be fed and clothed. It would make the earth a Garden of Edenif the 
unemployed labor of the country and the men in arms all over the 
world could be employed in making the earth more productive and in 
distributing at little cost its productions. 

| Itseems to me that these are the considerations which should deter- 
mine our action, and if we are to maintain this policy of internal im- 
provements let us do it on a broad and wise and just basis, and provide 
that other works of national importance, of importance to the 
commerce of the world, shall be included. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not given that attention per- 
haps to the debate on this subject which the importance of the ques- 
tion demands because of my other engagements, but I have paid some 
attention to the subject-matter. 

The first amendment, the one which I believe is immediately under 
discussion, isan amendment providing for a survey of the Illinois River 
and the region of country now covered by the Ilinois and Michigan 
Canal, so called. : 

This is no new question either asrespects appropriations or as respects 
surveys. I remember perfectly well in 1864 that this whole question 
of a ship-canal connecting the Northwestern lakes with the Mississippi 
River was presented by military men and by others in this country as 

- of the utmost importance; and the project received a majority, if I do 
not mistake, of both Houses of Congress at that time as providing for 
a military way connecting the lakes with the Mississippi River. 

Since that time we have gone on year by year and have appropriated 
money for the improvement of the Ilinois River, and in this bill I find 
an appropriation of $200,000 for the Illinois River. What is that for? 
It is for the purpose of securing a low-water navigation to a depth of 
7 feet in that river; and with this expenditure, and probably an ex- 
penditure of a like amount for a year or two longer, there will be a 
navigable water way on the Illinois River from the mouth of that river 
to La Salle of 7 feet. Between La Salle and the city of Chicago is a 
canal that was constructed by the State of Illinois many years ago,and 
was constructed at that time so, as was supposed, to be ample for the 
commerce of that period; and it is in operation to-day. Itisa small 
canal. 

This Illinois and Michigan Canal, so called, aghi to be enlarged so 
as to make it compare with the navigation of the Illinois River, so that 
steam-boats navigating that river from its mouth to La Salle shall not 
be required to transship there, but may extend their course directly to 
the city of Chicago. 

Is there any doubt but what the Illinois and Michigan Canal should 
be enlarged for these 102 miles so as to make it compare with the nav- 
igation of the river, thus enabling a craft drawing 7 feet of water to 
go not only to La Salle but to goalso to the city of Chicago? Espe- 
cially is that true when the entire expense of the enlargement of the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal will not exceed two or three million dol- 
lars. Then we have a water way extending between the Mississippi 
River and the Great Lakes and all of them, and also from Buffalo clear 
through to the mouth of the Illinois River and so on to St. Louis. 

If this river and harbor bill is worth the paper on which itis printed, 
that is the most important water way project in it. 

Itruns through a densely populated region, teeming with industries 
and with commerce; and are we to stand here and appropriate $22,- 
000,000 to rivers and harbors and higgle about a proposition which is 
intended to connect the great system of water ways on the Northern 

lakes with the Mississippi River? 


_Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 


tion. - 
Mr. ALLISON. I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask whether the provision is confined to the Nli- 
nois and Mi Canal, or whether it extends all the way from Lake 
Michigan to the Illinois River? 

Mr. ALLISON. The reports show that it is perfectly feasible and 
| praca by this improvement to connect the waters of the Great 

es with those of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the very point I wish to be informed about. 
Will there be a sufficient flow of water? - 

Mr. ALLISON. Perfectly competent engineers have made that in- 
vestigation, and they have reported over and over again that it is a 
perfectly feasible thing to turn the waters of Lake Michigan into the 
waters of the Mississippi River through the Illinois River. 

Mr. GEORGE. A steady and regular flow? 

Mr. ALLISON. A steady and regular flow. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I have the report here. 
The Senator from Iowa is entirely mistaken about the cost of this im- 
provement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was speaking of the cost of the enlargement of the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal so as to take a vessel drawing 7 feet of 
water. : 

Mr. VEST. That is the next part of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will come to the next part. Iam speaking of 
what is contemplated by this very bil]. This very bill has an appro- 
priation in it contemplating an improvemant of the Illinois River so 
as to secure 7 feet of water. I say in connection with that that it 
seems to me a perfectly demonstrable proposition that if you can se- 
cure a 7-foot water way for 102 miles additional it would be bordering 
on absurdity not to expend the money, if water ways are of any value 
at all, or if river and harbor bills are of any value;. and toenlarge that 
canal to secure 7 feet of water will not cost more than two or three 
million dollars. I have not the data and the reports before me, be- 
cause I did not expect to participate in this debate; but I make these 
general statements from my knowledge of the subject. That is the 
situation as respects the connection of the Great Lakes with the Mis- 
sissippi River. The work is going on, and large amounts have been 
expended for that purpose. 

That brings me to this amendment, which is what? That instead 
of having a 7-foot water way between the mouth of the Illinois River 
and Chicago, our engineers shall make an investigation and examina- 
tion to see whether, with a reasonable expenditure, it is not wise and 
proper to enlarge this water way so as to draw 14 feet of water, in 
other words, double its capacity, and enable us, if need be, to build 
ganboats at St. Louis or Carondelet; and in time of war, if it should 
ever come, which I do not apprehend in the very near future, these 
gunboats could be transportetl into Chicago Harbor. That is all there 
is of that and the associate project to see whether or not that is a feasi- 
ble thing, and if feasible, whether it is wise for us to enter on that ex- 
penditure. 

I have no hesitation in saying for myself, although in that particular 
project the State in which I live perhaps has no immediate interest, 
that in my judgment there could not be a wiser expenditure of public 
money than such a one to connect the great Mississippi River with the 
great Northwestern Lakes by a water way 14 feet deep. 

The Senator from Missouri says if we enter on this investigation at 
all, it will result next year in an appropriation of money. It may not 
so result unless the judgment of the Congress of the United States is 
that such an expenditure will be a wise and prudent one for our com- 
merce and for our defense. Therefore it is that I shall vote for what- 
ever expenditure is necessary to make this survey, and I do that for the 
reason that I take it for granted that either at this session or some near 
session in the future we shall appropriate money to enlarge the Illinois 
and Michigan Canal so as to secure 7 feet of water. Iam sorry to see 
that some provision is not made in this bill for that purpose. 

There is no greater commercial need now in the Northwest than this 
need of the enlargement of the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the be- 
ginning of the construction of the Hennepin improvement and extend- 
ing that improvement to the Mississippi River, a distance of 64 miles, 
at a cost variously estimated at from four to six million dollars, That 
improvement could be made in five or six years, and when made it 
would relieve the people of the Northwestern States of five times its 
cost annually in the reduction of the freights on the bulky articles 
which would go over that canal. It is anticipated that the railways 
are in the pred of this Hennepin Canal and the enlargement of the 
Illinois and Michigan Canal. I do not know whether they are or not, 
but I believe that it would benefit the commerce carried by rail. It 
would relieve the railroads perhaps of some of the cheaper and more 
bulky articles that they now carry, but it would so enlarge the com- 
merce of that region and the commerce of our country that they would 
find increased receipts in the transportation of our more costly prod- 
ucts. 

I am amazed, I confess, that gentlemen will stand here in the Senate, 
with the situation and condition of this country as respects its in- 
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ternal commerce, and make objection to a survey of a work of the 
magnitude and importance of this project. 

I regard these two propositions as important as any two propositions 
in the bill, and if they are to be whistled down the wind and all of 
the little streams from one end of the country to the other are to be 
dug out and enlarged, I shall feel very little interest as to what be- 
comes of the bill, I say frankly. If we are to improve the Yadkin 
River, if we are going into the State of Ohio to spend $100,000 or 
$200,000 to repair the old locks and dams on the Muskingum River, 
an improvement entirely local in its nature as compared with this one, 
an improvement that has a beginning and an ending in the Ohio River— 
if that is the policy of this bill, and if the great water ways and great 
canals are not to be improved or we are not even to examine into the 
feasibility of their improvement through the examination of the En- 
gineer Corps of the Army, then I say for one that this bill has lost 
much of its interest to me and to the region in which I dwell, I warn 
Senators that if they are running this bill as a mere local internal bill, 
and if they can get $5,000 for a little creek or $2,000 for a little har- 
bor, think they have accomplished all that is desirable to be accom- 
plished, then they have mistaken, in my judgment, the feeling and 
sense of the people of this country as respects our internal commerce. 

It is perfectly weil known that every civilized nation upon this globe 
except our own enters upon the largest possible expenditure of public 
money for the building of canals and the improvement of water ways. 
France is honeycombed with canals, and so is Great Britain, expend- 
ing year by year large sums of money for this purpose, Are we to tie 
our hands, with the great area we have in this country, in the work of 
cementing its internal commerce by simply saying that we will not im- 

ve and enlarge what nature has provided us? It seems to me that 
t is madness for us to think so, especially when we have a bill here of 
$22,000,000. 

I voted some years ago fora canal across the Maryland and Delaware 
peninsula, in our immediate neighborhood. Iam ready to vote for it 
again. I believe it is an important national work. Althoughit is far 
remote from my State, I know that when that canal is constructed it 
will have beneficial influence upon all the products that are produced 
in my State and upon all the products that are consumed in it. 

Mr. President, we have now reached an important point in this bill. 
Tt is a bill in which I have a deep interest and in which my constit- 
uents havea deep interest, and I donot propose for one that the amend- 
ment shall go out of the bill withonta fall and free discnssion and with- 
out a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the river and harbor bill of last year practically 
the same provision was inserted for the survey and location of this 
canal. I voted for it then, and did so because I believed that this is 
one of the great improvements that ought tobe made. I do not think 
this provision commits the Government absolutely to the construction 
of this canal any more than was done by the final survey and location 
of the proposed canal between the Chesapeake and Delaware Bays. 
But there is one provision in the amendment to which I desire to call 
the especial attention of the Senator from Iowa. It will be found on 
page 55, beginning at the word ‘‘and’’ in line 1334, and going down to 
and including the word ‘“‘hour” in line 1339, in these words : 

And to have surveyed and located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michi- 
gan, at or near the city of Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes 
aforesaid, and capable of carrying not less than 600,000 cukic feet of water per 
minute, flowing at the rate of 2 miles per hour. 

lf these words are stricken out of the amendment, it leaves a provis- 
ion for the survey and location for the improvement of the Illinois 
River and the construction of the canal from Hennepin as a great water 
way between the lakes and the Mississippi River. Of that Iam heart- 
ily in favor, but the clause I have read has been inserted for the first 
time, and it is inserted for the purpose of making a better sewerage for 
the city of Chicago. I suggest to my friend from Iowa that this is the 
first time that such a project has ever appeared in a river and harbor 
bill. If you confine the amendment to the great work of connecting 
the waters of the lakes with those of the Mississippi, [think there can 
be really no substantial objection to it, for I do not believe that the 
language is different from that by which the surveysof the other great 
improvements were directed to be made. Itdoes not commit the Gov- 
ernment to the absolute construction of the work. The question of 
appropriating money hereafter for the work is another matter, when 
ail these great works will come up together. 

I will say to the Senator from Iowa that while in the committee 
and on the floor we are anxious to have the work to which he referred, 
the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, and the whole country is inter- 
ested in it, I do not believe that this is the time to make the appro- 
priations. If the Senator will strike ont the words beginning with 
the word ‘‘and”’ in line 1334, down to and including the word ‘‘hour’’ 
in line 1339, leaving this a clear-cut proposition for the survey and lo- 
cation of this great national work, I shall with pleasure vote with him. 
Therefore I move to strike out those words. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the phraseology of this amendment is not 
of my making. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that. : 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention had been called to this particular 


phraseology before, and I supposed it was in accord with some estimate 
or some statement of the engineers. If, as the Senator states, it is for 
@ particular purpose,-of course I have no objection to its being stricken 
out. Ind I do not think it is of very great value asit stands, 

Mr. GORMAN. None whatever. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, without committing anybody on this 
matter, in which I suppose, of course, the Illinois Senators are more 
deeply interested, if it can not go over until they come, I shall not ob- 
ject to striking out these words, 

Mr. GORMAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. SAWYER. I understand that the senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr, CuLtom] is quite sick, and it is not at all likely that he will be 
here soon. I have news from him this morning. 

Mr, TELLER. I understand that the words objected to were put 
in the amendment after an examination by certain engineers with ref- 
erence to the quantity of water that would be necessary to keep up 
the navigation of the Ilinois River below La Salle. There is a series 
of locks in the river which to some extent retard, of course, the flow 
of water from the lakes. Itisa gradual descent, but too much of a 
descent from Chicago to La Salle to enable the stream to be navigated 
without some locks, I do not myself see what the objection can be to 
allowing the engineers to tell us what that project would cost; and 
that is all there is of it. 

Mr. FRYE. That is on the first amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. That is the first amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not believe there is any serious objection to the 
first amendment. It is something the Senator from Illinois was ex- 
ceedingly anxious about, I think there was but little division on the 
first amendment in the committee. 

Mr, TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that if we 
adopt the report of the engineers and appropriate money eventually 
for building the canal we shall not be obliged to build it with refer- 
ence to the amount of water that will flow through it. Thatis a part 
which might be abandoned or not be adopted. Itseems tome it would 
be well to know how much water would be required in the Illinois 
River to keep its stage to a navigable condition. I can not see what 
harm it does to leave that provision in. I am not authorized to speak 
for anybody connected with this improvement, because I haye never 
conferred with the Senators from Illinois on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘deep,’’ in the amendment of the 
committee, in line 1334, it is proposed to strike out the words: 

And to have surveyed and located a channel from Lockport to Lake Michigan, 
at or near the city of Chicago, such channel to be suitable for the purposes alore- 


said, and capable of carrying not less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, 
flowing at rate of 2 miles per hour. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understood the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland to be to strike out ail after the word ‘‘aforesaid’’ in line 
1336. I hope he. will modify his amendment in that way, because 
the other portion of the amendment is a part of the necessary survey, 
it seems to me. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no objection to modifying the amendment 
in that way. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maryland modifies 
his proposed amendment to the amendment of the committee. A 

Mr. FRYE. As modified I have no objection to it. I did have ob- 
jection to the other clause being stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken out 
of the amendment of the committee will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Aiter the word ‘‘aforesaid,’’ in the amendment 
of the committee,-in line 1336, it is proposed to strike out: 

And capable of carrying not less than 600,000 cubic feet of water per minute, 
flowing at the rate of 2 miles per hour. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that change being made. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee, as amended on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CALL. Iaskifit would be in order to add to the amendment 
the following words: 

To make an estimate for a ship-canal across the peninsula of Florida at the 
most convénient point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would not be 
in order, not being germane or related to this amendment. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee which was passed over will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The committee report, after line 1342, to in- 
sert: 


The Secretary of War is further authorized and directed to cause to be lo- 
cated, on such line as he may approve, a ‘canal from the Illinois River at or 
near the town of Hennepin to the Mississippi River at or above the mouth of 
Rock River, t ther with a necessary feeder for the same; said canal to be 
known as the Illinois and Mississippi Canal, and to be 8) feet wide at the water- 
line, and to have a depth of not less than7 feet of water, with locks 170 feet long 


and 30 feet wide. The Secretary of War shall cause to be made and submitted * 
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to Congress detailed plans and estimates for the construction of said canal and 
feeder; the necessary expense of making such location, plans, and estimates 
shall be paid out of the unexpended balance on hand heretofore appropriated 
for the survey of said canal. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I just want the Senate to understand distinctly what 
is the meaning of that amendment, what the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLON ] stated its meaning to be in the committee and would state if 
he were here, This is not a survey; this is the location of a canal; 
and the intention is to commit the Government in this river and har- 
bor bill to the construction of the Hennepin Canal. I do not propose 
to argue it any further; I have said all I desire to say, and the Senate 
can vote with that understanding. 

Mr. GORMAN. I simply want to say that I do not understand by 
this survey and location that the proposed canal will stand on any dif- 
ferent footing from the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, which under 
a provision in a riverand harbor bill heretofore passed was surveyed 
and located. The question of appropriating money for these works 
will come up at another time, when we shall have an opportunity to 
discuss them and group, if possible, all these works together. Not- 
withstanding it was the intention of the mover of this amendment, the 
Senator from Illinois, to commit the Government to the work, I do not 
believe that this amendment does that, and it will remain to be con- 
sidered when the matter comes up at a future time. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the fact. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no compulsion upon Congress to make an 
appropriation at any time or to continue a previous appropriation. 

Mr. BECK. I rise only to say that some years when I wasa 
member of the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard 
(and I think I was chairman of it for two years), there was a very ex- 
haustive examination made in connection with the water ways conneci- 
ing the Mississippi and the Lakes, also the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Bays, the mouth of the Mississippi, and a very large number of other 
important points. I became thoroughly convinced that instead of ex- 

ding, as proposed very often in bills for coast defenses and other 
jilJs, millions, perhaps hundreds of millions of dollars, the true policy 
of this country is to connect the Delaware and the Chesapeake, the 
Mississippi and the Lakes, and if it be possible in some form to get 
across Florida, and to continue our interior lines of water way from 
Norfolk through the great sound of North Carolina; and that as a mat- 
ter of defense, as a matter of putting ourselves in a shape, whereby all 
the available resources of the country could be brought to one point 
without exposureand guard any other points, this was the most valuable 
system of improvement that could by any possibility be made. If this 
is a step in that direction and not altogether in regard to commercial 
relations, I shall do what little I can for it. 

Mr. VEST. Iwish to submit one additional remark and I shall say 
nothing further about it. It is very evident that the amendment will 
be adopted. My experience has been that any amendment can be 
adopted to a river and harbor bill. But I congratulate myself on one 
fact, and that is that the friends of this movement now seem to be 
unanimous in the opinion that the amendment does not commit Con- 
gress to this project, and it will be an open question hereafter upon 
the subject of appropriations. 

Mr, ALLISON. I do not wish the remark of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to commit me in any way. 

Mr. VEST. No; I do not suppose it will. 

Mr. ALLISON, I shall express my own views on that point, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators in favor of agreeing to the 
amendment will rise and stand until they are counted. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask for the yeas and nays. I should 
like to go on record myself against the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, TheSenator from Missouri asks that 
on to the amendment of the committee the yeas and nays 
may be entered on the Journal. [‘‘No!? ‘‘No!’?] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent he can do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the call for 
the yeas and nays is withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. Is 
the Senate ready for the question upon agreeing to the amendinent ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 60, the amendment relating to the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, in the paragraph beginning at 
line 1455 and the amendments following, extending to line 1552, on 


page 64. 
Mr. GIBSON. I find that ia this bill very liberal appropriations 
have been made for all the rivers in the Mississippi Valley, bat that the 


Committee on Commerce of the Senate have reduced the appropriation 
for the Mississippi River itself about $600,000, so that there will re- 
main to carry on the great work of improving the navigation of the 
Lower Mississippi only $1,455,000 out of the $2,500,000 appropriated 
for the river below the mouth of the Ohio. The proceeding which we 
have just had indicates the impossibility of getting a yea-and-nay vote 
on any amendment which may be resisted, and not desiring to delay 
the bill or to defeat it, and trusting that in the conference committee 
the appropriation for the Mississippi River may be increased, I with- 
draw all further opposition to the amendments indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. ` ; 

The CHIEFCLERK. In section 1, line 1457, after the word “million,” 
the Committee on Commerce report to insert the words “‘ five hundred 
thousand;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Mississippi River from head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River: Continuing improvement, $2,500,000; which sum shall be expended un 


der the direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans, specifi- 
cations, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1460, at the end of the 
clause appropriating $2,500,000 for ‘improving Mississippi River from 
head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River,” to add: 


Of the foregoing sum $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be expended in protecting the bank along the Lake Bolivar front by revetment; 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in continuing improvement on 
said river at Columbus, Ky.; $70,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
in continuing improvement on said river at Hickman, Ky.; $75,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, in continuing improvement on said river at Green- 
ville, Miss. ; $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in continuing im- 
provement on said river at Vicksburg, Miss. ; $200,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, in continuing improvement on said river at New Orleans, 

; $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in improving said river 
at Helena, Ark.; $300,000, or so much thereof as may be n , Shall be ex- 
pended at the head of the Atchafalaya and mouth of Red River, isiana, for 
rectification thereof, by preventing further enlargement of the Atchafalaya and 
restricting its ontlet Ken peter and for tarning the waters of Red River into the 
north or upper channel around Turnbull's Island, and for peat, opon a navi- 
gable channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the M. ippi. 

Of the above sum there shall be expended, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, for gauging the waters of the Lower Mississippi River and its trib- 
utaries, as provided for in joint resolution of 2ist of February, 1871, $9,600: Pro- 
vided, That $3,600 of the same is authorized to be expended in paying the ex- 
penses of gauging the waters during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888; for 
examinations and surveys at South Pass, mouth of Mississippi River, pursuant 
to the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000; for survey of the Mississippi River from the 
head of the passes to its headwaters, $75,000; for continuing the removal of 
snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Mississippi River, $100,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, in the same clause, after-the 
word “‘ channel,” in line 1509, to strike out: 

Of the foregoing sum, $150,000, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, shall 
be expended in protecting the bank along the Lake Bolivar front by revetment, 

So as to read: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands 
or pvas property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is 
authorized to repair and-build levees if in their judgment it should be done as 


part of their plans to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of 
the river and to deepen the channel, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out lines 1514 and 
1515, as follows: 


Improving the Mississippi River above St. Anthony's Falls, $10,000. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 1516 to line 1518, inclusive, as follows: 


For survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to ils head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $75,000. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 1519 to line 1521, inclusive, as follows: 


For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clauses from 
line 1522 to line 1552, inclusive, as follows: 


For work in accordance with the plans and specifications of the Mississippi 
River Commission; 

At Columbus, Ky.: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

At Hickman, Ky.: Continuing improvement, $70,000, 

At Greenville, Miss.: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

At Vicksburg, Miss.: Continuing improvement, $150,000, 

At New Orleans, La,: Continuing improvement, $200,000, = 

At the head of the Atchafalaya and mouth of Red River, Louisiana, for recti- 
fication thereof, by preventing further enlargement of the Atchafalaya and re- ~ 
stricting its outlet capacity, and for turning the waters of Red River into the 
north or upper channel around Turnbull's Island, and for keeping open a navi- 
ge channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi, 


000. 
,000. 
For  fauging the waters of the Lower Mississippi River and its tributaries, as 
rovi or in joint resolution of 2ist of February, 1871, $9,600 : Provided, That 
,600 of same is authorized to be expended in paying the expenses of gauging 
the said waters during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888. 
For examinations and surveys at South Pass, mouth of Mississippi River, pur- 
suant to the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 66. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one further amendment of 
the committee that was passed over which the Chair asks the indulg- 
ence of the Senator from Colorado to submit. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill reserve my amendment. I supposed we were 
through with the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 66, after line 1600 of section 1, the 
Committee on Commerce report to insert: 

That so much of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works om rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 1884, creating the Missouri River 
ar on, and defining its powers and duties, be, and the same is hereby, 
re 

Mr. PADDOCK. I asked to have this amendment passed over when 
it was reached in the consideration of the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Ido not desire to make any undue contention 
as to the matter, but I wish to state that the Committee on the Im- 

rovement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries, of which the 
Missouri is one, has been carrying on for some time an inquiry as to 
the plan, system, and method of improvement, and the practical work- 
ing of the commission with respect to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River, with the view of continuing that inquiry as regards the 
Missouri River. While that inquiry is in process of consideration, I 
have thought that it would be better to leave this subject entirely 
alone, and not to make any radical change as to the plan of conducting 
the improvement upon the Mississippi River and its tributaries until 
the committee shall have concluded its inquiry and shall be ready to 
report as to the advisability of continuing the commission or of adopt- 
ing some other system or plan in respect to conducting the improve- 
ments. 

On behalf of the committee, which has given this subject a good 
deal of attention during the past month and is still in the midst of its 
investigation, I ask the Senate to let this matter rest for the present 
until we shall have had an opportunity to fully conclude our investi- 
gations and make a report in pursuance thereof. 

Mr. VEST. Idrew the amendment to the river and harbor bill or 
1886, which created the Missouri River Commission. I drew this 
amendment to this bill which abolishes that commission. I did it de- 
liberately and after full investigation and a knowledge of all the facts. 

I believe that the Missouri River Commission honestly endeavored 
to do their duty, and I believe that the system which they endeayored 
to enforce was the correct system, and that is, to improve the river, if 
it is to be improved at all, by reaches of 10 miles at a time witha view 
to the navigation of the stream. That system has been deliberately 
ignored by Congress. Ihave defendedit. I have done all I could in 
my capacity as a Senator toinduce the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives to coincide with the commission. Instead of that, at each 
recurring session, both on the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, appro- 
priations for local improvements have been carried until it is useless to 
disguise the fact that any other system is impossible with the present 
constitution of this and the other branch of Congress. _ 

The Missouri River Commission, in their report which I have before 
me—and I shall not exhaust my strength nor the patience of the Sen- 
ate by reading it—emphatically and distinctly protest against these 
local improvements, the improvement of harbors which have nothing 
whatever to do with the navigation of the river. They say that it is 
money thrown away; that they can do nothing with the Missouri River 
if the appropriations are diverted from the main object, the systematic 
improvement of the stream, to local improvements at towns and har- 
bors. With thatreport before them the Committee on Commerce voted 
medownalmost unanimously. Ithink I was the only, solitary Senator 
who voted against it. They ignored the report of the commission and 
agreed to appropriate several hundred thousand dollars to different lo- 
calities, The same thing was done on the Mississippi River. 

I say that the logical result is, when we create a commission and re- 
fuse to pay the slightest respect to its recommendations, abolish it. 
The commission come here, honest and reputable men (one of them is 
one of the best friends I have in the world, a gentleman from my State, 
a civilian engineer), and in their deliberate conviction, based upon 
personal observation, based upon their expert knowledge as hydraulic 
engineers, they say to us: ‘‘ We recommend so much money for the 

eneral improvement and nothing for these local improvements.’’ 

‘congress says: ‘‘ We know better; we have no confidence in your rec- 
ommendation; we wipe out your report.’ I have come to the con- 
clusion, and as an honest representative I can come to no other, that 
the money, $50,000 a year, spent for this commission is absolutely 
thrown away, because no matter what they may report we pay no at- 
tention to it. The Senator from Nebraska represents one of the States 
upon the upper portion of the river. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri if that is not measurably true of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion and its recommendations? 

Mr. VEST. So I say; but the items for the Mississippi River have 
been and I do not care to discuss them, although Iam 
to doit. I think that is the logical result of our action in regard to 
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the Mississippi. We have taken $970,000, against the protest of the 
Mississippi River Commission, and put it on local improvements in this 
very bill. I was opposed to it, but I was overwhelmingly defeated. 

When Captain Eads was living (who in my judgment knew more 
about hydraulic engineering than all the rest of the engineers in this 
country put together, and I can say that safely now, because he is be- 
yond the reach of censure or praise) he told me over and over again 
that every dollar which was put on local improvements on the Missis- 
sippi River was thrown away. He saidit had nothing whatever todo 
with the improvementof the stream. So it isupon the Missouri River. 

I do not believe that it has come to be a matter of a great deal of im- 
portance to the part of the Missouri in which I am particularly inter- 
ested. It is a lamentable fact, but it is a fact, that we have not one 
single steam-boat running from Kansas City, where I live, to St. Louis. 
The last boat was taken off the river whilst I was in attendance on the 
St. Louis convention. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. VEST. There wasnotrade. The railroads have abolished river 
navigation, just as much as civilization has abolished the Indians as an 
autonomy in this country. The poor stragglingsteam-boat men whom 
I see around this Capitol now remind me of the last remnants of an ex- 
tinct race, the melancholy historical remains of a former era. It is 
inevitable and you can not help it. 2 

All that we can do now, in my judgment, and I am as much inter- 
ested in it as any man living, is to keep the rivers in such a condition 
of repair as to be a perpetually recurring check upon the railroads. 
That is the whole situation almost completely. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether, if the recommendations made by the Missouri River Com- 
mission as to appropriations had been adopted by Congress, and if their 
theory of the improvement of the river could have been carried out, 
having sufficient money to do it, the result would have been to make 
a navigable river between Kansas City and St. Louis. 

Mr. VEST. That is a matter simply of conjecture. They use this 
guarded language in their report, and I have read every word of both 
reports and I believe most of the schedules: ‘f We have seen nothing 
yet which causes us to doubt the feasibility ’’—they do not say it can 
be done—'‘ of so improving that river by reaches as to make it an en- 
tirely navigable stream.” Nobody is more interested in it than I am. 
I live upon its banks. I have lived there forty years. The fact re- 
mains that the railroads have exterminated the steam-boats. All we 
can do is to keep these rivers for barge transportation. There is one 
line on the Mississippi, the Anchor Line, and the principal owner of 
that line told me only a few weeks ago when I was in St. Louis that 
his stock in the company was not paying himadollar. The railroads 
built along the banks of the river have absolutely annihilated the river 
commerce; I mean to say except as to the very heavy articles, and those 
only to a limited extent. 

I do not want to go into a general discussion, but the fact is that 
time is the great element in commerce with the American people to- 
day. The man who wants merchandise to sell wants it at once. He 
does not want to wait for a steam-boat. Ifa man goes for pleasure and 
to travel he can take a steam-boat, but where one American travels 
upon a river with a view to pleasure, there are thousands whogo upon 
business, and they want to be immediately at their destination. 
But I do not propose to go into any essay upon commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator how it is above 
Kansas City? Is there business on the river there? 

Mr. VEST. On the Upper Missouri, above Kansas City, there are 
several boats. Ido not know exactly how many, but a considerable 
number. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There has been continuous navigation from Sioux 
City to St. Louis on the river. The river is navigable 3,000 miles dur- 
ing a part of the year. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Thatis true. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The trouble about it has been that all the money 
which has been appropriated has been limited in the application of the 
appropriations so that the Missouri River has never really had any at- 
tention. That is what is the matter with it, and that is why the rail- 
roads monopolize the business. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the case in this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is the first time the Missouri has received at- 
tention. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody can be more friendly to the steam-boats or rivers 
than myself. I live in a country that is full of them, and I have as 
much interest in them as anybody; but the fact remains, and you can 
not ignore it, and it is a fact that is immutable and unanswerable, that 
the commerce of this country is conducted on railroads and not on 
steam-boats, and so it is about canals. You have your Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal here and the grass is growing along its tow-path. There 
is not a canal in the United States to-day that is paying one cent upon 
the investment or a quarter of a cent, and the whole of it comes from 
something that is beyond the control of Congress, great as its powers 
are; and that is that time is the essence of commerce in this era of civ- 
ilization, and the railroads furnish quickness of rtation while 
other modes of communication do not, That is all of it. 
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Mr. FRYE. But the Senator must not neglect to say that the rivers 
and the canals are an immense factor in keeping down freights. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly what I undertook to say in a very few 
words, without elaborating the idea, that these water ways are factors. 
Ido not by any means advocate abandoning them. I propose, so far 
as my vote and influence shall go, to keep them in as good state of re- 
pair as possible. They are immeasurably valuable in the way of a 
check upon the exorbitant rapacity of the railroads when they make 
pools and combinations, 

I can give the Senate one instance which comes to my:mind now. 
There was a pool made at Kansas City upon freights to St. Louis and 
to the East between the railroads, and they put them up to such an 
enormous extent that a few of the leading merchants of my city com- 
bined and subscribed to build a barge line, to build five barges to put 
on the Missouri River to carry heavy goods and groceries. The very 
minute that that company was organized the pool was broken and the 
freights went down. In that way these water ways are valuable, but 
as to the old-time glory of the steam-boat, it has gone like that of Te- 
cumseh and the great Indian chiefs, never more to be seen in this coun- 
try; and the present railroad system will give way to advanced railroad 
transportation, and we shall look back to the ee condition of our 
railroads almost as we now look back to the old times when a trip on 
the Mississippi River from Louisville to St. Louis was the highest point 
of ambition to the young American on his travels. 

Recurring to the subject of the Missouri River Commission, I have 
no feeling in the world but the kindest possible one toward the gentle- 
men who compose it. My action upon the Committee on Commerce 
was dictated solely with the view to save some $60,000, the expenses 
of this commission, which, in my judgment, amount to no use at all. 
The recommendations of the commission are absolutely ignored; the 
appropriations they ask are not given to them, and I do not think there 
is any further necessity for continuing the commission. 

Mr. BECK. Are the amendments of the committee through? 

Mr. FRYE. This amendment has not been acted upon yet. 

Mr. BECK. Iwish to offer an amendment when that has been acted 


upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). If there 

be no objection, the amendment will be agreed to. 
ir, PADDOCK. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Nebraska desires a vote on the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. That completes the committee’s amendments. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to offer an amendment which I had referred to 
the Committee on Commerce on the 28th of last May. Itis as follows: 
After line 1139, on page 47, I move to insert: 

For the purchase of the improvements known as the Green and Barren River 
improvements, $150,000: Provided, That no pes of said sum shall be expended 
until a full and absolute conveyance of said improvements, together with rights 
of way, easements, sers docks, and appurtenances of every nature belongin, 
to or connected with said improvements, by the owner or owners thereof, an 
the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified to the Secretary 
of War that the title is perfect. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask the Senator if that amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. BECK. It was referred on the 28th day of May, as is shown by 
the printed amendment which I have sent to the desk. It is a literal 
copy of a provision contained in the river and harbor bill passed last 
year, which failed to become a law. It both Houses of Congress 
just as I offer it to-day, with the exception that I propose to make the 
sum $135,000 instead of $150,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I propose to reduce the amount because the time of the 
lease has shortened since the provision was inserted on the former bill. 
The committee agree to it. I desire to say that I hold in my hand a 
number of copies of the report of the Committee on Commerce of last 
year. I would be glad if Senators would readit. I ask tohave a copy 
of the report inserted in the RECORD without taking time to read it. 
It contains a full history of this matter, and it was so satisfactory to 
both Houses of Congress that the provision was passed and made a part 
of the bill, which, as I said, did not become a law simply because it 
was not signed by the President. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD if there be no objection. 

The report is as follows: z 

GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KENTUCKY.—REPORT OF SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
COMMERCE, SECOND SESSION, FORTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 


The Senate committee, after having fully considered and investigated Joss 
on 
th an 


$150,000 for that purpose, 
Senate Report Ro. 1884, 


The Green and Barren Rivers lie wholly within the State of Kentucky, and 

their uare miles, nearly ail ot 
the Green, after receiving the waters of the n River, empties into the Ohio 
about 8 miles above Evansville, Ind, s 
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Shipments of merchandise from Evansville, Ind., to Green and Bar- 
ren River country annuall pap 
Shipments of tobacco from t 


: Floated out: 
Five hundred thousand saw-logs, worth $5 each... 
Lumber, stone, and coal 


The Green and Barren Rivers form an important line of navigation through 
a country rich in mineral and agricultural products, Ina state of nature, these 
streams were, at certain stages, obstructed by rapids which boats could not pon: 
About fifty years ago the State of Kentucky most wisely improved these rivers 
by constructing five locks and dams, giving continuous slackwater navigation 
od ahi the year from the Ohio River to Bowling Green, a distance of 175 
miles. 

The locks and dams were built under difficulties which increased their cost, 
but the work was well done. These locks were made 150 feet long and 36 feet 
wide, giving a capacity which it was thought would be sufficient for all future 
needs of commerce and navigation; but it is now apparent that, to avoid de- 
lays and reduce cost of transportation to a minimum, larger locks will be de=- 
sirable in the future. 

For a number of years after completion, the locks were operated and tolls 
were collected by the State of Kentucky; but, in 1868, by an act of the Legisla- 
ture, the Green and River line of navigation was leased for a period of 
thirty years to the Green and Barren River Navigation Company, with power 
to collect tolls, operate mines, run steam-boats, and conduct general business, 
The practical effect of this lease has been to give the exclusive right of free 
transportation to the company and render competition impracticable. This 
condition of affairs will continue until March 9, 1898, unless the rights of the 
company are extinguished by purchase or other legal means. 

In 1880 the Kentucky Legislature, in behalf of the commercial interests of the 
Green and Barren Rivers, attempted to repeal the act which gave to the navi- 
gation company its privileges; but sach action was declared illegal by the su- 

reme court of the State, which court at the same time called attention to the 

fact that the State could, when the same was demanded by public necessity, re- 
sume control of the Green and Barren Rivers upon the’payment to the company 
of a just compensation. 

In place of such action as was suggested by the decision of the court, the 
Kentucky Legislature in 1886 ceded to the United States the five locks and 
dams on the Green and Barren Rivers, upon the condition that the United States 
rather than the State should extinguish by * purchase or otherwise the claim of 
the navigation company to exact tolls and control the rivers,” 


COMMERCIAL IMPORTANCE, 


The Green River and its tributary, the Big Barren, are streams most favorably 
adapted to purposes of navigation, and they with their branches are the natural 
outlet for a country rich in mineral and agricultural wealth, and by connectin; 
this tributary country, through the Ohio, with the markets of the Mississippi 
Valley, are capable of being made important navigable waters of the United 
States. 


These rivers are at the present time, by reason of the charter granted a pri- 

vate corporation by the State of Kentucky, Viies $ closed to general com- 
merce, and the TANTA tributary to the rivers is pl: atagreat vantage. 
The tolls, which prohibit competition in transportation, and the uncertain re- 
sults of any enterprise which is a inne on the will of a monopoly, prevent 
the investment of capital which necessary for a full development of the 
country. 
Condong the relative advantages of this line of navigation and the natural 
resources of the country, as compared with other streams and territory, it ap- .- 
pears most probable that the improvement of the Green River and its tributa- 
ries would have been undertaken by the United States long ago had not the 
conditions been such as to withdraw these rivers from the fostering care of the 
General Government, 

The value of existing commerce is placed at $6,000,000 per annum. The pos- 

sible commerce with the rivers in a free and fully improved condition is very 
at, greater in fact than that of many other streams which are now being 
improved by Congressional appropriations at great expense. 
VALUE OF EXISTING WORKS OF IMPROVEMENT. 


These works, which are the property of the State of Kentucky, consist of five 
locks and dams, The present intrinsic value of the works is placed by the 
board at $350,000, and the money value of benefits which would accrue to gen- 
eral commerce from a release from the control exercised i Been Green and Barren 
River Navigation Company is considered to be not less than $30,000 per annum, 
which fap! saving would amount, during the remaining life of the com- 
pany’s „to an amount equal at least to the present intrinsic value of works. 


VALUE OF PROPERTY (FRANCHISE) OF THE GREEN AND BARREN RIVER NAVI- 
GATION COMPANY, 


The company’s property consists of chartered rights granted them by the 
State of Kentucky. In the works themselyes they have no ownership. The 
company, while disclaiming any desire to dispose of their property, offer the 
same to the United States for a sum based upon its estimate of the earning ca- 
pacity of the franchise. At the date of the proposition, November 26, 1886, with 
eleven years and four months for lease to run, the value is placed at $338,000, 
On the 30th of next June this value would be about $325,000. 

The Green and Barren River Navigation Company is now the | owner of 
this property, and,so long asa voluntary sale is under consideration, the com- 
pany has an undoubted right to fix the selling pae : 

Considering the value of the franchise in the light of damages to the business 
of the company, which might follow an abrogation of the right to collect tolls, 
their price seems excessive, 

In justice to the country, tributary to the Green and Barren Rivers, the pres- 
ent obstructive tax on its commerce should be removed, and itis also of the 
opinion that the commercial importance of these rivers is sufficiently great to 
justify the General Government in extending aid to their improvement. 

There appears to be three methods by which the General Government can 
secure control of the Green and Barren Rivers, and their works of improve- 


ment: 

1. By purchasing the chartered rights on the most reasonable terms the Green 
and Barren River Navigation Company will accept, as provided for by the act 
of the Kentucky Legislature. 

2. By condemnation, with just compensation, as determined by the proper 
legal tribunal, This method is also contemplated by the act of the Kentuc 
Legislature, which concedes the works to the Uni States on condition that 
the claims of the company are extinguished by purchase or otherwise. 

3. By accepting the works and assuming control of the improvements of the 
Green and Rivers, on the condition that the State of Kentucky will first 
a the franchise, as suggested by the State court of ap) Onsucha 
basis the board is of the opinion that the interests involved are sufficient tojus- 
tify the General Government in reimbursing the State in an amount pot ex- 
ceeding $350,000, the estimated present intrinsic value of the works, 
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Mr, BECK. The Green River dows into the Ohio River a few miles 
above Evansville, Ind., the Barren flowing into Green River. The two 
rivers drain an area of over 10,000 square miles, perhaps the richest in 
the West in iron ore, in coal, in lumber, and in valuable building stone, 
independent of all sorts of agricultural products that can be produced in 
the State of Kentucky. These rivers drain alarger area, perhaps, than 
the Kentucky River. 

Green River has a great many peculiarities to make it very valuable 
to commerce, Inthe first place it is a very deep stream, and when the 
Ohio and all the other rivers in that region are frozen over so that they 
can not be navigated the Green River rarely, if ever, freezes. It is fed 
in great by subterranean streams. In a region of country for 40 
or 50 miles square there is hardly a running stream of water above 
ground; the water runs intosinksand forms subterranean rivers, of which 
the river that flows through the Mammoth Cave is one, and reach the 
Green River at such a temperature in the winter that the main river 
remains unfrozen and is navigable because it is so fed, while every 
other stream around it is frozen up. 

It furnishes at its mouth the best harbor of refuge of any other river 
in the Ohio valley. The city of Evansville, as I said, is about 6 miles 
below its month, and is carryingon atrade now of two or three millions 
of dollars up and down that river. The trade from Evansville and the 
trade to Evansville is great now, and will hereafter increase vastly if 
we make the improvements proposed. It has the further great ad- 
vantage that-the coal and the iron which can be brought out of that 
river may be taken to, say, Memphis, to all the cities on the Lower 
Mississippi, and even up the Mississippi to St. Louis at seasons of the 
year when there can be no navigation of the Ohio River above the 
mouth of Green River. 

Kentucky, appreciating the importance of it, in 1847, at an expense 

of about $800,000, built jocks and dams on the river up to Bowling 
Green. It carried on the work until the war broke out in 1861. That 
portion of Kentucky, as is well known, was the scene of the operations 
of both armies. Kentucky, as Senators know, remained in the Union, 
and farnished at t expense, I believe, eighty-odd thousand bar 
During the war the works on the river were greatly injured, first by 
one side and then by the other, until the river improvements became 
almost useless. 
. In 1868 the State, finding the works injured as they were, and bav- 
ing advanced large sums of money to the Federal Government, madea 
lease for thirty years of these improvements to the company now hold- 
ing it, ten years of which are unexpired. The lease expires in 1898. 
That company have the right to those works for ten years to come, and 
the State can not deprive it of that right. 

Senators may ask why Kentucky made such a lease as she did in 1868. 
Fora great many reasons, The then existing works were so ont of 
repair as to be useless. The war had just closed. The Government 
of the United States, as I said, owed the State over a million dollars 
at that time for war expenditures. We have been paid part of it since, 
but we did not then know that we would ever get any of it. In order 
to keep the work from being absolutely destroyed, although the State 
had spent $800,000 upon it, she made a lease for thirty years to this 
company. , 

ye pees as the company got possession of these works, of course they 
controlled them in such a way as best to promote their own interest; 
therefore no business could be carried on by other people without pay- 
ing immense tolls. Therefore the commerce of that river was seriously 
impaired, especially as it came into competition with like commerce 
from the Upper Ohio. On the canal at Louisville heavy tolls were ex- 
acted, until the United States bought it and controlled it. While the 
commerce coming from Pennsylvania and from the Upper Ohio in com- 
petition with the Green and Barren river commerce had to pay tolls 
something like what they had to pay there was some chance for com- 
petition on the Green and Barren Rivers. But five or six years ago 
Congress made that canal free comparatively, so that boats can bring 
their goods, such as coal, lumber, and everything else, down the Ohio 
River, passing the obstructions at Louisville through the Louisville and 
Portland Canal, which we have paid for and own, almost free, while the 
tolls on the Green and Barren Rivers are kept up by the company that 
owns the works to such an extent as to make it almost impossible to 
utilize that river at all in competition with the goods shipped from 
above because of the monopoly that is held by the company. People 
can not pay the tolls and compete with the small tolls that the United 
States now exacts by making the Portland Canal comparatively free. 

I need not go into detail, as I hold in my hand a very full statement 
made by Hon. J. Proctor Knott, the former governor of Kentucky, now 
president of the executive committee of the industrial conference of 
the State, setting forth all the facts. It is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. O., June 23, 1888. 

My Dear Sim: I trust you will pardon me for suggesting certain reasons why 
the Government of the United States should assume control of the navigation 
of the Green and Barren Rivers, upon the terms proposed by the State of Ken- 
tucky, and thus relieve the commerce of those important channels of trafic from 
the oppressive burden by which it is at present incumbered. 

These rivers, with their tributaries, drain an area of over 10,000 square miles— 
the largest water-shed perhaps in the State—much the greater portion of which 
is extremely rich in every variety of cultural product known to the latitude, 
It aiso abounds in valuable hard-w: timbers of various kinds, and in almost 


unlimited quantities, For 140 miles Green River, in its windin. 


one of the most remarkab! 


cuts through 
le coal basins west of the Appalachian 


n, embracing 
numerous deposits of the finest poe | of bituminous coal, over 700 miles nearer 
the markets of the Lower Ohio and Mississippi than the coal fields of Western 
Pennsylvan Its banks furnish inexhaustible quantities of the most excel- 
lent building-stones, for which there is a constantly increasing demand through- 
out the South and West, while in convenient reach are to be found abundant 
appie of iron ore of various grades, which wilh coal and limestone in im- 
m x ale pacceieatty present a most fascinating field for the manufacture of iron 
an 5 i 


Long before the extent or variety of these extraordinary resources had begun 
to be appreciated the State of Kentucky inaugurated a system of slackwater 
improvements extending from the mouthof Green River to Bowling Green, on 
the Big Barren, its principal tributary, embracing five locks and which 
were completed in 1847 at a cost of nearly $800,000, furnishing steam-boat navi- 
org the year round for 200 miles on the two streams, which are susceptible of 

ng made for a far greater length among the cheapest and most commodious 
channels of commerce on the continent at a comparatively trifling cost to the 
Government, 

Yet for more than twenty years there has been, and still is, almost a complete 
barrier to the development and general progress of the Green River valley, 
which has in a great measure deprived other portions of the country of the 
— of its manifold resources and will continue to do so until it shall be re- 
mo’ 

The obstruction to which I refer is the monopoly of the carrying trade on both 
rivera, held by “ The Green and Barren River Navigation Company” under a 
oe by the State in 1868, sauer Sr the company the privilege 
of ing tolls upon the entire commerce of both streams—which soon proved 
so onerous as to drive off nearly all competition, and throw at least four-fifths 
of the riation into its own hands—where it must remain for nearly ten 
years yet to come unless relief from some er can be 

It is much easier to criticise the policy of such a concession on the part of the 
State at this time than it would have been in the light of the circumstances ex- 
isting when it was made—shortly after the close of the war—when a Jarge pro- 
portion of the resources af the State had been expended in the equipment and 
maintenance of soldiers in the field for which she had not then n reim- 
bursed; when the locks and dams, pua from neglect and partly from the acts 
of the recent belligerents, were badly out of repair, and required the outlay ofa 
large amount of money to restore them ; when the values were unsettled anda 
gen un and want of confidence in all varieties of active enterprise 
pervaded the popular mind. 

Nor can it be justly complained that the company sought to make the most 
ofits bargain. It had bought the franchise and paid for it, and had at least a 
legal right to employ it in any manner consistent with the terms of its contract 
that its cupidity or y feairt ma might suggest. If it sought to destroy competi- 
tion and monopolize the entire business of the two rivers it did predeuly what 
business men always do under similar circumstances. 

It is not surprising, therefore, that under such auspices the tax upon the com- 
merce of these rivers soon became so oppressive as to stifle all attempts to de- 
velop upon anything like an my bo scale the resources of the region for 
which they were the natural and, in a great part, the only avenues of trans- 
portation. It could not be expected that capital would seek investment in a lo- 
eality when its products, whether from the mine or the manufactory, the forge 
or the farm, would be for a long series of years completely at the mercy of a 
corporation which not only monopolized the means for getting them to market 
but had the right of competing in their production. 

In order to form some idea of theenormity of the tax imposed upon the traffic 
of these two rivers, you have but to refer to the terms of the charter which allow 
the company to levy upon each ton of freight—custom-house tonnage—an aver- 
age toll of 40 cents per lock, or $1.20 per ton per wp a rate over twenty times 
higherthan Se on the Louisville and Portland Canal since it has been 
under the control of General Government. At this rate the tollage on one 
of the steamers at present plying these rivers, with a istered tonnage of 
183.57 tons, amounts to over iio the round trip. The presidentof the company 
estimates its annual receipts from tolls on one-fifth of the carrying done at 
$10,000, and it is entirely reasonable to conclude that the increased rates of 
freight upon the remaining four-fifths monopolized by the company aggregate 
over $50,000 annuum in addition. 

This tax, however, grievous as it is, constitutes the least part of the burden 
complained of. The greater injury og far, not only to that portion of Kentucky, 
but to the country at large, consists in the suppression of great productive en- 
terprises which naturally results from the monopoly of the means of transpor- 

n in the hands of a corporation whose powers over them are practically 
limited alone by its own interests or discretion. 

This is amply illustrated by the celebrated “Airdrie” property, comprising 
over 20,000 acres of the most valuable mineral and lumber lands on Green River, 
with buildings for the accommodation of at least five hundred operatives, and 
all theappliances for mining coal and manufacturing iron, besides a full equip- 
ment of tow-boats and barges for the transportation of such commodities, which 
from this very cause has remained absolutely idle and unproductive for nearly 
twenty years, a melancholy warning to all who would invest their capital in 
similar enterprises in this munificently endowed valley. 

Handicapped and crippled as it is by this monopoly, however, the commerce 
of the Green and Barren Rivers is far greater than that of many streams in other 
States which have for years shared the beneficence and enjoyed the fostering 
care of F Government. Notwithstanding the di vantages under 
which it has struggled for nearly a quarter of a century, it was estimated more 
than two years ago by those who had the best means of knowing its real value 
at over $6,000,000 per annum exclusive of local traffic, while that of the portion 
of Kentucky River, for the improvement of which the Government had appro- 

over s million dollars was sct down for the same period at $5,524,000, 

The rapid increase which had taken place in the trade upon the latter river 
up to that timè was attributed, and no doubt correctly, to the improvements 
which the United States had made in its navigation, and if that hypothesis was 
correct, what might be predicted of the commerce of the Green and Barren 
Rivers if relieved ofits present burdens? It isatleastsafe to say that the presi- 
dent of the com y was not far wrong when he said, that with the navigation 
of those rivers free, they would furnish an avenue to market for fully half the 
50,000,000 pounds ‘of tobacco annually produced in the adjacent counties, which 
now go at enhanced rates through other channels, and t the present year} 
output of 70,000 tons of coal would be in sevenfold, with a correspond- 
ing movement in building stones, lumber, and other commodities requiring 


cheap water transportation. 
Indeed, with an: ing like the same facilities for navigation furnished by the 
Government to other streamsof far less importance, the increase in the com- 


merce of these two rivers would be ost fabulous. The coal-fields through 
which they cut are not only 700 miles nearer their natural market than those 
of Western Pennsylvania, from which it is at present ina at measure sup- 

lied, but it is one of the peculiar ristics of Green River that its waters, 

‘urnished as they are from vast subterranean sources, are y, if ever, x 
but open to constant and convenient navigation, while those of the Upper Ohio 
are uently gorged with ice, or too low for the passage of any but small boats 
of the risk t, thus causing the disastrous ** coal famines’’ so often ex- 
perienced by those dent upon that region for fuel. 
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To illastrate this it is only necessary to refer to the simple fact that the flour- 
ishing city of Evansville, Ind., is indebted for v much of its commercial 
prosperity to the Green River region, to which it ships annually by this line of 
navigation alone over $1,500,000 worth of goods of various kinds, while its mills 
are furnished with thousands of logs from that source every year,and which 
would be more than quadrupled if the river were free. 

In view of these facts, ev: one of which has been fully verified by the offi- 
cial reports of competent pbs derah detailed by the War De nt to investi- 
gate the very question to which your attention is ally 
communication, I would ask if the Government should not extend to this grand 
avenue of interstate commerce the same enlightened liberality it has shown in 
the improvement of others of far less importance, and remove this serious im- 
pediment to public traffic, which otherwise must continue to obstruct it for ten 
years to come? 

If the terms upon which this is asked were inconsistent with the well-settled 
policy of the Government, or were in any wise unjust or unreasonable, I would 
not ask you to consider them for a moment. But they are not. On the con- 
trary, they seem to be not only fair but liberal. 

The State of Kentucky has ceded to the United States full jurisdiction and con- 
trol of the navigation of these two streams, as well as complete title to the five 
locks and dams, estimated by the Board of United States Engineers to be worth 
$350,000, on condition that the United States will extinguish the franchise of the 
navigation company by p or otherwise. Major Post, in his report to 
the Secretary of the date of January 27, 1885,estimated the actual value of the 
franchise, computed according to the formula forannuities, at $379,454.70 at i per 
eent,, or $404, 48 at 3 per cent., and it is now offered to the Government for 
$135,000, less than one-half its real worth calculated on the same basis, 

The result of the transaction would therefore be, not merely to relieve the 
commerce of the Green and Barren Rivers of an annual tax of at least $60,000, 
amounting in the next ten years to nearly five times the appropriation asked, 
but the transfer to the United States of at least $350,000 worth of property, for 
Jess than one-half the actual value of the franchise surrendered by the com- 
pany. 

You may ask, however, why Kentucky should not remove this obstacle to 
commerce at her own expense? But I might retort by asking why Massachu- 
setts should not be required to bear the burden of improving Boston Harbor, 
or why Louisiana was not left to open the mouth of the Mississippi, or why the 
General Government should be asked to remove an obstruction to the com- 
merce of any other river? And the answer in each case would be obviously the 


if Kentucky were alone to be benefited, it would certainly be but just arid fair 
that she should alone bear the burden; but she ia not. The people of other 
States who desire the multifarious products of the Green River region and wish 
to send their own commodities thii for gain, are as much interested in the 

na ion of stream as those living adjacent to its waters, and if the 
terms proposed shall be accepted the State and the company will have contrib- 
uted more than their respective proportions to the general welfare by the sur- 
render of property rights aggregating in actual intrinsic value more n three 
times the amount of the appropriation uired, 

But the facts present a complete estoppel to such a proposition on their face. 
The State of Kentucky, on the 20th February, 1886, proposed to surrender to 
the General Government complete control of the waviontion of these two rivers, 
as well as its property in the works thereon, on condition that the Government 
should extinguish the company’s franchise. Congress took the proposition 
under consideration, and on the 5th of August, of the same year, by a provision 
in the river and harbor act, directed the Secretary of War to cause an inquiry 
to be made as to the value and commercial importance of the works and the 
property of the mersa 

On the 26th of the following December the board of engineers appointed in 
pursuance of that provision not only reported the value of the works on Green 
and Barren Rivers and of the company's franchise, but that the latter ought to 
be ex and na’ on of those rivers improved by the General Gov- 
ernment, and furthermore that the Government might obtain control of the 
navigation of these streams either by purchasing the company’s franchise or 
by to assume such control on condition that the State should extinguish 
the sere oy but that if the latter alternative should be adopted the General 
Government ought to pay the State $350,000, the value of her improvements. 

The oops A having, however, agreed to take $150,000 for its franchise, a 
provision was incorporated in the river and harbor bill of the ensuing session 
of Congress appropriating that sum for that purpose, thus clearly accepting the 
proposition which had been made by the State, notwithstanding the bill failed 
to become a law for want of the Executive signature, and the Legisiature of 
Kentucky, which recently adjourned, having every reason to believe that the 
pro! tion submitted by the State had been acceded in good faith, took no 

er action in the matter, supposing that a similar provision would be in- 
serted in the bill now pending. 
Ţ These facts are entitled to more serious consideration in view of the cireum- 
stance that it will be over iy cpeengs months before another Legislature will con- 
vene in Kentucky, when it is not probable that any bill can be passed different 

the one which became a law two years ago, as it is not to be expected that 
the people of othersections of the State, whose commercial facilities have already 
been provided for by contributions from the Government Treasury, will volun- 
tarily burden themselves with a tax for the benefit of their less fortunate neigh- 
bors. The consequence will be, therefore, that unless this ig appropriation 
for their relief shall be made the sufferers from this oppressive incubus upon 
their property must remain under their burden for ten years longer. 

Begging pardon for whatI fear has grown to be a trespass on your courtesy, 


I am, very truly, yours, 
J. PROCTOR KNOTT, 
President Executive Committee Industrial Conference, Kentucky. 


Ion. James B, BECK, 
Uniled States Senate. 


I need not repeat that when the people of Kentucky found that the 
commerce of that portion of the State was being destroyed by the heavy 
tolls exacted, the State of Kentucky endeavored to set aside the lease 
to the company. The supreme court of the State decided that the Leg- 
islature had no power to divest that company of the right it had ac- 
quired. That settled it, so far as the State is concerned. 

We then applied to the United States to take possession of it and buy 
out the company. Report after report of the engineers was made, all 
favoring it as a part of the system of improvements of the Ohio River 
and its tributaries, as being as important as the Monongahela, as the 


Tllinois, as the Kentucky, as the Great Kanawha, oras any of the other 
rivers that form part of the Ohio and Mississippi Valleysystem. They 
valued this improvement at three hundred and sixty-odd thousand 
dollars at 4 per cent., or $304,000, I believe, at 3 per cent., and recom- 
mended that the United States should pay that sum and take posses- 
sion and control of the improvement. 

We made better arrangements than was anticipated with the com- 
pany last year when the river and harbor bill was passed containing the 
provision I have now offered. That is the reason why $150,006 was 
inserted. It was proposed that they should be paid $150,000 for the 
use of the works for ten years, and they agreed toit. I have their 
agreement.before me, but need not incumber the record with it, nor 
need I read the modified agreement to take $135,000 now. 

The Kentucky Legislature met and ceded to the General Government 
all its right to and authority over the river and the improvements. I 
have in my hand the act of the Legislature ceding to the United States 
all of it, as well as the agreement with the company, which need not 
be read in detail. r 

Wemodified theagreement because the time of the lease was'shortened. 
Therefore I have inserted $135,000 instead of $150,000 in my amend- 
ment, 

I may be asked why did not theState of Kentucky at the last session 
of its Legislature agree to pay that sum itself? First, because it has 
surrendered works that it has paid $800,000 fer, and that are now val- 
ued at $350,000, because these works belonged to it, and it is proposed 
that the United States shall pay only $135,000 as the beginning of this 
work of improvement, receiving property worth three times that amount 
to start with. 

In the next place, as the bill passed both Houses last year, contain- 
ing the provision I now propose, the Kentucky Legislature properly 
assumed that it had been taken hold of by Congress as a national work. 
The Legislature of Kentucky adjourned some time ago. and will not 
meet for two years. It assumed, I think fairly, that the proposition 
having met with the sanction of Congress to take control of these 
rivers and pay thecompany less than half what our own engineers had 
valued the improvements at, and as the State had surrendered all that 
theState had expended it would not be called upon or expected by Con- 
gress to extinguish the claim of the company. All that is- clearly set 
forth in the argument or letter of Governor Knott, supplementing 
what he has said. 

I ask leave to insert in the RECORD a very able argument prepared 
last year by Mr. LArrooy, then and now representing the Second dis- 
trict of Kentucky in Congress, I do this so that members of the other 
House may see the reasons for this provision, if the Senate should pass 
the amendment, as I hope we shall. It sets forth very forcibly the 
reasons why this amendment should be adopted. It is as follows: 
SHALL THE GOVERNMENT CONTROL GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS IN KENTUCKY? 

{Argument by Hon. Po_x Larroon.] 

As the Representative of the Second district of the State of Kentucky, com- 
posed of eight counties, most all of which are directly interested in the free and 
unobstructed navigation of the Green and Barren Rivers within the Siate, I de- 
sire tosubmit the following views on this subject: 

The river and harbor act, pores March 3, 1879, directed a survey of Green 
River and its tributaries, Muddy and Barren Rivers, Kentucky. The Secretary 
of War assigned this survey to a corps of engineers, who submitted a report 
under February 21, 1890, printed as Senate Executive Document 116, Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session. 

The act of July 5, et praeees that the Secretary of War be directed to re- 

rt to Congress the condition of the Green and Barren Rivers and the provis- 
ionsand estimates of cost necessary to relieve the same from incumbrance, with 
a view to such legislation as would render the same free to commerce at the 
earliest practical period. This question was referred to a co of engineers, 
who submitted a report under date of January 27, 1535, printed as House Exec- 
utive Document No, 212, Forty-eighth Congress, second session. 

House resolution of February 15, 1836, directing the Secretary of War “' to as- 
certain and report atthe earliest practical period upon what terms the franchises 
and property of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company in Kentucky, 
can be conveyed to the United States,” which report was submitted under date 
of March 24, 1886, from the acting Chief of Engineers, printed as House Ex- 
ecutive Document No, 152, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 

The river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, provided that the Secretary of War 
be authorized and directed to ascertain the value and commercial importance 
of the works‘and property of the Green and Barren River Navigation Com- 
pany. The board of engineer officers constituted to carry this provision into 
effect submitted a report under date of January 24, 1887, printed as House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 111, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. 

From the above and other official documents has been gleaned, in a con- 
conned form, for ready and conyenient reference, the information furnished as 
stated. 

The Green and Barren Rivers lie wholly within the State of Kentucky, and, 
with their tributaries, drain an area of abont 10,000 square miles, nearly all of 
which is contained within the State. 

$ s * $ e E s 

Green River is distinguished by some remarkable characteristics. It risesin 
the central portion of Kentucky, flows with a gradual descent in a general 
course a little south of west to within about 100 miles of its mouth, and thence 
in a northwesterly direction to the Ohio, 10 miles above Evansviile. It drains 
a large extent of country, comparatively Jevel or le emcainapord hilly, and is there- 
fore not subject to the sudden and torrent-like freshets which characterize rivers 
that have mountain sources. 

A striking feature is its great depth in the last 150 miles of its course, with 
only occasional obstructions from rocky reefs. In the natural thus 
formed from 20 to 30 feet is a common depth. Anether peculiarity is the sub- 
terranean of its sources. Perhaps it is this peculiarity. combined 
with the great depth, that preserves a comparatively mild temperature in the 
water, so thatthe river in its lower portion is rarely obstructed ap hep 

The mouth of Green River has always been a noted harbor for ts of every 


description in the season of ice on the Ohio. Still another peculiarity forariver 


s 


-and that with the combination of coals, ores, and very 
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of its size is the considerable number of tributaries adapted to navigation of 
from 15 to 30 miles or more, thus extending the area of its usefulness as an ave- 
nue for commerce, Pond River, Rough Creek, Mud River, Big Barren, Bear 
Creek, and Nolin, respectively about 60, 80, 140, and 180 miles from its mouth, 
are examples of this sort, The river varies in breadth from about 200 yards at 
the mouth to about 100 yards at the confluence of the Big Barren. 

Rock foundations are found at all desirable points for locks and dams, and 
building materials, timber, and stone of every desirable kind are available 
everywhere. The banks have an average height of about 30 feet above low 
water, and the river is bordered by a rich bottom land varying from about 400 
yards at the Big Barren to perhaps nearly a mile at the mouth. The bottoms 
are often overflowed, but less frequently and to a less depth, I think, within 
the last twelve years than formerly. The change may be ascribed to the clear- 
ing of the land for the sake of the timber. 

. * > + > s s 

Concerning the mineral resources of the country through which Green and 
Barren Rivers flow, Mr, John R. Proctor, State geologist of Kentucky, says: 

+ > 


* * * * * 


“The resources along Green River,Kentucky,are of such a character asto war- 
rant the assertion that if the river was opened to commerce untrammeled there 
would rapidly follow a large industrial development along its valley, and im- 

rtant contributions would be yearly added to the commerce of the Ohio and 
Mississippi Rivers. 
FFR * s s e . hd 

“This river, penetrating through the center of the western coal-field of Ken- 
tucky, has along its banks, above the water-level, a variety of coals of excellent 
q ty. The haga on coalsare the main Nolin coal, of Edmonson County (the 
lowest coal in Western Kentucky), from 3 to 5 feet thick; the Mud River coal 

robably the same as the main Nolin), located near the head of slackwater on 

stream, a coal well known for its good quality. A barge-load of this coal 
was taken to St. Louis some years since and tried very successfully in one of the 
Kingsland (now Vulcan) Company’s furnaces. 
“Coal No. 9 is 5 feet thick in Muhlenburgh, Ohio, and some of the adjoining 
counties; coal No. Ll is 6 feet thick on Green River, and coal No. 12 varies in 
thickness from 2 to 6 feet. Some of these coals have, in years past, obtained 
high reputations in the markets of the Lower Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. 
That they are favorably situated along the river for cheap mining, and can be 
delivered in large barges on the Ohio at the mouth of Green River at seasons 
when the Upper Ohio is not navigable, should certainly lead to a large develop- 
ment of coal-mining along the river. 

* I know of no region richer in coal-measure iron ores than the valley of Green 
River. These ores are thick, easily mined, convenient to coal, and are equal 
in quality to coal-measure ores found elsewhere where there is now large 
development in iron manufactures, with transportation facilities inferior to 
those of this valley. These ores occur principally in Muhlenburgh, Butler, Ed- 
monson, and Grayson Counties. In this statement brief mention can only be 
made of a few of the principal iron ores. The ridge extending northward from 
Green River for 20 miles, between Bear k and Green River, contains sev- 
eral beds of ore of workable thickness and good quality. The principal bed is 
regularly stratified, and is from 3 feet to 5 feet thick over a large area. 

s s è $ 


+ * * 
“That furnaces along Green River can depend on a reliable supply of cheap 


and iron ore there is noquestion. In addition tothe paige ng en ofores 
con’ ous to the coals, the excellent limonite-iron ores from the Cumberland 
River can be delivered to aces on Green River at a reasonable cost, These 


ores have from 45 per cent. to 52 per cent. of metallic iron, and some of them 
run as low as .07 per cent. in phosphorus. The a eae ores from Iron 
Mountain district of Missouri would cost less delive to furnaces on this river 
than to furnaces in the Upper Ohio valley, where much of this ore is now used. 

“Thus it will be seen that cheap and pure ores are accessible along Green River, 
ure limestone there 
should be a large development of iron manufacturing in this valley. Connect- 
ing, as this river does, with the ee system of water ways of the Mississippi 
Valley, the production of cheap iron ore will be of great henefit to the consumers 
of iron in the entire valley. e extensive forests of valuable timber along the 
river, the quarries of fine building-stone, the clays and other resources to be de- 
veloped, together with the fertility of the soil, give assurance that the opening 
of this river to free navigation will bring about an industrial activity wide- 
spread in its quickening results on the-commerce and trade of the entire country,” 


IMPROVEMENTS BY THE STATE OF KENTUCKY. 


From the preceding extracts and other sources it appears— 

That the Green and Barren Rivers form an important line of navigation 
through a country rich in mineral and agricultural products. In a state of nat- 
ure these streams were at certain stages obstructed by rapids, which boats could 
not pass. About fifty years ago the State of Kentucky most wisely improved 
these rivers by constructing five locks and dams, giving continuous slackwater 
nae throughout the year from the Ohio River to Bowling Green, a distance 
of 175 miles. 

The locks and dams were built under difficulties which increased their cost, 
but the work was well done. These locks were made 150 feet long and 36 feet 
wide, giving a capacity which was suficient for the needs of commerce and 
navi on. 

Porn number of years after completion the locks were operated and tolls 
were collected by the State of Kentucky; but in 1868, by an act of the cn go 
lature, the Green and n River line of navigation was leased fora period of 
thirty years to the Green and n River Navigation Company,with power 
to collect tolls, operate mines, run steam-boats, and conduct a general business. 
‘The practical effect of this lease has been to give the exclusive right of free 
transportation to the company and render competition impracti e. This 
condition of affairs will continue till March 9, 1894, unless the rights of the com- 
pany are extinguished by purchase or other legal means. 

An act of the Kentucky Legislature, approved April 5, 1830, repealed the act 
of March 9, 1868, and directed the commissioners of the sinking fund “for and 
on behalf and in the name of the Commonwealth of Kentucky to take 


sion ofthe Green and Barren River Line of Navigation, ther with all houses, 
grounds, water-power, works, tools,implements, and machinery belonging there- 
to, on the Ist day of June, 1880, or as soon thereafter as practicable.” 


The Greenand Barren River Navigation Company declined to surrender the 
property, and suit was brought by the State in the klin circuit court and 
decided in favor of the company. An appeal was taken to the court of appeals, 
ra supreme court of the State of Kentucky. The decision of the court was as 

‘ollows: 


Court of appeals, Kentucky. Equity. Commissioners of the Sinking Fund vs. 
Green and Barren River Navigation Company. Case 16. Appeal from Frank- 


lin circuit court. 
OCTOBER 29, 1880. 


1. The State has the same power to improve her navigable streams as to im- 

rove her highways; and, when it is necessary to develop the resources of the 
omtnionwesltt and facilitate commerce, contracts may be made with individ- 
uals or corporations, and, as a consideration for such N atone) the tolls 
arising from the use of the rivers may be by State, 


2. An exclusive privilege toJnavigate any stream in the State can not be 
prone; but it is competent for the State to authorize the corporation improv- 
ng it, under a contract with the State, to charge tolls prescribed by the General 
Ay: tories the right to all citizens to navigate the stream upon the 
payment o 
3. The act entitled “An act to incorporate the Green and Barren River 
Navigation Company,” prave March 9,1868, coupled with the execution of 
the bond mentioned therein wz the apostle, constituted a valid and subsisting 
ees, 


contract between the State and appe 

4. The act of the General Assembly entitled “ An act to repeal in part an act 
entitled ‘ An act to incorporate the Green and Barren River Navigation Com- 
pany.’ "approved April 5, 1880, is unconstitutional and void. 

5. The contract between the State and appellees is not the subject of repeal by 
the General Assembly. 

As also bearing on the legal status of the Green and Barren River Navigation 
Company may be mentioned a suit brought in 1870, in the Daviess circuit court, 
State of Kentucky, by Joseph McReynolds et al. against C. G. Smallhouse—at 
that time collector for the company—to restrain the collection of tolls and to 
compel the collector to allow the boats of said McReynolds to the locks 
withoutthe payment of any tolls to him. This case was decided in favor of the 
company in the following words: 

“After a careful examination of all the objections urged to the constitutional- 
ity of that part of the act in question allowing tolls to be collected from boats 
using these rivers, and all the authorities cited, as wellas such others as I have 
been able to get access to, my conclusion is that none of said objections have 
been sustained, The petitions are dismissed andinjunction dissolved.” 

This case was carried to the court of appeals, and the decision of the circuit 
court in favor of the company’s right to collect tolls was confirmed. 

The court, at the same time, called attention to the fact that the State could, 
when the same was demanded by public necessity, resume control of the Green 
and Barren Rivers upon the payment to the Sarepan ofa just compensation, 

In place of such action, as was sueqeted by the decision of the court, the 
Kentucky Legislature in 1886 ceded to the United States the five locks and dams 
on the Green and Barren Rivers, upon the condition that the United States 
rather than the State should extinguish by “‘ purchase or otherwise the claim 
of the navigation company to exact tolls and control the rivers.” 


THE ACT CEDING RIVERS TO TIE GENERAL GOVERNMENT. 


Chapter 69.—An act to grant the consent of the State of Kentucky to the acqui- 
sition by the United States of certain lands within the Commonwealth bor- 
dering on Green and Barren Rivers for certain purposes, 


Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, and it is 
hereby enacted by the authority of the same: 


Section 1. That whenever the United States shall, by ahaa or otherwise, 
extinguish the claim of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company to 
take tolls and to exercise control over said rivers the consent of the State of 
Kentucky is hereby given to the acquisition by the United States, by purchase 
or condemnation, of any Iands, ero a or other property necessary for the 
purpose of erecting dams, abutments, l , lock-keepers’ dwell. chutes, and 
other necessary structures for the construction and maintenance of slack water 
navigation on said rivers or for the os ps of constructing canals on the same, 
and the United States Government have title to the ground and sites thus 
acquired, and all power, authority, and jurisdiction over the same which the 
Government of the United States may under the Constitution of the United 
States and laws made in pursuance thereof, acquire jover lands in the State 
ceded to it for similar Lair frame but the State of Kentucky reserves the right 
to execute processes lawfully issued under its authority within and upon said 
grounds, sites, rivers, and canals. f 

Sec, 2. Thatin case of failure of the United States to agree with the owner or 
owners of any such lands as the Uni States m necessary for the pur- 
pose named in the first section of this act it shall be lawful for the United States 
to apply for condemnation of such land by aero) to any judge of a court of 
record in or nearest to the county where the land may be situated, either in 
term time or in vacation, notice of the time and place of such application hay- 
ing been first duly given, by publication for thirty days prior tothe day ofsuch 
application, in some newspaper of general circulation published in the county 
where the land lies, or, if the owner or owners reside in the State of Kentucky, 
by personal service upon the owner or owners of such land at least twenty 
days prior to such application; and thereupon it shall be lawful for such judge 
to appoint three disinterested freeholders of the county where such land lies as 
commissioners, who, having been first duly sworn to well and duly appraise 
the damages due the owner or owners of said land proposed to be taken, shall 
report, in writing, tothe said judge the amount of damages to be paid to the 
owner or owners of such land, which report, upon confirmation by said judge. 
shall be held as final and binding upon said owner or owners of said land, and 
upon the amount of such damages being paid to the owner or owners of said 
land the title of such land shall vest in the United States, and said land shall be 
exemptfrom all taxes and assessments so long as it shall remain the property 
of the United States. 

Sec. 3. Thatif any person or persons shall willfully or maliciously injure any 
of the lands, buildings, or other property acquired or held under the provisions 
of this act, such person or persons shall be liable to a fine of not less than $20, 
and to imprisonment not exceeding six months, or both or either, at the discre- 
oo of the court; said offense to be prosecuted in any court of competent juris- 

ction, 

Sec, 4. That for the purposes contemplated by this act the State of Kentucky 
hereby transfers and cedes to the United States the five locks and dams hereto- 
fore constructed by the State on said rivers, together with all the grounds and 
appurtenances belonging to the same; this grant to become effectual upon the 
extinguishment of the claim of the Green and Barren Kiver Navigation Com- 
pany,as provided in the first section of this act,and when the Government of 
the United States shall by law assume control of the improvement and naviga- 
Mere. 8 This act to take effect from its 

EC. ee ‘rom its passage, 
CHAS. OF 


FUTT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
J neh a HI vine ice a 
speaker e. 
Approved February 20, 1886, 
By th J. PROCTOR KNOTT, 
the governor: 
J. A. McKenzie, 
, Secretary of State. 
COMMERCIAL IMPORTANCE. ‘ 
The Green River and its tributary, the Big Barren, are streams most favora- 
bly adapted to E of pavigasiow. and they, with their branches, are the 
natural outlet for a country rich in mineral and agricultural wealth, and by 
connecting this tributary country, through the Ohio, with the markets of the 
Mississippi Valley are capable of being made important navigable waters of 
the United States. 
These rivers are at the present time, by reason of the charter granted a pri- 
vate corporation by the State of Kentucky, virtually closed to ea com- 
merce, and the country tributary tothe rivers is placed at a great disadvantage. 
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The tolls, which prohibit competition in transportation, and the uncertain re- 
sults of any enterprise which is dependent on the will of a monopoly, prevent 
the rebound of cspital which is necessary for a full development of the 
country. 

Considering the :elative advantages of this line of navigation and the natural 
resources of the country, as compared with other streams and territory, it ap- 
pears most probable that the improvement of the Green River and its tribu- 
taries would have been undertaken by the United States long ago had not the 
conditions been such as to withdraw these rivers from the fostering care of the 
General Government. 

The value of existing commerce is placed at $6,000,000 perannum. The pos- 
sible commerce with the rivers in a free and fully improved condition is very 
great, greater in fact than that of many other streams which are now being im- 
proved by Congressional tif sabe Las ag at t expense. 

President Smallhouse, of the Green and Barren River Navigation Company, 
writing to United States engineers on the commercial importance of these rivers 


Says: 

“As to the value of commerce on these rivers I can only give an estimate 
based upon the business of this company. During the year 1883 there was re- 
ceived in tolls $11,955.21, and for the first nine months in 1884, $7,897.76 for ves- 
sels other than those belonging to this company. We estimate the business 
done by this company to be about four-fifths of the commerce of the rivers. Our 
boats carry in the neighborhood of 50,000 tons of freight annually, The coal 
output will aggregate 70,000 tons, and the lumber interest will approximate 
200;000,C00 feet, counting the sawed lumber and logs rafted out of the river. 

“Itis estimated that 6,000 hogsheads of tobacco are shipped to market from 
countics adjacent to the rivers, and depending upon them for transportation fa- 
cilities. With a large trade in staves, hoop-poles, tan-bark, and stone added to 
the figures [ have given, I would estimate the total value of the commerce of 
Green and Barren Rivers per annum at about $6,000,000; more probably above 
than below thatamount. This does not represent the resources of the section 
of conntry to be benefited. The one item of coal, with a present output of 70,000 
tons could be increased sevenfold, and the timber product is inexhaustible. 

“In the counties adjacent to this line of navigation, it is sate to assert, 50,000,000 
pounds of tobacco are annually grown, and fully one-half of that amount would 
go to market by way of these rivers were they made free and thusafford cheaper 
transportation. Estimating our receipts from tolls at $10,000 annually, and sup- 
posing that to represent one-fifth of the tonnage passing through the locks, our 
own vessels constituting four-fifths, it will be seen that lockage fees alone con- 
stitute a tax ot $50,000 per annum upon the commerce of the rivers, 

“Indeed, upon a careful estimate, the lockage upon our own boats and barges 
last year, if compelled to pay at schedule rates, would amount to $51,000, Of 
course there is a great deal of stuff passes our locks over the damsin high water 
upon which we collect no tolls, and is not included in the estimate I have given 
you. This estimate is based upon such data as I have at command, and while 
possibly not accurate, yet may serve to afford you an idea of the value of these 
rivers as navigable waters. Ake should desire more specific information I 
do not know from what source it can be procured, I ve my figures will ap- 
proximate the true values.” 

This estimate does not apparently include the local trafficon the rivers, The 
value of existing commerce was in 1835, estimated at $6,000,000, 


AS COMPARED WITH OTHER RIVERS. 

The commercial statistics of Kentucky River, as published in reports of the 
Chief of Engineers, show a volume of business amounting in 1883 to about $3,937,- 
000, in 1834 to $5,013,000, and in 1885 to $5,358,000. The increase is attributed to the 
improvements made by the United States. The Government has already appro- 
priated for the improvementof . the Kentucky and the consequent development 
of its resources nearly $1,000,000. The great natural advantages ofthe Green and 
Barren Rivers as navigable streams and the relative importance of the tribu- 
tary country would appear to entitle these streams to at least as much consid- 
rere as has been given to the Kentucky and other streams emptying intothe 

hio. 

In regard to the Great Kanawha, in the yg sh Mapes of which the Govern- 
ee has already expended nearly $2,000,000, Colonel Craighill in his report for 

says: 

* As the improvement of the river has progressed the commerce on it, notably 
the shipment of coal, has greatly increased. * * * The full advantage of the 
improvement can not be realized until it is complete.” 

For the improvement of the Cumberland, the reported river commerce of 
which is no greater than that of the Green and Barren, there has been appro- 
priated by the General Government about $800,000, 

The amount of the future increase of commerce of the Green and Barren 
which would doubtless follow the removal of the existing obstructive tax and 
the extension of the system of improvement as far as justified by the interests 
involved, can not be definitely given, but the resources of the country are very 
great, and their full development would seem wise and desirable. The natural 
products, which can be obtained in almost unlimited quantities from the Green 
and Barren River district, such as coal, iron, hardw: , lumber, etc., are needed 
and would find ready markets in the Mississippi Valley; and, owing to location 
and surrounding circumstances, would, it is claimed, reach their markets at 
much less cost and with less interruption from ice, low water, ete., than those 
from other sections of the country upon which dependence is now placed. 

* Such conditions must result in reduction of cost to the consumer and conse- 
quent benefit to the general public, 


VALUE OF EXISTING WORKS OF IMPROVEMENT. 


‘These works, which are the property of the State of Kentucky, consists of five 
locks and dams. The present intrinsic value of the works is placed by the 
board at $350,000,and the money value of benefits which would accrue to gen- 
eral commerce from a release from the control exercised by the Green and ee 
ren River Navigation Company is considered to be not less than $30,000 per 
annum, which yearly saving would amount, during the remaining life of the 
company e lease, to an amount equal, at least, to the present intrinsic value of 
works, 

CONDITION NECESSARY FOR FREE COMMERCE, 


As these rivers are controlled by the Green and Barren River Navigation 
Company, whose charter extends to March 9, 1898, a little more than ten years 
from the present time, it was necessary to ascertain if the company would re- 
lease its control of these rivers and upon what terms it could be effected. Ac- 
cordingly, a letter to that effect for this purpose was addressed to the president 
of the company. 

In reply he stated that for the sum of $135,000 the company will transferto the 
Government its rights and privileges to collect tolls, and will convey what- 
ever claims it may have in the property acquired by its charter from the State 
of Kentucky, giving the United States free and unrestricted control of all the 
locks and dams upon the Green and Barren Rivers. The company claims to 
have expended at least $300,000 in making the necessary repairs to the locks 
a to put them in working order and-to preserve them in their present 
condition. 

It is also stated that the company’s boats, which are the only ones plying these 
rivers regularly, carry yearly about 50,000 tons of freight, which is estimated to 
be four-fifths of the commerce upon the rivers. According to the statement 
made, the company receives about $10,000 annually for tolls upon the remaining 
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one-fifth, Assuming that the other four-fifths pay tolls in the same proportion, 
it results in a total tax of $50,000 upon the present commerce of these rivers. 

This statement is sufficient to clearly show the restrictions which are imposed 
ag commerce in this locality and to fully account for its slow development. 
The resources of the valley drained by the Green and Barren Rivers are ve 
great. It abounds in timber, coal, and iron, besides being in great part a ric 
agricultural country. Should the United States purchase the rights of the navi- 
gation company, these interests, with free locks, would undoubtedly receive a 
great impetus and would rapidly develop into large proportions, 


WHY THE GOVERNMENT SHOULD ASSUME CONTROL, 
[From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, April 26, 1836.] 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The great bulk of coal used by the consumers of the West 
and the South comes from the State of Pennsylvania and in part from the State 
of Kentucky. Tributary to these rivers, the Monongahela and the Green and 
Barren Rivers, are the exhaustless coal-ficlds which supply this coal. 

Years ago private enterprise improved these rivers, which were then and are 
now navigable water ways of the United States. What is proposed now, sir, is 
simply an LEP bra! on the part of Congress as to what steps may and should be 
taken for ridding these rivers of the monopolists, in whose grasp they have been 
held, for the benefit of the whole country. 

If Congress has the right to open the Muscle Shoals of the Tennessee River 
or the Cascades on the Columbia River, in Oregon, and make them free to the 
commerce of the country, why is it that we can not buy out improvements 
which have been already put there by private parties on other rivers which 
come within the designation of "navigable water ways” of the United States? 
ASD eran ym whether it is advisable to do that is the pending proposition, pure 
and simple. 

Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania. Why, sir, if it were not for the lakes and rivers 
ofthe country the freights on the railroads would be infinitely higher than they 
noware, You could multiply them by three or four times their present rateand 
then would not satisfy the railroad corporations if they were notkept within 
bounds by water way competition. Tolls upon commerce that floats pen our 
water ways is just what the railways most desire. Only make your tolls high 
enough, and the managers of railroads will laugh in their sleeves while we ap- 
cna $4 money to improve rivers and harbors, 

‘Tolls are odious, especially if levied upon commerce that floats upon the high- 
ways that God has given us, Thereis nothing thatsoem s the commerce 
between the States as tolls levied upon it, no matter whether levied by railroads 
or navigation companies. The theory of protection in this country is against 
tolls upon interstate commerce. Thetheory of protection would levy tolls upon 
international commerce and give us the most absolute freedom of commerce 
between the States. 

There is no danger whatever of monopoly in manufactories of any kind in 
this country if you will have free commerce between the States, There will 
always be competition enough to make iron cheap, for instance, if you willallow 
the coal and iron to go from theState of Alabama into the Siate of Pennsylvania, 
if it will go there, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Jones] told us the other 
day it would if you will only take off your tolls. Just make the rivers free, 
and the question of cheap transportation is solved at once, 

Mr, HALSELL. Those rich ores of iron and coal have remained undeveloped 
in the bosOm of the earth from the beginning of time, and they will remain 
there forever undeveloped if we are to depend upon the navigation company 
which now holds a monopoly of this slackwater navigation. Thatnavigation 
company has established such enormous tolls as practically to prevent the de- 
velopment of that whole country, and unless something is done by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for better communication and safer and cheaper 
transportation the resources of those rich valleys will remain foreyer undis- 
turbed, Therefore I trust the day is not distant when the Government of the 
United States will take charge of these works and relicve the people from the 
unjust exactions under which they now suffer, 

The islature of the State of Kentucky, at its present session, recognizing 
the propriety and importance to the commerce of the country that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should have control of the navigable waters of the 
country, d an act ceding to the General Government the property. rights, 
and franchises which she has, upon condition that the lease which the Green 
and Barren River Navigation Company has shall be extinguished, 


From the foregoing extracts, and recognizing the importance for promptand 
favorable action on the part of this Congress at its present session, the conclu- 
sion is deduced that the forthcoming appropriation for riversand harbors should 
authorize the expenditure of $135,000 to extinguish the franchise of the Green 
and Barren River Navigation Company and open those rivers to commerce be- 
tween the States. 

And I hope that the House will give due consideration to this subject and re- 
lieve my people and the commerce of the country from this onerous burden 
which has so long oppressed them, 

We have appealed to the Legislature of the State of Kentucky; we have ap- 
pealed to the courts of first and last resort, and have failed, and now appeal to 
you, the only forum from which we can ever expect relief. 


I have only to add that I hope the Senate will agree to the amend- 
ment I have offered, and carry out the policy that Congress was gener- 
ous enough to adopt last year. : > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to state that I expect to leave, perhaps 
for the remainder of the session, the early part of the next week. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has kindly consented that I 
shalt precede him in making some remarks on Monday morning in re- 
lation to the steam-railroads in this District. In order not to t: 
upon the time of the Senator from Massachusetts, I move that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock on Monday 
morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3246) to increase 
the pension of Michael A. Dillon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) for the print- 
ingof the reportof the Newburgh (N. Y.) centennial celebration; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
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AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. On page 45, line 1091, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
I move to strike out ‘ eight” and insert * fifty; so as to read: 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement. $50,000, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this amendment was prepared and in- 
tended to be offered by my colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas], but 
he is unavoidably absent from the Senate to-day, and requested me to 
offer it for him. 

In the printed report of the engineer in regard to this river there is a 
statement that he will file a subsequent report at some future period. 
That new report did not get in in time to be printed with the general 
report of the engineers, and from some cause or other it was not pre- 
sented to the committee of the House of Representatives, and was not 
known to the House at the time if passed the river and harbor bill. I 
now have the written report of the engineer in regard to White River 
before me. From that report in regard to White River, without read- 
ing at length, Senators will find that he states that from the town of 
Forsyth, in the State of Missouri, to the mouth of White River, at the 
Mississippi, is a, distance of 502 miles, This is divided into three sec- 
tions, being from Forsyth to Buffalo Shoals, 112 miles; from Buffalo 
Shoals to Newport, 135 miles, and from Newport to the Mississippi River, 
253 miles. The engineer states as to the first section, from Forsyth, in 
Missouri, to Buffalo Shoals, in Arkansas, that the expense of improving 
that would be so very great that he does not recommend that Congress 
enter upon the work. In regard to the two other sections the follow- 
ing language will be found in his report: 

The other two soctions should have immediate attention, as they are pre-emi- 
nently worthy of improvement, and when properly improved will remain so 
for many years, as this is a stream notsubject to those rapid changes in regimen 
common to so many. of the streams of the Lower Mi ppi Valley. Its waters 
are very clear at all times compared with other rivers in the State, its banks 
cave but littie, and from the mouth of Black River, a few miles above Newport, 


it will require a comparatively small outlay to make it a greathighway of com- 
merce. 


Again, in a subsequent part of the report, the engineer says: 

The benefits to be conferred are so great that the outlay seems insignificant. 

I will state furthermore for the middle section, that is, from Buffalo 
Shoals down to Newport, in Arkansas, the engineer recommends the 
sum of about $6,000, the object and purpose of that being to remove 
certain obstructions, particularly at Buffalo Shoals and at other points 
upon the river, he stating that by means of this small expenditure a 
depth at lowest water mark of from 2} to 3 feet can be obtained in the 
middle section. 

For the lower section from Newport, Ark., to the mouth of the river 
where it enters the Mississippi, which is 253 miles, he recommends the 
sum of $100,000. In the report he states thata uniform depth, with 
a small expenditure on that river, can be obtained of 5 feet water at the 
lowest water mark during the year. 

Mr. FRYE. How much? 

Mr. BERRY. Five feet at low-water mark on the lower section of 
the river from Newport to the mouth at the Mississippi. 

White River is one of the most important streams in the southern 
section of country. It is not so broad as the Arkansas River, but it is 
a much deeper stream in the lower part of White Eder and can be 
made navigable at all times of the year as far as Ne 

The engineer states further that at those points w. ia] less than 5 
feet can be obtained at low-water mark it is in consequence of the 
spread of the river, and with a very little work, by means of dikes con- 
fining the water, a uniform channel can be made of 5 feet depth from 
Newport down to the mouth of the river. 

I will state that there is no part of my State that is more thickly 
settled than along White River. Some of the finest farming lands in 
the South lie upon the lower banks of White River. In the upper por- 
tion, the middle section that the engineer recommends be improved, 
they have no other means of transportation whatever. They have no 
railroads in that section of the country. The river furnishes the only 
mode of getting the cotton raised there to the Mississippi River and 
getting it to market, unless they haul it by wagons a distance of some 
85 or 90 miles, or in some cases more than 100 miles, to Springfield in 
the State of Missouri. 

These are the facts in regard to the river. The engineer recommends 
that $105,000, or something more than that, be appropriated for the 
lower and middle sections of the stream: He says about $50,000 can 
be utilized in the ae year, and that not less than $50,000 should 
be appropriated. 
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As I have said before, if this report had been before the House com- 
mittee or before the House of Representatives while the bill was being 
considered there, I am confident that they would have granted this 
appropriation. The report was made in January, 1888, and from some 
cause was not known to that committee, and is now before the Senate 
for the first time. 

I trust, in view of the facts, that the chairman of the committee will 
consent that the sum of $50,000 may be inserted where $100,000 was 
recommended, and thatthe matter will be allowed to go into confer- 
ence; and I assert now that if there is any objection by the conferees 
on the part of the House, and if there is any difficulty about it, I shall 
not complain if it is stricken out. But in view of the fact that the re- 
port was not before the House, and is now here, and in view of theim- 
portance of the work, and the large number of people living along the 
river to be benefited by its improvement, and the great disappoint- 
ment it will he to them if the appropriation should not be made, I hope 
that the committee will consent that this increased amount may be in- 
serted in the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have but a word or two to say in rela- 
tion to this and other amendments offered from the floor of the Senate. 
There never, within my memory, has been a river and harbor bill 
which has received the attention this one has. Fortunately it cams 
over to the Senate at avery early day. It was considered item by 
item by the Committee on Conmmerce with great care. Every Senator 
was notified to be present to present his wishes touching the rivers and 
harbors of his shew ah of the country. “Many Senators, all who desired, 
appeared. The bill was then reported to the Senate, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted. Having been printed it then came to the 
attention of all Senators again, and again Senators appeared before the 
sas one and, in many cases, we made additional amendments. 

t, no bill hasever been presented to Congress within my mem- 
Pees ich extends over eighteen years, that has received the consider- 
ation this bill has. Ido not believe there is an appropriation in it 
which can not be justified fully and completely by the reports of the 
engineers, unless it be the appropriation for the Lower Mississippi, in 
which I have no faith whatever myself, not believing that a dollar of 
the money appropriated tends to help navigation. As to all the rest 
of it, in my judgment it is a thorough bill, and it can be justified on 
the floor of the Senate or anywhere else. 

Now, take the White River. The committee had the reports before 
them, and it was estimated that a yearly sum of $8,000 would be re- 
quired for snagging and repairs of dams, etc., until a plan for perma- 
nent improvement could be adopted. The committee adopted that 
recommendation, appropriating $8,000 to take care of the river. White 
River can be taken care of for a year for the $8,000. 

Since then, as the Senator says, a report of the local engineers has 
been made touching a plan for the permanent improvement of the river. 
That report has not been submitted to the chief engineer, has not been 
approved by him, has not been submitted to the committee of the 
House, has not been approved by them, has not been submitted to the 
committee of the Senate, has not been approved by them. Under those 
circumstances it seems to me it would be much more sensible for the 
Senate to accept the action of the committees of the two Houses and 
let this go for one year longer. 

The Senator from Arkansas says that the local engineer recom- 
mends the expenditure of $108,000, and hence he asks for $50,000. 
In ni -nine cases out of one hundred if that had been submitted to 
the Chief Engineer, and he had approved of it, he would have said 
that $50,000 could be profitably used during the coming year, and the 
ie committees would have cut that down one-half, which would be 

000. 

Mr. BERRY. I will take $25,000 if I can not do any better. I 
will state to the Senator that this is a peculiar case from the fact that 
we did not know that this report was here. It was not in the printed 
reports; it is a written report, If my colleague and myself had known 
that there was such a report here on file we should have presented it 
to the committee and ite it, but it did not come to our knowledge 
until after the bill was reported back to the Senate. 

In view of that fact I do insist and hope that the chairman of tho 
committee will allow the amount which he says would probably have 
been recommended by the committee at $25,000 to beinserted. I will 
modify the amendment so as to make the amount $25,000, with the 
consent of the Senate, and ask that it be reduced to $25,000, inasmuch 
as the chairman of the committee objects to $50,000. 

I think in view of the fact that we had no knowledge that there was 
such a report it ought not to have been expected that we should go be- 
fore the committee, because we could not have done anything without 
the report. It came toour knowledge after the bill was reported, and 
I repeat to the chairman of the committee that after the bill goes toa 
conference committee, if there is any objection on the part of the House, 
or if the Senate conferees can find any well-founded objection to it, no 
complaint will be made if the increase is stricken out. I hope ‘the 
Senator will allow the amendment at $25,000 to be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment pro by the Senator from Arkansas as modified. The 
amendment be stated. 
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The Cuter CLERK. Inline 1091 of section 1, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert “ twenty-five;’’ 
80 as to read: 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, I desire to move an amendment on page 66. On 
page 64 there is an appropriation of $1,100,000 for the Missouri River. 
The committee have distributed that in part, but not the whole of it. 
I move, after the word ‘‘ Kansas, ” in line 1600, to add: 

That the sum of $25,000, or so mitch thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
pended on said river at or near Mandan, Dak. 

This does not increase the appropriation and it carries out what the 
committee attempted to do—distribute the appropriation. I am in- 
formed by the Delegate, and Dakota is not represented here, that a 
condition of things exists at Mandan in reference to the landing which 
makes it absolutely necessary that some money should be appropriated 
at that particular place. Mandan isa small town on the Missouri 
River and the crossing of the Northern Pacific Railroad. It is quite 
an important commercial point on the west side of the river, and it is 
only proposed that so much as may be necessary shall be appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. VEST. After taking out the local improvements from the 
$1,100,000 it will only leave some $325,000 to be expended by the en- 
gineers in the general improvement of the river. 

The committee were governed by the recommendations of the Mis- 
souri River Commission. The engineers were here with their estimates 
forOmaha, Plattsmouth, Nebraska City, Brownsville, St. Joseph, Atch- 
ison, Leavenworth, Kansas City, Arrow Rock. Mandan is notincluded 
in the list, and the $25,000 now asked simply decreases the amount 
to be expended on the whole river from the mouth of the Missouri 
to Fort Benton—not to Sioux City, but the whole length of the river. 

I was opposed, as I can not repeat too often, to these local appro- 
priations, but when the committee overwhelmingly defeated me on 
that proposition, then I considered myself bound to follow the report 
of the Missouri River Commission, the engineer’s report, and Mandan 
was not included. It seems to me very clear that we ought not to ad- 
vance the amount of the general appropriation for the river. If it is 
necessary to assist the navigation of the river to make this improve- 
ment at Mandan, of course the Engineer Bureau will makeit. They 
are not restricted atall. They have $325,000 within their discretion 
to make an improvement at any place where they may please, pro- 
vided it is for the general navigation of the stream. As to specific ap- 
propriations I simply followed in drawing the clause the recommen- 
dations of the Engineers. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no personal knowledge of this matter, but the 
Delegate for whom I moved the amendment statesthatitis absolutely 
necessary that some money should be expended at Mandan, and he 
suggested $25,000. Ifthe Senator thinks that is too much, make it 
$10,000 or $15,000; Ishall have no objection. The Delegate states that 
the condition is such that the boats find it difficult to land. What is 
being done with this money in the various places is to provide so that 
the boats can get to land, asI understand. I will modify the amend- 
ment in the way I have suggested if it is agreeable to the members of 
the committee. 

Mr. VEST. In the absence of any recommendation of the engineers 
on the subject, I should think it would be bad legislation. We can 
not take the personal statement of the Delegate in regard toit. I have 
before me the report of the engineers. They say nothing about this 
proposed improvement. As a matter of course, if we were to take the 
declaration of Representatives or Delegates there would be no end to the 
appropriations. It seems to me to be bad legislation. We had better 
leave this matter to the engineers. They have $325,000 for the river, 
and they can take any amount of that they please for this purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. They can if they want to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; if they desire to doit. In the absence of their 
recommendation it seems to me we ought to adhere to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is not any doubt that the engineers can ex- 
pend money there. They have expended money at these other points 
for the same purpose. They would expend it for the very same pur- 

that they will expend it at Leavenworth, that they will expend 
Ttat St. Joseph, Mo., at Arrow Rock, and other places, as I understand, 
where the points are designated at which they are to expend the money. 
It is for the purpose of enabling the boats to reach the shore, as I un- 
derstand. I have no doubt the same state of facts exists at Mandan 
that exists at other places on the river. 

Mr. VEST. I will say to my friend from Colorado that the only 
thing we can go by in the committee or in the Senate or in the House 
of Representatives is the report of the engineers who have charge of the 
river, The engineer in charge of the Upper Missouri River has not 
recommended this. There has been no estimate or survey forit. The 
Senator will appreciate at once the fact that if we are to go upon 
an outside statement and take anybody else’s say-so about the matter 
instead of the board of engineers, we are atseaatonce. The difference 
between Mandan, and Leavenworth, Atchison, St. Joseph, and these 
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soa places is that the engineers have surveyed and estimated for those 
points. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that. 

Mr. VEST. Here we have simply a request from a Delegate. Ido 
not know anything about the facts, but it seems to me dangerous to do 
what is asked. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the engineers have not got as high as 
Mandsa. That is the trouble, I presume, 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘There are no appropriations as high as Mandan; 
they are all below. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know about the appropriations, but the en- 
gineer who has charge of that part of the river is in the city of Wash- 
ington now, for I received a note from him this morning. The Mis- 
souri River Commission have made a survey through all that portion 
of the river and it was given in their report. The same engineer is in 
charge there, Captain Sears, who has charge of the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave no knowledge on the subject except what 
I have stated to the Senate. I do not desire to press the amendment 
when the Senate is so thin that we can not have an intelligent vote. I 
have called attention to it, and I believe I will withdraw the amend- 
ment as the committee seem to be against it. k 

Mr. PALMER. Irise to offer an amendment to come in after line 
1257, on page 52. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, on page 52, after line 1257, it is 
proposed to insert: 

For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the Portage Lake 
and River Improvement Company Canal, and the Lake Superior Ship-Canal 
Railway, and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan, and to 
make the same a free paseno way and harbors of refu, commerce and nay- 
igation, $350,000: Provided, That na pari of said sum shall be expended until a 
full and absolute conveyance of two harborsof refuge, canals, easements, 
rights of way, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every nature maori toor 
connected with said works, or either of them, has been made to the United 
States by the owner or owners thereof, and the Attorney-General of the United 
States shall have certified to the Secretary of War that the title is perfect. And 
when such title shall have been acquired, the said canals and harbors of refuge 
shall thereafter be subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
on ere moras on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I do nots uppose that it is necessary 
for the information of the Senate that I should dilate on the propriety 
of the purchase of the Portage Lake Canal. It has been voted for by 
the Senate three times; it has been passed by both Houses once, and 
was in the last bill,which was vetoed by the President. It belongs to 
that system of improvements which saves to the people of the United 
States, as has been demonstrated, over $200,000,000,a year in freights. 

It has another advantage. It furnishes two harbors of refuge on an 
inhospitable coast, where within the last twenty years two hundred 
lives have been lost; one-half of whom, at least, or probably three- 
quarters, might have been saved if the Government had this canal and 
its facilities for creating harbors of refuge. r 

Again, it is at the base of Keweenaw Point, along promontory which 
projects into Lake Superior and compels a detour by all vessels going 
between Sault Ste. Marieand Duluth, making a loss of 125 miles on the 
single trip or 250 miles on the round trip. 

The commerce of Lake Superior, which has increased from 700,000 
tons to over 6,000,000 tons within eight years, is increasing now in the 
same ratio, and the bulk of that commerce will come from beyond the 
canal whichis now proposed tobe obtained. The Vermillion iron mines, 
the Gogebic iron mountains, the wheat and flour of Minnesota and Da- 
kota are all beyond the proposed purchase, and will be accommodated 
by the canal and through freights proportionately reduced. 

To correct any misapprehension in regard to this canal, I will say 
that it is composed of two canals which connect a lake called Portage 
Lake. One canal was built by an appropriation of the Government, the 
other was private property, and over $400,000 has been spent of private 
money on that single canal. So that the Government is not in a posi- 
tion of buying something that it has once paid for. It is buying some- 
thing that it fas never pūt any money into in addition to a canal that 
it has made appropriations for. 

That has been recommended by the Engineer-in-Chief and by the 
subordinate engineers, and if it was not for taking up the time of the 
Senate, I should ask that the report be read, which is exhaustive and 
is an argument in favor of the purchase of these canals. 

Ishall be glad to answer any questions if any one desires any light 
on the subject. Ido not think it requires any more explanation unless 
there shall be some inquiries. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator whether or not he is willing to with- 
draw this amendment at this time and offer it when the bill is in the 
Senate? It is entirely evident that there is no quornm here now, and 
if a division is demanded it will stop the further progress of the bill. 
There will be the same opportunity to offer it in the Senate as there is 


now. 
Mr. PALMER. I would say that if that objection had been made 
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before three or four other appropriations had been voted in I should 
consider myself on the same basis, I do not feel willing now to defer 
it until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator in charge of this bill will demand a sep- 
arate vote on those which have been inserted. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me suggest that this be inserted now, Anda 
separate vote can be had on it afterward in the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. All I ask is the same treatment that has been con- 

= ceeded to others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan. [Putting the question. ] 
The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. PALMER. Task for a division. 

Mr. FRYE. That will end the case. I hope the Senator will not 
ask a division. The Senator will have an opportunity to offer the 
amendment in the Senate. A division simply stops all progress with 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator insist on his de- 
mand for a division? 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call fora division is withdrawn. 
The amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to give notice that I shall ask a separate vote 
in the Senate on the Hennepin Canal amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call for reservations 
when the bill is reported to the Senate. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is, in section 1, page 
28, at the end of line 675, to add: 

q To be expended above the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad 
ridge. 

So as to make the clause read: 3 
Improving Susquehanna River, Maryland and Pennsylvania: Continuing im- 
rovement, $10,000, to be expended above the Philadelphia, Wilmington and 

ltimore railroad bridge. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not suppose there will be any objection to the 

amendment. The same provision was in the bill of last year. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WALTHALL. On line 971, section 1, page 40, I move to strike 
out “‘seven ” and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement ,$32,000; of 
which $10,000 shall be used in repairing snag-boat Meigs and $8,0% for construct- 
ing a pumping dredge-boat, 

I suppose there will be no objection to the amendment as it does 
not increase the appropriation, but merely affects the apportionment. 

Mr. FRYE. What reason is there for the change? 

Mr. WALTHALL. The reason is that since this bill was printed 
the engineer in charge of this work has stated that at the present 
prices of material the dredge boat can not be constructed for $7,000. 

». Mr, FRYE. Thatis a good reason. There is no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. On page 80, in section 11, after line 106, I desire to 
add an amendment for a survey. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 80, section 11, after line 106 it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Big Sandy River. from Catlettsburgh to Pikeville, on Louisa Fork, and the 
mouth of Pond Creek on Tug Fork, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move, on page 38, section 1, line 916, before the word 
“f hundred,” to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ two; so as to read: 

Improving St. John’s River, Florida, from Jacksonville to the ocean, $250,000, 


I have a letter from the engineer in charge saying that this amount 
is necessary for the St. John’s River. I presume that we are to rely 
on the reports of the engineers, This amount will be necessary to make 
the great river accessible. He writes as follows: 

Since sending my report concerning the present condition of the work at the 
mouth of the St. John’s River, as called for by your resolution, the annual! sur- 
vey of the work has been completed. This shows a most Sale increase of 
depth in the bar, but also shows an increased shoaling in the “ middle ground” 
near the mouth of the river, predicted in my annual report for 1887. (Report of 
Chief of Engineers, part 2, page 1213.) This will make more necessary than ever 
the expenditure of the largest sum possible at the mouth of the river in order 
to hold what we have and to prevent the formation of a bad bar here before 
the north channel has broken through. The $300,000 I asked for was limited 
to the barest necessities for good work at this point. Only one-half of it was 
given, and it is proposed to expend a portion of this elsewhere. 


Since the annual report some of the work has been destroyed by the 
cutting down of the appropriation and the consequent inability to pro- 
tect it. The engineer reports in this letter that the bars of the river 
before the artificial channel made by the jetties had been cut through 
will imperil the existence of the jetties, destroy the work which has 
already been done, and the millions of dollars expended there will 
have to be reappropriated unless this amount of money is given to en- 
able him to remove the obstructions and straighten the jetties at that 
point. 


I submit, therefore, that a clear case is made for this increase of ap- 
propriation, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. FRYE. There is $150,000 appropriated here to the St. John’s 
River, and in order that the engineers might haye the opportunity if, 
as they say, it may become necessary to use it on the channel at the 
mouth of the river, we made the appropriation to cover down to and 
including the mouth of the river. 

The State of Florida has been treated with very remarkable generosity 
by the Senate Committee on Commerce and by the Honse committee, 
too, and I think the Senator is asking altogether too much when he asks 
the Senate to almost double this large appropriation of $150,000. I 
hope he will not ask it, and if he does, I hope the Senate will vote it 
down. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for this increase on the strength of this letter. 

Mr. FRYE. I read the letter. 

Mr. CALL, The letter states an absolute necessity for the increase 
of this amount, for the expenditure of $250,000. Iam not making an 
appeal to the generosity of the Senate. There is every reason tq sup- 
pose that not only $250,000 will be needed next year, but more for the 
continuation of this work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. PASCO. I trust this amendment will be agreed to. The ne- 
cessity of it is absolutely shown by the letter of the engineer. The 
improvement is of great importance, and the work is very necessary to 
the commerce of the country. I have seen the improvement myself, 
and from my knowledge of it I am satisfied this increase is necessary. 
The engineer has made an estimate for the improvement of the river, 
and he tells you that this sum is needed to continue and preserve the 
work already done. I trust the amendment offered by my colleague 
will be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know the importance of this river in Florida, but 
it is not so important to Florida as itis to the people of the United 
States generally. 

The question is whether we shall adhere to an iron rule, which I 
understand the Committee on Commerce has adopted, of allowing a 
certain proportion of the estimates made by the engineers. They will 
so far adhere to it as to imperil works which bave already been under- 
taken, whereby, if weare to make the improvements, as I hope we are, 
there will be required a larger appropriation at some future time. We 
might postpone appropriations in some cases to a future time if there 
was a financial pressure, but the Treasury is overflowing, there is more 
money in the Treasury than is necessary for the uses of the Govern- 
ment, and where an improvement can be made which is of real benefit 
to the country and where the money can be profitably expended, it oc- 
curs to me that we ought not to be guided as to the amount by any 
idea that we will at some future time makean additional appropriation 
to complete the improvement. It seems to me that this is the appro- 
priate time to make the necessary and proper appropriation. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam in favor of the appropriation. TI believe it 
is needed and that it will be highly beneficial. I have been quite re- 
cently over the place where the money is to be expended. 

In regard to all these appropriations I would say that the work can 
be done this year 28 per cent. cheaper than in ordinary times. We are 
giving to bondholders that much premium because we want to get the 
money out of the Treasury, and now is the time to do the work when 
we can do it cheap. We can do it cheaper than at any other time. I 
would rather the 27 or 28 per cent. should be spent in Florida in im- 
proving that beautiful harbor and in making it advantageous to com- 
merce than in haying it thrown away on the bondholders. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave been in Florida, and have gone to the mouth of 
the St. John’s River and consulted with the engineer in charge, who 
knew all about it, and I examined that bar withas much cate as I was 
able to do, not being an engineer, and it is apparent to my mind that 
there is danger of destroying the work already done at the mouth of 
the St. John’s River, so that we shall have hereafter to repeat what 
we have already done. We had better appropriate a sufficient sum 
to make the work good and secure. 

At that time the commerce of the St. John’s River was being car- 
ried on in boats of not over 300 tons, That was about all that could 
then pass the bar. We were assured that if the improvement was 
made which is now going on, vessels of 3,000 tons could pass over the 
bar, and, as has been very well said to us, the difference between car- 
rying our freights, lumber, cotton, and other things on vessels of 300 
tons and 3,000 tons is equal to a profit of 10 per cent. 

I never saw anything so important to the commerce of the whole 
country, not only to the St. John’s River, not only to Florida, but to 
the people as far north as Boston. Baltimore, Philadelphia, Savannah, 
and all the great lines are competing for the commerce of that country. 
The commerce of the United States and the commerce of the world 
would be benefited by this improvement. The improvement of the 
St. John’s River, one of the most magnificent streams in the country, 
would build up and establish commerce for miles up that river that its 
present magnitude can furnish no idea of. 
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I know the Committee on Commerce is loaded down with applica- 
tions for increased appropriations. I know how the failure tosign the 
bill last year has doubled their embarrassment, and I know how thank- 
less it is to resist appeals from all parts of the country; but froma 
personal examination made on the ground, and with a knowledge of 
the changes going on in that locality, I am satisfied that we can do 
better by not straining a point. I think the better policy would be to 
increase the appropriation. Ispent a day especially for the purpose 
of examining the river. Ihad no idea of the nature of it or the mag- 
nitude of it until I made that examination. 

Mr. VEST. There is an appropriation of $150,000 already in the bill 
for the St. John’s. If it is to be increased, others will ask for increases 
on the same ground. I will not go into the argumentation as to the 
form of these bills, but the allowance already in the bill for this river 
is sufficient in proportion to the amounts allowed others. By adding 
to all these items we are in danger of swamping the river and harbor 
bill and havinga repetition of what occurred in the last Congress, The 
reports show an amount of money still on hand absolutely unused. 

I say to my friend from Florida that if he were on the committee 
he would hear the same sort of argument in regard to almost every 
case. There isnothing toequal the amount of eloquence thatis expended 
to secure increased appropriations; but it is simply a question as to 
what we are to do as legislators. If the ideas of the Senator from Nevada 
should obtain, you may throw aside all limitations and appropriate the 
whole revenue in the Treasury. The estimates of the Bureau of En- 
gineers, though, are two and a half times what this bill appropriates. 

Mr. STEWART. I distinctly said that I would rather spend the 
surplus money that is in the Treasury for making necessary improve- 
ments when the work can be donecheaply. Three-fourths or one-half, 
I suppose, of all the money expended on rivers and harbors is lost by 
commencing work and letting it go to decay. Nature will recover 
itself, and much that you have expended is lost by dribbling expendi- 
tures for purely national work, when we can do if 27 per cent. cheaper 
now thanat any other time. I say I would be willing to let com- 
merce have the benefit of the surplus rather than the bondholders. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it not be better to spend the money now in 
this way? 

Mr. VEST. Isee no connection between bond purchases and the 
river and harbor bill. I decline to accept any challenge to go into a 
discussion of that sort. We in the Committee on Commerce have done 
the best we could. All my effort has been to get this biil to a point 
where it can become a law. We can not spend $100,000,000 on this 
bill. There is a limit; and yet we are appealed to now to add $100,- 
000 to another item, and so on, because we have plenty of money in the 
Treasury. 7 

We must havesome sort of rule in regard to these appropriations and 
we must adhere to it. The appropriation for Baltimore Harbor was cut 
down, and surely that is very important to commerce. My friend from 
Oregon wanted a large sum for the improvement of the Columbia 
River, and so it goes. Every one wants something for his own State. 
I am informed that the rule laid down has been observed on tite whole. 
I do not object to Florida, but I appeal to the Senate to stand by the 
work of its committee. ts 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, in repiy to what has been said by the 
Senator from Missouri, I wish to give a special reason for making this 
increase at the present time. ‘ 

I do not find that any such rule as he has stated has been carried 
out, This estimate is designed to preserve the work already accom- 
plished. The rule is ¥ery well, but there are exceptions always. 
‘There are a great many works where the rule may be applied, but here 
is a large, important, and expensive work that is in danger if it is not 
supported and continued. On the St. John’s River jetties have been 
constructed and they are in danger of being swept away by any storm 
unless they are completed and perfected. When the work was sus- 
pended the engineer was afraid the jetties would beswept away, which 
would require the expenditure of additional money. It is false econ- 
omy not to preserve work already accomplished. So I urge that this 
is an exception to the rule laid down by the committee, which may do 
very well in other cases, but there must be some exceptions to it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. Presideńt, I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that this bill—and I do not complain of it—increases 
quite largely the plan of improvement for the harbor at Savannah. 
Toshow the superior merit of this case, the engineer alludes to that 
and points out the fact that the plan of improvement at the expense of 
$680,000 has deepened this bar until vessels drawing 12 feet of water 
pass over it,and the whole of this work is now liable to be destroyed 
by the storms and the accumulation of water likely to arise, and he 
points out to Congress that this fact. has been developed since his an- 
nual report, and hence the necessity of this appropriation, 600 feet of 
the jetties having been swept away a year or two since by a similar 
failure to make the appropriation estimated for. He calls attention to 
the fact that this great work, which has accomplished so much, is to- 
day about to be destroyed for the want of an adequate appropriation 
to strengthen it, which he says will take $250,000. 

The argument of the Senator from Missouri does not apply to this 
case atall. This is a case of the improvement of the harbor. It isa 


case in which an important work is about to be destroyed, and that 
fact is specially called to the attention of Congress by a report of the 
engineer made in view of late developments and the necessity of 
strengthening this specific work. I hope, therefore, the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. Loffer an amendment on page 9, line 189, of section 
1, by striking out “ten ” before ‘‘thousand”’ and inserting “‘ twenty;’? 
so that the clause will read: 3 

Improving harbor at Glen Cove, N. Y., $20,000. 


In the provisions for the minor relations of commerce to the city of 
New York I have given notice of amendments, but this is the only one 
I shall ask attention to, as I believe it perhaps has not been so fully 
considered as it should be. 

Glen Cove is a good bay, and is a place of large manufacturing in- 
terests, which are capable of further enlargement if there was a proper 
improvement of the approach by water to it. It is the mostimportant 
harbor in Long Island Sound between New York and Bridgeport, 
which is 60 miles from New York. Thisis about 20 miles. The com- 
merce already in exercise there is $4,000,000 a year. A good deal of 
improvement of the channel-way has been produced at the private ex- 
pense of the owners of interests there, something like an amount of 
$50,000, and no appropriation has been sought from or given by the 
United States before. 

The difference between ten and twenty thousand dollars is not very 
great unless that difference makes a wide difference in the results of 
the improvement, and I think it will be agreed that, if a considerate 
and faithful community like this present $20,000 as a sum that can be 
usefully employed and that ten thousand is unimportant and much 
less useful, this allowance should be made. 

The nature of the improvement is to make this cove accessible at all 
times and it does not require much depth to secure that advantage for 
commerce to ply. Hempstead Bay is a place of good shelter and resort. 
It might be improved no doubt, and perhaps some day it may be, but 
the benefit of this Hempstead Bay for resort is very much impaired by 
the small commerce that seeks Glen Cove harborif it must be detained 
thereunder adverse winds which expose the bay to disturbance for sev- 
eral days at a time. 

The total number of arrivals and departures in the year 1885-’86 
was 1,140 sailing vessels and 110 canal-boats; the registered tonnage, 
81,500 of the one and 17,000 of the other. The imports were $1,688,- 
000, and the exporis $2,619,000. 

The Senate will observe that if this were a separate and remote har- 
bor it would be immediately nized as one worth improving and 
developing. Ishould regret that it should be passed over merely be- 
cause it is ofso relatively little importance compared with the greater 
interests connected with the port of New York, and I hope that the 
committee may not find it necessary to insistupon an objection to this 
very small addition in money, which I am assured will make a very 
great difference in the result. I hope, therefore, that the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I offeran amendment on page 88. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 88, in section 11, after line 309, under 
the head of ‘‘ Oregon,” it is proposed to insert: 

Clackamas River, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will Senators indicate the amend- 
ments they desire to have reserved ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. _I desire to have reserved the amendment in rela- 
tion to the Missouri River Commission, on page 66, section 1, lines 1601 
to 1607, inclusive. y 

Mr. FRYE. I desire a separate vote on the amendment in relation 
to White River, Arkansas, and also on theGreen and Barren River im- 
provement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments are so numerous 
that the Secretary will make a memorandum of each one proposed to 
be reserved. Senators will indicate the page and line. 

Mr. FRYE. I can not give the page and line, but I except the 
amendments in relation to the White River, Arkansas, and the Green 
and Barren River improvement, Kentucky. These are all I desire to 
reserve. 

Mr. EVARTS. The amendment on page 6, lines 128 to 130, ‘‘im- 
proving Buttermilk Channel, New York,’’ I wish to have separately 
considered. . 

Mr. FRYE. Ithought the Senator from New York had but one 
amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS. This is not my amendment. It is a question on 
agreeing to a committee amendment. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Maine to state that the committee would reserve a separate vote 
on each of the amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole not 
reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. No; not on each one. I only reserve amendments in 
reference to the White River and the Green and Barren Rivers, and 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] gave notice that he re- 
served the one in regard to the Missouri River Commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been noted. Are there 
further reservations of amendments? The Secretary will indicate the 
amendments. reserved, so that there may be no mistake as to the 
amendments on which a separate vote is required. 

The SECRETARY. ‘The amendment on e 66, from line 1601 to 
1607, inclusive, in relation to the Missouri River Commission. 

The amendment relating to the White River improvement. 

The amendment relating to the Green and Barren Rivers improve- 
ment. 

The amendment on page 6, lines 128, 129, and 130, in relation to 
Buttermilk Channel, New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], who is not now in his seat, gave notice that he would demand 
a separate vote on the Henuepin Canal amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask a separate vote on that amendment for the 
Senator from. Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be noted by the Secretary. 
If there are no further reservations—— 

Mr, KENNA, _Is a motion to amend by inserting propositions that 
were rejected in Committee of the Whole in order at the present time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be open to amend- 
ment in the Senate the same as if if were in an original state. There 
is no limitation. 

Mr. HARRIS, And the fact that an amendment has been offered in 
the Committee of the Whole, and not agreed to, does not exclude it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not exclude it. 

Mr. BECK. On page 49 there was an amendment offered by the 
committee for repairing the dam at the head of Cumberland Island, ete., 
that was disagreed to, and I desire to call the yeas and nays on it;. so I 
ask for a separate vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was disagreed to. | 

Mr. FRYE. It was disagreed to at my request. 

Mr. BECK. I want a separate vote on that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that 
as this was an amendment reported by the committee but disagreed to 
by the Senate, he will have to offer it as a new amendment in the 
Senate. It is nota thing for a separate vote, because it is not in the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. It was stricken from the bill; it is 
not incorporated in the bill. ‘The vote of the Committee of the Whole 
rejected it. The Senator from Kentucky can offerit as an amendment; 
in the Senate. 

If there be no further reservations of amendments will the Benais. 
concur—— 

Mr. FRYE. I will withdraw my demand for a separate vote as to 
the White River amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will note that. ‘Will 
the Senate concur in the amendments made as in Committee of the | 


Whole with the exception of those reserved specially ? 


The amendments not reserved were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the first | 
reserved amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator will allow these amendments 
to be acted upon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the |’ 


Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the consideration or 
executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that that motion be withdrawn for a mo- 
ment as I desire to make a report from a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will receive the conference report. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It so happens that two of the conferees appointed 
by the Chair yesterday are necessarily absent, and, therefore, I ask that 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] be put in place of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] as chairman of the committee of conference 
on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 


objection, and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be substi- 
tuted as one of the managers on the part of the Senate for the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hare]. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 'It is not necessary to make the report just now. 
It has not been signed yet. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 


Secretary of the Interior transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 
Senate of the 5th instant, a copy of Order No, 339 of the Commis: 
sioner of Patents, and also communicating information relative to the 
report made to the Commissioner of Patents in June, 1887, in regard 
to the clerical force of the Patent Office; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill T R. 490) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 

A bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 

A bill (H.R. 9344) granting a pension to James C. White; 

A bill (H. R. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey: 

A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 

A bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A- bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; 

A bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 
J. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 

A bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 

A bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Whaley; 

A bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews; 

z bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 
eade; 

A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles Jewett; 

A bill ee R. 3923) to place the name of Frederic Ronicke on the 

ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 

A ere (H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 
helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of 
Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill i R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 

A bill = 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. oes granting a pension to Susan F., Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pénsion to William P. Riddle; 

A bill tr R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) granting a pension Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 


and 
A bifl (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsey Lockwood. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to appeal to the Senator from Ten- 
| nessee to allow avote on the first reserved amendment. There will be 
no time consumed with it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it involves no division of the Senate, I certainly 
shall not object to letting the question be determined. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think there is no disposition on the part of the 
committee to press it. 

Mr. HARRIS. But ifit involves, as I suppose it must involve, as 
the amendment was reserved, a division of the Senate, the Senator had 
better wait until another day. 

Mr, PADDOCK. If it requires a division I will not press it. 

Mr, HARRIS. I withdraw the motion for an executive session for 
the purpose suggested by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think there will be no opposition on the part of 
the committee to what I desire. 

The SECRETARY. After line 1600 of section 1 the Committee of the 
Whole inserted: 

That so much of an act entitied “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 1884, oreet the Missouri 
River Commission, and goinne, its powers and duties, , and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. I 
do not care to take up the time of the Senate in making any further 
statement about it. Isimply ask that the amendment he rejected. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. There is no quorum here, I fear, and I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
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The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent im executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Central Arkansas and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
Bayou Bartholomew and across the Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabine 
Rivers in Louisiana, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported ther severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oostenaula River at or near Rome, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Bur- 
lington, in the State of Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the St. John’s River, between 
De Land Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8353) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River at a 
point in the town of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State 
of Florida; and 

A bill (H. R. 7749) to authorize the building of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Wabash, Minn. 4 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3229) to establish alight at or néar Cedar River 
Point, at the mouth of Cedar River, Green Bay, Michigan, reported it 
without amendment. ; 

MRS. SARAH H. Woop. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1520, Senate bill 1257. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1257) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah H. Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Mrs. Sarah H. 
Wood, widow, of the city of Baltimore, Md., $1,344.44, thatsum being 
the proceeds of $2,240.74 in legal money taken from the Bank of Louisi- 
ana, at New Orleans, by Capt. J. W. McClure, assistant quartermaster, 
under military order No. 202, Department of the-Gulf, dated August 
17, 1863, and by him turned over to Col. 8. B. Holabird, chief quar- 
termaster of that department, and by him disbursed and accounted 
for to the Treasury; such paymentto be in full repayment of all claims 
from any source upon the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to hear the report on that bill read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
June 6, 1888: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1257) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood, ‘have considered the same and respectfully report: 

Mrs. Sarah H. Wood, the claimant, is a widow now living in Baltimore, Md. 
In the year 1862 she resided in her country home in Louisi about 100 miles 
from New Orleans, where she had gone on the advice of a pore Sere on account 
of the feeble health of her children. 12, 1863, she moved into the city of 
New Orleans, and at once took the oath of allegiance required under General 
Order No.-41, Department of the Gulf. She had at that time on deposit in the 
Bank of Louisiana $2,240.74. x 

This fund consisted of notes of the said bank. September11, 1863, this money, 
with money of other depositors in the said bank, was seized under General Or- 
der No. 202, Department of the Gulf, * requiring the several banks and bank- 
ing associations of New Orleans to pay over to the chief quartermaster of the 
Army, or to such officers of his department as he might designate, all money 
in their possession belonging to or standing upon their books to the credit of 
any person registered as an enemy of the United States or engaged in the mil- 
itary, naval, or civil service of the so-called Confederate States, or who shonid 
have been ot might thereafter be convicted of rendering any aid or comfort to 
the enemies of the United States.” 

A receipt for the funds thus taken was given to the bank by Capt. John W. 
McClure, assistant quartermaster. They were placed in the hands of Co!.S.B. 
Holabird, chief quartermaster. and by him were sold, realizing to the Govern- 
ment 60 per cent. of their face value. The proceeds of this sale were accounted 
for to the Treasury, in quartermaster’s sequestration account, as money on hand 
and received during the month of diary 1 1864. 

It is proposed in the bill forthe relief of Mrs. Wood to vay Sei 60 per cent. of 
her original deposit, which is the amount received by the Government as pro- 
ceeds from the sale of the funds representing her claim against the bank, The 
facts on which she rests her claim are clearly established by receipts of. United 
States officers contained in House Executive Document No. 101, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session, and by the sworn petition of Mrs. Wood. 

The order of General Banks, Mg asic the funds in the Bank of Louisiana 
were uestrated, has been held by the Supreme Court of the United States to 
be ill (Planters’ Bank vs. Union Rank, 16 Wall, 483, 497). The acts of Con- 
gress of August 6, 1851, and July 17, 

“Designated Government agents for seizing enemy's property and they di- 
rected the mode of procedure for its condemnation in the courts. The system 
devised was necessarily exclusive. No authority was given toa military com- 
mandant, as such, to effect any co: tion. And under neither of the acts was 
the property of a king institution made confiscable. Both of them had in 
view the property of natural persons who were public enemies, of persons who 
gave aid and comfort to the rebellion, or who held office under the Confederate 
fie mare ph under one of the States comprising it. * * * It follows,then, 

the order of General Banks was one which he had no authority to make, 


and that his direction tothe Union Bank to pay to the quartermaster of the 


a the ott due the Planters’ Bank was wholly invalid.” (Opinions of Court, 
y Str o + s 
The er, 


cumstances 
entitled “An act regu! 
peona by Congress. But there is no occasion for this circuity of action. It 


of Louisiana whose claims were precisely the same as Mrs, Wood's. E. E. 


Simpson and the 1 representatives of J. A. Simpson recovered 60 per cent. 
= : eir capone under a judgment of the Court of Claims (found 7 Court of 
aims, Je p 


The grounds of the decision of the Court of Claims in these cases are not re- 
ported. It does not appear that the attention of the court was called to the 
consideration that the jurisdiction conferred upon the Court of Claims by sec- 
tion 1059, fourth clause, Revised Statutes, extended only to captured and aban- 
doned property and did not include claims of this kind. Senator Jackson,ina 
report made on a mp ly similar to the claim under consideration, 
states in reference to this point: 

“Tf the military authorities had seized the funds under the act of Congress of 
March 12, 1863, entitled ‘An act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop- 
erty and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the 
United States,’ the claimant could have resorted to the Court of Claims within 
the time prescribed by law for relief. The claim does not, however, fall within 
the provisions of, or originate under,that act. But,as stated by the Supreme 
Court in the case cited, Pianters’ Bank vs. Union Bank, the order under which 
the funds were taken possession of was an unauthorized attempt by the military 
commander to enforce summarily thé confiscation acts of 1861 and 1862.” (Re- 
port No. 103, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.) 

The other ease in which relicf was granted is that of John W. Franklin, ex- 
ecutor of the will of John Armfield, in which a special bill was enacted, which 
was approved January 14, 1885, . 

The only other question tobe considered is thatof laches. Weare of opinion 
that as the claimant petitioned Hon. S. P. Chase, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
before such time of praying for relief from the Treasury ff je nage had pressed 
her claim before the Quartermaster and the Secretary of War, who held that 
they could do nothing, as the funds had passed into the Treasury, she has done 
all that reasonably could be expected of her, and that the delay in the matter of 
remedy is not attributable to her. 

We therefore report the accompanying bill and recommend that it do pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANTS TO CHIEFS OF NAVY BUREAUS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Order of Business 444, Senate bill 1438. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (8. 1438) to provide for the 
appointment of assistants to the chiefs of bureaus of the Navy Depart-. 
ment was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, which was to add to the bill: 

Provided, That the assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair shall be selected from the Corps of Naval Constructors not below the 


relative rank of commander, and shall receive an extra compensation of $300 
per annum in excess of his regular pay. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I am willing that the amendment reported from 
the committee shall be di to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment numbered 16 of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6893) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 
the fiscal year 1889, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
reconimend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16 and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted, insert the following: 

“For salary and expenses of a commercial agentat Boma, in the Lower Con: 
Basin, with authority to visit and Kee pda ot the commercial resources of t 
Upper and Lower Congo Basins, their products, their minerals, their vegetable 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information on the 
subject of thatcountry as shall be thought ofinterest to the United States, $1,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 


JNO. SHERMAN, 
JNO. T. MORGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


PERRY BELMONT, 

JAMES B, M: 

WM. W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I see by the report there is a provision for salary 
and expenses of a commercial agent at Boma, in the Lower Congo 
Basin, at $4,000. This consul is authorized to visit the Upper and 
Lowér Congo. I ask what provision is made, if any, for the expenses 
of the investigation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The sum of $4,000 is paid for the salary of this 
agent, and it is to cover all expenses. The ordinary pay of a consul 
would be $2,500 or $3,000. I admit that it is a very inadequate pro- 
vision, but the House were not willing to go any further. ‘The origi- 
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nal provision of the Senate provided for a commission of scientific men 
to make an elaborate investigation of the matters stated, and provided 
an appropriation of $25,000 for that purpose. The House resolutely 
refused to agree to it, and we thought it was better to take this much 
for a consul there to examine and report. It is neta very satisfactory 
provision, I admit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithinkitisvery inadequate. Congresshas once 
before provided for sending a commercial agent there and paid $10,000 
for that mission. Now we have made a great demonstration about the 
Congo and we propose to put 2 consul there at $4,000. I think it will 
amount to very little. If we are not able to provide a commission at 
an expense of $25,000, we surely ought to be able to give the country 
more than a consul at $4,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference, 
The report was concurred in. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1680, being the bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize 
the building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. ' 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in section 6, line 4, after the words ‘‘ when- 
ever the,” to strike out the word ‘‘Congress’’ and insert ‘‘ Secretary 
of War;’’ so that the section will read: 

Src, 6. X d, or thi i 
seared exch te tua tn: tegen aay samen tk todd agerhart ce AAT 
removal at the e of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shall decide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. `“ 

Thenext amendment was, in ŝection 7, line 5, after the word “bridge,” 
to insert the words ‘‘ under the provisions of this act; ” so that the sec- 
tion will read: 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bri, 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. And if any litigation shall rise in regard to 
said bridge under the provisions of this act, the same shall be had in the circuit 
— rbd United States in whose jurisdiction the bridge or any part thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FLINT RIVER BRIDGE, GEORGIA. 


Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1678, being House bill 5096. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across Flint River, in the State of Georgia. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 4, line 12, after the word ‘‘ War,” 
to insert ‘‘ the construction of;’’ and in the same line, after the words 
“not be,” to strike out ‘‘ built? and insert ‘‘commenced;”’ so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That said bridge shall be built and located under and subject to such 
regulations for the security of navigation of said rivers as the Secretary of War 
shall prescribe; and to secure that object said company or corporation shall 
apaan y to the Secretary of War a design and drawings of said bridge, for his 
examination and approval, and a map of its location, and shall furnish such 
other information as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding 
of the subject, and in all things shall be subject to such rules and regulations 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War; and until said plan and location 
of said bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the construction of said 
bridze shall not be commenced; and should any change be made in the plan of 
said bridge, during the progress of the work of construction, such change shall 
_ be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word ‘‘ when- 
ever,” to strike out ‘‘Congress’’ and insert ‘‘the Secretary of War;”’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its removal, 
at the e of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall de- 
cide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. f 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PROMOTION OF ARMY ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move to proteed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 358, Senate bill 35. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 35) to authorize the promotion 
of certain assistant surgeons of the Army after twenty years’ service. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the assistant surgeons of the Army, appointed under the act approved 


July 28, 1866, who are assistant surgeons at the passage of this act, and have, or 
shall hereafter have, served twenty years continuously as assistant su ns 
from the time of their appointment under the said act, shall be nominated and, 


by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, be appointed to the office of 
surgeon, with the rank of major, in the orderof their presentarrangement upon 
the Army Register. Said service shall count from the date of original appoint- 
ment and commission as assistant su n under the act of July 28, 1856, but no 
commission shall bear date prior to the passage of this act: Provided, That no 
assistant surgeon shall be promoted under this act who has not been examined 
and approved by a medical examining board, as required by section 1172o0fthe 
Revised Statutes: And providet netet; Thatthe whole number of oflicers of the 
Medical Department shall not be increased by this act, and after the appoint- 
ments authorized thereby shall have been made, no promotion to the grade of 
surgeon with the rank of major shall be made until the number of such sur- 
geons shall have been reduced below fifty. 

Sec. 2. That all actsand parts of acts in ponflict herewith are hereby repealed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
SITE FOR LIGHT-HOUSE AT ASTORIA, OREGON, 


Mr. DOLPH. It will be recollected by the Senate that some days 
ago I reported, by direction of the Committee on Commerce, bills fora 
light-house and wharf at Astoria, Oregon, and under the objection of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], who wanted theSen- 
ate to adjourn, they went over. Iask the Senate now to take them 
up in order that these bills may be put on a par with others before the 
Committee on Appropriations. I move that Order of Business 1653, 
Senate bill 707, be first considered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 707) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for 
the use of the Light-House Department. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 3, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ 
and insert ‘*fifteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out ofan moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
used under the direction ofthe Secretary ofthe Treasury in the purchase of a 
site and the construction of a suitable wharf at Astoria, Oregon, for the use of 
the Light-House Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the only committee amendment. I move to 
strike out the word “d ent,” in line 8, the last word in the bill, 
and insert ‘‘establishment;’’ so as to read: ‘forthe use of the Light- 
House Establishment;’’ because I think that would be better language. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, “A bill providing for the pur- 
chase ofa site and the construction of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for 
the use of the Light-House Establishment. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT MOUTH OF UMPQUA RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the next Order of Business, Senate bill 2778, 
which accompanied this, and is under the same recommendation, be 
taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for 
the purchase of a site and the construction of a light-house on the head- 
lands near the mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon. 
It appropriates $80,000 for the purchase of a site and the construction 
ofa fret-order coast light-house on the headlands near the mouth of 
the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered'to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to take up the private pension 
bills on the Calendar favorably reported. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that is done I should like to ask for the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 59, for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will yield for that, but after that I must insist on 
my motion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 59) for the relief of George E. W. 
Sharretts. 

The Committee on Claims reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the words ‘‘the sum,” to strike out ‘‘fifteen thousand ’’ and insert 
"twelve hundred; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


`\ Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to psy, out of any money in the not otherwise 
appropriated, to George V. Sharretts the sum $1,200, in full compensation for 
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his time and services in the pi ration of his salary tables, used vek the Gov- 
ernment, and in lieu of all royalty or values of such tables, of which he is the 
inventor and author, as appears by the finding of facts of the Court of Claims, 
filed February 2, 1885. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). 
‘tof” has been omitted in the next line. It will be inserted, 
be no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. SAWYER. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of private pension bills favorably reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of private pension bills 
favorably reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first private pension bill on the 
Calendar will be stated. 


MARGARET LAHEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey was announced 
as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider it. It pro to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Margaret Lahey, widow of James Lahey, late private of Com- 
pany A, Forty-third Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM BATEMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Hiram Bateman, late a private in Company I, 
ird Michigan Infantry Volunteers, at $36 a month, in lieu of the 
pension now received by him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WINANS. 


The bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William 
Winans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension-roil the name of William Winans, late corporal 
of Company B, First Regiment New York Cavalry, at $30 per month, 
in lieu of the $16 per month heretofore allowed him, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WOODFORD M. HOUCHIN. 


The bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Woodford M. Houchin, late captain ot 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE D. RICE. 


The bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to to Jennie D. Rice, sole 
surviving daughter of Richard T. Lurvey, late a private in Company 
K, Thirteenth-Regiment of Maine Volunteer Infantry, the amount of 
pension which had accrued to Lurvey at the time of his death, Decem- 
ber 30, 1882, subject to deduction for any amount that may have been 
paid for reimbursement of the expenses of the Jast sickness and burial 
of the deceased, Jennie D. Rice having had the care and contributed 
to the support of her father, Richard T. Lurvey, who was totally blind 
from July 1, 1877, to the time of his death, December 30, 1882. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ‘ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH TERRALLS, 


The bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Terralls, widow of Thomas Ter- 
Pea late sergeant Company H, First Regiment United States In- 

ntry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES TURNER. 


The bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. . It proposes to place the name 
of James Turner, late a private in Company A, Fourteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, on the pension-roll, at such rate as his present 
disabilities may show him to be entitled to receive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. » 


The word 
if there 


JUDITH A. KINSEY. 


The bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Judith A. Kinsey, widow of George Kinsey, late 
a private in Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY W. OGDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pasion to Emily W. Ogden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Emily W. Ogden, widow of Cornelius A. Og- 
den, late a major in the United States Army, who died while in the 
service, in 1856, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GRISWOLD ROGERS. 

The bill (H. R.8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Griswold Rogers, late a private in Fourth 
Company, Third Regiment Connecticut Militia, in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILTON MERWIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to Milton Merwin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol] the name of Milton Merwin, the child of Morris M. Merwin, 
late a private Company E, Ninetieth New York Volunteers, at $18 per 
month. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RUTH CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Ruth Clark, surviving widow of Bardon Clark, who was 
a soldier of the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. -æ 

JOHN ‘F. G. MITTAG. 

The bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the nameof John F. G. Mittag, of Lancaster County, South 

lina, late a soldier in the war with the Seminole Indians, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM CHILSON. / 

The bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Hiram Chilson, a soldier of the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. H. CORN. 


The bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn was considered as 
in Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of J. H. Corn, late a member of Company A, Fortieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDMUND ASHWORTH. 

The bill (H, R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Edmund Ashworth, late a private in Company E, Eighth 
United States Infantry in the war with Mexico, to $25 per month. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 

LEWIS TELYEA. 

The bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Lewis Telyea was con-" 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Lewis Telyea, late of Company B, Thirty- 
ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry in the war of the re- 
bellion, now residing at Appleton, Minn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY F. WARREN. 


The bill (S. 2949) granting a pension to the widow of G. K. Warren 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported amendments, in line 7, after 
the words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out ‘$2,000 per annum”? and insert 
‘*$100 per month ;”’ and after the word ‘‘laws,’’ in line 10, to insert 
“the same to be in lieu of any pension she now receives;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 3 

Be ¥ enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name 
of Emily F. Warren, widow of G. K. Warren, late a major-general in the United 
States Army, and to pay her at the rate of $100 per month, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act, and subjectto all the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the same to be in lien of any pension she now ves. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reacting, read the 


third time, and passed. 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the report in that case be printed in the 
REcORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire will be granted. 
The report is as follows: 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 
(to accompany bill 8.2949): _ 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 2449, grant- 
ing a pension to Emily F. Warren, widow of the late Maj. Gen. G. K. Warren, 
have examined the same,and report, recommending its passage with amend- 
ments as follows: 

Strike out, in seventh line, words “two thousand dollars per annum” and 
insert “one hundred dollars per month;” also add to the bill the words “the 
same to be in lieu of any pension she now receives.” Her present pension be- 
ing $50 month. 

Mrs. Warren is now becoming old, in weakened health, with a very limited 
and uncertain income, so that her present pension does not-afford the comforts 
of life. Beyond this she bas little that she can depend upon, and besides her- 
self has necessary expenditures for two of her children. Her personal labor 
has become unavoidable in obtaining a livelihood. 

In several familiar cases pensions to the amount provided in this bill have 
been ted to the widows of officers whose record of service, however dis- 
tinguished, could not and did not surpass that of General Warren. 

Jt is an act of justice merely to the memory of this gallant and devoted ofi- 
cer, whose remarkable record is hereto appended, to provide for the comfort of 
her who is the widow of one of the purest patriots who ever served in the 
American Army. 


~ — 


[General Orders No. 5.] 
HEADQUARTERS CORPS or ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
Washington, D. C., August 9, 1882, 
It has become the nful duty of the brigadier-general commanding to an- 
nonnce to the ost. pr Engineers the death of a brother officer, Lieut, Cor- 
Gouverneur K. Warren, brevet major-general, United States Army, who died 


July 1, 1850. e served as t engineer on the to io prere and hydro- 
graphical survey of the. deita of the Mississippi, 1850-62, and to the for 
the improvement of canal around the falls of the Ohio, 1852~53; in of 


as chief to rapua engineer on Sioux expedition, 1855, being enguged 
action of Blue of recò: 


paign 63, 
in command of brigade till February 4,1563. He then became chief topographi- 


, 1862—63; 
e Heights, May 3, 1863, and 


battle of Salem, May and as chief engineer of the Army of Potomac, 
June 8-August 12, 1863, 
In the Pennsylvania campaign he was engaged in of the re-embarka- 


tion of stores at Acquia Creek, 1863; reconnaissance and battle of Gettysburgh, 
July 1-3, 1863, where he was wounded; and construction of bridges, and mak- 
ing reconnaissances while pursuing the enemy, July-August, 1863. 

. e was in command of j es Corps (Army of the Potomac) from August 12, 
1863, to March 24, 1864 


In the operations in Central Virginia he was engaged in movement to Cul- 
and the Rapidan, September 13-16, 1863; combat at Auburn and Bristoe 
Btation in command), October 14, 1863; skirmish at Bull Run, October 15, 1863, 
and at Kelly’s Ford, November 8, 1863; movement to Mine Run, with heavy 
skirm: g, November 26-30, 1863, and demonstration upon the enemy across 


ishin 
Morton’s Ford, February 6, 1564. 
ifth Corps (Army of the Potomac) from March 24, 


He was in campaign of 
1864, to April 1, 1865. 

In the Richmond campaign he was engaged in the battle of the Wilderness, 
May 5-6, 1864; battles about Spottsylvania, May 8-20, 1864; battlesof North Anna, 
May 23-25, 1564; skirmish on Tolopotomy Creek, May 29, 1864; battle of Be- 
thesda Church, May 30,1564; battle of Cold Harbor, June 1-4, 1864; skirmish on 
White Oak Swamp, June 15, 1564; assaults on Petersburgh, June 17-18, 1864; 
siege of Petersburgh, June 18, 18654-A pril 2, 1865; Petersburgh Mine assault, July 
30,1864; actions for the occupation of the Weldon Railroad, August 18-25, 1864; 
combat of Peeble’s Farm, September 30, 1864; action at Chapel House, October 
1, 1864: skirmishes near Hatcher's Run, October 27-23,1864: destruction of Wel- 
don Railroad to Meherrin River, December 7-10, 1864; combar near Dabpey's 

+ Mill (in command), February 6-7. 1865; actions and movement to White Oak 
Ridge, Mareh 29-31, 1865; battle of Five Forks, April 1, 1865. 


He was in command of the defenses of Petersburgh and Southside Railroad, 
April 3 to May 1,1865; in command of the Department of Mississippi, May 14-30, 
1865; and was at New York city preparing maps and reports of his campaigns, 
June 20, 1865, to July 31, 1866. Š 

General Warren was promoted successively from the grade of Heutenant to 
that of lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engineers, and major-general, United States 
volunteers. He received the brevets of lieutenant-colonel, United States Army, 
“for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Gaines’s Mill,” Va., 1862; 
colonel, United States Army, “for gallantand meritorious services at the battle 
of Gettysburgh,”’ Pa., 1863; brigadier-general, United States Army, “for gal- 
lant and meritorious services at the battle of Bristoe Station,” 1865, and major- 
general, United States Army, “for gallant and meritorious services in the field 
during the rebellion,” 1865, 

Since the close of the war he bas been superintending engineer of surveys 
and improvements of the Upper Mississippi and its tributaries, 1866-70; of sur- 
vey of the battle-field of Gettysburgh, Pa., 1863~"69; and survey of the battle-field 
of Manassas, 1878; of Rock Island bridge across the Mississippi, 1870; of the 
fortification of New London and New Haven, Conn., 187074; of the improve- 
ment of certain rivers and harbors on Long Island, 1870-'74; of construction of 
Block Island Breakwater, R, I., 1870-82. 

He was a member of commission to examine Union Pacific railroad and tele- 
graphic lines, 1868-69, and member of many important boards of officers of the 
Corps of Engineers organized for the consideration of the plansand theexecution 
of the works of the corps, among which were the board on improvement of the 
Des Moines Rapids, 1867; board on bridge across Niagara River, at Buffalo, N. 
Y., 1870/71; on bridging the Ohio River, 1870-71, and 1578782; on plan for docks 
constructed for water at Chicago Harbor, Illinois, 1871; on the comple- 
tion of Cincinnati and Newport bridge over the Ohio, 1871; on the harbors of 
St. Louis, Mo., and Alton, Ill., and banks of the Mississippi, 1872; on bridging 
the channel between Lake Huron and Lake Eric, 1873; on eee from 
the Mississippi to the Gulf of Mexico, 1873-74: to examine the St. Louis bridge 
across the Mississippi, 1873; on the reclamation of the alluvial basin of the 
Mississippi, 1874-75; on Mississippi bridges between St. Paul, Minn.. and St. 
Lonis, Mo., 1876: and on the improvement of the Mississippi River, from the 
Falls of St. Anthony to Rock Island Rapids, 1878. He was engaged in the sur- 
vey of the battle-field of Groveton, Va., and in the preparation of campaign 
mepe of certain operations in 1862-'63 of the Army of the Potomac in Virginia. 

He was appointed a member of the advisory council of the harbor commis- 
sioners of the State of Rhode Island, 1878. 

In 1870 General Warren was assigned to the charge of the surveys and im- 

rovements.of various rivers und harbors in Southeastern Massachusetts, and 

Rhode Island and Connectieut, on which duty and in the supervision of the 
construction and repair of the fortifications of New Bedford, Mass., of Narra- 
gansett Bay and of Newport, R. L, he remained until the time of his death. 

In scientific investigations General Warren had few superiors, and his elab- 
orate reports on some of the most important works which have been confided 
to the Corps of Engineers are among the most valuable contributions to its lit- 


sere field, in the late civil war, he was a brave and energetic officer, and in 
the high command to which heattained by his patriotic valor and skill he mer- 
ited the admiration of the Army and the sprieuse of his country. 

He was kind and considerate in all the relations of life, and his family in its 
affliction will have the hearty sympathy of the Corps of Engineers. 

Asa testimonial of respect for the deceased the otticers of the corps will wear 
the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

By command of Brigadier-General Wright. 

GEORGE H. ELLIOT, 
Major of Engineers. 
WILLIAM N. ROBB. 

The bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension 
now paid to Willian N. Robb, a soldier in the war between the United 
States and Mexico, to $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. WAGONER. 

The bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John C. Wagoner, former chief packer in Cus- 
ter’s expedition against the Indians, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of a private soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

f LUCY A. NOEL, 

The bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lucy A. Noel, an imbecile daughter of George 
W. Noel, who was killed while serving asa member of Company H, 
Thirty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, and to pay her legally con- 
stituted guardian a pension of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB F. JOSEPH. 

The bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jacob F. Joseph, of Camp Point, Adams 
County, Dlinois, late captain of Company G, Seventy-eighth Regiment 
Ilinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THERESA HERBST. 

The bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow 
of John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of The- 
resa Herbst, widow of John Herbst, late a private in Company G, One 
hundred and fortieth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


- 
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WILLIAM E. WHEELER. 


The bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of William E. Wheeler, late of Company G, 
irst United States Sharpshooters, at $8 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now received by him. , 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELISHA WILKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elisha Wilkins, of Crawfordsville, Iowa, late 
a private soldier in the company of Captain Jacob Peak, and in the regi- 
ment of Col. Joseph Byrd, in the war with the Creek Indians in Florida, 
in 1836. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


THOMAS SHANNON. 


The bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas Shannon, late a private in Company 
B, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY FITZMORRIS. 


. The bill (H. ER. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Fitzmorris, widow of Edmund Fitzmorris, 
late of Company K, Twelfth New York Volunteers. 
- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOUISE F. D. HOIT. 


The bill (H. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hoit was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the 
pooo na the name of Louise F. D. Hoit, widow of Joseph S. Hoit, 

te of Company E, Sevonth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. SANBORN. 

The bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Charles W. Sanborn, late a private in Company H, Sev- 
enteenth Maine Regiment, by giving him a proper rating for right in- 
guinal hernia, as an additional disability to those for which he is now 
pensioned. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CULLEN W. GREEN. 

The bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Cullen W. Green, late of Company I, Forty- 
fourth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i BENJAMIN F. HOWARD: 

The (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F, Howard was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Benjamin F. Howard, a helpless cripple from the age of six 
years, and a son of Eli Howard, late a member of Company D, of the 
Ninety-ninth Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF LEVI M. HUNTER. 

The bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of 
Levi M. Hunter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of the minor children 
of Levi M. Hunter, deceased, late of Company A, One hundred and 
twentieth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JULIA BRYAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse 
at Jeffersonville Hospital, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Julia Bryan, late 
nurse in Jefferson General Hospital, at Jeffersonville, Ind.,and to pay 


her a pension of $12 per month for services as nurse in the late war of 
the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` : 


ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 


The bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ~ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘*‘dollars,’” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert ‘‘forty;’’? so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of $20 now received by Mrs. An- 
nie Gibson Yates, widow of Capt. George W. Yates, to $40 per month, to take 
effect from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD HEALY. 


The bill (H. R. 6057) to incréase the pension of Edward Healy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Edward Healy, late of the Sixth Unjted States Infantry, to 
$45 per month in lien of the pension he is now receiving. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN ETZELL. 


The bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzell, approved March 3, 1879, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to amend an act approved March 3, 1879, granting 
a pension to John Etzell, so as to read as follows: A 


That a pension he, and is hereby, granted to John Etzell, late s private in Com- 
pany R, Second Minnesota Regiment Infantry, and that the Secretary of the In- 
terior be,and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place the name of said 
John Etzell on the pension-roll at the rate of $6 per month, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, including the right to an increase of 
the sameéf he shows himself entitled thereto. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
J. T. VINCENT. 


The bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of J. T. Vincent, of Clinton County, Kentucky, late 
a private in Company D, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 

ntry. . y 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PEREY D. MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Perry D. Martin, formerly a member of Company G, Third 
Rermiet, Minnesota Volunteers (Infantry) on the pension-roll, at $40 

T month, : 
Pe The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK H. REED. 


The bill (H. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed was con- 
sidered as in- Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frank H. Reed, non compos son of George W. 
Reed, late a private in Company C, Thirty-first Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteers, at the rate of $18 per month, payable to his legally consti- 
tuted guardian. 

The bill. was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEW MADRID LOCATION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. On the 2d day of February, 1888, I introduced 
a bill (S. 1849) to confirm New Madrid location, survey No. 2889, and 
to provide for issue of patent therefor, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. Since that time the House of Repre- 
sentatives has passed a bill very similar to it, and that bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, reported back favorably, 
and passed, and is now a law. I therefore desire to have the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims discharged from the further consideration 
of ae Senate bill, and then I shall ask to have it postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator from Mis- 
souri will be complied with, without objection. The committee will 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will 
be postponed indefinitely. 


TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River in Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the. 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 705, Order of Business 718. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 705) to establish additional 
life-saving stations. 

The Committee on Commerce reported amendments, in line 5, after 
the word ‘‘follows,’’ to insert ‘‘one near the entrance to Yaquina Bay, 
Oregon;”’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Head,” to stsike out *‘Oregon”’ 
and insert ‘‘ Washington Territory;’’ in line 9, after the word ‘‘one,’’ 
to insert ‘‘on Peterson’s Point;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
tat,” to insert ‘‘the entrance to;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to establish additional life-saving stations upon the sea coast of the 
United States, as follows: One near the entrance to Yaquina Bay, O n; one 
ator near the mouth of the Umpqua River, Oregon; one between McKenzie’s 
Head and Peterson’s Point, near mis Place on the Head, Washington Ter- 
ritory; one on Peterson's Point, at the entrance to Gray's Harbor, Washington 
T pn E as the General Superintendent of the Lif ving Service may rec- 
ommend, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The biil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and 
camp equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army 
of the Potomac; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

M. ©. MORDECAI. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
1521, Order of Business 1561. It is a report made by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Wiison] from the Committee on Claims, He is not 
present, but asked me to call it up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mor- 
decai. 

The Committee on Claims reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out *'$37,991.95"’ and insert ‘*$6,400;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to M. O. Mordecai, or his legal representatives, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,400, 
in full compensation for all services rendered in carrying mails in the steamer 
Isabel, or any other steamer, from Charleston, S. C., to vana, Cuba, via 
vannah, Ga., and Key West, Fla., from the Ist day of October, 1859, to the 20th 
day of July, 1860, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 2, 1888, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Nominations received by the Senate June 30, 1888. 
„~ CONSUL. 

John Henry Haynes, a citizen of the United States, to be consul of 

the United States at Bagdad. í 
INDIAN AGENT. 

William D. Myers, of Pleasant Hill, Mo., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency in the Indian Territory, 
vice Elmer A. Howard, declined. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Oscar E. Rea, of Canton, Dak., to be register of the land office at Bis- 
marck, Dak., vice John A. Rea, whose term of office will expire July 
3, 1888. 

POSTMASTER. 

Thomas Parker, to be postmaster at Albion, Orleans County, New 

York, vice Augustus W. Barnett, commission expired. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 
. Nominations confirmed by the Senate June 30, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Christopher G. Allard, to be postmaster at Winooski, Chittenden 
County, Vermont. 

Berry Mitchell, to be postmaster at Auburn, Placer County, Cali- 
turnia. 


P. H. Carney, to be postmaster at Mankato, Blue Earth County, Min- 
nesota. 
x —— C. White, to be postmaster at Carson City, Ormsby County, 
evada. 
C. A. McCabe, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, Garfield County, Terri- 
tory of Washington. 
Abram B. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Watsonville, Santa Cruz 
County, California. 
F C. F. Farmer, to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, Sonoma County, Cal- 
ifornia. 
3 Henry Baldwin, to be postmaster at Park River, Walsh County, Da- 
ota 


James T. Houtz, to be postmaster at Blunt, Hughes County, Dakota, 

Charles W. Morgan, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, Traill County, 
Dakota. 

oe E. Baxter, jr., to be postmaster at Delphos, Allen County, 
Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 30, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an additional list of judgments of the Court 
of Claims for which appropriations should bemade; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BLOUNT, for this day, on account of sickness. : 

To Mr. McCormick, until July 7, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. YARDLEY, until July 7, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SAWYER, until July 9, on account of important business, 

To Mr. PERRY, for one week from this day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and camp equipage 
to veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of the Potomac. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala.; and 

A bill (S. 1566) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The regular order is the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, which 
was fixed as a special order for this morning. 

I now call that bill up. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House thirty minutes debate, if 
desired, fifteen minutes on each side, was to be permitted on this bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; that was the agreement. Uz- 
less some gentleman desires to discuss the bill within the time allowed 
I shall ask the previous question upon the bill and a pending amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the gentleman to state on yesterday 
that there was no general legislation appended to this bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. None whatever. 

Mr. BURROWS. Itsimply provides an appropriation for the amounts 
allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; that is all. 

TheSPEAKER,. There is anadditional section appended to the bill. 
Perhaps the Clerk had better read it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. - Yes, sir; the committee recommend the 
adoption of an amendment to the bill. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the provisions of the act of Congress approved May 17, 1886, ap- 
ropriating the sum of $280 to Alexander Sayers, of Nelson County, Kentucky, 
Be and is hereby repealed. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 
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The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the committees for 


reports. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the morning hour 
be dispensed with, and in connection therewith I ask unanimous con- 
sent that committees having reports to make be permitted to present 
them at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question then is on the motion to dispense 
with the morning hour for the call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, I ask unanimous consent to present a 
report—— 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been demanded. 

- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Will it be in order to make a 
motion that committees be privileged to hand in their reports at the 
Clerk’s desk ? 

ie SPEAKER, It would not. That would be a change of the 
rule. € 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I renew my request 
that committees be permitted to file their reports at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

REPORTS FILED. 
i The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk; 
RELINQUISHMENT OF TITLE TO KANSAS LAND, 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the 
interest of the United States in certain lands in Kansas; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr.CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson 
County, Missouri, at a point to be selected consistent with the interests 
of river navigation between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 
miles below said city; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs,to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of the estate of Richard W. 
Meade, deceased, which bill was reported from the said committee on 
the 19thinstant and referred to the Committee of the Whole House by 
unanimous consent, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 189) to amend 
and enlarge the provisions of a joint resolution to refer the claim of 
the administrator of Richard W. Meade to the Court of Claims, with 
the recommendation that the same be passed in lieu and stead of said 
bill H. R. 6336; which resolution was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas when the committee is willing to allow the resumption of the 
morning hour for the consideration of bills from committees? This 
call belongs to the Committee on Claims, and the next is the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. We have one or two very important matters 
which ought to be considered. I hold in my hand now a bill—a Sen- 
ate bill—which can be passed in five minutes if we could get the hour, 
or by unanimous consent, which will save the Government a hundred 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is the bill? 

Mr. STEELE. For the sale of the Omaha reservation. We have 
assurances that it will sell for $300,000. It provides that the ground 
shall be platted, appraised, and sold. We can purchase other ground 
adapted to the purpose, more suitable, and erect the necessary build- 
ings for the Government for $200,000, a clear saving to the Govern- 
meut of the difference I have named, or $100,000. 

The Secretary of War, the General of the Army, and the commander 
of the department have recommended it. There is no rifle range where 
they are now. They expect to have rifle practice at Omaha next fall 


and want to get on their own grounds to do it. Mr. MCSHANE, on 
your side of the House, is very anxious—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not think it is necessary 
for the gentleman, if he will pardon me, to elaborate the question. I 
will answer him, so far as*I am able to answer, not being of course 
permanently in charge of this bill. I will say I do not think that class 
of cases will be revived until we have passed a bill to reduce taxation 
and sent it to the Senate. 

Mr. STEELE. In reference to this bill, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means said to Mr. MCSHANE three weeks ago—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman of course will 
have to confer with the chairman about it. He is not present at this 
time, and I can not answer the question for him. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman object to our taking up this bill 
and disposing of it at this time? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Yes, yes; I ask for the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. STEELE. The regular order is the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Subject to the right to make the motion which 
the gentleman has made. If the House declines to sustain that mo- 
tion the hour will be for the consideration of reports from committees. 

The Speaker put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I call for a division. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope that request will not be insisted on. Ido 
not eek we will gain anything by undertaking to insist on the morn- 
ing hour. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of New York. Then I withdraw my request. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TARIFF. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of Union, Mr. ROGERS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the tariff bill. The Clerk will read the next line. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Acid, acetic, acetous, or pyroligneous acid,exceeding the specific gravity of 
1.047, 5 cents per pound. 


Mr, ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by adding the words 
“not imported from Canada.” 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I find that of this substance there 
were imported in the last year 19,144 pounds, while there were manu- 
factured in the United States 12,400,000 pounds. The existing duty 
is 10 cents per pound. The proposed duty is 5 cents per pound. This 
is a proposed reduction of 50 per cent. ‘The effect will be largely to 
increase the importation, and in all probability to considerably increase 
the surplus in the Treasury of the United States. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Caster beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds, 
Castor-oil, 40 cents per gallon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I donot know 
that it requires the action of the House, but sometimes mere typograph- 
ical errors have a very material effect in regard to the meaning of the 
law. I wish to su t a correction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk advises the Chair that he has made 
the correction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, If there be no objection then, 
the typographical error in the spelling of the word “ caster ’’ will be 
corrected. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Flaxseed or linseed oil, 10 cents per gallon. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the word 
“ten, ” in line 12, and insert ‘* fiftegn.’’ k 

The Clerk reported the mendment. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend by inserting the present rate of duty, 
25 cents per gallon I think it is. Ihave received a number of peti- 
tions from manufacturers of linseed oil in my district. They all seem 
to be of opinion that the reduction of the duty will be very injurious 
to that interest. I think that is the unanimous opinion of the men 
who are engaged in that business in that district. It has grown to be 
a very important industry. The growth of flaxseed has been encour- 
aged and the result has been a very great reduction in the price of lin- 
seed oil in the United States. That being the case, the consumer hav- 
ing been benefited by it, the producersof flaxseed having been largely 
benefited by the market the local manufacturers give them, the manu- 
facture of flaxseed into oil having become a very important industry 
and having afforded a large amount of employment for Inborers engaged 
in that industry in the Northwest, I do not think it onght to be dis- 
couraged at this time. For that reason I think the present rate of 
duty ought to be maintained. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the present rate? 

Mr. KERR. ‘Twenty-five cents per gallon is the present rate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa can accomplish that 
object by moving to strike out the line. 
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Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the line. I hope gentlemen who 
have conceded that the position taken in regard to flaxseed is correct 
by striking that line out and restoring the duty, will concede to the 
manufacturers and the flax raisers of the Northwest the continuance 
of the present rate, at least for a year or two longer. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The question is on the amend- 
ment striking out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting ‘‘fifteen.”’ 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I think the statement made by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] some days ago in regard to the 
rates of duty that the seed and the oil should bear was fair and equi- 
table. The duty upon the seed is 20cents per bushel. One bushel 
of seed produces about 2} gallons of oil; a duty of 15 cents per gallon 
on oil gives a protection of about 374 cents on the product of a bushel 
ofseed. Theoil manufacturers therefore will havean advantage of 174 
cents on the product of a bushel of seed. This certainly is sufficient 
protection for the manufacturer. It will not be denied that there is a 
combination or trust among the producers of oil, and that the price 
since its formation has been considerably increased. If the duty had 
not been so high on oil the manufacturers could not have increased the 
price out of all proportion to price of the seed. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the amendment 
of my colleague [Mr. KERR] will prevail. Gentlemen on the other 
side say there is a trust in oil. Ido not believeit. I have seen no 
evidence of the existence of any trust in the linseed-oil trade. There 
is none in my State, and no trust can live in Iowa under the statutes 
of that State. Now, a word in regard to the price. It is but a short 
time, comparatively speaking, since nearly every gallon of this oil used 
in the United States was imported from England. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], I think, stated here some days 
ago that flax was grown in Scotland and England for textile purposes 
only; that it therefore was not fit for the production of oil, and it 
therefore follows that all the seed crushed in that country was pro- 
duced by cheap ryot labor in the East Indies. Under the protection 
which our flax-zrowers have had, oil-mills have sprung up all over the 
West; and Jet me assure gentlemen on both sides of the House that 
there is no crop that is really so much the poor man’s crop as flax, be- 
cause it is the first crop that he puts in to subdue his ground, and out 
of it he not only pays for his ground, but pays his living expenses at 
the same time. The price of linseed-oil for the last twenty years has 
been lower than it ever was before in the history of this country. 
Only within a year I had occasion to buy twenty gallons of oil to paint 
my own house, and I bought it in my own town, a thousand miles 
from the seaboard, at a less price than I paid by the cask in New York 
thirty years ago. 

Mr. ADAMS. What did you pay for it? 

Mr. GEAR. I paid 40 cents a gallon for boiled oil. The price in 
New York thirty years ago by the cask was 52 and 54 cents a gallon; 
but under the protectionsthat we have had on this article the home 
production of oil has constantly increased, and the price has gone 
down. 

Another thing in relation to this reduction of the duty on oil is that 
it is a blow at the cooperage interest in this country. 

Mr, BYNUM. Has there not been within the last two or three 
years an increase in the price of linseed-oil following the formation of 
the trust? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; no material increase. What is the price to- 
day? 

Mr. BYNUM. Ican not state exactly, but I know I have noticed 
the fact that there has been an increase in the price. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwill tell the gentleman why there has been an in- 
crease. Heisa Western man, and he knows that in the West for the 
Jast two or threé years there has been a comparative failure of the 
crop, and, owing to the scarcity, there has been naturally an increase 
in the price. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then it was not the tariff that increased it. 
[Laughter. ] = 

Mr. GEAR. Of course it was not, in that case. Mr. Chairman, as 
I was saying, there are a t many men employed in the manufact- 
ure of barrels to hold the oil. It takes 80,000 barrels for the oil pro- 
duced in Iowa last year, and therefore I say that this reduction is inci- 
dentally a blow at the cooperage interest. $ 

Then, in addition to that, the large profit, perhaps the main profit, 
in making this oil in the West is from the exportation of the cake, 
which we send to England. In England they crush the seed mainly 
for feeding purposes, not so much for the oil. 

I have presented petition after petition, not from oil-men, but from 
men who grow the seed, asking this House to withhold iis hand from 
making a reduction of the tariff on this article, and I earnestly hope 
that the amengiment of my colleague [Mr. KERR] will prevail. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to dis- 
cuss this question at any length. Discussion of these several amend- 
ments has gone so far that it has interfered with the dispatch of busi- 
ness and bids fair to keep us here all summer; but, in answer to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], who has just taken his seat, and 
who said that there is no trust in linseed-oil, I wish to say that, while 
he is undoubtedly honest in his statement, the existence of the trust is 
a matter that is not denied by the linseed-oil manufacturers themselves. 
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I have in my hand a letter from the president of one of the linseed- 
oil mills—one of the leading manufacturers of linseed-oil in the West— 
who admits that this ‘‘trust’’ exists, but he insists that it does no 
raise the price of the oil. $ 

Mr. REED. Precisely; and the sole object of your fight against 
“ trusts” is on account of their raising prices. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But who ever heard any man in a 
“ trust” admit that it did raise the price of anything? 

Mr. REED. I will tell youn—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I am merely answering the gentleman 
from Iowa, who says there is no ‘‘trust.’’ I donot expect that men 
engaged in these ‘‘trusts”’ will admit that they are raising the price 
of products. Nobody expects that, nor is that the question now be- 
fore the committee. ~ 

A MEMBER. What is the object of a “trust?” 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. One object of a ‘‘trust’’ is to raise 
prices, as I suppose everybody knows. 

Permit me one further remark. The gentleman from Iowa says that 
this article, oi], will not bear any cut. This letter which I hold in 
my hand admits that the oil will bear a cut of Scentsa gallon. And 
the writer is a man of perhaps as much intelligence as any man en- 
gaged in the business—a man, too, who has not grown poor inthe busi- - 
ness, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move toamend by adding the words ‘‘ not imported 

rom Canada.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order at this time. An 
amendment and an amendment to the amendment are now pending. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatamendment is notin order. The question 
is first upon the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] to strike out ‘‘ten”’ and insert “‘fifteen.’’ 

Mr. ADAMS. Does that question come up first? 

The CHAIRMAN, This being an amendment to perfect the text, it 
takes precedence of the motion to strike out. 

Mr. GEAR. Is not the motion to strike out the line first in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the question first in orderis on the amend- 
ment to perfect the text. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to strike out ‘‘ ten’? 
and insert ‘‘ fifteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend by adding the words ‘‘ not imported 
from Canada.” Mr. Chairman, of linseed oil there were imported 
last year 5,277 ons; there were manufactured in this country 25,- 
000,000 gallons. The existing duty is 25 cents; it is proposed to reduce 
it to 15 cents. This is a considerable reduction. It will lead toa con- 
siderable increase in the importation. If it increases the importation 
by the amount of 1 per cent. or one-tenth of 1 per cent. of the total 
amount used in this country, then instead of diminishing the surplus 
in the Treasury it will increase it. 

With reference to the existence of the ‘‘ trust ™ about which the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] wasso eloquent, I wish to state 
my information as to the existing price of linseed oil in this country. 
I am informed and believe that the average price in this country dur- 
ing the last year has been from 50 to 52 cents per gallon, while the 
average cost in foreign countries has been 45,6 cents, a difference, as 
gentlemen will see, of 5 to 7 cents a gallon. It is evident that if a 
‘t trust” exists, it has not been very effectual in raising the price of 
the American commodity beyond the difference beyond the cost of pro- 
duction here and the cost of production abroad, since it is also a fact 
that the foreign wages paid in the production of this article are from 
$3.84 to $5.28 per week (except in the East Indies), while in this 
country they are from $8 to $12 per week. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Imove to amend so as to make the duty 20 cents. 
I understood the committee had voted to make the duty 15 cents, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion tostrike out ‘* ten” and insert *‘ fif- 
teen ” has been agreed to; itis not now in order to move to strike out 
“fifteen ” and insert any other sum. 

Mr. KERR. In orderto enable the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. WILL- 
IAMS} to submit his remarks, I ask leave to withdraw my amendment 
to strike out the line. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe the renewal of that amendment will ac- 
complish what I desire. The present duty, I believe, is 20 cents, 

Mr. BUCHANAN and others. Twenty-five cents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KERE] asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move toamend the lineso as to read ‘‘ twenty’’ 
instead of ‘‘ fifteen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair hasalready remarked, that motion 
is not in order, because the Committee of the Whole has already voted 
to insert *‘ fifteen,” and it is not in order to move to strike out what has 
been already agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move, then, to strike out the line. Mr. Chair- 

this article illustrates to as great degree as any article of Ameri- 
can production the benefit of protection. Prior to the establishment 
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ot mills in this country for producing oil, and while our supply was 
imported, the price of linseed-oil was from $1 to $1.25 a_gallon; but 
under the present protection oil has been reduced in price to 40 or 50 
cents a gallon. 

If we take off the present duty or reduce the duty, that accomplishes 
nothing in the way of reducing the revenue, which is the object of this 
bill, because the present revenue derived from imported linseed-oil is 
only $1,319.20. The result of the competition which has arisen from 
the manufacture of oil by our home mills has reduced the price of oil. 
I have been informed at the present time it is reduced to such an ex- 
tent there is but little profit in the manufacture. 

If we reduce the duty on oil the manufacturers will reduce the price 
of flaxseed to the farmers, and we strike a blow at the farmers of the 
country. I believe it would be best for the whole people to maintain 
the present duty of 25 cents a gallon. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will be adopted by the House. It will be supported by this side of the 
House, and I believe that the other side of the House will see that itis 
wisdom to agree to it. : 7 

Go to page 8 and you will find the other side of the House moved to 
strike out linseed and flaxseed. What did they do that for? They 
did it for the reason that flaxseed is produced largely in this country, 
and especially in the Northwest. The object was to please the farmer 

_by keeping up the taxon flaxseed. That reason was a good and proper 
one, and I am glad that side of the House took that view ofit. But 
why do they take a different view when we come to linseed-oil, which 
is the product of the flaxseed? It is surprising to me that they would 
attempt to deceive the farmer by taxing flaxseed coming into the coun- 
try, and then permit linseed-oil, the product of flaxseed, to come in at 
a reduced rateof duty. They can not deceive the farmers of the coun- 
try by any such proceeding as that, Gentlemen of the committee I 
do not believe expect to deceive them, but it looks that way. 

Tf this tariff was reduced to 15 cents a gallon on linseed-oil it will 
notonly have the effect to shut up the linseed-oil mills in this country, 
but it will also have the effect to curtail the market for flaxseed. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House are constantly telling us 
they are trying to secure for the farmer a fair price for his agricultural 
products. We are told the farmer is not paid well enough for his 
wheat, oats, and corn, and yet by this process they are driven into 
raising more of them for a less price. It will have that effect as sure 
as you are living men by attempting to bring in flaxseed free of duty 
and reducing the duty on linseed-oil. As soon as the farmer finds that 
the tax is taken off flaxseed there will be no inducement for him to 
raise it, and the raising of flaxseed will be relegated to where it was a 
few years ago, when none was raised in this country, and we had to 
import the whole of it from abroad. 

Take the East Indies, for instance, where flaxseed is grown princi- 
pally. We know the price of labor there is only 10 or 15 cents a day. 
Do you think you can get the farmers of this country to work at that 
price? I hope the time will never come in this country when such will 
be the case. Yet if you reduce the tariff you will be helping to pro- 
duce such a result. You can notdeceive the farmers by taking the tax 
off of flaxseed and reducing the duty on linseed-oil. You can not de- 
ceive them. 

The reason some gentlemen give because of this action on their part 
is that there is a trust in linseed-oil. Iam sure most of those gentle- 
men who talk about a trust have not exactly considered what a trust 
is. A trustissimply a partnership. Itis no monopoly. There is no 
reason why you or I or any other men in this country can not go into 
the linseed-oil trust if we please. Thetrust is not to protect the price of 
oil, but it is more to protect the wages of the workingmen. And that 
is the case in reference to most of the trusts formed in this country. 
[Applanse.] MRS ; 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I moveas a substitute the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Flaxseed or linseed oil, 20 cents a gallon afler January 1, 1889. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was of the opinion that was an eva- 
sion of the rule. The rule is, after the committee has once fixed the 
rate by a vote of the committee, that can not be changed again, as 
there is no motion in the committee to reconsider. The object of the 
rule is to reach a finality. 

Mr. PERKINS. I offer the substitute for the whole line. While it 
changes the rate it fixes the time when it shall go into effect, and in 
that view I thought it was in order as a substitute for the entire line. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman’s object is to fix the time at 
which this provision shall take effect, he can move that as an addition 
to the line; but if the amendment is merely a pretext for changing the 
other part which has been already adopted by the committee, it is out 
of order, and the Chair could not entertain it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to state frankly, Mr. Chairman, what isde- 
sired to be accomplished by this amendment. I desire, in the first 
place, to extend the time when this item of the bill shall go into ef- 
fect, and I also wish to increase the duty on that particular article. 
Both these objects are sought by the amendment, and if in the judg- 
ment of the Chair the entire substitute can not be offered, then I ask 


unanimous consent that we may return to it with the privilege of of- 
fering the amendment so as to take the judgment of the committee 
upon the question submitted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What is the purpose of the 
gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas desires toask unan- 
imous consent to offer a substitute for the line, which the Chair holds 
is not strictly in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I only ask the privilege of offering it, so as to take 
the sense of the committee upon it. Ido not ask unanimous consent 
that it be accepted, but simply to offer it for the judgment of the com- 
mittee as a substitute for the line. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, the gentleman will be permit- 
ted to offer the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. In support of the substitute, Mr. Chairman, I de- 
sire to say in addition to what has been already said that this is to the 
agriculturist of the West an exceedingly important matter. Underthe 
protection afforded by the duty the growth and cuitivation of flax- 
seed has increased as an agricultural product in the West from about: 
700,000 bushels to 12,000,000 bushels annually, and as hasbeen argued, 
if the duty imposed on flaxseed-oil is removed or reduced as contem- 
plated here, then this product must toa great extent cease to be profit- 
able to the farmers of the West. 

It is now, Mr. Chairman, scarcely profitable, and yet at Kansas City, 
at St. Lonis, and other cities throughout the West, oil-mills have been 
established, which are successfully operating, engaged in producing 
oil from the seed, and thereby affording a market to the farmers for 
the product, giving them a fair and reasonable return for their toil. 
This business will be considerably hampered, if not entirely destroyed, 
by the change proposed here. It does not seem that there is any de- 
mand anywhere for a reduction of the duty on flaxseed or flaxseed-oil. 

The other portion of the amendment refers to the time. I ask that 
the time when this bill shall go into effect as to this article shall be ex- 
tended to January 1, 1889, forthe reason thatthe farmers havesown their 
crop and are now harvesting and gathering it in some sections of the 
country, and it is only proper and fair that as to this crop at least the 
duty shall remain as heretofore. When the farmers put theseedin the 
ground they had a right to believe that they would be given the priv- 
ilege of reaping the advantage of their labor without embarrassment 
from the Government, and hence it seems wrong for Congress to now 
step in and do themsuch aserious wrong as this bill proposes—to greatly 
destroy the value of their crop and to add to the burdens already im- 
posed upon the farmers of the West. 

If, therefore, the duty is to be reduced, then I ask that the date shall 
be so fixed that the present crop may be gathered and marketed and 
not unnecessarily affected by the provision. 

This seems, and I think will be admitted by all, to be only just and 


proper. 

I also ask that instead of reducing the duty from 25 cents a bushel 
to 10 or 15 cents a bushel, it shall be reduced to but 20 cents. I ask 
this, Mr. Chairman, in the name of the farmers that I represent and 
of the West generally. It is an important industry to them. They 
are diversifying their crops, and, as has been suggested, in Kansas, 
in Iowa, in Minnesota, and other agricultural States, farming at best 
has not been profitable during the past few years, and our farmers who 
expect to succeed are compelled to resort to the method of diversifying 
their crops, and the growing of flaxseed has become an important item 
to our people and does much to enable the farmers to meet the expenses 
and carry on the operations of the farm. 

a BYNUM. But there is no change in the rate of duty on the 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam speaking generally of the subject and refer- 
ring specially to the duty on oil. If the oil-mills are destroyed and 
the market for the seed is taken from the farmer then the crop be- 
comes worthless, as itis only valuable as they can sell the seed to be 
manufactured into oil. If the price of oil is so low that the manufact- 
urers can not pay a fair price for the seed the growing of flax must 
cease and our farmers become the sufferers. The bill proposes to re- 
duce the duty on oil over 50 per cent. I ask that it shall only be re- 
duced to 20 cents a gallon, and that it shall not go into effect until 
January 1, 1889, so the farmers, I repeat, may have the privilege 
of garnering their present crop with the law as it was when the seed 
was sown, and as they had aright to expect the law wouldremain. It 
is a reasonable request and I hope there will be no objection. 

The amendment I offer reduces the duty 25 per cent., andin the name 
of the farmers of the great West I protest against a further reduction. 
We ask that our farmers shall be protected against the pauper labor of 
India. The flaxseed of India is of a better quality than that raised 
by our people and yields 4 per cent. more oil, and with the insignificant 
sum paid for labor in India our mills must close and our farmers must 
cease to grow flax unless they can be protected substantially as now. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr, Chairman, I think the po- 
sition taken by the gentleman from Kansas can be very well explained 
in connection with the figures given by the gentleman from Illinois 
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(Mr. ApAMs] who addressed the House a few minutes ago. I think 
the gentleman’s figures were entirely correct. The price of foreign oil 
is 45 cents a gallon, the price of domestic 50, showing—— 

Mr. ADAMS. From 50 to 52 cents for the last year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well, that is a very good 
indication of the price. Say 52 cents, showing that while the protec- 
tion was 25 cents a gallon, less something that would take from it by 
way of duty on seed, yet they were only appropriating 7 cents a gallon. 
Now, we propose to leave them 15 cents a gallon. In other words, we 
leave them twice as much as they are appropriating. We donot leave 
them as much, of course, as under a trust that could be sufficiently 
strongly formed to give them a larger appropriation, but we leave twice 
as much as they now appropriate. 

Mr. ADAMS. Allow me to call the attention of the gentleman to 
these figures again. Foreign flaxseed oil is 45 cents a gallon; the tariff 
duty is 25 cents, The President of the United States says that these 
figures represent the cost here. I ask, therefore, if that would not 
make the cost 70 cents a gallon in this country? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If it were all collected, of 
course it would; but that is one instance where the domestic product 
is only enhanced a part of the tax on the foreign product. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the President say so? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am not disputing the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. BYNUM. The President does not say so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not, however, if my 
friend will permit me, exactly what we are dealing with at this moment. 
I do not care to revive what the President has said. The question with 
us is whether we are properly adjusting the relation between the tax 
on the seed and the tax on the oil. I submit, as shown by the figures 
of the gentleman himself, we are leaving a tax on the oil that affordsa 
protection of 7 cents a gallon more than the manufacturers at this time 
show they need. If that be the case, the proposed rates of course can 
not work them any harm. I think, therefore, the rates that have been 

roposed are very safe and prudent rates. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow me to state, to avoid 
misapprehension, that I do not say positively whether 15 cents is too 
high or too low. Ido not profess a familiarity with the subject. What 
Tsaid was that the talk of the gentleman from Minnesota, that a trust ex- 
isted, could not mean a trust in the odious sense of inordinately increas- 
ing the price; because it was proved by the figures that even if a trust 
did exist it had not succeeded in raising the price more than 7 cents 
beyond the foreign price. But on the point whether 15 cents isa 
proper duty or not I do not profess any familiarity. -I do not profess 
to say what should be the duty. That matter I leave, to others who 
are more familiar with the subject. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I agree that while the gen- 
` tlemen who are in this trust make no concealment of it, it has not re- 
sulted in an excessively oppressive price. 

Mr. ADAMS. If it has not, then is not the main argument which 
is used here when they say the tariff duty causes trusts a fallacious 
argument, so far as illustrated by this particular subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as temporarily illus- 
trated by this particular case, that practical effect would be of course 
borne out. Butasa matter of course, as long as we give them the power, 
they have the power under the law to go further than at present they 
have gone. But I do not care to enter into that phase of the discus- 
sion at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS. For information I will ask one other question, in 
view of the fact that the gentleman used the word “temporarily.” I 
ask for information whether the price of 52 cents a gallon is a fair aver- 
age price, or is it an exceptional price? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam not able to inform the 


gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit mea 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. _I renew it. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have a motion to make. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. No other amendment is in order until the pres- 
ent amendment is disposed of. The Chair will put the question of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr, PERKINS], to strike out and insert the 
words which have been read by the Clerk. 

The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. PERKINS. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 62. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, 
noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to strike out the line. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. JACKSON. a further amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Licorice, paste or rolls, 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that line. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to amend the line so 
that the rate shall be 5 cents instead of 4 cents. 

Mr. JACKSON. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas takes precedence. That is first in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let us vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Arkansas does not desire 
to speak, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I have made this formal amend- 
ment for the purpose of submitting a few remarks immediately in con- 
nection with the debate that has just been closed. I want to call at- 
tention to another reason jn favor of the proposition to give adequate 
protection to flaxseed and flaxseed-oil. The reason I give is that it 
tends to encourage the production of flax for its fiber. would like 
to call the attention of the people of the United States to an industry 
that has been too long neglected in our country. Itis truthfully called 
an infant industry so far as its extent is concerned, although it was 
sufficiently tested at an early date in our history to show that our 
country is well adapted toit. I referto the manufacture and useof the 
fiber of flax and hemp in the United States. It is one of the indus- ' 
tries that has been too long neglected. I agree that there is sufficient 
reason for protection in behalf of those who raise flax for its seed to be 
made into oil. But I want to call the attention of the committee and 
the country to the fact that there was last yeardestroyed in thiscountry, 
largely in the Northwest, 150,000 tons or more of the fiber of flax, a 
large part of which at least should have been utilized in this couutry 
in the manufacture of twine, yarn, and cloth. 

That fiber ought to have been worth to the farmers of this country 
twenty or thirty millions of dollars. Our friends on the other side are 
accustomed frequently to call our attention to the prosperity of free- 
trade England. I would like in this connection to remind them that 
for many years England protected the cultivation and growth of flax 
by bounties and by duties. These bounties and duties gave a protec- 
tion higher than any asked by the strongest protectionist in this coun- 
try. They did this by successive and repented acts of Parliament, the 
preambles to which show that they did it for the very same purpose 
that protectionists in the United States to-day ask to have their indus- 
tries protected. Ibelieve, Mr. Chairman, that if we were to place flax, 
flaxseed, and flaxseed-oils upon the free-list there would be hereafter 
none of this product in the United States for use as fiber, and only a 
very small quantity raised for its seed. It could not be profitably 
raised, andof course it would not be raised. Flax and hemp fiber and 
substitutes that are used for them if placed on the free-list can be im- 
ported from Russia and the far-off countries of India and other places 
at prices which would render it impossible to raise and manufacture 
them in this country. The cheap labor of those countries enables this 
to be done. The preparation of the fiber by the farmer is an industry 
that requires special care and skill and a special training of the people 
who engage-in it. 

It can not be commenced one year and dropped the next amd re- 
sumed again the year following. 1t isan industry that has to be encour- 
aged and carefully built up by long years of protection and attention, 
Tn the district which I have the honor to represent we have for many 
years had a small establishment for the manufacture of flax and hemp 
of American growth. Itis in the hands of gentlemen competent to 
judge from experience, and they pronounce the American flax as fully 
equal in fiber forall purposesto Irish flax. Thisestablishment hasgrown 
forsuccessive years until to-day itgives employmentto perhaps two hun- 
dred men. The people who are employed area good class of citizens 
who receive fair and mostof them good wages. Itisan industry which 
lives and thrives only by the protection which the present law gives it. 
If you place flax on the free-list and also flaxseed and flaxseed-oil, the 
farmers will cease to raise flaxseed and there will be no American fiber 
to manufacture, and this establishment must go out of business. We 
have been so fortunately situated in this country heretofore that we 
have been prodigal of our resources. We have done but little to en- 
courage entirely new industries. Our people seemed to think that 
it was not necessary to look after anything so small as the flax and 
linen business; but this is a great mistake. It ought to be and can be 
made a great industry in our country. 

We have been recklessly consuming the bounties that Providence 
and nature haye given us. But, Mr. Chairman, the time is coming, 
and, in fact, it is now at hand, when we must look to many of these 
matters heretofore consided small and unimportant for the prosperity 
and welfare of the country. The United States ought to manufacture 
all its linen thread. We ought to manufacture out of the fiber raised 
within our own country all the twine we use. We ought to do more. 
We ought to enter now upon the manufacture of the finest linens. Our 
soil and climate are well adapted to raising the fiber and we have labor 
that would soon become skilled in its manufacture. With protection 
equal to that England gave her people in this industry the business 
would soon become one of great importance with us. 

There is no reason why weshould not manufacture all that we need - 
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and all that we use of these goods right at home; and it would bring 
money not only to the men engaged in the manufacture but also to 
those engaged in raising flax and hemp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
uestion is first on the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert “‘five.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion to strike out 

the paragraph. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cement, Roman, Portiand, and all other, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in lines 16 
and 17, the words ‘‘10 per cent. ad valorem,” and to insert instead 
‘10 cents per 100 pounds.”’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
this item be passed overinformally. I think the chairman of the com- 
mittee has some understanding as to a change in the paragraph, but I 
am not prepared to speak positively, and therefore I ask the gentleman 
to let it be passed over for the present. 

Mr. SOWDEN, I shall have to object, Mr. Chairman, because I 
want to leave the House, and may not be present when it is reached 
later. Mr. Chairman, speaking for this industry in the Lehigh dis- 
tricts, which represents an annual output of 400,000 barrels, and an 
investment of $500,000, giving employment to about six hundred hands, 
I desire simply to submit a few facts against any reduction of the tariff 
on cement, and in favor of my amendment making the duty specific 
instead of ad valorem. The importations of foreign cement in 1886 
aggregated 645,197 barrels, valued at $722,579, or an average of $1.11 
per barrel, against a valuation of $1.25 in 1882. In 1887 the total 
amount of imports was 1,070,400 barrels, valued at $1,102,532.40, the 
average valuation being about $1.03 cents per barrel. 

This has been occasioned by the decision of the Treasury Department 
excluding the cost of the barrel in arriving at the value, and by the 
further fact that in order to get the lowest duty the foreign manufact- 
urer invoices his barrel at a high figure and his cement at a low one, 
adding his profit to the non-dutiable barrel instead of to the dutiable 
cement, 

The reduction in the price of foreign cement in the American market, 
which fell from $4 in 1876, when American Portland began to be man- 
ufactured, to $1.85 and $2in 1887, when American competition became 
stronger, is evidence of the fact that foreign makers with cheap labor are 
selling their goods here lower than at home to hold the market, and are 
driven even to undervaluation to maintain their hold in face of the Amer- 
ican competition which, though but asmall industry, is slowly becom- 
ing established. No reduction of the duty can safely be made in this 
case without doing a great injury to a native industry, representing, 
in all its branches, many millions of dollars and some ten or twelve 
thousand laborers. 

Mr. Chairman, the duty collected on the importations of this article 

ein 1887 amounted to $220,506.48. The duty under the act of 1883 is 
20 per cent. ad valorem; the proposition is now to reduce it to 10 per 
cent. ad valorem; and the Committee on Ways and Means contemplate, 
by. this operation, to reduce the surplus to the extent of $110,253,24. 
Will this be the result of the reduction? It seems to me that exactly 
the opposite effect from that contemplated by the committee will be 
accomplished, because the reduction will necessarily tend to stimulate 
importation, and thereby not only injure our domestic industry, but 
add to the surplus. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] be extended for five 
minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read 
as a part of my remarks, a letter written by Mr. Ackerman on this sub- 
ject, and published in one of the New York papers of April 17, 1888. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


POPULAR OBSERVATIONS—CRMENT AND THE TARIFF—GROWTH AND CONDITION 
OF AN INDUSTRY WHICH THE MILLS BILL WOULD RUIN. 
To the Editor of the Tribune: 

Sır: I observe that the Ways and Means Committee has decided to strike out 
cements from the free-list and restore them to the dutiable list at one-half the 
peor rate of duty. I would like to lay before your readers some facts which 

think will show that the duty on cements should not be reduced at all, butin- 
stead restored to 20 per cent. ad valorem, to be computed on the value of the 
cement, package, and freight at the pas of entry in the United States, 

Last year upon the importations of foreign Portland cement, which name is used 
as a general term to include all importations of foreign cement, there was col- 
lected a revenue of about $220,000, which alongside of a surplus of $100,000,000 is 
apparently an pgs ines thing, but very seriously will an important Ameri- 
can industry be affected if the duty is in the least reduced. Since 1856 there 
have been manufact in Rosendale, Ulster County, New York, alone, over 
36,500,000 barrels of building cement, which at the very low average of $i per 
barrel would be ,000. In manufacturing cement there is but one item 
other than labor that enters into its cost, namely, the wooden barrel 

Estimating the value of the cooperage at an average of 25 cents per barrel, 
making a total of about $9,000,000, we can safely sy Sree a balance amounting 
to over $23,000,000 has been paid out for labor in that locality alone, being an 
average of nearly $800,000 per year for the thirty years; but this business, which 
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in 1856 amounted to but 560,000 barrels, in 1887 amounted to over 2,300,000 barrels, 
employing over 3,500 hands,and Lert eg, Stirs for wages nearly $1,500,000. Nearly 
all this cooperage that is used by the Rosendale cement industry comes from 
Maine, and its value is annually over $300,000. Thus it can be readily seen that 
the cement business is in every particular a native industry: 

It is hardly possible to conceive of a business that is conducted on a closer 
margin than this is at present. The manufacturers actually give away their 
stone, reckoning it as nothing in estimating the cost of production; and even 
then, taking this into consideration, they do not now make legal interest upon 
their investment. The instances are numerous where a nianufacturer has failed 
in this business by not being able to cope with the strong competition, and it is 
safe to say, therefore, that no one having capital to invest would now think of 
going into the business if he forone moment realized the excessive competition 
and difficulties he would have to encounter. 

The duty on Portland cement, which formerly was 45 or 50 cents per barrel, 
now amounts to but 18 or 20 cents, as under ous ry rulings the duty 
on the package and freight has been removed, and now the duty is only com- 

uted on the bulk value of the cementat the place of manu Freights 
m London to New York are now about 8 shillings ($2) per ton vale tree wel 
barrel; and very good Portland cement can be laid down in New York ity 
now for $2.10 to $2.15 for 400 pounds, and this figure is not a very low one. De- 
ducting one-fifth of this amount to make the quantity equal toa Rosendale bar- 
rel, which weighs 320 pounds, as against 400 pounds for the Portland, would 
give $1.68 to $1.72 per barrel. Now take the duty off of this, and we have $1.50 
to $1.54 as the price per barrel. But several years ago cement could be trans- 
rted from London to New York for 1 shilling (25 cents) per ton or 5 cents per 
1, which is less than the rate Rosendale manufacturers have to pay from 
Rondout to New York, and if this state of affairs should exist again, it would 
make the equivalent price of Portland cement $1.15 to $1.19 per barrel, or equal 
to that of Rosendale. 


large 
not atall improbable that the business in this Somer wa have to be suspended 


district, omitting all mention of the cement industries in this State near Syra- 
cuse, Buffalo and Akron, near Allentownand Pittsburgh, Pa.; in Hancock and 
Cumberland, Md., on the James River and other points in Virginia, near South 
Bend, Ind., and in the Louisville district in Kentucky, which latter locali 
alone produces nearly 2,000,000 barrels per year. These industries would 
alike feel the disastrous effect consequent on a reduction of the tariffon cement; 
and the 7,000 workmen that are therein employed would cither be thrown out of 
employment or have their wa; largely reduced. 

Too many blows have already been aimed it the cement interest by the vari- 
ous reductions in the duty from time to time. It is now not only time to call a 

remptory halt in any further reductions, but in order that the business may 

ive,and pay even the present wages, it is necessary that the duty be restored 

to at least its original figure, í. e., 20 per cent. on the cost value atthe port of en- 
try in the United States. If any industry deserves reasonable protection it is 
surely one which has made a desolate valley teem with life andenergy, causing 
the barrenness of the silent hills to yield the plentiful means of subsistence to 
12,000 inhabitants. 


Yours, very respectfull i 
are n ERNEST R. ACKERMAN, 
General Sales Agent Lawrence Cement Company. 

New York, March 26, 1888. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out lines 16 and 17. In the town of Rosendale, in my dis- 
strict, three thousand five hundred men are employed in this industry. 
The cooperage, which alone amounts to $300,000 per year, comes en- 
tirely from Maine. The amount of wages paid in that town is $6,000 
per day. The effect of this bill, as now proposed to be passed, will be 
to close all the manufactories of Rosendale cement and to throw out 
of employment from four thousand to six thousand men in the State 
of New York alone. 

I ask the Clerk to read the newspaper article which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e THE CEMENT INDUSTRY. 

The manufacture of cement is not a local industry. It is national. Works 
exist in Maine, Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, land, Vir- 
ginia, Washington, O: n, Alaba: Colorado, Texas, California, ois, Wis- 
consin, West Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, and Michigan, It stands seventh on 
the list of non-metallic products of the United States. It ranks just below lime 
and salt. It employs a capital of $8,000,000, has an output of over 5,000,000 bar- 
rels per annum, and gives work to about 12,000 laborers, The largest works are 
in Wow York State, where nearly 3,000,000 barrels are made and 8,000 men em- 
ployed; in Kentucky, where nearly 1,000,000 barrels are made and 1,500 men 
employed; and in Pennsylvania, where nearly 400,000 barrels are made and 600 
men are employed. 

MANUFACTURE AND CLASSIFICATION. 

t Roman” cement is a natural rock, quarried, burnt in kilns, and ground. 
“Portland” cement is an artificial cement made by mixing chalk and clay, or 
limestone and clay, in varying proportion, grinding this to powder, making a 
brick or ball out of this moistened powder; and after calcining, at high heat, 
this artificially-made new stone, by grinding the resultant clinkers to powder. 
The * Roman” corresponds substantially to the Rosendale, Louisville, and the 
majority of American cements. The ‘ Portland” corresponds to the American 
“Portland.” It has been claimed that this grade of cement could not be made 
in this country for want of material. 

fifteen years of experimenting, and after a loss running into millions, this 
statement bas controverted, and for five years past American *‘ Portland ** 
cements, “of a quality equal to any imported,” and made in Pennsylvania, in 
Ohio, in New York, in Indiana, and in Texas. have been used on Government 
work (vide Reports Engineer-Commissioner District of Columbia for 1883, 1884, 
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baad fet org oy 9 pabis work with entire success and in competition with forei, 
Eads jetties are built with American Portland cement (eide 
enn Eadie’ South’ 


Captain on Mississippi Jetties) ; 
lroad of En after ajenan Portland for one 


air ngine actual a test, bought — : 
a ngineering cement niust sell at 
low sasinan aes z 


STATISTICS ‘or MANUFACTURE. 


From the “ Mineral Resources of the United States,” United States Geologi- 
figures are given of the production of cement 
ural rock in the United States from 1882 to 1855: 


eal Survey, 1885, the fullowi 
mando ross "nat be. 


In reference to American-Portland the following estimates are made 
same work from 1382 to 1885: 


The total production of all kinds of cement, according to the same authority, 
from 1882 to 1885: 


From leading trade authorities it has been ascertained that the output of nat- 
ural cement has increased to 5,000,000 barrels in 1887, with an average price of 
75 cents, and the Portland cement industry has not appreciably increased, though 
prices haye gone down as low as $1.85, 

IMPORTATIONS OF CEMENT. 


rts of Bureau of Statistics, the a are the imports of cement 
of Pin tind into the United States for the past ten years: 


Imports of cement. 
- Barrels of 
Years ending June 30— 400 pounds. Value. 

*92, 000 $204, 422 

*106, 000 205, O74 

*187,000 373,601 

221,000 440, 025 

337,793 675, 587 

472, 865 817, 346 

582, 623 829, 098 

578, 141 908, 581 

645, 197 722,579 

1,079,944 | 1,108, 819 


* Estimate of Geological Survey. 


CONCLUSIONS FROM THE ren 
The American manufacture has remained practi 


ever, ear, so that the 4,150,000 barrels of 1835 netted less 
the 3. barrels of 1882, and the 5,000,000 of 1887 barely as much asthe smaller 
out 


tenfold since 1878, and in the period si ince 1882 
named period the invoice price has fallen from $1.77 
owing to taking duty off of barrel, 


THE CAUSE OF HEAVY IMPORTS AND CHECKED PRODUCTION, 


bag canses pave led to an peace of imports and checked home produc- 
tion: ical yore of the duty, nearly 
the Treasury relieving the 


T riny be tiated a6 a fact 
dats fn ike United Stakes ond te toate take ini 
rican cement works to similar The 


comes from Europe as bal On the second point, the figures of imports above 
given RaW A vocations of 75 cents in invoice value of im} from the 
year to 1887. This is due to the off the duty on the has 
actually, by an Executive act, without action of Con, reduced the duty from 
35 to 20 cents eee On the third point, in = to compete with for- 
eign oog BA pepo r possibility of ucing poat ‘gs 7 re- 
e labor, as constan: uction n o a foot- 
hold since 13 has ted all other ens. A namber, 
ures hayo proven this The labor is at least 50 per cent. 


COMPARATIVE LABOR FIGURES. 
Cement is nearly all labor. 
In the United States— 


laa 


poroporo m 
2228333 3 


And all ‘the labor is that otmen. 

In Europe both men and women are employed in cement works. The wages 
paid, as gathered from investigation made in European cement works and from 

consular reports of 1884, are as follows: 


Germany,.| Belgium. | England. 


Dir dae. |} eran. defor cee 
002 | $0.60 "$0.02 


AMERICAN MALE VS, GERMAN FEMALE LABOR. 
From United States Consular Reports, Ex. Doc., Forty-eighth Congress, page 
464, one German Portland cement manufactory in Silesia employed in 153i ao. 
cording to its pay-roll, in its whole works: 


Per day. 
sca sorseeeee 90, 36 


Sixty-six workmen 
Seventy men and women.. 
A total daily pay-roll of $33.72, 


Fie American works of same number of hands employs according to its 
8: 


wraeensaceseeesnseasets è ZÀ 


paea cpie r 
Fifty quarrymen, at 

A total daily pay-roll of $226.30. 

A daily differencein favor of German manufacturer and ERRAN American 
manufacturer of $192.50 in labor alone. 

DUTY SHOULD BE RETAINED. 

under these facts, the duty on cement should be retained under that 
clause of the Democratic platform of 1884, which says: * Necessary reduction in 
taxation can and must be effected without depriving American labor of the 
ability to successfully compete with foreign labor, and without imposing low: A; 
rates edt pf than will be ample to cover any increased cost of production whi 
may exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country.” 

During the reading of the foregoing extract, when the time of Mr. 
ae of New York, expired, 

Mr. MILLIKEN said: I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
aor sega be extended sufficiently to complete the reading of this 
article. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not understand that the 
gentleman from New York desires anything more than that the re- 
mainder of the article be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand he desires to have it read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ifso, I make no objection. 

The reading of the article was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. With the understanding that, at the 
request of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], this 
paragraph is to be pogeeny passa over, to be considered at a future 

o not wish to press matter further now. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hopkins] 
wes the request of the gentleman from¢ Arkansas that this para- 
graph, with the pending amendments, be informally passed over, to be 
called up hereafter. If there be no objection, tia order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ba and Paris white, 20 per cent. =< valorem. 
mate of » 2} cents per pound. x 

Me. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which should have come in a few lines earlier. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


oy on 
DP alge pending paragraph the following: “Licorice juice, 35 per cent, 
to. 


If there be no objection the amendment just 
adopted will be inserted after line 13, which relates to licorice, 
There was no objection. 


aari 


Gr I 


1888. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Whiting and Paris white, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Line 18, I am informed, the 
chairman of the committee has some amendment in relation thereto, 
and I ask it be passed over informally. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Chromate of potash, 2} cents per pound. 

Bichromate of potash, 24 cents per pound. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out *'2} cents’ and insert ‘'1 
cent.” 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman from Baltimore [Mr. 
RAYNER] is not present to-day, because of his special opposition to 
trusts and monopolies, as I desired to call his attention to this para- 
graph, which fosters the most absolute monopoly in the country, and 
that, too, located in his district. IfI am informed correctly, the only 
establishment in the United States in which bichromate of potash and 
bichromate of soda are manufactured is situated in Baltimore, and that 
establishment has the control of every bed of chrome ore in this coun- 
try, therefore making it a complete monopoly. 

I understand further that this establishment has made an arrange- 
ment with the foreign manufacturers of bichromate of potash and of 
soda not to export beyond a given quantity of their products to the 
United States, and to maintain certain prices. 

I would like -to inquire of the gentlemen of the committee if they 
have received any information in this direction. 

I regret the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], whoisin spe- 
cial charge of this subject of trusts and monopolies, is not here to-day, 
as it appears from this information that we have, in the city of Balti- 
more, and in this particular manufaciure, almost the only instance of 
an absolute monopoly ofa manufacture secured by the control of every 
bed of ore which exists in this country, and aided to the extent of the 
duty. If it istrue, asalleged, that there can be no competition in this 
country in the manufacture of bichromate of potash and of soda, that itis 
an article especially needed as a mordaunt in the dyeing of cottons and 
woolens, and that the principle of protection can in no way apply to it 
because there can be no competition in the manufacture, it seems to me 
the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means and the House should 
take thisopportunity to break down monopolies—an absolute monopoly 
which prevents all competition and which by meansofa duty of 2} cents 
per pound is able to maintain the price higher than would be obtained if 
there was competition in its manufacture in this country. I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to have read an extract from the New York Herald, 
containing an interview with James Dempsey, esq., agent of the Lewis- 
ton (Me.) Bleachery and Dye Works, a gentleman y known 
to me as thoroughly acquainted with this subject, and of the highest 
character: 

Now we come to bichromate of potash and bichromate of sods, both of which 
are essentials in dyeing and printing fabrics. The Herald has ne nag See eens 
the iniquity of the Tyson monopoly and combination on it, The ore 
Chrome Works has laid its heavy hand upon the bodies of ore recently discoy- 
ered on the Pacific coast,and every load of ore mined goes straight to Mary- 
land. In fact,this man, under the compact which you have already exposed, 
controls the bichromate of potash market as ho pleases. 

The Scotch are about Tyson’s only competitors in the world, and he permits 
the syndicate to import just so much and no more. If they break their agree- 
ment he can afford to spend $2,000,000 and drive them out of the country. The 
other day when he put the screws on the Sey RA one concern which had 
started the manufacture, andthen bought them ont, s little printed notice made 
its apy ce at once announcing that the price had been advanced 1 cent per 
poun He has lately raised the price three-quarters of a cent a pound without 
even giving us notice that he intended to dọ so. We charges that much more 
and we have topayit. That's allthereisabout it. The present price of bichro- 
mate of potash is 9} cents a pound and bichromate of soda 8} cents, the specitic 
duty on each being 3 cents a pound. 

Here's the copy of an invoice, which has been paid, which will enforce my 
meaning stronger: 

= BALTIMORE, November 11, 1887. 
Lewiston Bleachery and Dye Works, Lewiston, Me., bought of Baltimore 
Chrome Works— 


Thirty-three casks bichromate soda, 23,113 pounds net, at 8} cents...... $1,796, 42 
Less freight, at 40 cents per 100 pounds.........ssissersssssaresseerrereseesn ae 92.45 


ae neees 


Tya 1,708.97 
Specific duty on 20,828 pounds of thisat 3 cents paid $624.84. This Icontend 
should be reduced to 1 centa pound to start with. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise to oppose the amendment for the purpose of in- 
quiring of the gentleman from Maine whether the price of bichromate 
of potash at 9} cents a pound was the foreign price or the price in this 
country ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘Two and a half cents per pound is 30 per cent. ad- 
valorem. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand the importations largely increased dur- 
ing the last year. I understand, also, that the price sank from 30 to 6 
cents in 1867, yet for some occult cause it has risen to 10 or 12 cents at 
the present day. 

Mr. KELLEY. That is under the control of Tyson’s monopoly. 

Mr. ADAMS. All I wish is information. I want to understand the 
operation of the bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to give you the information. Beds of 
chrome ore in California were purchased and a factory established in 
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Philadelphia, which is referred to in the article from the New York 
Herald. The price was put by the Scotch-American Company com- 
bination, of which Tyson is the American element, so low that they 
could not use the California beds to make bichromate in Philadelphia 
as proposed, and Mr. Tyson bought them out at his own terms, as the 
concern was a losing one. 

Then it went up from the 6 cents, to which he reduced it in order 
to freeze his only American competitor out, and he has recouped him- 
self by steadily raising the price. If on God’s footstool there is an ab- 
solute monopoly between two houses, one foreign and one American, 
with an arrangement that they shall determine the price, that they 
shall determine the amount of Scotch product put into this country, 
or receive a certain sum in compensation for not putting any in, itis 
this bichromate of potash monopoly. I heard on one oceasion the 
American owner, Mr. Tyson, I think it is Mr. Jesse Tyson, say that 
it should be remembered that they had to keep a great deal of dead 
capital with which to prevent opposition, and that they did not use 
these mines. They had had to purchase all the new mines in Cali- 
fornia. I had thatinformation direct from the lips of Mr. Tyson, one 
of the two copartners in this trust. 

Reduce this duty to 1 cent per pound and you will probably free 
the market, so that the next man who buys a bed of chrome ore and 
builds a factory can be frozen ont abont as soon as the poor Philadel- 
phians were. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to amend by making it 2 cents a pound, for 
the purpose of making some observations with regard to the manner in 
which this billisdraughted. I want tocall attention specifically to the 
progress we are making in the development of a tendency towards ad 
valorem instead of specific duties. 

I notice, upon a comparison of the existing law with the terms of the 
Mills bill now pending, that in a great number of cases specifie duties 
are being changed into ad valorem. It is notorious that under the ad 
valorem system of duties undervaluations and frauds have been com- 
mitted upon the Government for a great many years past; and they 
were so conspicuous and manifest during the present Administration 
that the first Secretary of the Treasury thought fit to commend to Con- 
gress a change in that respect of the existing tariff system, and to 
recommend that specific duties be substituted for ad valorenr duties as - 
far as it was practicable to do so in fixing the tariff rates, 

The present Secretary of the Treasury has also made, I believe, the 
same recommendations; but Secretary Manning was very emphatic 
upon that point; and I desire to have the Clerk read the recommenda- 
tions of the late Daniel Manning, Secretary of the Treasury, as appears 
in Executive Document No. 72 of the Forty-ninth Congress, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 36. Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the 
revenue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, or by any other means, under 
an ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad yalorem rates shall have 
been largely uced. They are incontestably, they are even notoriously in- 
herent in that system. 

Pago 40. One advantage, and perhaps the chief advantage, of a specific over 
an ad valorem system is in the fact that under the former duties are levied by 
& positive test, which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in 

ion of the Government, and according to a standard which is altogether 
national and domestic. That would be partially true of an ad valorem system 
levied upon “home value; ” but there are constitutional im iments in the 
way of such s system which appear to beinsuperable. But underanad valorem 
system the facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must be gathered 
in places many thousand miles away and under circumstances most unfayor- 
able to the administration of justice. One hears it often said that if our ad va~” 
lorem rates did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent. undervaluation and temptation to 
undervaluation would disappear; but the records of this Department for the 
years 1817, 1810, and 1857 do not uphold thatconclusion. 

Page xli. Consigned merchandise: ‘The sending to New York of merchan- 
dise by foreign manufacturers and presenting it there for sale, or the taking in 
this country of orders on samples of merchandise to be delivered in New York 
at daty-paid prices arranged in our currency, is a growing fact which this Goy- 
ernment must face in selecting and prescribing ratesof duty. Justas manufact- 
urers in other States of our Union send their merchandise on consignment to 
their own ty See to sell in New York, so do, and so will, European manufact- 
urers. The ledgers of commerce and trade will more and more be written and 
kept in that city, and laws of taxation, State or national, immediately probable, 
are not likely tly to impede or change the current. Asbuyersin New York 
do not go to New England to buy her staple manufactures, but find all the ele- 
ments of buying in New York, so it will naturaily be with European produc- 
tions. Ifthat is to be the case, I do not think our existing ad valorem rates can 
in the future be honestly or satisfactorily worked under the existing conditions 
of our invoice law, our appraising law,and the force of consular and appraising 
officers we rtd narar 

Respec! y, yours, 
DANIEL MANNING, 
Secreta 


The Hon. the SPEAKER or THE HOUSR OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Mr. ADAMS. F desire to oppose the amendment. 

I have noticed, Mr. Chairman, with a great deal of regret, the num- 
ber of instances in which the Committee on Ways and Means have 
adopted the ad valorem instead of the specific rate of duties on imports. 
I notice with equal regret that the committee in its reportseems to de- 
fend the use of ad valorem duties. Now, I think the question should 
be paag presented, and that is my desire, and I suppose the desire 
of 


ry. 


Iam free to admit that in two respects specific duties are open to 
objection. ‘Theyare open to objection when applied to a class of goods 
of which there are several grades, the lower being used by the poorer 
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classes and the higher grades by the rich. Ifa specific duty by weight 
were applied to woolen underelothing, for instance, the heavy flannel 
shirt of the poor man would pay a heavier tax than the light gauze or 
woolen undershirt of the rich man. That this would be wrong we gll 
admit. But how can the Committee on Ways and Means apply this 
rinciple to a substance like whiting? Canit be said that there is one 
ind of whiting or one kind of cement or any other of these materials 
used in construction which are employed exclusively by the poor, or 
which come within their reach, and another and higher grade which 
are used by the rich? , 
Now, I think the committee may be commended when they apply 
ad valorem duties to avoid the evil to which I have referred; but I 
-think it is a mistake, and will lead to numerous frauds on the Treasury 
and to greater expense in the collection of the revenue, when ad valo- 
rem duties are applied to a subject to which, in the nature of things, 
they are not applicable. Both Secretary Manning and Secretary Fair- 
child have recommended the abolition of the ad valorem system; and 
Secretary Fairchild, in a letter addressed to Mr. Morrison, the former 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, discussed at some con- 
siderable length the whole question of undervaluation in its connection 
with specific and ad valorem duties, The Senate have also discussed 
the same subject; but the Senate, not having jurisdiction to change the 
system of duties, songht the remedy in new machinery of the law in 
the various ports of entry and in new modes of fixing the valuation of 
imported goods. It is almost futile, however, and the only adequate 
remedy is to apply specific rates of duty. I repeat, therefore, what I 
said in the beginning. I regret the committee saw fit to adopt the ad 
valorem system to the extent they have in this bill when there is no 
necessity for it and no demand at the ports of entry of any of these 


goods. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theproformaamendmentis withdrawn, and the 
question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I want to say in regard to this amendment that the committee pro- 

a reduction of 20 per cent. of the existing tax on this article, and 
that seems to the committee as far as it would be prudent to go at this 
time. There may beatrustinthisarticle. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] states that there is a trust which exists abroad 
and in this country, and that it is one and the same trust. For my 
part, I have no conclusive evidence of the fact. If that were true, of 
course it would be wholly immaterial whether or not the article were 
put on the free-list, for it would belong to one international firm or 
concern. But I do not think this House has the full information in 
regard to the state of trade on this subject that is necessary as a basis 
for the proposed action. 

Now, sir, whatever may be our hostility to trusts, we must always 
remember that when we wish to take away from a trust the power to 
oppress the people, we must not do that which may so injure the in- 
dustry as to destroy its existence. The committee followed that course 
with the sugar trust. They have lowered the margin of profit. But 
if they put refined sugar on the free-list and leave a tax on raw sugar 
every gentleman knows perfectly well it would not only destroy the 
trust but it would utterly obliterate the sugar-refining industry, be- 
cause it would tax the raw material and leaye no equivalent tax upon 
the finished product. That is only analogous as a line of action; not 
* strictly analogous to this case in other features. We reduce the tax 
here until we bring the price of the domestic article and the price of 
the foreign article within 1} centsof eachother. Thedifference at other 
times has been very great. It has been as great as 2 and 3 cents a 

und. 

ENAS one time the price in the United States was 15}, and abroad it 
was 13. At one time it was 9} here, while abroad it was only 6}. 
We find now it is 9} abroad and 10} here. If we take off half a cent, 
we bring it from 9} to 10, which is a difference of one cent and a half. 

Now, sir, I think it is more prudent (this being a substantial reduc- 
tion) to go only this far until we find exactly the abuses that may ex- 
ist, instead of going further than industrial prudence would dictate, 
Therefore I think the amendment ought to be rejected. We must not 
be precipitate or impulsive. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas. I wish simply to congratulate the gentleman from 
Arkansas on having announced that it is illogical and inadmissible to 
place a tax on the raw material when you put the finished product on 
the free-list. I only regret that when the subject of crude glycerine 
and caustic soda was under discussion this bill was not in his charge, 
but in the charge of another member of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. 

I also congratulate the gentleman on having discovered that where 
a trust exists it is not always a remedy to put the articles subject to 
that trust-on the free-list. That is what many of us have said, because 
we judged the tariff has no logical connection with trusts. The truth 
seems, if I judge rightly and understand the gentleman rightly, to be 
already dawning on his mind, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman’s construction 
of my position is in the main entirely incorrect, but I do not think it 
is necessary to make any reply. Ste 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate onthe pendingamendment is exhausted. 
If there be no objection, the formal amendment will be withdrawn, and 
the question recurs on the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I renew the motion to strike out the last word for 
the purpose of reading portions of a communication from a prominent 
manufacturer of Providence, R. I.: 

Bichromate of potash is manufactured for commerce from a mineral deposit 
which has until recently been found only in Maryland in quantity and condition 
to make it practicai to work economically. This Maryland deposit has been 
controlled by the Tysons for more than thirty yearsto my knowledge, how much 
longer Ido not know. During that time they have been practically the only 
manufacturers in this country and have been protected by alargeduty. Under 
this protection the Tysons have become very rich. The business now is carried 
on by the Baltimore Chrome Works, owned by the Tyson family. It wouldseem 
that this concern was now in condition to bear a much reduced duty, from the 
fact that a considerable portion of their product has been exported and placed 
on the foreign markets in direct competition with the Scotch manufacturers, 
their only competitors. Of course in selling their goods abroad they lose the 
benefit of the duty, which gives them additional margin of profits here, amount- 
ing to nearly 70 per cent. on the cost value of the manufactured product. There 
has been within the past five yearsanother small manufacturer called the Kallion 
Company of songs! ae! but the production of this company is so small as to 
be hardly worth considering, and is not much of a competitor of the Baltimore 
Chrome Works, 

A very large proportion of the consumption of bichromate of potash is of the 
Scotch manufacture, and even when the duty was 4 cents Died pound the Scotch 
manufacturers were such strong competitors of the American that prices were 
forced down to 8} cents per pound two or three years ago, and to bring the 
Scotch manufacturers to terms the’ Baltimore Chrome Works shipped large 
quantities abroad, and by becoming competitors abroad brought about some 
kind of an understanding or agreement, whereby it is generally understood that 
the Scotch manufacturers only send a certain quantity into this market and the 
Baltimore people either send none or a limited quantity to the foreign markets. 
Asa result of this arrangement prices at once advanced about 1} one per pound, 
and now the uniform price of both the Scotch and American products is 10} 
cents per pound, with no discount on quantity up to twenty-five casks, and a dis- 
count of 1 per cent. on larger quantities. Among the New England dealers or 
middlemen there is an agreement making price to consumers for one or two 
casks 10} cents, three or four casks 10} cents, and five casks 10} cents. So you 
see the manufacturers give the dealers no margin whatever on five-cask lots, and 
we get a profit of only one-fourth of a cent per pound on single casks, The 
Seotch bichrome is shipped to only one agent in New York. There probably is 
no other one article which enters so large! y into the cost of textile and other man- 
ufactures as bichromateof potash. It is used very largely by all calico printers, 
in all dye-houses, both cotton and wool, and also very largely in the manufact- 
ure of dry colors and pigments for paper manufacturers, and also for colors dry 
and ground in oil for paints, such as chrome green, chrome yellow, ete. 

I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that this article is used 
in making the poor man’s cloth; it is used for the poor man’s paper 
with which he covers the walls of the rooms which make him a home. 

It would certainly seem that consistency in tariff reform would call 
for a reduction in the duty on bichromate of potash and bichromate of 
soda, both made from the same ore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The question is on the motion to strike out ‘‘two 
and a half” and insert ‘‘one cent” per pound. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 43, noes 40. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. DINGLEY, 
and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, 
noes 68, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Acetate of lead, brown, 2 cents per pound. - 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert “four.” 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, if the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means will agree, I think we had better take the 
whole of the lead products at once and have the discussion on all ot 
them together, beginning with line 21 down to and including line 28. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course there has to bea 
proportion between these several items, and whatever action is taken 
at the initial step will probably guide and determine the action upon 
each subsequent item. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. If the committee will consent to deal with these 


lines in that way I will offer amendments to the several items. 

Mr. BR RIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the Clerk read down to 
and including line 28, = 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Acetate of lead, brown, 2 cents per pound. 
Acetate of lead, white, 3 cents per pound. 
White lead, when dry or in pulp, or when ground or mixed in oil, 2 cents per 


pound. 
Orange, mineral, and red lead, 1} cents per pound, 


Li , 1f cents per pound. 

Nitrateot hal, 2 Serpe pound, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out in line 21 the word “two ” 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 22, to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert 
“ five; in line 24, to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘three;’’ inline 25, to 
strike out ‘‘one anda half’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 27, to strike 
out ‘‘one and a half” and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 28, to strike out 
‘two’? and insert ‘‘ three.” 

Now, I yield the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] and will also ask time for myself on these amendments 
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Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I confess to a want of familiarity with 
this subject, but I desire to express the wish of my constituents who 
are engaged in this business, and to say a word in behalf of the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 
In the city of Allegheny, which is a part of my Congressional district, 
and in the city of Pittsburgh, which is represented by my colleague 
(Mr. DALZELL], there are several establishments engaged in this busi- 
ness, and they protest that the reduction of duty proposed by the 
Mills bill would seriously injure and cripple their business. This 
business is a very large one throughout the country; it is one wherein 

wages are paid; it is one that subjects the employés to consider- 
able hazard by reason of the chemical properties of the materials with 
which they deal; it is one representing a vast amount of capital; and, 
in yiew of these facts, it is but fair and just that those who are engaged 
in it, and those who are willing to pursue it, should have a protection 
equal to what they fairly require in order that they may successfully 
continue their business. I therefore express the hope that the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FARrquHAR] 
may be adopted and become a part of this bill. 

It has been pointed out to me that there are inconsistencies in the 
duties on the different articles upon this list, some of them being at a 
higher rate of duty than they should he if the lower rates proposed for 
other articles shall obtain. I find that to be in keeping with the gen- 
eral tenor and course of the Mills bill, and although, according to Gov- 
ernor Hill, of New York, the bill is intended to correct the absurdities 
and incongruities in the existing law, I venture to say that we have 
never had a tariff law from the foundation of the Government up to this 
time which contained so many absurdities and incongruities as are to 
be found in this bill. 

If this bill should ever become a law and the executive depart- 
ment of the Government should seek to enforce it, these incongru- 
ities and absurdities will come out so conspicuously that the framers of 
the bill will be heartily ashamed of it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that, as a farther result of the reduction here proposed, 
the silver mines of the Pacific coast will virtually be compelled to close, 
for the simple reason that a large portion of the silver product has with 
it a very considerable percentage of lead, which pays largely for the 
refining. 

Mr. Bayn E. I suggest that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] ought to be here and to vote for an increase of these duties; for 
if we close up the silver mines his occupation will be gone, 

Mr. BLAND. I suppose that the closing of those mines would not 
grieve the gentleman from Pennsylvania very much; for he has always 
voted against silver in every shape and form on all occasions and at all 
times, and no doubt he will continue to do so, notwithstanding the 
platform of his party. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is begging the question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, as has been stated by my colleague 
[Mr. BAYNE], the paragraph under consideration has relation to certain 
industries which prevail in my district. Therefore, without intending 
to occupy much time, I beg to call attention to some facts in connection 
with the tariff as it now exists with respect to these articles and the 
tariff as proposed in the present bill, 

All the subjects covered by lines 21 to 28, inclusive, are chemical 
products from lead; and they bear, therefore, a certain relation to each 
other. This relation is recognized in the existing ratesof duties; and 
I therefore beg to call attention to the nature of the changes proposed 
in the Mills bill. 

Pig-lead, which is the foundation of these products, bears at present 
a duty of 2 cents per pound, whereas by the present bill, in lines 291-2, 
the duty is reduced to 1} cents per pound. White lead, under exist- 
ing law, bears a duty of 5 cents; under the Mills bill the proposed 
duty is 2 cents. The existing duty upon litharge is 3 cents a pound; 
the proposed duty under the Mills bill 1} cents a pound. Red lead 
now pays a duty of 3 cents a pound; the Mills bill proposes it shall 
pay only 1} cents a pound. Orange mineral, under the present law, 
bears a duty of 3 cents a pound; the Mills bill proposes a reduc- 
tion to 1} cents. White sugar of lead pays 6 cents a pound duty 
under the present law; the duty proposed in the Mills bill is 3 centsa 
pound. Brown sugar of lead pays a duty of 4 cents a pound under 
the present law; the Mills bill proposes to make the duty 2 cents a 
pound. On nitrate of lead the present duty is 3 cents a pound; under 
the Mills bill it is to be 2 cents a pound. 

The first observation I have to make with respect to this bill is that 
it strikes down the natural relation existing between these various 
products and the substance from which they are produced. Upon this 
subject I have the testimony of a number of lead manufacturers in my 
district. Without stopping to detain the committee I shall read an ex- 
tract from one of these letters as a sample of the whole: 

President Davis, of the ‘‘ Davis-Chambers Lead Company,’’ of Pitts- 
burgh, a very large manufacturing establishment, says: 
the duty on pigJend is hot adequate protection to enable American MANAS 
ers to compete with Europe unless at a very great reduction in wages as com- 


pared with those now paid, and which it is hardly to be expected the men would 
submit to, 


In addition to the testimony of these manufacturers, we have the 
experience to be drawn from the state of the manufacture itself under 
the existing law. Although it is claimed by these manufacturers that 
the protection under existing law is not high enough, still, even with 
that protection, the lead industry has flourished and is a growing in- 
dustry. To cut downthe duty would, necessarily, as has already been 
pointed out with reference to other things, increase the importations, 
depriving our capital of its returns and our laborers of their oppor- 
tunity to earn wages in this industry. 

I do not stop to repeat with respect to this particular industry the 
arguments which are familiar in regard to all others as to the employ- 
ment of capital and labor, but I call attention to the fact that as the 
proposed reductions can not be expected to decrease the revenue, the 
blow aimed at our industries by the provisions of the bill is needless 
and uncalled for, and can only prove disastrous. 

And I only stop farther to point out the inconsistency which places 
a less duty on orange mineral, the final product, than is placed on the 
white lead from which itis made. This is another instance, of which 
there are many in the bill, where raw material is not placed on the 
free-list, or made subject to lower duties, while the product represent- 
ing skill and labor is either made free or brought in at a lesser duty. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Irthere be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. First of all, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that 
the amendment I have proposed to these various paragraphs is in line 
with the present duty, and also in harmony with the policy of lessen- 
ing the duty in respect to that part of the lead manufacture which has 
developed itself until it is strong enough to reduce prices. I know 
that we shall probably be met by the committee on the threshold 
with the remark that in the matter of white lead, sugar of lead, brown 
and white, and orange mineral they are proposing to reduce the prices 
to the consumer. Sir, my own knowledge of large white-lead works 
in my own district and elsewhere leads me tosay fairly before this Com- 
mittee of the Whole that the days of making fortunes out of the white- 
lead manufacture are past; the competition is too close and severe for 
that. The matter is in just this position, that when you make these 
reductions you simply bring into operation the competition of the 
wages of some other land against the American workingman. 

At the same time I desire to call attention to some signal incongru- 
ities in reference to this matter; and { would like to have the attention 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who is lead- 
ing this morning the majority of the committee. I would like him to 
state a business reason why orange mineral and red lead are placed 
in this bill at 1} cents a pound, while white lead is placed at 2 cents. 
I ask this question because, according to my practical knowledge ot 
this business, it takes 116 pounds of white lead to make 100 pounds of 
orange mineral. The latter, being the highest product, is placed at 1} 
cents a pound, while the lowest product is placed at 2 cents a pound. 
I would like to hear from the committee on this subject. Some state- 
ment on the other side may possibly explain some other incongruities 
to which I wish to call attention, but above all I desire information 
on this point. i 

I would like the gentleman from Arkansas to explain how it is pos- - 
sible in fairness that he can put mineral orange at 1} cents per pound 
duty and white lead at 2 cents a pound duty, when it takes 116 pounds 
of white lead to make 100 pounds of orange mineral. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Under the existing law white 
lead has a duty equivalent to 40 per cent., and the duty on orange 
mineral is equivalent to 70 per cent., which is quite an inequality in 
the tariff. It seems to me unjust. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But that does not reach the point I make. I 
understand that of orange mineral 2,000,000 pounds were imported in 
1877. Igrant that. Is it to increase this importation or cut it down 
you put this orange mineral at this low price? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What doesthegentleman say? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman can not do that. He makes it 
13 cents on orange mineral and 2 cents on white lead. I state it takes 
over 109 pounds, at 2 cents, of white lead to make 100 pounds, at 14 
ae of orange mineral. I can not see through it; I can not under- 
stand it. a 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman will find this 
applies to specie duty on about the same basis. It leaves nearly the 
same specific margin which existed before. So far as the gentleman’s 
argument is concerned as to the relation between the specific rates, 
what was right before may well be said to be right now. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ah, let us see whether it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, This is a material matter, and if it can be cor- 
rected it ought to be corrected. The gentleman tells us they are 
brought down to specific duties, but that is just what I can not see— 
why the higher price, the one which needs the most labor and carries 
the most cost, should go at the less figure, when we have the other one 
at a half cent per pound more. That I can not understand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I believe it is conceded to be 
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true of a very cheap product, that that which is the lower product may 

be at aspecific which gives it a high ad valorem, and the finished product 

may be at a somewhat larger specific rate, which will give ita much 

lower ad valorem. And yet the difference, while the lower product 

may have ahigher ad valorem, will give a suflicient margin under a 
ific tax to cover the cost of conversion. 

I have not found it observable, as a rule, that you could justly have 
& higher ad valorem arising from a specific tax on the finished product 
than you have on the lower product. 

To return, then, it not unfrequently happens, as you find most con- 
spicuously in the metal schedule when tracing the tariff, that you have 
higher ad valorem rates on some of the lower products than you have 
on the more finished products, and yet have an abundant margin to 
cover the cost of conversion. Here, however, the higher equivalent 
rate is on the finished product and not on the base. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman will permit me one question—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam not speaking for myself. I have the au- 
thority of five of the largest firms in America who are engaged in this 
business who tell me that itis a blunder. I do not mean merely to 
air my rhetoric. I think it can be remedied now before we go further. 
One of the largest white-lead manufacturers and all the others have 
made the same expression in regard to this mistake, 

Mr. BYNUM rose, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me call attention to another fact. The duty 
we received on orange mineral last year was $148,000, while on white 
lead we received only $22,000. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman will notice that 2 cents on white 
lead amounts to 26 per cent. ad valorem, and the 14 cents on the orange 
Mineral is equal to 38 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. I understand that, if your figures are 


correct, but—— 

Mr. BYNUM. And so the highest specific rate is really the lowest 
ad valorem by nearly 50 per cent. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes; but you have the difference of 27 per cent. 
on white lead taken from the 35 per cent., and where do you find your 
one-half cent? The gentleman’s arithmetic, I think, will not stand 
the test. 

Mr. BYNUM. But I am speaking of the reduction of these specific 
rates to the ad valorem rates. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from New York that the question of the relation between the 
parts of a list like this is of course wholly independent of any opinion 
that may exist in the minds of gentlemen as to the rate that ought to 
be established. If we in any manner agree upon what is a suficient 
tax for the base of the industry or what ought to be the rate, then the 
same law of relation as between these various parts will obtain, whether 
the tax on the base be high or low, because it becomes merely a busi- 
ness question of relation of one to the other, and not a question of tax- 
ation in a political sense. The first thing, then, to settle is the main 
question, and then the relationship of the parts follow as a mere mat- 
ter of business detail. . 

Now, I think it probable if the gentleman from New York and my- 
self could sit down together with some person thoroughly familiar with 
the whole paint business, after having agreed that a certain base rate 
is to obtain, whether it be a high or a low rate, we would not have a 
particle of difficulty in establishing the relationship of these different 
branches on that understood original basis. The gentleman knows as 
well as I that there are a good many intricate questions in connection 
with this part of the list. 

I have received since these rates were agreed upon some very intel- 
ligent suggestions from gentlemen in the paint business. Ihave looked 
over them, and they are well worthy of serious consideration. They 
appear reasonable, but they are in conflict with the views of other ex- 

rts, 
ae am not now prepared, however, to pass judgment upon them or to 
change my present views, having come to this relationship between 
the parts After consideration and conference and consultation of the 
papers of experts. I would not be di to alter the relationship 
without a very thorough investigation outside of the House, more thor- 
sugh, in fact, than we can possibly give to the question in the House. 

I do not suppose that there is a gentleman here whois fully prepared 
to say, or who is entirely competent to advise any one of us about all 
of the features of the case here presented. It is a very ical mat- 
ter, and is so understood; and the information upon the subject is 
necessarily technical in character, so technical indeed that if I had it 
read now in the hearing of the House I doubt if there are more than a 
very few gentlemen present who would be able to comprehend it. But 
I repeat I am not certain that some changes ought not to be made; but 
ifso I am not certain just what they ought to be, and we could not be 
certain, if there are any necessary, until we make a more careful in- 
quiry than we are able to make here. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then your argument leads to the conclusion that 
when you are not certain you take refuge behind the Democratic vote 
and leave the duty as it is in the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can not consider what we are 


now talking about as being in any sense a political question. The 
gentleman is not talking of the rate of taxation, as I understand it, but 
of the relationship of the parts to that rate after it is agreed ppon. I 
say that that isa mere business question, and after the rate is deter- 

there should be no politics init. If the gentleman takes the 
tate fixed as the basis, then of course there is no ground of political 
difference. The other becomes a mere question of business as fixing 
the relationship between the conditions. But as I havesaid, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would not be willing to change the present relationship except 
upon mature consideration of the whole question; and while the gen- 
tleman from New York might he able to convince me, for I am sure he 
talks very sensibly upon the subject, still until I had an opportunity 
to give more careful thought to it than we can now give here I see no 
reason to make the change; and if at the moment he convinced me 
that this part or the other is slightly out of line, still I would want to 
reflect upon it, to let it go for awhile if necessary and return to it again; 
but up to this time he has not convinced me, and I believe from the 
information we have that the present rate is about what it ought to 
be. Possibly the Senate may advise some modified adjustment; and 
there are always some details for final and careful consideration. ‘They 
are heyy down to very few in number. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, as I said at the 
beginning of the general debate in this House, that the way this bill 
has been framed, the character of the framers, the very explanation 
made now by the gentleman from Arkansas, all confirm me more and 
more in the opinion that no tariff bill ought to come into any Congress 
unless there are business men and business experience back of it. I 
say that no set of politicians—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This measure was drawn upon 
very careful business advice, and I do not want to depart from it on 
every unconsidered presentation of the case. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Noset of politicians, Democrats or Republicans, 
ean make a bill that will suit the American people. If I were to advise 
in such a matter I would take a committee of fifteen. On that com- 
mittee I would put, possibly, two Jawyers, then a first-class newspaper 
man, and twelve businessmen. As far as I am concerned, as an Ameri- 
can citizen and a business man, I would be willing, even as a Repub- 
lican, to put twelve Democrats, if they were good business men, on that 
committee, and I would have justice and fair play. As I say here to- 
day, it is a practical business fact that there is an incongruity in this 
bill no man can properly explain. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the first general words I have uttered in 
this debate. I speak merely in the interest of the manufacturers ot 
my district and cognate industries all over the land. When we haye 
good authority we ought not to take the position of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and wait for further light from that 
great clearing house, the Senate; but as a matter of business, when wo 
know we are wrong we ought to settle it here, even if it does touch the 
committee’s pride a little bit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I would say in reply to the 
gentleman from New York that I do not think he exactly apprehends 
what I stated. There can be nosuch matter of pride here, and I am not 
prover to admit that this adjustment is wrong even in any detail. 

know no stronger representations were ever made to us than those ot 
men engaged in this business that the present law isexceedingly unjust 
and unequal. Ido not suppose you would ever get a schedule so ar- 
ranged but that certain business men en as they are, in the dif- 
ferent competitive parts of the business, would say it was unequal and 
unjust, 

After ample consideration this was the best arrangement at which 
wè could arrive. I do not pretend to say no fault is found with it by 
business men; but I am not prepared to say that the fault which they 
find is a just fault, because other business men say it is unjust. I be- 
lieve, whatever may be its faults, it is far more perfect than the pres- 
ent law. Some people will always call your work faulty. At all 
stages gentlemen, and able gentlemen, engaged in competitive features 
of a business like this will come to you with very plausible arguments 
to show that what is to their advantage is just and ought to be done. 
I say that such gentlemen have presented papers recently. I have re- 
ceived several. They have not convinced me, Ithink whatever there 
is in their pleas that they do not affect the question of the amount of 
the general reduction, but only a few details that likely other business 
men would equally complain of. Iam not prepared to say that any 
suggestion they have made Hg 3 to be accepted. But I am prepared, 
of course, always to say that if they can prove it of course it ought to 
be accepted, after it has been carefully considered. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield foran inquiry ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. d 

Mr. BAYNE. Secretary Manning and Secretary Fairchild have both 
recommended that specific instead of ad valorem duties should be 
adopted in a tariff where practicable. Now in this bill specific duties 
are largely overborne and ad valorem duties restored, the very thing 
of which they complain. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does my friend mean to say 
that in the list of subjects under consideration, which we are consid- 
ering now as a unit, there is a single ad valorem duty ? 
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Mr. BAYNE. Not these particular articles. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Isee no reason for going off 
on something that does not apply. 

Mr. BAYNE. The general question is applicable. My friend was 
arguing the general question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Not at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. As to what recommendations should be made, if any 
should be made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘Phe gentleman certainly does 
not want to put this article upon an ad valorem basis. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; I do not. I want a specific duty wherever 
it will apply. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We are proposing tó do so 


here. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want specific duties wherever they will apply. I 
want to follow the advice of the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Manning, and the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Fair- 
child —— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I trast my friend will follow 
their advice in more ways than one, 

Mr. BAYNE. “With reference to specific instead of ad valorem duties. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘The advice of Mr. Fairchild 
and of Mr. Manning is for specific taxes as an administrative business 
method wherever it can be fairly done, and also for a reduction of 
rates. Now, here you have them both combined, so let us join hands 
and vote it through. [omgien] 

Now, here are specific rates, and also a reduction of rates, and I hope 
my friend will follow the advice of those distinguished Democrats of 
whom he has spoken, and vote for both. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam opposed to the reduction of rates, but I am not 
opposed to the specific rates. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, as to this 
matter there are one or two statements that probably had better go 
into the RECORD, so as to make the facts known. ‘There is no consid- 
erable quantity of orange mineral manufactured in America. I hold 
in my hand a paper prepared by the Chemical Committee of the Man- 
ufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia—the high protective tariff manufact- 
urers’ club—a paper prepared with great skill and labor, in which the 
statement is made that the amount of this product manufactured in 
the United States is inconsiderable; so thatas to orange mineral there 
can be no industry in this country injured by this change in the tariff. 

I make that statement upon the authority of this manufacturers’ 
club, in response to the statement made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. In response to the gentleman’s statement 
that the duty put upon white lead is higher than the duty upon 
orange mineral, I have to say that there is a specific duty on each, but 
when reduced to its equivalent ad valorem rate, the duty on orange 
mineral is larger by nearly 50 per cent. than the duty on white lead; 
so that if the duty were an ad valorem instead of a specific duty, it 
would stand in the proposed bill: ‘‘on white led 26 per cent.; on 
orange mineral 42 per cent.,’’ showing a duty higher by 16 per cent. 
on orange mineral. : 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me correct the gentleman. The figures are 
27 per cent. on white led, and 35 on orange mineral. That is the 
equivalent ad valorem duty as figured out in this official book which 
I hold in my hand. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam using the working fig- 
ures of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] has the figures for 1836 instead of 1887. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. I am using the figuresin the 
small pamphlet, which make the rates 26 per cent. on white lead and 
42 per cent. on orange mineral. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The figures are 27 and 35. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. According to the estimate of 
the expert of the Treasury, which is the estimate that the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] holds in his hand, the figures are 
26.80 on one, and 35 on the other. So that according to the estimate 
made by one expert the rates are as 26 to 42; and according to the esti- 
mate of the other expert they are 26.80 to 35. In either case, therefore, 
whichever estimate is correct, the duty on the orange mineral is higher 
ad valorem than the duty on white lead. 

Now the facts as they appear from these statements gre that orange 
mineral is not made in the United States except in inconsiderable 
quantity—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. On what does the gentleman make that state- 
ment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I makeit upon the authority 
of a statement prepared by the chemical committee of the Mannufact- 
urers’ Club of Philadelphia, which I hold in my hand and which, 
under the head of ‘orange mineral,” says: ‘‘ Quantity manufactured 
in the United States inconsiderable.” And they give their judgment 
as to the reason why the orange is inconsiderable; they say it is ‘‘due 
to duty being the same as on raw material.”’ 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know the gentleman does not mean to mis- 
state anything. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have the same schedule here, and I notice that 
in the bill this paragraph comprises not only orange mineral but red 
lead; and I find by this schedule which the gentleman refers to that 
the quantity of imported or red lead was 435,336 pounds, whereas the 
quantity manufactured in the United States was 4,300 to 5,000 tons, 
or 10,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ispoke of orange mineral, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know that; but the paragraph includes both, 
and I simply call the gentleman’s attention to the whole of the facts, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was speaking of orange 
mineral, and my time expired before I got to red lead. The gentle- 
man’s statement that the duty on the base is higher than on the man- 
ufactured product is still more inaccurate with reference to red lead. 
The duty on red lead, according to this statement which I hold in my 
hand, is 38.46 per cent., whereas the duty on the base is 26.8 per cent., - 
a difference of nearly 50 per cent. Theseare the facts. Ido not mean 
to say that upon the philosophy of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
FARQUHAR] we ought not to put the duty on the base higher than on 
the product. His philosophy is that when you put a duty upon an 
articleit diminishes the cost, that the effect of a duty is to lower the cost; 
and, therefore, what you want to do for the person who has to buy the 
product is to increase the duty which he pays so that he may buy the 
article cheaper and manufacture it cheaper. [Laughter.] That is 
the practical application of the gentleman’s philosophy, and Iam sorry 
to see him depart from it when he has an opportunity to put it in 
practice. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

The committee, not believing in the theory that the greater the cost 
of production the lower the cost tothe purchaser, did not follow out 
that theory in practice; therefore they have fixed the duty 50 per cent. 
lower in the case of red lead and about 30 per cent.. lower in the case 
of orange mineral. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. However entertaining the general remarks of 
the gentleman may be, the rudimentary features of his philosophy do 
not appeal very strongly to my reason. For the last twenty-five years 
I have heard that kind of talk, and it is not calculated to affect a good 
tariff man like myself. 

I wish to say to the committee in general terms that this is a home 
industry all through. Every State which produces lead is interested 
in this question. We are simply dealing now with the question of the 
labor and the capital and the machinery employed in producing these 
oxides. That is the question. Iam not discussing foreign tariffs, but 
the American wages and the American product, and the question of 
fair play to the men who are engaged in this business, 

I want to know whether the Committee on Ways and Means has a 
single letter which will show there are extortions in any of these five 
or seven lines now under discussion. I want to know why the prod- 
ucts of German manufacturers should be brought in here as against 
the American products. That is where I stand. I wish to vindicate 
business men in saying that they can not stand these cuts. I wish to 
urge the claim of the wage-workers that their wages must go down if 
the changes here proposed are made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man will do me the honor to read a brief analysis which I made of the 
chemical schedule, and which will be found in my speech delivered 
during the general debate, he will see exactly how much of the tariff is 
appropriated and enjoyed by the manufacturers of chemical products. 
He will find that according to recent figures, even with a tax upon many 
articles which are to these manufacturers a raw material, and allowing 
all the wages they now pay, together with a fair interest on their capital 
and the cost of keeping up the integrity of their plant-—if they had 
been upon a free-trade basis they would have fallen short only some- 
thing like $250,000, while as it is they made nearly the entire amount 
of the tax paid, which amounted to some millions of dollars, and only 
$250,000 of which could be said to be appropriated by the laboring 

ple. Andif the gentleman will go back to the census of 1880 he 
will find still more striking figures,showing that by the admirable man- 
ner in which they managed their business they virtually appropriated 
every cent of the protection over and above what they paid to their 
wage-workers. I think there is no industry more strikingly illustra- 
tive of the effects of excessive rates of tariff taxation than our chemical 
industries, They are managed by a body of admirable business men. 
I believe, if the statements in the public prirts are to be relied upon, 
all the articles produced in this line are kept in close communication 
and sold by card rates; that the consumption of these articles is handi- 
capped a good many millions of dollars a year over and above whatis 
necessary to pay the wages received, to maintain the integrity of the 
plant, to pay interest on capital and a fair 10 per cent. profit on the 
business. I think the gentleman will find these things very clearly 


shown from the official figures. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Arkansas misapprehends 
one feature in regard to the business of manufacturing chemicals, and 
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that is, first of all, it is not a business you can take up and drop in 
twelve months if it does not pay. That is the difficulty to begin with. 
No man in this country pretends to go into the manufacture of chemi- 
cals to-day, whether dyes or leads or anything of that kind, without 
putting in something like $500,000. More than that, in this business 
you must pay the highest wages. Very few men of the grade of com- 
mon laborers are emp!oyed; they are used only for the manual laborof 
transporting articles from one part of the works to another. The other 
employés are high-priced men, receiving $7 to $10 a day. It isa risky 
business at best for any one to go into, but American capitalists have 
tried it. The gentleman from Arkansas knows (for he and I have con- 
sulted together with gentlemen who are in the chemical business) that 
the least change in the chemical schedule might work harm to suchan 
extent that the business could not be restored to a prosperous basis; 
while on the other hand many of these manufacturers who have come 
to this House have said that if the business is let alone they can build 
up their industry in America to compete against anything that Europe 
can produce. Itis nota question of making money on their capital, 
because I know that three or four great establishments in this country 
~ have been obliged to call for installments on their stock in order to keep 
their business alive. There are too many million dollars invested in 
this branch of business to be swept away by the stroke of a pen or a 
mere whim. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to occupy the floor for the remaining 
two minutes of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ar- 
k 


ansas. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I admire the candor of the gentle- 
man from New York in stating his position. He says he represents 
the manufacturersand their employés and the capital invested. There 
are some of us, Mr. Chairman, that represent the consumers, the great 
masses of American society, and I simply rise to repudiate any defini- 
tion of American labor which draws the line between any of the indus- 
trial classes of the country. I know no reason which can be assigned 
why these people engaged in manufactures shall be raised up toa 
privileged class. I know no reason why they should be exalted above 
every other class of honest labor which is to be found in this country, 
including agriculturists. 

Weare told about seventeen millions of people are engaged in the 
various industries of this country. Seven millions of these are in agri- 
culture, and of course they are the consumers of these manufactured 
goods; and I hope the gentleman, whose candor excels that of his party, 
when he tells us he represents the manufacturers and them only here, 
will expand and broaden the scope of his political horizon so as to have 
some little consideration for those persons who consume your manu- 
factured goods, but who do not manufacture. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will only take half a minute to reply to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, and I wish to say to him in all candor that 
I recognize the producers first in this country, and I have nothing for 
the nonproducers. I take care first of all of the man who makes and 
earns and pays, and who pays the fees of lawyers and doctors and min- 
isters, [Laughter.] When you come to the income class, like pro- 
fessors of colleges, who talk free trade, let them take care of them- 
selves, and when these colleges do not want them Jet them go to work 
and earn something by the sweat of their brow. [Laughter and ap- 

lause. 

Mr. LOGERS. What do you say about agriculturists? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They are the best in the world. Iwas born on 
a farm myself. 

Mr. ROGERS, Then you onght to take care of them in your philos- 
ophy. : 

Pr FARQUHAR. Idoas much as the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the formal amend- 
ments will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it is to be regretted a bill should 
be brought in here striking at the great chemical interests of the United 
States on so confessedly slight information. No industry in this coun- 
try has grown with such marvelous rapidity as the chemical industry 
under ourprotective system. Yet gentlemen representing the majority 
of the committee in lowering these duties, who strike at these indus- 
tries, are unable to answer the simplest question in reference to this 
schedule. 

In 1860 there were but 4 establishments in the United States, but 
under the wise system of protection established, in 1880 they numbered 
1,349. The number of people employed in these chemical industries 
in the United States in 1860 were only 3,936, but by the census of 1880 
they gave employment to more than 29,500. 

The capital invested in the chemical industries in the United States 
in 1860 was a little over $7,000,000. In 1880 there was invested cap- 
ital in chemical industries in this country of more than $85,000,000. 
We paid in wages in 1850 a trifle over a million of dollars, but in 1880 
the chemical industries of the United States paid nearly $12,000,000 
to American labor engaged in them. 

The material used in the chemical industries of the United States in 
1850 was a trifle over eight millions, and in 1880 we used seventy- 
seven millions of material in our chemical industries. We produced 


in 1850 a trifle over fourteen millions of chemical products, and in 1880 
we produced more than one hundred and seventy millions of products. 

And this industry embraced in this schedule the majority of this 
committee propose to strike down, and the gentleman from Arkansas 
and others have said that they do this because it is a tax on the con- 
sumers of these articles. I challenge them to name one single article 
in this schedule which can not be purchased cheaper to-day by the 
consumer than before the tariff was imposed. I challenge them to 
name one single article in thisschedule thatis notnow produced cheaper 
than before the tariff upon it was imposed. I claim there is not one, 

Why, take this very question of soda ash to which I have alluded. 
In 1881 we did not produce a pound of it in the United States. You 
say that a duty adds to the cost. We imposed a duty of $5 a ton on 
soda ash, and what was the result? We commenced the manufacture 
of that chemical product in the United States and the price went down 
from $48 to $28 in less than three years. What, then, do you mean by 
saying that a duty adds to the cost? Before we had that product in 
the United States we were at the mercy of the foreign producers, who 
could levy tribute upon us at their will; but the moment we protected 
the industry we built it up in the United States and reduced the price 
one-half, and are holding it there to-day for the benefit of the con- 
sumer. This is only a single instance; but the principle prevails all 
through the catalogue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agrecing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. : 

Mr. ADAMS. Has debate been exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. ADAMS. I make that motion. 

I only desire to say that the proposition of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan is not only true in regard to States which have heretofore been 
regarded as the manufacturing States of this country, but that this 
particular form of manufacture has gone so far to the westward that 
in the very State I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor 
it has become not only one of the important industries, but that the 
city of Chicago is one of the important centers of the chemical indus- 
try of the United States. In that city alone there were employed dur- 
ing the last year about one thousand workingmen in this class of man- 
ufactures alone, and the capital invested amounted to between eight 
and nine millions of dollars. So that this is not a question of an ex- 
clusive class in some of the older Eastern States of the country; andit 
is not a question of raising a certain class of laboring men into what 
the gentleman from Arkansas calls a reserve, exclusive, or preferred 
class; but the effect of a radical change in the duty on this chemical 
in this country will be felt not only in the Eastern States, but also in 
re Northwest, where I am somewhat familiar with the condition of 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to renew the pro forma amendment for 
the purpose of performing a duty that I feel called upon to perform, that 
is in having read a letter addressed to me, signed by two or three of 
the most responsible gentlemen in New York, in connection with this 


bill, showing that it will destroy and ruin the industry in which they ~ 


are engaged. The communication is as follows: 


New Yorks, February 3, 1888. 
Hon, J. C. Burrows: 

We are manufacturers of white acetate or sugar of lead, and the only manu- 
facturers in the United States. The apparatus for making this article is costly 
and unfitted for other purposes. The demand is very fluctuating, notwithstand- 
ing which an expensive plant must be kept in order for any sudden demand. 
The article is used in the manufacture of colors and as a mordant, It costs the 
manufacturer between 10} and 10} cents per pound to make. The selling price 
is 12} cents per pound, net. 

With cheap raw material and cheap labor it is made in Germany for 5} cents 
par pound, while the price of the materials alone to the American manufacturer 

8} cents per pound, not counting labor. 

The materials used in the manufacture of white acetate of lead are as follows: 
Pig lead and acetic acid and the present duties on the same are: 

Pig-lead, 2 cents per pound., equivalent to over 75 per cent. on the average 
European price of Lien ey for the past three years, Acetic acid, 2 cents per 
pound, which is prohibitory on its importation. 

The foreign manufacturers substitute alcohol for acetic acid, which, at the 
cost to them, is an important saving over the use of acetic acid. 

The balance of the enhanced cost to the American manufacturer is the differ- 
ence in the cost of labor. We pay from $7.50 to $9.50 per week for laboring men, 
and have men in our employ at $9.50 per week who have worked for years in 
the tamne capacity in Sugar or acetate of lead factories in Germany for $2.40 per 
wee 

The present rate of duty (6 cents per pound) should be retained, and any re- 
duction to less than 6 cents per pound will put a stop to this industry. The in- 
dustries mainly affected by the stop; of this manufacture will be the prod- 
ucers of pig-lead, coal, sulphuric and muriatic acids, and of acetate of lime. 

The amount of capital endangered by this contemplated reduction of duty 
certainly exceeds one-quarter of a million dollars, and a reduction of the present 
duty of acetate of lead will allow the foreign manufacturers to absorb the trade 
here, and in consequence will make an increase of revenue instead of a decrease 
to the United States Government. 

F. BREDT & COMPANY, 
194 Fulton Street. 


BROOKLYN WHITE LEAD Company, 
174 Front Street, Brookiyn. 
LOCKWOOD CHENICAL Company, Limited, 
276 Peart Street, 


Mr. BURROWS (before the Clerk had concluded the reading of the 
above). I was having that read, Mr. Chairman, for the benefit of gen- 
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tlemen on the other side. As they are giving no attention toit, I shall 
ask the Clerk to discontinue the reading and print it in the RECORD. 

Speaking of the industry of soda-ash, I desire to state how imposing 
a duty upon it does benefit the consumer by reducing the price one-half 
after the imposition of the duty, but that one industry in Syracuse is 
employing a capital of-$1,500,000, It has paid in wages annually 
$800,000. It has paid in freights $140,000 a year to the railroads and 
$12,000 a year to the canal companies. It consumes annually 70,000 
tons of coal, 100,000 tons of limestone, 10,000 tons of coke, 100,000 tons 
of salt, and employs 1,500 people. This is one industry built up by 
the imposition of the duty of $5 a ton, by which duty soda-ash manu- 
facture has been established in this country at the point named, the 
only one existing this side of the Atlantic; and while it has given em- 
ployment to labor and distributed this amount of money, and provided 
for the use of our materials—coal, coke, salt—to these numerousamounts, 
it has at the same time reduced the price of the product to the Ameri- 
can consumer one-half in three years. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FARQUHAR, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 53. oa 

So the amendment was rejected. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Maenan pena oy pape rb fac one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 

Prussiate of potash, red, 7 cents per pound. 

Prussiate of potash, yellow, 3 cents per pound. 

Nitrate of potash, refined, or refined saltpeter, 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 37 insert the following: 


“Alumina—alum, patent alum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina, and 
aluminous cake and alum in crystals or ground, six-tenths cent per pound.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order against that amendment. Thatsection hasalready beeu 


Mr. BAYNE. I would like to know what point of order can be 
raised upon putting those articles on the dutiable-list, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As far as I could catch the 
amendment, the articles have been put on the free-list by action of the 
committee. There may be some additional names that I did not catch; 
but the amendment seems to be in regard to articles already on the 
free-list. 

Mr. BAYNE. That makes no difference. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment again, so 
that it may be fully understood. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point I make is that 
this is precisely a copy of lines 69, 70, and 71 on page.4 of the free-list; 
and this committee already decided upon the free-list. We have 

from that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire 
to speak to the point of order? 

Mr. BAYNE. Undoubtedly. That is not the proposition on page 
4. Thegentleman will find the proposition quite distinct. The propo- 
sition on page 4, line 69, places alumina, alum, ete., on the free-list. 
My proposition places them on the dutiable list with a duty attached. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman say this 
proposition places them on the free-list with a duty attached ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; on the dutiable list with a duty attached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman on 
the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. The proposition on page4 places alumina, alum, ete., 
upon the free-list. The proposition which I have sent to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read places alumina, alum, etc., on the dutiable-list with a 
duty attached. They are not the same propositions. They are very 
different propositions. The proposition on page 4 admits these sub- 
stances free of duty. The proposition which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
places a duty upon these substances. There isall the difference in the 
world. Now, if the gentleman could stand upon the technology of his 
own bill there might be something in the point of order; but it has 
been admitted already that something will have to be done to rectify 
the want of meaning in that bill which will preserve the duty upon 
things not enumerated in this bill. That is admitted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAYNE. The chairman of the committee proposed and had 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen will confine themselves to the 
discussion of the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam confining myself to that proposition. I say this: 


That the Mills bill as it stands before the House to-day will put alum 
on the free-list. 

I propose to make alum pay a duty. The contention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means is that there is some am- 
biguity in the bill. é 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not a bit. 

Mr. BAYNE. He admitted it, as I understand. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is not speak- 
ing on the point of order. 

Air} CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the point 
of order, 

Mr. BAYNE. I think I can make myself understood. It will save 
time if you will let me go on, for I can say what I have to say ina 
moment. The chairman of the committee admitted that there issome 
ambiguity in the bill, which if it should become a law in its present 
form would not include anything in the existing law that is not enu- 
merated, because on the last page of the bill, I think it is section 41, it 
is provided that all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with that law 
are hereby repealed. ‘The bill itself proposes to fix a dutiable-list and 
æ free-list. Therefore any other dutiable-list and any other free-list 
that might now exist, being in existing law, are hereby repealed. 
That seems to me to be plain enough. I do not see how any lawyer 
could construe it otherwise. That being the case I want a chance to 
vote upon this proposition to make alum pay a duty, and I ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky to point me to any rule of the House of Rep- 
resentatives applicable to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union that precludes my right to have a vote upon that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly on 
the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ishall be brief. Therules of parliamentary proced- 
ure were not intended to be applied to tariff bills. They are general 
in their character. I think the Chairman, before he construes this 
amendment to be out of order, must point to some principle of parlia- 
mentary law which declares that the subsequent part of the bill shall 
not be inconsistent with the former part of the bill. 

I respectfully submit that there is no such principle known to par- 
liamentary law. It may be a reason for refusing to adopt this amend- 
ment that it is inconsistent with something which the House has al- 
ready done, but it does not follow that it is subject toa point of order; 
because neither in any specific rule of this House nor in any principle 
of the general parliamentary law can the gentleman find any rule what- 
ever which prohibits the House from saying or doing something in a 
subsequent part of a bill which in the opinion of the Chair or in the 
opinion of the gentleman is inconsistent with something that already 
exists in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question. The 
committee has already adopted a provision putting the articles named 
in the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the free- 
list. 

Mr. REED. That is something for the committee to determine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That action has been taken by the committee. It 
will be conceded that a motion to reconsider can not be entertained 
when the House is in Committee of the Whole. The effect of this 
amendment, therefore, is to reconsider the action heretofore taken by 
which these articles were placed on the free-list. 

Mr. REED. The Chair is assuming that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it is a fact, and the Chair will therefore be 
compelled to hold that the point of order is well taken; but if the gen- 
tleman desires, he can take the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. REED. Oh, we shall not takeany appeal. We are not going 
toappeal from Philip sober. [Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: = 

Sal soda or soda crystals, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BAYNE. Imoyetostrike out, in line 38, the words ‘‘one-eighth,” 
and to insert ‘‘ one-fourth.’? 

Mr. Chairman, when the ‘‘alum’’ item wads considered I unfortu- 
nately had left for Chicago, or I should have moved to strike from the 
free-list the proposition which placed ‘“‘alum ” upon it. These various 
articles which are collated here in the bill are the productions of the 
same mills, and they amount to a very large industry in this country. 
There are about twenty-five firms and establishments engaged in the 
production of alum and soda of various kinds. They consume a vast 
amount of material which is the product oflabor. They consume salt 
to the extent of 500,000 tons, sulphuric acid 513,000 tons, lime and lime- 
stone 700,000 tons, coal 800,000 tons, nitrate soda 17,000 tons, alum clay 
50,000 tons, sulphate of ammonia 25,000 tons, pyrites 500,000 tons, 
and packages 2,610,000 barrels. 

There is no industry in the whole country producing a manufactured. 
article in which labor is more immediately concerned than it isin these 
industries. The establishments are scattered over various sections of 
the country. The United States consume 37 per cent. of the world’s 
production, and in the United States at present we produce about 18 per 
cent. of the total consumption. We import,therefore, about asmuchas 
we produce. In my district there is one of these establishments. It 
employs between three hundred and fourhundred men. It has - 
gled for a great many years to build up the industry, and it has y 
succeeded, and there are other establishments in different States of the 
Union which haveundergone the samestruggleand have also succeeded. 
The accomplishments brought about by American production have re- 
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duced the price of this commodity to the American consumer away be- 
low what it was before our home industry was established. 

The effect which flows from protection has been felt in this respect, 
as it has been in many other respects. Now, this bill proposes to 
strike this industry, to discharge these men from their employment, 
and to invite into this country the products of the foreign manufact- 
urer instead of consuming the products of our own people. 

This is not good political economy. Tested on business principles 
it would not meet with the favor of anybody. It is worse than bad 
political economy; it is cruelty to the people of this country to dis- 
criminate thus against men engaged in these industries, and to foster, 
as this bill proposes, the industries of foreign countries, 

Nobody in this country is complaining of the cost of these articles. 
I challenge a single member on the Ways and Means Committee, or 
any gentleman on the other side of the House, to produce anybody 
who complains of the price that is paid. No complaint has come to 
us. We have simply the arbitrary decision of the gentlemen upon the 
‘Ways and Means Committee, not one of whom representing the ma- 
jority knew anything about this industry. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask for tive minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks five min- 
utes additional. The Chairs hears no objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. There is a general leave to print. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, there is leave to print. Ido not suppose I can 
makeany impression on these gentlemen upon the otherside. Isuppose 


they intend to put this bill through as it is with some slight changes— |. 


notably one obtained on behalf of my good-looking friend before me 
from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER], and some other changes that may be pro- 

We witnessed but a few minutes ago a proposition to keep bi- 
chromate of potash up to 2} cents a pound. In that case, where a Bal- 
timore firm had a monopoly of the whole business, the duty was kept 
up stiff and high enough. 

Mr. BLAND. How many firmsare engaged in the business the gentle- 
man is now speaking about? 

Mr. BAYNE. In this soda and alum business there are twenty-five 
to thirty firms scattered all over this country. There is no “ trust,” no 
combination, no monopoly. But unfortunately the gentlemen engaged 
in these branches of business throughout the country are not situated 
in the right localities. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not suppose the gentleman would concede there 
could be a ‘‘monopoly’’ under the tariff. 

Mr. BAYNE. If these industries were in Baltimore, Md., or in the 
district of my friend from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER], who seems to have 
considerable influence with the commi 

Mr. LAWLER. We will make the same concession to you if you 
will vote for this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Orin many other localities which might be pointed 
out, then these industries might not need any advocacy on our side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What did the gentleman from Chicago [Mr. LAw- 
LER] say was the concession which he made in order to obtain the re- 
moval of glue from the free-list? The gentleman from Chicago, I un- 
derstood, informed the gentleman from Pennsylvania a moment ago of 
a certain concession which he made in order to have glue taken from 
the free-list, and stated that a similar concession made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania might be to his advantage. 

Mr. LAWLER. I was going to say this: The committee did make 
a concession; that is, it is so supposed; I did not understand they did. 
Iwas going to suggest to the gentleman now on the floor whether, if 
we make one concession to him, he will stop talking and let this bill 
come to a vote. We will make a concession, if he will agree to do 
that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman said that the concession to be made 
‘was to vote for the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] is very 
kind. But this bill affects manyindustriesin Pennsylvania. A greater 
variety of industries are represented in Pennsylvania than in any other 
section of the country. But I am glad to hear my friend from Chicago 
say that a concession was made to him. 

r. LAWLER. Ido not say that. Itis so understood. , I do not 
claim that it was. 

Mr. BAYNE. For most concessions there is a quid pro quo. No 
doubt the concession here involved a quid pro quo, because when this 
bill was first discussed the gentleman was placed among the twenty-five 
or twenty-six protectionists on the Democratic side who would vote 
against the bill. Now, those twenty-five or twenty-six protectionists, 
as I understand, have dwindled down to two or three at the very out- 
side. Glue brought over one—— 

Mr. LAWLER, I will answer the gentleman, if he will allow me, 
by stating 

Mr. BAYNE. I have no doubt bichromate of potash brought over 
another. So it goes. Isay that my constituents are exceedingly un- 
fortunate in the fact that some of these establishments are not located in 
districts represented by gentlemen on the other side who have influence 
with the Committeeon Ways and Means. Mr. the glue in- 
dustry is a good one, a big one, one which I would like to protect. It 
deserves protection, and shall cordially receive it, so far as I am con- 


cerned. But the alum industry is a large industry, representing a great 
amount of labor and a large amount of capital, the percentage of laborin 
the actual product being as much, almost, asin any product embraced in 
the tariff bill, Why should not thesemen receive proteciton? Why 
should their industries be stricken down? I would appeal (if an appeal 
would amount to anything) to gentlemen on the other side to consider 
this question and to vote forsuch duties as will simply keep this indus- 
try at its present degree of prosperity, But I know such an appeal is in 
vain. I know that the edict has gone forth that this bill is topass this 
House substantially as now framed, with such amendmentsas have been 
agreed upon by the Committee on Ways and Means; that it is to come 
out of the Committee of the Whole substantially as now framed, and 
be sent to the Senate. The hope of the country is in the Republican 
Senate, and the country so feels. I could wish that gentlemen on the 
other side would submit this whole question to the voters of the United 
States next November, and let the people pass upon it before a decision 
is reached in this House. 

They are unwilling to do that. I venture to predict to you now, 
gentlemen on the other side, that the next House of Representatives 
will contain from twenty to thirty Republican majority, and the Re- 

mblican nominees for President and Vice-President will carry every 
Kahen State on this issue. [Applause. ]. 

The question recurred on Mr. BAYNE’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 46. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bicarbonate of or super-carbonate of soda, and salnaratus, calcined or pearl 
ash, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to amend by striking out 
s three-quarters of a cent per pound’’ and inserting “1# cents per 
pound.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertook yesterday to make an amendment 
by way of addition to the free-list. My friend on the other side of the 
House, while admitting he knew nothing about the subject, advised 
his colleagues to vote against that amendment, and for that reason the 
amendment was rejected. Now I propose an amendment of a different 
character. It is to put back the duty as it is at present on the article 
of bicarbonate of soda and saleratus. 

I wish to say to my Democratic friends on the other side of the 
House that I am advised by good Democratic authority the proposed 
reduction of duty would destroy the manufacture of soda in America. 
If that be true, it would be a great outrage to enact this reduction of 
duty on saleratus and bicarbonate of soda. 

As to the history of this industry, Iam told that about forty years 

English soda was the only kind used in America; its annual sales 
did not exceed 100 tons and the price ranged from 9 to 12 cents per 
pound. Even as late as 1872 the price of English soda ruled as high 
as 7 cents per pound in the American market. To-day American 
manufacturers make and sell in the United States about 50,000 tons an- 
nually, the demand for which has been created by their own time, 
labor, and expense, The price has been reduced from 7 cents to 3} 
cents per pound solely by home competition. The quality has been 
improved, so that now the American manufacturer makes a better arti- 
cle than the English ever made. This result has only been accom- 
plished by years of labor and invention and the expenditure of large 
amounts of money. 

In 1842 American ingenuity discovered the present process of mak- 
ing bicarbonate of soda. At first the machinery was crude, and for 
many years American manufacturers struggled to overcome the defects 
which were everywhere manifest in the process and the results. 

Upwards of from four millions to five millions of dollars are invested 
in the manufacture of soda and saleratus in the United States, almost 
entirely represented by the value of the plants. 

My distinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has given 
you some facts and figures which fell upon dull ears upon the other 
side of the House as to the production of soda ash, the value of the 
materials used therein, and the amount expended in labor. He showed 
oe to destroy it would be an irreparable injury to an important in- 

ustry. 

Now, the bill does not change the duty on the raw material, but if 
the duty on the manufactured article is reduced it would be a serious 
blow to the labor employed in the manufacture of bicarbonate of soda 
and saleratus. I learn that two soda manufacturers of Brooklyn give 
employment, directly or indirectly, to about one thousand hands; the 
entire number dependent upon them is several times larger. One of 
the two Brooklyn firms pays more money annually to its employésthan 
is derived by the Government in the same time from the tariff on the 
articles in question. 

I have alluded to the manufacture of soda-ash, a material from which 
bicarbonate of soda is made. A reduction of the tariff on the manu- 
factured article would kill a new-born industry. 

I wish to call attention to another fact. I wish to impress on the 
minds of my friends on the other side that this information comes from 
high Democratic authority, from men who have stood high in the Dem- 
ocratic councils, and who are to-day among the largest producers of 
these articles. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. BAKER, of New York. I hope I will he permitted to occupy 
five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man will p: is 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, if the manufacture of bicarbonate 
of soda is crippled this new industry—which bids fair to make us entirely 
independent of Europe for this almost indispensable article—will be 
strangled at its birth, while on the other hand the manufacture of our 
own soda-ash insures fature and permanent cheapness of the articles 
into which it is manufactured. 

The immense importance of the soda manufacture to the United 
States will be seen when we consider that it is an article of universal 
use. Nota family in the country but what uses it in some manner or 
shape; not a physician but what uses it in some of his prescriptions as 
= important ingredient, and in the arts and sciences it is indispensa- 

le. 

If the American manufacture is crushed and wiped out and our sup- 
plies are henceforth to be taken from the foreigner under the delusion 
that we shall get them cheaper, then in the event of a war with any 
European power our supply would be cut off and the United States, so 
far as soda is concerned, would be in the same helpless condition as 
that in which the late civil war found the Southern States. 

Let me read from the memorial of those engaged in this mannufact- 
ure. Here is what they say: 

Lastly, We respectfully submit that the duty on bicarbonate of soda and sale- 
ratus should remain as it is, for the following reasons: 

1, A reduction of duty would stop the manufacture of these articles in this 
on It would immediately depreciate valuable machinery and property now 

in this manufacture. 

3. It would throttle a new American industry, the manufacture of the raw 
material (soda-ash), which bids fair to be of large proportions in a short time. 

4. It would eventually give the entire trade in this article to foreigh manu- 
facturers, who would control the market and price, certainly not for the con- 
sumers’ benefit. 

5. It would ruin an industry which is distinctly American—a notion of Amer- 
ica—the product of American genius, aided by American energy. 


Very respectfully, 
7 Á JOHN DWIGHT & CO., New York City. 

CHURCH & CO. N. Y. 
J. MONROE TAYLOR, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
DELAND & CO., Fairport, N. Y. 

MARCH 22, 1886, 

.The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 

of the gentleman from New York. 


Mr. 
tion. 

The manufacture of soda-ash was commenced in this country in 1861. 
Bicarbonate of soda is the common baking-powder, and is used in 
every household. The present duty is 14 cents per pound, or $33.60 
aton. This bill proposes to reduce the duty by one-half, or $16.80 a 
ton. 

The Solvay Process Company of Syracuse, N. Y., commenced the 
manufacture of bicarbonate of soda two years ago, or in 1886. The re- 
sult of the beginning of this manufacture of bicarbonate of soda in 1886 
was first to reduce the price. The price then in the American market 
was $76.16 per ton, and to-day it is $68.20 per ton, or a reduction of 
$7.96 on a ton by reason of the inauguration of this domestic manu- 
facture, 

We consume in the United States about 40,000 tons annually, so it 
will be observed that by starting this industry we have saved to the 

ple of the United States $358,400. We import now annually about 
2100 tons. If the present rate of duty is continued we can evidently 
supply the home demand at the reduced price. If this duty is reduced 
as proposed by this bill the manufacturers say that it will probably 
stimulate importation so that we shall import at least one-half of the 
demand. If that be so, it will increase the revenue $310,000. The 
Solvay Process Company of Syracuse, N. Y., as I have said, have en- 
tered upon the manufacture of this product in connection with their 
establishment at a heavy outlay for machinery; and, as I have already 
stated, the result of that is to reduce the price. What motive could 
have actuated the majority of the committee of this House to strike 
down an industry that has by its operation reduced and is reducing 
the price of a necessary product to the consumers of this country I 
must confess myself utterly unable to conceive. 

I call attention to these facts, furnished me by the Solvay Process 
Company, and a statement submitted by them to the effect that it will 
cripple them, if not absolutely ruin the industry now entered upon 
within the last few years. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will temporarily with- 
draw the amendment I have offered for the purpose—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). The Chair desires to overrule 
himself for the purpose of correcting an error in reference to the de- 
cision made on the point of order by the gentleman from Kentucky a 
few moments since. 

After corsultation with the permanent chairman of this committee, 
who is of opinion that the ruling was not in order, the Chair will en- 
tertain the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BATIAN: which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the adoption of this amendment. 


URROWS. I desire to be heard for a moment upon this ques- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5819 


The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 39: : 
“ Alumina—alum, patent alum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina, and alu- 
minous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, six-tenths cent per pound.’+ 
The amendment was rejected. 
` Mr. BAKER, of New York. I now renew the amendment to strike 
out, in line 41, ‘three-fourths ofacent’’ and insert 14 cents. 
The question being taken, there were on adivision—ayes 28, noes 43, 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is it in order to make the point of no 
quorum? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis in order, 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I will not make it. [Laughter.]> 
So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. 
‘Mr. BAYNE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk to comein 
after this line. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 41: 
“Sulphate of soda, known as salt cake, crude or refined, or niter cake, crude 
or refined, and Glauber’s-salt, 20 per cent. ad valorem,” 


Mr. BAYNE. I have about the same remarks to make on this prop- 
osition as on the other, and I shall not repeat them, but ask to have 
the reasons, which are stated in much better form than I can give them, 
as will appear in a communication addressed to the House of Repre- 
sentatives from reputable manufacturers, printed in the RECORD, 

The statement referred to by Mr. BAYNE is as follows: 

To the honorable the House of Representatives: 
ae following argument is respectfully submitted as to the duties on alum and 


as: 
The present duties are as follows: 


Caustic soda. 
Soda ash 
Twenty per cent. ad valorem on sulphate of soda. 


The proposed duties, per bill in uced by the honorable chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee, are as follows: 


Sal soda. 
Bicarbonate of soda, 
Caustic soda,... 
Soda ash 


Alum is placed on the free-list. 

Sulphate of soda is placed on the free-list. 

Should this bill become a law, it would recent dl one of the most im 
our industries, as all of the articles are absolute 


t of 
y essential; and until the last 
few years we have been entirely dependent upon England for the supply or 
these manufactures, 

In 1887 the importations were 198,419 tons.. 

In 1887 the quantity made here was 194,000 tons. 


The excess of imports, we submit, is a good reason why the present rates 
should remain 


The prices of soda and alum under practical free trade, compared with prices 
under the existing tariff, are as follows: 


Duty per pound. 


Average market 
price per pound. 

Excess of market 
price under prac- 
tical free trade. 


f 
gel 


HepapA, pHi 
AAREARERES! 


‘The average prices are taken from the New York commercial papers, and are 
The total value of 392,419 tons is $1.6 


lower than ever before. 


Salt 000 
Sulphuric acid. 513,000 
Lime and limes! 700, 000 
Nitrate soda.. 17,000 
Alum clay.... 50,000 
Sulphate of 25, 000 

wary 000 


Pyrites. 
Packages... 
About halfof the above articles are prod 


process for maki 
will not be annihilated at the outset. 
Because—We are about erecting plants at the great coke works witha view of 
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—— yy apse of ammonia contained in the escaping gases, all of which 
now wasted. 

Because—We are now working the vast deposits of native sulphate and other 
forms of soda existing in the Western States and Territories, notably Wyoming, 
Nevada and Utah. r 


Because—We are working the pyrites minesof Virginia, Massachusetts, and 
PEER ~ Satnnee. ore, in place of Sicilian sulphur, formerly used in m: g 

phurie $ 

Because—We do not want to resume the humiliating position of obtaining our 
consumption of alum and alkali from foreign sources. 

Because—Labor is a most important item in the cost of all forms of soda and 
alum, as large masses of material have to be handled and dealt with. The 
average labor paid here amounts to 39 per cent. of value of product, against an 
av of 15.6 per cent. in similar establishmentsin Europe. The above labor 
inclu only that paid at factories. The contingent industries, which amount 
toavery sum, are omitted. 

Because—The grinding down of wages (as we should be compelled to do) is an 
objectionable feature and can not commend itself to enlightened citizens of the 
United States, Weaim not only to pay sufficient wages for mere existence in 
providing food and clothing, but also to allow of the education and bringing 
up of the children of the operatives in a proper manner, thus making them 
better and more enlightened citizens of the Republic. 

Because—The amount of duties on soda and alum since their original imposi- 
tion is considerably less than was paid at first, owing to the fact of the foreign 


manufacturers being quick to  aearer tan that by concentration of those articles | 


the peade EY be considerab! iy reduced, 

Beca: e glass, soap, and paper manufacturers, who are the largest con- 
sumers, are united on the propriety of the prois duties, as lower rates would 
tend to prevent an increase in their manufacture in this country, and the sav- 
ingin cost of production of glass, soap, and paper by the reduction in duty 
would come to so small a fraction as to be quite inappreciable, and would hardly 
find its way into the pocket of the consumer. 

Because—The alum and sulphate of soda manufacture would cease entirely, 
as those articles are placed on the free-list. The revenue from the other forms 
of soda would be greatly increased in consequence of reducing the duty one- 
half, as England is forwarding half our supply under the present duty. 

Because—Ten millions of dollars are invested in the alum and soda works and 
half as much additional in contingent and allied industries. thousand 
people are dependent upon them for support. The manufacturer, the laborer, 
the consumer, the mine-owner, and the carrier would see their money drained 
out of the country, and their requisites would be vastly diminished. 

Because—The alum clay deposits of Indiana, Alabama, South Carolina, and 
viina are now being developed, and this would cease with alum on the free- 

ist, 
Because—The British manufacturers are deeply concerned over the threaten- 
ing evils to their alum, alkali, and soda industries by reason of the rapid de- 
velopment of those industries in this country. Mr, Weldon, in a paper read in 
London in 1883, gave the soda production of the world at 710,000 tons, of which 
432,000 tons were made in England, The United States by long odds is the 
heaviest consumer. 

Because—In consequence of the permanent depression in market values ow- 
ing to sharp and active competition, the profit on soda and alum in the old es- 
tablished factories amounts to less than 6 per cent. upon invested capital. Sev- 
eral of the new companies, although in operation two or three years, have paid 
no dividends at all, 

Because—Heavy chemicals are brought to the United States as ballast, the 
freight costing only the expenses of handling. These vessels are sent over for 
pale 35 and petroleum cargoes; hence sea freight affords no protection. 

Because there are many towns that were brought into existence and the people 
and neighboring farmers supported solely by the chemical industries established 
in their midst. In view of the evil results that must follow the placing of alum 
and sulphate of soda on the free-list and the reduction in duty on sodas, we most 
earnestly request that no change or alteration be made in the existing duties, as 
it will, in ueed wages and reduced employment, seriously and vitally affect 
the interests of the respective communities, and without any commensurate 
gain to any American interest. 

THE TARIFF COMMITTEE REPRESENTING THE INTERESTS AFFECTED. 

HENRY BOWER, Secretary. 

PHILADELPHIA, April 17, 1888, , 


The amendment was rejected. n 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 42: Hydrate or caustic soda, one-half of 1 cent per pound, 


Mr. BURROWS. I move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out “‘one-half of 
1 cent per pound” and insert “1 cent per pound,” the present rate of 
duty. 

This is an infant industry. It was born in 1887. It is abouta year 
old. It was born at Syracuse, N. Y. Its birth cost $200,000; and I 
will ask the Clerk to read the account of its origin, which I hope will 
be listened to attentively by gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

Let me say first that in 1887, last year, the Solvay Process Company 
of Syracuse, N. Y., attached to their plant machinery that cost them 
$200,000 for the manufacture of this substance, and they have just 
commenced its production. Until they began it there was never an 
ounce made in the United States; and as they say, this will prove de- 
structive to that industry and destroy the outlay of $200,000 invested. 
The very fact that they have added to their works machinery to make 
the product has already reduced the price of the material. I ask the 
Clerk now to read the communication, and hope the majority will lis- 
ten to it. 

The Clerk reid as follows: 


Caustic soda is a hydrate of soda, It is used in manufacture of soap, paper, 
woodpulp, and all scouring operations in many other manufactures, 


Tons. 


Price January, 1887, 2} cents $65.33 
Price January, 1888, 2} cents 58.80 
Price April, 1888, 2} cents..... 57.00 

8.33 


Argument of the Solvay Process Company, Syracuse, N. Y., against the reduc- 
grt caustic soda.’ 


tion of the present 


Present duty 1 cent per pound. 
Proposed duty, # cent per pound... 


Proposed reduction ...........ccssessseesserseceeeee ENEA ESTEN - 5.60 

Up to the present time the entire consumption of caustic soda in the United 
States (with the exception of a very Kany ang quantity) has been supplied by 
om England, 


importations, and almost exclusively 
these imports have been as follows: 


1884, 34,990 tons, a duty of $22.40 per ton 
1885, 37,740 tons, a duty of $22.40 per ton... 
1886, 38,855 tons, a duty of $22.40 per ton....... 
1887, 40,000 tons, a duty of $22.40 per ton. m q 

The official figures for 1887 are not yet obtainable, but it may be safely assumed 
that the imports will certainly reach the figures above given of 40,000 tons. 

The selling price of 70 per cent. caustic in January, 1887, was about 2} cents per 
pound for 60 per cent., which corresponds to $65.33 per ton of 70 per cent, caustic. 

Dirinya year 1887 the Solvay Process Company has expended, now $200,000, 
nearly $150,000 in building and equipping extensive caustic soda works, in which 
it is intended to produce from 6,000 to 10,000 tons per year, which quantity will 
be increased if found practicable, This enterprise will produce from 16 per 
cent. to 25 percent. of the consumption of the United States, 

Although not a single pound has yet been turned out by these works, owing 
to their present incomplete condition, still the mere prospect of this new source 
ofsupply has caused the selling price to fall to 2} cents per pound, which cor- 
responds to $58.80 per ton of 70 per cent. 

January, 1887. Selling price 2} cents... 
January, 1888. Selling price 2} cents..... 


‘or the past four years 


Revenue. 
. $783,776 
845, 376 


870, 352 


d appear that the saving effected to the consumers of caus- 
tic soda has been $6.53 per ton on 40,000 tons=$261,200, and that the new enter- 
prise of the Solvay Process Company has already benefited the country. 

If the duty on caustic soda is reduced, the immediate effect will be disastrous 
to this new enterprise, In passing it may be noticed that no such undertaking 
has ever before been attempted in the United States, 

The foreign makers will be able tointroduce their products cheaper than they 
are now doing, and will be able to destroy competition by the Solvay Process 
Company, after which there will be no inducement for them to lower their 
prices and it would be entirely within the range of bilities that the price 
should rise by eee to the same point as in January, 1887, where this home com- 
petition first began to threaten the foreign market. 

If the duty is maintained as at present, the Solvay Process Company will 
probably produce 6,000 tons during 1888. This will be sold at home and must 
necessarily decrease imports by just that amount, less the natural increase in 
the consumption of the country. Calling this increase 4 per cent. on 40,000 tons 
1,600 tons, then the result of the operation of the Solvay Process Company will 
be a decrease in the imports of 6,000. Six thousand tons at duty of $2240 per 


ton, $134,400—which sum will go toward decreasing the revenue and the sur- 


us. 

If, however, the duty is reduced, as is proposed, the Solvay Process Company 
will produce no caustic soda, because it can not afford to do so, and the natural 
increase in consumption must be entirely made up by increased im or we 
6 reduce 


shall then import at least 41,600 tons, an probably more. Under t 
duty the revenue from this source will be— 

41,600 tons at $16.80 per ton. aon 

40,000 tons at $22.40 per ton. ie 


Showing a decrease in revenue Of......0.s.cesssersccseseerssesseerscesenss cveceea: 197,190 


This decrease is $62,720 more than the decrease which would be effected by 
the operations of the Solvay Process Company, and at first sight it would seem 
more desirable to accomplish it in this way; but it must be remembered that 
the consumption of the country is increasing at the rate of from 3 per cent. to 5 
per cent, per year, and it will only take a few years to more than effect this 
temporary reduction. Again, the Solvay Process ere intends, if possible, 
to increase its production as speedily as possible to 18, ns per year, which 
would cut off, say, 40 per cent. to 45 per cent, of the present imports, and would 
correspondingly reduce the revenue from thisarticle. Thisis no ie promise, 
but is made understandingly, and with the determined Br oa of carrying it 
out if the conditions of duty will admit of doing so. This can only result in 
good to the country at large and in a still further reduction of the revenue 


surplus. 

It may be further urged that the Solvay Process Company has put its capital 
into caustic soda works in good faith and on the supposition that the existin, 
state of affairs would not be changed. If, however,a change is made, it w 
most disastrously affect this branch of its business,and may render its plant of 
no value whatever. 

If there ever was a case of an "infant industry” this is one. It seems hardly 
ic to —* the conditions before the infant has. fairly begun to breathe, or 

produ the first pound of the article for which it was created. Against 
this weakling are pitted the strong and well-established industries of like nat- 
ure in England and elsewhere industries which have flourished for years, 
and which have the notable advantage of having both managers and employés 
who have grown up with them. Theskillandexperience of years is allin their 
favor, They ought to produce their goods cheaper than we can on this account 
alone, leaving out of consideration the question of relative wages, which, how- 
ever, is in itself a most important one, as labor in one form or another may 
safely be considered as forming at least 95 per cent. of the cost of caustic soda, 

In conclusion the Solvay Process Company, asks a continuance of the present 
rate of duty (1 cent per pound) on caustic soda, for the following reasons: 

1, It will eventually materially reduce the surplus revenue, 

2. The cost of this article is already lessened to the consumer, and will proba- 
bly be further decreased. 

8. A healthy competition will be possible. This isalwaysan advantage to the 
country at large. 

4. This is a new and “infant industry,” born under the protection of existing 


‘umstances. 
All of which is respectfully submitted by, 
Tue SOLVAY Process COMPANY. 
F. R. , Treasurer. 
New YORK, January 27, 1883. 


Miners, coal, salt; quarrymen, limestone; coke workers, coke; gas-house 
men, ammonia ; wood-workers, barrels, etc.; iron-workers, drums for caustic; 
eotton-workers, bags for soda; and many others who are required to furnish the 
innumerable small supplies, froma tack toa locomotive, which arein daily use, 
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During the reading of the article the hammer fell. 
Mr. BURROWS. I would like to have the rest of the article read, 
but I will not detain the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Sufficient has been read to show that theindustry 
was started last year, that it has reduced the price materially, thatthe 
company have invested $200,000, and that to reduce the duty will de- 
stroy the industry. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has itreduced the price more than the reduc- 
tion of the duty? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have not calculated that. It has reduced the 
price very largely. The company is just entering upon the produc- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], which the Clerk will again 
report. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35. 

Mr. BURROWS (while the noes were being counted). Ido not care 
for any further count, Mr. Chairman. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is rejected. 
fen BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come in after 

ine 43. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

After line 43 insert: `% 

“ Copper, sulphate of, or blue vitròl, 2 cents per pound,” 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, there is a small importation of that 
material, but a very considerable manufacture. The amountimported 
is about 462 pounds, I believe. The amount manufactured in this 
country is about 7,000 tons. This article is used, as I understand, for 
colors, dyeing, electrical batteries, and printing. The price in the 
United States is 4, 5, and as high as 8 cents per pound. ‘The present 
duty is 3 cents per pound. The costof manufacturing it abroad is said 
to be 3 cents per pound. It must be perfectly obvious that if the duty 
is taken off it will result in large importations; and so far as it results 
in importations it will cripple the industry here athome. That isthe 
plain logic of the situation. If gentlemen are willing to be persuaded 
by the logic of facts and e ience they will vote for this amend- 
ment. they have made their minds to put this bill through 
headlong, without regard to reason, rhyme, or any other consideration, 
they will vote against it. I ask for a vote on the proposition. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I propose another amendment. I 
will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 43 insert: 

“Strike out lines 83 and 84. Sulphate of soda, known as salt cakes, crude or 
pened or niter cakes, crude or refined, and Glauber’s-salt, 20 cents per hundred 
poun 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 

inst that amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. That isa point of order raised a little while ago and 
overruled by the Chair. I have been offering these propositions since. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition is expressly 
to strike out two lines we have already gone over. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion this would be returning 
to a portion of the bill already passed. Thatcan only be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BAYNE. Itisan entire change. Itis providing a duty dif- 
ferent from existing law. There is no motion. to strike out at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. -The Clerk will report the amendment again. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. $ 

Mr. BAYNE. There is a mistake in wording the amendment. The 
words ‘‘ Strike out lines 83 and 84” should not be there. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I made the gon of order 
against the amendment. On page 4, lines 83 and 84, will be found pre- 
cisely what the gentleman has putin this amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no;I puta duty on it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thoselinesare precisely what 
will be found in this amendment. The only difference is that one is 
on the free-list and the other has a duty provided. 

Mr. BAYNE. That makes a different proposition entirely. 

Mr. BLAND. If motions to put on the dutiable-list articles now on 
the free-list are in order we would have to go over the whole bill again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] has the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is exactly the same lan- 
guage. This is notan amendment which is inconsistent with a former 
amendment and comes under that rule. The proposition is to recur to 
a subject already settled concerning which the committee has voted and 
from which it has passed. ‘This can not be done except by unanimous 
consent. That is my point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When temporarily occupying the chair a few mo- 
ments since, a proposition involying the same point of order was pre- 


` 


I make the pointof order 
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sented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] on another 
paragraph of the bill. I then decided in substance that the proposi- 
tion was out oforder, because it was in effect a consideration of a prop- 
osition that had already been upon by the committee, and a 
motion to reconsider not being in order in Committee of the Whole, 
the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was therefore not 
in order. In other words, that it was recurring to a matter that had 
already been passed upon by the committee. Upon subsequent con- 
sultation with the distinguished Chairman of the committee [Mr. 
SPRINGER] I concluded that I was perhaps in error, and so admitted 
the amendment; but upon further examination I am satisfied that the 
original decision ought to stand as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. May TI be allowed to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri whether he has consulted any authorities on the subject? 

Mr. DOCKERY. None, except the very able Chairman of this com- 
mittee [Mr. SPRINGER], who is one of the best authorities in this body 
upon parliamentary law, and who was at first of the opinion that my 
decision was wrong, but who, I am inclined to think, has changed his 
views and will so announce. 

Mr. ADAMS. It may be inconvenient to have this rule stand, but 
after all, that is not the question—— = 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly not. The question is whether it is right. 

Mr. ADAMS. The question is whether, according to the rules of 
this House on the principles of general parliamentary law, a proposi- 
tion can be put in a subsequent part of a bill which is inconsistent 
with a proposition in a preceding part of the bill. I have glanced 
through Jefferson’s Manual, and I am pretty sure that there isno rule 
of the House on the subject, and I am strongly of the opinion that it 
must be remitted to the general principles of parliamentary law. Al- 
though I have not had an opportunity to consult Cushing’s Manual, 
I have a very strong impression that there is a statement there that 
the insertion of something that is inconsistent with something else 
which is already in the bill is a matter of policy for the Committee of 
the Whole to consider; but that the inconsistency is not a reason why 
the proposition should be stricken out or kept out on a point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A motion to reconsider is not in order in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Now, if the gentleman’s position is correct and 
should be sustained by a majority of the committee, let us look at 
the position in which it would put the bill. In one part of the bill 
you would haye an item on the free-list, while in a subsequent part ot 
the measure the same item would appear on the dutiable list—a most 
absurd and ridiculous result. ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS. Admitted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And parliamentary law should not be construed 
so as to permit such an absurdity. 

Mr. ADAMS. BnutCushingsaysexactly the contrary. He says that 
it is not a sufficient reason for excluding a proposition from a bill under 
a rule of parliamentary law that it results in a ridiculous or absurd 
form of the bill. Idesire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that when the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. DOCKERY ] discusses this 
question he puts it upon the ground that the amendment is equivalent 
to a motion to reconsider. Not at all. This is the insertion of an 
amendment which the gentleman thinks, and I think, might probably 
lead hereafter in the House to a motion to reconsider the one or the 
other of the two inconsistent propositions; but when you have repeated 
precedents from Cushing’s Manual of Parliamentary Law showing that 
you can put in an inconsistent provision in a subsequent part of a par- 
liamentary proposition, how can you say that the insertion of it is sub- 
ject to a point of order on the ground that it is equivalent to a motion 
to reconsider? Itis not. Theonly argument the gentleman makes is 
that probably a motion to reconsider might, on the grounds of propriety, 
be made hereafter. That is a very different thing from a point of or- 
der. I simply ask the gentleman whether there is any rule of the 
House, or any principle of parliamentary law, in support of his view 
that is relied on or to be relied on, and if so what it is. 

Mr. BLAND. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is the very plain principle 
of common sense that when the committee has considered a subject- 
matter and agreed to it in any form it can not be brought up again. 
This is asubject-matter that this committee hasalready passed upon. It 
is a provision of the bill that we have agreed upon and passed, and it 
can not be reconsidered and brought back again. Otherwise we could 
never legislate at all. We might come together and consider propo- 
sition after proposition and dispose of them and get through the bill, 
and then we could turn around and consider the whole bill again by 
amendments. Thesubject-matter of the free-list has been gone through 
with and acted upon by the committee, and if we could be brought in 
this way to go over the whole subject again we never could legislate at 
all. Rules are supposed to be made to facilitate legislation, but if, 
after having passed a subject, we can turn back and bring up every 
item from one end of the bill to the other in this way, we had better 
have no rules. This is a simple, plain proposition of common sense 
which no parliamentary rules would ever contravene. No legislation 


could be had unless it was understood that when we have passed upon 
a subject-matter in committee and agreed upon it, thatis the end of it. 
Unless thatis so, you would never have anend of any disputed measure. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I differ so widely from my friend 
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from Missouri that I think the adoption of such a rule as he suggests 
would indicate a lack of common sense, would deprive the Committee 
of the Whole of the power to perfect this bill, and would leave it in a 
dilemma when the bill came to be presented to the House. For in- 
stance, in the wisdom of the committee it might be desirable to make 
a change with reference to some article in a tariff bill like this, which 
article might have been previously put on the free-list or an article 
nearly related to it might be on the free-list. An article might be 
taken from the free-list and a duty put upon it, and the article upon 
the free-list might be the result of a higher stage of manufacture than 
the one that had the duty upon it. 

Then you would have the anomaly of a manufactured article on the 
free-list, while a constituent of that manufactured article would be on 
the dutiable list. The proposition of the gentleman on the other side 
would entirely disable the committee from rectifying such a mistake. 
As we progress with the discussion of this bill and elucidate, as we sup- 

the principles upon which our tariff legislation should be formu- 
Tated, we should not lose control of the subject; we should not lose the 
wer to amend and change and perfect the bill all the way through. 
These different phs can not be treated as different bills; they 
form parts of an entire measure, and the power of the Committee of 
the Whole to control this legislation and report this measure to the 
House in such shape as it may deem best, should be, it seems to me 
absolute. If there were a power to reconsider in the Committee of the 
Whole, a matter of this kind could be easily remedied; but there is no 
power to reconsider. Why, sir, suppose that both pig-metal and iron 
ore should, in the framing of a bill by the Committee of the Whole, 
be placed on the free-list. Suppose when the Committee of the Whole 
came to the pig-metal it should be retained on the free-list, but the 
very next article, iron ore, should be left off the free-list and a duty 
of 75 cents a ton put upon it. How would you rectify a matter of 
that kind? When you come toa vote on the measure in the House 
you could not vote upon putting pig-metal on the dutiable list, because 
it is a part of the bill; and you could not call for a vote on a proposi- 
. tion to putiron ore on the free-list. Butsupposeit should be the sense 
of the House that iron ore should pay a duty of 75 cents a ton and 
pig-metal a duty of $6 a ton; the House, according to the position of 
gentlemen on the other side, would be absolutely powerless under par- 
liamentary law to carry out its wishes. There is neither reason nor 
common sense in any such position. We must keep control of this 
bill from one end to the other, so that we may rectify and revise its 
rovisions all the way through, thereby being enabled to report to the 
Konse a complete measure without contradictions or stultifications 
within itself. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman will remember that 
wehavealready passed on the free-list the subject of woolen rags. Now, 
when we come to the subject of wool, our action on that matter might 
render it necessary to go back to the subject of woolen rags. 

Mr. BAYNE. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Joser D. TAYLOR] shows how necessary it is that our power over 
all parts of the bill should be retained. Gentlemen on the other side 
have asked that certain things should be passed over until we come to 
certain other things which bear on the same subject. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That has been done by unani- 
mous consent, 

Mr. BAYNE. But anybody could have opposed it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then it would have had to 
be done by order of the committee, or not at all. 

Mr, BAYNE. Then I submit to the gentleman from Kentucky the 
control of the action of the committee would be substantially placed 
in the hands of one man who would have the power to object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I do not think that is parliamentary law or 
good sense. 

Mr. BLAND. According to the gentleman’s rule we can go back 
= plscampon the dutiable-list everything that has been placed on the 
ist. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave no proposition to recur generally to matters 
already passed. But these are all subjects relating to each other. There 
is nothing else on the free-list which I propose to call up. These mat- 
ters are all connected, and therefore I would like a vote on this propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The question of parliament- 
ary power here involved is avery important one. Personally, I would 
be perfectly willing that the gentleman should have a vote on this 
proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then it had better be held open. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think, however, that the 
point of order against this amendment is perfectly sound; it seems to 
me clearer the more I think about it. I base my position upon this 
statement of the Digest: 4 K 

Where s bill is being considered by clauses or sections, and the 
has particular clause 


committee 
from the consideration of a or section, it is not in 
order to recur thereto. 


Now, what is a clause or section of this bill? It is each particular 
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line or subject; and certain of these we have already agreed upon. 
What is the amendment which the gentleman has offered? 

Sulphate of soda, known as salt-cake, crude or refined. or niter-cake, crude 
or refined, and Glauber’s-salt, 20 cents per 100 pounds. 

In a preceding clause of the bill this subject has been considered and 
passed upon. Now, the rule is that ‘‘it is not in order to recur there- 
to. 


Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman recite once more the paragraph 
which he read from the Digest, and give us the reference? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It will be found on page 315 
of the Digest. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it one of the rules? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is a decision under Rule 
XXIII, clauses 1 and 8, which relate to the order of business in the 
Committee of the Whole. It reads— 

Where a bill is being considered by clauses or sections, and the committee 
has passed from the consideration of a particular clause or section, it is not in 
order to recur thereto, 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘‘To recur thereto;’’ that is, to recur to that clause 
or section. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, this is a clause or sec- 
tion which relates to the subject of ‘‘sulphate of soda, known as salt- 
cake, crude or refined, or niter-cake, crude or refined, and Glauber’s- 
salt. n 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a distinction ? 
What he speaks of is the subject of the clause, not the clause itself. 
The rule does not declare that you shall not recur to the subject of a 
clause. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Therule is that you shall not 
recur to a clause or section which has already been passed, unless you 
have unanimous consent to do so; and the reason of this is perfectly 
apparent—that there is no such thing as reconsideration in Committee 
of the Whole; and there must be an end of this preliminary business 
done in Committee of the Whole. In order that the measure may be 
enacted into legislation it is necessary that there be an end of its con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole, and that when a clause or sec- 
tion has been considered it shall be regarded as passed. 

The contention of the gentleman from Illinois is, that while youcan 
not go back to take up that clause or section again directly you can 
copy it verbatim, and have it put into a subsequent part of the bill, 
not by recurring to it in that sense, but@indirectly by nominally mak- 
ing an original section of it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Pardon me, the gentleman from Pennsylvania did not 
copy it verbatim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But he does copy it verbatim, 
as to the substance. j 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly, but—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is precisely as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on an appropriation bill, if the committee should de- 
cide that the salary of the Secretary of the Navy was to be fixed at 
$4,000, and when we passed to the building of the ships a clause should 
be putin that the Secretary of the Navy should receive $2,000; and 
when we got lower down to the general supplies, that it should be 
$1,000. Now the clause under consideration is the salary of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. That is the clause; and there is no mental leger- 
demain that can by any possible mode of construction pe the con- 
clusion that you make this rule absolutely nugatory, if by clause you 
mean every word in the clause. For the very thing you do in passing 
from s clause is to vote down somebody’s proposition, or to vote in 
somebody’s proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE, Is notthis subject different from that proposed in the 
former line of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
cisely the same subject. 

Mr. BAYNE. Doesthe gentleman pretend that the fixing of a duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem is the predicate, and that the alum is the 
subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The subject of legislation is 
what shall be done with sulphate of soda. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ah! 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Sulphate of soda is the sub- 
ject, and legislation by way of taxation is the method by which we 
are dealing with that subject. Now, I repeat, the clause is sulphate 
of soda. The result of the consideration of that subject is thatit shall 
be put upon the free-list. The action of the committeeis, then, to pass 
from that clause to consider another subject and determine what shall 
be done with the other subject. The contention of the gentleman, 
however, is that you can go back, not directly, not recur to it openly, 
but that by indirection you can go back to the same subject, to wit, 
what shall be done with hate of soda and the tax upon it? 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not go back to 
that atalh Isay when you add a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem or 
any other duty on an article that is free, it becomes part of a new spe- 
cific and substantive proposition. It is not, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky would try to make it appear to be, a predicate on which to 


Precisely not. It is pre- 
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base as in logic a conclusion, but it becomes a new subiect for consid- 
eration by the committee. The 20 per cent. tax is a part of a substan- 
tive proposition and the whole thing is the subject. Youcoupleanew 
condition to a condition that already exists, and after having coupled 
it you make the entire matter a new and different subject from what 
you put upon the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That simply means that gen- 
tlemen here can move to amend every schedule in this bill by chang- 
ing what the committee have done on every clause or section of the bill 
after it is passed. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So that when we come to the 
end of the bill all that is necessary for the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to do is to simply move to insert some clause with an addition 
to it of a different rate of duty, and that motion thereby changes the 
subject of the clause and makes an entire new provision. 

Mr. BAYNE. But it does not mean that at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not mean to say that 
that is his purpose, for the gentleman says that he has but one amend- 
ment to offer here and I accept his statement as candid; but it is inthe 
power of any gentleman to do so if this point shall be admitted. 

Mr. BAYNE. Assume that even to be true, is it worse than the re- 
peating of pro forma amendments, by which the debate could be car- 
ried on indefinitely ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it is a very bad 
thing to start with. The other has been already started. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky 
while I read one paragraph from the Digest, on page 271, which I think 
has a direct reference to this subject, and I will state to the gentleman 
that my volume is of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and possibly the es of his may not conform to mine. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have the same, my later 
volume being in the hands‘of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUCKALEW]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ifind this language: 

If an amendment be pro inconsistent with one already agreed tó, it isa 
fit ground for its rejection the House, but not within the competence of the 
Speaker to suppress it as if it were against order, x 

Everything that the gentleman has said in regard to the inconve- 
nience of this style of logic I do not question. It may be all true. 
But what I say is, that although the committee might be possibly pre- 
pared to adopt some rule which should apply to bills of this kind, that 
rule has not yet been adopted, nor has it yet been laid down as a gen- 
eral principle of parliamentary law, whatever the preferences of gen- 
tlemen may be, and I hold that the law is precisely what I said this 
morning—simply to put in the discretion of the House power to regu- 
late an amendment which may be inconsistent with something already 
passed in the House, but it does not make such an amendment liable 
to the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. The point is that it is not inconsistent with anything 
the committee has considered. The point is that we are going back to 
consider something that has been already considered. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no. The gentleman adopts that form of state- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. If we were on the free-list where that came in and 
one amendment had been offered and another inconsistent amendment 
had been offered it would not be against the rules; but having passed 
it, and the free-list having been adopted by the committee, there is no 
power togo back. Otherwise we could go back and travel over this bill 
from one month to the other and from one year to the other. 

Mr, ADAMS. We do not propose to go back, We are on the duti- 
able-list. 

Mr. BLAND. I know that; you want to take from tho free-list 
what has already been put there and putit on the dutiable-list. While 
the free-list was under consideration it would have been perfectly 
proper to offer any inconsistent amendment, but not now. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman tries to change his reasoning simply 
by changing the mode f stating the proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think so. 

Mr. BLAND. Your amendment, ifinconsistent when that subject- 
matter was up, would be very proper under the rule. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the Chair to consider the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has moved 
to insert after line 43 the words which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Against this amendment the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has made the point of order that the 
subject-matter of the amendment is embraced in lines 83 and 84, page 
4, of this bill, which has been passed, and that therefore it is substan- 
tially a recurrence to a previous portion of the bill. If this were a 
question of mere inconsistency of a subsequent amendment with a 
former matter the Chair would not hesitate to hold, under the rule laid 
down in Jefferson’s Manual, and also in the Digest, that the mere in- 
consistency of a pro amendment with something already done 
was not cause for the suppression of the amendment by the Chair, but 


was a question directed solely to the discretion of the committee and 
of the House; but this is more than a question of consistency between 
the amendment proposed and the previous action of the committee. Itis 
a recurrence toa portion of the billalready passedover. That recurrence 
of course would not be necessary if the committee were simply to do 
what it had already done; but the recurrence is for the purpose of un-* 
doing what the committee has already done, and that can not beasked ex- 
cept for the purpose of reconsidering in effect the action of the committee 
already had. The question of consistency would come up on ordinary 
legislation. But in considering bills making appropriations and rev- 
enue bills, the question whether the subject-matter has been 
over heretofore and considered in a previous part of the bill would be 
better illustrated perhaps by referring to the sundry civil bill. On 
page 9 of the last bill you will find a clause, as follows: 

Court-house at Santa Fé, N. Mex.: For approaches complete, $12,000. 
If that portion of the bill had been passed it would not be in order to 
move to insert $20,000 for the same purpose. It would be in effect re- 
curring to the subject-matter already passed over and disposed of. 
So in this case itis not a mere question of inconsistency, but of recur- 
rence to a former portion of the bill and a proposition to make a differ- 
ent rate of duty upon a particular subject-matter already considered 
than that to which the committee had agreed. Therefore the Chair 
sustains the point of order on principle and also as a matter of conve- 
nience, which the Chair perhaps need not necessarily refer to. If the 
amendment was in order it would be in order to move to insert every 
item heretofore passed and there would be no end to legislation. Rules 
were made to bring about results and not to prevent results from being 
brought about. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
calls the attention of the Chair to a decision in January, 1859, which is 
found on page 1429 of the Congressional Globe, and which sustains the 
position the Chair has taken. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not ask to have the de- 
cision read. P 
Mr. BAYNE. I nowask unanimous consent that a vote be taken on 
this proposition. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection. 
Mr. BAYNE. Now, I want to occupy one minute in addressing the 
House. 
There are large quantities of this article imported. The amount is 
now about 8,000 tons perannum. To put it on the free-list will un- 
doubtedly swell the importations and thus deprive our own people of 
the opportunity to manufacture, as they are now doing. In view of 
that fact I protest on behalf of these manufacturers against putting the 
article on the free-list, and I think it should remain as it is in existing 
law. That is all I have to say. 
The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BAYNE, and it 
was rejected. 
The Clerk read.as follows: 
Soda silicate or other alkaline silicate, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 
Sulphur, sublimed or flowers of, $12 per ton. 
Ultramarine, 3 cents per pound. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ three”? and 
inserting '‘ five.” 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the present rate. The gentleman may 
move to strike out the line. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. What is to 
prevent my colleague from moving to strike out ‘‘three ” and insert 
* five,” if he desires to make that motion ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Nothing atall. It is simply a matter of con- 
venience. The Chair will entertain the amendment in that form if the 
gentleman prefers it. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Ido not intend to take up time in asking this 
committee to adopt this amendment, which would leave the duty on 
ultramarine the same as it is at present. I merely wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact that since this article has been manufactured in the 
United States, which has been for only a few years past, the price has 
declined from 30 cents a pound to12} cents a pound. Previous to that 
the sale of ultramarine had been in the hands of a wealthy importer, 
and I understand that at his suggestion this reduction and many other 
reductions in the chemical list have been made by the Committee on 
Ways and Means. I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter which was sent 
to the chairman of that committee, a public letter, which I am afraid 
the committee did not read or consider, and I ask to have it read here 
now. Itwill be very interesting reading for this committee and for the 
country. Ifthe present duty is reduced, I am afraid it will not be for 
the benefit of the consumer, but for the benefit of the importer, and 
when this American industry is completely destroyed the prices will be 
advanced by these importers, and the consumers will have to pay higher 
prices. 
The letter was read, as follows: 
To the Chairman of the Commitiee of Ways and Means: 

A letter-of Mr. William Pickhardt, of New York, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury has been found of suficient importance to be presented to your hon- 
orable committee; for that reason we ask your permission to reply to the same. 


The letter shows that Mr. Pickhardt is not a good authority, as most of his 
statements are incorrect and strained; besides, we consider him ill-fitted to 


pose as a benefactor of the textile industries of this county, after having exacted 
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trom them between eight and ten millions of dollars in the course of thirteen 
goras bean emolument for a patent on one of his commodities, which, after a 
ong la declared invalid. 


w suit, was 
Mr. Pickhardt says that tected farm labor su ies Europe with cereal 
beef, ete. If he had com: mene hey AAAA conic ct Bae with thet at 
understand why the reg Na have to buy a por- 


in tariff try. 
Mr. Pickhardt also speaks of chemicalsand d; and says it would bea 
matter of great importance to the textile man whether they have to 
os $100 or only $60 for the J atime Ss of their goods, thus insinuating that 

e duties on chemicals and dye-stuffs produced such a difference in the cost of 
textile goods, ickhardt $1.25 

, Which prod- 
ediutely added 


Such was not the case even when Mr. Pi: 


court, 

Mr. Pickhardt seems to be poorly informed in regard to the history of the 
chemical industry, or he would not state that of the artificial colors only ultra- 
marine was known before 1860, He forgets chrome colors, Prussian blues, co- 
balt, Paris green, carmine, vermilion, in fact very few new colors have been 
added to the list since that time, except coal-tar dyes. 

His statement in rogard to the American aniline dye industry is also incor- 
rect. He asserts we have had the principal raw material for coal-tar dyes 
free since 1870. He knows, or should know, t aniline oil, the only raw ma- 
terial of the kind on the poe ety the raw material for not even one-tenth of 
the coal-tar dyes used, and that all the other coal-tar products, not dyes, pay 20 

r cent. duty, which amounts in the practical use to from 30 to 40 per cent. 
When the specific duty of 50 cents per pound on coal-tar dyes was taken off 
four factories established by European houses had to close, because 35 per cent. 
on coal-tar colors was more than counterbalanced by the duty on raw ma- 
terials, chemicals, and price of labor. 

‘The four factories now in existence continued hoping for a change, and have 
been successful in preventing almost entirely the importation of such as 
they could produce by reason of the aniline oil being free. Had they the same 
favorable Riad tog mrad for the production of other coal-tar colors, the industry 
would have been in toa extent. 

‘The reasons why the coal-tar dye industry has not flourished are— 

1. Capitalists were too timid to invest much money in expensive factories un- 
der the uncertainties of tariff laws. 

2. That skilled chemical talent was difficult, almost im: ble to procure. In- 
experienced chemical help which could be procured in German laboratories for 
the asking would come to this country only at high wages, and caused much 

intment to Ame manufacturers. 

3. That American labor and costof plant inthis branch, as in many other, are 
about two or three times as high as in Sins 

Mr. Pickbardt's remarks about ultramarine are just as misleading as =r 
thing he says in regard to coal-tar dyes. He knows very well that he sold h 
fine paper ultramarine at 30 cents until the American manufacturers forced him 
down to 16 cents. The present price of the American is 12} cents; other grades 
have declined in a sim: manner. 

His statement of the great bulk of ultramarine being sold in Europe for 5 cents 
is based on the hly adulterated grades, for which qualities the American 
manufacturers find very limited demand. These goods do not com with 
the articles sold in this country for 9 cents. ‘The low prices of pure ul ne 
in Europe are only for the purpose of meeting American competition and to 
dispose of surplus stock, which would be sold at high prices as soon as Ameri- 
can competition disap) 4 

‘The cost of an ultramarine plant is enormous in comparison to its production. 

If reasonable protective duties can produce such results as these have done in 
the ultramarine trade, they should be the policy of this country. 

‘These industries have been started under certain tariff regulations, they have 
grown to great enuvenen. and would become, if fully developed, immense 
consumers of chemicals. They are a source of employment to much skilled 
and unskilled labor, and, as in Europe, form an excellent practical school for 

oung chemists and an peng wb fee nventive talent. success of Amer- 
a manufacturers always forces European, and consequently American, prices 

own. 

For these reasons it would not be good policy to strangle these industries, one 
of which has already suffered so severely by the tariff reduction of 1883. 

Faerasteenioe a sabmitted by the American coal-tar, dye, and ultramarine man- 
ufacturers, 

Tue SCHOELLKOPF ANILINE AND CHEMICAL COMPANY, 


Buffalo, N. Y. 
THE ALBANY ANILINE Company, Albany, N. 
Hupsox RIVER ANILINE AND COLOR WORKS, 

Albany, N. Y. 


HELLER & MERZ, Newark, N. J. 

INTERNATIONAL ULTRAMARINE WORES, LIMITED, 
GERMANIA ULTRAMARINE WORKS. 

AMERICAN ULTRAMARINE WORKS. 


Mr. BURROWS. Ihave a letter from gentlemen who are familiar 
with the industry affected by this provision of the bill, transmitting 
to me a statement of the effect upon the industry should the provision 
be adopted. I ask to have the statement inserted in the RECORD, that 
the committee may know to-morrow the mistake it has made to-day, 
[Langhter. ] 

The statement was read, as follows: 

ULTRAMARINE, 


Dear Simm: Allow us a few words on ultramarine with regard to the proposed 
change of tariff. 

The price of ultramarine was about 50 to 100 per cent. higher before the change 
of tariff of 1870 from 25 per cent, ad valorem to 6 cents per pound went into 
effect, 

The price reduction was the consequence of our competition, only no im- 
provements in the manufacture having been made in that time. 

Euro} manufacturers since preferred to place their lus product at cost 
or less in this country and wherever else we tried to sell and take the benefit of 
cheaper because anes production on the sales in theirown country. Of course 
driving them out of our market meant still lower prices for us, and thus the 
American consumer was benefited during the last ten years to the extent of 
over $1,000,000 on former prices, 

e difference in cost of labor, plant, wear and tear, selling, and office ex- 
pense between the United States and Europe is so that we could not com- 
pete against Europe without protection. Labor in this industry in Europe is at 


the highest 2.50 marks = 60 cents day. In our country $10 week is the 
lowest pay. This will be a— dames ae 


on 15,000 hundredweight of ultramarine, or 3} cents per pound. Interest and 


wear and tear account is so high because the plant is an enormous one, costing 
about $250,000 for a com tively small production. 
You will readily see that 4} cents duty per pou will leave us very little 
profit, while 3 cents per pound would force us to shut down. 
there are not many manufacturers in Europe who can adapt themselves 
to the American market, and each one has his specialties not Sopon with 
the others, prices would be advanced as soon as this industry was abolished 


here. 

We hope this statement will give ps a clear view of our position and induce 
you to aire us such help in the coming struggle as will be consistent with your 
duties and patriotism, 

Yours, respectfully, 


New YORK, April 12, 1888, 


The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. LEHLBACH, and 
it was rejected—ayes 36, noes 52. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate. 

Am e from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had appointed Mr. ALLISON a conferee on 
the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889, in place 
of Mr. HALE. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
oo on the sixteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 
6833), 


HELLER & MERZ, 


TARIFF, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, we have reached now some matters 
which I hope the committee will not enter upon so late on Saturday 
afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to move an amend- 
ment in line 76 in regard to china? 

Mr. BAYNE. LIhope the committee will rise without proceeding 
with the consideration of these subjects to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Have the lines to which the gentleman refers 
been read ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let them beread, and then we can probably come 
to some understanding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

China, porcelain, parian, and bisque, carthen, stone, or crockery ware composed 
of earthy or mineral substance, including plaques, ornaments, charms, vases, 
and statuettes, painted, printed, Je panga y or ‘glided, or mercer Son decorated in 
any manner, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


_Mr. BAYNE. Now, I hope the gentleman will let the committee 


rise. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; we want to go on with work, but we may be 
able to come to some terms concerning this provision. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
lines 76 to 94inclusive be passed over informally. I make that request 
for the reason that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] who are interested in 
these provisions are not present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If it will be any accommodation to gentlemen we 
have no objection to that, and the Clerk can go on with the reading, 
beginning with line 95. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey makes a re- 
quest for unanimous consent that line 76 to line 94 inclusive be passed 
over informally for the present, the committee fecurring to them here- 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now let the Clerk read line 95. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Paving tiles, not encaustic, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Encaustic tiles, not glazed or enameled, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move tostrike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, I 
was serious in the expression of the hope that we should not proceed 
with the consideration of this clause to-day.. There are some gentle- 
men representing interests involyed who are not now present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the gentlemen be present. 

Mr. BAYNE. Itis very well to say that, but they are not present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have had no request of the kind indicated by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think, in regard to the reduction here proposed, 
there is no controversy. 
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Mr. BAYNE. There will be controversy the moment we strike the 
next page. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Then let the Clerk read, and when we come toa 
controverted paragraph it will be time enough to meet the difficulty. 

ube CHAIRMAN, What is the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. BAYNE. Having moved to strike out the last word, I was oc- 
cupying my five minutes in an effort to reach a conclusion by which 
we should not proceed further with this bill this evening, but resume 
it at this point on Monday or Tuesday or whenever the Committee of 
the Whole shall again sit. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not think that is the best thing to be done. 
It does not appear to me a reasonable request. We certainly can pro- 
ceed further with the bill this evening. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that while we want to be as accommodating 
and courteous as possible toward gentlemen who are absent, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] on this side, who is immediately 
interested in this clause, desires to leave the city to-night: 

Mr. BAYNE. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not hear the arrangement pro- 


posed. x 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is no arrangement. Jt was merely stated 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] is about to leave the 
city and wanted these questions disposed of before he leaves. Let the 
Clerk read. 
Ria BAYNE. I thought we were to discuss the question of encaustic 

es. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All glazed or’enameled tiles, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BYNUM. Imove toamend by striking out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘forty-five,’’ so that the clause will read: 
All glazed or enameled tiles, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to hear some reason for that pro- 


posed change. 3 a Ee 

Mr. BYNUM. The reason is that the duty named here is higher 
than in the earthenware schedule. While there has been here a reduc- 
tion from 55 per cent, to 50, I understand there is no objection to a re- 
duction to 45 per cent., soas to make this matter uniform with the 
. earthenware schedule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Idonot understand that 45 percent. is a reduc- 
tion. I understand that it is an increase, and a very proper iticrease. 

Mr. BYNUM. There is a controversy about the construction of the 
law. The Secretary of the Treasury has ruled that enameled or glazed 
tiles shall pay a duty of 55 per cent.; but the importers are continually 
contesting that decision, and a great deal of litigation has resulted. It 
isa very doubtful construction. The manufacturers are willing to have 
the matter settled by fixing the duty at 45 per cent., being really a re- 
duction from 55 p cent, to 45 per cent., which I think a fair and 
equitable rate of duty. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman tell me what is the average price 
of these tiles? I may as well state my purpose in asking this question. 
The gentleman speaks of a difficulty at the Treasury Department with 
regard to the construction of thelaw. Has the question of undervalua- 
tion ever arisen in connection with these tiles? 

Mr. BYNUM. Oh, no; there has been no question of underyalua- 
tion. ‘The present law really contains nothing in connection with this 
subject except the encaustic tiles, and the Treasury Department has 
ruled that glazed or enameled tiles come in under the clause relating 
to ‘‘decorated earthenware,” and must pay a duty of 55 percent. But 
that construction is very doubtful. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the price of these tiles uniform, or do they vary in 
grade? ' 

Mr. BYNUM. They vary in grade. The glazed or enameled tiles 
are a much higher class than the encaustic tiles or the paving tiles. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam aware of that; but taking one class by itself— 
the glazed or enameled tiles—is there a variation in the e? 

Mr. BYNUM. There is no great variation unless there is some dec- 
oration put upon the tiles besides enameling and glazing. 

Mr. ADAMS, Is there objection to the adoption of a specific duty 
applicable to them ? 

Mr. BYNUM. A specific duty could not be placed upon them at all. 
They embrace a rather wide class. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the present law provides fora 
duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem upon encaustic tiles. As the gentle- 
man from Indiana [ Mr. Bynum] has stated, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in construing the existing Jaw, has ruled that glazed tiles shall 
come in as ‘‘ decorated earthenware.’’ I believe, with the gentleman 
from Indiana, that this is a strained construction, because the articles 
are different commercially; still glazed or enameled tiles are enjoying 
this protection at present, and under the benefit of it the industry has 
become very large and flourishing in my own city. These tiles have 
been made there in very considerable quantities during the past two 
years, and the industry is giving employment to a large number of 
people; it is a growing industry. It seems to me thatthe first thought 
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of the Committee on Ways and Means, which was to place these tiles 
in the bill at 50 per cent., was the better thought, and that the motion 
now made to fix the duty at 45 per cent. is really ret: ion. I wish 
to express my firm belief that if the duty be left at 50 per cent., the 
surplus in the Treasury, resulting from duties upon these articles, will 
be less than if the duty be fixed at 45 per cent. It means just the dif- 
ference between importing and notimporting. In other words, I think 
that a 45 per cent. duty will reach the danger-point, whereas 50 per’ 
cent. will accord a proper protection. I hope, therefore, the amend- 
ment will not be pereed t to. 

The gentleman says that the manufacturers are content with 45 
percent. I was talking the other day with one who expressed no such 
content. I think he had no information that it was the intention of 
the Committee on Ways and Means to move a change in the bill in 
this respect. We had no knowledge that committee would make a 
change in the bill. Why do the committee wish to go back on their 
own work? 

Mr. BYNUM. A gentleman engaged in manufacturing in the gen- 
tleman’s State, formerly a constituent of mine, said they could get 
along with 45 per cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘To whom does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. BYNUM. ‘Toa resident of the gentleman’s State of New Jer- 
sey, who was formerly a constituent of mine—Mr. Mathershead, who 
lives in your own town and who lived formerly in Indiana—who states 
they could get along with 45 per cent, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iundertake to say that the rate of wages in that 
factory, owned almost entirely by gentlemen of a political faith other 
than mine, isas high as that paid to operatives of skill in other oc- 
cupations. I do not see the necessity, therefore, for this action. Far- 
mers do not use them. They are not the necessaries of life. 

The question recurred on Mr. ByNuM’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 37. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. BYNUM, and Mr. HOPKINS 
of New York. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, 
noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Slates, slate pen: slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all 
other manufactures of slate, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out ‘‘20’’ and insert *‘ 30.” 
Mr. Chairman, the industry of slate mantels is purely American. It 
is entirely labor from the beginning of the slate all through. All the 
ornamentation is labor. Year in and year out the cost to the consumer 
has been reduced by American competition. There are $9,000 of rev- 
enue out of this last year, just little enough to protect measurably the 
American workingman in this industry. I have no additional remarks 
to make. I say it is a cut on an American industry which should not 
be made by an American Congress. 

The question recurred on Mr. FARQUHAR’S amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 59. 

So'the amendment was disagreed to, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Finish the reading of the paragraph. 

Mr BAYNE. Itseems, Mr. Chairman, properly divisible into four 
or five. I think, for the purpose of having it well understood and 
clearly defined, we should take each one of these asa separate paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of order to the effect that the paragraph beginning with line 103 
and ending with line 117 should terminate with the word ‘* pound,’’ 
in line 107. Is that correct? i : 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not hear the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, to make the point of order that the paragraph beginning 
with line 103 should end with line 107. Is that the point? 

Mr. BAYNE. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The definition of the paragraph given in Web- 
ster’s Dictionary —— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before you get to that I wish to know of the 
gentleman what he would make of the balance of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state his decision. The 
definition of the word ‘‘paragraph’”’ in Webster’s Dictionary is thatit is 
acomplete sentence, a substantive proposition. If that proposition were 
divided at the point indicated by the gentleman, the subsequent por- 
tion of it would be meaningless. They are so nearly related they are 
one paragraph down to the end of it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the Chair say a paragraph is only a com- 
plete sentence? 

The CHAIRMAN. It relates to one subject; that is, it can not be 
divided and leave sense in the remaining part. : 

The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Green and colored glass bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys (covered or une 
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covered), pickle or prenerve jars, and other plain, molded, or pressed green 
and colored ae ass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not lly enu- 
merated or provided for, three-fourths of 1 cent pound; if filled, and not 
otherwise provided for, and the contents are subject to an ad yalorem duty, or 
to a rate of duty based on their value, the value of such bottles, vials, or other 
vessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of the 
dutiable value of the latter; but if filled and not otherwise provided for, and the 
or to s rate of duty based on 

of I cent per pound in addi- 


contents are not subject to an ad valorem du 
their value, they pay a duty of three-fow 
tion to the duty, if any, on their contents, 

* Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to oppose the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to state that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. GUENTHER] was desirous of proposing some amendments to this 
proposition in reference to filled bottles, What the amendments are 
I do not know; but I know that he was exceedingly anxious to pre- 
sent them and have a vote upon them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I presume that was on the impression that 
the section was to remain in the bill. 

Mr. REED. No; there is something in the present law that needs 
rectification in that but I am not familiar with the details. 

I think the effect of the present law is to allow the importation of 
bottles free when filled with certain substances, and that provision is 
taken advantage of to avoid the tariff tax upon the bottles. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, Iam very glad to find that there is one thing 
at least in the present law which is admitted to be defective by the gen- 
tleman on the other side. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman has come to that knowledge newly, I 
assume, and therefore I do not wonder that he jumped to his feet with 
such alacrity to m the discovery. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because it has been a matter of surprise to those 
who have witnessed the conduct of the gentleman from Maine, and 
heard his expressions in these debates, to find there is no defect in the 
existing law or any reason why there should be a change in anything 
connected with it. 

Mr. REED. The trouble with the gentleman may arise, not from 
what has been done, but from a defect in the perceptive faculties. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I may not have perceptive powers equal to those 
of the distinguished gentleman from Maine, but one thing, I never will 
boast of what I have, as he habitually does. 

Mr, REED. I would not if I were in your place. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee tell us what the 
existing Jaw is? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. One cent. 

Mr. ADAMS. I mean in relation to filled bottles. 

If the gentleman from Tennessee can not give the information will 
some other member of the committee be kind enough to do so? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The following is the existing law in this respect: 


Flint and lime glass bottles, and vials—— 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to the 


fact that that is not the paragraph. : i 
Mr. MCMILLIN. No; this is the paragraph, just preceding that: 


t, y enu- 
r und; oth: 
martel oe peor pey Ait artia Lra pay 30 per cent, ad A ta 
addition to the duty òn the contents, 

That is the existing law. 3 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, as I have said, I do not know what the difi- 
culty is exactly, but my impression is that certain commodities are ad- 
mitted into this country under this clause “‘ glass bottles,” under that 
very provision, at a far less rate of duty than would be chargeable to 
them if they came into the country in another form. I know that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] desires to be heard on 
that proposition. He is a manufacturer and can explain this thing 
very thoroughly. It is now very nearly 5 o'clock and I am desirous 
that the gentleman from Wisconsin shall have a hearing before action 
is taken on the paragraph. Ido not ask that it may be passed over, 
or that we may to the next subject, because the next and the suc- 
ceeding will all be more or less discussed I presume. My request is 
that we may not enter upon that discussion this evening at all; and I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to let the com- 
mittee now rise and this thing to go over for the present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We can not pass everything over. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well, then, if you can not, I want to perfect 
this before we proceed. - 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, proceed to perfect it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the words ‘‘three-fourths,’’ in line 107, 
be stricken ont and that ‘‘one’’ be substituted, so that the duty will 
be 1 cent per pound. 

Now I tell the gentleman he will have to have a quorum to deter- 
mine that matter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that that is the ef- 
fect of the amendment I have offered. That leaves it as it is under 
existing law and does not change it. 


Mr. BAYNE. But I propose an amendment further down that will 
not make it in accordance with the existing law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a sugges- 
tion ? y 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to call attention to the fact that 
the gentleman from Tennessee, I suppose through inadvertence, did 
not read the proyiso which must be taken in connection with the words 
read by him in the old law, which is as follows: 

All glass bottles,and decanters and other like vessels of panir filled, 


pay the same rates of duty, in addition to any dut; le on the conten! 
ka if not filled, except as in this act otherwise Aie dir provided for. e 


That proviso must be taken in connection with the words the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] read. Standing disconnected 
from those words, I can easily understand how you overlooked it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Isit true that under the existing law certain classes 
of bottles are let in free colorably filled, in order to evade the duty? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would suggest that these words should be con- 
sidered not only in connection with the words read by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, but also with the next proviso in the old law, which 
refers to flint and lime glass bottles, etc. So it will be seen that those 
two paragraphs and this proviso are to be taken in connection in de- 
termining the effect of the old law with reference to the admission of 
bottles free, or with reference to the amount of duty to be charged upon 
them when they are filled with dutiable contents. 

Mr. ADAMS. If that is all stricken out will there not remain a 
defect in the existing law which ought to be changed? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ihavenotdetermined as to that. I rose simply 
for the purpose of calling the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to the fact that all the information had not yet been given. 

Mr. are That proviso, as I understand it, is a provision of ex- 


W. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. It comes in after the paragraph with 
reference to green bottles and a paragraph with reference to flint and 
lime glass bottles. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would inquire of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see if it is the intention of the committee to move to strike out the 
succeeding paragraph also—the flint-glass paragraph ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You do not mean to strike that out? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then is it the intention that the original pro- 
viso, theugh a law, shall remaii with the paragraph stricken out? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The intention is to strike out this paragraph and 
a. the remaining portion, down as far as line 134, as it isin the 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ` Then I would inquire of the gentleman if this 
is simply meant as a of the old law? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It will restore the old law as to what is embraced 
in that paragraph. 
` Mr. FARQUHAR. In that paragraph alone? 

Mr. McMILLIN. In that paragraph alone. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The proviso still remains in the old law? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have not looked at the proviso, 

Bones FARQUHAR. That is the question now being discussed on this 
side, 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has been discussed in such a low tone of voice 
and in such a fraternal way among our friends on the other side that 
we have not been able to hear it here. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN. So far as I am concerned I will say my voice 
generally reaches the other side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman did not employ his usual thun- 
dering tones in this case. 

Mr. BAYNE. Explain it over again. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Isimply called the attention of the gentleman 
from Tennessee to the fact that the paragraph he read was qualified by 
a proviso which appears further on in the old act, and that therefore 
escaped his attention; also to the fact that that proviso in the old law 
also followed the provision in reference to flint and lime glass bottles 
and seemed to qualify both the provision with reference to green-glass 
bottles and flint and lime glass bottles; and that the three must be 
construed together in order to determine the effect of the old law. 
Then I desired to know what the effect would be of striking out the 
provision from this bill with reference to the green and colored glass 
bottles, retaining the flint and lime glass bottles, and not touching the 
proviso. We desire to know the effect of it, and upon the spur of the 
moment we could not without some explanation tell, because it takes 
a little time to look into the matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To what proviso does the gentleman refer? - 

Mr. BUCHANAN. To the proviso in these words: 

AN glass bottles and decanters and other like vessels of p shall, if filled, 


y the same rate of duty in addition to the duty chargeable on the contents as 
Trot filled, except as in this act otherwise specially provided for, 


I am not personally familiar with the subject. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that I do not think 
that there is a clause in the existing bill which repeals the proviso to 
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which he refers. I do not recall one now. Butit was called to my 
ees now for the first time, and I may be in error. Ido not think 
am. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But it has been stated here that this bill does 
not propose to repeal anything in the old law by inference; that what 
this bill does not specifically change will stand, and that a general 
provision is to be added to that effect. Iwant to ‘know what the effect 
will be upon the provision which he proposes to have remain in the 
bill of this proviso which will remain untouched in the old law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If this sectionis stricken out, section 133 of the 
tariff compilation, the existing law, will remain as it is now. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the very thing complained of is that proviso; that is my impres- 
sion. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman propose an amendment to re- 

the proviso ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have frankly stated that I do not know the situation 
of the case; but the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] does, 
and I would like to have him here when it is considered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We do not desire to do anything that is improper 
in connection with this matter. The committee can proceed to the next 
paragraph, passing this over informally. 

Mr. REED. It is ten minutes of 5 now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, we want to get along as far as possible. 
If it is desired to pass this over informally, let the Clerk read the next 


paragraph. i 

Mr. McKINLEY. I call the attention of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to section 2, on page 8 of the bill, and I suggest to him whether 
the language there used would not repeal existing law. It reads 
“that on and after the Ist day of July, 1888, in lieu of the duties 
heretofore impcsed on the articles hereinafter mentioned, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid the following rates of duty on said articles 
severally;’’ and the gentleman will remember that so far as the sched- 
ule touching earthen and glass ware is concerned all the articles named 
in the present Jaware named in the pending bill. Isimgly call the 
gentleman’s attention to that in connection with other suggestions 
that have been made touching the effect of the proviso that is found in 
the existing law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend from Ohio that accord- 
ing to section 2, which he has just read, if there isa part of the glass 
schedule that is untouched in this bill, or that, having been touched, 
is stricken out and nothing is said concerning it, if wiil carry the rate 
of duty provided in the old law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMIL- 
LIN] asks unanimous consent that from line 103 down to and in- 
cluding line 117, on page 13 of the bill, be passed over for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Flint and cog glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed 
flint or lime ware, not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad 
valorem ; if tied, anal and not otherwise | slean for, and the contents are subject 
to an ad valorem duty, or to a rate of duty based on their value, the valne of 
such flint or lime ann gee bottles or vials, or other vessels of like ice materia anore 
provided for, shall be added to the valne of the contents for the ascertainmen 
of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not otherwise provided ra 
and the contents are not subject toanad valorem duty, orto a rate of duty based 
on their value, they shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem in addition to 
the duty, if any, on their contents. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to understand this matter of the defect in the 
existing law, and I have an impression that there is in the pending bill 
an attempt to remedy that defect. Therefore, if the gentleman really 
desires the existing law as to rates to stand, instead of striking out the 
paragraph | on page 13—I speak of it now bécause there is precisely the 
same provision in the paragraph just read—it would achieve his pur- 
pose, and it would be better to simply restore the existing rates in this 
paragraph and leave the language of the ph to stand; because 
in the language of the paragraph I believe (although I am not familiar 
with the subject) will be found the remedy for the defect in the exist- 
ing law which has been under discussion. 

‘itr. McMILLIN. We over informally the paragraph upon 
which discussion arose, and the Clerk has just read the next para- 


ph. 
Py. BURROWS. Is it understood that that paragraph is passed over 
informally ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Which one? 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The one which has just been read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then we have something to say abont it. 
Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BURROWS; and it was 

rejected—ayes 37, noes 50. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is an important matter, Mr. Chairman, and 
I think we had better have tellers. [Laughter. ] 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers proceeded with the 


count. 
The CHAIRMAN (before the completion of the count). The hour 


Mr. 


fixed by order of the House for adjournment having arrived, the com- 
mittee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, .from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution 
of SN House of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same, 
namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and camp 
equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army of 
the Potomac. i 

The House then (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rale private bilis of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 10660) granting a pension to 
Chlos A. Page—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10661) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sophia Vogelsang-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10662) to allow John Winchell arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 10663) granting a pension to 
Julia A. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10664) for the relief of Mattie 
W. House—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 10665) granting a pension to An- 
drew H. Hazlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 10666) for the relief of John W. 
Durr—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10667) granting a pension to William 
Benn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10668) granting a pension to G. S. Hackworth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10669) granting a pension to W. G. McAdoo—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10670) granting a pension to Joseph Houston— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10671) for the relief of Rachel Armentrout—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to 
Mighill H. Patten—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10673) for the relief of A. Car- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10674) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cumpton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10675) for the relief of John Davis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10676) granting a pension to Adel- 
bert D. Monroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10677) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Tabitha Oliver—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10678) for therelief of August Muet- 
zelteld—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Invincible Council, No. 33, of Alle- 
gheny; of McKeesport Council, No. 109, and of Manchester Council, 
No. 124, of Pennsylvania, Junior Order of United American Mechan- 
ies, for the passage of Senate bill No. 555, known as the Palmer bill— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CONGER: Affidavit to accompany House bill No, 157. 
the Committee on Military A ffuirs, 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition of D. E. Lowell and 1,039 others, 
citizens of the Second district of Florida, in favor of a system of Gov- 
ept telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of E. F. Hudnall, of Rankin County, 
Mississippi, for reference of the claim of Joseph Hudnall to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, for a pension for 
W. A. McCubb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. B. McCullum, and of administrator of James 
Currier, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition Mees ying fi for mee reinstatement of E. W. Bass—to the 
Committee on 
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By Mr. JACKSON: Affidavits and evidence in the case of 8. S. Mce- 
Ferron, for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Robert Applewhite and 245 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Jackson County, Indiana, for arrears of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of James E. Burr and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Carbondale, Pa., favoring amendments fo the interstate-com- 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the New York Yearly Meeting of Friends, for a 
court of international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of C. M. Wade and 18 others, ministers 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, for the repeal of the liquor tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petitionof A. H. M. Smith, heir of William 
Smith, of Amite County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of Nelson R. Lee, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Paper to accompany bill to t increase 
of pension to Levi T. E. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of William Shadden, of Maury 
County, Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of William Baker, forreference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 202, 
of Washington Territory, in favor of the Chace international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as Lay few in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By NUTTING: Of 23 citizens of Oswego, N. Y. 

By Mr. VANCE: Of the Canton Rifle Club and the Collinsville Gun 
Club, and of J. D. Andrews and 19 others, citizens of Collinsville, 
Conn. 

The following pamon; praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of 83 citizens of Piscataquis County, Maine. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, July 2, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 

roved, 
: PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Kansas praying that certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law may be made; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics of Greble Council, No. 13; Ellsworth 
Council, No. 14; Diligent Council, No. 4; American Star Council, No. 
49; and Fredonia Council, No. 47, of Philadelphia; Birmingham Coun- 
cil, No. 260; General Putnam Council, No. 125; and Laurel Council, 
No. 126, of Pittsburgh; Manchester Council, No. 124, of Allegheny; 
Middletown Council, No. 156, of Middletown; Wilkinsburgh Council, 
No. 92, of Wilkinsburgh; Invincible Council, No. 33, of Allegheny; 
Philos Council, No. 188, of Madison; Dawson Council, No. 75, of Daw- 
son; Shickshinny Council, No. 203, of Shickshinny; Good Will Coun- 
cil, No. 42, of Tyrone; Scottdale Council, No. 102, of Scottdale; War- 
den Council, No, 182, of Stoners; and Orient Council, No. 72, of Johns- 
town, all in theState of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of Sen- 
ate bill 553 to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY. Lalso present resolutions adopted by the Pittsburgh 
Coal Exchange and others, favoring the purchase of lock and dam No. 
7 of the Monongahela Navigation Company, and remonstrating against 
the improvement of the Ohio River by meansof movable dams. For the 
information of the people of the Ohio valley, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolutions may be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the resolutions of the Pittsburgh Coal Exchange and others may 
be printed in the Recorp. If there be no objection it is so ordered; 
and as the bill to which the resolutions relate has been reported the 
will lie on the table. s 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Ata meeting of the coal operatives, Suppe and the Pittsburgh Coal Ex- 
change held ey, June 30, 1888, the following preamble and resolutions 
were unanimously pted: 

Whereas we learn with surprise and regret that the appropriation in the 
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river and harbor hill for the purchase of lock and dam number 7 of the Monon- 
gahela Navigation Company has been stricken out by tbe United States Senate 
and an appropriation for $100,000 inserted for the purpose of purchasing sites 
for building a lock and dam at Beaver, Pa.: and 

Whereas the construction of a dam at Beaver, Pa., would not be of any ben- 
efit to navigation, as the fall of the Ohio River from Pittsburgh to Beaver, Pa., 
is 24 feet 6 inches, and in order to make sufficient water for navigation from 
Pittsburgh to Beaver would require the constructien of not less than four locks 
and dams, including the one now at Davis Island. The improvement would, 
therefore, be useless, admitting that to lock and dam the Ohio River would be 
a benefit to navigation, which it would not, but be a great injury and largely 
increase the expense of transporting coal and other merchandise; besides each 
dam would cost from one to two millions of dollars, and under any and all cir- 


cumstances the appropriation would be a useless expenditure of the public 
money to oega as Beaver. The proper location would be immediately below 
the present at Davis Island. Therefore why Beaver is selected as the place 


to build the second dam, and which should be not less than the fourth, is to all 
river men a mystery. The insertion of this appropriation was made without 
the knowledge or desire of those whose occupation and business is the naviga- 
tion of the Ohio River and is entirely in opposition to their wishes. We there- 
fore most respectfully protest against the appropriation (as it now stands) fora 
dam at Beaver, Pa., and ask your honorable bodies to make an appropriation 
for the purchase of the locks and dams on the Monongahela River, and place us 
on the same footing as the coal operators of the Great Kanawha River, and we 
think in all fairness that we have a right to ask this, at least when we observe 
that other States are receiving appropriations for the improvement of the 
rivers which empty into the Ohio River. For example, the Great Kanawha 
River is now having (in the present bill) an appropriation of $350,000, in addi- 
tion to the large amounts that have been already expended in building locks 
and dams by the Government to make it (the Kanawha) navigable, while 
the Monongahela River has never had a dollar appropriated and expended on 
its improvement in this State, The locksand dams having been built by a stock 
company, to whom tolls have to be paid on ali coal and other merchandise, and 
boats that navigate said river which is (and ares bas been) a very heavy tax, 
thereby placing a burden on the trade and shipping interests of the Menonga- 
hela valley, while those navigating the Great Kagawha are relieved from any 
taxor charges, the improvements having been made by theGovernment. We 
therefore think in all fairness that the business of the Monongahela River 
and valley should be placed on the same footing as any other navigators are on 
other rivers under control of the United States Government. 

We therefore hope and pray that this portion of the Monongahela River which 
is not in the State of Virginia will uos prevent it from receiving the same bene- 
fits from the Government as Virginia received and is now receiving, 

Respectfuliy, yours, 
THOMAS FAWCETT, 
resident pro tom, 

Attest: 

RICHARD Barrows, 
Secretary. 

Mr. BROWN. I presented some days since a petition of citizens of 
Summerville, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made to bore and 
construct an artesian well at the Augusta arsenal, in Georgia. I desire 
to supplement that petition this morning by presenting a very full state- 
ment by Col. Charles C. Jones, jr., one of the prominent citizens of 
Augusta, and also a statement made by Maj. J. W. Reilly, who is in 
command at the arsenal, and a petition of the city council of Augusta, 
Ga., all praying that an appropriation be made for that purpose. 

I move the reference of these papers to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of M. M. Lewis and others, citi- 
zens of Virginia, praying for the repeal of that portion of the internal- 
revenue laws which classes druggists as liquor dealers, and that the tax 
on spirits used in the arts and medicines may be reduced; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of District Assembly, No. 66, 
Knights of Labor, of this city, remonstrating against the striking out of 
some provisions for increase of teachers’ salaries in the District. As 
the matter is now in conference, I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2430) explanatory of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
settle certain accounts between the United States and the State of Missis- 
sippi and other States, and for other purposes,” reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1019) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
War to place on file in the War Department the names of the officers 
and members of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volunteer mili- 
tary service of the United States on the 18th day of April, 1861, and 
issue discharges to the same, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I report from the Committee on Public Lands favor- 
ably, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend 
the joint resolution approved May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of 
public lands in certain States, and I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that it may be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

he Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the joint resolution relating to the disposal of publiclands 
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in certain States approved May 14, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
as to extend the provisions thereof to the States of Florida and Louisiana. 

Mr. PLUMB. The joint resolution approved May 14, 1888, to which 
reference is made, is in these words: 

‘That the public lands of the United States in the States of eer, £4 Arkan- 
sas, and Alabama now subject to private sale as offered lands shall disposed 
of under and according to the provisions of the homestead laws only until the 
pending legislation affecting such lands shall be disposed of or the present ses- 
sion of Congress shall adjourn. 


Then follows a proviso to the effect that isolated or disconnected tracts 
may continue to be sold at a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

This House joint resolution extends the provisions of the joint reso- 
lution which I have read to the States of Florida and Louisiana. The 
Senate Committee on Public Lands have recommended an amendment 
to extend the joint resolution as amended, not until the adjournment 
of the present session of Congress, as originally contemplated, but un- 
til the adjournment of the present Congress. It has been shown that 
by reason of the passage of the joint resolution persons are proceeding 
to take lands under the private-entry law who have heretofore been 
buying in the States of Arkansas, Alabama, Mississippi, and so on, and 
have gone in great numbers into the States of Louisiana and Florida, 

Congress will adjourn within a few weeks undoubtedly, and it is 
altogether probable that no legislation on the subject will be obtained. 
With the notice which has been given of the intention of Congress to 
limit entries to the homestead law, it is feared that persons will flock 
in there in great numbers and take up all of the lands in those States 
at private entry, and thus leave none to-be entered under the home- 
stead law, unless this resolution is passed. - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 'TheSenator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the joint resolution, having been this day reported, 
may be now considered. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands was, 
after the word ‘‘ Louisiana,” in line 7, to insert: 


And the provisions of said joint resolution as hereby amended are extended 
until the close of the present Congress, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolution 
to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that a committee of conference be requested 
upon the joint resolution and amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate ask for a conference on the joint resolution and amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
WALTHALL, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Frye June 27, 1888, reported it without amend- 
ment; and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to employ 
the necessary assistants for the examination and revision of the statistical and 
other information collected by the said committee in nse toa resolution 
of the Senate which February 8, 1888, directing the said committee to 
prepare for the use of the Senate certain information touching the commercial 
relations of the Dominion of Canada and the United States, and other subjects, 
as are fully set forth in said resolution, and that the necessary expenses thereof 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3247) to grant the right of way 
through a part of the military reservation at Fort Morgan, Ala., to 
the Birmingham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and 
for other purposes; which was-read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durr; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. S. Cook; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3250) to authorize the construction 
and operation of a bridge and its approaches at New York City over the 
Hudson River, in and between the States of New York and New Jersey, 
and to confer upon the same the character and privileges of a post- 
route; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3251) for the relief of Col. Jona- 
than D. Stevenson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3252) to place Col. Jonathan D. Steven- 


son on the retired-list of the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee-on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. X 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 

rinted. ` 
x Mr. MORGAN and Mr. DANIEL submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the bill (H. R. 2952) to allow 
certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 


States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions ~ 


of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which were 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK (for Mr. MANDERSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MANDERSON) submitted two amendments intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also (for Mr. MANDERSON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KENNA submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) to allow certain claims for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the actof March 3, 1883, known 
as the Bowman act; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRAFFIC OVER CANADIAN RAILWAYS. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Treasury transmit to the Senate all corre- 
spondence and information in his Department relative to the arrangement made 
for traflic between Suspension Bridge and Detroit, whereby merchandise was 
allowed to be conveyed over the Great Western Rajlway of Canada without pay- 
ment of duty upon the completion of the railroad bridge across the Niagara 
River in 1850. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate conferees on the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill authorize me to make a report which I 
send to the desk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask that it be now 
considered ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not know that the Senate is especially inter- 
ested in the reading of the report in detail. There are no material 
changes made in the bill. They all relate to surrenders of clerks here 
and there, and unless there is some objection I ask that the report be 
adopted without being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there be inquiry about any 
specified amendment. ‘The report will be printed in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: That the Senate recede from its amendments num- 
bered 8, 34, 55, 56, 58, 59, 67, 68, 69, 78, 80, 83, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 108, 109, 112, 113, 116, 
117, 118, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 146, 147, 149, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 
157, 158, 159, and 17L. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Son- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 16, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 28, 50, 51, 52, 60, 61, 62, 72, 73, 74, 75, 
76, 77, 81, 82, 85, 86, 87, 88, 96, 97, 98, 104, 105, 110, 111, 129, 130, 142, 143, 144, 145, 160, 
164, 166, 167, 168, and 169, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $322,015.30; ™ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment, and in line 1, page 4, of the bill strike out “twenty-seven” and insert in 
lieu thereof “twenty-eight ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$93,472.40; " and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number opasna insert “eight,” and 
after the word “each,” in line 4, page 14 of the bill, insert “one of whom shall 
be in of international exchanges,” and in line 5, page 14 of the bill, strike 
out the following: “ one at $960;™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ameridment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘ $39,000;’’ and the 
Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $4,000; and the 
Senate agree tothesa e. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same*with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$11,000;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: In lieu of the number proposed insert ‘three ;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$116,070 ;”’ and the 
Senate o to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the 
following: “For indexing records, one clerk of class two, $1,40);”” and the 
Senate agree to the same, Š 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “‘seven;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “three; ” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$64,319; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “'$11,100;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert “For | 
lative expenses, namely: For rent of secretary's office, hire of messenger, light, 
fuel, stationery, postage, office furniture, repairs, and other incidentals, $1,500; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “sixteen; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, and to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “*$513,600;"" and the 
Senate to the same, g 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert “two clerks of class 1;™ and in line 27, page 59, of the bill 
strike out the following: “ One clerk of class1;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$6,280;'' and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the numbered 114, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, insert 
the following: ‘$1,200; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum propo: insert “$19,320 ;”’ andthe 
Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 119: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“For connected and se United States and other maps resesres in the 
General Land Office, $15, and 2,500 copies of said maps shall be delivered to 
the Senate, and 5,000 to the House of Representatives for distribution.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, è 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: Add at the end of the amended ph the following: 

** Provided, That five special examiners, or clerks detailed and acting as super- 
vising examiners, and cial examiners or clerks detailed as such, not exceed- 
ing three in number, with headquarters in the District of Columbia, may be al- 
lowed, in addition to their salaries and in lieu of per diem and all expenses for 
subsistence, a sum not exceeding $900 each per annum: Provided further, That 
the salary and such allowance to each shall in no case exceed $2,400 per annum.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 134 to 140: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 134 to 140, inclusive, and agree 
to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph 
insert the following: “For rent of building for the Interior Department, 
aay : For the Geological Survey,$10,000; for store-room for documents, $360 ; 
for Indian OMice, $5,500; for General Land Office, $1,800, which may also be occu- 
pied by the Railroad Office until not laterthan December 1, 1888; and for the Bu- 
Teau of Education untit not later than December 1, 1888, $1,667; in all, $19,327;" 
and strike out line 20, on page 74 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered : That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 150,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $116,880;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In Heu of the sum proposed, in lines 6 and 7 of said 
amendment, insert the following: *' 43,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 170: T the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and ree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“85,000 ;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B, ALLISON, 
COCKRE) 


F. M LL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Kieren pagers I shall be glad to answer any questions respecting 
e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


DISTRICT STEAM-RAILROADS. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 
sre MORRILL. Mr. President, I ask leave to call up Senate bill 
2919, i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CmIEr CLERK. A bill (72919) to define the routes of steam- 
railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Isend to the desk an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and insert: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1894, it shall be unlawful for 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, and each of them, to maintain their tracks, or any of them, 
or to run their trains, or any of them, into or within the city of Washington, in 
the District of Columbia, except ve ae and over the routes hereinafter s fied 
and provided, any existing provisions of the law or of the charters of said com- 
panies, or either of them, to the contrary notwithstanding; that from and after 
said date no variation of, or departure from, or extension of the tracks herein- 
after provided for shall be made without the consent of Congress thereto pre- 
viously obtained; and that on or before said date all other tracks, buildings, 
and structures of any snd every description now occupied or used by the said 
companies, or either of them, in any street, avenue, or public space in said city, 
except such of them as may conform to the provisions of this act, shall be re- 
moved, and if any such track shall not be removed by the railroad company 
maintaining the same within ten days after notice from the District commis- 
sioners so to do, the same shall be summarily removed by the said commis- 
sioners at the expense of said railway company, such expense, if not paid, to 
hexperseen at the suit of the United States in any court of competent juris- 

jon, 

SEC. 2, That from and after the date aforesaid the tracks of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad shall enter the said city from the north at the northern line of 
Boundary street at or near its intersection with Third street east, and proceed 
thence as follows: Southwardly along and over Third street east, with a double 
track, by means of open cut, to such point as shall be determined by the en- 
gineer commissioner of the District of Columbia, subject to the approval of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia; thenee by means of tunnel to or 
near the northeast corner of reservation numbered 17; thence westwardly 
through said reservation on as direct a curved line as is practicable, subject to 
the approval of said commissioners, to the nearest convenient point on the 
north to the tracks of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad on Canal street and 
Virginia avenue; thence alongside the northward of the said tracks of the Bal- 
timore and Potomac Railroad Company westwardly to a peers station to 
be constructed south of the intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues, as 
hereinafter provided for, and thence through and from said station westwardly 
along and over land avenue alongside the tracks of the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad to the Long bridge, so called, over the Potomac River, at the 
foot of Fourteenth street west. The entire new line of railway which the said 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company is authorized and requ’ to construct 
under this section shall be taken and considered to be a new and wholly sepa- 
rate line of railway belonging to said company, and -aid oepeny. shall have 
power to mort eè the said new line of railway, and all buildings, structures 
aaae basy Peores pA ma haee gaar ered moneys [oaned to sa 
company, or bonds or evidences of de ued for the purposes e 
construction of said se e line of railway and works. ~ 

Src. 3. That from and after said date the tracks of the Baltimore and Potomac 

Company shall enter said city from the north and east, along the north- 
ern shore of the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, at a point between L 
and M streets south, and shall proceed thence westwardly, with a double track, 
on and under K street south, Canal street, and Virginia avenue, alongside and 
parallel with the route hereinbefore prescribed for the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road from the pos of approximation of the two routes,as aforesaid,to the said 
passenger station south of the intersection of Virginia and peed! faries avenues, 
as aforesaid,and thence from said station westwardly along and over Maryland 
avenue to said Long bridge aforesaid. 

Src. 4. That the present tracks of the Washington and Met litan branches 
of the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad lying within the said District, and out- 
side of the limits of the said city, shall, under the supervision of the said com- 
missioners, as aforesaid, subject to appeal to the Secretary of War, be changed 
and relocated as may be found necessary and convenient to unite the same out- 
side the city limits; that the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company may, 
under the supervision and subject to the appeal aforesaid, locate, construct, 
and maintains, as near said point as may conveniently be, but beyond the city 
limits, the necessary yards and other equipments for the transaction ofits freight 
business; and also may, under the supervision aforesaid, locate, construct, and 
maintain a passenger station for local business as near as conveniently may be 
to the point aforesaid, on Third street east, at which the tunnel aforesaid shall 
or may begin; and shall also have the right to cross the Potomac River on and 
over the Long bridge aforesaid, upon and over the ssid tracks of said Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad to the southern or Virginia shore of said river; and 
is hereby authorized and empowered to use the said tracks in common with 
the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company upon such fair and equita- 
rete ane sfai] to jes tisfactory t ith f said i 
com es agree upon sa ry terms, cither of said companies may 
apply by petition to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which shall 
provide for proper notice to and Rearing: ofall parties interested and shal) have 
power to determine the terms and conditions upon which and the regulations 
under which the said Baltimore and Ohio Company shall be entitled so to use 
and enjoy the said tracks and the amount and manner of compensation to be 
paid therefor; and the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company ma 
also, under the supervision aforesaid, locate, construct, and maintain at suc 
point or points within the said city aforesaid, and to the southward of its tracks 
and the said station south of the intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues 
southwest, such yards and other equipmentsasmay be necessary for the trans- 
action of its freight business, 

Sec. 5. That the entire route of each of said railroads within the said cit 
shall be inclosed by an iron fence or railing upon a stone parapet, and of suc 
construction as shall be approved by the commissioners as aforesaid, with an 
opening therein at each S a rA Be or intersection, protected by guard gates 


upon by said companies; and in the event the said | 


ssa Pam ere erate 
joyed e companies, or one of them, as the case may be; a 
a int or points as oe be prescribed, under the supervision aforesaid, suit- 


or other under the supervision 


able bridge or bridges shal be constructed at the joint cost of said com) 
the lines of the streets crossing or intersecting the said routes; that 
after passing South Capito! street in their course westward, as aforesaid, tosaid 
station or stations, the several tracks of both said Baltimore and Ohio and said 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad shal! be depressed below the adjacent surface 
es, under the supervision and subject to the sopa as aforesaid, and all 

e tracks berein provided for shall, throughout their entire course through 
said city, be laid upon such grades as shall be determined by said commission- 
ers, subject to appeal, as aforesaid; and that the construction of the tunnel of 
the Baltimoreand Ohio Railroad aforesaid, and all other details of construc- 
tion of any of the tracks, or equipments in this act mentioned and pro- 
vided for, shall be under su on aforesaid; Provided, however, That the 
width of roadway to be occupied by the tracks aforesaid on orin any street, av- 
enue, or public space in said city shall not exceed 50 feet. 

Src. 6. That the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or before the date aforesaid, respect- 
ively abandon and remove their res ve stations and depots now located at 
New Je avenue and C street northwest and on the public reservation at 
Sixth and B streets northwest, in said city, and in lieu thereof the said compa- 
nies shal] each, under the supervision aforesaid, construct and maintain, at the 
intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues aforesaid, upon land described 
as squares 464, 434, 410, and 386, or any part thereof, to be secured by purchase or 
psa ponad Tye as aforesaid south of said intersection, a passenger station or sta- 
tions of such extent, architectural design, and arrangement as may be found 
advisable and necessary, as nearly uniform as practical, however: Provided, 
however, That the said companies shall have equal and independent ground 

for their respective accommodation in the said station or stations, and 
that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company shall be entitled to the western 
par and the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to the castern half of 
said station. 

Serc. 7. That for the purpose of locating, constructing, and maintaining the 
yards, stations, and facilities hereinbefore provided for, each and either of said 
companies aforesaid is hereby authorized and empowered to take, acquire, and 
hold the land necessary to sich ; but before proceeding so to do the 
said companies, and cach of them, shall first obtain the assent of the commis- 
sioners of the District, with the a Spades of the Secretary of War and of the 
owner or owners of such land, and if such owner shall be absent from said Dis- 
trict or shall refuse to give such assent on such terms as the said company shall 
approve, or in case of infancy, coverture, mp Ae any other cause, shall be 
legally incapable of giving such assent, it shall lawful for said company to 
apply to a justice of the peace of the District of Columbia, who shall therew 
issue a warrant under his hand and seal, directed to the marshal of said Dis- 
trict, requiring him to summon a jury of twenty re freeholders of 
said District, none of whom shall be interested or related to any poson inter- 
ested in such land, or a stockholder or related to any stockholder in said com- 
panies, or either of them, to meet on the land so required on a day named in 
such warrant, rot less than ten nor more than twenty days after issue of the 
same, to proceed to estimate, after viewing the premises and hearing the alle- 
gations of the parties, the value of the land so proposed to be taken by the said 
company and the Soph a consequent upon such taking; and if at said time 
and place any of the said jurors summoned do not attend, the marsha! shall im- 
mediately summon as many persons, similarly qualified, as, together with those 
in attendance, will furnish a panel of twenty jurorsin attendance, and from such 

eleach party, bis, her, its, or theiragent or attorney, or, if either or any 

not present in person or by agent, the said marshal, for , her, it, orthem, 
may strike off four persons, and the remaining twelve shall act as a jury on the 
inquisition of damages; and to each, before he acts as such juror, the said marshal 
shall administer an oath oraffirmation that he will justly and impartially esti- 
mate the damages that the owner or owners of such land willsustain by the occu- 
pation of the same by thesaid company; andthejury shall reduce its inquisition 
to writing and sign and seal the same, and it shall then be returned by said 
marshal to the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and be 
filed by said clerk in his office, and shall be confirmed by thesaid court holding 
a general term at any time that it may be in session after thirty days from and 
after such return, unless an appeal from such inquisition shall have been taken 
and perfected as hereinafter provided; and either party may ap) to the said 
court, holding a general term as aforesaid, within thirty days from and after 
the said return ofthe said inquisition to the said clerk as aforesaid, and in all 
cases where the said company shall soappeal itshall, within ten days, give bond 
to the party or parties claiming and entitled to damages in a penalty at least 
double the sum found by the jury, with a condition that the said company shall 
pay or cause to be paid such amount of damages and costs as the party may be 
entitled to received on the judgment of said court without delay, and on which 
bond ample and sufficient sureties shall be given, to be approved by said court 
conformably to its rules, and in all cases where the party or partiesclaimant shall 
appeal it shall be lawful for the said company, if it shall uire the immediate 
nse of the property condemned and valued as afo: d, beforesuch appeal can 
be heard and decided, to execute and tender a bond to the party or parties afore- 
said in at least double the sum found by the jury, with sureties to be approved 
by the said court,in manner aforesaid, with a condition to pay without delay 
such sum and costs as may be awarded by the said court without further delay ; 
and upon the delivery and tender of such bond. and the payment into court of 
the sum awarded by said jury, the said company way to the construc- 
tion of its said yards and equipment aforesaid; as © parties claimant and 
the said company had upon the compensation to be paid for the land 
therefor to be used; and in all cases where the said company shall appeal and 
give bond and make payment as aforessid it shall have the powerto p! in 
the construction of the said yards and equipments and appropriation of the land 
for the uses thereof as if no appeal been taken and the parties had agreed 
upon compensation for the land so acquired; and in all cases where the said 
company and the parties agree upon the price to be paid for such land the same 
shall be paid before the land shall be taken and used; and if no such appeal 
shall have been taken and the said inquisition accordingly confirmed as here- 
inbefore provided in such cases, or if upon such appeal the said court shall be 
of the opinion that the said inquisition should be confirmed, the same shall be 
con: and when confirmed, in either manner, the same shall be recorded 
by the clerk of court aforesaid at the expense of the said company, or if upon 
such ap} the same be set aside, the said court shal) direct another inquisition 
to be taken and proceeded upon in the manner abovedescribed; the inquisition 
shall in every case describe the property taken or the bounds of the lands con- 
demned and the quality or duration of the interest in the same valued for the 
d company,and such valuation, when paid or tendered to the owner or own- 
ers of the property, his, her, or their legal representatives, shall entitle the said 

company to the interest and estate in the same so valued asif ithad evan pree 
conveyed by the owner or owners of the same, for the uses and purposes pred 
railway, and so long only as it shall be so used, and the value. if not received 
when tendered, may at any time thereafter be received without cost from said 
company by the owner or owners, or his, her, or their legal representatives; and 
said supreme court of the District of Columbia is hereby given jurisdiction 
in all such cases, and is authorized and empowered to hear and determine the 
same, and shall so hear and determine the same after notice to the parties, and 
the judgment of the said court shall be final, subject to the appeal as in other 


on 
and 


them hereinbefore prescribed. And 


versing, „and 
use of street, avenue, or public space are by authorized and empow- 
however, ANSV ties walural and fen Gan Of said strash.aeenee. ae 


; Provided, x 
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Sxo. p That every railway company now owning or operating or hereafter 
s railway into mie eed hg opro to law, so situated that it 
an 


coi 
can use the said tracks as well as its 
lessees, and 


they 
by the pag vse court of the 
Columbia, upon petition and hearing thereon : That such 


Serc. 9. That the commissioners of the ict of Columbia are hereby author- 
ized and directed to carry out the provisions of this act, and and every 
sing dons or requisite to be done in the execution thereof shall be, except as 
herein otherwise provided,under the supervision and control of the sald commis- 
sioners, subject to the approval of the of War; but all costs arising 
under this act shall in every case be borne by the company on whose account 
paar MATOS IA OE DAY Seeman necessary in conformity to the provisions and re- 
quirements hereof. 

Sec, 10. That there shall be paid by the United States to the said Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company for the depot building and bridge on the pub- 
lic reservation at Sixth and B streets north west, as hereinbefore provided, such 
reasonable sum, as the value thereof, as may be agreed upon by and between said 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company and the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and in case of failure of the said company and commissioners 
to agree upon the sum so to be paid the said commissioners shall apply by peti- 
tion to the supreme court of the District of Columbia sitti in general te: 
which is hereby given authority and jurisdiction in the race, Boog And the sa’ 
court shall, upon such petition, provide for proper notice to and hearing of the 
said company and commissioners in the premises, and shal] have power to de- 


termine in such manner as it may deem pro the price so to be paid as afore- 
said; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay to the said Baltimore and Potomac road pany, when it shall have 


vacated its station on Sixth st: outof any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, such sum as is in provided for when the same shall have 
been ascertained, determ! ned, and adjudged according to the provisions hereof, 

Sere. 11. That for the purpose of locating, constructing, and maintain: the 
yards, stations, and facilities of the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany and of the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company they are hereby 
authorized and empowered each company for itself to take, acquire, and hold 
in fee-simple by purchase or condemnation the land necessary for such pur- 
poses; but before proceeding to do so, the said company shall first obtain the 
assentof the owneror owners of such lands, and if such owner or ownersshall 
be absent from said District, or shall fail to agree on terms for the same with 


the said com y, or in case of infancy, coverture, insanity, or any other cause, 
shall be legally toanpabis of giving iis. her, or thike akorat, indball be lawful for 
said company to apply at once to the supreme courtof the ct of Columb’ 
or a judge thereof, who shal] thereupon issue a warrant to the ma: 


of said District, requiring him to summon a jury of twenty disinterested citizens 
of said District to meet on the land so required ona day named in such warrant, 
not less than ten or more than twenty days after the issue of the same, upon 
such notice to the owners of,and persons interested in, the premises pro 
to be taken as the said court or judge shall direct, to proceed to estimate after 
viewing the premises the value of the land so pro; to be taken by the said 
company, and the damages, if any, co: uent upon such taking and use, and 
if, at said time and place, any of the said jurors summoned do not attend, the 
marshal shall immediately summon as many persons, similarly qualified, as, 
together with those in attendance, will furnish a el of twenty jurors in at- 
tendance, and from such el, each party, his, her, its, eee bene aMoro 
or if cither orany party be not present in person or by t, said marshal 
for him, her, it, or them, may strike off four persons, and the remaining twelve 
shall actasa j on the inquisition afo: d; and to each, before he acts as 
such juror, the said marshal 1 administer an oath or affirmation that he will 
justly and im lly estimate the compensation that the owner or owners of 
such land will be entitled to by the acquisition and occupation of the same by the 
said company; and the jury 1 reduce its liguma to writingand sign and 
seal the same, it shall then be returned by said marshal to the clerk of the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, and be filed by said clerk in his office, 
and notice of such filing shall be given by the clerk, personally or by publication 
in such manner as the court or judge shail direct, tothe persons interested in sai 
award who shall not have appeared atsaid inquisition, and shall be confirmed by 
the said court holding a general term at any time that itmay bein session after 
thirty days from and after such return, unless an appeal from such inquisition 
shall have been taken and perfected as hereinafter provided; and either 
may appeal to the said court holding a general term as aforesaid, within 
days from and after the said return of the said inquisition to the said clerk as 
aforesaid, and in all cases where the said company shall so appeal it shall, 
within ten days, pay to the clerk of said court the amount awarded by said jury, 
and give bond to the party or parties claiming and entitled to com tion in 
a penalty at least double the sum found by the jury, with a condition that the 
said com y shall pay or cause to be paid such amount of compensation and 
costs as the party may be entitled to receive on the judgment of the said court 
without delay, and on which bond ample and sufficient sureties shall be given, 
tobe approved by said court conformably to its rules, and in all cases where the 
forty, or parties claimant shall appeal, it shall be lawful for the said com y, if 
t shalf require the immediate use of the property condemned and veel as 
aforesaid, before such appeal can be heard and decided, to execute and tender 
a bond to the parties aforesaid in at least double the sum found by the jury, 
with sureties to be approved by the said court in manner aforesaid, with & con- 
dition to pay without delay such sum and costs as may be awarded by the said 
court without further delay; and upon the delivery and tender of such bond 
the said company, such payment into court having been e, the consent of 
the commissioners of the District, with the approval of the Secretary of War, 
being first had and obtained, may proceed to the construction of its said yards 
and facilities as if the parties claimant and the said company had agreed upon 
the compensation to be paid for the land therefor to be used; and in all cases 
where the said company shall appeal, make said payment, and give bond as 
aforesaid, it may have the power to proceed in the construction of the said 
d facilities and appropriation of the land for the uses thereof as if no 


land so acquired; 
of the commissioners of the District, with the approval of the Secretary 


the use thereof before the land shall be used; and if no 
shall have been taken and the said inquisition accordingly confirmed 


5832 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 2, 


as hereinbefore provided in 


such cases, or if upon such appeal the said court 
shall be of opinion that the said inquisition should be confirmed, the same shall 
be confirmed, and when confirmed, in either manner, the same shall be re- 
corded by the clerk of court aforesaid at the expense of the said company; or if 


upon such appeal the same be set aside, the court shall direct another inquisi- 

n to be taken and proceeded upon in the manner above described; the in- 
quisition shall in every case a plan of the property taken and such 
valuation tendered to the owner or owners of the property, his, her, or their 
legal representatives, and if not accepted by said owner or owners paid into 
court as aforesaid, shall entitle the said company to permanently occupy the 
said premises by itself, its successors and assigns, for railway purposes, and the 
value, if not received when tendered, may at any time thereafter be received 
without cost from the said company by the owner or owners, or his, her, or 
their legal representatives; and the said pease court of the District of Co- 
lumbia is hereby given jurisdiction in all such cases, and is authorized and em- 

wered to hear and determine the same, after notice to the parties, without 
The intervention of a jury, and either party shall have a right to trial by jury in 
accordance with the practice prevailing in said court, and, subject to the laws 
of the United States, to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
And the said companies l be, and are hereby, authorized and empowered 
to construct and maintain tracks to and into the yards and stations aforesaid, 
and any of them, in connection with the authorized tracks of said company. 
And in all cases in which the traversing or crossing of any street, avenue, or 
public space in said city is rendered necessary in the poet he. Base of the pro- 
visions of this act, such traversing, crossing, and use of such it, avenue, or 
publie space are hereby authorized and empowered: however, That 
the natural and free use of said street or avenue or public space shall not 
thereby be impaired more than is porgscigaet Mhaheotger poses in the premises. 

Bec. 12. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby au- 
thorized and directed to supervise the carrying out of the provisions ofthis act, 
and each and everything done in the carrying out thereof shall be under the 
supervision and control of the said commissioners, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War; but no expense on account thereof shall be incurred or paid by 
the United States or by the District of Columbia, but shall inevery case be borne 
by either or both of said railroad companies affected thereby. 

Sec. 13. All supervision and action of the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia under or by virtue of the provisions of this act shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War. 

EC, 14, That the owner of any interest in any real estate which may be in- 
juriously affected by the exercise of any of the powers or authority by this act 
granted (in cases in which no part of such real estate is taken or occupied under 
the authority of this act) shall be paid the damage done to his interest in such 
real estate so injuriously affected as aforesaid by the Spaan or other per- 
son or persons who l cause such injury. To this en ney such owner may 
apply by short petition to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, at an 
general term thereof, stating the case and the amount of the claim: 
and said court shall, upon reasonable notice to the party complained nst, 
thereupon appoint three competent and disinte persons com joners 
to examine the property alleged to have been so injuriously affected, and hear 
evidence on the subject, and to decide and report to the court what amount of 
damages, if any, has been or is likely to be done to such interest in such prop- 
erty by the exercise of the powers of this act granted. The court may confirm 
modify, or set aside such report as may be conformable to law and justice, an 
render ju ent accordingly, with costs. Any sum so finally udged any 
such petitioner shall be paid to him by the party whom the judgment 
shall be rendered, and execution may issue therefor. And if any such judg- 
ment shall not be satisfied within sixty days after its rendition, the said court 
shall have power, and it shall be its duty, — petition therefor by the party 
aggrieved, to enjoin the further exercise of powers and the operation of the 
works in respect of which such damages were adjudged. 

Sro, 15. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act; and 
all existing laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed, 


Mr. MORRILL Mr. President, were I to consult my own comfort 
alone, or that of my fellow-Senators, I should notinflict a railroad speech 
upon the Senate to-day, but what seems to be a stern duty must not be 
shirked. 

To our great hurt we here appear to have subsidized, so to say, the 
most wealthy and powerful railroad corporation of the country, by per- 
mitting one of its many feeders or branches to enter the city of Wash- 
ington rampant, there to be petted as a spoiled child with legislative 
sugar-plums, and to strangle with an iron garrote a public park of much 
promise to the city, and to overrun and practically swallow up other 
important reservations, as well as large avenues and streets, which have 
often been stained with human blood by numerous railroad homicides. 

Ought we not to have some faith, even though we could wish it were 
stronger, that the representatives of States and of the people will cour- 
ageously declare this unfortunate railroad land grant unearned—treat- 
ing the case with the same measure of even-handed justice we award 
to other unearned land grants elsewhere—and restore it to the city of 
Washington, to which it rightfully belongs, as a precious and inalien- 
able gift from its founders? 

The substitute offered by me for the steam-railroad bill will be rec- 
ognized by the Committee on the District of Columbia in its main 
features as the previous laborious work of a most respectable number 
of that committee; and, while it may not all be beyond amendment, 
it appeared to me so well and fairly drawn that I have taken the lib- 
erty to present it, with the hope that it may find some favor with the 
committee and much more with the Senate. It is, however, in some 
respects a transcript of the bill for which it is offered as a substitute, 
except the provision that the tracks on Sixth street are to be removed, 
and that the depots, instead of being on the park, are to be south of 
the intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues, or nearly as origi- 
nally intended by Congress and asked for by the road in 1878. Some 
of the provisions of the bill reported by the Senator from Illinois, 
granting extraordinary additional privileges to the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad, may be tolerated, but, if all were to be granted, there 
would hardly be room left for any other railroad accommodations in 
that part of the city. - 

The substitute will largely not only relieve the northeastern part of 
thecity from unnecessary occupation of streets and avenues, but wholly 
relieve the park from present absolute railroad domination. 


With the ger stations placed, as proposed by the substitute, 
southof the intersection of Virginia and Maryland avenues, they would 
be nearer to some of the principal hotels of the city, and not one-third 
of a mile or more than three minutes farther away from any, The cost 
of reaching the stations from hotels woùld not be increased a single 
farthing, and the great Maryland and Virginia avenues, as well as some 
reservations, would be released from some part of their present unlaw- 
ful occupation. The hotels were mostly in their present positions long 
before the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad was introduced here; and if 
this road were to be removed from Sixth street, the hotels would still 
remain where their original proprietors chose to plant them, and would 
still retain any small advantage to be found in the shorter distance to 
the railroad stations. 

The hotels now existing or which may hereafter exist, can safely be 
left to adjust their own relations to railroad depots. Transient visitors 
coming here by railroad, seldom oftener than once a year, or once in a 
lifetime, should have proper consideration, but not more, rather less, 
than the life-long residents of the city whose welfare and property are 
to be oftener, more seriously, and permanently affected; and not so 
much as national legislators, whose reputation for wearing no badge of 
corporation servitude, and for sound judgment and impartial justice 
should not be exposed to any di ement, 

Like the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, I willingly credit 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company with being managed by the most 
astute and accomplished railroad men of the country, and with deal- 
ing handsomely with the public in most all other localities but that of 
Washi m, where itstands ready to higgle and quarrel with Congress 
and with everybody for the ninth part of a hair. In Philadelphia it 
is lavish in its display of accommodations in the heart of the city, and 
there ungrudgingly assumes the expenditure of millions of dollars. 
Here, on the contrary, it seems parsimonioug and to rely upon the 
bounties of the Government, and, after that, upon grabbing like a free- 
booter, as I shall hereafter show, what ever it can get hold of. 

On the great thoroughfare between Washington and the-city of New 
York, the Pennsylvania Railroad appears to have an iron-bound monop- 
oly, impenetrable at either end by any rivals proposing competition. 
The accommodations on their limited express trains are unsurpassable, 
and, if the charges for fares are not also unsurpassable, they are very 
much more than the charges per mile to Chicago and much more than 
the rates allowed on the great lines in the State of New York. 

No one appreciates more than I do the power of the gigantic Penn- 
sylvania Rai Company, or more fully comprehends the difficulty 
that Congress must meet in doing anything in relation to the interests 
of that company to which it does not freely consent. It has eminent 
and very reputable friends. To escape any new competition, and to 
maintain any lawful advantages it now holds, I do not say that it has 
retained in the District or will retain a single attorney; butit is safe to 
say that it is able to retain every attorney in Washington to see to it 
that the smell of fire shall not touch the hem of its garments. It has 
gotits foot on the neck of the park, and it has come to stay, if it can, 
butit would not willingly consent to a joint occupancy of even Naboth’s 
vineyard, and has no idea of loving any railroad neighbor like itself. 

I have no personal grievance whatever against this or any other rail- 
road company, but I feel that the people of every State have some in- 
terest in the matter now pending, and will hold Congress to a rigid ac- 
countability for any action that does not point to the permanent well 
being of the city of Washington and especially to the preservation of 
the old Mall, as it was handed down tous by the Father of his Country, 
to be maintained as a national park, such as decorate all other national 
capitals, and a decoration of which very few of the principal American 
cities are now destitute. 

In order, it would seem, that no evidence should be wanting of the 
absolute cleavage and wide disintegration of the park, the bill in charge 
of the Senator from West Virginia provides that, on the east and west 
sides of the strips 1,000 feet long by 100 feet wide of the park, which are 
to be freshly granted, the railroads shall erect substantial walls 10 feet 
high! These walls, therefore, are to inclose a space, including Sixth 
street, of over 300 feet wide and 1,000 feet long, in order, as the bill 
without a blush confesses, tomake two parks, east and west, where there 
is scant room for one, or ‘* that aview of the trains upon said tracks shall 
be shut out from the view of persons using the public parks lying east 
and west of thesaid railroad tracks.’? The present bridge over Sixth 
street is also to be extended over the additional ‘strips of the public 
reservations granted,’’ and as described, with ‘‘ proper ornamentation 
and side-guards to prevent a view of the engines passing under said 
bridge by persons or animals using the same.’ Engines, however, 
under this narrow bridge, to hide their diminished heads, should be or 
the Tom Thumb variety, not the Big Moguls, and any ornamentation 
to conceal their approach must be a rare example of high-art, but no 
“ side-guards’’ will be likely to deaden or spike the ears of persons or 
animals when exposed to the calliope music of the steam-whistle. 

It is undoubtedly true that a large portion of the public has been ask- 
ing for a bill from the Committee on the District of Columbia which 
would remove the depot and all tracks from Sixth street. Instead or 
this they present a bill to increase the wretched existing outrage by 
doubling the tracks on Sixth street and by planting on the opposite 
side another depot, also upon the park, and finally by surrendering Sixth 
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street altogether to two railroad companies. Instead of sixty trains a 
day moving across the park, we are thus hereafter to have not less than 
one hundred andtwenty. The people asked for bread, and instead they 
have presented to them stones, difficult to swallow and wholly indi- 
gestible, They asked for the restoration of the parcel of ground occu- 
pied on the park by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad, and instead 
it is proposed to rob the park of further large and valuable strips of 
land, and to bestow them with royal munificence as a free gift upon 
two railroad corporations instead of one. Weare as unfortunate as the 
boy who got one thumb into his muskrat trap, and in trying to get that 
out got his other thumb into the trap. But most assuredly we can not 
afford to pretend to amend a grievance while manifestly buttressing 
and perpetuating it by more than doubling its magnitude. Ido not 
believe that any member of the majority of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia can be entirely satisfied with their own bill as re- 
ported. They must have consented to it in order to get rid of the 
subject, as some maidens consent to wed an annoying suitor in order 
to get rid of him, but svon find it best to seek for a divorce. 

I confess that I do not like to have comparisons with past generations 
made against the present. When Mr. Douglas, that eminent and 
brilliant Senator from Illinois, was chairman of the Committeeon Public 
Buildings and Grounds, he proposed,in order to perfect and to preserve 
the park, to extend its limits between Sixth street and First street, so 
as to make it more nearly of equal width towards the Capitol, and to 
remove what seemed to be invasions upon its proper boundaries, Then 
it might have been done perhaps at trifling expense. Now the ex- 
pense would be great. Senator Douglas had no fear of being charged 
with having too much of sentiment and pride in behalf of the capital 
of his country. If I have no power to increase respect for Congress, 
I hope I have still less to drag it down, and trust the time may never 
come when men will say as a reproach, ‘‘See! The Fiftieth Congress 
did this.” 

Congress originally authorized the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad- 
in 1867, to enter the city, gave ita most valuable franchise, but pro, 
hibited the occupation of any lot or square owned by the United States, 
and the right was also reserved to t equal privileges to any other 
roads. In 1869 the company was given its choice of two lines in en- 
tering the city, neither of them, however, further north than Virginia 
and Maryland avenues. 

In 1870 the company was empowered to take Long Bridge and its 
draws, to be held in perpetuity by keeping the same in repair and by 
giving other railroad companies also the right to pass over the belie 

In 1871 the company was authorized by Congress (and it was the 
extreme limit of the railroad company’s demands) to erect a passenger 
depot on Virginia avenue, between West Sixth street and West Seventh 
street, of the same style of architecture as that of the Pennsylvania 
road at Lancaster, with the assent of the notable and forever to be dis- 
tinguished board of aldermen of this city, who, with ‘‘ quick concep- 
tion and easy delivery,’’ proposed, instead of this, to outdo Congress 
and to give so much of the Mall and of Sixth street as might satisfy 
the railroad company. The amazing gift was promptly and hilariously 
accepted. But the board having no more legal authority to place the 
company under so heavy a load of gratitude than Satan had to give 
away the kingdom of the world, application had now to be made to 
Congress, and the reckless action of the board was at length submis- 
sively confirmed in 1872. Touching this action the earnest prayer 
of many people is now made, ‘‘ Good Lord, deliver us P”? 

I have obtained, from the courtesy of the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, a statement in detail of the amount of real estate now held, in- 
cluding what is held at the pleasure of the Government, and of the 
amount of taxes respectively paid by each of the steam railroads now 
entering the city of Washington, and the documents will be found in- 
teresting reading. Washington does not own the railroads, and I hope 
the railroads are not to own Washington. By this statement it ap- 
pears that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company hold and are 
taxed upon eighty-eight pieces or parcels of land, containing 490,480 
feet within the city and 45,193 feet in the country, of which the as- 
sessed value is placed at $190,813, and upon which the company pays 
a tax of $2,799.36. It also pays a personal tax upon the tracks and 
equipments of $2,079.18. In this is included ground and improve- 
ments in the city other than the depot and grounds, valued at $64,018. 

The statement concerning the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany shows the assessed value of the depot to be $125,000, and of the 
land occupied by the depot, at the pleasure of the Government, is $240,- 
600, and that they hold in all oue hundred and thirty-four pieces or 
parcels of land, containing 751,231 feet in the city and 8.89 acres in 
the country, and the assessed value of the whole, including the depot 
land not paid for, is $496,481, upon which a tax is levied of $7,440.27. 
They also pay a personal tax upon tracks and equipments of $2,470. 

Of course these statements do not cover the large amount of avenues 
and streets occupied by the tracks of these roads. It will be seen at 
once that the taxes paid by the roads are a mere bagatelle compared 
with the rates and amount which would be paid if improved and oc- 
cupied by citizens of the city. The amount invested here, however ex- 
tensive the areacovered by these companies for their accommodation, ap- 
pears incredibly small, and unless the cost of these numerous parcels 


of land has been greatly in excess of the assessed value, if the com- 
panies were willing to dispose of them, they might reap very hand- 
some profits, The amountof present taxation certainly does not greatly 
diminish the burdens of the people. 

The General Government is here compelled to pay the cost value of 
sites for buildings constantly required for additional accommodations, 
and would it be any hardship for rich railroad corporations to submit 
to the same terms to which our Government itself is inexorably sub- 


jected? 


It should not be accounted a trivial or minor matter that the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company appears to have long disregarded 
with entire impunity many of the conditions imposed upon it by the 
original act of Congress. Some of these broken conditions have been 
reported by the very competent Commissioner of Public Buildings and 
Grounds to the district attorney, with a request for judicial action in 
the premises, but little or no attention has been paid to these official 
requests. The company has doubtless felt sure of a condoning or heal- 
ing act on the part of Congress, whenever it should be needed, as it 
appears now to be tendered unasked by the bill under consideration. 
The s criticism, perhaps, ever made is that of facts. I do not 
intend to indulge in any slovenliness in statements of facts, but shall 
submit a catalogue of charges which appear to me to be based on am- 
ple authority. If they are true, they would not seem to justify haste 
on the part of Congress in the bestowal of large additional qwilroad 
land bounties upon the offending party. 

1, The speed of steam-railroads within the District has long been 
regulated by law, and yet the law is constantly, recklessly, and notori- 
ously violated. The police sometimes stop fast-going horses, but ap- 
parently they have enough to do to look out for themselves when a loco- 
motive heaves in sight; and the district attorney also lacks courage to 
seize the bridle of a locomotive. Within ten days a coroner’s jury has 
rendered a verdict of manslaughter on account of a man killed by a 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad train going at more than double the 
rate of speed allowed by law. 

2. One of the conditions imposed by Congress upon the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad was as follows: 


That whiletrains are moving to and from Virginia avenue, along Sixth street 
and said oe the said railroad company shail keep flagmen at the several 
street-crossings to warn people of danger. 


The danger has never been absent, but that can hardly be said of 
invisible flagmen; for if they have not been often absent how is the 
record of human slaughter and the long list of serious injuries-to 
sons and pro to be accounted for? The number of persons killed 
since November 12, 1872, on the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad, ag 
given to me by the District commissioners, has been 33, of which 28 
were in the city and 5 in the country. Besides these bloody trag- 
edies there were 101 serious accidents, of which 95 were in the city, 
making a sad list of 80 persons suffering from mashed heads or broken 
noses or crushed arms, feet, and legs, or from other bodily injuries. 
The number of ns killed by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad has 
also been fearfully large, being 24since July 12, 1873, of which 16 were 
in the city and 12 in the country. In addition to these there were 59 
other serious accidents, with a list of 47 maimed and mangled in the 
usual rough style of railroad smash-ups, not easily to be dwelt upon 
with composure by the victims or by their friends. 

By this bloody record it appears that there have been 57 human beings 
killed in the District within a little more than a dozen years by these 
railroads, and 127 cases of serious personal injury. In connection with 
this large and apparently increasing slashing and slaughtering of the 
people of this District, where the Baltimore and Potomac road appears 
to have the pre-eminence, it should not be forgotten that until the 
passage of the Poland act of 1884 the families of those who were actually 
killed were left without remedy for damages even for the grossest wrong 
or neglect of the railroads, although the common law, not any statute 
law, furnished a remedy for personal injury when less than that of death.” 
The railroads were scot-free, and had entire impunity if they only suc- 
ceeded in actually killing their passengers. A 

In addition to the occupancy of important portions of Delaware, Vir- 
ginia, and Maryland avenues, there are now within the city more than 
sixty crossings of streets and avenues at grade by these steam railroads 
as perilous as sixty spring-gun traps, and all tending greatly to the de- 
preciation of the value of real estate in the city, as well as to thé mul- 
tiplication of deplorable accidents. With the changes now proposed 
these crossings will be reduced to the minimum and, with additional 
safeguards, the recurrence of life-taking accidents, it is to be hoped, 
may cease. 

It has been suggested that Philadelphia, a larger city than Washing- 
ton, permits steam railroads to traverse many streets and to cross pub- 
lic parks, To show the results of this permission it is only necessary 
to quote an extract from one of the Philadelphia newspapers, as fol- 
lows: 


The startling statement is made that fifty-two lives, or one a week, were sac- 
rificed last year in Philadelphia by the crossing of the city streets at grade by 
steam railroads. In no other civilized nation is this practice tolerated, and as 
our population becomes more crowded our regulations must conform to those 
which a Gee regasc. for the safety of human life has decreed elsewhere. It will 
be remembe that the constantly recurring homicides on the surface tracks 
leading into the heart of New York City led to the sinking of the road-bed at 
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an se of many million dollars. But the outlay was not only required by 
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= © up in speed, convenience, and security for the sdiitional Se pomaizore 

These are wise words, but whether any other city tolerates being 
railroad-ridden or not farnishes no reason for thus humiliating or pun- 
ishing the national capital. 

A reform in relation to the railroad tracks crossing streets at grade 
is loudly demanded, and especially from the hostile occupation of the 

_ right flank and center of the city, where many streets are perpetually 
blockaded, we ought to be forever relieved. An insufficient remedy 
is proposed by the bill of the committee; but on or south of Maryland 
and Virginia avenues the elevation of the ground is sufficient to permit 
the tracks to be sunk below the surface and to be walled in and made 
wholly safe. 

So destructive of human life have been the railroads leading into the 
city of Buffalo on a grade level with the streets that the governor of 
New York has just approved an act of the Legislature by which seven 
leading roads will be compelled to enter that city by elevated tracks, 
which will subject the roads to a very large expenditure of money. 

3. The Baltimore and Potomac Company were also to pay alf dam- 
ages to the owners of private property on Sixth street, the owners of 
property elsewhere apparently having to take their chances at common 
law, and yet seventeen years have elapsed and these damages are not 
yet fully paid. The bill under consideration does not provide a remedy 
as the substitute does for damages of this sort. 

4. An extraordinarily fine bridge was to have been erected over Sixth 
street ata cost, as its friends asserted, of $75,000, ‘‘ a thing of heauty;’’ 
but after long years of delay we have a narrow iron structure to which 
only ‘ distance lends enchantment to the view,” and it rather aggra- 
vates than diminishesthe danger. An untold number ofenginesat this 
point are constantly spouting fire, panting and pirouetting one way or 
the other, sixty or more trains in every twenty-four hours; and no 
breed of horses is so destitute of mettle as not to snuff the battle of fire, 
smoke, and steam when directly under the nose, or not to hear the 
steam-whistle when screeching in their front. Instead of having to 
dodge one engine, while approaching and crossing the bridge, the horses 
dodge and sheer right and left at every one in sight, and become as 
frantic as any we have in the city made of bronze,and one puffy drum- 
major engine would seem forever on parade-drill, leading the music of 
several more which give out the discordant signals of incoming or out- 

ing trains. Every carriage driver at the bridge is found to be the 

* Man-atraid-of-his-horses.’’ In fact, even among horses, the bridge is 
the veritable pons asinorum, where the whole class are wont to balk. 
- 5, The Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company have placed a 
freight depot on square 386 without any authority of law, and in spite 
of notice of objections against the selection of the site. They have also 
invaded reservations 174, 178, 241, and 309, although prohibited from 
entering any lot or square owned by the United States, and it appears 
to be thereadiest land-jumperoftheage. Between New Jersey avenue 
and South Capitol street, where, by the map of 1872, it would appear 
that one track only was authorized or contemplated; there are now ndt 
Jess than eight tracks, some of which even trench upon the side-walk 
of reservation 17. In addition to this four tracks cross and cover reser- 
vation 174; four other tracks cover reservation 178, and four more tracks 
cross and cover reservation 241. All of these, as weil as the track across 
New Jersey avenue to square 737, though short, have been made with- 
out the slightest authority and in defiance of law. These reservations 
are of the triangular shape peculiar to Washington, and are greatly ap- 
preciated by its citizens, but the aggressive war powers of appropria- 
tion by this steam railroad seem to be autocratic, and an act of Con- 

is looked upon apparently with contempt. 

The four tracks which go over reservation 174, also cross New Jer- 
sey avenue and First street southeast, without any legal authority 
whatever, nor is there any authority of law for the four tracks which 
have invaded reservation 178 to cross Half street southeast. There is 
still another branch of tracks over the small reservation 109, which 
crosses F street without authority of law. Having only an implied 
right to pass through the large reservation 101, of 2} acres, with one 
track, or at most with two, they have placed upon it a large group of 
tracks, which are constantly covered with trains or with loaded or 
empty cars. Their principal freight delivery is here and on the public 
avenues and streets. Heavy freight is daily unloaded from daylight 
until dark along Virginia avenue from Sixth to Seventh streets and 
along Maryland avenue from Ninth to Thirteen-and-one-half streets, 
for which there is no authority of law. The most im t reserva- 
tion as well as many minor ones in the south part of the city have thus 
been seized by the railroad company, and instead of being improved 
and niade a possible decoration they have been made a positive nui- 
sance. ‘The desecration is keenly felt by citizens in this vicinity, who 
observe that favors such as were granted and protected elsewhere are 
here denied. The value of property in this locality, it is declared, is 


less than it was thirty years ago, while values only two squares away 
have been quadrupled. There are further weighty considerations affect- 
ing business interests. A committee of the citizens of Washington re- 
ported as follows: 

The constant obstruction of these avenues at the transverse streets by shift- 


ing engines and trains practically cuts in two the business of the city, so that 
merchants and business men have almost ceased to look to the river[Potomac] 
as a means of transportation because of the inconvenience and delay experi- 
enced in transferring it after leaving the wharf. 


The lawful rights of those who have purchased lots and have built 
residences near to any of these reservations with the just expectation, 
according to the original plan of the city, that they would remain for- 
ever open spaces, have been rudely invaded if not destroyed. Tht 
vested rights, however, of these residents are not inferior to those of 
any railroad, and they are entitled to some proper remedy. 

The interest and convenience of the company appear to have been 
the only limits of authority to do whatever it chooses, and its audacity, 
it will be seen, has been amazing even for a corporation. 

That I have not overstated the infractions of its charter or of the will- 
ful trespasses upon the public grounds. by the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company may be seen by reference to the repeated annual re- 
ports of Colonel Wilson, the able and faithful Commissioner of Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : 5 

In one instance itis understood that the company claims to have had 
theconsentof the District commissioners for its lawless action, of which, 
however, there is no record; and, if such there were, it would have no 
more legal value than the consent of the Superintendent of the Insane 
Asylum. The law binds the commissioners as well as railroads. 

6. Again, it was provided— 

That the tracks of said company shall turn out of Sixth street and enter the 
said depot with suitable curvature at the south end thereof; and the said depot 


shal not extend beyond B street north, nor shall the tracks ever extend beyond 
B street north. 


Obviously it was iatended the tracks should enter the depot grounds 
by a curvature ‘‘at thesouth end thereof.’? This has notonly not been 
done, but tracks without ‘‘curvature’’ have been extended outside the 
depot grounds nearly the whole length of Sixth street forthe sole pur- 
pose of obtaining standing room for cars, and there in grim and stub- 
born self-assertion, it seems. ‘‘they also serve who only stand and 
wait.” It is clearly a bald usurpation, oran attempt by slopping over 
to get possession of more than was granted. 

The criminal case reported of the United Statesagainst the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company, indicted by the grand jury for main- 
taining a nuisance by allowing cars to stand on the street, and there 
loading and unloading the same, was recently decided in general term 
againstthe company. Butitis not understood that the company shows 
any more obedience to the court than it has shown to the laws of Con- 


gress. 

The proof of there flagrant abuses is so abounding, as to show that 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company has willfully broken its 
so-called charter and would justify its forfeiture under the most sum- 
mary process by the courts; but full power having been especially re- 
served to alter or amend, it is incontestable that the road is now as 
amenable to the discretion of Congressas it would beif now, for the first 
time, it were asking for permission to enter the District. 

I have no chronic hostility to railroads; I often patronize them; I 
own stock in some of them, and would own moreif able, but this does 
not change my opinion that they owe obedience to public laws quite 
as much as private citizens, Laws should not be made, according to 
the venerable proverb, like cobwebs, only to catch flies and let the 
hornets go free. . 

A tunnel for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company under Capitol 
Hill so far removed as Third or Ninth street east does not appear to me 
so very objectionable. When it was proposed by a majority of the com- 
mittee some years ago to have a big tunnel much nearer to the Capitol 
and in front of the new Library, the question might then have been 
usked, If we were to get it and should not like it, what could we do 
with it? However prone to escape from it we might be, it would cer- 
tainly be a difficult hole to creep out of. Great bores are not easily 
dismissed. I regret that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
are no longer willing, as President Garrett formerly appeared to be, to 
place all their tracks outside of the boundary, and then to enter the 
city by the Eastern Branch. 

When the national capital was established here railroads had not 
been invented, and no provision was made for their introduction. 
Now all arrangements for them must be laboriously studied and care- 
fully fixed, so far as possible for all time, where they will do the least 
harm and most promote the convenience and fature welfare of the city. 

The permanent interests of the roads can only be secured by a re- 
moval from their present inharmonious relations with each other, and 
with a large portion of the people of the city, by some radical change 
of their too extensive occupation and hostile obstruction of streets and 
avenues, and by a just and final adjustment of their own mutual and 
clashing rivalries. The present railroad stations are both, as to their 
sites and approaches, almost equally scandalous and unsatisfactory, 
and only less so as to the character of the depot buildings. Removal 
and reform should alike impartially overtake them both together. 
There is no reason why we should be sooner rid of one abomination 
than the other, save that the youngest and latest is the more aggressive 
offender. ‘Asking nothing but what is right and submitting to noth- 
ing wrong,” we may, if need be, use either road to drive out the other— 


Even as heat another heat expgls, 
As one nail by strength drives out another. 
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We can not afford to treat one road as a pet and crucify the other, 
nor can we afford to trim and limit our action to less than one-half of 
our duty and trust the future to unknown contingencies and to the 
well-known potential influences of the railroad higher powers concen- 
trated and made operative here through even very distant connections, 
Their dominance, if longer submitted to, I fear will show that Congress 
itself has not yet found constitutional relief from ‘involuntary servi- 
tude.” . 

Pardon me for saying, if these ill-planted depots and inco ous 
sites could anywhere appear and compete at a World’s Exhibition for 
the primacy among miscreated railroad-passenger ‘‘dumping-places,”’ 
they would swoop the foremost premium and win the grand medal. 
Ill-advised and ill-perpetuated as they have been, we should still feel 
some regret were a cyclone to tear them up by the roots, but none what- 
ever when it is only proposed to give them an evolutionary chance for 
a new birth where each one may come forth not only a greater con- 
venience, but, I trust, even as an ornament creditable to both the city 
and the railroads, 

In the measure presented by the substitute to remedy these mani- 
fest wrongs it is not proposed to involve the Government in any expense 
exceptata single point, and there a full and most opportune equivalent— 
a building appropriate for the city government—will be received; butit 
is proposed to emancipate from railroad bondage a goodly number of 
avenues and streetsnow unnecessarily occupied, to give the city worthier 
accommodations, less obnoxious to the public sense of decency, and, 
beyond this, to restore to the city, as well as to the whole country, a por- 
tion of its ancient and invaluable public reservations. 

It may be innocently said that we are interfering with the chartered 
rights of corporations, but that would be wholly untrue. Weare only 
interfering exactly as the charters provide that Congress may interfere; 
and we are interfering, not with their rights, but with palpable public 
wrongs—with a defiant and stubborn monopoly which tramples upon 
the rights of the people who are suffering under the formal sanction of 
our authority and of our prolonged acquiescence. It is, therefore, our 
highest duty, as it appears to me, to interfere and to redress flagrant 
wrongs where Congress itself has by no means been altogether an in- 
nocent looker-on. S 
| Both of the steam railroads have large holdings of real estate ob- 
tained here at a cost supposed to be much below their present value. 
Each of the roads claims to have a large surplus standing to its credit. 
Both are the recipients of large revenues derived from the much-coy- 
eted passenger and freight business of the city, and both at least have 
redundant capital and credit to meet all necessary expenditures. They 
stand in no need of charity or largesses. The Baltimore and Potomac 
road is but one of many branches of the great Briarean Pennsylvania 


Railroad Company, drawing abundant nutrition from many States, and- 


whose annual gross earnings are ter than the revenues of many 
considerable nations. The earnings of the branch to this.city the past 
year were over $200,000 greater than the previous year. In 1884 the 
total mileage of railroads in the United States was 125,000 miles, and 
the total earnings $770,684,908, The mileage of the Pennsylvania 
road then being 7,122 miles, and its gross earnings $97,849,875, or, 

` with less than 6 per cent. of mileage, the company had 13 per cent. of 
the total gross earnings of all the railroads in the United States! Be- 
hind fat dividends to its stockholders and behind its millions of an- 
nual surplus profits the company is here intrenched, and will not budge 
until forced by the strong arm of the law. 

These corporations are not paupers, and are abundantly able to pay 
for the new and larger accommodations required by the public, but re- 
quired quite as much by the railroads, and which will never be obtained 
by an outlay more moderate at any future day. 

; A change as proposed by the amendment now offered as a substitute, 
or by some other measure of a more rigorous character hereafter, I 
must venture to say is as fixed as will be its obvious and everlasting 
propriety. It may be evaded and postponed, but if postponed to-day 
it will haunt our legislative halls again and again hereafter to the 
greater ultimate loss of the railroads as well as of the city. What is 
now asked for is a minimum never to be reduced. 

| The city of Washington was not made solely for the benefit of rail- 
‘roads, but railroads were made for the benefit of the city, whose honor 
and welfare, as well as that of the people at large, should be consider- 
ately cared for and resolutely protected to the very front line of all their 
rights and privileges in the national capital. 

That it would be an immense improvement to diminish the circui- 
tous length of these roads into and through the city and diminish the 
large number of street-crossings will not be denied by anybody. It 
will also be just, in any permanent arrangement which may be made, 
that absolutely equal privileges shall be extended to all railroads now 
asking or hereafter to ask for proper accommodations. Means of a 
freer communication with the rapidly growing enterprise of our fellow- 
citizens in the Southern States, whose property has so marvelously in- 
creased, almost by billions, within a half dozen years, should not be 
withheld, postponed, or monopolized by any single corporation. Here 
is a great continental gateway of commerce and travel between the 
North and South, and it should be open to the world with a wide and 


generous policy, and wholly liberated from thenarrow dog-in-the-man- 
ger jealousies of a single corporation. 

May I not be pardoned for appearing to urge as a worthy incident 
of a worthy measure the rescue of our public park from railroad spolia- 
tion? Ifnot rescued as proposed by the substitute for the bill of the 
committee we shall ere long have it absorbed by irresistible demands 
for miscellaneous public buildings, and we shall certainly be impor- 
tuned, as Congress has been already, to spend millions of the public 
money for a distant, more pretentious, but nota moreappropriate pub- 
lic park elsewhere. The loss to the park here from the disconnection 
ot the grounds of the Capitol from those of the Executive Mansion can 
never find compensation in a new park, whether near or remote. As 
a question of pure economy, looking before and after, the park should 
be preserved. 

Congress very reluctantly, and not without the most cogent reasons, 
allows a railroad to trespass upon or to cross Indian reservations; and 
if the reasons are less urgent why such trespasses should not be per- 
mitted on reservations here in the very lap of the capital, it would 
seem to argue that we have less love for our own people than for the 
Choctaws and Arapahoes. 

It is not too much to claim for the health and adornment of the 
capital of the American people what appears to have been universally 
accorded to the people of other enlightened nations. In other lands 
railroads are often only permitted to approach the outskirts of their 
capitals, At London, Paris, Vienna, and Madrid they are wholly ex- 
cluded from all parks, In London no railroads cut through Regent’s 
Park, Hyde Park, St. James Park, or any others. 

When Queen Caroline, consort of George II, inquired of the elder 
Mr. Pitt, afterwards Earl of Chatham, how much it would cost toshut 
up the parks of London as private grounds, he replied, *‘ Threecro 
Your Majesty.” She took the hint, and it is hardly necessary to ad 
that the British public still go and come at pleasure over all the Lon- 
don parks. Yet the park inthe capital of our Republic is cut in twain, 
50 acres of the head and neck severed from the body, by a railroad 
which seems to have no fears of being uncrowned, though daily and 
hourly guilty of shutting up the park of Washington. 

Were a railroad and depot to be thrust any day upon and across the- 
beautiful Common of Boston, the petted gem of that city, it would be 
likely to prove a signal for another ‘Boston Tea Party,” and before 
the break of another day the débris of the railroad would be found 
steeped in the deep sea. 

In London their numerous parks are esteemed as breathing places, 
or the lungs of the city, and, as everywhere else, they are held to be 
absolutely essential to the public health. 

Perhaps the greatest service to the people of England by Mr. Ruskin, 
the eloquent writer upon art, architecture, and other related topics, 
will be found in hissuccessful efforts, brought to bear upon public opin- - 
ion, to preserve public parks and open spaces from the invasion of rail- 
roads, and especially the widely known region usually termed the 
“lake country.” Ifthat has been accomplished in England, on that 
little island where it has been said an American must be constantly on 
the lookout lest he should step off into the sea, it should not be impos- 
sible here to rescue a small park in Washington from its only formid- 
able invaders, from corporations which have been often charged with 
being destitute of both sentiment and conscience. 

This railroad-bemangled park, now almost and soon to be wholly . 
ruined, if the bill of the committee shall be accepted, by an ill-starred 
severance into comparatively useless fragments, will soon have many 
acres of ground and some small but glittering sheets of water added to 
its western boundary by reclamation from the Potomac, as well as from 
the shameless cupidity of bootless and bottomless land-jumpers. The 
expenditures for this noble work have been large, but they will have 
been made with a clipped wing, if not improvidently, if there is to be 
not only no reclamation of the original park from theiron grasp of the 
great Pennsylvania Railroad corporation, but that the also great Bal- 
timore and Ohio corporation shall be invited to lend a hand to the spo- 
liation, leaving the widowed fragments to be fritted away, or to ‘‘sur- 
vive, no longer loved, no longer whole.” 

In the present obtrusive position of a depot and railroad tracks upon 
the public park and other reservations, with many branches diverging 
from the main stem, prominent as they are, but yet so awkward and 
incomplete for business purposes, there is a suggestion of meanness akin 
to that of a wealthy skinflint who plantsa pig-pen on the open space 
in front of his house rather than to occupy any rear ground which might 
possibly bear a root crop worth sixpence. Let usagree and declare that 
the original open space in front and in sight of the doors and windows 
of the Capitol shall be restored. Itis too much toexpect that the pub- 
lie and Congress can be forever reconciled to its present degradation. 

The park, as reserved one hundred years ago—reserved not for one 
generation, but as an eternal possession for all succeeding generations— 
ifit had now to be purchased, as have been recently the parks in many 
other American cities, would cost millions of dollars; but all that is 
asked for now by the people of Washington, as well as by the disin- 
terested voice of the nation, is that we shall rescue the park we have 
from pitiless railroad domination. We are not asked to be as liberal 
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as New York has been, nor as liberal as Chicago, Buffalo, and Boston 
have been, nor even as liberal as many rural towns haye been; but we 
may be expected to be not wholly strangers to their refinement and 
a ped spirit, and expected to reclaim the modest little park we own 
and once À 

We are professing to revere the memory of Washington by a monu- 
ment on the western portion of this ground, which lacks nothing of 
sublimity in its unequaled height and dimensions, completed at a cost 
of more than a million dollars; but all who may hereafter ascend to its 
lofty summit and look out upon the wonderfal panorama presented— 
where men are reduced to the size of pigmies, where we seem to 
“take up the isles as a very little thing,’’ and to ‘‘lay the earth 
in a balance’’—will often have their eyes riveted upon the park once 
as dear to Washington as the apple of his eye, and not less dear to us 
as the painstaking work of Jefferson, now proposed to be completely 
beheaded, the head forever separated from the trunk, by an impass- 
able and walled gulf from which tlie steam, smoke and soot of a rook- 
ery of engines will be continually ascending, and will wonder why an 
American Congress should permit so foul a blotch to besmirch the face 
of so grand a picture, and more wonder why the reverence paid to 
Washington should be so blasphemed on the ground where his memory 
was intended to be forever consecrated. 

Ought we not to have the privilege to visit the monument directly 
from the Capitol, without peril and without going a roundabout zigzag 
way to it through back streets? 

e spare no expenditure for the preservation of a National Park on 
the Yellowstone, which comparatively few Americans will ever see, 
and yet we are t hopelessly contending for the preservation, with- 
out any expenditure, of a park in the National Capital, which all good 
Americans hope to see before they die. 

Washington and Jefferson had most to do with the location and plan 
of the city of Washington. They looked upon it as it would appear 
after the march of centuries, It was to be the city where would be 
lodged the power and government of the chief part of North America; 
and Washington, more elated than was in accord with his usual tem- 
per, wrote in 1791 to Mrs. Fairfax, that— 

mtu noe, if untry kı united, it will produce a city, though 
En = uay Bag ppd rhage: paa o p inferior to tow others in y aep 

Jefferson, a great lover of the natural beauty of American scenery, 
had resided some years abroad, where he acquired much of his artistic 
taste and liberal culture, and, though he was a theoretical republican 
of the straitest sect, he brought home plans of a dozen of the most fa- 
mous capitals of Europe with which to supply some ambitious hints 
for the capital of the New World. Jefferson would be content with 
nothing inferior to the Old World, and with nothing short of scientific 


accuracy as to the points of the compass of the streets north and south, |” 


east and west; but for all this he demanded the rigid standard of re- 
publican economy, and would pay the engineer for laying out the 
ground, according to the plan already adopted, $5 per day only. The 
excellence of the original plan secured its prompt acceptance—an ex- 
cellence more and more appreciated as the skeleton plan gradually puts 
on its beautiful ents and practically displays the symmetry of 
advancing maturity and completed proportions. z 

In these early days the Government had no embarrassment of riches; 
there was no surplus revenue to perplex Congress or with which even 
to build the proposed new and more Southern capital, and, therefore, 
Virginia donated for this object $120,000 and Maryland $72,000 more; 
but these sums were not enough, and, after many fruitless attempts to 
raise more money, the President made a personal appeal to the State of 
Maryland for a loan of $100,000. The credit of the United States Goy- 
ernment, however, was then so feeble and uncertain that the State ab- 
solutely refused the loan without an additional personal guaranty from 
the three building commissioners, which was at length given; and 
Washington said, although it looked ‘“‘strange,’’ that “‘the necessity of 
the case justified the obtaining of it on almost any terms.” The in- 
dorsed paper was in due time paid to the State of Maryland, although 
the records of the Treasury Department, having thrice been destroyed 
by fire, do not now show the details of the transaction. 

Strained as our Government then was for funds, and as rampant as 
was the speculative demand here for city lots, the Government did not 
part with one jot or tittle of Jefferson’s darling park, then called the 
Mall, but it was held intact, as sacred as the garden of the Hes- 
perides, in order ‘‘to form,” as it was declared— 

A broad and uninterrupted landscape connection between the square on which 
were to be p the executive buildings and the grounds for the future site of 
the Capitol. 

We hold this ancient park in trust from the original proprietors, and 
can not afford to do less than to hand over the heritage with deferen- 
tial fealty to our successors, whole and unincumbered. . 

-We hold the park for the health and happiness of the greatest num- 
ber of people, of those destitute of horses and carriages, and unable to 
incur daily expense for their hire, but who, with their families, when 
through with the labors and fatigues of the day, or of sedentary life, 
including weary brain-workers, would often gladly seek one of the 
dearest pleasures of life—fresh air and restored vigor—on terms which 
they could accept. It is a park close at hand, in the very heart of the 
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city, with a landscape and walks to be made sweet and attractive by 
the foliage and fragrance of all the trees and shrubs which thrive in 
this favored latitude with a natural splendor of health and beauty. 

It is true that the suburbs of Washington are sweetened by the 
charming rural scenery of the Soldiers’ Home, brimming with rhodo- 
dendrons andthe odors of the forest, and those who can afford the ex- 
pense occasionally also may visit the rare and silent beauty of Oak Hill 
and Arlington—those silent cities of the dead; but these) hallowed 
grounds so far away, are chiefly visited by mourners, who sadly bring 
their tributes of tears and flowers, and are only rarely seen by weary 
citizens, or by playing children in the buoyant pursuit of health and 
happiness. ~ These must have their joys near home or have nothing. 

The city of Washington belongs to the nation and should be guarded 
by the representatives of the nation with at least as much patriotic 
pride as the capitals of States are guarded by State representatives. 

Little heed appears to have been given to former petitions, or to later 
protests, of large numbers of the most substantial citizens of Washing- 
cpa a Saereore the non-resident capitalists and promoters of the 

estruction of the park appear to expect Congress will respond to every 
fresh demand that may be made by railroad potentates. It was not 
enough that the park should receive a fatal stab from one railroad cor- 
poration, but it is proposed to inflict some punishment after death by 
a division and distribution of its garments among those assumed to be 
willing to become equal partners in the outrage. The bill in charge of 
the Senator from West Virginia is based on the idea that not enough 
has been done for the benefit of the Baltimore and Potomac Company. 
We granted, beyond a valuable franchise, the use of avenues and streets, 
without cost for their tracks. We gave the company the Long Bridge 
in tuity, and have let them have the use of depot land assessed 
at 0,000 (but worth much more) for sixteen years, subject to the 
payment of taxes. The appetite of the corporation has grown upon 
what it has fed, and the ability of the United States to furnish further 
bounties is assumed to be equal to the greed of the company. By this 
bill further large slices of the park, to be cut ‘‘nearest to the heart,’? 
on each side of Sixth street, 100 feet wide and 1,000 feet long, and 
then further extended through the park with a width of 50 feet, are 
offered as an additional half-million inducement to the railroads not 
toabandon the public park. A still further royal bounty is offered in 
the complete surrender of Sixth street to the railroad companies to be 
occupied by their tracks and sheds. Lots, wherever the companies 
think necessary, in any direction and almost without limitation, are 
also authorized to be acquired. The era of railroad ascendancy may 
not yet have passed away, and, if ticket-offices within the Capitol 
were to be demanded, Iam not sure they would not be refused with 
some regret, as they would be so neighborly and so convenient. 

The improvident provisions of the grant, and I hope to be pardoned 
for resurrecting the fact, were originally made by justly exasperated 
Congressmen to punish one railroad corporation for a witless refusal to 
make close and proper connections with another; but our bitter exper- 
ience, like that of Æsop’s frogs, hasshown that we can notafford tochange 
King Log for King Stork, and let us admit that few human punishments, 
eyen of railroad sinners, should be everlasting. The past offenses of. 
omission are more easily condoned than those of present actual and ob- 
stinate transgression. Self-interest possibly might have been trusted 
in the long run to remedy disjointed railroad connections, and to have 
supplied brass checks for through baggage; but it rarely makes haste 
without coercion to remedya grievance that yields dividends, and there- 
fore the people of Washington have been compelled with almost a 
united voice to come to Congress and humbly pray relief. Congress 
must be held responsible for the beginning, and I hope will obtain 
credit for the ending of this ng Raw and rank-growing grievance. 

The Baltimore and Potomac Railroad, while asking unstinted favors 
of Congress, four times from 1867 to 1871, never hinted at a depot on 
the park, but was content with the act of Congress which placed the 
depot no nearer than Virginia avenue; but the city aldermen here, 
the clay in the hands of the potters, ordered it otherwise, and gave the 
railroad the freedom of the park, supposing themselves superior to 
Congress, and Congress in 1872 jumped to the same conclusion. On 
an appeal, now, from that decision, the question is shall it be affirmed 
by the sober second thought of Congress? 

The danger to life and limb from tracks placed on the surface of 
streets and crossings needs no further illustration by the railroads, cer- 
tainly not by me, and the question is, shall it be indefinitely con- 
tinued? 

If the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad has repeatedly violated the 
conditions of its charter, as I think has been fully shown, in what 
quarter is it to summon pity, when there is no purpose of vengeance, 
nor of injustice, but only a ee to confer upon the road all the 
proper privileges which could be claimed even by a corporation adorned 
with modesty and all the virtues ? 

‘The steam-railroads here appear to be eager and extensive purchasers 
of lots and parcels of land, evidently having great confidence in such 
investments, and able to pay for more. Then why should the city of 
Washington be calied upon to donate land in half million lumps for 
their benefit? Is there a city in the country with 200,000 inhabitants 
which has ever donated any part of a central public reservation to a 
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steam-railroad years after the construction of its main stem to be used 
as a passenger depot? The city nearly doubles its population at every 
decade, and is likely to hold 400,000 within the next dozen years. 

Conceited foreign critics with compassionate superiority often sweetly 
remind Americans of many short-comings, of making the ‘almighty 
dollar” the gauge of every man’s eminence, of having no interest in 
anything which does not add to the bulk of material pi rity, and of 
being wholly destitute of the instincts which respond to letters, to the 
arts, and to thelove of beauty. However gross and unsubstantial these 
charges may be, would not Congress and the American people incur a 
more merited reproach were we now to prefer the distinction of intru- 
sive railroad stations in the foreground of the National Capitol to that 
of a clean, interesting, and beautiful park, and a park hallowed with all 
the memories of the dawn of our Republic? Would it not show some 
decadence of public spirit from that of our ancestoys ? 

But, leaving the park wholly outside of the question, Iam persuaded 
that any competent board of engineers, acting in the interest of the 
roads as well as of the public, would locate the railroad stations south 
of the intersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues. It would be a 
great boon to the roads. There they would no longer be cramped for 
room, nor would the public, and there the elevated ground would per- 
mit the sinking of the tracks below the surface and out of the way of 
all danger. The railroads can afford to treat the city of Washington 
generously. They can not afford to leave the question as to the proper 
site of stations in a condition to excite unrest and perpetual discontent; 
nor canrailroads afford toaugment their capital by the diminution of one 
of the most conspicuous resources of Washington to rank and precedence 
among the foremost national capitals of the world. 

Mr. President, I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate bill No. 2916, to define the routes of steam-railroads 
in the District of Columbia and for other purposes, and allamendments thereto, 
together with the substitute proposed, and Senate bill No. 2615, to authorize the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for 
railway a in the District of Columbia, with all amendments pro 
thereto, be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with in- 
structions to report a bill: 

First, Appropriating one street only to tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company in the northeastern part of the city, and authorizing a tunnel 
moar Capitol. Hill to a pointon the north side of Baltimore and Potomac 

rom TACKS, 

Besond. Providing equal sites for stations of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company and the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company south of the in- 
tersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues. 

Third, Providing equal privileges to acquire real estate adjoining their lines 
for their railway use and accommodation. 

Fourth. Providing for the removal of tracks and sheds on Sixth street, and 
for the paymentto the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company for the depot 
and bridge on Sixth street. 

Fifth. For placing all railroad tacks as far as possible below the surface of 
any streets and avenues, 

Sixth. Providing for the payment to abutting lot-owners or occupants forany 
and all damages that they may sustain by reason of the construction, main- 
tenance, and operation of the said railroad or any tracks thereot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont de- 
sire immediate action upon the resolution ? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. On Thursday last the Senate ordered 
that the consideration of the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] and the fisheries treaty should be resumed at the con- 
clusion of the routine morning business to-day, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAR] being entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 
I will say that it is necessary in order to consider the treaty that we 
should go into open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MORGAN. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion will be necessary to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the treaty in open executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. It was my purpose to make that motion, but the Sen- 
ator from Alabama anticipated me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

‘The PRESIDEN pro tempore. The motion not being debatable, the 
Senator from Maine can proceed only by unanimous consent. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam compelled by the situation of the river and har- 
bor bill to ask furthePinduigence on the part of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and that he will permit us to proceed with that bill this morn- 
ing, asit is in the Senate and all the amendments have been concurre 
in but two or three. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous csent that the order for the consideration of the resolutions of 
the Senator from Alabama and the fisheries treaty made on Thursday 
last may be informally laid aside to enable the Senate to proceed with 
the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the river and harbor bill was fully 
discussed last week and reported to the Senate, and all the amendments 


concurred in except three, which have been fully discussed, but which 
are of an important character, and on which a yea-and-nay vote was de- 

i If we can have an understanding that we shall come to a vote 
on those amendments, I shall be very glad to agree to the suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The number ofamendments reserved 
for separate action was five. Doesthe Senator from Massachusetts ask 
for any understanding? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have an understanding that the amend- 
ments be voted upon without debate. 

Mr. TELLER, They can not be acted on without some discussion. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] reserved the right to call for a 
separate vote on the Hennepin Canal and the Illinois River amend- 
ments, and they will certainly lead to some discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Colorado to object to any agreement or understanding —— 

Mr. TELLER. I shall have to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the vote shall be taken on the 
reserved amendments—— 

Mr. TELLER. Without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inthe Senate without debate. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] asks unanimous consent that the 
order of Thursday Jast may be informally suspended so that the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor bill may be resumed. Is there ob- 
jection ? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think that a vote ought to be taken upon 
the Illinois and Hennepin Canal propositions in the Senate without a 
further presentation of the facts in the case. I do not want to delay 
the Senator from Maine, who wishes to go away, I understand, but 
neither of the Senators who had this matter in charge is here. When 
it came up in the Senate I was illy prepared to present the matter; 
the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON], who is interested in it, was en- 
gaged in the Committee on Appropriations; and it does not seem to me, 
if the Senator from Missouri insists on calling for a vote in the Senate, 
that it ought to be allowed to pass without some further attention. If 
the Senator will withdraw his call and let it stand on the vote that 
we gave as in Committee of the Whole, I am satisfied then to let the 
matter go. 

Mr. VEST. 
dispose of it, and I shall not insist upon a vote in the Senate. 
let the vote stand and risk the conference committee on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope the conference will not regard the proposi- 
tion as having been passed without a judgment of the Senate on the 
question. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, well, if you are going to have a debate, let us go 
into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want a debate. Iam ready for a debate, 
however. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Iam. Iam ready, too, to leave it to the con- 
ference; but if the Senator is not we shall go into a debate, that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri to withdraw his demand for a separate vote on the Hen- 
nepin Canal amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I suppose there will be no objection to having 
a\yote on the other amendments without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the order of Thursday last may be informally laid 
aside and that the consideration of the river and harbor bill may be 
resumed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 29tk 
ultimo, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S, 901) for the relief of Sophia W. Wright; 

An act (S. 1241) to preventobstructive and injurious deposits within 
the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City, by dumping or 
otherwise, and to punish and prevent such offenses; 

An act (S. 2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under 
the act of March 3, A. D. 1883; and 

An act (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or near 
Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 
Seay er a protempore. ‘The first reserved amendment will 

stated. 

The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, reserved for a 
Separate vote, was, in section 1, page 6, line 128, after the words ‘‘ New 
York,” to strike out ‘‘continuing’’ and insert “to complete;’’ and in 
line 129, after the word ‘‘improvément,’’ to strike out. ‘one hundred”? 
and insert ‘‘ninety-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
oe Buttermilk Channel, New York: To complete improvement, $95,- 


Mr. EVARTS. I hope the Senate will refuse to concur in this 
amendment. 


Tam anxious to take up the river and harbor bill and 
I will 
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Mr. FRYE. I will make a suggestion. Since the committee re- 
ported that amendment a report from the engineer has been presented 
to me, one more recent than we had, which shows that on account of 
the time consumed in this improvement it will take more than the 
$95,000 they reported would have completed the work six months ago. 
They now report that it will take at least $110,000 to complete it. 
Therefore the words “to complete’? would beimproper. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the vote adopting this amendment may be recon- 
sidered, and that the amendment may be non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment madeas in Committee of the Whole will be non-concurred in in the 
Senate. Itisnon-concurredin. The nextreserved amendment will be 
stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 49, line 1180, after the word ‘‘harbor,”’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the clause extend- 
ing to line 1188, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
committee was rejected by the Senate. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to desire to haye some action taken 
in the Senate, 

Mr. BECK. Ido. LIhavealetter that I desire the chairman to read. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifan amendment proposed by a committee is rejected, 
whether by recommendation of the committee who reported the bill or 
in any other way, in the Committee of the Whole, there is nothing be- 
fore the Senate on that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky gave 
notice that at that point he desired to move an amendment in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. HOAR. That requires a new motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -It does. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky desire to submit an amendment in the Senate ? 

Mr. BECK. I have one suggestion to make. I have a letter here, 
and if the chairman does not think after reading the communication 
that that clause ought to go in I will consent that it may be stricken 
out in the conference. It is a matter merely in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. FRYE. It does not increase or decrease the amount appropri- 
ated. I shall not object to allowing the amendment of the committee 
to be agreed to, with the understanding that in the committee of con- 
ference it will be rejected if the committee is not satisfied from the 
letter given to me that the amendment ought to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to amend the bill by inserting what will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1179, after the word ‘‘ harbor,” insert: 

And $30,000 of said sum of $380,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
ey be expended in the discretion of the Secretary of War in repairing the dam 
atthe head of Cumberland Island, and building a dam from the head of Dog 
Island to the Illinois shore ; and $30,000 of said sum of $380,000 may be expended 
in protecting the harbor at Cairo, ni., in tho discretion of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The next reserved amendment was, in section 1, line 1138, to strike 
out the word ‘‘continuing ’’ and insert: 

For the purchase of the improvements known as the Green and Barren River 
improvements, $135,000: Provided, That no of said sum shall be expended 
until a fulland absolute conveyance of said improvements, together with rights 
of way, easements, piers, docks, and appurtenances of every nature belongin 
to or connected with said improvements, by the owner or owners thereof, an: 


the Attorney-General of the United States shall haye certified to the Secretary 
of War that the title is perfect. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment having been agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole, and the amendment having been re- 
served by the chairman of the Committee, the question recurs upon 
concurring in the same in the Senate. [Putting the question.] The 
ayes ap to have it. 3 

Mr. FRYE. Ithink that there ought to be a yea-and-nay vote on 
concurring in the amendment, use there is another amendment 
pending, known asthe Portage Lake improvement, which certainly ought 
to go into the bill if this one does. I shall feel, so far as I am con- 
erned, instructed by the vote of the Senate on this amendment as to 
the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
upon concurring in this amendment the yeas and nays may be entered 
on the Journal. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator from Maine will not insist on the 
yeas and nays. Let this stand as it is now carried, and should the 
other proposition be voted on.and rejected, I shall move to reconsider 
the vote by which this amendment wasconcurredin. I agree entirely 
with the Senator from Maine-that these two things stand in precisely 
the same category. They are both important; they both impose heavy 
taxes now on commerce, which everywhere else in the country is free. 
I fully agree with him that they ought to go together, but I think the 
course I suggest will enable us to apply the sense of the Senate as it 
may be indicated in the one instance alike to the other. 

Mr. TELLER. Both ought to go in? 

Mr. KENNA. Yes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be regarded as concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. If both these appropriations are right, then both ought 
to go on the bill. If one is right and the other is wrong, the one that 
is right ought to go on the bill and the other ought to be rejected. 
There is no sort of logical or geographical connection between them— 
none whatever. I do not care abont discussing either one of them, but 
I certainly dissent from the proposition of the gentleman from West 
Virginia. Let the chairman of the committee explain these appro- 
priations and then let the Senate vote upon them by a yea-and-nay 
vote. 

Mr. KENNA. I quite agree with the Senator from Missouri that 
there is no geographical connection between these two improvements. 
There is, however, in the relationship which they bear to commerce 
 sitagind the same connection, and I trust the Senate will adopt them 

ot 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis the pending question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 47, line 1138, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, struck out the word ‘‘continuing’’ and inserted: 


For the purchase of the im provements known as the Green and Barren River 
improvements, $135,000—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
on the question.of concurring in this amendment the yeas and nays 
may be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I second the demand. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will again report 
the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 47, line 1138, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, struck out the word ‘‘continuing’’ and inserted: 

For the purchase of the improvements known as the Green and Barren River 
improvements, $135,000, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment was inserted asin 
Committee of the Whole. It was reserved for a separate vote, and the 
question now recurs on concurring in the Senate in the amendment 
made asin Committee of the Whole, upon which the yeasand nays have 
been ordered, 

Mr. GEORGE. It is the amendment offered by the Senator from 


Kentucky ? 
It was offered by the Senator from 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Kentucky. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a motion to amend the bill by inserting this 
appropriation? 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill was amended as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the motion of the Senator from Kentucky by 
inserting the language that has been read at the desk. The question 
recurs in the Senate upon concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. The Secretary will call the roll on concur- 
ring in the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Michigan [ Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN). If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. I do not know how he would vote 
on this question, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). On this and all other 
questions I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] on party questions. As Ido not under- 
stand that there is any partisanship in this question, I vote ‘‘ yea.” - 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I havea general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER.] I am not aware 
how he would vote on this question. I suppose his colleague [Mr. 
KENNA] can inform me. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no positive knowledge on the subject, but I 
think my colleague would vote ‘‘yea.’’- I will take the responsibility 
of relieving the Senator from Pennsylvania of his pair if he desires to 
vote. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] upon party questions, but not considering this to bea political 
question, I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. aaa I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Harris]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from New York to the fact that a previous pair had been 


I am paired with the 
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announced with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. Does the 
Senator desire to have his vote recorded? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Allison, Evarts, Kenna, Sherman, 
Bate, George, o 5 Spooner, 

k, Gibson, Paddock, Stewart, 
Blair, a ea Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, Hawley, Payne, Turpie, 

Call, š lumb, Voor 
Chace, Hiscock, Pugh, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iows. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

NAYS—6. 
Davis, Edmunds, Reagan, Vest. 
Dolph, Frye, 

ABSENT—35. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Harris, Riddleberger, 
Berry, Cullom, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Eustis, MePherson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Butler, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hale, Platt, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 1600— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the vote is taken on the next reserved 
amendment I wish to reserve, if I am not too late, and if I am too late 
I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote on the Hennepin Canal 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the right of 
the Senator to ask for a separate vote as reserved. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwas absent on duty of the Senate in a conference 
committee when the reservations were made. 

Mr. TELLER. If that is done I shall then regard it as the right of 
the friends of the canal to discuss the proposition further, notwithstand- 
ing the inconvenience it may cause to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
It was agreed in the absence of the Senator from Ohio that the call for 
a separate vote on concurring in the amendment should be withdrawn 
and that it might go to a vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no desire to discuss it. I simply desire to 
record my vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. ° 

The next reserved amendment was stated to be, in section 1, after line 
1600, to insert: 

‘That so much of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other pu ,” approved July 5, 1834, creating the Missouri 
River Commission, defining its powers and duties, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the Senate? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope this amendment will not be concurred in. 
I think the Committee on Commerce is not tenacious as to the adoption 
ofthe amendment. As I stated Saturday, this subject is under con- 
sideration by the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
` River and its Tributaries, and until we shall have an opportunity to 
complete that investigation and make our report I do not think that 
so radical a change as this ought to be made. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose I am responsible for the amendment. Iam 
not at all exigent about the matter. If the Senators upon the Upper 
Missouri River who have some steam-boats left want to try this com- 
mission until another river and harbor bill is prepared, I have no dis- 

ition to detain the Senate. Isuggest to the Senator from Nebraska, 
owever, if this amendment repealing the law creating the commission 
be not agreed to, then he will have to amend the text of the amend- 
ment of the committee by inserting, after the words ‘‘Secretary of 
War,” in line 1568, the words ‘‘in accordance with the plans, specifi- 
cations, and recommendations of the Missouri River Commission.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. That ought to be done. 

Mr. VEST. When it was proposed to repeal the act creating the 
Missouri River Commission, as a matter of course those words were 
taken out of the bill as it came from the House; but they will have to 
be put back if the commission is retained. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the amendment is not concurred in that will 
have to be done. 

Mr. VEST. If the amendment repealing the act that creates the 
commission be not agreed to, that is, if the action of the Commerce 
Committee is overruled as to that amendment repealing the act ap- 
proved July 5, 1884, it will be necessary then to add at the end of line 
1568, ‘tin accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommenda- 
tions of the Missouri River Commission.’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘ Except as herein modified.’’ Itmay be possible 


that some of the subsequent provisions may modify their plan. Isug- 
gest to the Senator from Missouri to add ‘* except as herein modified.” 

Mr. VEST. I haveno objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will treat the two propo- 
sitions as one question, if there be no objection, and the amendment 
proposed in line 1568 will be stated. ` 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to line 1568 the words: 

In accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of tho 
Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Except as herein modified.” That may not be 
necessary, but I think it would be safer to insert those words. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to line 1568 the following words: 

In accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the 
Missouri River Commission, except as herein modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
and the amendment on page 66, between line 1601 and line 1607, in- 
clusive, made as in Committee of the Whole, will be non-concurred in 
in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not understand that these questions are being 
put to a vote. I understood that the clerks were getting the motion 
ready to be stated. I should like to have it understood that I do not 
mean the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole to be voted 
down without having something to say about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that it was 
an agreement or understanding which had been reached on the subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all; I was only waiting to have the question 
stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - Then the announcement of the agree- 
ment to the amendment to line 1568 will be reconsidered, and the 
question recurs on concurring in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, inserting the clause from line 1601 to line 1607, in- 
clusive. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know what the understanding may have 
been among those who are potential in this body, but I can not allow 
the amendment to be non-concurred in without entering my protest 
against it. 

For a number of years the Missouri River has been under the con- 
trol of this commission, and I do not think there has ever been any 
time in the history of that river when it has been so badly taken care 
of for the amount that has been appropriated as it has been during the 
administration of that commission. 

But aside from that, the theory upon which the commission proceeds, 
the theory upon which the appropriations were made measurably for 
the use of that commission, is destructive of private interests along the 
banks of that river. I was not present the other day, but I readin the 
RECORD a statement coming, I believe, fromthe Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. VEsr] to the effect that there was no navigation practically on 
the river, and that is true. 

Mr. VEST. On the lower part. 

Mr. PLUMB. On the lower partof it, and that is the parton which 
this money is to be expended, and the part in which I have deep con- 
cern, as the people of Kansas have. 

To improve the Missouri River from Omaha to St. Louis so as to an- 
swer the reasonable purposes of navigation would probably cost $10,- 
000,000 or $15,000,000. I believe the commission have estimated $10,- 
000,000, and we all know that the estimates are within rather than 
without the requirements of the situation. Thatamount of money will 
never be appropriated; that is, it will not be for many years to come, 
at all events notin time todoany good. In the mean time we are cast- 
ing into that turbid stream half a million dollars a year, over a million 
this year, and with no perceptible effect upon any interest which can 
be said to relate to that stream. Meanwhile the stream is cutting 
away the banks at important places. It is destroying every year hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of property located upon its banks, 
and that is going on notwithstanding Congress has done everything ex- 
cept to order the Commission to do something to prevent it. 

Congress gave them an admonition in the river and harbor bill that 
the money should be, or at least might be expended, if it was not an 
exact direction that it should be expended—I do not know but that 
it said that so much as they deemed necessary should be expended at 
certain specified points. The result was that they expended none. At 
St. Joseph, at Atchison, and at Leavenworth great interests are in 
peril, large property interests, interests of individuals, interests of rail- 
road companies, and interests of bridge companies, and interests of 
private persons, and unless something is done at once the destruction 
there will be irremediable, and we might just as well not have it done 
at all unless it is done very soon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
ask him if that is not due to the fact, as stated by the Senator from 
Missouri on Saturday, that the commission had not been supported by 
proper appropriations by Congress; that it had made its recommenda- 
tions, and that Congress uniformly had refused to grant its requests? 
I do not propose to indorse the personnel of the commission; I do not 
know anything about it. My desire is simply to keep it until some- 
thing better can be secured. 

Mr. PLUMB. The commission adopted a theory that they would 
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begin at the mouth of the river and work up with their improvements. 
That is all right as a theory; but while they were working it out under 
any appropriation Congress could be induced to give the upper por- 
tion of the river was being destroyed—that is, the properties of which 
I have spoken were being destroyed. 

Now, it is absolutely improbable, it is totally out of the anticipation 
of anybody, that Congress is going to appropriate the money to improve 
that river according to the plan of the commission. It only needs to 
be said that it will take ten or fifteen million dollars to improve the 
river to have it understood at once that the money is not going to be 
given within any reasonable period of time. A million dollars a year 
can not be expended on that river, according to the theory of the com- 
mission, so as to do it any good. 

While the improvement of the lower river is going on, where there is 
no navigation and where there is to be no navigation, the river, as I 
said, is destroying the estates of individual citizens and corporations 
a few miles above. I understood that the Committee on Commerce 
had acceded to this proposition, that as long as the present scale of ap- 
propriations was to be indulged in the money was to be used in places 
where it could protect the property thathas been iocated on the banks 
of the river, at the places named in this part of the bill, and that that 
was to be the main effort and the main result to be reached through 
these appropriations, believing that to be, as of course it would be to 
a certain extent, an improvement of the general navigation of the 
river and a part of some general system which might hereafter be car- 
ried out. That is to say, to improve the banks of the river at Atchi- 
son and other points, to prevent the encroachment of the river on the 
shore, to prevent the destruction of the packing-houses and of the rail- 
road bridges and railroad tracks and the dwellings and farms which 
are on the river, would of itself tend to confine the channel of the 
river, and would to that extent improve the navigation at those points. 
Of course it might be said to be an infinitesimal part of the general 
system of improvement of the entire river, but at all events it would 
do some good, it would prevent property from being destroyed, and it 
would be a recognition of the obligation of the Government to keep 
its own highway from working damage to its own citizens. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to suggest thatif we are to 
appropriate for local improvements $25,000 here and $50,000 there why 
not let the money be spent under the general discretion of the commis- 
sion if it will tend to the improvement of the navigation of the river? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think that would do, because we had in the 
last river and harbor bill that very provision. 

Mr. VEST. No; that was a different provision. That was that they 
might expend. Now we say that they shall expend. 

Mr. PLUMB. Butitis to be done under plans to be prepared by 
them. 

Mr. VEST. I prepared a clause following that precedent, but Sen- 
ators from the Upper Missouri insisted on a specification of places where 
money should be expended. The whole question is, whether it shall 
be spent by the Engineer Bureau or whether it shall be spent on the 

lans of the commission. The discussion here amounts to very little, 
Eagan the commission is composed of threé engineer officers and two 
civilians, and if it is put back under the supervision of the-Engineer 
Bureau the thing will still be exactly where it is to-day. 

Mr. PLUMB. It might or it might not be, because it is now in the 
hands of a commission in which the engineers constitute a majority. 
I think the Senator is mistaken as to the number; I think there are 
two engineers and one civilian. 

Mr. VEST. No; three engineers and two civilians, one from Ne- 
braska and one from Missouri. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the fact remains that they are constituted as a 
separate board, and they are not under the responsibility that the 
Secretary of War would be if he were commanded to do this thing, and 
should be at liberty to use his instrumentalities to work it out. As it 
is now it is to be in accordance with the plans of the commission—— 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ifhe is not to accept their plans of what good are 
they? 

Mr. VEST. That is what I suggested to the Senate the other day. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly that is a wrong position. The board 
is subordinate in all its work to the Secretary of War and reports to 
him, and its plans have to be approved by the Secretary of War before 
a dollar can be expended. The whole matter is with the Secretary of 
War, except that he has this special agency to investigate and report. 

Mr. PLUMB. According to this provision the improvement is to be 
made on their plans, and I venture the prediction that if that provision 
is retained there will never be any improvement of the river at these 

ints, because the commission is organized to do the other thing. It 
is organized against expenditures of that kind. There was never a 
commission that was so determined not to carry out the will of Con- 
gress. I do not care whether you speak of them as a totality or of the 
individual composition; that spirit has appeared to permeate the action 
of the commission from the inni The work it did at Kansas 
City subjected the commission to great imputations respecting its reli- 
ability %4 ability to make contracts to serve the public interests. 


Things occurred there which, if they had been carried on by anybody 
else but Army officers, would have led to but one general conclusion, 
and that was that the board was corrupt. 

But I do not care to go into that featureof the case. Ionly say that 
hereafter as heretofore there will be no improvement of these specific 
points on the river so long as the commission are left todraw the plans 
and the Secretary of Waris to carry out the plans they draw. For that 
reason I am in favor of abolishing the commission. 

I repeat that under this course of proceeding the Missouri River will 
not be improved in such a way as to become navigable and will not be 
navigable during the lifetime of any person now living. Therefore, 
whatever money we put upon it we ought to expend it in such a way 
as to prevent the destruction of property primarily, of course, expend- 
ing it as far as possible with a view to its being a part of the general 
system which in time may be adopted for the river, if any system ever 
is adopted which Congress is willing to vote the money to carry ont in 
a comprehensive and practical way. 

As itis now it is simply a question whether we shall expend this 
money in such a way as to do no good, absolutely bringing no return 
whatever to anybody in the United States, and meanwhile allow the 
river to go on sweeping away the accumulations of individuals along 
its banks. That is the question which isto be met, as I think, by this 
amendment. If anybody wants a pension from the Government of the 
United States or any body wants a salary, for heaven’s sake put it some- 
where else, put him under the Civil Service Bureau, but do not ask us 
to puthim in a position where by his obstinacy, by his lack of judg- 
ment or knowledge, or his corrupt determination not to do the thing 
which Congress has directed to be done, he obstructs beneficial action. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not care to have whatI said quoted 
incorrectly, and I do not assent to the remarks of the Senator from 
Kansas. I do not know anything about the contracts made by the 
commission at Kansas City. I know but one member of the commis- 
sion—Mr. Broadhead, of Kansas City, who is as reputable a man as ex- 
ists on the face of the earth. There is no question in regard to that. 

My idea in proposing to abolish this commission was simply that it 
had become unnecessary, because Congress paid not the slightest at- 
tention to any recommendation it made. I drew the amendment to 
the river and harbor bill of 1884 creating the commission. ‘They rec- 
ommended that the Missouri River be improved by reaches upon a 
plan similar to that adopted on the Mississippi, but immediately there 
was antagonism to that plan in favor of what are called local improve- 
ments—that is to say, the encroachment of the river on the respective 
banks should be prevented at different localities to preserve railroad 
corporation property and private property. 

The Mississippi River Commission has reported over and over again, 
and so has the Missouri River Commission—and the whole Engineer 
Bureau is solid on the proposition—that these appropriations for Jocal 
improvements are antagonistic toa general system of improvements for a 
stream and its navigability, and that antagonism has existed in regard 
to both great rivers from the beginning and will continue. I believe 
myself that the Missouri River Commission was right. I believe the 
only way we can make these streams navigable to the largest and full- 
est extent is by systematic improvements, and that spogadic and local 
improvements and appropriations are simply throwing money away. 
We have brought on us here from year to year in the river and harbor 
bill appropriations for $50,000 at one point, $75,000 at another, and so 
on, and each year the improvement done the year before is washed away. 
Mr. PLUMB. Was not that because enough was not appropriated ? 
Mr. VEST. That may be so, but still it was all Congress would 
ve. The commission have estimated a million dollars. Congress say, 

‘We will not give you a million dollars, but we will give you half a 
million dollars to be expended at certain points. We impeach either 
your capacity or your honesty, and we will take the matter into our 
own hands.’? When I found, by long experience on the Commerce 
Committee in the Senate, that it was perfectly useless to resist any 
such item in regard to the provisions of the bill, I yielded reluctantly 
and drew the amendment abolishing the commission, because I believed 
Congress would not accept the judgment of the commission in view of 
this local antagonism or rather this desire for improvement at locali- 
ties, and therefore I drew the amendment which Senators on the upper 
river object to. 

I may be wrong. I had no real intention to destroy the commission, 
but I know the result. I know it just as well now asif the bill had 
passed. The result will be that all their recommendations for the next 
year will be ignored, and every locality will come in and demand a 
specific appropriation and one Senator will ask another Senator to help 
him. ‘‘Helpme, Cassius, orIsink. Liberty lies bleedingin the streets 
if I do not get this for my town.” The other says, “‘I will do itif you 
help me,” and so by agreement—— 

A SENATOR. Log-rolling. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, log-rolling, and no Commerce Committee can resist 
such things for a minute. $ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if his criti- 
cism of the commission is against the plan which has been attempted 
to be forced upon it in place of its own plan, and that the money ap- 
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propriated shall be expended at local points instead of carrying out its 
general plan, which involves an improvement of the whole river with 
the idea of securing permanent navigation. 

Mr. VEST. I believe the river ought to be improved according to 
the plan of the commission, and systematically, but I agree with the 


Senator from Kansas that it will not be done in our generation. Con- 
is not going to appropriate $10,000,000 for the Missouri River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from Missouri 
explain to the Senate on what principle it is that the United States is 
under any obligation, constitutional, legal, legislative, or moral, to pro- 
tect the banks of this river for the benefit of private property, as stated 
by the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. None atall. But I would suggest to the Senator from 
Vermont that if he will look at the reports of the Engineer Bureau he 
will see that they always find that cheap local improvements help the 
general navigation of the river. That is the way the money is spent, 
No Senator will get up here and say ‘‘ I want $50,000 to savea railroad 
bridge.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That, in substance, has been said. 

Mr. VEST. *‘Or $75,000 to save a town in my State.” 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the Senator a question? Ifthe flood over- 
flows the bank from the body of the stream, is it not of course im- 

roving the navigation of the stream to confine the river to its channel? 
Ts it not true in the cases which have been specified in reports from 
the Committee on Commerce where the banks have been protected that 
navigation has been kept secure? ` : 

Mr. VEST. That is part of the argument made. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know if it is not the fact? 

Mr. VEST. Isupposeitis. Theysayitistrue. I have heard the 
same argument made on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HOAR. Theriverand harbor bill is reported to the Senate year 
after year by menof personal honor, men of personal character, men who 
have usually no large interests of their constituencies involved, likemy 
honorable friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE], and Ihave got sick, for one, 
of hearing Senators get up here and try to blacken the character of 
their own associates in public life by charging that it is a bill made up 
in considerable part through log-rolling and cheating. I have not 
any interest in it as a Massachusetts citizen; but I examined one of 
the most attacked and vilified river and harbor bills that ever was 
before the public, and went over it item by item with the reports of 
the engineers and such other facts as I could get. I took the editors 
of some newspapers and presented the bill to them with the reports. 
One gentleman of very high standing and distinction went over the 
items. Another newspaper which had joined in this talk, which gets 
its indorsement, I am ashamed to say, from gentlemen who sit in seats 
here, employed one of the ablest men on its editorial staff to answer a 
letter which I wrote to my constituents on the subject; got him all 
the documents, intending to make an attack upon my record, and the 
editor reported to his principal that ‘‘Mr. Hoar was entirely right,” 
and he would not write the article. 

I ray it is a vile slander upon the trusted representatives of the 
American people to declare that these river and harbor bills to any con- 
siderable extent, to any appreciable extent, toan extent amounting to 
5 per cent., contain provisions which are not thoroughly defensible upon 
their face as demanded by the interests of international or interstate 
commerce, and I never have heard any of the gentlemen who indulge 
in this vilification get up and point to items on which they could put 
their fingers. 

Mr. President, if the bill which is before the Senate at this moment 
contained items of that sort in any considerable number, my honorable 
friend from Maine, with a character as unsullied as any man who walks 
this continent, is either unfit for his place in the Senate by reason of 
want of capacity or by reason of the want of integrity. There is no 
alternative; and when Senators make these charges they ought to be 
able to substantiate them against their associates. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I have given any occasion for this 
onslaught on the part of the Senator from Massachusetts. I made no 
such charges. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand my friend from Missouri to do so. 

Mr. VEST. I take the full responsibility of saying that our legis- 
lation in regard to rivers and harbors is not free from the criticism that 
has been made upon it. Not to say log-rolling, agreements, combina- 
tions made; that is to say one Senator goes to another and says ‘‘ You 
stand by my amendment and I will stand by your amendment.” 

I undertake to say this much for the Committee on Commerce, on 
which I have served for ten years, that we have honestly tried to do 
our duty. We have put appropriations in here against our own judg- 
ment in many instances, inly against my judgment, because we 
have been overwhelmed by personal solicitation and the effect of per- 
sonal solicitation; and I say from my seat that of all the duties that I 
perform here as a Senator the most disagreeable are those connected 

with the river and harbor bill. I have made some, I will not say en- 
emies—but I have drawn more criticism from friends, more antagonism 
by doing my duty on this committee than by the performance of all 
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my other Senatorial duties. It seems to be impossible for Senators to 
eliminate from the duty they owe to the United States Government 
the local interests of the people who sent them here. Itisinseparable 
from humanity that this bill should be what it is. 

For myself, I have ceased to hope that it will ever become any bet- 
ter. If some Senator could invent a system by which the rivers and 
harbors of the country could be improved without these general appro- 
priation bills; if some rule, some system could be adopted, he would 
be the greatest benefactor ever known in the history of this country. 
That is all I have to say about it. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to this commission, I shall only add a 
single word. If Senators on the upper part of the Missouri River de- 
sire to try this commission for another year, I have not any objection, 
but our experience will be the next year exactly what it is now; the 
recommendations of the commission will be ignored, and the criticisms, 
such as we have heard from the Senator from Kansas to-day, will be 
continued. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall sustain the amendment in 
the Senate, not because I have thoroughly investigated the subject, 
but because of the arguments which we have heard. 

I understand from what was said by the Senator from Kansas that 
he believes a large A porkon of this money ought to be spent in local 
improvements in the preservation of town fronts, bridges, railroad 
tracks, and other private property, and he objects that the Army 
of the commission want to improve the navigation of the river while 
the civilian part of it want toimprove private property; and he argues, 
therefore, that if the private property is to be improved we must dis- 
pense with the commission, abandon the theory of opening the Mis- 
PAN River to navigation, and devote the public money to private bene- 

tion. 

Now, sir, if that is the policy, itseems to me that we have gone out- 
side of the authority given to Congress to appropriate money for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 

Pak VEST. Does the Senator from Texas say that I stated any such 
ing? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I referred to the Senator from Kansas; but 
I did understand the argument of the Senator from Missouri to go par- 
tially to the same extent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I disavow any such statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know how the Senators understood me. 
I think I know what I said. Undoubtedly the Senator from Kansas 
did appeal to us on the ground that we should never get this private 
property improved for the preservation of bridges, and railroad tracks, 
and private pro’ that was drifting down. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator said that this commission divided, the 
Army officers in favor of improving the navigation and the civilians in 
favor of improving private property. 

Mr. REAGAN. That was what I said I had understood the Senator 
from Kansas to state. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will state that on his own authority it 
may be all right, but if he states it on my authority he is incorrect, 
because I do not know anything of that kind to exist, 

Mr. REAGAN. I stated what the Senator from Kansas said, but 
from the drift of the argument of those Senators it was fairly inferable 
that the trouble was that the Army part of the commission was for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Missouri River, and the civilian 
part for the improvement of private property. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The criticism of the Senator from Kansas upon 
the commission is that it adheres persistently to the plan of general 
improvement rather than the plan of the improvement of local points 
and places, and the fact is beyond any question that the majority of 
the commission has insisted upon adhering to such plan of general im- 
provement from the beginning to the end. Therefore the conclusion 
of the Senator from Texas, if I understand him, is inco that on 
account of this division in the commission to which allusion been 
made there has resulted this state of things, of which hecomplains that 
there must necessarily be expenditures for local points without refer- 
ence to improving navigation, or thatnothing at all can bedone. While 
there may have been differences in the commission, the plan, whether 
right or wrong, has been a consistent one. 

Mr. REAGAN. I feel responsible for my own statement, and Sen- 
ators who heard it will know whether I have correctly stated the fact 
ornot. I have no qualification to make. 

Mr. President, in the Forty-fourth Congress the first item in a river 
and harbor bill went for a purely localimprovement—$80,000. Atthe 
time I protested against it as a system that would ultimately break 
down the river and harbor bill; but the popularity of the member pro- 
posing it secured its adoption. We have gone on increasing the num- 
ber of local projects for the expenditure of public money from that 
time up to the present until a large number of such works have been 
provided for. ‘The present bill does not contain the catalogue we have 
usually had in such bills of late years. It does contain something of 
a catalogue, however, but it varies the purpose to bring it within the 
possible bounds of legality. It provides for the appropriation of $1,- 
100,000 for the improvement of the Missouri River, and I desire to 
say right here that while it may be possible to improve the navigation of 
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the Missouri River, it is a very difficult problem. It is a bad stream. 
Its channel is It will be difficult to improve its navigation 
permanently, and it never can be done short of a very large appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. PADDOCK: I should like to inquire of the Senator if it is any 
different from the Mississippi River itself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; it is very materially different from the 
Mississippi, unless you speak of the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Itis exactly the same character of stream as the 
Mississippi below the mouth of the Missouri. Really it should have 
been the Missouri all the way down, for the characteristics from the 
headwaters of the Missouri to the mouth of the Mississippi are the 
same. 

Mr. REAGAN. It took many years to investigate that subject, but 
Ido not understand it as theSenator from Nebraskadoes. I only mean 
to say that it will be very difficult to improve the navigation of the 
Missouri River, and it never can be done without very great expense. 
I was, however, speaking of the number of local points that we are asked 
to appropriate money for, to protect town fronts, to protect railroad 
bridges, to protect private property. ‘There is no one familiar with 
the river and harbor bills passed but knows that hundreds of thousands 
of dollars have been, under one pretense or another, employed to protect 
and preserve private property. It is a wrong, it is an injustice to the 
public, and it is endangering our great system of the improvement of 
the internal navigation of the country. 

As I was saying, this bill appropriates $1,100,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River, and then it goes on to say: 

Out of the above sum the following amounts shall be appeoa to the purposes 


hereinafter jed, namely: One hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or so 
much the as may be n A be expended on that portion of the Mis- 
souri River lying between the cities of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., 
and a point 5 above the the Omaha and Council Bluffs Bridge 


Kans.; that the sum 
as may be necessary, said 


It will be seen that instead of appropriating $1,100,000 for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Missouri River and leaving it to the 
commission to expend that money where it should be expended to the 
best advantage for the improvement of the navigation of the river, Con- 
gress undertakes to distribute it out and require the commission in the 
improvement of the navigation of the river to much of the 
money on mere local works for the protection and preservation of pri- 


vate > 
Mr N. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. REAGAN, Certainly. 


Mr. ALLISON. At every one of the points named the improve- 
ment will constitute a part of the plan of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion for the general improvement of the river. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be thatit may havesome effect of that kind. 
I do not know what information was before the committee in acting 
on this bill, but I do know that the committees who investigated this 
subject before had the impression that the object of making these local 
appropriations was the protection and preservation of private property. 
I have no doubt that the navigation of the river may perhaps receive 
some incidental benefit from it, but if the purpose had been to improve 
the navigation of the Missouri River, after appointing a commission of 
three United States Army engineers and two civilians, Congress would 
have allowed them the power to use the appropriation where it could 
be used to the best advantage for improving the navigation of the 
river. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is not an appropriation that the Senator 
criticises or speaks of that is not based on estimates made by this very 
commission in and for each and every tase that has received the atten- 
tion of the Committee of Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam aware thatsuch estimates are asked from the 
engineers, but they are not the estimates which are adopted or origi- 
nated by the judgment of the engineers; they are those presented on 
application and solicitation for local improvements. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are and parcel of their general plan. 


Mr. REAGAN. Of course Pet Senator has his notions about that. 
I have had considerable experience with these bills and considerable 
information about them, and I only say that my judgment is that this 
river ought to be improved; and if we should deal rightly with this 
clause of the bill, we would strike out all after the appropriation of 
$1,100,000 for the improvement of the Missouri River, and leave the 
commission to improve the navigation, and not undertake to compel 


them to expend money on local points and threaten them with dis- 
missal from the service if they attempted to improve the river and re- 
fused to expend this money in the improvement of local points, : 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the river and harbor bill has now pro- 
gressed by the indulgence of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], who is getting very anxious to have the floor, and if this de- 
bate continues any longer the river and harbor bill will be obliged to 
go over fora fortnight. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me to say about a dozen 
words, I think we shall soon get through. 

In answer to what my friend the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
said about the interest some might have in the personnel of the com- 
mission, I desire to say for myself that I have no interest whatever in 
any person who is upon this commission, In fact, there is one gentle- 
man who is a member of the commission who is personally somewhat 
offensive tome. There is another person upon the commission that I 
did not think of as being upon it until a few days ago. I mean the 
member spoken of from Nebraska. I have no interest whatever in 
him as a member of the commission. 

The only consideration that has influenced me in opposing the amend- 
ment is this: There is a~standing committee of the Senate which has 
special charge of the improvement of the Mississippi River and its trib- 
utaries, of which I have the honortobe chairman. Under an instruc- 
tion of the Senate given a short time ago through a resolution adopted 
to that end, this committee—the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its Tributaries—was directed to inquire into and 
examine this whole subject of commission work. It has been prose- 
cuting that inquiry with great diligence, particularly in respect to the 
work of the Mississippi River Commission, but generally with respect 
to both. We are in the midst of that investigation at the present time. 
It will be a thorough and exhaustive investigation of the whole sub- 
ject. 

The president of the Mississippi River Commission has been before 
the committee and given his testimony. The officer under him, hav- 
ing the principal charge of the work between St. Louis and the Gulf 
for ten years, has also been before the committee and made a most 
elaborate and a most intelligent statement. Other gentlemen con- 
nected with the steam-boat business upon the Mississippi River and in 
other branches of business upon the river, who are specially interested 
in its navigation, have also testified before the committee, having a con- 
trary view, with respect to the commission work, from those who tes- 
tified on its behalf. 7 

The general subject of the Missouri River work has also come up 
and the committee desire to investigate that further, the object being 
to secure all the knowledge that is possible to be obtained by the com- 
mittee on the whole subject, and to be able to advise the Senate as to 
what should be done at as early a date as possible in the fature with 

to this whole matter. And, sir, I think I may say that hardly 

any subject of legislation can come before the Senate of greater im- 

than that of improving the navigation of.these two great 

streams. The Missouri River itself is navigable 3,000 miles above its 

mouth, and of course everybody knows about the Mississippi River. 

Everybody knows that it is one of the greatest water ways on this con- 

tinent. They are both great rivers. They drain an enormous district 
of country. 

The great corn belt, the immense wheat-growing region of the North- 
west, is drained entirely by these rivers. Were they sufficiently im- 
proved to admit of safe and easy transportation of successful commerce 
upon them, it would be, if nothing more, a menace to, or perhaps I 
should say a restraint upon the railroads, and in that respect an im- 

t competitive factor for lower rates of transportation for the prod- 
ucts of that vast region to the seaboard, and to the consumers of the 
whole country. 

I do not know about this commission; I do not know whether it is 
the best thing or not; I am not prepared to indorse it; I am not pre- 
po to condemn it. I am not prepared to indorse the Mississippi 

iver Commission. I do not know but that this committee may rec- 
ommend the abolishment of both commissions; it may recommend the 
consolidation of both of them into one; or if may recommend some 
other agency under the Secretary of War to take charge of this whole 
work; but I think if is due, in fact only decent treatment of this com- 
mittee, which has been charged with the responsibility of investigating 
the subject by the Senate, that itshould be leftalone, that there should 
be no radical change in respect to these instrumentalities and agencies 
until it shall have concluded its labor which the Senate instructed it 
to perform, and shall have made its report to the Senate. 

It may be truly said of the committee that it has not in time past 
given any particular attention to the subject which it has had in charge. 
But this subject belongs to it to deal with primarily and the Senate 
should sustainit. It isi and in bad form for the Committee 
to assume exclusive charge of this subject, considering 
that there is a committee charged specially by the Senate with the 
duty and the msibility of looking after this very matter. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think that the United States are 
not the proprietors of the Missouri River or the Mississippi River as you 
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or Í may be of a horse or a locomotive or something else that is going 
to injure another man’s property by the way we useourown. The peo- 
ple of the United States have the right of navigating those streams, and 
Congress, under its power to regulate commerce and navigation, has the 

wer to aid that navigation; and so far as any money can be spent 
justly to aid that navigation I am for it, but under color of aiding navi- 
gation I do not believe in taking money from the Treasury of the United 
States and using it for the benefit of private owners of property along 
the banks of these streams or any other. 

My honorable friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], who has fallen 
in love with all river and harbor bills, that continue to be good, at least, 
says that if you do not protect the bank the sand and the silt will fall 


in. 

The Senator says that he did not say so. I will put it, then, in an- 
other way, if my friend will allow me, so that it will be satisfactory to 
him. I will say that I understand my honorable friend to have said 
in substance that the falling in of the bank would naturally and nec- 
essarily put earth into the body of the river, and that if the earth went 
into the body of the river that might impede navigation, if it stopped 
in the proper place to impede navigation. I will state it with the ut- 
most circumspection, 

Mr. HOAR.. My honorable friend will allow me to correct him. I 
asked the Senator from Missouri, in reference to the case of which he 
was speaking, where the banks were falling in, whether or not the rais- 
ing of the banks tended to improve the navigation, and then whether 
in that case appropriations were or were not proper? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I take it that the RECORD will show to-morrow 
what we all say, because my friend from Massachusetts will not change 
what the RECORD shows him to have said. 

This is not the first time this has happened; for years and years there 
has been an effort from somebody and from somewhere to persuade the 
Committee on Commerce and the Senate that the public interest in 
navigation required the appropriation of sums of money that could be 
used, and sums were authorized to be used to protect the banks of these 
streams and to protect them chiefly and practically, not at the places 
where swamps and worthless lands and mere wild forests existed, where 
the undermining was going on, perhaps, in many places faster than any- 
where else—none of these places are mentioned—but where there is a 
railroad bridge or a town or a wharf or some improved private property 
the owner of which finds the water cutting into the shore that is his, 
and where no United States engineer officer has a lawful right to set 
foot upon it without his consent, and to have that protected for the 
benefit of his warehouses or his railroad bridge at the expense of the 
United States, not because the water is not 20 feet nep for a mile in 
front of him up and down, or 40 feet, it may be, for the deeper it is the 
more easy it is for the current to cut away the bank and to tumble in 
the fine silt that composes these shores; and what is left of itthat does 
not get over the shores goes to the mouth of the Mississippi, where Cap- 
tain Eads is washing it out into the almost bottomless Gulf of Mexico, 
where I think we can hope it will stay when it gets there. 

So my belief is—and I have searched in the documents to find some- 
thing to show that I am wrong in my belief—that in most of the 

laces which are named the navigation of the river is good now; that 
is to say, the water isdeep enough for all the purposes of navigation; and 
that the real benefit, ninety-nine one-hundredths of the benefit to any 
possible interest, is the benefit to the railroad company that has got to 
embank around its bridge to protect its shore-line, the benefit of the 
whart-owner and the warehouse-owner and the property-owner in these 
towns that will have to rip-rap his bank at his own expense to =p 
his warehouse or whatever it may be from being undermined. 
that is so, as I believe it is, I think, with great respect to everybody, 
that itoughtnottobedone. I do not believe that we havetheright; I 
admit we have the power; we can give away the people’s money just 
as we choose, in point of law; but I do not believe we have any moral 
right, as responsible for the care of money that is not our own but be- 
longs to the people, to expend it for private benefit unless we do it 
rey Gran fairly as a matter of charity, as we sometimes do. I hope 
everybody agrees with me. Believing as I do that this scheme of 
compelling the appropriation of this money, as read by the Senator 
from Texas, isa scheme, ninety-nine dollars of every hundred of which 
is to be expended for private benefit only, it ought not to be to. 

If the Mississippi River is such a stupendous monster that the inter- 
est of the whole nation is concerned in building a wall from its upper 
waters to the Gulf on either side of it to keep it from overflowing and 
keep it from undermining, if it were a possibility, that would be one 
thing. Nobody supposes that. It has not been suggested that an em- 
bankment ought to be made from the mouth or very near the mouth 
up to Cairo and that the United States ought to doit. That has not 
got force enough yet to even attract attention in this body, but—and 
if I am incorrect in this position I should be glad to be corrected by 
the documents—we are doing in detail what nobody would pretend we 
ought to do as a whole, and we are expending this money substantially 
purely for the benefit of private interests that ought to doit them- 
selves. ‘The same principle would apply to the shores of the ocean, 
over which we have exactly the same rights and in respect to which 
we have the same duties, as this bill shows, and it would be just as 


well to provide that a wall should be built in front of Long Branch, 
where I see that in a recent storm the shore has been washed down, 
and so at Coney Island, where houses had to be moved back because 
the navigable waters of the United States are encroaching upon the 
land, If they are our navigable waters and if it is our duty to keep 
them within bounds, why not? I donot believe in that, and therefore 
I can not vote for it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference between the Senator from Vermont 
and myself is clear. The Government of the United States has under- 
taken formally to improve the Missouri River. -There is no question 
at all that under the system it has adopted and carried on it should go 
to the poirts that have been mentioned, and finding the condition or 
the banks there as it is, it would do exactly what is proposed in this 
bill; and the only question now is whether, having determined to do 
these things, it shall anticipate the final completion of the work in con- 
sideration of valuable interests involved by doing it now rather than 
waiting ten years from now. ‘That is all there is about it. 

Believing as I do that the river ought to be improved, not because I 
expect to see navigation on it to a very greatextent, but because, as has 
often been said, it can be made to a certain extent a competitor ofrail- 
roads, I am willing to vote money for its improvement; but seeing, 
as I do, by reason partly of the result of the action of the commission, 
partly from the fact that Congress is not willing to act on the question” 
ina large way by giving the money necessary to complete the improve-. 
ment of the river at once, I say that we ought to reverse the order of 
the improvement there, and vote the money appropriated for the river 
in such a way as to anticipate the time when, under the ordinary sys- 
tem, we should come to those particular improvements and make them 
now. I would not think agreat deal of a government which had any- 
thing to do if it should hesitate in the order of doing it because it 
wees reverse the usual order so as to accommodate some of its own 
people. 

On the general question, I do not know that I have ever voted for a 
river and harbor bill. I have not indulged in any log-rolling or any 
combination or any swap of any kind in regard to any item that ever 
ap in any one of these bills, and I do not mean todo so. When 
I say that, I do not mean to say that I am a person of superior virtue, 
but it is simply because there is not so much navigable water in the 
State in which I live as to make it worth while for me to negotiate in 
that sort of thing. But I havealways been willing to vote more money 
than any river and harbor bill pending in Congress contained if Icould 
only be reasonably assured that the money would be properly spent. 

In the first place, I do not believe in doing things by driblets, cast- 
ing $5,000 into a stream at this point and $10,000 at another point, or 
$15,000 or $50,000 for the entire stream, knowing as I do that the re- 
sult will be imperfect work and a destruction of a large portion of it 
each year. I personally know of a harbor on Lake Erie where the en- 
gineer originally estimated that he could make the harbor accessible 
for vessels of a certain draught of water at a cost of $100,000, where the 
Goyernment has spent $175,000, and $30,000 are in this bill now for 
that harbor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Where is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. A harbor on Lake Erie. Thirty thousand dollars 
are in this bill now for that improvement, and it will cost $250,000 
at least—$150,000 more than was deemed necessary if the money had 
been properly appropriated and properly spent. One wing ofa jetty 
will be put out one year at an expenditure of twenty or thirty thou- 
sand dollars The storm will come and destroy a portion of it, which 
is incomplete of course, and then comes in the sand from the lake, and 
the next spring 15 or 20 or 30 per cent. of the next appropriation must 
be dey to dredging thatout and making the n repairs before 
new work can be commenced. Congress is at fault for that. I have 
objected to that method of expending the public money; and I have 
objected to it for another reason. I believe that instead of taking up 
every single object of appropriation we could find, we ought to adopt 
some system whereby the most important works would be taken up 
first and completed. For that purpose I have been willing to put in 
the hands of the President of the United States a lump sum at any 
ane I would not object to giving $50,000,000 in a year on a good 

win, 

It aes to go without saying that the Government has the means to 
meet what is needed, and I distrust, more than that, the establish- 
ment—the engineer establishment—that is to spend this money. In * 
the first place, they are not engineers for this purpose. ‘They are mili- 
tary engineers; they are not civil engineers. They can not have that 
practical hot cre which they ought to have in such matters. They 
spent at the harbor of Galveston, in the State of the Senator from Texas, 
$5,000,000, and besides that more than half a million dollars given 
by private contributions in that city, and what is the result? The 
necessary water is not there. They are military engineers. They are 
not engineers having by experience and education the qualifications 
necessary for this work. Besides, the very nature of their calling, their 
fixed tenure, the fact that promotion does not depend upon merit, but 
depends upon death, is enough in itself to check their ambition and to 
provens the exercise of genius in doing the work they are sup to 

doing. They employ, of course, some civil engineers to do the work 
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and make plans in the various localities. They do not do the work them- 

selves, and yet they are responsible for it; and if you had put the Mis- 

sissippi River improvement in the hands of the Engineer Corps of the 

amg rA the commerce of the Mississippi River would have been 
g 


to-day. 

A Senator told me the other day that the only thing which gave any 
hope of the improvement of the harbor at Galveston under the Army 
management was that since the death of Eads, since he was out of the 
way with the proposition he had made to Congress to improve that 
harbor for a certain number of millions, they had in a grudging sort 
of way partially adopted his plan. Ofcourse they only adopted it par- 
tially. That is the only assurance that great city has thatit ever will 
have a harbor, because these people have reluctantly taken up the plan 
of Captain Eads, which they had not the ability or the genius to invent, 

If we could have a system of river and harbor improvement under 
which some responsible authority should expend the money just as 
rapidly on such works as should be selected for the purpose as could 
be done economically, it would pay this country to give twice, or three 
times even, as much as it gives every year for this purpose, and we 
should make money outof it in acommercial sense. It not only would 
improve property—of course that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] is afraid of; it would contribute to the benefit of somebody 
in spite of him—but, more than that, it would contribute to the pro- 
motion of the commerce of the country at large to an extent which 
would compensate every year for the money spent; but we shall never 
have anything unless what we have now if we go on as we are doing. 

The Engineer Corps is intrusted with this expenditure. It may be 
because of the conspicuous lack of ability they have displayed hereto- 
fore in these things and their utter di of the interests of the pub- 
lic Treasury. They have a facile way of doing business. Thus many 
items, not necessarily bad items of appropriation, but those which are 
relatively unimportant (of which there are numerous instances in this 
present bill), creep in. IfI cared to go into that I might take the re- 
ports of the engineers themselves and show that there are items of ap- 
propriation here which are not justified, which are of no importance at 
all com with the Mississippi River, or with the Missouri River, 
or with the Ohio River, or with hundreds of other improvements where 
we spend money. 

And yet it can not be said that the river and harbor appropriations 
are vicious wholly. Now and then a bill will be vetoed and then there 
will be a temptation to make the bill as small as possible the next year 
to escape another veto; and as long as we pursue this system we shall 
be perfectly certain that we are wasting at least one-half of all the 
money we appropriate, while at the same time we are postponing the 
accomplishment of that which we ought to have first in mind; that is 
to say, the improvement of rivers and harbors where they will accom- 
modate the commerce of the country. Whenever a bill with that view 
is presented I shall vote for it. 

When I say this I am not saying that which is new, I am not say- 
ing that which is not confessed all around; but driven by these various 
local applications of which I am speaking, we are led to extremes con- 
trary to the general sense of the Senate, and Ithink of Congress. When 
we come to the true basis of these bills we shall have no trouble about 
the money. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
sixteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal year 1889. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1669) 
authorizing the Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Com- 
pany of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River 
at or near Natchez, Miss, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury Department; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BRIDGE AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 

Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ragt votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1 authorizing the Mississippi 
and Louisianas Bridge and Company, of Natchez, Miss., to construct a 
bridge over the dare, Kin River at or near Natchez., Miss., having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
E E Houses as follows: 

at the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to the same, 
G. G. VEST, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
AMES 


J , 
A. R. ANDERSON. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the bill here? Let the action of the House on 
the report be read. 
Mr. VEST. The message has just come from the House informing 
us of the adoption of the report by that body. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 2, 1888. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
= the =) ae votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Houseto 


The report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported seven 
amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senute resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9859) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of 
Whole striking out the clause. 

Mr. FRYE. Included in line 1601 to line 1607, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, which abolishes the Missouri 
River Commission. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, in line 1568, there must necessarily be an amend- 
ment, which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will suggest. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of line 1568, of section 1, I move to insert: 

In accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the 
Missouri River Commission except as herein modified. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that apply to recommendations already made? 

Mr. VEST. It isan amendment suggested by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] which refers to the recommendations of the commis- 
sion as modified by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have their last report here, and in that the Mis- 
souri River Commission, referring to the appropriations in the last river 
and harbor bill, say: 

The current act, while materially reducing this estimate, directs that “ nec- 
essary work” shall also be done at nine specified localities according to plans 
and estimates to be presented by the Missouri River Co ion. Rahat this 
necessary work consists in is not stated, but the commission infer that the pro- 
tection ofland exposed to the encroachments of the river is what was intended. 

So this language is asked for to accomplish the purpose the commis- 
sioners understand to be in view. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 15, at the bottom of the page, beginning in 
line 355 of section 1, there was a committee amendment which was 
not concurred in, touching the leasing to a certain railroad company of 
the pier at the mouth of Grand River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is Grand River? 

Mr. FRYE. On Lake Erie, in Ohio. That matter has been further 
investigated. The two Senators from Ohio have agreed upon the fol- 
lowing amendment, which, it seems to me, ought to be adopted in this 

It is to insert, after the word ‘‘ River’’ at the end of line 354 
of section 1, the words: 


That the owners of such property abuttin, 
thereof shall have the right to load and unl 
so much of the east Government pier as lies north of the present low-water 
mark, under such limitations as to time and use as shall be approved by the 
Secretary of War. = 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that amendment by inserting in 
the proper place: 

And on the payment of such compensation as the Secretary of War shall de- 
termine, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont offers an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are going into the business of connecting 
ourselves with private enterprises, if the United States furnishes the 
dock, I think the coal operators ought to pay something reasonable for 
the use of it. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not think that isa proper amendment. Here is 
a Government pier and the only purpose is to authorize the carrying of 
goods across this Government pier, so that the great portion of the har- 
bor can be used forcoalandore. I do not believe there ought to be any 
compensation. p 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why should the United States provide the means 


of sr, co for the operators ? 
Mr. FRYE. ‘They do not propose to unload it on the Government 


pier. They want to cross the Government pier. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But they have to go across the Government pier 
to carry it across. The pier is not between two parts of dry land, I 
take it. At any rate, I offer the amendment. 


on Grand River at the mouth 
coal, ore, and other freight over 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] will be read. 

The Secretary. At the end of the amendment of Mr. FRYE it is 
proposed to add: 

Bs. the payment of such compensation as the Secretary of War shall deter- 
ie. 


Mr. FRYE. I do not careanything aboutit. Let it go. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 5 

Mr. PALMER. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 1257 of section 1: 

For the purchase of the two improved water ways known as the Portage 
and River Improvement Company Canal,and the Lake eh eae Shi; al, 
Railway,and on Company Canal, being the improved harbors of re and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan,and to 
make the same a free way and harbors of refuge to commerce and 
navigation, $350,000: Prov . That no part of said sum shall be expended until 
and absolute conveyance of said two harbors of refuge, canals, easements, 
rights of way, pet, pte and appurtenances of every nature belon ing to or 
connected with works, or either of them, has been made to the Un’ States 
by the owner or owners thereof, and Attorney-General of the United States 
shall have certified to the Secre! of War that the title is fect. And when 
such title shall have been acqui: the said canals and har! of refuge shall 
thereafter be subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and of certain 
yapu owt on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I was opposed to putting the Green and 
Barren improvementon this bill, and also opposed to putting the Portage 
Lake improvement question on ourriver and harbor bill. TheSenate, 
by a very decisive vote, as much as a two-thirds vote at least, has now 
placed upon the bill the purchase of the Green and Barren River im- 
provement, Where there is one reason existing for that action there 
are at least five in favor of this, and I shall withdraw any opposition I 
have to this proposition. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I have not examined this subject 
carefully, but when I voted against the Green and Barren River im- 
provement proposition I undoubtedly knew that the improvement 
would accommodate the commerce of those two rivers. In this case 
the estimate is that $182,500 will be required for the completion of the 
existing project, and $70,239.44 has been expended already. The re- 
port of the engineer shows that ‘‘ neither the present nor prospective 
commercial importance of this point would of itself seem to justify so 
large an expenditure by the General Government,’’ but it goes on to 
say that it may be justified asa harbor of refuge. We have quite a 
number of harbors of refuge around the borders, and whenever there 
is a place where there is no other ground on which itis to be improved 
it is stated to be a harbor of refuge. It is not for the improvement of 
commerce; it is not a harbor improvement in any sense that justifies 
an appropriation in this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment to offer on line 916 of section 1, 
by striking out ‘‘one”’ before the word ‘‘hundred”’ and inserting 
t* two;” so as to read: 

Improving St. John’s River, Florida, from Jacksonville to the ocean, $250,000. 


. Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator desire to discuss that? It was dis- 
cussed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. No, I shall not detain the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to get the bill out of the way of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. CALL. The letter of the engineer in charge of this work states 
the fact that $150,000 is absolutely necessary for the preservation of the 
work already done, and it is upon that ground this amendment should 
be made increasing the amount of the appropriation to $250,000. 

If the report of the engineer who has had charge of the work from 
the beginning is true, the money which is appropriated z this bill 
and that which has already been appropriated and expended in former 
years will be thrown away unless the additional $100,000 is given. 
The entire further progress of this work must be stopped because the 
preen amount is only sufficient to preserve what has already been 

one. = 

This is one of the most important rivers in the whole bill, and al- 
though there are places of larger commftrce than Jacksonville and the 
St. John’s River, there are none that present greater possibilities, and 
this amount is a very small portion of the amount which will be an- 
nually saved in the reduction of charges for freight and transportation 
on the business now transacted on the river. 

I call attention to the fact that the commerce has grown largely in 
the last few years on account of the improvement, and this is the most 
successful jetty work on the Atlantic coast, according to the reports of 
the engineer, and this additional $100,000 is an absolute necessity for 
the preservation of the work already done. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senate will agree to the amendment pro- 
posed bymycolleague. He hassubstantially stated the facts in the case, 
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but I should like toadda little to what I said when the matter was before 
the Committee of the Whole last week. The jetty work at the mouth 
of the St. John’s River benefits not the people of Jacksonville alone, but 
the inhabitants of the entire country watered by the St. John’s River 
and its tributaries, extending for hundreds of miles into the interior. 
There are nearly 5,000 miles of railroad communication centering on 
different points on the St. John’s River that will be benefited by this 
improvement. A large amount of money, more than half a million 
do has already been expended on the work. 

The commerce of the St. John’s River is not a local commerce. It 
extends to nearly every portion of the Union. Vessels come there from 
nearly all the seaboard States. 1t does not concern the State of Florida 
alone. There are few works in this entire river and harbor bill that 
are so general in their character as this, and if any one will study the 
reports of the engineer in charge as to the amount of this commerce 
and the extent of it, he will see thatit is a commerce mutually advan- 
tageous to Florida and the States with which she interchanges her 
products, amounting to many millions of dollars annually, in which 
nearly every State in the Union is interested. 

In addition to the letter from the engineer read by my colleague as 
to the necessity for an early and liberal appropriation, I wish to call 
attention to the report of Captain Black, made officially as engineer of 
this work, on pages 1213 and 1214, part 2, of the report of the Secre- 
tary of War. He gives some important reasons for an enlarged appro- 
priation, which I will read: 

The sources of loss to the United States on this work arising from the irregu- 
larity in the prosecution of the work are as follows: 
1 e deterioration of the unfinished work. 


2. The additional work needed to repair dam caused during the time 
when no funds are available by the partly controlled currents cutting around 


the ends of the jetties and pouring over the low portions, causing scour and 
settlement. The cost o feet of shore extension of the north jetty may be 
placed under this head. 


3. The uneconomical methods rendered necessary. Under the present sys- 
tem, since he can not know when his plant can be used again, the contractor 
must arrange his prices so that the profits under each contract will cover the 
value of the plant required, in addition to the customary allowances made for 
interest on money invested, for risks run, and for time consumed. Should the 
work be dene by the United States by hired labor, during the intervals of idle- 
ness the plant must be cared for and its deterioration paid for, as under the law 
it can not be sold for the benefit of the appropriation. 

The straight and steadily See, nnel already formed isa guaranty of 
the final success of the work. In the interests of economy it should be vigor- 
ously pushed to completion. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have already been expended upon 
this work. It has been a great success, and is so pronounced both by 
those who have examined and reported upon it in their official capac- 
ity and those who have visited and inspected it because of their inter- 
est in the work. Ihave myself had opportunities to give it a careful 
examination, and I can testify to its value and the great results that 
have been already accomplished. Any one who studies the hydrogra- 
phy of the Florida coast and the contour of the shore line can see how 
the entrances to the rivers in that section are affected by the forces of 
nature, which invariably force the channels in a southerly direction. 
This jetty work has changed the direction of the channel of the St. 
John’s, but the same forces are still operating now to force it again to 
the south, and there is very t danger that the northern jetty, which 
has been pushed out more 4,000 feet into the ocean, may, if these 
ordinary forces should be aided by the storms which sometimes prevail, 
be washed across the new channel, blocking it up and rendering abso- 
lutely worthless all that has been already accomplished, causing an 
injury to the river in place of a benefit. 

The amount estimated as necessary to complete this work can be 
more beneficially and economically expended by appropriating alarger 
sum now, sufficient to secure what has already been accomplished, 
than by doling it out in driblets from year to year. 

I do not wish to take up any great length of time in discussing the 
matter at this stage of the bill, as the Senator from Massachusetts is 
anxious to consider another subject, and will not delay the Senate 
further now. But in view of its importance, in view of the great in- 
jury that may result to this t national work because the appropria- 
tion in the bill is so small, I hope that the amendment offered by m; 
coll e will be adopted, and that the appropriation will be eile 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida. [Putting the question.] 
The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Stock BRIDGE]. 


Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen-. 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. r- . 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. GRAY. On the assurance of the chairman of the committee as 
to the attitude of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cus.Lom] I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. PASCO. As my pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
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WELL] has been transferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


BLODGETT], I vote ‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Beck: ag Dagon iden 

E rge, ayne, ‘ance, 
Brown, Gray, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, rst, Quay, Walthall, 
Chandler, Jones of Arkansas, 3 ‘Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, ‘organ, Spooner, 

: NAYS—1s. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Allison, Hoar, Vest, 
Chace, ©, Kenna, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, Gibson, ' 
Coke, Hawley, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—35. 

Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Earann Dawes, a of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett, Evarts, à nare bg 
Bowen, Farwell, itcheil, Stanford, . . 
wean fini, ( Paddock Stockbrlage 

ero; 
Colquitt, Ham Palmer, Teller, 
Cullom, Harri Piatt, 
So the amendment was to. 


Mr. VEST. An amendment which was mapen ought to be mod- 
ified as to the amount of the appropriation. line 1587, page 65, a 
change should be made in the amount from $75,000 to $65,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 65, line 1587, of section 1, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and in- 
sert ‘‘sixty-five;’’ so as to read: 

of $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 

Bedi gaa tall chan at DE BAES Kansas City, Mo, 4 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Another isnecessaryin line 1590. I-move to strike out 


“seventy-five” before ‘‘thonsand ’’ and insert “ sixty-five,;”’ so as to |. 


read: 

That the sum of $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
pended on said river ator near St. Joseph, Mo. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. VEST. In line 1592 I move to strke out ‘‘fifty ” and insert 
‘* forty-five;’’ so as to read: 

‘That the sum of $45,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be ex- 
pended on said riyerat or near Arrow Rock, Mo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of line 1600, on page 66, I move to add: 

And that the sum of $257000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
expended on said river at or near Miami, Mo. 

~ This is to carry out the allotment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move to amend, on page 38, after line 926, by insert- 


ing: 
For improvement of the Indian River, of Florida, $25,000; $10,000, or so much 
thereof to 


aded in the construction of 


Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that that amendment has ever been 
before the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. It has been, 

Mr. FRYE. Then I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I will modify the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. i 

‘The CHIEF CLERK. On page 38, after line 926, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 
For improvement of the Indian eS I, Florida, $10,000; $5,000, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary, to be expen in the construction of a water wa: 
stein beak channel not less than 6 feet in de between Jupiter 
and Lake Worth, the remainder to ing and straightening 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] moves to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to withdraw that motion 


for a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to get h with the bill and let the Bena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] have the floor. The State of 
Florida will absorb everything it can get if this is kept on. 

Mr. CALL. Mr..President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
Senator from Florida can proceed only by unanimous 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
will withdraw his motion to enable me to say one word. 

Mr. FRYE. If I withdraw the motion for the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania I shall be obliged to do so for the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] and then for the other Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 


The question is on the motion to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment has been considered carefully by the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg pardon. I was wrong. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion to lay 
on the table. 
i The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes were 

9. 


Mr. CALL, Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the division a quorum did not 
vote. The Chair will put the question again and have the division re- 

Mr.CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The at and nays were ordered. -= 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe Senator desires to occupy five minutes I would 
a good deal rather he would occupy it than to have a call of the yeas 
and nays, which would take fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CALL. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. CALL. In the first place I wish to say that I do not think there 
should be such urgent haste to lay upon the table propositions toamend 
the bill which the committee have reported. There is no fair nor proper 
legislation in that method of proceeding. 

Now all I wish to say about the amendment is that this subject has 
received the favorable consideration of the Congress of the United 
States for a period dating back some forty-five years. It will be found 
in the reperts of engineers and in-the statutes of the United States 
that this project of opening an inland communication along the coast 
of Florida through Key West is one of the most important that can be 
presented, and that it has at every period of the history of this Goy- 
ernment received its favorable consideration. 

I have a report here from the Chief of Engineers, after having made a 
survey and an estimate of a part of thatriver. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay] having introduced this amendment, we have 
simply asked for a small sum of money for an improvement which is 
one of the most important in the whole country, both ina military and 
in a commercial point of view. 5 

Five thousand dollars will open that river for the ordinary purposes 
of navigation, and the other $5,000 will open the Lake Worth country, 
which is settled now by a large and enterprising colony of people from 
all parts of the country, engaged in the production of fruits and vege- 
tables which are absolutely necessary to the comfort of the people in 
the cities of the East, and who are doing a large trade there, and are 
cut off from all means of communication except the open ocean. 

Without saying anything further on this subject, I ask that the com- 
munication which Ihave from Mr. Colonna, of the Coast Survey, may be 
printed in the RECORD without troubling the Senate to read it. This 
communication was given to me by Mr. B. A. Colonna, the assistant 
officer in charge of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey. It 
consists of observations made by him while surveying the coast and 
that river. It gives the history of the settlements upon the river, the 
present development, and the practicability of the improvement. I 
desire to have it appear in the RECORD as an interesting and valuable 
contribution to a work of internal improvement sought to be appro- ° 
priated for by this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The communication will be printed 
in the RECORD if there be no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 


CANAL ALONG THE EAST COAST OF FLORIDA. 


the 
el with the coast, it is so far inland as to form no part of a 
the coast-line, inside water way. 
miles south of the St. John’s commences a series of lagoons with in- 
which the waters from the sea enter in larger or smaller quantities. 
southward for hundreds of miles these lagoons form an 
almost uninterrupted water way to Jupiter Inlet. From thence to Lake Worth 
there is an inside . the improvement of which will open up thousands 
of acres of land will produce Sey nn econ in the tropics, and Lake 
Worthitself connects to the southward with the waters of Hillsborough Lagoon, 
New River, and Key Biscayne Bay, which, at its southward extremily, opens 
into the inside of the Florida Keys direct to Key West. 
Garden ts in Florida have Been so frequently described that I shal! not 
designate this east coast by that name. After the bloody Indian wars it re- 
mained for years depopulated and almost forgotten except by a few officers and 
soldiers who rem: its delightful climate and fruitful soil, and when the 
Jate civil war closed most of these veterans had passed away. 
With the return of peace home-hunters, spurning every privation, made in- 


ult navigation, and land 
to bri 


tion an 


Settlers soon reached Lake Worth, the most eastern point in Florida, the 
shores of which are washed by the waters of the Gulf Stream. Here are great 
cocoa-nut groves, the farthest cultivated ones to the northward in this coumtry 

‘the most northern cocoa-nut ee ie ing out ot doors in the United States 
being twoat Indian River Inlet, 40 miles northof Lake Worth. They grew from 


1888. 


drift 
far north), Froston Lake Worth is e 4 unknown, Even the most deli- 
cate of tropical fruits grow luxuriantly, and its ocean beach is a favorite place 
for the green turtle to deposit its eggs. 

Fifty miles south of e Worth is a beautiful sheet of water, known as Key 

iscayne Bay. In its bounds are the northern limit of the sponge fisheries in 
the United States. Its shores are high. The soilisa sandy loam and readily 
improved. There grows wild in the woods a bulbous plant from which is man- 
ufactured an article which in trade is called compte, a kind of starch much 
sought after by confectioners in the manufacture of their choicest delicacies. 

The south end of Key Biscayne Bay opens through Cæsar's Creek and other 
channels into the great inside passage along the Florida Keys, a beautiful 
water way, on which you ae to have only the boundless ocean to the east- 
ward, but the Florida Reef is between you and the Gulf Stream that is ever 
pouring northward through the Strait of Florida, and that aves you a great 
water way along the edge of the Strait of Florida, more placid than any great 
“a: or strait can ever be, Itis walled off to itself, 5 

he waters of this whole coast, inside and out, from the mouth of the St. 
John's southward to Key West, teem with the most delightful fish. The blue- 
fish is caught with its roe fully matured—a fact in which the late Fish Com- 
missioner, Professor Baird, was deeply interested. It is generally supposed 
that fish can notbe salted so far South, butsuch is notthe fact. From the month 
of October to the month of April they can be cured as well as upon the shores 
of Newfoundland. It is seldom done, because the fresh fish are always to be 
taken, but it has been done repeatedly by an amateur of my acquaintance 
merely as an experiment. A 

The east coast of Florida is the boatman’s paradise the year round. On the 
ocean shore the waves do not break upon marsh lands or eén $ islands, but 
upon a beautiful sandy beach, between which and the lagoons or rivers, as they 
are called, lies a strip of land generally from a quarter to 1 mile wide, and it is 
ag eg ae furnishes the most delightful abodes for man from about Octo- 

to 5 

The western shores of the bayous or rivers are generally high sand-hills or 
coquina rock, and stretch back about a mile before you come to the fresh-water 
ponds that lie in between the sand-ridges. The water percolates under the hills 
through the sand and forms beautiful springs of clear water wherever a hole’is 
dug and a barrel set in the ground at the foot of a bluff. 

hen these waters are opened up one of the most productive industries will 
be the making of potash from the ener res that w all along the salt-water 
shores within the lagoons, It isan industry not thought of as yet by the peo- 
ple, but bound to come to enrich them, Private enterprise was not long in dis- 
eovering the great natural advantage of the inside water way from the St. 
John's southward, and a company was formed and important rights 
from the State in consideration of its improving these natural water ways. 

St. Augustine is now in direct communication with the Indian River through 
channels improved by this company, but the progress has been slow because 
the enterprise has been in the hands of parties who lacked the means, The 
corporation is dignified by the name of Canal Company, but is such only to a 
very limited extent, the work being with few exceptions the improvement of 
natural water courses, ning at St. John's River there is— 


First. Pablo Creek, to improve natural water way. 
Second. Of canal, to dredge ugh sand. 


Third, North River water way, to improve........ do. 20 
Fourth. Matanzas River water way, now improved........ „do. 25 
Fifth, Matanzas River to Halifax Creek, canal already cut... 0... 10 
Sixth, Halifax River and Mosquito Lagoon, improved... sses: do. 57 
Seventh, at Haulover from Mosquito Lagoon into Indian River,al- 
SOMA Cab SE incaren ta ETEO E E E N A ep w Mbut... 2 
Eighth. Indian River to Jupiter Inlet, to be improved................d0.....0. 130 
arose Canal, Jupiter Inlet to Lake Worth, through streams already flow- =] 
Tenth. Lake Worth, to be improved. ...........ssrrsrssssesrsesessterensens -anen GO cscs 20 
Eleventh. Natural streams to be im to Key Bis- 
AATE ei about...... 40 
be improv Oases 30 
Biscayne to Key West, no im: AT.. R 125 
in all, from the St. John’s via the Florida i rd route 
$d: KOy Wolt .cosesisssves sssccepesamvonias nenasessss paseos gubtereebanessis esov bout.,.... 489 
And I estimate roughly that to give a channel 200 feet wide and 8 feet deep 


4 ee I hope that this small amount of money will be al- 
owed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, Ido not desire to occupy the time of 
the Senate, but merely to indorse all that the Senator from Florida has 
said in regard to the importance of this improvement. I visit the In- 
dian River and traverse annually the ground covered by this proposed 
appropriation, and I assure the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce that no money appropriated by this bill would be more wisely 
and beneficially expended than the small pittance contemplated in the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 


The amendment was rejected, there being on a divisioh—ayes 21, 


noes 22. 

Mr. ALLISON. On 
out the words ‘‘on the Illinois side of said river.” I think the Sena- 
tor in charge of this bill will agree to this amendment. It is merely 
to give the engineers an opportunity of making an original survey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator please explain his amendment 
so that we may understand it? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is here a proposition to authorize ‘a survey 
for a canal along the Rock Island Rapids. ‘The provision as it reads 
now would confine the surveyor to a particular line on one side of the 
river. I do not know but that it is the right side. However, I want 
to leave the right to survey on eitherside. So Imove to strike ont, in 


line 92, the words ‘‘on the Illinois side of said river.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. On page 79, line 93, of section 7, I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘near Rapids City, I.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is that a part of the same amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is part of the same survey. M 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon the statement made by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TALEN in the absence of the two Senators from Hli- 
nois, I shall not insist upon calling for the yeas and nays upon the 
Hennepin Canal amendment, hoping that the House will disagree to 
it, although I wish now to record my opposition to it. In their ab- 
sence, and with the understanding which was had when I was absent, 
I do not feel at liberty to call for the yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment, although Iam opposed to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the amendment still pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was agreed to asin 
Committee of the Whole and concurred in in the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL, On page 29, in line 691, of section 1, I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate struck out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ in 
the appropriation for the James River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator desires a separate vote 
on coneurring in that amendment in the Senate ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered, ; 

Mr. FRYE. That amendment was agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole and it has been concurred in in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The more formal way would bea 
motion to reconsider, but the shortest way would be to allow a sepa- 
rate vote to be taken on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We may as well take it that way. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall not make any objection to the mode of putting 
the question suggested by the Chair. The amount allowed by the bill 
is a very large amount for that river. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia desires a 
separate vote on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, in line 691 of section 1, the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole struck out the words ‘‘and twenty-five” 
before ‘‘ thousand;’’ so as to read: 


a eee | James Riyer, Virginia: Continuing improvement below Rich- 
mond, $200,000, r 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is gn concurring in the 
amendment striking out the words ‘‘twenty-five,” leaving the appro- 
priation $200,000. 

Mr. DANIEL. The clause of the bill to which I refer is a clause as 
it came fromthe House, appropriating $225,000 for the improvement of 
James River below Richmond. The Senate Committee on Commerce 
reduced the appropriation $25,000, and it is a separate vote upon that 
proposition of the committee that I ask the Senate to take. 

The appropriations in this bill forthe water ways of Virginia are not 
large. On the contrary, they are rather small, considering the number 
of water ways she has, their needs, and the magnitude of the general 
appropriation. Therefore I do not feel that I am trenching upon the 
liberality of the Senate in asking them toconfirm the judgment of the 
Honse of Representatives as to what should be a fair appropriation for 
the benefit of the James River. 

It is, as is well known, the greatest river in our State. It is one 
whose commerce already is large, and it has a great future. The rail- 
roads that connect the capital city of Virginia with the West are 
yearly, almost daily, increasing their facilities and their connections 
with the West, and are pouring into the valley of the James River 
a tremendous Western commerce. It is ashorter line to the West 
than from some of the great commercial cities-of the North. Every 
dollar of this appropriation will be well spent for a public improve- 
ment of permanent value to the whole country. 

If any of the appropriations are to be reduced in this bill, it would 
be much better to strike out this sum from some of the small creeks 
and insignificant waterways, which are in some cases liberally pro- 
vided for, rather than to stint this great highway of commerce. 

It is local in a certain sense, in that it lies within the boundaries of 
one State, but it is essentially national in its uses to the commerce of 
the country. 

I hope it may be the pleasure of the Senate to confirm the judgment 
of the House of Representatives as to this appropriation, 

Mr. FRYE. ‘Theamendment of the committee ought to be concurred 
in, as it wasbefore. The James River gets its full proportion, consider- 
ing the interests of commerce, the divisions among the States, and every- 
thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. An afirmative vote 
leaves the appropriation $200,000; a negative vote restores the appro- ~ 
priation as it was in the bill originally. z 


By unanimous consent that can be 
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The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 21; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays, That will settle 
the question of a quorum. 

Thè PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
upon this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. FRYE. -I should hope that the vote might be taken once more 
by a division. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us trust the thing on time, if the Senator wants 
very much to occupy it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you want to get the bill through. 

Mr. FRYE. It will go by in a very few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
orn yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
19, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—19, 
Allison, Dolph, Hiscock, Sherman 
Gh F. maig J s f Arkansas, von 
rye, onesof Ar 5 
Chandler, Gorman, lmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hawley, Sawyer, 
NAYS—22, 
Bate, Daniel, Pasco, Vance, 
Beck, Faulkner, Payne, Voorhees, 
Brown, George, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Gray, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Hampton, n, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Turpie, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Berry, Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Evarts, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, Hal Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, ris, Paddock, Ste 
Cockrell, Hearst, Platt, Stockbridge 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. On page 38, after line 926 of section 1, I move to amend 
the bill by inserting* 

For the improvement of Indian River from Gilbert's Bar to the mouth, $5,000. 


I hope there will be no objection to this amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, noes 22; 
no quorum yoting. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw his ob- 
tion to this amendment. TI orty-five years ago the Congress of the 
United States passed an act for the improvement of that river. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain debate 
while less than a quorum is present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take the question by yeas and nays; that 
is the shortest way. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. I very earnestly ask the Senator from Maine not to re- 
sist this amendment. This is a very small amount of money. This 
improvement has been recommended and it has been approved in the 
legislation of this country for forty-five years. The United States 
have a canal now, the Haulover, to Indian River, and should main- 
tain it as a military necessity for the country. This great stream runs 
200 or more miles down the coast of Florida, and connects with the 
inland navigation inside the reefs to Key West. I have only asked 
that the small sum of $5,000 be appropriated for the removal of the 
obstruction at Gilbert’s Bar. 

Both sides of Indian River are now being settled and cultivated. It 
is one of the most beautiful regions of the world. It is visited every 
year by tens of thousands of people from all over this country, and 
contributes largely in its fruits and vegetables to the health and com- 
fort of the cities in the North and the East. This little obstruction is 
now a barrier to the commerce of those peopie, as will be shown in the 
communication which I have had put in the RECORD from Mr; Co- 
lonna, an accomplished officer of the Coast Survey, inclosing them, so 
that they can not get to market with their supplies, their perishable 
trade. This little appropriation of $5,000 will remove the obstacle so 
that navigation may be had there and those people brought into com- 
munication with the world. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed on the 
uestion of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
Mr. CALL]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 


f 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
13, nays 29; as follows: \ 


YEAS—13. 
Allison, Gray, Stew: Voorhees. 
Brown, Paddock, Teller” 
Call, Pasco, Turpie, 
Daniel, Quay, Vance, 
NAYS—29, 
Aldrich, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dolph, Hiscock, Vest, 
Beck, Edmunds, Hoar, W 
Blair, Jones of Arkansas, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Faulkner, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Frye, Palmer, 
Gorman, Pugh, 
Coke, Hampton, Reagan, 
ABSENT—314 
Be Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, bin, <i? 
Blodgett, George, derson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mitchell, herman, 
Butler, Hal Morrill, Spooner, 
eron, Hi Payne, Stanfor 
Colquitt, H Platt, Stockbridge. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

“Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
o appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FRYE, Mr. 
Dorn, and Mr. RANsoM were appointed. 
ae FRYE, I move that the bill be printed as amended by the 
ate. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis desirable that there should be an executive 
session, and I move it accordingly. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
entitled to the floor under the agreement of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought it would be agrecable to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I gave way to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer], 
who desired to go away to-night, at the risk of a good deal of personal 
inconvenience to myself, for I also desire to beabsent from the city for 
some days, on the expectation which he, I know, entertained, as I did, 
that the river and harbor bill would be disposed of in a very short time 
this morning. I also gave way to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], whose convenience every Senator will r It is now 
so late an hour in the afternoon that I doubt whether the Senate would 
like to remain here and hear a speech of any considerable length to be 
begun at this time. I should like to have some understanding as to a 
day when the fisheries treaty may be taken up again, that I may ad- 
dress the Senate. I suggest, if there be no objection, that the fisher- 
ies treaty be set down, by unanimous consent, for Tuesday of next week, 
after the routine morning business. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] and of the fisheries treaty, as- 
signed for this day, at the conclusion of the formal morning business, 
be fixed for Tuesday, the 10th instant, immediately after the conclusion 
of the morning business. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, I renew my motion for an executive session. 

Mr. TURPIE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE] gave notice of his intention to to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allright. I yield to the Senator from Indiana, 
if he desires to submit some remarks. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to take up the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the President’s message. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
December 19, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President's annual message be referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

The PRESIDENT pro pee tes If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion is before the Senate, and the Senator from Indiana will proceed. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the Federal Constitution forbids the 
States to levy taxesuponimports.. Congress alone is authorized ‘‘tolay 
and collect” such duties. Our earliest statesmen, illustrious by their 
labors in the camp and in the Cabinet, worthy to be notonly the founders 
of a nation, but the authors of its form of Government, devised a fiscal 
policy of characteristic simplicity. It is that of absolute free trade 

tween the States, fair trade with all the world besides. 

To direct a levy of taxes without collection would seem an idle ordi- 
nance in so grave an instrument. In their regulation of foreign com- 
merce our fathers avoided both free trade and prohibition. They wisely 
chose the middle ground of safety. Their method so established is like 
the Union they made, in contemplation of law perpetual. The first 
acts of Congress on this subject show no trace of mere inhibition. That 
idea, the growth,of a later period, appears most distinctly in 1861. The 
overwhelming exigencies of the civil war may have excused or justified a 
departure so radical, but the legislators of 1883, in virtually re-enacting 
the rates of the war tariff, designed, not a temporary use of this novel 
expedient; rather a permanent change of policy. There is somewhat, 
very much, in our present condition which may give us pause, may 
induce us to retrace our steps, to stand once more within constitutional 
bounds and limitations. 

Congress some years ago provided what was deemed to be, if nota 
generous, at least a reasonable supply of money for the use of the peo- 
ple. The volume or quantity of currency thus furnished was carefully 
guarded against diminution—so much in Treasury notes, fixed at an 
amount not to be lessened; so much in coined silver to be regularly 
enlarged by a monthly increment; so much in other forms, that the 
country might not again be embarrassed for want of a circulating me- 
dium. Sorely vexed by this, the influential and theretofore governing 
classes who had profited so largely by a different policy, cast about for 
means to thwart this legislation and to defeat its purpose. Beaten in 
the open contest for monetary freedom, they yet sought by indirection 
to deprive the people of the use of that currency so provided for them. 
They cast about for some such means; they found it close at hand. 
They found the leaders of the party then in power, with full knowl- 
edge of their ulterior design, ready to aid them therein; they found 
all parties at that time willing and ready to help them in their appar- 
ent pu . The revision of the war tariff had become a part of the 
text of all political platforms and associations—a household word, ex- 
pressive of a household want in every section of the country. This 
they eagerly seized upon, not with a view of correcting the injustice of 
the existing law, but with an elaborate pretension of so doing, to ef- 
fect the contrary. The numerous sections, clauses, and lines of the 
tariff act of 1883, the tediously hypocritical parentheses of pseudo- 
reduction and revision held in solution a single design, the forced ac- 
cumulation of a surplus—a dead surplus—buried in the vaults of the 
Treasury, which should drive the country once more to the verge of a 
money famine. 

The whole of the effective operative provisions of that law of 1883 are 
subordinated to a ph of a few lines obscurely placed in the sec- 
tion of an appropriation act concerning the surplus. By textual ar- 
rangement this paragraph is remote, distant from the statute to which 
it relates; it might have actually served as a preamble to their bill. 
But this would have beena dangerous juxtaposition. The termsof this 
paragraph are not subjunctive norconditional; they contemplate no con- 
tingency. Expenditure of the surplus is spoken of as an assured and 
certain requirement, well known and foreseen. That this accumula- 
tion was deliberately prepared and intended is evident from the lan- 
guage of the clause authorizing not only the redemption but the pur- 
chase of United States bonds; the perfected plan and completed 
project being to tax the products of land and labor in such degree as 
without doubt to inducein the volume of the currency a scarcity only 
to be relieved by paying large premiums to the public creditor, offering 
him such a generous and liberal largess as might tempt him to trans- 
mute his bonds into money. 

The power to buy bonds was doubtless intended to create a sort of 
waste-weir for the overflow or excess of moneys taken from the people 
by taxation; yet even this may not return to the course and 
channel of circulation without being tolled by the holder of our public 
securities. A precise analysis of the whole system is this: to tax all 
the people for the benefit of a few protected classes up to the danger- 
line of monetary restriction; then to tax all again for the sake of an- 
other class still less numerous and more highly favored. 

It might indeed have been said, ‘‘'The public creditor can wait until 
his debt is due—he has his interest, and is satisfied; his bond, and he is 
content.” But such a course would have afforded no excuse for this 
needless accumulation. The excess must in some way be disposed of; 
it would be dangerously in the way; it would create a demand for less 
taxation. Let the bondholders have it—it will thus disappear. Then 
itis asked, ‘‘ Do you not wish to pay off the national debt?” Certainly, 
but we did not expect to pay for the privilege of paying it; to pay large 
amounts above the principal and interest—premiums unearned, for 
which thereisno return. The exorbitant tariff now laid upon imports 
thus subserves the double purpose, first, of releasing our protected 
classes from their just share of the public burdens, then of depriving 
the people of the money provided by law for circulation. 


The supply of currency to-day—upon what does it depend? Upon 
the action or inaction of a single person, the Secretary of the Treasury; 
or upon the whim, caprice, or rapacity of the holder of national bonds, 
Is that a wise, efficient, or patriotic financial policy which has reduced 
the country to the very narrow straits of such a monetary dilemma? 

Then we have manifold schemes for expending the surplus, endless 
diatribes against an invisible phantom, as if the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. CARLISLE, or any other charged with the daties of adminis- 
tration of affairs had proposed free trade—mere pretexts to prevent the 
reduction of taxes. We hear criticisms of the President and of the 
party which supports him concerning the power to buy bonds and the 
use of it, as if either the President or the Democratic party had en- 
acted the law giving that power, or had imposed the necessity of its 
exercise. These things have come down to us as legislative heirlooms 
from a former régime. It is true the President was chosen by the peo- 
ple to administer upon the estate of that famous partisan called Re- 
publican, lately deceased. He is as yet, however, much embarrassed 
by the will, codicils, contracts, and especially by the profuse bequests 
and legacies left by the decedent in his lifetime to his various friends 
and allies, by statute of strict entail, yet in force. 

These pressing necessities, originating from former evils, will be re- 
moved. . 

LABOR. 

It has been written there is a perennial sacrednessabout work. The 
Lord of all the harvests has said, ‘‘The laborer is worthy of his hire.’’ 
It is not so said of others, as some may receive hire not deserving it. 

The system of tariff laws now in force imposes a most unjust and 
needless assessment upon the wages of labor. We know in part, in 
part we do not know the amount of this exaction. The known amount 
of this tax laid and collected per day, as shown by the receipt of cus- 
toms duties for the year 1887, was, in round numbers, $600,000. It 
is now no less. For the seventeen millions of workers in all branches 
of industry in the United States the rate per capita amounts to 30 per 
cent. of average daily earnings. With the other expenses of living, for 
these the wages of the day pay, and do hardly pay, the taxes tor the 
day. The tide of tax and time keep equal pace, save that on theseventh 
day, the day of rest, when wages are not paid, taxes are. 

When such a contribution is levied, as it is, upon the kitchen and 
thecupboard, upon bed and board, upon hunger, thirst, and nakedness— 
when every living soul within our borders becomes a tax-payer, enor- 
mous receipts accrue and the surplus gathers like the snowball ina 
thaw. In the ordinary household of five persons where there is one 
wage-earner and five tax-payers they are not encumbered with unused 
deposits. The collector of this tax keeps no delinquent list; there is 
no delay, and there can be no default. 

Ifa man eat, drink, or wear, he must pay; if he move, breathe, or 
live, he must pay; death scarcely brings relief. The tax-gatherer clips 

be they ever so small; no pittance escapes, The amountof this 
collection is a direct daily charge upon wages fund—that portion of 
the wealth of the country whichis in transit day by day from those who 
employ to those who are employed. The moneys due tolabor are thus 
seized in passing. Any reduction of the amount thus exacted, and es- 
pecially any readjustment thereof as to the list of taxed articles, would 
shift the burden from this wages fund in transit to wealth in situ, to 
wealth accumulated—mainly to the wealth accumulated by the bene- 
ficiaries of the present law. There is the rub; there is the hitch and 
hurt; this is where and how the shoe of reform pinches the foot of 
monopoly. Now, it is not intended to be said hereby that there may be 
anything wrong in the general policy of requiring all those who livein 
the United States to contribute somewhat to the support of the Gov- 
ernment. : 

But it is asked, nevertheless, why shoulda penny be taken from any 
one beyond what is needed for that support, and why, as to the sum 
needed, should it be levied so largely and exclusively upon those classes 
of our fellow-citizens least able to spare and to pay it? 

At such time as the Government takes from the laborer by taxation 
upon his food and raiment, upon the ordinary comforts and conven- 
iences of life, more than is necessary for the public use, then we say, 
“The laborer is not worthy of his hire’’—we have found those more 
worthy thereof. Who are these? The law-made rich, the most worth- 
less and grasping of all Mammon’s sons, misers of that unblessed lucre 
unjustly wrung from the sweat of other men’s faces. : 

lt would be impossible for these favored classes, although they have 
succeeded in controlling the policy and organization of a certain political 
party, although they have procured the Governmentof the United States 
to act as salesman in their marts and stores, to stand behind their coun- 
ters, and to fix prices upon their wares—it would be impossible for 
them to make an open avowal of their purposes. They could not say 
to labor: ‘‘Go to; let us take for the nonce a portion of your wages 
without return—without recompense.”” They havea savingamount of 
caution, of complaisance, or of cowardice. But they cry, “‘ Pay us this 
tribute, as for some time past you have been. It will enable us to 
make our profits large, still larger, wherewith we will certainly in some 
way requite you,” . 

Is ita thing taught or shown by human experience that those classes 
of men who have, by the mere operation of statutes, heaped up for 
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themselves riches which moth and rust may corrupt, but which the 
tax-gatherer leaves untouched, have shared such gains with the victims 
of their injustice? 

This feeble pretense is founded upon the manifest fallacy that such 
men will, against their own interest, do that they ought or should be- 
cause they can. They might afford to pay better and higher wages, 
because their law has imposed taxes which enable them to fix their 
own prices upon their goods. Have they ever done so? Whencecomes 
the strike, that most remarkable social phenomenon of the century ? 
It originates from the circumstance that those who might pay fair wages 
will not do so; will resort to any means to avoid doing so. It springs 
from the fact that the incorporated and tariff-clad shareholder re- 
fuses to divide his profits current or long since accrued with his work- 


men, 

Before the passage of the law forbidding the importation of workmen 
under passage contracts, and even since, in violation thereof, these classes 
brought the low-priced laborers of Europe, of Asia, hither to take the 

laces of their own countrymen, Americans whom they had discharged. 
Foiled in this they have invented and organized the *‘ trust,” a syndi- 
cate of corporations, which, like the Six Companies of China,checks pro- 
duction, foreshortens the wage-time of labor, by this means destroying 
both external and internal competiticn and securing the unlimited and 
absolute control of the prices of both laborand commodities. Such is 
their aim and end. The Dynasty of Pelf, a costly rule founded upon 
craft, cant, and cunning. An impartial history of this highly privileged 
order will show their course and conduct to have been uniformly the 
same—to reduce wages to the lowest figure, to maintain taxes at the 
highest—to retain their employés as dependents, upon the line of bare 
subsistence. 

I do very well recollect how last April when the honorable Senator 
from Texas was speaking upon this subject he caused to be read at the 
Secretary’s desk, in this presence, the testimony of one ThomasO’ Don- 
nell, from evidence taken by the Senate Committee upon Labor, as to 
the condition of the operatives in the factories at Fall River, Mass., in 
the year 1885. Mr. O’Donnell was a skilled laborer, in an establish- 
ment whose wares have been protected for many years up to the point 
of the prohibitory line. His case is in no wise peculiar; he testifies that 
one thousand others of his fellow workmen live as he does, not any 
better. He was a cotton-spinner—a very good one, a peaceable man, 
had no trouble with the company or theirmen. There had been a 
strike three years before; he had not been in it. He was healthy, in- 
dustrious, temperate, frugal to the last degree. Here, then, is an 
American laborer, protected, secured, guarded, and inclosed by the 
plenary providence of the prohibitory tariff. 

His gross earnings were $133 per year. With this he must pay rents 
and procure the daily necessaries of life for himself, his wife, two chil- 
dren—a family of four. He could not get work more than half the 
time. The company, with fear of glut of goods in the markets, laid 
its hand upon the wheel and piston. They stopped from time to time; 
with them wages ceased. 

What an extravagant practice the people of this country had twenty- 
five or thirty years ago of eating meats—heef, pork, mutton served 
every meal, three times a day. 

O'Donnell was protected from this dangerous excess; he could only 
afford meat three or four times a year on Sundays. He dug and 

ed clams from the sands to eke out this scanty supply. His fuel 
got mostly from the same source; coal he could not buy; one- 
marter ton for the winter must serve. The wife was poorly clad, the 
ildren worse. The little ones went barefoot in summer—of course 
this would be different in the cold weather ofa New England winter— 
yes, in summer the children went barefoot, in winter they had no 
shoes. The father had not the money to buy them. On the day he 
was examined as a witness he had no money in the house—the same 
supply of bread, but the mother had gone out somewhere in the morn- 
ing and had gotten a loaf for thechildren, who werecrying with hunger. 
Would he moveaway? Would he go West? Willingly, but he had no 
means of doing so. He remained, bound like Ixion to his wheel, with- 
out hope, without help, a skilled artisan, with his thousand comrades, 
waging adoubtfal contest between living and starvation. 

As for the multitude of unskilled laborers, the rators of the pro- 
hibitory tariff trust donotemploy them. Butlet usbe candid, they do 
notoverlook or neglect them—with impartial greed they tax them as they 
do all others. Not anything is less creditable to our race than the impu- 
nity with which privilege has always imposed upon labor the fiscal bur- 
dens of Government. These modern defenders of exclusive privilege 
areonly copyists. They scorn because they have injured the whole order 
of unskilled labor. This order is the oldest in the world. It is one of 
the most venerable, one of the most honorable, and it is the most nu- 
merous of human societies. There isno ceremony of initiation, neither 
sign nor pass-word; any one may enter it at any time; only those do 
who must. Occasionally persons are demitted from this order, but its 
numbers are never diminished; accessions are constant, and those who 
join remain for the most part life-members. 

This order, ages ago, builded the stately tower of Babel, unskilled, 
using brick for stone, slime for mortar. They worked at the founding 


of the P, ids, and may yet look upon theirruins. The canal of Suez, 
the dikes of Ho the tree-grown mounds in the valley of the Great 
River of the West are theirs. The character of the society is that ot 
its work, durability. Moreover, it is a class more generous, less self- 
seeking than any other, not unintelligent, but not wary, not suspicious, 
Here, upon these, the inquisitors of the tariff-tithes have-fallen de- 
vouring their substance without even the paltry pretense that they are 
to receive either increase of work or wages thereby. 
AGRICULTURE. 

Much is heard now about the business of the country. If the mean- 
ing of the phrase is to be closely scanned, certainly it might be correctly 
defined as that vocation in which the largest number of our citizens are 


The capital invested in this pursuit, comprising as it does the im- 
mense under tilth and the improvements thereon, is many times 
larger than that employed in any other. 

Seven millions of the people of the United States are found at work 
in planting and farming. If to this number be added those employed 
in the manufacture and sale of agricultural implements and machinery, 
in the transportation and preparation of farm products for the market, 
who are really as directly interested therein as if they held the plow, 
it will appear that the number of those engaged in agriculture far ex- 
ceeds that found in any other calling, and is equal to the whole num- 
ber of those in all other industrial pursuits combined. There are also 
some plain, unmistakable indications that not the finger but the whole 
hand of destiny designed this. 

We have in the domain of the United States the largest area of tilla- 
ble soil eyerembraced within the limits of a single Government, greater 
than that of the Roman Empire atits period of widest extension. This 
area of land is situate in a kindly climate, it is facile of cultivation, 
fertile, productive, and is placed by that errant daughter of the flood 
and fire, called steam, ata much less distance from the densely popu- 
lated portions of the globe than the granaries of Egypt or the Euxine 
were from Italy and its ancient metropolis. More than this; we know 
that in years not long gone by, American wheat, corn, and cotton and 
their secondary products did command and dominate the market for 
these staples in the emporiums of the world. That period, not yet 
passed, is passing away. 

From what causes? Commerce doubtless began between nations, as 
among individuals, with barter. With all its modifications, improve- - 
ments, and dependencies it is barter yet. But we now barter debts, 
and exchange accounts, for the commodities which have been disposed 
of, instead of the commodities themselves. The balance struck, always 
a small sum compared with the whole amount of transactions, is paid 
in money by the debtor. Nor is this balance of trade always accounted 
as a loss by those who pay it. The really commercial nations neither 
shun this balance nor its payment. They pay the balance because 
they have received something for their money worth more than that 
they parted with. But they decline to trade or pay except of necessity 
where they are forbidden to trade in return. A commercial people, 
needing such supplies, will buy their wheat, cotton, and other staples 
where they may sell, or haye an opportunity to sell, or at least are not 
forbidden to their own merchandise, 

By long years of a highly restrictive policy as to duties upon im- 
ports we have driven the trading people of the globe to the Black Sea, 
to the Baltic, even to India, for wheat, to Egypt, to Bengal, to the 
uttermost isles of the sea for cotton. This policy returns to plague us. 
The e is manifest in the great and steady reduction in ‘the de- 
mand and consequently in the price of our farm products. 

The friends of this restrictive policy tell us in answer of the home 
demand and of our domestic resources. 

There is no man who this spring drew a furrow expecting to raise 
more than enough for his own use who does not know that the value 
of the surplus of his crop, and consequently of his labor, depends not 
upon his own settlement or neighborhood. He will find the price set 
upon what he has to spare and sell is fixed at the county seat or the 
railroad station; there it depends upon the price at New York or Chi- 
cago or elsewhere, and at these points upon the price at London or Liv- 
erpool or other trade centers of the world. The price of our surplus 
produce is fixed by those who need it, not by those who do not. The 
farmer can organize no trusts, and the ever-bountiful forces of nature 
are not lessened by fear of overproduction. It is true that American 
staples are yet purchased—they are the best and most useful of these 
articles. But they are purchased at reduced prices and in less quantity. 
The foreign buyer does not purchase as under circumstances of fair 
trade he would or might, but only when he must. 

A return to our former policy, that of fair trade, would bring with 
it that superiority in the market of the great agricultural products 
which we once enjoyed. Nor can any one truly say that a reasonable 
reduction in the duty-list upon imports could injure any other inter- 
ests. No period in the history of our country can be found when agri- 
culture highly flourished and manufactures declined or commerce de- 
eayed. When the pecuniary advantage of the majority is subserved, 
that of all others will be dized. The abundant and diversified 
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have always done $o; the highest price for the largest quantity, this 


is the grammar of our commercial life. 

There is no array of statistics, there is no fiction of labored calcula- 
tion, there is no romance of arithmetic which will demonstrate that a 
nation has ever grown rich and prosperous by a continued disparage- 
ment and depression of its chief industrial occupation. 

Even American manufactures are wholly competent for and now re- 
quire a more extended outlet. We have during the present session 
appropriated money and authorized the appointment of commissions 
to attend expositions of trade and mechanism abroad. To what pur- 
pose, if the present system is to be continued? We can imagine the 
American commissioner at Melbourne, at Paris, or at Barcelona, sur- 
rounded by his exhibits, preaching the deep philosophy of mercantile 
restriction and embargo: ‘*‘ The articles you see before you are speci- 
mens of the products and manufactures of the United States—they are 
only to be seen, Like the famous pictures by the old masters at the 
art shows, they are not for sale. Our breadstuffs, our utensils and ma- 
chinery are meant and made but for Americans. We care naught for 
purchasers—we seek no sales outside. We sigh only for the gains, the 
protits, and the dividends of the home market.” 

Was there ever a superstition more strange or more irrational than 
the notion of converting the whole body of our farmers, artisans, and 
manufacturers into a mass of cloistered hermits, employed solely in 
furnishing each other with supplies, and when by this distorted con- 
version large portions of the wealth of the country are transferred from 
the many to the selected and protected classes to call this national 
prosperity? Whereas by this transfer not one jot or tittle is added to 
the nation’s wealth; there is merely a change of its possession—a change 
of the persons holding the fund. 

Itis not perceived how manufactures are to be really fostered and 
encouraged by unnecessary and excessive taxation upon the materials 
used therein, upon the cost of subsistence of the men using them, or by 
a stinted market for their sale. No doubt these methods protect and 
enrich the owners of the stocks and shares; but a Government charged 
with the duty of promoting the general welfare can not be bound for- 
ever to the fortune of a small minority. These processes must be re- 
garded as in deadly hostility to the true and real interests of manu- 
factures by all except that intelligent contraband of commerce who will 
only hear of the imposing and impossible myth of exclusive domestic 
consumption. The farmer, the skilled artisan, the laborer find now a 
large part of their moneys needlessly impounded in the public Treasury. 

Many are the sayings of the wise, consolatories writ, to comfort the 
losers by this confiscation. There isan eternal jeremiad concerning 
the pauper labor of Europe. The farmers and planters of the United 
States have now for many years been competing with the pauper labor 
of Europe, of Asia, of Africa; with that of the peasant of the Nile delta, 
who works for 10 cents a day. The existing policy of so-called pro- 
tection has forced that competition. What has thus cheapened and 
pauperized labor in India, in Egypt, in China, or elsewhere? Long 
ages of commercial restriction and repression; the entire inhibition of 
foreign traffic; a constant isolation and seclusion of manufactures; an 
exclusively internal consumption, both of work and wares, the dry 
rot, and ataxia of national enterprise. 

Yet itis seriously proposed that this nation, new born, in its strength 
and youth, should receive its lessons in political economy and the 
tical rules of its revenue administration from the archaic and molder- 
ing systems of the Mikado and the Mandarin, The trade of Great 
Britain with our near neighbor, Mexico, and the countries south thereof 
last year very much exceeded the entire foreign commerce of the United 
States. The countries of South America, lying near us and many of 
them closely related to us by the similarity of their governmental forms. 
have a large external trade, but not with us—it is with England, Ger- 
many, Italy, and France. Is this because thé pottery, cutlery, uten- 
sils, textiles, or machinery of these countries are better than our own? 

The South American will himself say no; but he will also say that 
the duty-rates here upon the products of his own country, which he 
has in abundance, which we lack, are so high that they can not profit- 
ably be exported hither; and these being his material and stock in 
trade, he must buy where he can make some disposal of them, not else- 
where. But although all inquiry into the causes of the wealth of na- 
tions, the experience and observation of mankind, have alike shown 
that an extensive foreign commerce is a chief element in national thrift, 
and especially in that of manufactures, the prohibitory protectionist 
will none of this ; he prefers discoursing upon the imaginary free-trade 
tendencies of Mr. MILLS or Mr. Cox, both of whom are this very moment 
urging the passage of a bill imposing the highest duties ever known as 
peace-rates in the history of this country. Protection, like fire or water, 
is a good servant, but a bad master. Overprotection leads by every 
way and road to overproduction, to consequent stagnation and decay. 

It can not be shown or proven that any personor corporation in good 
faith engaged in the business of manufacturing will be injured by the 
reasonable reduction of duties, or that any employé of such an one will 
be so harmed. That they will be is only a prediction made by a very 
small school of the prophets, whom the narrowest self-interest has 
prompted to assume the rôle of Amos or of Malachi. 
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The emancipation of labor from the operation of unjust laws, the lib- 
eration of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures from inequitable 
and impoverishing restrictions, the restoration of the people to their 
ancient commercial rights and franchises—this is whatis proposed by 
the, message of the President. The enjoyment of these rights and fran- 
chises by the multitude of dealers, whom no man can number, buyers 
and sellers not known at the board-room or on ‘change, the men and 
women who chaffer daily wage for daily bread, whereof, the consum- 
mation will not beretarded or prevented by the recent action at Chicago. 
The platform and the nominee of the convention held there are alike ex- 
ponents of the views and interests of those privileged castes who have 
so long, under loud and false clamor of protecting others, cared only for 
themselves, who have learned nothing of popular interests except to 
betray them. 

The candidate is a well-beloved and chosen representative of that 
rank and lawless growth of incorporated power whose insolence his 
principal rival in our State did so much to curb, and which this new 
aspirant favors. He would faithfully befriend, protect, and encourage 
American industries—by the highest, most prohibitory, and unneces- 
sary restrictions, ard by the permitted migration hither of the cheap 
alien labor of the Chinaman. A man of no inconsiderable capacity, of 
great mental force and acumen, he has that not often found with 
these—a harsh intolerance which treats dissent as idiocy. Deeply 
touched and tinged with the prejudices of an exclusive class aristoc- 
racy, he belongs to that group of reactionary statesmen, traditional 
paternalists, whom the people have so often rejected, and will again. 

Justice to the greater number in this commonwealth of States can 
injure no others. As uncommercial and unsophisticated as the notion 
may appear, simple justice, to those who by the work of their hands 
create and produce it, is a principal ingredient, a necessary element in 
the accumulation of national wealth. 

A free people cheered to their labors by the assurance of a fit reward, 
vexed by no unnecessary exactions or the fearof them, will not be lack- 
ing in skill or diligence. They will have the geniusto wrest from nat- 
ure the best use of her best forces; tact to take advantage of oppor- 
tunity in watching the grand economic and commercial changes which 
sweep from time to time across the disk of civilization; they will haye 
the courage to meet hand to hand and face to face the nations of the 
earth, and in those contests for supremacy, whether in arts or arms, 
which attend the progress of humanity,they will come forth more than 
conquerors. > 


ADJOURNMENT OVER FOURTH OF JULY. 


Mr. VEST. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH. What is the regular business before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 10234) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, upon which the pending ques- 
tion is the amendment by the Senator from Connectieut | Mr. 
HAWLEY]. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr, COCKRELL. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] in- 
dicated just before the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] took the 
floor that an executive session was necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont with- 
drew the motion for the convenience of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and. the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 22 minutes 
ee the Senate adjourned until Thursday, July 5, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 2, 1888. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Peter F. Knight, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States for 

the southern district-of Florida, vice Fernando J. Moreno, resigned. 
CONSUL. 

Charles de Blanc, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States at 

Puerto Cabello, vice David N. Burke, transferred to Bahia. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate July 2, 1888. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


James G. Jenkins, of Wisconsin, to be United States judge for the 
eastern district of Wisconsin. > 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 2, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DIBBLE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Hoce, until the 28th instant, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Hatcu, Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, and Mr. CONGER, 
from the sessions of the House to-day, to attend the sessions of the 
conference committee on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

To Mr. LANE, for five days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for two days, on account o jsickness. 

To Mr. OSBORNE, for four days, to attend the Gettysburgh reunion. 

To Mr. McCLAMMY, for five days, on account of important busi- 


To Mr. BYNUM, for ten days, on account of important business, 
To Mr. McCuLtoau, until the 9th instant, on account of important 


To Mr. Morrow, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. LAIDLAW, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. STEPHENSON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous Gye aare was granted to Mr. ANDERSON, of Illi- 
nois, to withdraw from the files of the House petitions and papers filed 
in support of House bill 6305, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, 
for the relief of Robert Fillson. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask an amendment of the 
Journal. I send to the Clerk’s desk the RECORD of the proceedings of 
June 14, and ask to have read a portion of it with reference to the 
appointment of tellers and the vote on a motion submitted by the gen- 
tileman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] on that day. J 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS, 

Mr. Mitts, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution 
I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

** Resolved, That the House will, on the days mentioned below, take a recess 
at 5 o’clock p. m. until 8 o'clock p. m., and that the one sessions shall be 
devoted exclusively to bills and measures reported from the committee indi- 
cated in the order to be designated by such committees, namely: 

“On Saturday evening, June 9, to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

“On Monday evening, June 11, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“ On Tuesday evening, June 12, to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

“On Wednesday evening, June 13, to the Committee on the Territories. 

a On Thursday and Saturday evenings, June 14 and 16, to the Committee on 
mmerce, 

“On manoa evening, July 10, to the Committee on the Territories. 

“And th at the adjournment of the House on either of the evenings indi- 
cated any bill called up should remain undisposed of, such bill shall be consid- 
ered in the House on the su tive day, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and, after one hour’s debate thereon—except on Wednes- 
day, June 13, when three hours’ debate shall be allowed, to be equally divided 
between those in favor of and those opposed to the bill—the House shall pro- 
ceed to vote upon all ding amendments and on the final passage of the bill 
without any interve motion or business,” 

Mr. Caynon. Before demanding fa second, I ask the gentleman from Texas 
to withhold the resolution a moment, in order to permit an amendment givin, 
two days to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for the consideration of gene: 
pension bills, 

Mr. Miixs, Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. Cannon. I demand a second. 


Mr. CANNON. Thatissufficient. A little lower down on thesame 
page the following occurs: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from ‘Texas, Mr. MıLıs, and the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, Mr, CANNON, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes %5, noes 2. 

Mr. Cannon. No quorum. 

Mr. Mrs. I withdraw the resolution. 


I want to suggest to the Chair that the Journal does not show this 
motion, or anything touching it; and I ask, therefore, that the Journal 
be amended to show —— 

Mr. MILLS. What? 

Mr. CANNON. The motion 

Mr. MILLS. What about it? 

Mr. CANNON. That it was submitted and withdrawn, and all that 
occurred in relation thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal should show that the gentleman from 
Texas moved to suspend the rules and pass the resolution; thata second 
was demanded, and that pending the demand for the second, the point 
of order being made that no quorum had voted, the resolution was with- 
padi That entry will be made in the Journal if there be no objec- 

on. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent that the hour of adjourn- 


ment, fixed for to-day at 5 o’clock, may be modified so as to provide 
that at 6 o’clock to-day the House shall adjourn, unless ordered other- 
wise by the House. > 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move that the House take a recess to-day from 
5 o’clock until one minute past 5 o'clock, with a view to continuing 
the session until 6 o’clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Néw York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this could only be done 
by unanimous consent. The motion for a recess could not be ordered 
in advance, except by unanimous consent. At any time before 5 o’clock 
it will, of eourse, be in order to move that the House now take a recess. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move tosuspend the rules and fix the hour for 
adjournment this evening at 6 o’clock instead of 5. = 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that this is 
not a motion which can be received except by unanimous consent. The 
motion to suspend the rules is not in order until after the call of States 
and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHENÐ. Then let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States for the in- 
troduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions, 

FORT MORGAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of 
way through the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the Birming- 
ham, Mobile and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iaskto have read the heading of the petition which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER, A petition is not in order under this call. 

Mr. LAWLER. My object is to ascertain where the petition should 
be sent. I have some doubts in regard to the pres reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the petition; but it goes 
in the petition-box under the rules. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I will withdraw it. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WABASH RIVER. 

Mr. LANDES introduced a bill (H. R. 10680) authorizing the re- 
moval of certain obstructions in the Wabash River, opposite Mount 
Carmel, Ill.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 

Mr. LANDES also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics: 

Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to close all perfora- 
tions in the floor of the Hall of Representatives where such may be practicable, 
and to enlarge the openings in the floor along the walls of the Hall, and to pro- 
cure séats or sofas to La laced along these walls. The cost of said work and 
the purchase of seats shall not exceed $3,000, to be paid for out of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives. 

CONTROL OF FORFEITED RAILROADS, ETC, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 10681) provid- 
ing for the control and regulation of railroads acquired by the United 
States under judicial foreclosure or forfeiture, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask that this bill be read in full. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BL (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
know whether it is now in order to move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I make the point that it is not in or- 
der pending the reading of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCreary). The Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the reading of the bill. 
enc Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, but before it was con- 

u 

Mr. BELMONT said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged re- 
port, the report of a committee of conference. I believe that is now 
in order under the rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order that the 
reading of the bill of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] must 
be concluded. 

Mr. McCREARY. If there is any doubt on this question I would 
like to have Rule X XTX read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN). The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT] states that he rises to submit a conference re- 
port. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that the conference 
report can not interrupt the reading of this bill, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kansas makes the 
point of order that the reading of this bill can not be interrupted by 
the presentation of a conference report. ‘The Chair hardly thinks it 


necessary to have the rule read. The rule provides that a conference 
report is always in order, except during the reading of the Journal, 
during a call of the roll, or while the House is dividing. The Chair 
thinks that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] is in order 
in presenting at this time the conference report. 
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Mr. BELMONT. It will not take long to dispose of the report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does not the consideration and disposition of this conference report act 
simply as an interruption of the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is all. The House will resume 
its regular business just where it left off, and in the same order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. All right. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the conference re- 
port. 

Mr. BELMONT. The bill has already been agreed upon with the 
exception of one amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amendment numbered 16 of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) making sppropri: 
ations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year 1889, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment ofthe Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter pro to be inserted insert the following: 

“ For salary and expenses of a commercial agentat Boma, in the Lower Congo 
Basin, with authority to visit and report upon the commercial resources of t 
Upper and Lower Congo Basin, their products, their min: their vegetable 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information on the 
subject ofthat country as shall be thought of interest to the United States, $4,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

A PERRY BELMONT, 


JAMES B. McOREARY, 
WILLIAM W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees,submitted under the 
rule, was read: 
JUNE 30, 1888. 


» 

The managers on the part of the House submit the following statement to ac- 
encore. the conference report on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the diplomatic and consular syrcomeaiion ill. As indicated by the previous 
report an agreement was 


npon all points of difference exceptupon the 
following amendment inserted by the Senate: 

“For salaries and expenses of a scientific commission of three persons, to 
consist of one officer of the Army or Navy competent for such service, a geolo- 
gists and mineralogist, and a naturalist, to visit and report upon the commer- 
cial resources of the Uj per Congo Basin, its products, its minerals, its vegetable 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information on 
the subject of that country as shall be thought of interest to the United States, 


$25,000; and the President may fix the salaries and compensation of the mem- 


bers of this commission at such sum, not exceeding $6,000, as he may deem 
proper; and said commission shall expire on the the 30th day of June, JA 

The Senate has receded from that amendment, and the House conferees have 

, às a compromise, to an appropriation of $4,000 for the salary and ex- 
ganeor a commercial agent, to be stationed at Boma, in the Lower Congo 
, With authority to report upon the resources of the country. 
PERRY BELMONT, 
JAMES B. McOREARY, 
WILLIAM W. MORROW, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, the House conferees considered it 
to be their duty to oppose firmly the Senate amendment of $25,000 for 
an exploring expedition to the Congo region, on the ground that such 
expenditure would be unnecessary and fruitless; and inasmuch as ac- 
cording to the Senate provision the commission would expire on June 
30, 1889, even should such an expedition be undertaken, the time 
would not be sufficient to produce the result desired. After two con- 
ferences on this subject the House conferees agreed to a compromise. 
Considering that there are American interests to be protected in this 
region and that American missionaries are there at present, it seems 
important to have an American representative there. The other pow- 
ers are represented by commercial agents to the Congo Free State. We 
could not send a consul because the peculiar nature of the Govern- 
ment of the Free State would not permit us to send a consul who 
could be received. We therefore have followed the example of other 
Governments and propose to send a commercial agent. The salary is 
placed at $4,000 because the duty of the commercial agent would ac- 
cording to this provision be to report upon the resources of that com- 
paratively unknown region; and the expenditures Teos for ob- 
taining information would certainly make it important he should re- 
ceive a sufficient salary. 

The Senate wished, I believe, to place the salary at a much higher 
rate. I notice when the report was made in the Senate the sum here 
porn wasconsideredinadequate. Still we feel confident $4,000 will 

sufficient. I trust the House will so consider it, and that the re- 
port will be adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. § er, & good deal has been said in the press 
and at the other end of the My se in regard to the prospective com- 
merce of the Congo Basin. I think it is due to the country that some 
explanation should be made of the prospective commerce of that coun- 
try, which makes it necessary for the creation of an office and the ap- 
pointment of an officer of this character. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentleman from 
Arkansas I will say that the Senate amendment ordinarily provided 
for $25,000 to pay for the employment of three commissioners to visit 


the upper and lower Congo Basin in Africa. —Twogentlemen have been 
sent from this country to that country within the last few years. I 
hold in my hand the report made by Mr. Tisdel. He says in regard 
to that country: 

It is my belief that in all the world there is not aricher territory than that 


which borders the sea, commencing at the Sen River, in latitude 16° north, 
snd extending to latitude 18° 30 south, and d an average distance of 100 


“The most valuable productions of the country and for which there is an ever- 
inereasing demand are rubber, palm kernels and palm oil, gum, copal, ground 
nuts, and wax, 

The report also shows that that country is very rich in ivory; rich 
also in gold and silver. It has attracted much attention in the last 
few years, and England, Belgium, Germany, Italy, and Sweden have 
sent their commercial agents to that country. On account of its im- 
portance and of its prospective wealth greatinterest has been manifested, 
and it has been deemed best that our country should not be behind 
other countries, but that we should send an agent there to investigate 
and report on its commercial interests, and on its mineral and its vege- 
table products, and ascertain what benefit that country might be made 
to ours. 

The Senate in its amendment asked for $25,000, but we thought after 
conference $4,000 would be enough for us to send to that country a 
commercial agent who would make report to us on its commercial in- 
terests and on its mineral and vegetable products and attractions. The 
committee believe after lengthy conferences we have arrived at a very 
proper conclusion. If this is the great basin it is represented to be, and 
if there is to be the great development in that country that some per- 
sons think, and if other countries are sending commercial agents there 
to make explorations and report, it is certainly proper for us to send a 
commercial agent there to report to our country. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move the adoption of the report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. e 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER NEAR NATCHEZ. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report, a 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 1669) authorizing the Mississippi 
and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the M ippi River at or near Natchez, Miss., having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and dorecommend to their 

ive Houses as follows: 
t the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2 and agree to the same, 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 

JAMES PHELAN, 

A. R. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Hous, 


G. G. VEST, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the pees of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on Senate bill No. 1669, submit the following in explanation of their 


rt: 
he first amendment of the House looked only to the more perfect protection 
of the navigation of the river; a careful examination of the matter has satisfied 
us that the provisions of the Senate bill are sufficient for that purpose. 

The Senute recedes from its disagreement to the second House amendment, 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 

JAMES PHELAN, 

A. R. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I move the adoption of the report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across Tombigbee River in 
Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Ashworth; 

A bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 964) granting a pension to James Turner; | 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 
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granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 


A bill (H. R. 2193 
3) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 


A bill (H. R. 2495 


A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John E. Wagoner; 

A ne es S3 pi, for the relief of Juditi ka ‘ly W Gad 

A bi granting a pension to en; 

A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a to Cullen W. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 3036) Granting a pension to Hiran E Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R, 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
nans; 

A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill a R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6334) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) to grant a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill fF R. RT] granting a pension to Lewis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa Herbst, widow of 
Jobn Her late private Company G, One hundred and fortieth Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terralls; 

A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan, late nurse at 
Jeffersonville Hospital; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) forthe relief of J. H. Corn; 

A bill (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford M. Houchin; 

A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 

A bill (H. R. 9346) PN eee g a pension to Frank H. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. oar the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 

A bill or. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey 

A bill (H. R. aoe granting a pension to Louise F D. Hoit; 

A bill (H. R. 964 “I a pension to Milton Merwin; 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
Etzell, approved March 3, 1879; and 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent. 


A bill Vis R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark. 

The farther announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


a pill (S. 35) to authorize the promotion of certain assistant surgeons 
of the Army after twenty years’ service; 

A bill (S. 59) for the elef of George E. W. Sharretts; 

A bill (S. 705) to establish additional life-saving stations; 

A bill (S. 707) providing for the purchase of asite and the construc- 
tion of a wharf i in Astoria, Oregon, forthe use of the Light-House Es- 
tablishment 

A bill (s. 1am for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood; 

A bill (S. 1438) to provide for the appointment of assistants to chiefs 
of bureaus of the Navy Department; 

A bill (8. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai; 

A bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the month 
of the Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (8. 2949) granting a pension to the widow of G. K. Warren. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will resume the reading of 
the bill. ` 

Mr. BLAND (before the conclusion of the reading). I move that 
the House take a recess for fifteen minutes. I make this motion in the 
hope that we may come to some understanding by which we can pro- 
ceed with business. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Imake the point of order that that 
motion is not in order while a bill is being read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Kansas that a motion to adjourn and a motion to take a recess 


are al in order. 

Mr. DERSON, of Kansas. Does the Chair hold that while a 
gentleman has the floor, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON ] 
has, when he has introduced a bill, and has called for the reading of 
that bill, and the bill is being read, Recah Re ORAL Se Rak YS 


motion to take a recess? 


Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Kansas were right a man 
= introduce a bill here which it would take a week to read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. AxN- 
DEESON] has not the floor. The bill is being read in accordance with 
the rule, but the rules of the House provide that a motion to adjourn 
and a motion to take a recess are always in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The motion to take a recess would 
undoubtedly be in order if the gentleman had the floor to make it, but 
my P point is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] holds the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is where the gentleman from 
Kansas is mistaken. The gentleman from Iowa hasnotthe floor. The 
bill is being read in accordance with the rules of the House, and not 
in the time of any gentleman. The gentleman from Iowa could not 
possibly have held the floor for this length of time under the call of 
States for the introduction of bills. No gentleman has the floor on this 
call except tointroduce his bill. The gentleman from Iowa demanded 
the reading of this bill under the rule, and it is being read in accord- 
ance with the rule, but it is not being read in any gentleman’s time, 
and no debate is in order. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the Chair in his rul- 
ing that a motion to take a recess is in order, as would be also a 
motion to adjourn; but I hope that my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] will withdraw hismotion forarecess. Itisnow only 1 o’clock; 
we have been in session only a short time; this day is set apart for par- 
ticular business; the call of. the States for the introduction of bills is 
the first thing in order, and we are engaged in that business now, read- 
ing a bill which has been introduced under the call, and I can not see 
that any good will be accomplished either by taking a recess or ad- 
i af I hope, therefore, that we shall go on with the regular 

er. 

Mr. BLAND. I proposed a recess for only fifteen minutes, in order 
7 see if we could not arrange to proceed with the business of the 

ouse, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question isbn the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that the House take a recess 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the motion for a recess is carried 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course my parliamentary inquiry falls with 
the motion. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FORNEY, from the committee of conference on the legislative, 
eroon Hye; and judicial appropriation bill, submitted the following re- 


The committee of conference on the ing apan of mes ne Houses on 

amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) oropa 
ae executive, and judicial Poa of arg vernment 

Zonference haveagrecd 30, 1839, and for other purposes, ” having met, after 

to recommend and do recommend to their 

rne pada from its amendments numbered 8, 34, 55, ae “> 68, 

09,78, 8 ped Stat 117, FEUR 190, 395,388, 123, 124, 125, 
‘That the Hi recede from i sin ent rio the amendments of the Sen- 


74,75, 76,77, 
LASLA, Las 160.) jei 760. ior. 


recede from TE TORIO of the Senate 
th an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


an amendment, as follows: Strike out 


the matter to be inserted by said amendment, and in line 1, 4of 
the bill, out “ twenty-seven" and insert in lieu thereof “twenty. mse 
and the Senate to the same. 


ent to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 9, and tothe e an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum “* $93,472.43;"" andthe Senate 
That the recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 35, and agree tothe follows: In lieu of the 
ee insert “ eight,” and after the word “ each,” in line 4, page 14, 
T A 
one 7" an agree to the same. 
Thad the Hours recede from i nt tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 36, and es ta the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum “$39, o and the Senate agree to the same. 


to same with an 
the sum pro: insert * m$1.000;" and the Senate agree to same. 
That the House recede from its to the amendment of the Sen- 
to the same with an am t as ws: In 
insert “ $11,000;” and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


lieu of the number insert “three; ” and the Senate. to the same 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 45, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum insert “$116,070;”” and the Senate to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the of the Sen- 
ate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted Insert the following: “ For indexing 
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to the same. 
ouse Ae Pir itsa isagreement to the aot men of the Senate 
cones and agree to the same with an a as follows: In lieu of 
e amen 


proposed to ef Fae amendment insert “ two clerks of 
class 1; F RA in line 27, res 59, ‘2, of heb ill, pacer out the following: “‘Oneclerk 
ofclass1;" and the Senate agree to 

That the Tlouse recede from its pepo maap to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 106, and agree to the same with anamendment as erent In lieu of 
the sum pro; “$6,230; "" and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement to Gnas pete iran gr f the Senate 
numbered 114, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted insert the following: * One computer, $1,200;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
num 115, and agres to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
ne berg h proposed insert omer] ;” and the Senateagree to the same. 

recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
Pe cb 119, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: In lieu of 
the amended paragraph insert the following: 


“For connected and separate United States and other repared in the 
General Land Office, $15,000; and 2,500 copies of said maps be delivered to 
the Sen: and 5,000 to the House ot Representatives for distribution.” 

And the Senate: agree to the sam 


That the House recede from its Siegtetmbat to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
i Add at the end of the amended ph the following: 

“t Provided, That five special ex: ers or clerks detailed and acting as 
supervising examiners and special examiners or clerks detailed as such, not 
exceeding three in number, with headquarters in the District of Columbia, may 
be allowed, in addition to "their es and in lieu of per diem and all ex- 
penses for -subsistence, a sum not e $900 each per annum: Provided 

ther, That the and such allowance to each shall in no case exceed 

400 per annum;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House. recede from its diengreement to theamendmentsof theSenate 
numbered 134 to 140 inclusive, and agree to the same with amendments as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: “For rent of 
buildings for Interior Department, ered for the Geological urvey, $10,000; 
for store-room for documents, $360; for mn Office, ‘or General Lan: 
Sara 1,800, which ny also be occupied by the Railroad Oitice until not later 

than Decor ber 1, 1888; and for the Bureau of Education until not later than 
December 1, 1888, $1,687; inall, $19,327;"" and strike out line 2, on page 74 of the 
bill; and the Senate to the same, 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 150, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed posed insert $116,880; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 165,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum pro in lines 6 and 7 of said amendment insert the following: 

“ $43,500; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 170, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
e sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘$5,000; ” and the Senate agree to 

same, 


The following statement, submitted by the House conferees under 
the rule, was read: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the Simerecing 
Sati} akin CPA aE tor als AIAS O ETONE, oud TOATA SEND 

a tions for the ve, execu voas u expenses 
of the Gdvernweenk tor the fiscal year 1889 submit the follo written state- 
on recommen: on amendments as com- 


e House: 
7.8.9.1 11, 12, 13, 14,15, and 28, relating to the Sen- 
ae te Comoe on Eduation and 
or o ™ one a! 
Set 
a2 we, Bee a pago at 


nt, at $720; 

under the control of the oa ort of the G cai 
miscellaneous expenses from $15,000 to $25,000. 

. On Pry ary BA, 35, 36, 37, and 88: Provides foran additional assistant libra- 
rian, at kakea in the Li of 


the t of State. 

48, and 49: Provides foran additional clerk of class 4,and 
one of mente 47, 5 and 49; Provide d currency of the Treasury. 

On Aona akese 50, 51, and 52: for one clerk at $1,000, instead of a 
clerk of class 2 in the miscellaneous division of the 

Onamendments 55 and 56: Restores one clerk oane, Proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senate, in the office of the Second Com ller. 

On amendment the 
mit to Congress for th 
maintenance of the Sol 


On 58 and 59: erties One Leer Dect emert 1D DO Scenes OF 
ON tices ae itor. 


67 PIE god EROSO aereo. $7,000 to $8,000 of the 
amount for expenses connected with the collection of facts relative to internal 
commerce, 


and 69; Strikes out proposed increase of $200 in the salary 

of tine ter Cenalator { n the pie of the Director of the Mint 

On amendment 72: Increases the amount from $8,000 to $9,000 for paper for in- 
terest and other checks and drafts for use of the Treasurer of the United States. 

On amendments 73, 74, 75, 76, and 77: Provides for the expenses of the mint at 
Carson, Nev., in accordance with the appropriations for the fiscal year 1881, 

On amendments 78 and 79: Strikes out proposed increase of $200 in each of the 
salaries for the book-keeper, abstract clerk, weigh clerk, and warrant clerk in 
the mint at San Francisco. 

On amendment 80: Strikes out p momonid aranne ORESTA to $10,000 for in- 
cidental ex; 5 Eriata of the assay pr trat at Boisé City. 
KAR a ents 81 and 82; Provides for an additional associate judge in the 

‘erritory oi 

On amendment 83: Strikes out proposed increase from $7,000 to $10,000 for 
traveling and other expenses of the Utah Commission. 

On amendment $4: Strikes out the entire gee grey for expenses of the twelfth 
biennial session of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington, 
and hat Territory. $1,500 for miscellaneous expenses in the office of the secretary 


a 
pari ort Ai 85, 86, 87, and 88: Provides for a clerk of class 3, or stenogra- 
pher, at S600 for the General of the Army, 

On amendments 91, 92, 93, 94, and 95: Leaves the provision for the office of the 
Ramee er-General just ust as passed by the House. 

On amendments 96, 97, cae 98: Provivies: ae an additional assistant messenger 
in the office of the Commissary-General. 

On amendments 99 and 100: Provides for an additional laborer in the office of 
the Su n-General. 

On amendments 103, 104, 105, 106: Provides for an additional clerk of class1; and 
three copyists at $720 each, in the office of the Naval Records of the War of the 

bellion, 

On amendments 108 and 109: Strikes out the proposed increase in the amount 
for rent of buildings and other ot tage of the Hydrographic Office, including 
be aged of removal, from $1,500 to $6, 

amendments 110 and 111: Reduces the amount for contingent expenses of 
branch office of the Hydrographic Office in certain cities from $5, 500 to $11,000, 

On amendments 112, 113, 114, and 115; Strikes out proposed increase in pay to 
DAA ree t astronomers in the Naval Observatory, and provides for one com- 
pu 

Onamendments vor Sal and 118: Strikes out proposed increase of one clerk 
of class 3 to assist in the preparation of work for the TAN of Pension Ap 
and restores the two carpenters at be stricken out under 
the office of the of the Interior. 

On amendment 119: Strikes out the proposed reduction from $15,900 to $7,000 
for United States maps, and raren shat 2,500 ofsaid mapsshall be delivered to 
the Senate, and 5,000 to the House of Representatives for distribution. 
ments 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, and 125: Leavesthe provision for the force 


pro: 


Onamend 


in the Pension Office as it ‘the House. 
On soono as 127, and 129: Restoresthe limitation requiring that the 
diem shall be to pension examiners only when absent from home and tray- 


eling on duty outsidethe District of Columbia; 
examiners, and authorizes per diem in lieu of s 
ners or clerks detailed to act as supervising examiners rhe phd: pana enan 
are clerks detailed as such, not exceeding three in number, with he headquarters in 

the District of Columbia, ‘in addition to their salaries noi exceeding $900 each 
per annum; but providing that the salary and such allowance to each shall in 
no case exceed $2,400 per annum, 

On amendment 130: Appropriates $2,400 for the share of the United States in 
a = dest DEORE. bureau at Berne, Switzerland, for the protection 

On ame aiae ias aa Ah /, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, and 140: Appropriates for the rent of 
buildings for the rirako Land Office for the entire year and for the Bureau of 
Education and Railway Office ua not later than December 1, 1888, 

On a 142, 143, 144, and 145: Provides for an additional clerk of class 
2, three clerks of class land one laborer in the office of the First Assistant Post- 
master-General, 

On amendments 146 and 147; Strikes out proposed additional laborer in the 
office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gene 

On bearer Ley Pa: 150 : Strikes out ut proposed increase of three additional 
clerks at $900 each eege S 

On amendments ee diding fort geo Sei te and 157: Strikes out provision for 
rent of an additional buil ‘or the the Division of Post-Ofice Supplies 
of the Post-Office Department. sod the additional force and expense of caring 


se the same, 
On amendment 158: Strikes out p: reduction of amount from $18,200 to 
$18,000 for publication of the Official St Poctat ostal Guide, “i 
On amendment 159, restores the provision el ery to be stricken out;requir- 
ing that one of the Assistant Attorneys-General shall take charge of business in 
the Court of Claims Leen the Bowman act. 
On propriates $1,000 for Lape? of a sonion laws and stat- 
tories for the ent of Jus: 
On amendments 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, and it makes provision for 
oats tek f the Do ent of Labor, } recently established by law, as pro- 
an bane Senate, except he r diem in lieu of subsistence of 
is reduced from $17,500 to the amount for con mt 
uced from $6,000 to yi „000, and the Geovision for street-car 


The bill as sarees ioin conference appropriates $20,653,445.57, being $75,775 less 
than as it passed the Senate, $130,290.47 more than as it if passed theHounse, $7,301.90 
more than the last appropriation act, and $846,675.23 less than the estimates sub- 
mitted for the fiscal year 1859, 
WM. = FORNEY, 
. RAND. 


a. 6 CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the ’ House. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to call the attention of the Beemer er 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] to amendment numbered 103. Accordin 
the statement as read by the Clerk, it appeared that the House 
receded from its disagreement to that amendment of the Senate, with 
an amendment the effect of which was to strike out something in re- 
gard to which the House and Senate had agreed. Is that so? 

Mr. FORNEY. The case is simply this: The Senate provided fora 
clerk of class 2; and we thought a eek of class 1 was sufficient. That 
was the only difference. There is the same foree, but the amount of 
salary is $200 less. 


yeoxnies for amenos pi doco 


oan for 
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Mr. ADAMS. It makes not the slightest difference to me whether 
this particular amendment is adopted or not; but it ought to make a 
considerable difference to all of us whether a conference committee 
shall be tted to strike from a bill anything in regard to which 
the two Houses have come to an agreement. I submit to the gentle- 
man that a conference committee has no more right to strike outa pro- 
vision of that kind than I have. 

Mr. FORNEY. Wehavenotdoneso. The Senate added that amend- 
ment; and of course we had the right to amend the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let us see whether I understand the case. The 
House in that part of the bill provided for one clerk of class1. The 
Senate proposed to add to that provision one clerk of class2. As Iun- 
derstood the reading of the report, the House conferees to the 
insertion of one clerk of class 2, with a provision that a clerk of class 
1 be stricken out. Is that correct? 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. 
soa ADAMS. What is the provision? Are there two clerks of 

? 

Mr. FORNEY. Only one clerk of class 1. We refused to concurin 
the amendment of the Senate. We have increased the force one clerk 
of class 1 and three copyists. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then you did not accede to the proposition of the 
Senate there should be any addition of one clerk of class 2? 

Mr. FORNEY. Only one clerk of class 1. 

Mr. ADAMS. You struck it out. s 

Roe FORNEY. We compromised by giving three copyists ins 
of one. 

Mr. ADAMS. How many clerks of class 2 will remain in conse- 
quence of the adoption of the conference report ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Two of class 1, none of class 2, one of $1,000, and 
three copyists. 

Mr, ADAMS, All right. 

Mr. FORNEY. We think that isasufficient force. Imove the con- 
ference report be adopted. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the States and Territories be called and 
the call be completed with the understanding and agreement that there 
shall be no motion made to nd the rules, 

Mr. BURROWS. There will be no objection to that if we can be per- 
mitted to suspend the rules and pass the dependent pension bill. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand there is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard objection to the re- 


uest. 
Mr. BURROWS. Who made it? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HoPKINS]. 


Mr. CLARDY. I move to proceed with the consideration of Senate 
bill 1305, to incorporate the Maritime Company of Nicaragua 

Mr. BURROWS. Who objected to my proposition? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Several gentlemen objected. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hopxrys] objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My understanding is if consent be 
given to that bill then we will be taken out of the position in which 
we now are. 

Mr. CLARDY. No. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the bill to which the 
gentleman refers will be resumed when the call of the States is re- 
sumed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Withont any business coming in? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I object. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent to take up a Dill to or- 
ganize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, to which 
there can be no valid objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WARNER. Perhaps the gentleman might withdraw it. . 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Massachusetts will not object 
to this bill. It has been indorsed by the Chicago Conyention. I do 
not think any objection will come from that side of the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw his ob- 
jection? The Chair understands the gentleman does not withdraw his 
objection. 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill introduced by Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, was 
concluded; and it was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MUNICIPAL CODE FOR THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Iask,by unanimous consent, to introduce 
a bill (H. R. ——) to establish a municipal code for the District of 
Columbia. x 
The bill was read a first and second time. 
Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask for the reading of the bill in ex- 


tenso. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I rise to ask, by unanimons consent, that the 
House pass to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) for the reduc- 
tion of the revenue. It is evident unless this motion is adopted we 
will transact no business to-day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. If there is—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I demand the regular order, 

Mr. BLAND. I move to take a recess for twenty minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I moveanamendmentso we may take 
a recess until one minute before 5 o’clock. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Iask the gentleman from Kansas to yield to 
allow me to pass a little bill that will not take a minute. Itis merely 
to correct the description of a piece of land. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have no possible objection, so far as 
I am concerned, if it does not interfere in any way with our rights un- 
der the call of States. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Then I ask consent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would remind the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
made the motion to take the recess. The gentleman from Kansas, who 
moved an amendment to that motion, can not withdraw the pending 
motion; and until that is withdrawn the Chair can entertain no re- 
quests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I only ask the gentleman to yield to me long 
enough to allow the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas as an amendment to the pending motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri, that the House take a recess until 
one minute to 5 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The gentleman from Missouri consents that I 
may call this bill up. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’*] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the question is taken on the motion, I think 
perhaps we might reach some agreement by which business could be 
transacted to-day. Itis evident that the House at this late time in the 
session and at the present stage of its business does not desire to waste 
this day in useless dilatory proceedings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 
consent to take up the land-forfeiture bill—— 

Mr. CANNON. And I ask unanimous consent to take up the de- 
pendent pension bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORD. The ruling passion strong in death. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to taking up any bill that 
we can agree upon and dispose of it—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I do object to wasting the time of the House 
for the whole day. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
that it can not entertain any matter by unanimous consent pending the 
motion for a recess. The regular order being demanded—— 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] as- 
sented to the withdrawal of his motion for the purpose of permitting 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand the 
gentleman; and in addition to that a gentleman in front of the Chair 
has demanded the regular order. Now, if the motion for a recess is 
withdrawn, then the regular order of business will be the proceeding 
under the call of States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit a point of order—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
that the regular order has been demanded, which is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas that the House take a recess until one min- 
ute to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I wish to submit a question of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If the gentleman from Missouri who 
made the motion to take a recess for thirty minutes will withdraw his 
motion I will withdraw mine. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; I will withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion for a recess having. been 
withdrawn, the regular order is the p under the call of States, 
The gentleman from Iowa demands the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that the regular order is not insisted 
upon. I want the House now to agree to take up and consider—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understood the gentleman from Iowa to withdraw 
the demand for the regular order. 


Task unanimous 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not so understand him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has also de- 
manded the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; I renew my motion for a recess. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is toask unanimous consent that the House take 
up and consider the bill declaring the forfeiture—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Indiana that the regular order is demanded, «md that the Chair 
can not entertain any request. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my question involves one of order which I de- 
sire to submit to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis that I have asked unanimous consent to take 
up the bill declaring the forfeiture of certain land grants. Isubmit, 
sir, that the presentation of that request entitles me to have it sub- 
mitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der; and the question is on the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And I renew the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to remind the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, because the Chair wishes to be perfectly patient 
and res ul to the gentleman, that the regular order was de- 
manded before the Chair had an opportunity of recognizing the gentle- 
man to submit his request. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Chair state who has demanded it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] in front of the Chair for one, and the Chair has heard several 
gentlemen make the same demand from different parts of the Hall. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I renew the amendment that the 
House take a recess until one minuté to 5 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And that members be permitted to file 
their bills with the Clerk. ` 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is not my motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Isit not in order for the Chair to recognize a mem- 
ber to ask unanimous consent that a special bill be taken up and made 
the regular order of business for the day ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when the regular order has been 
demanded. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will not the request, if granted, supersede the de- 
mand for the regular order? ' 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not, 


The gentleman willstate his question 


Mr. BAYNE. If unanimous consent be given will not that super- |” 


sede—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not the liberty to en- 
tertain a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYNE, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I propose 
to ask that the dependent pension bill betaken up, to which there will 
be no objection on either side of the House. I propose to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the dependent pension bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the mo- 
tion pending the demand for the regular order. ‘The question is upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] that 
the House take a recess until one minute to 5 o'clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The suggestion was accepted by the 
gentleman from Kansas that members be allowed to file bills with the 
Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain requests 
for unanimous consent pending the demand for the regular order. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that the House take a re- 
cess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘That is for the purpose of giving the reading 
clerks a rest. 

The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

* Mr. BLAND. I call for a division. 

The House divided; aud there were—ayes 23, noes 75. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask for tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McSHANE, On that motion I ask for a division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 70. 

S» the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Tha House again divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 58. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum, 


XIX——367 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5857 


The SPEAKER protempore. Noquorumhas yetvoted. The tellers 
will retain their places. 

Mr. BAYNE. I suggest we have a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not adopt the sugges- 
tion. It requires a vote. 

The Chair put the question and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. BAYNE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 69. , 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to consider the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can notentertain a request 
for unanimous consent when there is ademand for the regular order.. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I call for the regular order, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I second the motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. On that motion I call for a division. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 20. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum, 

Mr. BAYNE. Itis not necessary to have a quorum, 
Pikes PEPAKEN pro tempore. A call is ordered. The Clerk will call 

e roll, 

The Clerk called the roll; and the following members failed to answer 
to their names: 


Allen, Mass. Enloe, Lynch, Randall, 
Allen, Miss. Ermentrout, Matfett, Reed, 
Atkinson, Felton, Mahoney, Rockwell, 
Belden, Finley, Maish, Russell, Conn, 
Biggs, Fitch, Mansur, Rusk, 
Bingham, Flood, Mason, Sawyer, 

Bliss, Foran, MocClammy, Sherman, 
Bowden, Gaines, McComas, Spinola, 
Browne, Ind. Glover, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Brown, Ohio Goff, McCreary, Stewart, 
Brumm, Granger, McCullogh, Stewart, Vt. 
Bryce, Greenman, McKinney, Struble, 
Butler, Guenther, MeMillin, ey, 
Canipbell, F., N. Y. Hayes, Merriman, Taulbee, 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y.Hemphilh, Montgomery, Thomas, IL. 
Carlton, Henderson, Iowa, Morgan, Thompson, Cal, 
Cockran, Hitt, Morrill, West, 

Cooper, Hogg. Morrow, White, Ind. 
Cox, Hooker, Morse, Whiting, Mich, 
Crain, Hudd, Neal, Wilber, 
Cutcheon, Junter, O'Neall, Ind. Wilkins, 
Darlington, Johnston, N. C. Osborne, Woodburn, 
Davenport, Kean, Penington, Yardley, 

De Lano, Laidlaw, Perry, Yoder, 
Dibble, Lane, Phelan, 

Dougherty, Lodge, Pidcock, 

Dunham, Lyman, Post, 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague [Mr. NEAL] is sick and absent 
by leave of the House. 

Mr. BREWER. My colleague [Mr. WirrtnG] is absent on account 
of illness in his family. I ask that he be excused. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will be excused. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MCKENNA. My colleague [Mr. Breas] left the House some 
time ago, sick. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will be excused. ‘Che Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas., Iask that my colleague [Mr. MOR- 
RILL] be excused on account of absence from the city on important 
business. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there benoobjection, the gentleman 
will be excused. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleague [Mr. Joun- 
STON ] is detained at his room on account of sickness. I ask that he be 
excused, 

The SPEAKER prolempore. If there be no objection, thegentleman 
will be excused. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GEAR. Task that my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa] 
te excused on account of sickness. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN). 
tion, the gentleman will be excused. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask that my colleague { Mr. 
TAULBEE] be excused on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be excused, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. The roll-call discloses 
the presence of 218 members, being more than a quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

The motion wag agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays are called for. 
Those os favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise and stand until 
counted. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I withdraw the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the motion 
to adjourn). The ayes seem to have it, 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. « call for a division. 

The question being aan taken, there were—ayes 90, noes 38. 

Mr.. WARNER, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, and 
others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeasand nays wereordered; there being—ayes 28, noes 90; more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

‘The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILIS that the House 
adjourn, it was decid ed in the negative—yeas 88, nays 105, not voting 


131; as follows: 
YEAS—88. 
Crain, Jones, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, k Rogers, 
Anderson, Ill Culberson, Landes, Rowland, 
Bankhead A Latham, Ba: 
g . am, 
Barnes, Davidson, Ala, Lee, a 
Barry, = Davidson, Fla. Lind, Seney, 
Bland, Dougherty, Martin, Shaw, 
Bliss, Elliott, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Blount, - Ford, McMillin, Sowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark, porner Merriman, ecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. ý Mills, Stewart, Tex, 
Buckalew, . Moore, 
Burnett, Grimes, Nelson, ~ 
Bynum, i Newton, Townshend, 
Candler, Hare, ‘ance, 
Caruth, Oates, Walker, 
Hayes, O' Ferrall Wheeler, 
Chipman, eard, O’Neall, Ind, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wilkinson. 
Collins, Howard, Parker, Wilson, W.Va. 
Cothran, Hudd, Richa: n, Wise. 
NAYS—105. 
= Fisher, Laird, Shively, 
Pern Iowa Anen ae meee 
erson, unston, Lehl! ' pringer, 
Arnold, Gal A Long, Steele, 
Baker, N. Y. Gear, Macdonald, Stockdale, 
Baker, Nl. Glass, Matson, Stone, Er 
Bayne, Grosvenor, McKenna, ne, Mo. 
Bingham, augen, MeKinley, 
Bowen, Hayden, McRae, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brewer, Henderson, MI. McShane, homas, 
Brower, ermann, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Browne,T.H.B., Va, Hires, Morse, y, 
Brown, J.R.,Va. Holman, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans. 
Buchanan, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Bunnell, Hopkins, II Owen, Wade 
Burrows, opkins, Va. Patton, Warner, 
Cannon, Hopkins, N. Y. Payson, Weaver, 
Caswell, ouk, eel, Weber, 
Cheadle, Hovey, Perkins, White, NY. 
dy, Jackson, eters, Whiting, Mass. 
Clements, Johnston, Ind. Phelps, i 
Conger, lumb, Williams, 
Davis, Kennedy, Pugsley, Wilson, Minn, 
Dingley, Kerr, Romeis, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Dunn, gore; Russell, Mass. 
Farquhar, La Follette, Seymour, 
. NOT VOTING—i31. 
Allen, Mass, Darlington, Kean, Randall, 
Allen, Mich. Davenport, Laffoon, Rayner, 
Allen, Miss. De Lano, W, Reed, 
Atkinson, Dibble, Lane, Rice, 
Belden, kery, ge, Rockwell, 
Belmont, Du x oe en 
neb, 
Ermentrout, ett, Poke? a 
Boothman, Felton, Mahoney, Scull, 
Bound, Finley, Maish, Sherman, 
Boutelle, ur, Simmons, 
Bowden, Flood, Mason, Spinola, 
Browne, Ind. Foran, McClammy, Spooner, 
Brown, Ohio Gaines, McComas, Stephen 
Brumm, Gay, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Bryce, Gibson, ' McCreary, Struble, 
Burnes, Glover, MecCullogh, Tarsney, 
Butler, Goff, McKinney, Taull 
Butterworth, Granger, Milliken, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Ca mpbell,T. J..N.YGreenman, Montgomery, Thomas, Ill. 
pbell, F., N.Y. Grout, Morgan, ‘Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, Ohio Guenther, Morrill, Thompson, Cal. 
Carlton, er, Morrow, Turner, Ga. 
Clark, pee Amel Neal, Washington, 
Cockran. Henderson,Iowa Norwood, West, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Nutting. r White, 
Compton, Hiestand, O’ Neill, Mo. Whiting, Mich. 
Cooper, tt, Osborne, Wilber, 
Cowles, Hogg, Penington, Wilkins, 
Cox, Hooker, Perry, Woodburn, 
Crouse, Hunter, Phelan, Yardley, 
Cummings, Hutton, Pideock, Yoder, 
Cutcheon, ohnston, N, C. Post, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until further notice: ji 

Mr. Cox with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 


Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 
Mr. HUTTON with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. j 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLOOD. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. GUENTHER. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. CocKRAN. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. FORAN with Mr. WEST. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. OATEs. 
Mr, DOUGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. McCuLLocH. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Mr. CumMixGs with Mr. MCCORMICK. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. BURNETT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. DE LANO. 
Mr. NEAL with Mr. MORRILL. 
Mr. PERRY with Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. Bryce with Mr. LAIDLAW. 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. OSBORNE. 
Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. McComas, 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Mr. McCrasmry with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WOODBURN. 
Mr. LANE with Mr. WILBER. 
Mr. Foran with Mr. DuNHAM. 
Mr. REED with Mr. DOCKERY. 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
Mr. FISHER with Mr. CUTCHEON. 
Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. Burnes with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. UT with Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. Bynum with Mr. STEVENSON. 
The following-named membera were announced as paired for this 
day: 
Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. YARDLEY. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. FITCH. 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BOWDEN. 
Mr. Cow es with Mr. BoorHMAN. 
Mr. Hoae with Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. 
ing following-named members were announced as paired for two 
ys: 
Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. FINLEY. 
The result of the yote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. MILLS. Regular order. ; 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the reading of the bill which 


.| I have already sent to the desk. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Let us take up the dependent pension bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the bill introduced by 
it gentleman from Iowa is asked for, and the Clerk will proceed to 

it. = 

Mr. HATCH. Iask the Chair whether under the order of the House 
we will not adjourn at 5 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the standing order. 

Mr. HATCH. It is certain this bill can not be read between now 
and 5 o’clock, and in the interest of the reading clerks I hope gentle- 
men will agree to the motion to adjourn. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10682) for the relief of Cynthia J. 
Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 10683) for the relief 
of William Brice & Co. and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 10684) granting a pension to 
Christian Shaffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10685) granting a pension to Co- 
lumbus C. Patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10686) granting a pension to John 
L. Treanor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10688) granting a pension to John K. Ferguson— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10689) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Oldham—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10690) for the relief of Joseph F. Hawley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 10691) to increase the pensios 
of Mary A. Bedel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10892) granting a pension to Ellen D. 
Scott—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10693) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of William Sexton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John 
W. Ellis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 10695) granting an increase of 
pension to Caroline V. English—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10696) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ball— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 10697) for the relief of Elizabeth G. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McSHANE: A bill (H. R. 10698) granting a pension to Dan- 
iel Sarver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 10699) granting a pension to 
Charles Thurston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10700) granting a pension to John M. 
Bailey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

“Also, a bill (H. R. 10701) for the relief of Mrs. Barbara A. Skeen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by request): A bill (H. R. 10702) grant- 
ing apension to Emilio Caraleri—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10703) for the relief 
of the heirs of John Wooten, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10704) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joshua H. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBER: A bill (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10706) for the relief of Al- 
phonse Desmarc—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10707) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who owned or occu- 
pied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reservation, which had 
been condemned by the HotSprings Commission and afterwards burned, 
and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the evi- 
ao now on file in the Interior Department—to the Committee on 

aims. èr 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 190) referring the claims 
of F. F. Bailey and Jordon Broadaway to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. x 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Cynthia J. Lewis, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Emily Oldbam—to the Committee.on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John K. Ferguson and of Charles 
Janot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3679 to pension Priscilla 
Prime—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to John S. 
Manor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of Hollis Stedman and others, of Green 
Lake County, Wisconsin, for better protection to wooland woolen man- 
ufacturing interests of the country—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. : 

By Mr. COLLINS: Memorial and resolution of the board of alder- 
men and common council of Boston, Mass., for the passage of joint 
resolution granting the use of Castle Island to the city for park pur- 
poses notwithstanding the President’s veto—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Ned Bright, of Squire Gardner, of Eliz- 
abeth E. Jordan, of M. D. L. Jordan, administrators of William Jordan; 
of estate of J. Robinson, of Mary J. Light, of William H. Landrum, 
and of James Cronan, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Joint memorial of the Board of Trade, Com- 
mercial, Maritime, and Drug Exchanges, and Vessel-Owners and Cap- 
tains’ Association opposing Senate bill No. 1448 and House bill No. 
4923—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of wool-growers of Oregon, asking for 
revision of the law classifying worsteds, so as to make them woolen 
cloths—to the Committee on Ways and Means. e 

By Mr. HOVEY (by request): Petition of Solomon Salin, of Troy, 
Ind., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LIND: Memorial of the Zach. Taylor Post, Grand Army of ; 


the Republic, of Fulda, Minn., praying for the passage of the dependent 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Boston Board of Marine Underwriters and 
others, in favor of House bill No. 10183 , for a light-ship off Nantucket, 
Mass,—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, petition of Elizabeth G. Mitchell, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Chatles Thurston, fora pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of Eli H. Stone and others, for 
amendments to the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Mary F. Lewis, of Clarke County, 
Virginia, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of James M. White and others, em- 
ployés of the Government Printing Office, urgently requesting the Com- 
mittee on Labor to visit that office and make a personal inspection of 
its wants and necessities as a workshop wherein the Government work 
is performed, and as to its capacity and conveniences for the employ- 
ment of men and women in mechanical trades—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of citizens of Baxter County, Arkansas, for 
needfal amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of B. A. Skeen, widow of Wilson Skeen, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Nancy Farris, of Elizabeth B. 
Dickey, of Elizabeth Duncan, of Charles L. Jones, of Thomas B. McElroy, 
of A.W. Bowers, of William B. Jennings, of Jacob Vanhoover, of Rachael 
Fanning, of Margaret Kines, of Mrs. A. J. Collins, and of David Hamil- 
ton, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of Willis Carter, of Natchez, Miss., 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of Gallia County, Ohio, for 
protection to wool-growing and woolen-man ing industries of the 
country—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of James E. Chappel, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as pro} in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. FRENCH: Of citizens of Portland, Conn. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. GEAR: Of 132 citizens of Des Moines and Washington Coun- 
tics, Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 3, 1888, 


The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Mr. Crisp, as 
Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the following com- 
munication: : 

SPEAKER’s Roomu, Hotses OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sre: I hereby designate Hon. CHARLES F. PEEN gos 
IR: © on. . er pro 
tempore at tho session of the House of Representatives toda aaa r 
. a , Speaker, 


Hon. Jons B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, and 


approved. 
AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution approved May 14, 1888, 
relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNrrED STATES, July 2, 1888. 

Resolved, That this joint resolution pass with an amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask unanimous consent that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment to the resolution which has just been 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

Page 1, at the end of line 4, add: 


“And the provisions of said joint resolution as hereby amended are extended 
until the close of the present Congress.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that amendment will be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS FLINT RIVER, GEORGIA. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 


5860 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 3, 


R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Flint River, 
in the State of Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

Iy THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1838. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, with amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. On behalf of the presiding officer [Mr. Crisp] I ask 
aroma consent to concur in the Senate amendments to the House 

ill. 
The Clerk reported the amendments, as follows: 
Page 2, line 18, after the word “ war,” insert " the construction of.” 
Page 2, line 18, strike out “built” and insert ‘‘commenced.” 
Page 3, line 1, strike out “‘ Congress ” aud insert "the Secretary of War.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the Senate amendments? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

BRIDGE AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
9816) to authorize the building ofa railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1888. 
Resolved, That this bill pass, with amendments. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, there are two formal amendments to 
this bill, one simply changing the word ‘‘Congress’’ to the ‘‘Secretary 
of War,” and the other providing that if the bridge is not constructed 
within three years it shall be forfeited without any judicial or legisla- 
tive act. a 

I ask unanimous consent to concur in these two amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk reported the amendments as follows: 


Page 3, line 26, strike out “ Congress” and insert "Secretary of War.” 
Page 4, line 4, after “bridge,” insert ‘ under the provision of this act.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the Senate amendments? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson Yates. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1888. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amendment. 

Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT SURGEONS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
35) to authorize the promotion of certain assistant surgeons of the Army 
after twenty years’ service; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE E. W. SHARRATTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 59) 
for the relief of George E. W. Sharratts; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 705) 
to establish additional life-saving stations; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LIGHT-HOUSE WHARF, ASTORIA, OREGON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 707) 
providing for the purchase of a site and the construction of a wharf at 
Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the light-house establishment; which 
was read a firstand second time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ? 

. SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read twice, and referred as in- 
dicated below: 

The bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to the widow of G. K. War- 
ren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2778) making an appropriation for the purchase of asite 
and the construction of a light-house on the headlands near the mouth 
of the Umpqua River in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1521) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai—to the Commit- 


tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1438) providing for the appointment of assistants to the 
chiefs of bureaus of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1257) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY S. FRENCH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 82) 

for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8. French. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
that bill be now put upon its passage. -It merely provides to refer the 
case to the Court of Claims for adjudication. The claim has been favor- 
ably reported to this House, and it has been acted upon favorably by 
both Houses in previous Congresses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the legal representatives of Henry S. French, deceased, 
late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized tobring suit in the Court 
of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 230 bales of cotton taken at Jones- 
borough, Ga,, in September, 1864, by General William G, Le Due, by order of Gen- 
eral Sherman, and turned over to the pAr T Ba doa and by him sold and the 
proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States; and for this purpose juris- 
diction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and determine and render 
judgment in conformity with the rights of the respective parties: Provided, That 
an appeal shall lic in said cause from said court to the Supreme Court as in other 


cases, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the report read, reserving 
the right to object. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It is a Senate bill which has just been 
laid before the House, and of course there is no House report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there a House bill for the same purpose? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not informed as to that. 

Mr. KERR. Has the case been referred to a committee? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The case has been favorably reported to the 
House by Mr. GAINES, of Virginia. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I move that the -bill be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the - 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] that this bill be now 
considered ? 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. 

ANCHORAGE OF VESSELS OFF THE PORT OF NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report and submitting an 
estimate of an appropriation for carrying into effect the provisions of 
the act in relation to the anchorage of vessels off the port of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
he printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BACON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on accountof sick- 
ness. n 

To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. HAYDEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LANDES, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY 8. FRENCH. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (S. 82) for the relief of Henry 8. French lie for the present on 
the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 653) defining the positions and salaries of assistant astronomers 
at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; and 
it was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to report back the Post-Office appropriation bill witk 
the Senate amendments and certain recommendations of the committee. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriation for the service of the Post-Oflce De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 


Mr. BLOUNT. ‘There were seven amendments made by the Senate 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The first amendment strikes out the paragraph providing ‘‘ for com- 
pensation to clerks in post-oflices for unusual business, as contemplated 
by Revised Statutes, section 3863, $50,000.” The House committee 
recommend non-concurrence in the amendment of the Senate striking 
out that item. 

The second amendment of the Senate strikes out the appropriation 
‘*for rent, light, and fuel to post-oflices of the third class, $650,607,” 
and proposes to insert in lien thereof ‘'$450,000.’? The committee 
recommend non-concurrence in that amendment. 

The third Senate amendment is the insertion of a proviso in connec- 
tion with the appropriation for rent, light, and fuel to post-offices of 
the third class, which proviso is in these words: 

Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third-class post- 
office for rent a sum in excess of $300, nor more than $60 for fuel and lights iu 


any one year, nor shall any contract be made calling for the payment of either 
rent, or fuel, or lights beyond the fiscal year 1889. 


The committee recommend non-concurrence in the amendment, 
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The fourth amendment made by the Senate strikes out the follow- 
ing provision in the House bill: = 

The Postmaster-General in his discretion may hereafter allow rent, light, and 
fuel at offices of the third class, in the same manner he does now at offices of 
the first and second classes. 

The committee recommend non-concurrence in this amendment. 

The fifth amendment of the Senate is— 

For the additional one of the free-delivery service made necessary by the 
act entitled “An act to limit the hours that letter-carriers in cities shall be em- 
ployed per day,” approved May 24, 1888, $1,000,000. 

The committee recommend concurrence in this amendment. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate provides— 


That hereafter the postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and scions shall 
be cha at the rate of 1 cent for each eight ounces or fraction thereof, subject 
in all other respects to the existing law. 


I to call attention to the fact that under the terms of this amend- 
ment the on cuttings, bulbs, etc., would be reduced to 
2 cents a pound, while the debate in the Senate discloses the fact that 
the purpose of the Senate in adopting the amendment, as of the gentle- 
man who offered it, was that the rate should be 8 centsa pound. By 
some clerical error the rate has been fixed in this amendment at 2 cents 
a pound. The committee recommend non-concurrence in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEELE. What is the present rate? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Sixteen cents a pound. 

The seventh amendment is what some of us term the “‘ subsidy amend- 
ment,’’ though other gentlemen might prefer some other designation. 
I will read the amendment: 

To provide more efficient mail service between the United States and Central 
and South America and the West Indies, $800,000. To promote the purposes of 
this appropriation the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to 
contract with American built and registered steam-ships for the transportation 
of the United States mails to such ports in said countries asin his judgment will 
best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be for a period of not less 
than five nor more than ten years, ata compensation not exceeding for each 
outward trip $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct and feasible 
sailing course between the terminal points as shall be found expedient and de- 
sirable to secure the ends above set forth. 

The Postmaster-General shall cause schedules to be furnished by the contract- 
ors stating dates of departure of steam-ships from the United States six months 
in advance, and in case of unreasonable failure of any steam-ship or steam-ships 
to depart with mails on the date or dates therein stated, the Postmaster-General 
may withhold from the contractor or contractors as penalty one-half the con- 
tract price for said trip or trips, and in the event of continued failure to depart 
on dates stated in the schedule the Postmaster-General may annul the contract 
or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress. 

The committee recommend non-concurrence in this amendment. 
There is a division of opinion in the committee in relation to the 
merits of the amendment; but I believe there is a unanimous feeling 
on the part of all the members of the committee that at this stage of 
proceeding it is better to non-concur in the amendment and let it go 
to the committee of conference. It is believed that in reference to all 
the amendments, save what I have designated as the ‘‘subsidy amend- 
ment,” there has not been the fullest information in the possession of 
the Senate—at least not so full information as was in the possession of 
the House, and which was not, by reason of the limitations on debate, 
brought to light in the discussion upon the passage of the bill. 

It is therefore deemed best to non-concur in all these amendments, 
trusting that we shall reach in the committee of conference a conclu- 
sion satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is it proposed to non-concur in the letter-carrier 
amendment? i 

Mr. BLOUNT. We recommend concurrence in the fifth amendment 
with relation to letter-carriers, because a careful estimate made under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General discloses the fact that the ap- 
propriation proposed in that amendment is the least sum that can be 
got along with in order to execute the law; and the House committee 
agree entirely with the Senatein thinkingit advisable to get that matter 
out of the way. The committee therefore recommend non-concurrence 

' in all the amendments, numbering seven, except the fifth amendment. 

Therefore, unless some gentleman desires a separate vote, I will move 

to non-concur in all the amendments except the fifth, and ask a com- 

mittee of conference. 

I also ask to be permitted to print in the Recorp the views of the 
Postmaster-General in reference to all these amendments. ~ 

TheSPEAKER protempore, ‘The gentleman from Georgia asks leave 
to print in the RECORD a letter of the Postmaster-General in relation to 
the pending amendments. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears none. 

n - POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE Pi ENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1888, 

Sır: In compliance with your request I have the honor to return herewith 

e with my views upon the several amendments, which appear by eras- 
ures and italics, and are numbered I, 2,3, 4,5, 6, and 7, 

1. "For compensation to clerks in post-offices for unusual business, as con- 
templated by Revised Statutes, section 3363, $50,000.” 

In my opinion, this provision of the appropriation bill should be relained. 
Very early in my adr tion of this Department my attention was called to 
many cases where visitors attracted by business enterprise, in pursuit of health, 
or for other considerations, had been drawn in such numbers to localities as to 
completely overwhelm the ordinary means and facilities provided by the De- 
partment for the service of the mails at such places. In one place the popula- 
tion increased from 20,000 to §0,000in four months. The result was that not only 
were there no adequate means to serve the public at the local post-o but 
what there were, were prostrated. By the ordinary legal methods under which 
allowances might be increased at such places, by an advance in class—third and 
fourth class oflices—there could be no adyance, and consequent allowances to 


such offices, except upon quarterly returns of business; and even then unless 


the office reached the grade of second-class upon such returns no allowance 
could be made for such an exigency, to enable it to employ clerks, or to provide 
adequate quarters for conducting the increased business. There was no fand 
on hand from which an extraordinary allowance could be made under the stat- 
ute aboye referred to. There had been no fund provided from which it could 
be allowed. And even if the appropriation for clerk-hire of first and second 
class offices could have been drawn upon legally, which a proper construction 
of the statute would not permit, there was no fund in that a piga which 
could be spared. Obligations for which no ht ach a had been made could 
not be incurred, In state of things I had the honor to submit to Congress 
an estimate for an gent deficiency appropriation embracing an amount to 
relieve these cases. at appropriation was promptly voted and relief was 
ag after great hardship borne by avery large number of citizens from the 
elay. 


Every observant citizen knows that in this country, with an exceptionally 
restless and enterprising people, with facilities for rapid and safe travel to every 
part of the land, the conditions above described frequently occur, and must 
continue to do so. Power and means should be at hand to give instant relief, 
In so far as the Government serves its citizens it should care for them whether 
at home, at summer or winter resorts, upon their travels, in their business en- 
terprises, and at all places which know them. It has been suggested that this 
small sum provided might be used to increase the salaries of postmasters under 
the statute above cited; but the estimate, and the bill as drawn, provide for 
nothing but clerical assistance in the extraordinary cases specified. The ap- 
propriation should be made separately, so that there may be no confusion and 
no trenching upon the regular appropriation for clerk-hire, which is barely suf- 
ficient for the purposes for which it is appropriated with a properly economical 
administration of the fund. Applicants for this relief should know that the 
fund is limited, and that the case must be one strictly within the object of the 
appropriation before it can be trenched upon, 

2and 3. ‘For rent, light, and fuel to post-offices of the third class, $450,000: 
Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third-class post- 
office for rent a sum in excess of $300, nor more than $60 for fuel and light in any 
one year; nor shall any contract be made calling for the payment of cither rent 
or fuel or lights beyond the fiscal year 1889.” 

In my opinion the item for rent, fuel,and light for post-offices of the third 
class should be restored əs originally fixed, to $650/607. There should be no 
arbitrary limitation of the allowances from the fund to the ten different grades 
of this class as proposed. There are 1,908 third-class offices, the te of 
whose gross receipts reaches $7,202,808, an amount equal to the gross receipts of 
SA the moro favored ay kay age oe Pen Dastana; of these — ers 

n amount and largely differs in the wor! posed, e gross rece! range 
from $1,900 to $8,000. The business of separating and preparing 1 to send 
out to other points on star routes or routes does not appear in gross 
receipts. In the majority of the third-class offices mails are received, not for 
local distribution, but for retransmission, without new payment of tage, for 
distribution on subroutes of which the third-class office is the 1 terminus. 
If the limit named in the proviso for rent, fuel, and lights were assigned to each 
of the third-class offices the amount required would be $686,880, but many, in all 
fairness in the interest of good service, would cing berg more than that limit, and 
many would require less, Certain it is, thatif relief at all is to be given to these 
offices, which constitute over 75 per cent. of the Presidential post-offices of the 
country, and on whom rests the chief burden of the business outside the great 
cities, the amount should be at least the original estimate. 

Under ie poets law, on the face of the relations between the Government 
and the third-class postmasters, the Government offers each a salary of from 
one thousand to two thousand dollars. Practically, however, the supposed re- 
cipient of the salary does receive it, but pays it out again—save as he may be 
relieved by special but wholly inadequate allowances for separating service— 
to secure Serge for the proper transaction of the public business, and for 
necessary help or clerk-hire to enable him to properly serve the mails, and for 
furniture, fixtures, and stationery. 


As I have before had occasion to state, after a careful consideration of the _ 


whole subject, the policy pursued by the Government towards those who 
serve in the capacity of third and fourth class postmasters has not been suchas 
is worthy of thisenlightened, liberal, prosperous, and just Republic. The treat- 
ment of the fifty-six thousand seven hundred and eighty-five offices of the third 
and fourth classes, who do the business of the country at large, does not com- 
pare favorably with the properly liberal policy pursued toward the less than 
six hundred offices of the first and second classes, comprising those which trans- 
act the business in the cities. 

As well stated by my distinguished predecessor, the late Hon. T. O. Howe— 

“ Every postmaster receiving less than $2,000 per annum finds his own office, 
furniture, warmsand lights it, does his own work, and buys his own stationery; 
but the moment his salary reaches $2,000 the whole condition is changed. Then 
the office may be,and usually is, provided by the Government; is furnished, 
warmed, and lighted by the Government. is stationery and his clerks are 
paid for by the Government. In possible if not actual cases the salary is a mere 
sinecure for which no service isrendered beyond signing the official papers.” 

It may be said, too, of the fourth-class offices that through all uctions of 
postage the amount of postage received has furnished the standard of compen- 
sation. No other standard has been adopted and no other bart bratan of 
compensation has been made which in justice is required, especially when the 
increased labor im by increased business has resulted from lower post- 
age, which has at the same time reduced compensations. 

There are now first and second class offices as follows: 


First-class...... esvadeosvaavesece OT 
Second-class... . 497 
594 
Of these there are in Government buildings paying no rent... s.s.s Sissa DA 
503 


Irrespective of the comparatively large salaries paid to Presidential postmas- 
ters s these two classes, the following are the appropriations made for their 
maintenance: 


, including stations... 


The gross receipts of the first and second class offices are......... 31,246,413 

It will be seen that there is paid out for the business of first and second class 
offices about 50 per cent. of the gross receipts. 

The aggregate of the gross receipts of the third-class offices is.....,...... $7, 202, 308 

They have no allowances for rent, fuel,and light. No allowances for clerk- 

hire (save as may be assigned under a special statute for separating service, 
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amoun in the to but 734). So that the nineteen hundred and 
Sng aggregate $268,734) e 


t offices can claim nothing but the salaries aggregating $2,561,300. 
append herewith the tables fi me by the chief of the salary and al- 
lowance division from which the above figures have been 


If it is still contemplated to afford any amendment to the condition of the 
fourth-class offices, I may add for your information that on returns just com- 
ess for the four quarters ended March 31, 1888, the aggregate postal revenues 

m those offices was $13,031,190.90. 

The postal revenue of the third and fourth class offices My aT for the same 
period is $20,233,498.90; of the first class for that period it is 16,337. 

“4. The Postmaster-General, in his discretion, may hereafter allow rent, light, 
and fuel at offices of the third class in the same manner he does now at offices 
of the first and second classes,” 

For the reasons I have heretofore given, I do not think there should be an 
arbitrary limitation on the Postmaster-General’s discretion as provided in the 
provision (3)abovequoted, The provision, however, should be amended, for the 
reason that the standard applied to first and second class offices would not serve 
for third class offices, as the system of compensation by box-rents and commis- 
sions does not apply. In my opinion, a limitation upon the discretion of the De- 
partment shoul Hered: § by igs, a masin unana by a system of 
Pereo agea cn Sok Erea neoeiies, ana suggest that this be fixed at 8 
cent. with a proviso that nothing herein contained shall be construed as taking 
away the power of the Postmaster-General to allow for separating as at pres- 
ent; such allowances to come from this fund. 

5. “For the additional expense of the free-delivery service, made necessary 
by the act entitled ‘An act to limit the hours that letter-carriers in cities shall 
be employed per day,’ approved gn Beg! 1888, $1,000,000.” 

You have y had my views that the appropriation of $1,000,000 to carry 
out the visions of the eight-hour law is adequate and needed. 

| Shes hereafter the postage on seeds, cuttings, bulbs, roots, and cions 
shall be charged at the rate of 1 cent for each 8 ounces or fraction thereof, sub- 
ject in all other respects to existing law.” 

I have had the honor to express my views on the subject of postage on seeds, 
cuttings, bulbs, roots, and cions in several previous communications. I can 
not doubt that the amendment inserted in the accom ying bill, as peas 
inasmuch as it provides that-the postage shall be “at the rate of 1 cent for each 
8 ounces or fraction thereof” isa clerical error. I do not understand that it has 
ever been contemplated that this postage should be reduced more than one-half. 
I have not before heard that it had been suggested to reduce that postage to 2 
cents per pound. 

SUBSIDY. 


‘The remaining provision of the bill is as follows: 
Pi -To provides more efficient mail sérvice between the United States and Cen- 
an 


j 
ment will best subserve said postal service. Said contracts shall be fora period 
of not less than five nor more than ten years, at a compensation not exceeding, 
for each outward trip, $1 per nautical mile of the distance in the most direct 
and re sailing course to secure the ends above set forth, 

¢ ostmaste! 


tract price 
on dates stated in the schedule the Postmaster-General may annul the contract 
or contracts, or the same may be terminated by Congress.” 

It will hardly be claimed for this legislation that it is either demanded or re- 

uired, or that it can be utilized for the benefit of the postal service merely. 
resources and powers of the Department have proved entirely adequate to 
afford to the citizens of the United States a foreign mail service equal to, and in 
most cases superior to, that of any nation in the world. Nine-tenths of our for- 
eign letter mail crosses the Atlantic, and the settled policy of the Department 
has been to employ the swiftest vessels from week to week for carrying the 
mails. The Department, at the request of prominent merchants, importers, 
and bankers of the United States having commercial relations with foreign 
countries, has endeavored to induce foreign postal administrations to adopt a 
similar policy to promote expedition and security in correspondence. 

Under the present system, on routes other than to Euro; ports, mails 
have been carried in American steam-ships at four times the rates paid for 
transatlantic service, although no foreign vessel hasever refused or hesitated to 
accept the sea postage; or one-fourth the rate paid to American bottoms. Un- 

-~ der the present itions the Central and South American letter mail increases 
at the rate of about 10 per cent. in weight a year, and the number of sailings to 
West Indian and Central and South American ports from the three ports of New 
York, New Orleans, and San Francisco increased in the fiscal yearending June 
30, 1887, from 712 to 831. In addition to the compensation paid in money, all 
common carriers by water are greatly efited by carrying the mail. Pro- 
vision for their benefit in Brazilian ports are as follows: Mail steamers are al- 
lowed to immediately discharge their cargoes, preference being given them be- 
fore any other vessel and before they have been entered at the custom-house, 
both on week days and on Sundays or holidays. 

They may sail at any hour,day or night, afterthey have received the mail,and 
can not be detained under any pretext whatever beyond the hour fixed ror sail- 
ing. Similar benefits are provided for mail steamers at other West Indian and 
Central and South American ports. While the Department in every case has 
given the preference to American ships at four times the cost of carriage on com- 
peting foreign shipsas permitted by law, yetin very many cases because of very 
much greater beg Sate or because of the absence of proper facilities in Ameri- 
can steamers, or of very great delays,the otherships offering have been 
piren the business at the lower rate on the principle that the first duty of the 

ment to our citizens under the law was to give them the best, most ex- 
itious, and certain mail facilities within its resources, 

If there shall be superadded to the functions of postal administration that of 
administering a subsidy or a bounty for the promotion of American shipping 
interests I can readily see why, in practice, these two offices must so conflict 
that, so far from being of advantage to and promoter of efficient mail service, 
such a subsidy, with such a purpose, in the hands of the Postmaster-General 
must antagonize and overbear the primary object of his office, which is to give 
to the correspondence of our citizens the best expedition and certain transmis- 
sion. Ifthe bounty or bonus system is to be revived, it should be done without 
involving this Department in the complications certain to arise from adminis- 
tering it, and without hampering its fundamental rule of action, which is that 
the mails must go at all events. 

While we granted aid to Pacific railroads, with conditions imposed that the 
mails should be carried for a credit on the debt, yet the Department was left 
frec to employ better or more expeditious routes in its discretion, The proposed 

islation will be in effect a mandate to the Postmaster-General to contract 
with Ame Ame steam-ships for the trans- 
ce of the mails to the ports of Cen and South America and the West 
dies for a period of not less than five years and with a compensation for each 
outward trip of $1 mile. There is no condition for advertisement, and in- 
leed, unlike even the British subsidy acts, competition is not comtemplated or 
permitted, as the contracts are to be limited to American ships, and as to these 


will be practically limited to those now in existence, between whom there is 
Nagy aqme no competition because of the number which can be employed 
e service. 


y the maximum rate provided, Å e., §1 2 ea 

ew without troubling them with any negotiations as to terms, and, in- 
deed, as you will observe, without even the lodgment of discretion in the De- 
pornon; to designate from what ports of the United States the mails shall sail. 

t may be said in passing that presumably the “terminal points" from which 
sailings will be made, if self-interest, as is usually the case, governs, will bethose 
from which the greatest number of nautical miles ma: emeyuten, rather 
than from those at which the convenience and needs of the ce would be 
suited. It may be noted also that the schedules of sailings are to be furnished 
by the contractors, and not by the Postmaster-General; altogether from an 
analysis of the proposed legislation it would seem to exclude the exercise of 
any power of any representative of this Government to provide for this mail 
service in the interest of the people, except after contract, which must be on 
the carrier’s own terms and after the carriers have fixed the schedules accord- 
ing to their ideas of what the mail service should be, to compel them to con- 
form to their own expressed views and decision asto the public convenience 
and the public interests. 


I do think, however, that the carrying out of that policy should not be 
thi ona 


rectly, if the Government shall determine to pursue a poli 
this branch of private business, With very great respect, 


Herewith 4 furnish you two tables, marked “A” and “B.” From them you 
Will see that the mails of this country were carried to Central and South Amer- 
ica and the West Indies for the fiscal yearended June 30, 1887, by foreign steam- 
ersat a cost of $7,936.27 at the single rate, and by steamers of American register at 
a cost of $39,381.57. The number of miles sailed by the foreign ships employed 
was 666,448; the miles sailed by the ships of American register employed were 
546,758. It will be seen, on the plan of payment proposed, which is fixed with- 
out regard to the amount of mail carried, that the service, which cost us in the 
fiscal year 1887 $47,317.84, would have cost us, if paid for as proposed, $1,213, 206. 
It is estimated that the weight of mails will be for the next fiscal yearincreased 
20 per cent. over these figures, and from what I have before shown it will be 
seen that the number of sailings will be increased in about the same ratio over 
the figures given in Tables A and B. The total cost of the sailings under this 
bill, predicated upon the business of 1887, can be but an approximate standard 
by which to estimate the cost under a provision of $1 for every nautical mile 
for each outward trip. 

But without zegara to the cost, it is perfectly evident, from an examination of 
these tables and from the experience of the Department in affording the best 
attainable service, that ‘‘American-built ships” alone, with whom the Depart- 
ment can now contract under this bill, and with which it must tract for a 
term of years, can not perform the service absolutely essential. Heretofore, as 
I have said, whenever it has been possible and consistent with the best inter- 
ests of the public which this Department serves, American ships have been em- 
ployed to carry the mails at four times the rate paid to foreign ships; yet with 
this policy steadily maintained, to give proper service at all it has been neces- 
sary to employ other carriers, as shown by Schedule A. One of the most serious 
disadvantages from connecting the proposed subsidy with this Department will 
be that, even in cases where service is not furnished to certain ports by American 
ships at all, carriers that might be had will hardly suffer the enormous discrim- 
ination in compensation for the carriage of the mails. The conditions would 
certainly predispose human nature to refuse to perform the service at all. 

Again, itwill not commend itself to our peopleif, with this enormous compen- 
sation, avowedly for the carriage of the maiis, frequency of transmission shall 
bel ly curtailed, even to ports touched by American ships, as must be the 
case w we pay one carrier about two hundred and fifty times as much as we 
offer for the same service to another. In my opinion the bill would not be ad- 
vantageous to the service, but the disadvantages would be positive in so far as 
this Department is concerned; while if it shall become a law, the Department 
will of course faithfully administer the fund in accordance with the spirit of the 
act. I feel confident that such administration will result only in avery great pe- 
cuniary benefit to a dozen individuals, at the expense and embarrassment of 
good service, and of inconvenience, injustice, and material injury to the great 
body of the people, whose money will be used in the purchase of those results. 

Considering this as a subsidy pure and simple, unconnected with the postal 
service, it becomes a question of geneal policy with which this Department has 
nothing to do. The subject has n ably and exhaustively discussed in Con- 
gress, notably in the Thirty-fifth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-ninth. You, 
sir, and other distinguished members of the Post-Office Committee as at present 
constituted, have on the floor of the House presented the learning which the 
history of the subject, political economy, or the experience of legislation can 
teach. It has been frequently demonstrated by the experience of this and other 
countries that to enable one line by Government aid to carry more cheaply and 
thus to destroy competition, does not promote commerce.* The most success- 
ful ocean steamship lines of the Continent—those of Hamburg and Bremen—re- 
ceive no pay from the government other than the moderate pos! rates.} The 
British precedent is not in point and would not be even if Great Britain did not 
offer her mail service to ers of the world. “Her aims are political and 
not commercial. She must have constant communication with the colonies 
and she has t large sums for this object. She must have an efficient and 
capable transport service for the protection of those colonies.” { The views of 
that government are stated in Mr. Scudemore’s report (Parl. Papers 1867-8 XII, 
131) as follows: 

“The question (mail subsidy service) can not be dealt with on commercial 
ponens: * * © For the sake of keeping up such communication with the 

as the nation requires they must set commercial principles at defiance, and 
cost what it may the nation must either pay them what they lose thereby or 
forego communication.” 


as ater marines of foreign countries, Forty-ninth Congress, Ex. Doc. 
o. 
A Log Congress, second session, Ex. Doc. No.38. ° Forty-sixth Congress, 
on session, House committee report No. 342. 

Hadley. 


England may subsidize lines of ships to open new markets for 
pe azar because sho freely ex commodities wits bach markets, and 


changes 
Don posar At ener Seos the commerce to steadily decrease the subsid 


sell and never to buy. The 
one has to sell for cash with no reci 
goes out and cargoes back are m 

out will not be bought unless we buy in exchange, and it will be 
bought if we are willing to trade. Until these conditions come, subsidies may 
maintain a line so long as the subsidy lasts and then the line will go down for 
want of legitimate trade. If, however, the subsidy pelicy is to be pursued, I 
venture to su; tthe Mexican method. When a rf ey arrives with a cargo the 
tariff tax is divided with the ship-owner, the latter taking 50 cent. of the 
duty on the he brings in payment on account of his su y. The trad- 
ing-ship is thus enabled to remit to the consignor, if he will employ his ship, 
a portion of the government duties, and thus the ship-owner is indeed enabled 
to promote trade with foreign countries directly. An improvement upon the 
Mexican method in the interest of the promotion of trade and of the building 
of ships to conduct it, would be to enable the owners and the builders to re- 
ceive at the port of consignment in that country still a greater proportion of the 
duties imposed by the government upon the Nord 7a 

In this way the Mexican ship would be enabled to get her cargo, a fair 
profit for carriage, and sell to the Mexican consumer at a price at which he 
could conveniently buy, take out a cargo for exchange, and repeat the process, 
to the cultivation of much closer commercial relations with foreign countries, 
and to the maintenance of Mexican shipping. Of course, the Mexican method 
is somewhat cumbersome, and the same en ht be reached without indirec- 
tion and without the payment of a subsidy by removal or reduction of the 
Mexican tariff on imports. 

While on the subject of closer commercial relations with South and Central 
America, for the promotion of which the bill under consideration is doubtless 
intended, I call your attention tosome interesting figures, Our total trade with 
Brazil for the year ended June 30, 1887, was as follows: 


Total imports.........+0++ ENE AR 
Our total exports to Brazil were. 
Of the imports we im no 
We did impose a tariff upon...... 


Our total trade with Central America for the same period was as follows: 


ts 
We did impose a tariff upon : ~ 
Our total trade with the United States of Colombia was as follows: 


Of the imports we im 
We did impose a tari 


Our total trade with the Argentine Republic was as follows: 
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Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST Assistant POSTMASTER-G: 
. SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1888. 


PRESIDENTIAL POST-OFFICES. S 
Stalement showing number of post-ofices assigned to the first, second, and third - 


class: 
Total number June 30, 1888... 
Number relegated to second class, July 1, 1888... 
Number of second advanced to first, July 1, 1888... 
Net increase, first class, July 1, 1888. .........0009« ALENE 


Total number first class, July 1, 1888............0seseeerees PEASE AA NREN 
Second class: | ; 


Total number June 30, 1888..... 
Number of second advanced t: 


nee eaees eee ewe eet naneeeees 


Net increase, second class, July 1, 1888.......ecscsseresressssersecseesen| sense 61 
Total number second class, July 1, 1888.......s00-+seceecreeescereses | ARPE canst 


Third class: 
Total number June 30, 1888 
Number of third advanced to second, July 1, 1888.. 
Number of third relegated to fourth, sat 1, 1888... 
Number of second relegated to third, July 1, 1888.. 
Number of fourth advanced to third, July 1, 1888.. 
Net decrease third class, July 1, 1888 ....... AAE NEO 


Total number third class, July 1, 1888..........ccccseceseessereseseceeslsseree| codecs 


Grand total Presidential post-offices (first, second, and third 
classes), July 1, 1888...... Sadek NIEL AIAN ER aA eed A ARES 


ALBERT H. SCOTT, Chief. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


P OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1838. 
e of salaries, Presiden- | & to of gross receipts, 
tial postmasters (by classes). “re post-offices (by 
Class. | < 
1887. 1888. |Inorease. bea 31, boa 7 eae ‘Increase. 
$298, 000 $341,200 | $48,200 598, 951 816, 337 217,386 
1,025,500 | 1,160,100 | 134,600 | 6,829,659| 7,480,076 650,417 
weve | 2,561,800 | 2,701,100 300 | 6,747,552 | 7,202, 


139° 202, 308 ; 
Total... 8, 880, 200 | 4,202,400 | 322, 100 25, 176, 102 | 8,408, 721 3, 322, 559 


Total imports... sés 
Total exports. evo 
Of the imports we imposed no tarif upon... ALBERT H. SCOTT, Chief. 
We imposed a tarif upon.....essressess TENI S — 
Bus, Statement showing the number of Presidential post-ofices in the several States and Ter- 
Our total trade with Chili- was as follows: ritories, and the aggregale salaries of the posimasters thereat as adjusted to take 
$2,863,233 | effect July 1, 1888, 
posed Pose 306 
wW m ” i + w 
We did impose a tariff upon............ pao 228, 897 Be 3 23 
3 3s 3 
These illustrate the universal rule by which the limitations upon commercial ga E É $ Sg 
relations and the carrying trade with all the countries of Central and South as oa 
America may be measured. A comparison of the amount brought into the States. sie E Eo 
country free of tariff with what we send in exchange is instructive. It should 3 oga s EE 
be noted that of the Brazilian imports free of duty, the large proportion value 584 A pA = 
is the item of coffee, after deducting which the lesson on exchange of trade as ae z 2 u 
bearing oh closer relations with all these countries is the same, and the uni- ice] Bea 
versal one. ARG = 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, < 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Post ‘er-Gencral, 864. 
Hon, Jas. H. BLOUNT, 
Chairman of the Commitize on the Post- Office and 4 900 23, 850. 60 
Post-Roads, House of Representatives. 20 31,800 134, 186. 91 
74 | 127,100 | 1,229, 224,56 
— 34 500 | "375, 268.52 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 58 | 103,300 745, 367. 44 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT PosrMAsTER-GENERAL, 48| 72,200 231, 733. 93 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 8| 12,500 77. 888. 93 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1888. 1 5,000 HL 091. 23 
Statement showing the aggregate gross receipts for the four quarters ended March 17 30,700 148, 737.83 
31, 1888, and (he number of Presidential post-afices from July 1, 1888, arranged by ace en Base 
, , . 
first, second, and third classes. 187 | 302.300 | 3,620, 019.55 
94 | 157,000 836, 265. 25 
Class. Number. | Gross 129 100 | 967,833. 58 
receipts. 127 | 202,000 812, 731. 91 
42 68,500 492,111,42 
12 19, 300 344, 229. 33 
40 66, 400 376, 328, 10 
20| 34,200 632, 337. 44 
133 | 239,600 | 3,034,070. 08 
124 | 295,100 | 1,224,579, 97 
57 90, 200 946, 079. 27 
25 37,200 122, 705, 43 
80 | 128,400 | 1,713, 422.29 
12 20, 400 94, 964. 91 
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Statement Shoting the neennber of Erori lonial poak-aflosn te the spuoral Dials ana Ter- 
ritories—Continu 


Slatement showing the number of pr eetentiet pork apoda te the several States and 
Territories—Continued. 


i3 | ties iid 
re EN zji 
H pki siy 


$116, 500 
10, 200 
53, 000 
123, 800 
14,500 
400, 400 
41,200 
255, 000 
as i Grand total gross receipts............. 
24, 000 Grand total postmasters’ salaries... e. 5 
30,200 Percentage of gross receipts absorbed by salaries.... p 10.92 
46, 900 The rocia of gross receipts of Presidential offices for the four quarters 
120, 000 ended 31, 1888, amounts to —— per cent. of the revenue of the Post- 
aan eas S bessa suvwwonshonaciininas Sopoto 9,400 Office Department for the same period. 


A.—Statement showing lines of foreign steamers plying between the United Slates and Central and South America and the West Indies, of each route, number of trips 
performed, weight of mails conveyed, rates of compensation, total amount paid each line, and total amount if paid at $1 per mile, during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1887, 


Total 
Total 
Name of line. number of amount if 


Kiel... s| New York. ..essssse.. 315 2 15,830 | $15, 830.00 
J. L, P! 2a 186, 440 41 55, 350 55, 350.00 
New Orleans and Central |.... 18,7 9 12,150 | 12,150.00 
34,287 102.73 5,339 1 5,339 5, 339.00 

TOOGA 3A, 280 373, 875 69.15 945 20 18, 900 18, 900, 00 

58.575 716,575 135. 32 1,740 9 15, 660 15, 660.00 

EON cccsovsrscesesseneseonscssse: «| Santiago ........ 5, 620 35, 577 8.85 1,472 36 52,992 52, 992. 00 
Williams & Rankine.. 49,515 472, 375 93, 36 2, 000 16 82,000 | _ 32, 000. 00 
FLarrison’s..+.sseccsesseseesoessssseesssel PSR 14,830 |. 88,335 22. 83 1,400 6 8400 | ` 8400.00 
United States and Brazil Mail.. 1317879 | 1,424,473 264.73 5,339 4 21, 356 21, 356.00 
BURG isos AEREE SIP (ENE =. a| Kingston..... 887,280 | 9,335,235 | 1,767.07 1, 460 33 48,180 | 48, 180,00 
Do... ` a 94,225 | 1,980,530 282. 05 2,000 4 8,000 8,000. 00 
Amethyst .....0ceceee Me TOSA DR SE T REE ORS NE RSF 1,300 8,920 2.12 2,000 4 8,000 8,000, 00 
New York and Jamaica..........|....4.d0.. 253,470 | 3,097,405 543.50 1,460 30 43,800 | 43, 800. 00 
? 139,670 | 3,478, 085 468. 68 2! 000 5 10,000 | 10,000.00 

62, 810 217,195 81.57 1,600 9 14, 400 14, 400, 09 

38,777 | 1,089,476 142.55 7,915 1 7,915 7,915.00 

14, 380 220, 45 35.14 2,150 7 15,050 15, 050.00 

740,635 | 6,781,490 1,269.11 678 40 27,120 27, 120, 00 

582,475 | 5,424,870 1,155.60 2,174 24 52,176 52, 176,00 

ENAREN., YAE 197,565 | 1,955,195 379.32 2,174 12 26,088 26, 088. 00 

83,280 745,595 152.32 5,339 17 90, 763 $0, 763. 00 

SEREN 103, 994 957, 898 192. 80 5,339 i 58,729 58,729. 00 

935, 000 131, 74 7,915 1 7,915 7, 915.00 

251, 005 40,90 2, 5 10, 335 10, 335. 00 

067,279 347 666, 448. 00 

—_— 


Total number of pounds.........!...0 
At rate of 44 cents for letters...|... 
At rate of 4.6 cent for papers....'..... 

Pr SS ER SS CE a a a a Sa, (EE ae) ey 2 ee) ee hs ee Eee 
B.— Statement showing lines of steamers of American register plying between the United States and Central and South America and the West Indies, length of each route, 


number of trips performed, weight of mails conveyed, rates of compensation, and total amount paid each line, and total amount if paid at $1 per mile, during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1887. 


Route. Weight of mail, | _ Total 


rate oi Total 
Hi $1.60 and Sonea ue: Num- amount if 
Name o! e. 8 cents por terminal paid = 
poun r mile. 
Letters. | Papers. | for letters| Points. P: pe: 
and pa- 
pers. 

unds. | Pounds. Miles. 
876 5,402 | $1,833.00 3,240 40 129, 600 | $129, 600, 00 
5, 464 82,468 | 15,340. 62 2,000 38 76, 000 76, 000. 00 
31 48 52. 97 Í 90 8 720 720.00 
101 837 228. 37 540 25 13,500 18, 500. 00 
92 970 224.71 400 iL 4,400 4, 400. 00 
55 966 165. 65 1,350 7 9,450 9, 450. 00 
11 69 23.39 1,400 2 2,800 2, 800. 00 
57 481 130. 40 95 24 22, 680 22, 680. 00 
1,545 | 17,707 | 3,887.77 1,065 35 87,275 | 87,275.00 
64 1,280 205. 30 1,315 8 10,520 10,520, 00 
3,752 | 60,024) 10,804.35 5,339 15 80,085 | 80, 085. 00 
95 506 192. 81 620 41 25, 420 25, 420. 00 
4 56 10.79 678 1 678 678.00 
330 4,395 960. 08 1,740 17 29,580 29, 580. 00 
8 225 30.32 550 2 5,100 5, 100, 00 
99 620 207.79 1,600 6 9, 600 9, 600.00 
Z| S| me) kam] | 28| aes 

New York and Cuba Mail 66 050, 

laces eevee 367 3,907 331. 48 %57 18 17,226 17, 226,00 
1,900 18, 845 4,547.47 2,067 30 62,010 62, 010, 00 
14,994 | 199,500 | 39,381.57 f...ssesssssseess. 546,758 | 546,758.00 


NICHOLAS M. BELL, Superintendent of Foreign Mails, 


1888. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, the gentleman proposes to non- 
concur in all the Senate amendments, except the fifth, and his motion 
to non-concur includes the amendment relating to foreign mail service. 
What about the discussion upon that particular matter? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The committee have thought that the views of the 
Senate were perhaps quite different from those of the House, and that 
a conclusion might be better promoted by having the debate later on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is the understanding that there shall be a 
full debate upon that point if there shall remain a difference between 
the two Houses when the committee of conference reports? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; if the conferees can not agree in reference 
to that item the matter will of course come back to the House. The 
committee think it will be proper to have it fully debated, and the de- 
liberate action of the House taken on the question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That meets with the views also of the minority 
of the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. ADAMS. I propose to vote for the gentleman’s motion, not 
only with the understanding that there shall be a full debate on this 
question when it comes back, but also with the confident tion 
that it will come back, because I am heartily in favor of the Senate 
amendment. I vote for the present motion simply to ite the 
business of the House, and with the confident hope that weshall have the 
debate, asthe gentleman from Georgia has expressed it, ata laterstage. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Will the gentleman from Georgia par- 
don me for making one suggestion in respect to the amendment of 2 
cents per pon provided upon seeds, roots, and cuttings as the rate of 
postage offéred by the SRR S I should not speak at this time were it 
not I am clear my colleague on the committee has made a mistake in 
the suggestion that the Senate intended to fix the rate at 8 cents per 
pound. On the contrary, the Senate have already passed a bill which 
is now pending in this House fixing that rate at 4 cen ta per pos. and 
this House, Mr. Speaker, stands prepared by a vote of two to one to 
ratify that amendment of the Senate whenever it can be got out of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in order thata vote may 
be taken. In regard to the non-concurrence, so far as the 2 cents per 
pound is concerned, I desire, when the conferees meet and the report 
comes back, that the question whether the rate shall be 2, 4, 8, or 16 
cents shall be thoroughly distussed, because I am sure that this House 
concurs in the sentiment of those who have already expressed their 
views in favor of 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend need have no question about the purpose 
of the Senate. If he will examine the report of the discussion of this 
bill and this clause in the Senate he will find the motion was made by 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB], and in presenting it to the Senate 
he announced the rateas 8 cents per pound. I will say to my friend that 
that matter has been examined by the committee fully. I believe he 
was not present on that occasion; but other members of the committee, 
majority and minority both, will bear me out. I did not expect any 
dispute upon this question, or Ishould have brought with me the records 
of the debate in the Senate. If confirmation were lacking, I am quite 
confirmed in my position by the statement of the Senator from Kansas 
himself to me, and also by the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads of the Senate, both of whom advocated it, show- 
ing that at the time the Senate the bill l provioiog for the 4-cent 
rate on seeds, bulbs, etc., the late treaty with Canada had notebeen 
made. The countries were on a different footing. So Iam quite sure 
there can be no mistake in relation to that matter, and trust the mo- 
tion will prevail. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. All I want is the privilege of debate 
when the report comes back. 

Mr. BLOUNT. With the utmost frankness to my friend in relation 
to this matter I wish to say Ihave no idea this question will come back 
here in shape for debate, It may. I will not undertake to say as to 
that. It is possible, for instance, that there may be an ent on 
every item in this bill except the subsidy clause. Iam inclined to 
think there will be. If that should be the case, it is possible my friend 
might not have an opportunity to debate the amendment except by 
voting down the whole report; and I think it is only fair to my friend 
to say so. I ask the previous "question on the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia moves to 
concur in the fifth amendment of the Senate and to non-concur in the 
other amendments. On that question the previous question is de- 
manded. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ‘question will first be put on 
agreeing to the fifth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now as to non-con- 
curring in the other Senate amendments. Is there a demand for a 
separate vote? The Chair hears no such demand. The question will 
be B a ds the amendments in gross. 

he amendments were non-concurred in. 

ri BLOUNT. -I hope the Chair will announce the conferees on this 
matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will name as conferees the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], the gentleman from Missouri 


pe eae and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM]. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the call 
of committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that when the House adjourn it adjourn 
to meet on Thursday next, to-morrow being the Fourth of July. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Forney], who desires to introduce a joint resolution. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY submitted the following joint resolution (H. Res. 191): 


Resolved by the House of resentatives (the Senate concurring therein), That the 
Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed in the enrollment of the bill 
(H. R. pii making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
rposes, to insert under the head of EA ines on “Tn the’ Signal Office” the 


following: *“t Four copyists at $600 eac so that said paragraph may when as . 


follows: 
“In the Signal Office: For one professor of meteorology, at $4,000; three as- 
ee rofessors of meteorology, at $1,800 each; two clerks of class 4; one bib- 
liographer and librarian, at $1,600; one clerk of class 2; one lithographer at 
$1, one clerk, at $1,000; fourclerks of classl; one translator and type-wri writer, 
at $840; 


four copyists, at ; four copyists, at each; four copyists, at 


$480 each; one messenger; one assistant messenger; one wa’ n; one car- 
penter, at $660; one messenger, at $600; one messenger, at $480; two labore 
at $600; two laborers, at each; two stitchers an folders, at "$480 each; an 
for the services of such other messengers, mechani and such other 


ics, labore: 
services as the spencers’ Sad War may deem necessary, in the office of the Chief 


Signal Officer, to carry into effect the appropriations made for the su of the 
be, mony Service, $2,540; in all, $40,460 “igs ppozt 
words directed to be De na rE having been omitted by error when the 


bill was en 

Mr. FORNEY. This item for these four copyists the House 
in the bill, but the enrolling clerk failed to insert it, so it did not go to 
the Senate, which makes it necessary to pass this joint resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS. Did this provision pass both Houses ? 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir; it passed this House. 

Mr. ADAMS. The provision passed this House, but did not pass the 
Senate. 

Mr. FORNEY. It did not pass the Senate, because it was not en- 
rolled in the bill as it went to the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand; but is there any precedent for a joint 
resolution like this? 

Mr. FORNEY. Ido not know; but this is the only way we can 
correct the mistake. These four copyists are necessary, and this joint 
resolution proposes that the Clerk shall put the item in the bill before 
it goes to the President. 

Mr. ADAMS. Could not this money be appropriated by joint reso- 
lution without mutilating the bill as it passed both Houses ? 

Mr. FORNEY. This is the quickest way to do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is intended to make the enrolled bill corre- 
spond with the facts. 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; it is to make the bill claim to correspond to 
the facts. 

Mr. RYAN. No; it is to make the bill correspond with the facts. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iask the adoption of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE PAGES. 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to introduce another joint resolution in re- 
lation to the of the House. It is provided in the legislative bill 
that the pages 1 not be less than twelve years of age, but there 
are nes en final here who are under twelve, and we propose to 
change the bill so as not to interfere with the present roll of pages. 
For that p I propose the joint resolution which Isend tothe desk. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 192) was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That so much of the 
act making appropriations for legislative, executive, er judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, "1889, as requires that the 

pages of the House of Representatives shall not be under twelve years of age 
Thall a not apply to pages in the employment of the House on the Ist day of Je: 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. The House has agreed to adjourn overuntil Thursday 
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morning; and as some of the members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means on both sides expect to be absent until Friday morning, I ask 
unanimons consent that after to-day the consideration of the tariff bill 
may not be resumed until Friday. 1 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihopetherewillbenoobjection tothatproposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The gentleman from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent that after to-day the tariff bill be not taken up until 
next Friday. ' 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it may be further understood that the tariff 
bill shall be considered on Friday to the exclusion of private business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas. TheChair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

TARIFF, 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the tariff bill. . 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The pending paragraph is lines 115 to 150, inclusive, page 13. 

The Clerk also read as follows: 


Cylinder and crown glass, polished, above 24 by 30 inches square and not ex- 
g 24 by 60 inches square, 15 cents per square foot; all above that, 25 cents 


per square foot. | 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think there is some mistake. According to 
my recollection, a motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee to 
strike out lines 103 to 117 was pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was passed over by unanimous consent. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


square, 
Mr. McoMILLIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 140, page 14, strike out “one and one-half” and insert “ two;” in line 
141 strike out “ one and three-fourths” and insert “two and one-half;" so as to 
read “above that and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 2 cents per pound ; 
all above that 2} cents per pound.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Asanamendmentto the amendment I offer the prop- 
osition which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 136, page 14, after the word “ one," insert" three-eighths;” in line 133, 
out “one-fourth” and insert “ seven-cighths p in line 140, strike out “one 

and one-half” and insert “two and three-eighths ;’’ in line 141 strike out “one 
aoa nite » and insert “two and seven-eighths ;” sothat the paragraph 


Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-g not exceeding 10by 
15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 
inches square, 14 cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches 
square, 2} cents per pound; all above that, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Committee of the Whole 
House to adopt the amendment just offered for the following reasons: 

To pass the bill as it now stands will cause the ruin of a very im- 
portant American industry. There are in this country 140 window- 
glass furnaces in fifteen States and Territories, with 1,246 pots, 1,100 of 
which are now running. ‘These factories have a capacity of over three 
and three-quarter millions of boxes on ten months’ run, which is more 
than the largest consumption of both American and foreign glass in 
any year in the United States, and nearly a million of boxes beyond 
the average consumption of the past ten years. There are about 8,500 
workmen employed directly by common window-glass manufacturers, 
in addition to the large number indirectly engaged in mining and pre- 
paring the sand, lime, coal, lumber, clay, and soda necessarily con- 
sumed. In fact, 80 per cent. of the entire cost of glass is for labor. 

Such is the magnitude and extent of the industry which this bill 
assails, and if it becomes a law will at once suspend, if not entirely 
destroy, a fate which nothing can avert except a cruel and unjust re- 
duction in wages paid to workmen. 

Prior to the tariff revision of 1883 the duty on unpolished cylinder 
crown, and common window-glass 10 by 15 inches and upward was 1} 
cents per pound; 16by 24 inches and upward, was 2 cents per pound; 24 
by 30 inchesand upward, was 2} cents per pound; 30 inches and upward, 
was3centsperpound. By thatrevisionit was reduced one-eighth of a 
cent per pound. This bill proposes a further reduction of three-eighths 
cent, or three times the reduction of 1883. Now, Ihave before me the 
statistics furnished by the Government, which I will give, and which 
will assist the committeein casting aside theory and enable it toconsider 
the condition which confronts us in respect to the pro, reduction. 

The facts given show that the reduction of 1883 is all that this in- 
dustry can possibly bear. In fact, as is well known to all who are fa- 
miliar with the subject, the great increase in the demand for glass above 
30 inches calls for a still higher rate on the larger size window-glaas, 

I invite the careful and candid attention of gentlemen on this floor to 
the effect of the reduction of 1883 on the quantity of foreign glass used 
since that period. 


Copy of statement by W. F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Wash- 
ington, D. C., January 4, 1888, showing the quantity, value, and amount 
of duty collected on imports of cylinder window glass, unpolished (entered 
Jor consumption in the United States), during each year ending June 30— 
Jrom 1880 to 1887. 


Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished. 


un 


333, 221, 555,12, 253, 212 


(24 cents per pouna)..'10, 693, 80E | 
Above 24 by aa 5 


(3 cents per pound).,|10, 137, 07¢ 304,112) 9, 654, 361, 268) 289, 645 
DOE soneasersegesstenceseps i 949, 851/1, 405, 977} 973, aaa et cad 999, 066 


306, 810) 245, 064 


Cylind ind lass, Er 
er window-glass, 
unpolished. 


Duty. | Quantity} Value. | Duty, 


* Resists 
Above2dby Sine a Weary et 


See EE SE ess | SE eee 
unpolished, 
Quantity | Value. | Duty. (Quantity | Value. | Duty, 


Window-glass,cylinder, 
crown, and common, 


847, 653,14, 820,548} 393,641] 277,885 


Pereka ses vacsennse |18, 541,511) 529, 
ve 16 by 24 and 


ts 
sesseesevn( 19, 432, 932] 622, 461, 532,16, 024,72| 451, 


15, 693,785) 514, 


727 1000; BAS SO; 900; O00; 1,701, 


per pound), noth 
Above 24 by 30inches 
(2} cents per pound) 20, 736, 483) 761,381) 596,174 


Total se TBH 7 417, 


1887. 


{pcan ey SE 
linder window-glass, 
S3 lish: = 


Quantity} Value. | Duty. | Quantity) Value. | Duty. 


unpolished. 


Pounds. 


Window-glass,cylinder, 
crown and common, 
-unpolished— 

ot above 10 by 15 
inches (1 cents per 


14, 117, 875} $319, $194,121 


13, 481, 271,435) 152,781 


per pound) .........../15, 212, 878] 388, 
Above 24 by 30 inches i 
(2} cents per pound) /13, $31, 57 


6,419,970) 367,146) 389, 974 
17, 608, 466,604} 506,243 


570, 2551, 263, 423 1,174, 341 627, 948 1, 424, 964 1, 343, 119 


Total ssseessssenssereas 


1888. 


Copy of statement by W. F. Swiizler, etc.—Continued. 


Total, four years, 1890-1883 ......s.scsescssccesseresseeesesers concen 
Total, four years, 1884-1887 ...... .....--+0+- 


Increase since reduction of duty ........ccsceuseeeeeee 


From this official statement it appears that the reduction of one- 
eighth cent per pound in 1883 has resulted in an increase of foreign 
importation of window-glass amounting to 64,296,766 pounds in four 

ears, and a net increase of revenue amounting in the same period to 
ZI 247 354. Mr. Chairman, if the honest purpose of this bill is to re- 
duce the surplus, my amendment must be adopted, or it will assuredly 
fail of accomplishing that result; for, if the slight reduction of one- 
eighth cent per pound has added to the surplus a million and a quarter 
of dollars in four years, how much will a reduction of three times as 
great add to the surplus? I contend that it will give the American 
market over to the foreigner, and that the revenue from window-glass 
alone will be more than four times what it now is, 

Sir, coal and natural gas for fuel abound in this country; we have 
sand, limestone, and clay of the best quality, and these materials are 
generally found wherever there are coal deposits. We now produce 
our own soda, and with these raw materials we can make glass in com- 
petition with any other people on the globe, upon one condition only, 
and that is with as cheap labor as other glass- ing countries have; 
and just here lies the difference—we have not the cheap labor, and for 
one I do not wantit. Now, the wages to the different classes of work- 
men are from two to three times higher in this country than are paid in 
Belgium, from whence comes the most of the glass imported. Accord- 
ing to the report of ‘‘Glass manufacture in Europe” (Department of 
State No. 29, page 329), the rates paid there as compared with the 
same class here are as follows: 


Employés. United States. 


The wages in Belgium are for a much greater number of hours daily, and for 
the whole year, while in the United States, the longest time worked is ten 
months, the <r ee four years being less than eight months’ blast. 

No later official for this class of labor are accessible, but from general in- 
formation, and because 1882 was a year of activity and high prices abroad, it is 
believed the difference is greater now against the United States, 


In order to be certain whether the present wage paid differs materially 
from that of 1882, I have procured the following statement from a very 
reliable officer of a window-glass company in my district, in which he 
Bays: 

DEAR Siz: In answer to your favor of the 13th instant. Itis dificult to get the 
exact wages paid in um, as reports from private sources donot agree with 
consular reports, but I think the statement made below is about correct. I also 
give you the average wages in Pittsburgh and the West. 


Some blowers will make much more t the amount stated, but that is ex- 
ceptional. 
Pittsburgh 
Employés. Belgium. | and the 
West. 

Per month, | Per month. 

Sn er eae SY ee et Se ee al $75 | $125 to $150 

Gatherers, about... os 25 70to 9 

Fiatteners, about..... 25 | 100to 140 
Flatieners' assistants 12 

Cutters..........8 25 90to 130 

Master sheare 30 90 

Shearers 15 45 

Pot-makers. oocscee 90 

n EE E A E NS RA A A A EENEN EEE SA F 35to 40 


The wages in Belgium are for much longer hours and a greater number of 
days per annum, e workmen in the United States have averaged only about 
thirty-two weeks per year since 1853. 

THOMAS D. CATLIN, Seerelary. 

Hon. RALPH PLUME, Washington, D. C. 

Now, the reduction provided forin this billis three-eighths cent os 
pound, or about 35 per cent. on the value of the glass, and to meet thi 
reduction would require a cut of not less than 50 per cent. in the wages 
of skilled labor. The profits of this industry to the capitalist have been 
fitful, uncertain, and entirely unsatisfactory since 1883. In my own 
city a window-glass factory has been established with a valuable plant 
which would cost from $75,000 to $100,000 to reproduce. It has been 
in operation about five years, and although the plant has been some- 
what improved, it has never paid a dividend. Glass is made there 
under favorable conditions. The best sand is delivered in the factory 
at $1.15 per ton; the melting is largely done with coal screenings at 50 
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cents per ton; the facilities for 
quality of goods made is first class. 
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tion are excellent, and the 
ere is a market at the current 
price, but this price can not be advanced for the reason that foreign 


glass, even at the present rate of duties, will come in and take the mar- 


ket if an advance is attempted. 
Sir, let this bill pass without this amendment, and either window- 


glass making must cease or wages must be reduced, and this I protest 


should not be done. The work of the glass-blower is of the hardest, 
He is exposed to excessive heat, from which there is no escape during 
the blow, which often continues for ten hours, and the skill required 
for good work is almost scientific. The wage paid for this service is 
good, and I am glad it is so, for it is honestly earned. No consumer 
of window-glass who knows the character of the labor required to make 
it will begrudge to these workmen the wages now paid them, nor will 
he thank the tariff reformer for transferring this business to a foreign 
land. He will say, let our raw materials which we possess in such 
abundance be used; let the labor required be well paid; let us do the 
work among ourselves and for ourselyes, and if the price is somewhat 
enhanced by such a policy, we shall reap more than equal advantage 
from making what we consume, and consuming what we make. 
Protection to the window-glass industry has cheapened the manu- 
facture of that article in the United States to such an extent as to re- 
duce by competition the price of both the American and foreign product, - 


so that the selling price of American glass has been reduced, as the fol- 


lowing tables will show: 


American glass. 
SINGLE THICK, 


Fifteen per cent. less price in 1888=$3.81. 
DOUBLE THICK. 


Sizes. 


pima m a p f3 
BeSSBas 


RSaneet 
8888383 


Fifty per cent. less price in 1888 = $27.68. 

Imported glass has also been reduced in cost by American competition. 

The foreign (invoice) cost, per statement of Bureau of Statistics, averaged for. 
year to July, 1877, 4.10 cents per pound, averaged for year to July, 1887, 2.27 cents 

und. 

Pete duty being specific, this large reduction in foreign cost (45 per cent. in 
ten years), increases the Sa lege ad valorem rate, but is no real advance, 
and foreign manufacturers baye practically paid all theduty. 

Mr. Chairman, pass this bill as it stands and break down, as you will, 
the window-glass industry of the United States, and permit foreign 
makers to supply the American market, who does not know that the 
price would soon be advanced by combines among foreign makers to the 
present price, if not higher prices still? 

Sir, if you want to destroy this industry refuse to pass this amend- 
ment and then pass the bill. If you want to protect the glass-workers 
of the country amend this bill as is now proposed. If you want to in- 
crease the surplus ig the Treasury reject this amendment and pass the 
bill. If you want to deprive 8,500 workingmen of good wages in glass- 
making and force them into other employments already overcrowded— 
a proceeding that in the end must largely increase the number of agri- 
culturists and so add to the surplus of their product while you lessen 
the number of consumers—refuse to adopt the amendment and pass this 
bill. 

Sir, I do not plead for the capital employed in the window-glass busi- 
ness. If this industry is crushed and the investment made in the 
plantis lost, that will entail no burden on capital that can not be borne. 
lt would inflict an unjustifiable outrage upon the owners, but capital 
can take care of itself, and it will do so withont special protection for 
itsinterests. Itis labor thatisindanger. Oneof the most important 
movements of the present period is the organization of labor for its own 
protection. Whenever capital is employed in operations, whether re- 
quiring labor to carry them forward or not, it seeks organization under 
corporate authority, that it may the more effectually carry on those 
operations and protect its interests. 
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Labor in this country has become intelligent, and it also is combin- 


ing. Organized labor is contending against organized capital. Who 
will deny its pertect right to do so? What just government will re- 
fuse in such a contest to extend the gis of its protection to that grand 
army of wealth-producers, whether organized or not organized, who 
constitute the great body of our people, from the banker at his counter 
to the wage-worker with his pick and shovel? We call garnered money 
capital, and so it is, but it is by no means the only thing entitled to 
that name. It is, however, garnered money, whether held by individ- 
uals or by corporations, which is too often heartless in regard to the 
just demands of the laboring man. The rich manufacturer of to-day 
may look with indifference on the great struggle now impending. 
Nay, he may even prefer free trade, for he knows that if all protection 
of Government is withdrawn from the laboring man who has astomach 
demanding food, who has limbs to clothe, who has a soul to aspire, or 
a family he loves dependent on his labor and effort, must resume his 
old place and take for his wage whatever capital may be able to give. 

For testimony on this point I will give here the declaration of a well- 
known wealthy Western glass-maker. 

Here is an interview with Judge Caton, of Illinois, one of the large 
manufacturers in our State, published in the Chicago Tribune shortly 
after the President’s message was given to the country: 

INTERVIEW. 

Have you read the President’s message ? 

What de you thin of it? 

It is x remarkable document, in view of what a message is supposed to be, 

What will be the result of it? 

‘The tariff question is now squarely si cary before the country as a national, 
a political, and a Presidential issue. A notice has been served thatthe Treasury 
is sucking up the money which ought to be in circulation, and that the business 
and commercial p t the country is at stake, and must be considered in 
Ton. wands Ewa ih ereh reduction of the tariff? 

Sn = the present time, ‘ 

y 
’ ings, ufact 2 
awe ona See a nd or eaea the tariff should be reduced ? 
I do; and for a reason which I think has not been advanced. The manufact- 
urer is not making any money, and does not profit by the tariff. The skilled 
laborer gets the profit. Advance the tariff on the manufactured article, and the 
confederation of trades advances his wages often above the tariff advance. 

You say you have had experience. In what direction? 

Asa glass manufacturer. I think we have in Ottawa the best glass-works in 
the country. We seem to be busy at all times. Up to date I have never re- 
ceived a dividend. On the con! „in order to preserve our plant and the cap- 
ital invested in it, I have advan funds from time to time, and the several 
works instead of paying me a profit are in debt to me perhaps a hundred thou- 
sand dollars or more, e high tariff imposed for our ple ware has all gone 
to the skilled laborer. The blower, lowest in the scale of usefulness, gets $4 per 
day, and the best men $8 perday. The blowers are like the iron puddlers at 
the blast-furnaces, who get from $$ to $12 per day. I believe if the tariff were 
abolished and our works shut down fora year, as they would have to be, the 
laborer would return to reason and allow our business to be conducted with 
some profit to the manufacturer. Iamnotalone in this view. I think you will 
find the sentiment growing among manufacturers that their invested money 
brings no return, but rather outlay, and that the only remedy is in the abolition 
of the tariff and a general suspension of manufacturing until the labor system 
shall be placed on a paying basis to capital. x 

Democracy denies the right of Government to protect any industry. 
It declares that the struggle should go on without let or hinderance; 
that the ‘“‘survival of the fittest’’ is thelaw which applies to man and 
to the Government, as well as to the lower forms of life. Laissez faire 
is the cry of Democracy, while Republicanism calls on us to listen to 
the voice of Him who spoke as never man spake, and who said, ‘‘What- 
soever ye would that men should do to you, do ye even so to them.” 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when Mr. PLUMB’S 
five minutes had expired, Mr. MCKINLEY asked and obtained unani- 
mous consent that Mr. PLUMB’s time be extended. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. The effect of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PLUMB] would be to maintain the present rate of 
duty on common window-glass of all classes mentioned in this para- 
graph which, under existing law, bear respectively 106 and 108 per 
cent. duty. Ido not think it would be proper or wise to adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman. ‘There is no excuse for doubling the 


cost of window-glass by legislation. The demand fora reduction ought 
to be heeded; and therefore I trust the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois will not be adopted. 

Mr. DALZELL. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter from 


the president of the Window-Glass Workers’ Association of America 
respecting the duties proposed in this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I herewith submit to you a statement in relation to the'tariff on window- 
glass, and reasons why it should not be reduced as proposed by Mills bill, as 
reported by the Ways and Means Committee. 

rst. The présent tariffschedule on common window-glass was adopted in 1842, 
At that time 24 by 30 inches in common window-glass was as large as was made 
anywhere in the world, while atthe premat time there iscommon window-glass 
made as large as 50 by 76 inches, and the schedule that would apply to common 
window-glass forty-six years ago will not answer as a criterion in determinin; 
as to what isa just and fair measure at the present time, the surroundings of 
the case are so much changed in the period of forty-six years. 

Second. There was a reduction of the tariff on window-glass in 1883, and 
since the reduction the panna of window-glass has increased very mate- 
rially, thereby increasing revenue in the Treasury from this source. 

Third. The workingmen engaged in this branch of industry have had to 
work for less wages in consequence of the reduction of the tariff in 1883, and from 
the large increase in the imported article and the cheapnessof the same. Even 
at the present tinfe with the present duty one-fourth of the glass consumed in 
this country is imported from Europe. it is but natural to eae that with 
a decrease in the duty that these imports would increase, and also as a natural 
result the imported article would displace that made at home, and must of ne- 
cessity cause the workmen to lay idle or suffer a further reduction in order to 
meet the competition from the imported article. 

Fourth. The wages in Europe in this industry are exceedingly low. Two 
years ago, while passing through Belgium on a tour of observation in the in- 
terest of the window-g workers’ organization, I saw women wheeling in 
coal, carrying in glass in the sheet. Their wages ranged from $2 to $3 per week, 
while here in America class of work is performed by men whose 
zango from $9 to $12 per week; and about the same ratio of difference prevails 
in the skilled branches of the industry between the prices paid in Europe 
and America. Ifeel in view of this fact that with a reduction of 35 per cent., 
as pro; by the Mills bill,the difference will have to be met by a laryo re- 
ane in Layer of wages by the workmen in the window-glass industry 
a country. 

In the annual report of the chief of the bureau of imported merchandise for 
the years of 1886 and 1887 you will find the following statement of the importa- 
tion of window-glass for the year 1887: Glass of the dimensions of 10 by 15 inches 
amounted to 14,117,875 pounds,valued at $319,798.94; value co unit quantity,! 
023; ad valorem, rate, 60.71. The price of the glass ofthe 10 by 15inches ranges 
from $9.50 up to $14.50 per box. The amount imported in the class that runs from 
24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76 was 17,608,435 pounds, valued at $466,603.55; value 
per unit of quantity, .026; ad valorem rate, 108}. 

The price of the giass in the 24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76 ranges from $15 up 
to $76 and upwards per box. The value of unit of quantity in the 10 by 15 inches 
is 2.3 cents, and the price does not go above $14.50. ‘The 24 by 30 inches up to 50 
by 76 is valued at 2.6 cents, which only makes a difference of three tenths cents 
per value, while the price runs from $15 to upwards of $76 above. There is im- 
ported of the class of 24 by 30 inches up to 50 by 76, 3,490,560 pounds more than 
there was of the 10 by 15 inch grade, and is only valued at $146,804.61 more than 
the cheaper glass. For what reason it is done, no one‘can dispute; it is under- 
valuation in order to make the ad valorem duty higher. 

If the Mills bill should become a law, with the low wages in Europe, the 
cheapness of ocean freights between Europe and America, with a 35 per cent, 
reduction in the tariff duties, there will be no other alternative forthe erican 
workmen but to accept a reduction in wages or surrender the market to the 

imported from abroad. 

As before stated, more than one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in this 
comin Â is ea cae and from the above statement of facts there is no doubt but 
ad brag tariff should be increased in order to better foster and protect home 

ustry. 

These facts that I have stated I feel can not be successfully controverted, and 
I submit them to you for zoure careful consideration. 

remain, yours respectfully, 
CAMPBELL, 


President of the Window Glass Workers Association of America, 

Mr. DALZELL. In substantiation of the propositions set forth in 
that letter I submit to be printed in the RECORD a statement of W. F. 
Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, showing the quantity and 
value of importations of cylinder window-glass, unpolished, during each 
year ending June 30, from 1880 to 1887, together with the amount of 
duty. This statement shows conclusively that the proposed reduction 
of duty upon this article, instead of reducing the surplus, will increase 
it. Such has been our experience since the legislation of 1883. This 
statement also demonstrates the utter falsity of the figures set out in 
the statement furnished by the Committee on Ways and Means in con- 
nection with this subject. 


Copy of stat&nent by W.F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Washington, D. C., January 4, 1888, showing the quantity, value, and amount of duty col- 


lected onimports of cylinder window-glass, unpolished {entered for consumption in the United States), during each year ending June30—from1880 to 1887. 


linder window-glass, 
ii unpolished, £ 


Window-glass, cylinder, 
crown, or common, un- 
polished— 

Not above 10 by 15 
IncheS..eessssesosssseeses 
Above 10 by 15 and 
not above 16 by 24 


NEONCS. 20.0 vseecess sonrvn ore 
Above 16 by 24 and 
not above 24 by 30 


Total for four years. 


Duty. 


48, 404,223} $720, 063 


49, 946, 998, 937 
4 1,169, 001 
44 650,900) 1,330,029 


189, 762, 111| 4,227,530 
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Copy of statement by W. F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, ete.—Continued. 


1884, 1885. 
Cylinder window-glass, 


unpolished, 


Quantity.) Value. 


Pounds, Pounds, 
Window-glass, cylinder, 


crown, or common, un- 
polished— > 
Not above 10 by 15 
h rt 19, 213,741) $504, $264, 189} 13, 396, $341, 7: 
18,541,511) 529,645} 347, 14, 820, 
19, 432, 461, 16, 024, 451, 487| 380, 
20,736,483| 761,381) 596,174| 15,693, 514, 451, 1 


TORRE pesna ison one wal a D T bode T E E DE 


Increase since reduction 


Mr. McKINLEY. Without occupying the time of the Committee 
of the Whole, I ask that the communication which I send to the desk 
be published in the RECORD. 

he CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made, ‘The Chair hears none. 

The communication is as follows: 


Cylinder window-glass, unpolished, isa manufacture natural to the United 
States, because all materials required exist in widely extended territory. 

The manufacture is largely developed, and the capacity of furnaces now ex- 

rthan the consumption of both American and imported glass. 
rnaces are distributed through fifteen States, as follows: Massachu- 
setts, l; New York, 17; New Jersey, 25; Pennsylvania, 44; Delaware, 2; Mary- 
land, 9; West Virginia, 2; Ohio, 20; Indiana, 6; Ilinois, 8; Mi „l; Wis- 
consin, 1; Missouri, 2; Kansas, 1; Wyoming Territory, 1. Total, 140 furnaces 
in fifteen States and Territories. 

There are about 8,500 workmen employed directly by manufacturers, in ad- 
dition to the number indirectly engaged in miring and preparing the 
sand, lime, coal, lumber, clay, and soda consumed. The cost of these materi- 
als is almost entirely for labor, in mining and transporting to furnaces. 

‘The necessity for duty on imported glass arises from the greater cost of raw 
materials, because of higher labor cost in preparing them, as well as from the 
higher wages paid by manufacturers in the United States, 

he w: paid for material amount to about 20 per cent. of the total cost; the 
wages paid by manufacturers amount to about 60 per cent. of the total cost mak- 
ing the totalamount paid for labor in man i dow-glass80 per cent, 

The wi to the different classes of workmen are from two to three times 
those paid in Belgium, from whence comes most of the glass im 


istingis 
These 


According to the report of “ Glass Manufacture in Europe,” nt of 
‘State, No. 29, page 389, the rates paid there are as follows, com: with same 
class here: 
Employés. Belgium, United States. 
Per month, Per month. 
$59.00 to $100.00 | $100.00 to $150.00 
25.00 to 30.00 67.09to 100.00 
25.00 to 26.50 00.00 to 150,00 
Flatteners’ assistant. 8.00 to 15.00 30.00to 40.00 
Cutters ...... 25.00 to 30.00 75.00 to 100.00 
Shearers.... 30.00to 35,00 80.00 to 100.00 
The wages in Belgium are for a much greater number of hours daily, and for 
the whole year, while in the United States the lon: time worked is ten months, 


the average for past four years being Jess then eight months’ blast. 

No later official data for this class of labor are ible, but from general in- 
formation, and because 1882 was a year of activity and high prices abroad, it is 
believed the difference is greater now against the United States, 

Since the reduction, July 1, 1883, of the duty on cylinder window-giass, manu- 
facturers have averaged running lessthan three-fourths the usual length of blast. 

Wages of workmen have been reduced; 

Imports have greatly increased, and the 

Revenue for four years since July, 1883, has been $1,250,000 greater than forthe 
same period before that date. 

‘The rates of duty proposed by the Ways and Means Committee, in House of 
Representatives bill No. 9051, make a uction averaging on the actual imports 
Jast year, 39 cents per half-box, or about 35 per cent., and could only be met by 
a reduction of over 50 per cent. in wages of skilled labor. 

Topor of window-glass have largely in since the reduction of duty, 
and foreign glass is now a much larger percentage of the total consumption, 
having advanced from the annual rate of from 16 to 29 per cent, before 1883, to 
29 to 38 pa cent. since 1883. 

The effect of the largely developed manufacture in the United States has been 
to reduce the price of American product and of the foreign glass, so that the 
selling price of American glass was lower January 1, 1888, than in 1860, as will 
appear from the following comparison of prices for the two periods: 


American glass. 
SINGLE THICK. 


Sizes. Price, 1860. | Price, 1888. 

8 by 10 third...... $1.65 $1.78 
8 by 10 fourth .... ae 1.80 1.66 
10 by 14 second... SS 2.40 1.90 
10 by 14 third .. BA 2.10 1.78 
32 by 18 first .... 3.00 2.38 
12 by 18 third... 2.40 2.08 
18 by 24 second 3.60 2.73 
22 by 28 second... 3.60 2.73 
20. 85 17.04 


~ Fifteen per cent, less price in 1888=$3. 81, 


Duty. Quantity. | Value. | Duty. Quantity Value. 


1886. | Total for four years. 


Duty. Duty. 


Quantity. 


Pounds, 


$173, 888) 14, 117, 875, $319, 


388,978} 361,306) 16, 419, 
894, 398) 397,658 


: 


DOUBLE THICK, 


Fifty per cent. less price in 1888=$27. 68. 


Imported glass has also been reduced in cost by American competition. 
The foreign (invoice) cost, per statement of Bureau of Statistics, averaged for 
zae to July, tribe 4.10 cents per pound, averaged for year to July, 1887, 2.27 
cents per poun 

The duty being specific, this large reduction in fore’ cost (45 cent. in 
ten years) increases the equivalent ad valorem rate, a by ane vance, and 
foreign manufacturers have 1 meram Se! paid all the duty. 

Since the adoption of the now specified in the tariff laws there has been 
yaan change in the amounts consumed, so thata largequantity is required 
of large sizes. 

The cost of such sizes is tly increased, and just discrimination and pro- 
yard requires they be added to the tariff schedule with proportionate rates 
of duty. 

Decreased duty will increase the importation, inevitably and largely dimin- 
ish the American product, and reduce wages, besides reducing the number and 
time of workmen employed, and increase the revenue, now in excess. 

Instead of lower duties, necessary and fair protection of manufacturesand the 
interests of workmen and consumers require the present rates on the actual 
hati, id of glass, with proportionate rate to cover additional larger sizes now 


For these reasons it is asked that the proposed bill be amended to read, on 
cylinder window-giass (unpolished), as below: 

“ Not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that and 
not exceeding L6 by 24 inches square, li cents per pound; above that and not ex- 
ceeding 20 by 30 inches square, 2} cents per pound; above that and not exceed- 
ing 24 by 36 inches square, 2} cents per pound; above that and not exceeding 
30 by 50 inches square, 3} cents per panoa; above that and not exceeding 40 by 
oo aren square, 3} cents per pound; above 40 by 60 inches square, 3} cents per 
pound. 

AMERICAN WINDOW GLASS MANUFACTURING ASSOCIATION, 
F. L. BODINE, President. S 


PHILADELPHIA, March, 1888. 
Copy of statement, by W. F. Switzler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, Washi D. 
È January 4, 1888, showing the quantity, value, and bene soan of duty perira on 
i. enter 


imports of cylinder window-glass, unpolished Jor consumption in the 
United States), during each year ending June pA ir can 1880 to 1887. 


1880. 


1881, 


Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished. 
Quantity| Value. | Duty. | Quantity] Value. 


hee Pounds, Pounds. 
‘Window-glass, cylinder, ; 
crown, and common, 
unpolished— 
ot above 10 by 15 
inches (1 cents per 
peoo) penseseesesnesecars -|12, 041, 215) $308, 978'$180, 61,12, 700, 
Above 10 by 15 and 


not above 16 by 24 
inches (2 cents per 


11, 077, 758| 333,063, 221, 555/12, 253,212} 366,840) 245, 064 


| 10, 693, 808, 351, 464 257,313 10,200,728 363, 541) 273, 813 
412,472, 304,112) 9,654,822) 361,268} 289, G45 


i 949, 8511, 405, 977| 973, 630/45, 502, 6971, 425,361 999, 066 


(8 cents per pound}..'10, 137, 07 
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Copy of statement, by W. F. Switsler, Chief of Bureau of Statistics—Continued. 


1882. 1883. 
Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished. 
Quantity; Value. | Duty. | Quantity} Value. | Duty. 
Pounds, Pounds. 
‘Window-glass,cylinder, 
crown,and common, 
unpolished— 
Not above 10 by 15 
inches (1} cen! 
und)... |11, 520, $289, $172, 803/12, 141, $312, 
Above 10 by 15 an 
notaboryel6 by 24 
inches (2 cents per 
TAG) EAn 13,176,799) 355,375; 263, 536/13,439,1 392, 3410| 268,782 
Jezen 16 by 2 and 
notabove 24 by 20 
inches (2; cents 
por pound) a «-|12, 062, 366,300; 301, 567\13, 049,852) 407,805, 326,246 
Above 
ad) 5 369, 512 
1, 582, 469/1, 146, 66S 


Cylinder window-glass, 
unpolished, 


Window-glass,éylinder, 
crown, and common, 


unpolished— 
Not above 10 by 15 
inches SA cents 


poun ar 
ve 10 by 15 and 


notabove 16 by 24 


linder window-glass, 
oF unpolished, 


ot above 10 by 15 
inches (1} cents 


T po 
Above 16 by 24 and 
not above 24 by 30 
inches (23 cents 


Total, four years—1880-1883. .....cecceccesssesneceerescerenersersnaes toe 
Total, four years—18%-1887 .............cccecsenseesenenssensee terse nse 254,058,877 | 5,480, 834 


Increase since reduction of duty........ssses.esssesesessren , 247, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. PLUMB] to amend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. PLUMB’S amendment to the amendment was again read. 

Mr. STEELE. Ihope the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PLUMB] will be agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. PLUMB’S amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 72. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand tellers. 


Mr. STEELE. No quorum has voted and the gentleman is entitled 
to tellers. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I do not make the point of no quorum. 

aren i were ordered, and Mr. PLUMB and Mr. MCMILLIN were ap- 
pointed. 

ee cominittee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 73. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. I rise more par- 
ticularly for the purpose of making an inquiry of the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee. I find the paragraph upon which we 
are just voting to be somewhat different from the original law in this 
respect; that is, to that proposition in the original law there is a pro- 
viso which admits 55 pounds of glass in a box as if it were 50 pounds. 
That proviso seems to be a substantive proposition—that is, it seems 
to contain a certain exception in favor of glass that is put up ina certain 
form. What I want to know is, in the event of the passage of this 
bill, will that proviso be repealed, or will that proviso stand as a part 
of the law in the Mills bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN, In answer to the gentleman, I will say, of course, 
that those which are not touched will remain as they are. 

Mr.BAYNE. The gentleman misapprehends the proposition. This 
proposition relates to unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass of certain descriptions. To that proposition in the original law 
there is appended a proviso which admits unpolished crown and win- 
dow glass for boxes of 55 pounds—— 

A MEMBER. Fifty square feet. 

Mr. BAYNE. Asif it were 50 pounds. 

A MEMBER. Fifty square feet. 

Mr. BAYNE, Asif itwere 50 square feet. Does that proviso stand 
as a part of the law added to this bill in the event of its passage? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Stick to it; make them answer that question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Unless that information can be given by the Ways 
and Means Committee—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave already stated to the gentleman that those 
parts of the existing law not touched by the pending bill are left asin 
the existing law. This is an amendment to the tariff, and the proviso 
would stand as applicable to that not touched. Buatso far asthe amend- 
ments made by the committee affect the proviso, they would to that 
extent change and repeal the proviso, of course. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand the gentleman to state this proviso re- 
lating to the particular subject-matter under discussion will standasa 
part of the existing law in the event of the Mills bill becoming a law 
n the subject. : 

Mr.McMILLIN. The gentleman does notstate me correctly. What 
I said was this: that it was the intention of the existing law to stand 
so far as not changed by this bill, but so far as the section now under 
discussion does change the existing law it would repeal the proviso; 
but beyond that the proviso would stand. 

Mr. BAYNE. That I must characterize as a glittering generality. 
What I wish to know is, will the proviso stand ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I understand the gentleman’s answer to be this: It 
stands as to things which are not repealed by this section. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will that proviso stand? $ 

Mr. McMILLLN. I have answered the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMS. There are different sizes in the existing bill and there 
is a different provision for each differentsize. Someofthem are touched 
and some or them unc Now, will this proviso in the original 
law apply to these sizes you have changed ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Unquestionably —— 

Mr. BAYNE. It will remain as part of the law, as a proviso to that 
part of the law which you have not changed. Will it be an existing 

roviso? 
E Mr. McMILLIN. Wherein the section is inserted it changes the 
proviso. Of course it will be repealed, but not beyond that. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to make one remark. I do not believe there 
isa gentleman in this body—and there are able lawyers in this body— 
I do not believe there is a gentleman in this body who can say whether 
this proviso will stand or whether it will iall in the event of the adop- 
tion of this bill. I do not believe there is a lawyer in this body who 
would hazard an opinion about that subject the way this bill is being 
managed in reference to the existing law. 

That proviso makes a change upon the very subject now under dis- 
cussion, and a very important change, and yet there is not a gentleman 
on the Ways and Means Committee, or any other gentleman in this 
House, who will hazard the opinion as to whether that provision will 
stand as a part of the new law if this becomes a law or not. This is 
all I desired to say. 

Mr. ADAMS. The point of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is as 
to whether the words of the provision embodied in the existing law 
would apply to the several sizes of window-glass in view of this pro- 
posed modification. Letuscall them, for thesake of convenience, sizes 
1, 2, 3, and 4, so as to make the point clear. This proviso applies to 
all those sizes. The committee change, we will say, size 4, leaving 
unchanged sizes 1, 2, and 3. Now itmight be argued that this proviso 
still remains as to sizes 1, 2, and 3, and as to that probably the com- 
mittee is correct; but it is certainly important to find out whether it 
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applies to size 4, which has ceased to bea part of the provision to which 
the proviso attaches, as a part of the new bill which takes effect this 
year. - I doubt whether that question could be answered. It has not 
yet been. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. If there be no objection, the Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as having been withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HIRES. I move to strike out the last word. 

I send to the desk, Mr. Chairman, and ask to have read in my time 
the body of a petition, which is but a sample of a vasf number which 
have come to me from various sections, bearing upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PETITION. 


To the Representative in Congress of the United States representing 
the First Congressional district from the State of New Jersey: 

We, the undersigned citizens, most respectfully petition you to enter this our 
protest against the proposed reduction of the tariff on window-glass, and re- 
quest that you vote against og reduction of the tariff on the same, but use every 
effort to have the rates of 1882 restored, for the following reasons, namely : 

1. The tariff was reduced in 1883, 

2. Since said reduction, the importation of window-glass has increased to such 
an extent, that over one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in this country 
is imported and the revenue has increased over $1,000,000, in co uence of 
which the earnings of the workingmen have been materially red 


Mr. HIRES. I also send to the desk and ask to have read a letter 
from D. J. Partello, United States consul at Dusseldorf, in a report sent 
by him to the Department of State on the manufacture of glass bottles 
in Germany. ‘This relates tothe manufacture of glass bottles, but it 

‘has a very important bearing upon the question of window-glass, which 
is now under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A GREAT GERMAN BOTTLE FACTORY 


D. J. Partello, United States consul at Dusseldorf, sends a report to the De- 
partment of State upon the “ Manufacture of Glass Bottles in Germany,” and the 
American Manufacturer reviews the report as follows: 

“The glass-bottle manufactory of Fred, Heye, at Gerresheim, about 5 miles 
from Dusseldorf, is claimed to be the largest establishment of the kind in the 
world operated by one individual, Within a few hundred gaa of the estab- 
lishment are immense quantities of the best quality of sand, both yellow and 
white, which may be had at the cost of hauling. The buildings and grounds of 
the works in actual use cover an area of about 60 acres. 

The grounds are laid off in divisions, squares, and streets, and graded and 
eles where necessary. There are ten stacks, having an ave height of 100 

cet. The grounds are surrounded by a heavy brick wall, and no one is ad- 
mitted without permission. Adjoining the works, and in the inelosure of 
a park, laid out into squares and streets, are about 400 dwelling-honses, two 
stories in height, uniform in color and appearance, provided for homes for those 
who choose to occupy them at a low rent. Two, and sometimes three, families 
occupy a house, Those who occupy the houses are furnished fuel and light at 
cost prices, 

The capacity of the works is about 800,000 bottles per day, but the number usu- 
ally made is 200,000. It is a fact significant to our domestic manufacturers that 
a good share of the work under present contract is for the American market. 
For a year or two past the orders from America were small, but since the Ist of 
py og? Aad shipments have increased until they amount at the present time 
to 300,000 to 500,000 bottles weekly, which are invoiced at the Dusseldorf con- 
sulate to dealers in New York, St. Louis, Milwaukee, Chicago, and 
Cincinnati, in bills of about 1,000 gross each. 

About 5,000 different varieties of bottles are made, which include nearly every 
kind and shape of bottlein existence, Itwas shown by the books, saysthe con- 
sul, that a London firm had ordered annually for years past 10,000,000 to 15,000,- 
000 of a certain kind of mineral-water bottle for mineral water procured from 
German springs and shipped from London to all parts of the world. 

‘The sample rooms, fitted up with shelves, contain 10,000 to 15,000 bottles, all ar- 
ranged according to size, number, and quality, and properly labeled, with the 
number of the mold also noted. The samples include duplicates of all bottles 
made at the works, besides a complete set of samples of foreign manufactures, 

The consul was handed from the shelves bottles made at the glass-works of 
Baltimore, Md., and with them the same character of bottle made at Gerres- 
heim, The m points of difference, the consul says, would be readily ob- 
served, the principal one being the scam always found running up the side of 
the American bottle and marring its appearance, which by the manner of blow- 
ing was obviated at Gerresheim. The claim was also made that the American 
bottle was inferior in other respects. If these points of inferiority really exist 
in the American, and are of any consequence, our manufacturers can no donbt 
overcome them easily, 

The entire pias is lighted by electricity, which system of lighting isfast find- 


ing its wa: 
"a Banara yards of the works; a small 
rhood, supply the required coal at 


alow price. The production of the “ Westphalia mines” last year amounted 
to about 27,000,000 tons. The ability of these works to co) te with the domes- 
tic works in the United States is explained by their excellent location near a 


base of supplies, GEREN a y low price of labor, and 


good management on the 
rt of the conductors of t 


eenterprise, avoiding strikes or any interruption in 
he steady and regular course of business. The number of persóns employed 
in the entire works varies from 1,800 to 3,000, including many females, 

The blowers are paid by the piece, or according to the number of bottles 
blown. workman has one apprentice allotted him to learn the trade and 
act as his assistant, and the bottles are al lly marked to show by which 
set of workmen made. the houses of the employés belong to Mr. Heye the 
rent is small, about 4 per cent. on the cost of the building, not including the 

und, which is against their weekly pay, Their food co! of beer, 
read, coffee, cheese, vegetables, with meat about onceaweek. The highest 
daily pay of the blowers averages from 87 cents to $1.20. The furnaces that are 
kept going night and day are run by three sets of hands, who keep the work 
steady for the twenty-four hours of the day. The wages of apprentices are 
about 12} cents per day for the first year, with a slight increase each year; the 
women not generally over 48 cents; other em rhea from 35$ cents to 71} cents 


per day, according to the special class of work employed upon, 50 cents being 


about the average pay ot general employés. 
During the reading of the above, the hammer fell. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HIRES. Iask unanimous consent that the remainder of that 
communication be printed. 

There was no objection. 

[The petition is printed above. ] 

Mr. HIRES. Mr. Chairman, the article just read gives to this House 
no doubt a true and correct statement as to the rates of wages paid not 
only in Germany but also in Belgium and France by the manufacturers 
of both bottles and* window-glass.. 

As it has already been stated on the floor of this House the reduction 
made in the tariff on window-glass in 1883 had not only the effect to 
largely increase the importations but also to largely increase the rev- 
enue, and I venture the prediction, if the reduction proposed on win- 
dow-glass by the majority of the Committee of Waysand Means should 
be passed by this Congress and become a law, the revenue from this 
source would be still largely increased by increased importations, which 
would certainly drive many concerns out of business and throw out of 
employment thousands of honest and willing workmen or reduce them 
to wages but little if any above those paid in Germany and other coun- 
tries. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As there seems to be some doubt as to what the 
effect of the amendment of the committee would be in regard to the 
proviso to which reference has been made, and it has not been the in- 
tention of the committee to repeal that proviso, I will move to amend 
my amendment by adding the proviso to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Isend the amendment to the desk to be copied 
from the present law. . 

Mr. ADAMS. I would ask the attention of the gentleman from 
Tennessee to the fact that this proviso contains two different proposi- 
tions, one relating to the single thickness of glass, and the other to 
the double thickness. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I propose to embody the whole proviso, and ask 
the Clerk to read it. , 

Mr. ADAMS. The first part of the proviso relates to 50 feet of sin- 
gle-thick glass, not exceeding 55 pounds weight, which shall be entered 
and computed as 50 pounds only, and the other to 50 feet, double thick, 
not exceeding 90 pounds weight, to be entered and computed as 80 
pounds only. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman from Tennessee propose to 
adopt the whole proviso as it stands? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is exactly what I have proposed. Iask the 
Clerk to read the proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass im- 

in boxes ra ta 50 square feet, as nearly as sizes will permit, now 

nown and ¢ommercially designated as 50 feet of glass, single thick, and weigh- 

ing not to exceed 55 pounds of glass per box, shall be entered and computed as 
50 pounds of glass only. é 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, that, if the gentleman will examine, does 
embody the whole proviso, but he will discover there are six lines 

out. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the remainder of the proviso. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want the Clerk to read it all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that said kinds of glass imported in boxes containing, as nearly as sizes 
will permit, 50 feet of plass, now known and penais kA designated as 50 
feet of glass, double thick and not exceeding 90 pounds in weight, shall be en- 
tered and computed as 80 pounds of glass only; but in all other cases the duty 
shall be computed according to the actual weight of glass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The proviso is simply the administrative feature 
of the provision. It was not the intention of the committee to repeal 
that; and, therefore, in order that there may be no confusion and to 
remove all doubt, we propose to insert the entire administrative feature 
of the present law in the pending bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ifthe gentleman from Tennessee will permit, I 
would like to have the Clerk read a part of the testimony taken before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the last Congress that is quite ger- 
mane to the very question under consideration, and explains a good 
deal of this proviso. I would state that the Mr. Campbell who was 
before the committee is the same Mr, Campbell whose communication 
has just been read, the president of the Window-Glass Workers’ Asso- 
ciation of America. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, CAMPBELL. There is one thing that I wish to explain. The American 
manufacturers, in the price-lists that they send out, state that they will give so 
many lights for 50 feet to their customers in order to meet the Fesih glass. 
In some sizes we have to do one-half more work to-day than we did in 1876 in 
order to meet foreign competition. They send in three lights for a box, and it 
runs all the way through for about forty or filty sizes; for we have to add two 
lights box in order to get the trade of this country; and we do that work 
for nothing, in addition to this reduction of wages. 

Mr. REED, So that you are doing one-half more work ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In some sizes. 


Mr. cee And that is a material reduction from your apparent wages at 
presen 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly it is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the proportion of the increased 
work in these boxes to your entire work? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, The skilled part of it isin the neighborhood of forty or fifty 
different sizes, to which we have to add two more sizes per hundred feet in 
order to meet foreign competition; the American manufacturer, in filling orders 
for glass 40 by 52 feet, used to putin three lights; but a Western customer, in 
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sending on a large order, would say that he could get foreign glass with eight 
lights in the box of glass, and that if the American manufacturer would take the 
order at the same price and furnish the same number of lights as the foreign 
manufacturer did, they would give the order, otherwise not. So the American 
manufacturer was forced, in order to hold his orders, to put this increased work 
upon his workmen, and we have to submit to it; we can not do otherwise. | 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I simply want to say, in the absence of Mr. 
McCuL1oau, the Representative from the Twenty-first Pennsylvania 
district, that he left with me three petitions like the petitions which 
have been presented this morning and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. As they are just like the others it will not be necessary to 
have them printed, but I will place them in the petition-box. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. McCormick], 
of the Sixteenth district of Pennsylvania, also to present some petitions, 
he not being present. I think one printing will be sufficient. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have only one word to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] when he opened the discus- 
sion on this paragraph this morning by what seemed to be a character- 
ization that window-glass ought to be made cheaper to the American 
consumer. I am not aware under all the examinations made before 
our committee that the glass-blowers of this country have a scale dis- 
proportionately greater than any other class of workingmen. I think 
considering their lay-off, considering that they do not work the whole 
year around, though they apparently receive very large wages during 
the time they are engaged, their wages for an average of the whole 


twelve months will compare reasonably well with the wages of any 
skilled mechanics in-the country. I want simply to read a comparison 
of the American wages and the European wages, put in an official 
shape: 


Pittsburgh 
average. 


Belgium 
average. 


Per week, | Per week. 
$40, 


09 $20. 00 
23.03 6.25 
34.45 6.25 
27.59 5.00 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury of 
one year ago, which is in the hands and for the use of every member 
of Congress, dated February 16, 1886, contains page after page on this 
wage question and the cost of production. There was also before the 
late Ways and Means Committee, or the one preceding it, in the For- 
ty-ninth Congress, pages and pages of testimony all pointing to the 
fact that even the cut that was made in 1883, which was very small, 
probably about one-eighth, positively reduced the wages. When you 
come to the cut proposed ig this bill, I say at once, considering these 
are what are commercially known as fixed plants, the only cut this 
bill can make will be in the wages. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pro forma amendment is ex- 
hausted. If there be no objection, the Chair will assume that the 
pro forma amendment is withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee as modified. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I have eight petitions from the 
glass-blowers of my district, containing the names of several hundred 
men. I send one to the Clerk’s desk as a sample of the whole. 

The petition is as follows: 

PETITION. 
ited States representing the 
“thats fe mew Sagre re arbrar Jrom the 8 State of Pennsylvania: 


We, the undersigned citizens, most respectfully petition you to enter this our 
protest against the proposed reduction of the tariff on window-glass, and re- 
quest that you vote against any reduction of the tariff on the same, but use 
every effort to have the rates of 1882 restored, for the following reasons, namely: 

First. The tariff was reduced in 1883. 

Second, Since said reduction the importation of window-glass has increased 
to such an extent that over one-fourth of the window-glass consumed in this 
country is on and the revenue has increased over $1,000,000, in conse- 
quence of which the earnings of the workingmen have been materially reduced. 


Mr. DALZELL. I also ask to have printed as part of my remarks 
the paper which I send to the Clerk’s desk. . 

[The paper referred to, in relation to cylinder glass, is the same that 
was submitted this morning by Mr. McKINLEY, and is printed above. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Irise to oppose the amendment, and I ask to have 
read from the desk a short letter which I have received on this subject 
on behalf of the Illinois Glass Company. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Sr. Lours, March 13, 1888. 

Dear Siz: Will you be so kind as to use your influence to prevent any re- 
duction of the present tariff on bottles or window-glass. Any reduction which 
may be made in the preon tariff must be entirely borne by labor, as these 
goods are already made on the closest possible margin. Ourclose-selling prices 
are dictated by the German manufacturers, with whom, at present rates of 
labor, we can only compete by the closest economy. 

Theré«are about twenty factories in Illinois with large capital invested, and 
the majority of these factories must be closed in case of tariff reduction. 

Your kind attention will much oblige your obedient servant, 

WM, ELIOT SMITH. 
Hon, GEORGE E. ApAms, M, O., 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ADAMS. Isimply wish to add that although that letter is dated 
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St. Louis, the glass works are in Illinois. I withdraw the formal 
omendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
make a suggestion. I believe there is no difference of opinion between 
the two sides of the House in regard to the adoption of the pending 
proviso. As regards the rates in this paragraph of the bill there are 
two or three changes that have been determined upon by the commit- 
tee and have been pat in my charge, but the memorandum of them is 
temporarily mislaid. I therefore ask unanimous consent that after we 
adopt the proviso, which we all desire to adopt, this paragraph of the 
bill be passed over informally until I can refer to my notes and propose 
the changes determined upon by the committee. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] asks unanimous consent that the vote be now taken on that 
portion of the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] embraced in the proviso, and that thereafter this paragraph 
be passed over informally for the present. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘The proviso is a part of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; but the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] asks for a division of the question. He asks that the 
proviso be now passed upon, and then that the remainder of the para- 
graph be passed over informally. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave no objection to the proviso going over also, 
if it is desired. 

The request of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 
The proviso was adopted and the remainder of the paragraph was passed 
over informally. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ORADOR raed dave unsilvered, above 24 by 30 inches square and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 cents per square foot; all above that, 40 cents 
per square foot, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not rise exactly to oppose the amendment; but 
I do rise to show that at an early stage how fortunate it is for some of 
these manufacturers to have their works located in certain districts. I 
understand that there is a large establishment of this kind located in 
the State of Missouri in a district represented on this floor by a very 
worthy gentleman, and that under the benignant and persuasive influ- 
ence of that gentleman the old duty upon this manufacture is to be 
restored. [Laughter.] I congratulate the district upon having so 
worthy a representative, and the Committee on Ways and Means on 
having so much consideration for gentlemen who belong to the polit- 
ical poson of the majority of that committee. In this connection, 
and by way of explanation, I desire to have read a brief letter as a part 
of my arks. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

DEAR Sm: I am a Democrat and have always voted the Democratic ticket, 
Iam engaged in the manufacture of and employ men, nearly all of 
whom vote the Democratic ticket. The profits of the manufacture are all very 
small and the business is carefully adjusted to the existing tariff. If the Milis 
bill should become a law it would be impossible for me to continue in this busi- 
ness, The industry would be destroyed. Can not you prevail upon the Com- 


mittee on Ways oS aR to exempt this particular industry from the opera- 
s bill, 


tions of the 
ow arene 

Mr. CLARDY. I beg leave to say to my friend from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. BAYNE], what the country knows, that the only aspiration of 
those who sought to influence and did influence the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means to accept amendments to 
the bill under consideration was to so adjust the duties which the bill 
imposes as to be least oppressive, and to lift the burden of unnecessary 
and therefore unjust taxation from the shoulders of the people. 

The Democratic members of the committee are not infallible, and they 
do not affect to be. They did not think it improper to submit the re- 
sult of their long and arduous labors to their party associates, who, like 
themselves, are pledged to revise the tariff laws in the interest of the 
people who elected us all. 

Democrats believe now, as they have always believed, that the pro- 
vision of the Constitution which declares that Congress shall have 
power ‘‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, and imposts, to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare,” means what Mr. Justice Story 
says it means, that Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, and imposts in order to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare; but they deny that Congress has the right to lay and 
collect taxes in order to promote private fortunes. They also believe 
that taxation should bear heaviest on articles of luxury and lightest on 
articles of necessity, and so they have determined that the plate-glass 
used by rich people should bear a heavier rate of duty than the com- 
mon window-glass that the poor people of the country buy and use. 

I would not have been surprised, Mr. Chairman, if my friend from 


Pennsylvania and his party associates had favored a substantial reduc- 
tion of the duty on plate-glass. A party that put mahogany and rose- 
wood on the free-list, and left taxed every piece of timber the poor 
man uses, from the cradle to the coffin, might be expected to demand 
cheap plate-glass for the millionaire. In answer to the letter which 
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the gentleman has caused to be read, it is sufficient for me to say that 
it could not come from persons engaged in the plate-glass industry in 
my district, for while they are liberal-minded gentlemen they are 
Republicans in politics, and on all occasions manifest their fealty to 
their party. . j 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, while it 
may be true that the members of the firm to which he refers are Re- 
publicans, they have a large number of employés who may not be Re- 
publicans. 

Mr. CLARDY. Oh, yes; all workingmen in my country are Dem- 
ocrats, [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Porcelain and Bohemian glass, chemical glassware, painted glassware, stained 
glass, and all other manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for, 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out “40” and insert ‘'45,’’ so 
as to make the duty 45 per cent. ad valorem. Iwishsimply tosay that 
this amendment is in a line with petitions that have flooded our peti- 
tion-box from the glass manufacturers of the United States, all asserting 
that it would be impossible to compete witha certain class of imported 
goods if a reduction of even 5 per cent. was made. Without going into 
the argument, I wish to say that these men ought to have a respectfal 
hearing. The business is not very large, but it is growing rapidly in 
the land, and I think this House ought to give proper care and pro- 
tection to an industry which has educated so many young men in this 
business, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the only reason given for a re- 
duction of the duties on glass and glassware has been the simple asser- 
tion that those duties are too high. It doesnot seem to me that aduty 
is too high which permits a vast and increasing importation of the for- 
eign articles, By turning to the last report on commerce and naviga- 
tion I find that in the year 1882 there was imported into this country 
of glass and glassware $6,634,371 worth; in 1887 the importation had 
increased to $7,319,895; and for the ten months ending April 30, 1888, 
the importation was $6,484,190. If we estimate the importation for 
the two remaining months of the year at the same rate, we shall find 
that for the year just closing this importation has increased to the 
amount of $7,564,887. 

Now, it certainly does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that this country 
ought to be able to make its own glass and glassware. It comprises 
articles for the production of which we should not be dependent upon 
any other country. I do know that we have theskill, the capital, and 
the enterprise to make these articles ourselves; and instead of passing 
a bill which will increase the importation by lowering the rates oi 
duty, and thus adding to the surplus, I submit that some other action 
would be far more in consonance with the sound principles of states- 
manship. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to put a question to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN], whom now see rising to address the com- 
mittee. In the interest of what class of American consumers is this 
reduction of 5 per cent. made in this schedule? I will also ask him 
whether it will not increase importations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] that the amount of duties received from 
this class of articles during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was 
$360,608. By the popad reduction there will be $45,0C0 less of 
taxes flowing into the Treasury to be locked up. The Government 
does not need the money, and even under the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Ways and Means there will be an average rate of 40 
per cent. duty on this class of articles. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is it not certainly a premium on importation to 
lower this schedule on this class of articles? Is not all this schedule 
for the benefit of the rich? Is it not for the millionaire? The poor 
man is not interested at all in this schedule—Bohemian ware, porce- 
lain, and stained glass. Any reduction of duty must be simply for the 
benefit of those who are well able to pay taxes for the support of the 
Government. I undertake tosay, too, that this reduction of 5 per cent. 
is an invitation for increased importation, 

` Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The gentleman can not make any capital out of 
the proposition—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam not trying to ‘‘make any capital.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentlemanis talking freely about the inter- 
ests of the rich while he seems to be profoundly ignorant of the fact 
that the very tariff law which his party passed and under which we 
are now operating puts silk velvets at only about half the rate of duty 
which is put on woolen goods. 3 

Mr. FARQUHAR. We are not discussing silk and woolen goods 
now, but porcelain and Bohemian glass. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But I was showing that the gentleman is not con- 
sistent in his point. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Consistency on this paragraph is what I desire 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thereis no necessity whatever for the amount of 
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money that is now raised from this tax, and itis proposed to reduce 
the duty in the bill under consideration to an average rate of 40 per 
cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman honestly believe that low- 


ering the rate of duty from 45 per cent. to 40 per cent. will at the ex- _ 


piration of the year during which the reduction may operate show a 
reduction of the amount received from this item ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I simply wanted to ascertain the extent of the 
gentleman’s faith; I might call it credulity, but I do not want to be 
discourteous. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman can call it anything he wishes; 
he can satisfy his own mind on that subject. I shall not disturb my- 
self by his utterances. 

Mr. ADAMS. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s reasoning, as I 
understand, rests on the assumption that precisely the same amount of 
this class of glass will be imported under a reduced duty as under that 
now existing. Is that a fair assumption? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not state that there would be exactly the 
same importation; but the idea I do intend to convey is that there 
will not be a sufficient increase of importation to make up the differ- 
ence caused by the reduction. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then the gentleman does not think that the reduc- 
tion will be as much as is stated in the report? > 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It may notbe; you can only guess at that—only 
time can tell. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

; Mr. MCMILLIN. Ishall take pleasure in answering the gentleman 
if he will speak so that I can hear him. 

Mr. BLAND. This is all very interesting, but some of us would 
like to have a vote and proceed with business. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Does not the gentleman’s amend- 
ment increase the revenues of the Government for the benefit of the 
rich? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould take great delight in answering the ques- 
tion of the gentleman if I could hear it; but he speaks in so low a tone 
ihat, with the confusion prevailing in the Hall, I can not hear him. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. HOPKINS] 
is suffering with a complaint of the throat and can not speak in a loud 
tone. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BucHANAN, it 
was rejected; there being—ayes 60, noes 66, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, $6 a ton. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to insert after the word ‘‘dollars’’ the 

words ‘‘and seventy-two cents;’’ so it will read: 
Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, $6.72 a ton. 

That is the present duty. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move to strike out line 155 for the purpose of 
having printed in the RECORD an abstract of testimony taken before 
the Tariff Commission, which is the last information we have on the 
subject of glass. I desire to have that printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has that right under the general 
leave granted by the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. The abstract of testimony to which I have re- 
ferred is as follows: 

GLASS. 
[Tariff Commission.] 


Mr. De Pauw, of New Albany, Ind., testifies before the commission: “ We 
manufacture two-thirds of all the plate-glass in the United States. The price of 
some sizes is only two-thirds and others one-half of what it was when we 
started. Regarding the tariff, I would say the cause of increase in importations 
ns competition in this country. We have invested $1,250,000, and employ 

,000 men. 

“ Plate-glass is made of the raw materials sand, soda-ash, and lime. 

“ Our industry is only about ten years old in this country; ifa reduction is 
made in tariff we must then reduce our labor expenses, as everything else is run 
as cheaply as possible. A reduction of 25 per cent. would stop the industry.” 

Mr. Hitcheock, of the St. Louis Plate Glass Company, states: ** We desire that 
the duty on plate-glass should remain as it is; it isa new industry; there are 
only four or five factories in this country; we have struggled along through ten 
or twelve years, and the profits amount toalmost nothing. Eventually we will 
be able to stand without protection, but not yet. We pay in this country as 
compared with England, Belgium, and France all the way from two to fourand 
five hundred per cent. increased wages. In this year, 1882, we have a sn sepa 
of 2,000,000 feet, about one-half the consumption of the United States. The im- 
portation ranges from two to four millions, 

“The establishing of these plate-giass factorics in this country has reduced 
the cost to consumer from $2.50 to $1. 

i Spade i mostly imported from Belgium and France; most extensive 
works in nce. The moment auy on plate-glass is reduced, foreign manu- 
factories will do exactly what they did before our factories were started. The 
may deny this, but it can be proven. Combinations were made in England, 
France, and Belgium not to sell to American consumers except at a certain 
pe and we were at their mercy. At present it will do them no good to con- 

ine against us, for our manufactories hold them in check. 

“The French Government not only protects its manufactories of plate-glass 
bya proyecavo duty, but it gave them a subsidy for years. We do not ask for 
subsidy; all we want is a reasonable protection. 

“It has been stated that duty on plate-giass is 100 per cent. This is not so; it 
varies, according to size of the plate, from 2} cents a square foot up to 50 centsa 
square foot, From statistics furnished by Mr. Nimmo itis shown that from 1870 
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to 1881 there were $26,000,000 worth of plate-glass imported, on which there was 
a duty paid of $13,000,000, showing average of those years about 50 per cent. 

“ Amount of capital invested in this country, two and one-half or three mill- 
ions of dollars.” 

Mr. W. C. De Pauw, father of one already heard, stated some valuable informa- 
tion to the committee which oy orde: printed. I went to Europe with my 
son and spent 13 months in studying foreign plate-glass industry, This informa- 
tion has been obtained after long, patient investigation and aftermany refusals. 
Americans do not realize the jealousy existing abroad our manufactur- 
in, Sapra r sann especially is this true of England, where we are regarded 


to go 

In England from 1671 to 1856 the tarift actually prohibited the importation of 
plate-glass. From 1671 to 1714 duty was $1.29 per square foot; from 1819 to 1829 
duty increased to $1.60, and then from $ .50 to $2.75 uare foot. In 1845 this 
extreme rate of duty was lowered, but is still prohibitory. These duties are 
Esa than five times as high as the highest duty ever levied by the United 

tates. 

In France up to 1860 importation of window-glass prohibited; plate-giass pro- 
hibited under severest penalty; for instance, in the Jaw which was annulled in 
1786 we find this: “Importation of mirrors prohibited under pain of confisca- 
tion and £3,000 penalty.” Since that time it always had atariff duty double 
as high as ever levied in the United States, K 

In this way France, Belgium, and England built up and maintained the lar- 
gest and mostsuccessful glass manufactories in the world. 

Americans are paying about half as much for plate-glass to-day as they did 
prior to the time we manufactured it in this country, 

All money put into this business prior to 1879 was a total loss. This was the 
experience of some of the shrewdest and most energetic business men of Bos- 
ton, New York, Philadelphia, Detroit, Chicago, St. Louis, and Louisville. 

The general PRY for France, Belgium, and Germany, at Paris, said to Hon. 
J. J. Brown, of Indiana, “Shippers understand how to evade tariffs.” 

Mr. Bodine, of Pittsburgh, before the committee said, “I represent the Ameri- 
can Association of Window-Glass Manufacturers. Consumption of window- 
glass in the United States amounts to 3,000,000 boxes per annum, both Ameri- 
can and imported; of this three-fourths is American, one-fourth foreign. The 
capacity of American factories is or would be equal to the total consumption. 
The number of window: factories in the United States is 92 furnaces, with 
836 pots; th uted through States as follows.” (See page 1999 Tariff 
Commission, vol. 2. 

The manufacture of window-glass is a product of Jabor without machinery 
and from crude materials, Ourlaborcompetition is mostly with Belgium, where 
labor is cheaper than anywhere else in Europe. 

The effect of the present duty on window-glass is unfavorable to none, The 
ee need is benefited by the direct labor employed; the whole country is bene- 
peed by o consumption of native crude material and the giving of employment 

our labor, 

Window-ginss is known as “ double-thick " and ‘“‘single-thick ;”” double-thick 
50 per cent. thicker than single-thick. 

he price pe pound, as shown in this table (page 2004, Tariff Commission, vol- 
ume 2), for imported glass proves that erican competition drove down the 
price agit for American ghipeneote 5} cents per pound in 1873 and 1874; to 3.1 
cents in . 

We have made attempts to ascertain wages accurately abroad, but owing to 
the fact that, as naw 3 expressed it, “the American tariff was not favorable to 
them,” they have re any information. Asnearly as we can find, however, 
the w: are 33 per cent. higher here than in Belgium. 

Mr. Hitcheock, of St. Louis, before the Morrison committee, in 1886, made an- 
other very able statement of the coher fi 

“ Large plates which in 1872-73 would sell for $2.50 per square foot and u 
wards now sell for 90 centsand $1. This decline in price is directly attributable 
to American competition, as whenever American manufacturers have suspended 
production occasionally foreign manufacturers have immediately put up the 


price.” 
(Treasury report.] 
Five firms ask that the duty on beveled glass be the same as cut-glass,as the 
process is the same; now it is the same as plate-glass. 
Four firms concur in this, 
Mr. Ford, president of the Pittsburgh Plate-Glass Company, said: 
We use in this manufacture— 


Per ton 
White sand.............. $3. 
Soda ash (domestic) 35.00 
Sulphate of soda (do. 17.00 
Limestone 3.40 
~ Arsenic ( 62,00 
Salt....... 20. 00 
Cost of labor, from 35 to 40 cents per square foot. Operating expenses average 
sated month, There are other elements in composition, (See page 155, if 
wan 


We al the tax is being evaded from the fact that pla! lass can not be 
imported and sold at present prices without a heavy loss to the importers, If 
this is incorrect, why is it that merchants outside of seaport cities never import 
plate-glass?_ An importer informed a Western m: nt who was going to at- 
temp} it, “You do not understand working custom officials.” 

The cost of duction was so great when lass was first manufactured 
that, though it was $2 square foot and the duty was the same, yet every 
dollar invested prior to 1880 was lost. 

Had it not been for the protection of the Government, not a foot of plate- 
glass would have ever been made in this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is now upon line 156, ‘‘iron in 
igs, iron kentledge, $6 a ton,” to which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
CKINLEY | has moved an amendment to insert after the word ‘* dol- 
lars ” ‘‘and seventy-two cents.” 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some misunder- 
naoime in Heelers to lines 118 to 130. 
e CHAIRMAN. ‘That paragraph was disposed of, no amendment 
arg offered to it. The preceding paragraph was passed over by con- 


sen 
Mr. DALZELL. The members on this side of the House do not so 
Laan oat but both paragraphs were passed over to be recurred to 
ereafter. 
The CHAIRMAN. They were read at the last meeting of the com- 
mittee, and no amendment was offered, and they were read again this 


morning, but no amendment was offered, whereupon the committee 


proceeded to the next paragraph. 

- Mr. ADAMS. It will be found there is an understanding on both 
sides of the House that these two paragraphs were to be passed over to 
be recurred to hereafter. I have made.inquiries on both sides of the 
House and find that to be the understanding. > 


TheCHAIRMAN. From lines 103 to 117 were passed over to be re- 


‘curred to hereafter. 


It is as follows: 

Green and colored glass bottles, vials, and demijohns and carboys (covered or 
uncovered), pickle or preserve jars, and other plain, molded, or pressed green 
and colored bottle-glass, not cut, engraved, or painted, and not specially 
enumerated or provided for, three-fourths of L cent per pound; if filled, and not 
otherwise provided for, and the contents are subject to an ad valorem duty, or 
toa rate of duty based on their value, the value of such bottles, vials, or other 
vessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of the 
dutiable value of the latter; but if filled and not otherwise provided for, and 
the contents are not subject to an ad valorem daty or to a rate of duty based on 
their value. they shall pay a duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addi- 
tion to the duty, if any, on their contents. 


The next paragraph, which was disposed of, is as follows: 

Flint and lime glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed flint 
or lime ware, not specially enumerated or provided for, 39 per cent. ad 
valorem ; if filled, and nòt otherwise provided for, and the contents are sub- 
ject to an ad valorem duty, or toa rate of duty based on their value, the value 
of such flint or lime glass bottles or vials, or other vessels of like material above 
provided for, shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment 
of the dutiable value of the latler; but if filled, and not otherwise provided for, 
and the contents are not subject toan ad valorem duty, or to arate of duty based 
on their value, they shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem in addition to 
the duty, ifany, on their contents, 

Mr. DALZELL. The understanding on this side of the House was 
that both paragraphs were to be passed over, to be recurred to hereafter, 

Mr. DOCKERY. It will be remembered that refusal to make that 

ment was the occasion of the dilatory tactics on Saturday evening. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Missouri will not call those dila- 
tory tactics. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question before the committee is 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY). 

Mr. REED. It is evident there was a misunderstanding as to that 
paragraph, and Lask, by unanimous consent, it be passed over, to be con- 
sidered with the preceding paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks that the para- 
graph embraced in lines 118 to 130 be passed over, to be recurred to 
hereafter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Maine that 
was disposed of by the committee. There was no purpose to pass it 
over informally. We would prefer to dis of it now. 

Mr. REED. It relates to the same subject as the preceding para- 
graph, and we ask they may be considered together. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the objection to disposing of it now? 

Mr. REED. It has been desired to have the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. GUENTHER] present when the preceding paragraph was 
disposed of. I do not know whether he is concerned with this or not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know. 

Mr. REED. If there is any doubt about it, Mr. Chairman, I think 
it should be passed over, and I ask, by unanimous consent, that be the 
understanding. 

Mr. BLAND. How many lines does it include? 

The CHAIRMAN. It includes from line 118 to 130. 

Mr. BLAND. If we are constantly to recur to what we have dis- 
posed of, we will never get through with legislation. I object. 

Mr. REED. It all relates to one subject. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not care; we have disposed of it. 

Mr. REED. In the confusion the Clerk sometimes reads so rapidly 
that we do not understand. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has become of the paragraph included be- 
tween lines 135 and 141? 

The CHAIRMAN. That has been passed over. 

Mr. DOCKERY. While I have not objected to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], I have sent for the RECORD and 
find it is in exact harmony with my statement in reference to this 
matter. It is as follows: 


The Clerk read as follows: 

“Flint and lime glass bottles and vials, and other plain, molded, or pressed 
flint or lime glassware, not s lly enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad 
valorem; if filled, and not otherwise ponosa for, and the contents are subject 
to an ad valorem duty, orto arate of duty based on their vaiue, the valuo of 
such flint or lime glass bottles or vials, or other vessels of like material above 
provided for, shall be added to the value of the contents for tho ascertainment 
of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not otherwise provided for, 
and the contents are not subject to an ad valorem duty, or toa rate of duty based 
on their value, they shall pay a duty of 30 per cont. ad valorem in addition to 
the duty, ifany, on their contents,” 

Mr. Apams. I wantto understand this matter of the defect in the existing law, 
and I have an impression that there is in the pending bill an kiap lo remedy 
that defect. Therefore, if the gentleman y des: the existing law as to 
rates to stand, instead of striking out the pa h on page 13—I speak of it 
now because there is precisely the same provision in the paragraph just read— 
it would achieve his purpose, andit would be better to simply restore the exist- 

this paragraph and leave the language of the paragraph to stand; 
of the paragraph I believe (although I am not familiar 
with the subject) will found the remedy for the defect in the existing law 
which has been sare discussion. fe ar É iad 
. MOMILLIN. We passed over informally the paragraph upon w iscus- 
sion arose, and the Clerk has just read the next paragraph, 


1888. 


Mr. Bcrrows. Js it understood that that paragraph is passed over informally? 

Mr. McMriurs. Which one? 

Mr, Burrows. The one which has just been read. 

Mr. McMiLtrs. No, sir, 

Mr. Burrows. Then we have something to say about it. Mr, Chairman, I 
move that the committee do now rise, 


Mr. REED. It may be that you are correct, but that has not been 
the understanding on this side of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I only stated this to show what occurred; but I 
have no objection to the request of the gentleman from Maine. 

Tke CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri objects. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
has objected. 

‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that my amend- 
ment is simply the existing law; and the duty fixed by existing law is 
none too high for the successful prosecution of this industry. The im- 
portations last year were very large, competition was very sharp, and 
there is not a consumer in the country who is complaining of the price 
of pig-iron. The reduction proposed on this article in the bill will, of 
necessity, come ont of the labor employed in the industry. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment I have offered will be adopted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The present rate of duty on pig-iron is equivalent 
to 50.51 per cent., being $6.72 per ton. The reduction that is pro- 
posed is only 72 cents a ton, a véry mild, a very moderate and reason- 
able reduction; and Idonotthinkit would be either proper or wise, when 
there is an inevitable necessity and great demand for the reduction of 
the revenue, to restore the present rate of duty. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY; and 
on a division there were—ayes 64, noes 69. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MCKINLEY aud Mr. MOMILLIN were appointed tellers. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I withdraw the point of no quorum; 
I did not understand the announcement of the Ap eet” 

The CHAIRMAN, Tellers have been demanded. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I renew the point of order, in order to save time. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 
noes 77. : 

So the amendment was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having resumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 9859) making appropriations for the preservation, repair, and 
improvement of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and requested 
a conference with the House thereon; and had appointed Mr. FRYE, 
Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. RANsoM managers of the conference on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on the bill (S. 1669) to authorize the Mississippi and Louisiana 
Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, Miss., to constructa bridge 
over the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss. 
THE TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tron railway bars weighing more than 25 pounds to the yard, $11 per ton. 

Mr, McKINLEY. I moveto strike out lines 157 and 158, 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 47, 
noes 54. 

~Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. No quorum. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from New York will with- 
draw the point of order, and I will demand tellers. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Very well. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Now I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. MCMILLIN were appointed tellers. 

The committee proceeded to divide, but before the announcement of 
the result, - 

Mr. McKINLEY (one of the tellers) said: I withdraw the demand 
for a further count, 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steel ori ban and railway bars made in part of steel, weighing more than 
25 pounds to the yard, and slabs and billets of steel, $11 per ton, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 161, the wo: “and slabs and billets of steel.” 

Mr. BAYNE. What is the reason of the amendment? 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. One reason, and a very important reason, is that 
the railway bar is the advanced product of the billets, and we do not 
think it is proper to fix the same rate of duty on the slabs and billets 
that is fixed upon the more advanced product, namely, the railway bar 
that is made from steel in that shape. 

Mr. BAYNE. What duty isp to be placed upon the slabs ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The present rate of duty will remain in force if 
these words are stricken out. 

Mr. BAYNE. What is the present rate of duty ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. -Forty-five per cent. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment, was again read. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. That 
leaves the steel billets as under the present law ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the effect of the amendment, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Forty-five per cent. ad valorem? ~ 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the present rate. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is the equivalent, I understand, of about $8 per 
ton. At the present selling rate it is about $1.28 more per ton upon 
pig metal, and it is—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is exactly as we find the existing law. 

Mr. BAYNE. But are you not willing to’ correct inequalities or 
errors in the present law if you should find any? If there are defects 
in the law, do you propose to correct them? There seems to be a good 
deal of indisposition on the part of the committee to rectify any mistake 
or omission or error of any kind, however grievous, which they may find 
in the present law. 

Here is an obvious case., Here is a place where soft steel should be 
raised and a duty of at least $10 or $12 a ton be put upon it, in order 
to bring it up to its proper rating in comparison with the other ratings 
of the iron and steel schedule. Yet there is no disposition whatever 
to do that. LIregret to say that this is one case perhaps in which a 
Representative from a Democratic district has failed. This industry is 
represented in the State of West Virginia by avery excellent gentleman 
[Mr. Witson], who is a member of the Ways and Means Committee. 
When the bill was first reported it was put in good form, and if it had 
passed the committee in that shape it would have been all right. But 
a discovery was made that it raised the duty. It properly raised the 
duty. The gentleman from West Virginia was quite right when he 
had that amendment put into the bill which raised the duty above the 
existing law. It wasa proper thing todo. But it was diseoyered by 
the majority of his colleagues that the duty was being raised. That 
was enough. Itwas like shaking a red bandana before a good Repub- 
lican or a red rag before a bull, It was cut out, and now you relegate 
steel slabs down to the low rate of duty which they pay under existing 
law. That rate of duty is too low. Itis not right. There ought to 
be some disposition to rectify this error and put steel slabs at a proper 
rate of duty. But there is no such disposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In response to the gentleman’s statement that 
there is no disposition to rectify errors in existing law, I need only state 
that the whole bill is framed to rectify mistakes in existing law. We 
can not hope, however, to rectify every mistake that has been made in 
the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is 45 per cent. ad valorem a duty proportionate to the 
duty paid by the other articles on the iron and steel schedule under 
existing law ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I can not state about that; but we have given a 
very material reduction in steel rails—from $17 a ton to $11 a ton. At 
the same time we do feel a little disinclined to increase the cost of the 
material out of which they are made. 

Mr. BAYNE. But you put in your bill $6 a ton for pig-metal. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Exactly. 

Mr. BAYNE. And $8 a ton on, or about that for, steel slabs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is in the existing law. 

Mr. BAYNE. I knowit is, but it needs rectification in that respect. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman would rectify by raising duties. 
ya never known the gentleman to propose to rectify by lowering 

uties. : 

Mr. BAYNE. The only rectification you would make would be by 
lowering. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I say you have never proposed to rectify any duty 
by lowering. That was my remark. 

Mr, BAYNE. I will refer the gentleman to bichromate of potash. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. ‘The present paragraph as it stands provides: 

Steel railway-bars and railway-bars made in part of stecl, weighing more than 
25 pounds to the yard, and slabs and billets of steel, $11 a ton. 

= gentleman from Tennessee moves to strike out from the bill the 
words: 

And slabs and billets of steel. 

The reason he gives for that motion is thatit is, as it now stands, 
placing the manufactured product and the article of which the manu- 
factured product is made upon the list at the same rate. That is 
true, but I desire to call his attention to the fact that when this bill 
was framed slabs and billets of steel were not a manufactured product 
any morethan they are to-day, and that railway bars were just as much 
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a manufactured product. Ifthe bill was correct then, his amendment 
is wrong now. If his amendment is correct, the bill was wrong when 
it was indorsed by the St. Louis convention. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. X 

Mr. DALZELL. Ina speech delivered in this House on the 1ith 
day of May last, the gentleman who represents the Erie district of Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scorr] made certain statements with respect to the cost 
ofthe manufacture of Bessemer-steel rails, and certain statements also 
with respect to profits derived from that industry. 

T think the cause of trath demands that those statements should be 
met, and as I can not cover the ground in five minutes I ask leave to 
print, and will furnish to the Clerk, for the RECORD, an article upon 
that subject treating of these two propositions of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. This, with the changes that I make, I adoptas my own. 

The gentleman from the Erie district of Pennsylvania said: 


The following is the cost of manufacturing a ton of steel rails, of 2,240 pounds, 
atthe Edgar Thomson Steel Works, located near Pittsburgh, Pa., during the 
year 1887, one of the largest establishments of the kind in the United States: 
Market price of 1 ton of No. 1 Bessemer pig-iron at the mill..... eracseeeeree $18. 00 
Converting same, per ton ........... a bveshaceecboeedepscesess soe sasos on « L650 
Blooming, per ton........ -72 
Finishing, per ton = pe ST 
1} tons Connellsville coke, average $1.35 per ton.....csceceeses deuphn dena haaptarhnete 1.62 

23.71 

3.08 
26.79 
26.79 


~ The percentage of labor cost to the cost of production is 15.26 per cent. The 

ntage of labor cost to the average selling price of steel rails, namely, sell- 

ni pis of rails, $37.50; labor, per ton, $4.09, is 10. 9 per cent. The present rate 

off 7 per ton duty on steel is equal, under the present tariff, to an ad 
valorem duty of 85 per cent. 


Referring to the figures thus given of the alleged cost of producing a 
ton of steel rails at the Edgar Thomson Works in 1887, which the gen- 
tleman places at $26.79, it is noticeable that he makes no allowance 
for the labor cost of producing the iron ore, coke, limestone, pig-iron, 
and other raw materials which enter into the production of steel rails, 
nor for the labor cost of transporting these raw materials, thus disin- 
genuously attempting to create the impression that labor receives many 
times less than its due share of the price of the finished product. 
This labor cost of the production and rtation of raw materials is 
as much a part of the labor cost of producing a ton of steel rails as 
that which enters into the final manipulation of the raw materials in 
the converting department and in the rail-mill. Instead, therefore, 
of the labor cost of producing a ton of steel rails in 1887 being $4.09, 
as stated by the gentleman from Erie [Mr. Scorr], it was many times 
that sum. 

It is also noticeable that he makes no allowance in his table for spie- 
geleisen or ferromanganese in the production of steel rails. The man- 
ufacture of steel rails is not possible without the use of one or the other 
of these raw materials, both of which in 1887 cost much more per ton 
than the Bessemer pig-iron referred to in the first line of the gentleman's 
table. His subsequent incidental reference to spiegeleisen as an ele- 
ment in the production of steel rails which costs ‘‘ very little’? would 
be ridiculous if it were not wicked. The cost of spiegeleisen or ferro- 
manganese in every ton of steel rails produced in this country in 1887 
was about $3. Assuming that the gentleman’s calculation of the cost 
of a ton of steel rails in 1887, namely, $26.79, was correct as far as it 
embraced the details of such cost, there must be added about $3 for 
spiegeleisen or ferromanganese, thus making the cost of a ton of steel 
rails in 1887, according to his own showing, not less than $29.79, 

But the very first line of his table contains so serious an error that 
no confidence ought to be placed in any of his statements. His table 
pretends to give the cost of producing a ton of steel rails in 1887. In 
the first line of the table he gives the ‘‘ market price of one ton of No. 
1 Bessemer pig-iron at the mill’? as $18. The market price of Besse- 
mer pig-iron in this country in 1887 was at no time as low as $18. At 
the beginning of the year the price was $21.50 per ton; at the middle 
of the year it was $21.25 per ton; as late as November it was $20; and 
at the close of the year it was$19. These are quotations at Pittsburgh, 
where the Edgar Thomson Works are located. A fair average for the 
whole year would be not less than $20, or $2 per ton more than the 
price given by the gentleman. 

He distinctly states that ‘‘the cost to produce a ton of steel rails at 
the Edgar Thomson Steel Works in 1877 was $26.79.” It has been 
shown that in omitting the spiegeleisen or ferromanganese and in mis- 


stating the cost of a ton of Bessemer pig-iron his fi are at least 
$5 too low. To these serious miscalculations should be added the cost 


of the steam-power, which is not included in his table, and also the 
cost of all repairs, the cost of general management, taxes, insurance, 
and other elements of cost which he has omitted. The gentleman’s 
calculations being grossly inaccurate, his conclusions are entirely with- 
out value. 

The gentleman is said to be a millionaire many times over. He 
would resent as an impertinence any inquiry on the floor of the House 


into his profits in any particular year, yet he did not hesitate to refer 
to the alleged profits of Mr. Andrew Carnegie, the principal owner of 
the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, in the following language: 


One of the members of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, Limited, admitted 
to me within the past month, within 200 fect of where I now stand, that a state- 
ment, made by myself in the fall of 1886, was correct, namely, that he drew out 
of the Sampang as dividends in one year the sum of $1,500,000, the equivalent of 
$5,000 per day for three hundred days in the year, and this was but one member 
of the firm, with nostatement of profits undivided. Nointelligent business man 
will put the profits of this company at less than $5,000,000 in prosperous years, 
and we will allow them to employ 7,500 wage-workers. 


Mr. Carnegie, not being a member of Congress, and not being in 


Washington when these charges were made, could not promptly con- 


tradict them. He, however, wrote the following letter, which places 
the gentleman’s reputation for candor and fair dealing in a very unen- 
viable light: 
CARNEGIE Broruers & CO., LIMITED, BRANCH OFFICE, 
No, 48 Fifth Avenue, Pittsburgh, May 16, 1888, 

Dear Str: In reply to your inquiry I to state ein what occurred 
Lge Spratt Scorr and myself in the room of the Waysand Means Committee, 
at Was! n. 

I said to Mr. Scorr: “You have been making speeches around the country 
sa vom re I would not consent to become an American citizen, and thatI was 
a foreigner profiting by the high tarif.” Mr, Scorr said that he had made that 
statement “under a misapprehension,” and he now knew “it was not true.” 
He had “read Triumphant Democracy,” and knew that I was an intensely pa- 
triotic American. He promised not to repeat it. 

I said: ‘There is another statement you have made which is equally incor- 
rect, namely, that I took a million anda half of dollars of dividends from my 
manufacturing interests in one year.” gave away in one year a million of 
dollars to found three public libraries, and had given about half a million be- 
fore, andI explained to Mr. Scorr that these libraries would not be finished for 
several years. Mr. Scorr appeared satisfied with the explanation, and said that 
I was entitled to credit for the disposition I had made and was making of my 
means. 

So far from ever having drawn a million anda half from our firm in any one 

ear, I have never drawn a million, nor half a million, nor any sum approach- 

ng it. The money that we have earned has mainly gone into new,and im- 
proyed works, to develop still further the resources of this great Republic. 

So far from the stcel-rail industry in this country having been excessively 

rofitable, the capital invested has scarcely yet received a moderate return. 

here are eleven large steel-rail manufacturing works in America, and of these 
five have failed and been reorganized, two of them twice. 

There is no_steel-rail monopoly; anybody is free to enter wes the manu- 
facture of steei rails. There are no patents. If Mr. Scott really believed the 
prone of the iron and steel business were beyond the average it is strange that 

e did not continue to operate the iron mill at Eric in which he once embarked., 
He ean to-day purchase the shares of most of the stecl-rail manufacturing con- 
cerns in this country for less money than there is capital invested. 

As for one steel-rail manufacturing concern making $5,000,000 per annum, 
all the steel-rail eT aap of this country will not make $5,000,000 profit this 
year, nor anything like so great a sum. 

With a capacity to manufacture double the amount of rails required, the 
steel-rail mills of this country have nothing to look forward to for sume time 
but a severe struggle to run part of their works and maintain their organiza- 
tions. The present price of rails ($30 at works) shows what we have to expect. 


You respectfully, 
geld rics ANDREW CARNEGIE. 

Mr. James M. Swank, Philadelphia, Pa, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The formalamendment having been withdrawn, 
the question recurs on the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Letit be reported. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. Before further progress is made with the provisions 
of this bill relating to iron I ask that these provisions be over 
until my colleague [Judge KELLEY] is present. He is not here. Iam 
certain he felt that this—— 

Mr. BLAND. We have already thrown away one day and given 
away two. I object to passing over anything more. If we are to get 
through with this bill before the dog-days let us go on and get through 
withit. I protest against any passing over or recurring on behalf of 
anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope that objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it will not, and I enter my protest now against 
delaying the bill in this way or passing over anything. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch wide nor 
less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; com- 
prising round iron not less than three-fourths of | inch in diameter, and 
square iron not less than three-fourths of 1 inch woars; and flats less than 
1l inch wide or less than three-cighths of I inch thick, round iron Jess than 
three-fourths of 1 inch and not less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, 
and square iron less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, 1 cent per pound: 
Provided, That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than 
iron in bars, and more advanced than pig-iron, except castings, shall be rated 
as iron in bars, and pay a duty accordingly; and none of the above iron shall pay- 
a less rate of duty t 35 per cent. ad valorem: Provided further, That all iron 
bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any kind,in the manufacture of 
which charcoal is used as fuel, shall be subject to a duty of not less than $20 


per ton. 

Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 179, page 16, after the word “twenty” insert “two.” 

Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that if the committee 
fully understood the process of manufacturing charcoal iron and the 
great amount of labor required to produce a ton of it, this amendment 
would be agreed to. 


As I have been actively engaged in this branch of the iron industry 
during the past sixteen years, if the committee will give me their at- 
tention for a few moments, I will briefly explain the cost of manufact- 
uring a ton of charcoal bloom iron in the Lake Champlain district of 
New York, which I have the honor to represent, which is as follows, 


namely: 
7 cords of coal wood on the stump (which is the amount 
ufacture a ton of iron) .......+-cerceeers 

Cutting and hauling, at $1.50 per co’ 

Coaling and delivering 340 bushels of charcoal.. 
Mining, separating, and transporting 2 tons of ore 
Making and hammering the iron, including su: 
Maintenance of plant... 


Total 
Deduct value of wood on the stump. 
And ore in the ground 


Labor cost ineach tOnspesss.se.soresrer ic coussevseossassbisodgossusanlsectecssdcpuab levees taposente 5 

And I am authorized to say that the manufacturers of this article in 
my district would and will pay a good commission to any man who 
will at this time sell their product at its cost to them. 

I would state to the committee that the Lake Champlain district of 
New York furnishes to-day nineteen-twentieths of all the charcoal 
bloom iron that is now made in this country. I would further state 
that I am unable to name a single manufacturer en in this in- 
dustry who has during the past six months been able to get a new dol- 
lar for an old one. ‘Those who have had the co e to ran atall 
have done so at a loss for the purpose of retaining their old and valued. 
employés, hoping to drift on to better times. They have also been 
obliged to carry nine-tenths of their product in hopes that this bill 
would not pass, and that their old customers would again be in the 
market for at least a part of their iron. The consumers, upon the other 
hand, ‘‘fight shy,” to use a trade term, and purchase in small lots 
from a hand-to-mouth character, thinking that if the Mills bill should 
pass they could purchase charcoal iron at $2 per ton less. 

The total output of blooms and billets made in the United States 
with charcoal in 1887 was 43,306 tons. In 1887 there were 37 bloom- 
aries prepared to make blooms from scraps and pig-iron, and their 
output was 22,018 net tons. There were also 48 forges arranged to 


make iron direct from the ore, and these produced, in 1887, 15,088 net 


tons, of which 15,043 nettons were madein my district. Forges of this 
kind were once numerous in the mountainous districts of North Caro- 
lina and Tennessee. Barely a half dozen are ever actively at work in 
both these States. ‘Those which are occasionally active make a very 
few tons of blooms, which are hammered into bar-iron for local use. 
The following table shows the proportion of ore blooms and billets 
made in New York in the past thirteen years as compared with the 
roduction of the whole country, and the proportion of the production 
in the United States of pig and scrap blooms which was made in Penn- 
sylvania in the same time: 


Net tons of 2,000 pounds, 
Years. Ore blooms | Total make Pig and Total make 
and billets of ore scrap blooms of pig 
madein | blooms and made in and scrap 
New York, billets, Pennsylvania.| blooms. 
23, 666 24, 827 
20, 202 23, S44 
23, 466 23,073 
22, 829 25, 906 
27, 290 82, O71 
34,351 83, 9387 
39, 892 39, 237 
43,911 42,939 
31,347 39,521 
27, U5 27,216 
18, 951 21,813 
15,507 26,031 
15,043 28, 218 


The output of the charcoal-iron workers of the country would suffer 
with all other iron industries by any tariff reduction which admits into 
competition manufactures of iron ata less rate than is now paid. By 
reference to this table you will notice the crippled condition of the 
charcoal branch of this once prosperous industry, brought about by for- 
eign competition, which the present duties permit. 

The whole commercial struggle in this industry now is between the 
United States and foreign countries, and the question between them is, 
who shall finally be able to secure and hold control of the American 
market? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, only a short time ago we had in the Lake Cham- 
plain district one hundred and seventy-five forge fires in fall blast mak- 
inz charcoal bloom-iron. The employés then engaged in this industry 
were well paid and their families well provided for. A large number of 
the more industrious owned a horse and carriage and had accumulated 
a surplus over and above living expenses, which was placed to their 
credit in the savings-banks of the district. While to-day, owing to the 
depressed condition of the iron market, scarcely forty forge fires are in 


blast. The skilled labor that had formerly been engaged in this in- 
dustry have been obliged in many instances to obtain work elsewhere 
at common labor. Theiron produced in this valley has the reputation 
of being equal to any produced in the world, and with proper protec- 
tion the output can be increased to satisfy the wants of our own peo- 
ple, without calling on the manufacturers of Great Britain, Germany, 
Belgium, Norway, and Sweden. The duty, instead of being diminished, 
should be increased. But, Mr. Chairman, I doubt not that the gen- 
tlemen upon the other side, who favor a reduction of the tariff, will 
say that this state of affairs was brought about by an overproduction 
of iron, while upon the other hand we hold that foreign importa- 
tions, manufactured by the cheap labor of Europe, is the prime cause of 
our trouble. 

I quote from the Anntal Statistical Report of the Americgn Iron and 
Steel Association for 1887, page 53, statistics of the foreign iron trade 
for 1887: 

GENERAL SUMMARY FOR 1887 AND FOR PART OF 1858, 

In our last annual report reference was mde to depression in the iron and 
stecl industries of Europe, which commenced in 1883 and continued until the 
latter part of (886, when a general improvement began, the demand increasing 
and Troe advancing. This improvement was largely due to the active de- 
mand for iron and steel which then prevailed in the United States; the iron 
and steel manufacturers of Great Britain, Germany, and Belgium receiving 
large orders for their products from this country, some of which were not 
filled until 1887. The improvement in the iron and steel industries of Great 
Britain was most noticeable. The year 1887 witnessed in the main acontinuance 
of the improved condition of the iron and steel industries of both Great Britain 
and the Continent, The demand for iron and steel very gradually increased— 
large quantities going to the United States; prices, however, fluctuated con- 
siderably during the year, although in the aggregate they were better main- 
tained than in immediately preceding years. 

This shows the cause of depression here to have been, not o¥erpro- 
duction by our mills, but excess of foreign importations rendered pos- 
sible by pauper labor. In 1886 Sweden and Norway manufactured 
442,457 metric tons of charcoal pig-iron, a large part of which finds its 
way into the United States under the present rate of duty and under- 
sells our manufactures in open market, 

I wish to say to the gentlemen upon the other side who favor a re- 
duction of the tariff that all claims for overproduction of pig or bloom 
iron amount to nothing when statistics are taken into account, for you 
will find that our stocks of pig-iron carried over are practically ofiset 
by the importations of foreign pig-iron, showing that our domestic in- 
dustry is sensitive enongh to take care of itself but not to provide for 
foreign importations. 

Our production in 1887 was 6,417,148 gross tons—our imports during 
the year amounted to 467,522 gross tons, the unsold domestic stock with 
which we the year amounted to 225,629 gross tons, and the un- 
sold stocks with which we closed the year amounted to 301,913 gross 
tons. Tabulating these details we have the following as the probable 
consumption of pig-iron in this country in 1887 in gross tons: 
Domestic production in 1887,,...... e» 6, 417,148 
Imported in 1887. 467,522 
Stocks on hand January 1, L 


Hee newene sence See eeeaneeeneesee seeeteaseces 


Probable consumption in 1887 in gross tonS........4.cccceeressesceeeseversvcenceenee 6, 808, 386 


At the close of 1887 the quantity of foreign pig-iron in bonded ware- 
house and not sold was so small that it need not be considered, and 
our exports of pig-iron in the same year need not be considered for a 
like reason. = 

In and about the iron works in the Champlain Valley common labor 
gets $7 a week, while skilled labor gets from $10 to $18 per week. 

In Belgium in the iron and steel works $4 a week would furnish an 
ample supply of common labor, while skilled labor seldom if ever 
averages more than $6. 

Wages all over Great Britain are low and decreasing. Two shillings, 
and in favored localities two and six pence a day, equivalent to about 
61 cents of our money, are the highest wages paid to common men 
laborers, and I am credibly informed that skilled labor receive less than 
one-half the compensation actually paid for like service in Northern 
New York. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, the fact is conclusively shown to the mind of 
any man having a practical knowledge of this industry that the passage 
of this bill will be a re-enforcement to our foreign competitor of such 
formidable strength as to turn the tide of the commercial battle now 
being waged between us in favor of the foreign producer. 

Great Britain, Belgium, Norway, and Sweden are just as certainly 
sure of obtaining our market in this particular if this bill passes as if 
they already had it. Is it any wonder that the capital invested, the 
wage-worker employed in, and the industries dependentupon this branch 
of American manufactures are all crying out against this deliberate, pre- 
meditated, and thoroughly destructive blow at this leading and im- 
portant source of national and individual wealth? 

In my opinion no American who is proud of his country and desires 
to see it prosper can remain silent while such a deadly design is contem- 
plated, or fail to raise his voice and cast his vote against it; and while 
I do not expect that any considerations I can urge will at all affect the 
organized bludgeon of the free-trade majority of this House, now so 
threateningly and ruthlessly raised against the business interests of this 
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Union, I can at least here enter my most earnest and emphatic protest 


against the proposed action. And this I do, Mr. Chairman, accompa- 
nying it with the prophecy that when the people of this Union are heard 
upon this subject they will so speak that this House will no longer have 
the wish or the votes to annihilate the American market for any of our 
industries in favor of the foreign competitor, who owes no allegiance 
and gives no support to our Government. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Morr1tt] has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to continue for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Morrirr]. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 54, noes 66. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to strike out the whole paragraph down 
to and including line 180. . 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will pre- 
vail. We are now dealing with a very important schedule, namely, 
the metal schedule, and when we consider how rapidly the industries 
embraced in it have grown it seems to me that we ought not to take 
any step that.will cripple or destroy those industries. In 1850 we had 
only 1,434 establishments in this country engaged in these industries, 
while in 1880 there were 3,532. In 1850 there were but 22,000 hands 
employed; in 1880 there were 298,862. In 1850 the capital invested 
in these industries was, in round numbers, $16,000,000; in 1880 the 
capital invested was over $416,000,000. They paid in wages in these 
industries in 1850 only $7,000,000; in 1880 they paid more than $122,- 
000,000. The value of the material used in 1850 was $43,797,854; in 
1880 it was over $380,000,000. The value of the product of 1850 was, 
ee toana numbers, but $83,000,000; in 1880 it was more than $604,- 


„000. 

And, Mr. Chairman, it is a significant fact that while these indus- 
tries have grown so rapidly and have given employment to labor and 
investment to capital, there is not a single item in the schedule that 
has not been reduced in cost to the consumer. In confirmation of that 
statement I desire to have printed an abstract of testimony given be- 
fore the Tariff Commission, showing not only the growth of the indus- 
tries but also how the prices to the consumer of the articles embraced 
in this schedule have been reduced. 

The following is the abstract: 

IRON AND STEEL. 
[Tariff Commission Report.] 

Mr. S. J. Loughran testified before the Commission. “There is not much im- 
ported iron or steel used in our city of Des Moines. Common English is infe- 
rior to common American fron. 

“American machinery steel is taking the place of iron in construction of ma- 
chinery. The quality is excellent, and competition among American manufact- 
eee reduced the price as low as that of superior iron. 
and steel in all their forms, cost of iron and steel can be reduced 
nently only by American competition and free trade 
nations. 

“Admitting reduction of tariff on some articles as necessary, we dread the re- 
sult of any reduction that would close mines or mills, The panic of 1873 would 
again be felt in every home.” 

y [Some extracts, page 1127, Tariff Commission, volume 1.] 

Charles A. McNair, St. Louis, representing Missouri Furnace Company, said : 
“The iron manufacturers of the United States have just held a convention at 
Cresson, Pa. Our interests demand protection. Much capital invested here; 
our blast-furnaces have all been built since 1870,” 

John Roach, Chester, Pa., testified before the Commission, as follows: * The 
iron interest is national, not sectional. To the three great wants of man, bread, 
clothing, and fuel, must be added a fourth—iron. What has it not done for civ- 
ilization? The nation that makes no use of iron isa barbarous nation. The 
nation that can not produce iron must forever be a weak and dependent nation 
without the means of self-defense.” ` 

England early popa this, and is far ahead of other nations in her iron 
and coal interests. his it is which has made her the richest nation of the 


erma- 
at home, not with foreign 


world. 
Production of pig-iron in principal countries is as follows: 
f ‘ons, 
CPOE TEMS N AOU E RS O 7,721,833 
United States e.. 4,295, 414 
France...... 1, 733, 102 
Belgium............ SEE RE AS IES 610, 000 
obascsenempanesnonses aciaecooteh sessed dunconsonhdadesecstocniniee Sesaceesncccenetocecescors 16, G10, S40 


almost dependent upon her? 

I believe that were it not for iron and the use we have made of it we could 
not hold this vast territory known as United States under one central govern- 
ment; our brethren would say, “ We can not suffer the great inconvenience in- 
cident upon going to make lawsforthe nation; we must havea government of 
ourown, 

When we have the iron shall we leave it in the mine undeveloped? There is 
but one answer. We must continue to give iron the protection needed to de- 
velop the vast resources yet undiscove! This interest in this country to-day 
gives employment to one-sixth ouractual working popolato: Much has been 
said about “monopoly” in connection with this interest; indeed, it is called 
the “father of monopolies.” I have been engaged in this interest more exten- 
Sively perhaps than any other and I have never found out yet where the mo- 
ect. 8, is, In 1880 we imported $80,483,365 worth of iron and steel, a that 
we required much more than we could produce. Yetcapii 


e that was 
free to go into the production of iron. Why was not the eapital 


ectly 
to sup- 


rotective tariff br wa? apices the quality and lowered the price of iron 


ply from our own mines and furnaces the $80,000,000 worth? From 1870 to 1880 
we imported $30,223,753 worth. Why was not capital forthcoming to produce 
that supply at home? Three reasons why: 

1, England, Scotland, and Wales, showing iron, coal, and limestone 
de; its, and the distance and location of iron centers from market: Great 
Britain has these within smaller space, and hence possesses advantages of loca- 
eae Nasr render it impossible for other nations to compete with her without 
protection, 

2. Labor: I am now going to tell you some stubborn facts which I have ex- 
perienced within the last year. I have just completed a modern blast-furnace 
at a cost of over £250,000. Everything that could be done in reduction and com- 
pression of labor was done, and probably there is no other furnace in the world 
to-day that can produce pig-iron with fewer hours’ labor per ton. But this 
furnace is composed of iron, stone, and brick. Whatshape was the iron in when 
I began the enterprise? Oreinthe mine. Where lay the stone? Coarse 
inthe quarry. What were the bricks? Clay. Youknow, gentlemen, the value 
of clay when you begin to make brick out of it. 

These materials before labor was put into them was not over 5 per cent. of the 
furnaces’ cost. The balance that made up the cost was labor. In England, 
France, and Germany the cost of this labor is 60 percent. less than in thiscountry, 
Hence the furnace builtin those countries would cost 60 percent. less ($150,000) 
while mine cost $250,000. 

3. In sections of the United States where the iron interest is yet not entirely 
developed, the cost of ca ae would average 8 per cent., or $20,000 a year on 
$250,000, while in England, France, and Germany it would be only 3} per cent., 
or $5,250 on the $150,000. 

There were other difficulties, among them the constant hue and cry, which 
rendered capital frightened and uncertain over tariff legislation. This cry was 
raised chiefly by a class who have no interest in American development or in 
anything but selling the goods of foreign nations over the counter. Notwith- 
standing all this the industry is not crushed. 

Shall we leave these 22,000,000 tons of ore, coal,and limestone buried in our 
own soil and encourage their development in a SA a land simply because 
labor is cheaper, and consequently productions of all kinds cheaper. What 
will the effect be to this nation of drawing each year from our financial resources 
and sending it abroad to purchase our iron supply? Will not this increase the 
cost of iron in the country we purchase it from? 


From 1850 to 1850 (low tariff): 


Average 
From 1870 to 1881 


igh tariff): 
Ship or tank plates.... 
Fian; 


ge-iron..... 
Angle-iron . 
Rivets i 
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Or 25 per cent. less than 1850 to 1860. 

From 1870 to 1890, years of high tariff,the iron products of this country increased 
about l00percent. In those years it would besupposed in demand would 
create an i price, yet though wages were higher by 20 per cent. during 
the latter period the price of iron was reduced. as is seen, 25 per cent. This 
proves that cheap iron does not depend upon a foreign market, but upon com- 
petition, energy, and en rise of our own people, 

Much is heard of the steel rail oper pe 

James Park, president iron and convention at Cresson, Pa., testified : 

“Tn 1860, the last year preceding the adoption of our present tariff policy the 
country’s production of pig-iron amounted to 821,223 tons, its production 
of rails to 183,069 tons, and steel. 10,569 tons, In 1881, the last of the twenty-one 

ears during which the present policy has been in force, our production of pig- 
Ton was 4,144.254 tons; steel rails, 1,646,518 tons; steel, 1,588,314 tons.” 

When the Mo tariff was adopted this sonay had not produced one A sere 
of Bessemer steel, and it was not until 1867 that its manufacture in the United 
States as a commercial product may be said to have been established. 

Our railroads consume more than one-half of all the iron and steel that the 
country produces or buys abroad. At the beginning of 1861 only 30,635 miles of 
ey oa _ been builtin the United States; beginning of 1882, 75,000 miles more 


It will be asked whether or not the prices of iron and steel have been reduced 
to consumers under our protective policy. Protection by encouraging compe- 
tition hasalways Teduced the prices of manufactured articles, but the occurrence 
of our civil war and the consequent creation of our greenback currency have 
retarded the cheapening effect which would otherwise have been produced, 

But the test of cheapness is not the true test to apply to any economic policy. 
Everything niga, or sold may be cheap in money price, and yet those who 
buy and those who sell may be very far from rous. lt bas been well re- 
marked by a recent writer that in countries where prices are lowest the people 
are generally poe and ignorant, and that the blessings of low prices are no- 
where so likely to be found asamong a ple who clothe themselves in breech- 
elouts and grass matsand live on wild fruits and insects. The products of both 
agriculture and manufacture may be high in price,and yet consumer as well 
as producer be prosperous. An economic policy must be judged by its general 
prosperity of the people, and not by prices, If the consumption of iron and 
steel under present tariff has been so much in excess of all former times the in- 
ference is irresistible that the country was preepecoms under protection or it 
could not have required so much and be able to pay for them regardless of price. 

‘The ability to purchase and not the price of a commodity governs all trade 
operations, But protection does cheapen prices. 

Let us see what protection has done for the industries of Great Britain, par- 
ticularly iron and steel. The perfection which she gave to her iron industry 
after Cort had perfected for her the puddiing-furnace and the rolling-mill, and 
the owners of these furnaces generally in uced use of mineral fuel is 
especially noticeable, Prior to this time Great Britain had not made enough 
iron to supply her own wants. Now she could do this. 

TESTIMONY BEFORE THE MORRISON COMMITTEE, 

Mr. B. F, Jones, president of Iron and Steel Association and seventeen wit- 

nesses testify regarding iron and steel industry, and recommend continued 
rotection. Why should iron ore be placed on free-list, or any reduction in 
fari be made when new iron-ore fields are being discovered and developed 


in this coun eve 


ry year, 
Lake Superior mines furnish about one-third pig-iron for United States. Cap- 
ital employed in mining is: 


.. $33, 000, 000 
18, 000, 000 


Total..... mes na hE wn, 51, 000, 000 
Fifteen thousand men are directly employed in mining, and thase districta 
support 50.000 people. 
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Under a duty fully protective, home consumption can be relied u to meet 
the wants of our iron and manufacturers with every variety of ore at low- 
est cost consistent with fair wages to American labor. Reliance upon importa- 
tions would be dangerousand impossible. American ore can never be exported; 


it is entitled to a home market. 

Mr. Wharton, on steel rails: “The fits had been large during fonr or five 
years; but altered conditions of trade have brought the prices of steel rails to a 
point where profits have vanished and losses haveoccurred; and looking at the 
question as a question of to-day, we aay that to-day we are on a very narrow 
mai 


n, 
aTi ere are twenty Bessemer steel rail works in operation in this country.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. The present rate of duty on bars, blooms, etc., is 
51 per cent. on one grade, 58 per cent. on the next, and on the third 
69 percent. The proposed rates are: on the first grade, 46 per cent., 
and on the second 51 per cent. Therefore it can not be justly claimed 
that there is an unreasonable reduction here. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike out the last word. I notice 
that my friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is still laboring under 
the delusion or superstition that protection benefits the manufacturers 
and the laborers employed in manufacturing establishments. In order 
to disabuse his mind of that idea, I ask to have read by the Clerk an 
interview had yesterday in New York with one of the most prominent 
manufacturers in St. Lonis. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A TARIFF-REFORM CONVERT—ONE OF THE BEST-KNOWN BRASS MANUFACTURERS 
ABANDONS HIS OLD REPUBLICAN FRIENDS, a 


One of the best-known manufacturers of brass and iron goods in the West, Mr. 

N. O. Nelson, of the N. O. Nelson Manufacturing Company of St. Louis, is the 

latest to bolt the Republican platform and its close communion protection 

puk Mr. Nelson has never voted for a Democrat and, as he says himself, was 
rn & Republican, but he can not stand the Chicago platform. 

He employs three hundred men and manufactures machinery and steam and 

lumbing goods. A World reporter saw Mr. Nelson at the Murray Hill Hotel 
t night, and he was outspoken in his disapproval of what he termed, "so 
manifestly a party slogan, a catch.” 

“This country doesn’t need the sort of protection they propose,” he said. 
“Tt is un-American. It is intended to be prohibitory and to cut off our trade 
with other countries. It is, in fact, belittling America by assuming that she 
has not got surplus brains enough to compete with the simple cheap labor of 
. other countries. Weare doing a very considerable export business now. - 
ern manufacturers in ay own line send quantities of goods to Europe, and 
American lathes and tools, iron pumps, pipe-fittings, steam-valves, and the like 
are exported regularly and largely, notwithstanding the alleged excessive cost 
of our raw material. The radical mistake the party made at Chicago was in 
setting their face inst reform of any sort or proper revision, which they had 
promised in their platform of 1884.” 

“Then you are not one of those manufacturers who tell their employés that 
in case Harrison is not elected wages will be cut in two and half the mills will 
be shut down?” 

“That sort of talk is the sheerestand purest nonsense. Any manufacturer 
knows that it isn’t the poorest and lowest-priced labor that is the most profit- 
able. That is well illustrated by the fact that the slave labor at the South could 
not compete with the North, nor can convict labor compete with free labor 
now. 

Mr, Nelson said that he has already met scores of his Republican friends who 
thought as he did inthe matter, Hesailson the Alaska y fora two months’ 
European vacation, 

Mr. Nelson is one of the few manufacturers who share their profits with their 
workmen, 


Mr. NUTTING. I-send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the letter 
which I have marked. P 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following, from the Tarif League 
Bulletin: 

A LETTER FOR WORKINGMEN TO READ. 

The following letter ought to be read by every workingman in this country. 
It speaks honestly and plainly. 
* To the Editor of the Bulletin: 


“ DEAR Sim: I anrvery much interested in the present tariff bill now pending, 
which ponpa me to write this letter to you. Iam satisfied if the Mills bill 
passes both Houses that my wages will be reduced at least one-half. Iama 
mechanic, and have had a vote ever since 1571, and have always cast it for the 
Democratic party, but I will not vote for Mr, Cleveland or any other man that 
will reduce my wages. Iam perfectly disgusted to think that I have Srpperted. 
that party so long and was so anxious to see them get into power; and the very 
first hing they they want to dois to ruin our industries and pull down our 
wages! Ifthey are honest and conscientious in their views on the tariff I sup- 
pose they will be willing to have their salaries reduced in the same proportion 
that our wages are reduced, 

“ The proposition that I would like to maketo Cleveland, Mills & Co. is this: 
That the wages of the President, members of the Cabinet, members of Congress, 
and cvery employé in the Government service, without a single exception, be 
reduced in the same proportion as the workingmen’s wages of this country. I 
will refer you to an article published in the New York Herald on Sunday, No- 
vember 2b. 1886, under the head of ** The Toiler.”’ It tells of the wages, cus- 
toms, etc., of the brick and stone masons of England, France, and Germany, 
and how they are obliged to live; and also tells how the same class live here, 
what wages they receive, etc. If these people think that the iron, glass, or pot- 
tery biisiness is such a monopoly, let them go into the business and find out. 
They will find that there is enough competition to keep their eyes wide open, 
and will be very fortunate if they do not lose what they put into it. 

“ Who favored the working classes during the lastpanic? Not Grover Cleve- 
land or Mr. MILLS. Not themen who were afraid of losing their money in banks 
or business. No, sir; it was the gentlemen of this country who, by keeping 
their money in the mills and factories, kept God knows how many good people 
from starving! The wages were small, it is true, but I believe in most instances 
the men made as much as the owners, and in some instances the men made 
more than the owners, as in case of a failure—and there were plenty of them— 
all of which the — low-tariff men escaped. Why did they escape? Be- 
cause they would not put their money up and risk it to give you or I a day's 
work, t was the working class in this country before the war, and what 
were their wages? What have the working classes been since the war, and 
what have their wages been? stad | person can answer this, I suppose they 
want good old Democratic times and slavery again. 

“They say that if our wages are lowered we can buy cheaper. How can we 
buy when we have no work and no moncy? They want to stop the wheels 
that make our living in this country and start the idle wheels of Europe. I 
see enough of European customs without being forced to buy their goods, I 


am opposed to any person coming here from Europe and substituting their eus- 


toms for ours in any way, shape, or form. At what per cent. did this country 
advance before the war? What was the farmer with his log house, rail fence, 
imported furniture, and no carpets on his floor before the war? And what is the 
farmer to-day, and what has he been since the war, with his mansion to live in 

furnished with American goods made by American workmen, and surrounded 
by stylish, od ge bone fences, with a barn worth ten times as much as his old 
house? And he does not allow his children to do as he did in the olden time, 

“It is not fashionable footy alata good farms, stock, carriages, etc., and yet 
Mr. Cleveland says the poor eris imposed upon. At least they want usto 
have a change, but they do not cite us any favorable precedent. They do not 
give us any or figures. Remember I am speaking from a workingman’s 
standpoint, and I believe I speak the sentiments of a majority ifnot of all 
the workingmen in this country. They want usto c ge a sure thing for an 
uncertainty, They say that our expenses will be reduced in proportion to our 
receipts, but they do not tell usthat we shall have as much work then as now. 
We know just exactly how much we have paid for everything we are and have 
been using since we have had a tariff. We know justexactly what to expect if 
the tariff is kept on. They do not tellus what the cost will be if we have Mr, 
MUILLs’s new way. 

“He does not agree to put down sugar trusts, grain trusts, and, worst of all,- 
newspaper trusts, such as the New York World and other papers, which in this 
city have raised their price 25 per cent. on some of the papers and reduced 
the profits of the dealers 25 per cent.; and yet the World is always howling 
about monopolies and trusts. People who live in glass houses ought not to 
throwstones. I haven’t the least idea that the profits of any iron or steel works, 
glass works, or pottery works are as profitable for the amount of money invested 
asthe clear gains of some of the New York newspapers; yet the editor of the 
World wants low tariff and goods that are manufactured in Europe, although 
he does not tell us that he would be satisfied if his receipts were reduced 50 per 
—_ Me the contrary he has raised the price of his paper, Will Standard oil 

an eA) ?. 

+S Will EALEN Union rates be any cheaper? Will New York papers lower 
their price? Will all of the members of Congress that vote for the Mills bill be 
willing to reduce their own salaries, possibly 50 per cent.? No, sir! They are 
not that kind of le. IfI can save enough money out of my earnings | will 
take the oe is fall against Cleveland, Mills & Co., and talk tothe working . 
classes, The building interest in this city is almost dead, and in Brooklyn the 
same, com with last year, and from what I can hear it is so all over the 
country. lam satisfied Mr. MILLS’s new tariff bill is the cause of most all of it, 
for no one wants to build a house at the American price and sel! it at an En- 
glish, French, or German price. There is no merchant goer | who wants to 
buy iron, brags giace or pottery ware at the American price and perhaps sell it 
ata tones or Mr. a price. One is as bad as the other. 
eee vs “J. W. McGRANAHAN, 

“877 Eighth Avenue, New York City.” 

Mr. NUTTING (during the reading of the foregoing, when five min- 
utes had expired) said: I ask for three minutes more, so thatthe read- 
ing of this letter may be concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can have the letter printed in 
the RECORD; it would take some time to finish the reading. Debateon 
the pending amendments is exhausted. If there be no objection, the 
pro forma amendment submitted by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
BuRROWS] will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Irenew the proforma amendment. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] has sent to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read what purports to be an interview with a manufacturer, who 
asserts that the cost of labor in manufacturing in this country, when 
compared by results accomplished, is no greater than in foreign coun- 
tries. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to 
the statistics which I presented the other day as to the cost of labor in 
the manufacture of lime, but which accord with those which may be 
presented in reference to every other industry of this country. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has frequently asserted on 

this floor that notwithstanding the weekly or daily wages of labor in 
manufacturing establishments in this country are from 38 to 100 per 
cent. more than in Great Britain—77 per cent. higher on the average— 
yet the labor cost of producing an article is no greater in this country 
than abroad, because our labor is more efficient. 
_ Now, I obtained and had read to the House the other day statistics 
in the lime-manufacturing industry, obtained from manufacturing es- 
tablishments in my own district, and statistics obtained in the same 
industry at St. Johns, in Canada, and they showed this fact, which 
every other industry will show, that precisely the same number of 
hours’ labor are required to produce 100 casks of lime in the State of 
Maine as on the St. Johns, in Canada, and that this labor cost 10} 
cents or 60 per cent. more per cask in the State of Maine than on the 
St. Johns. 

In view of these facts—facts which may be demonstrated by refer- 
ence to any other industry in this country—of what avail is it for gen- 
tlemen to rise on this floor and say that, notwithstanding the official 
statistics show that our labor costs on the average 60 per cent. more 
per day or per hour, yet the result obtained is 60 per cent. more, when 
the statistics show that not only in the lime manufacturing industry, 
but in most other industries, a given amount of labor costs 38 to 100 
per cent. more in this country than in Great Britain? In this par- 
ticular industry to which I have alluded, where the figures were given 
for each item and the number of hours’ labor, it wasshown conclusively 
that the labor-cost was 10 cents, or 60 per cent., per cask more in the 
State of Maine than in the Dominion of Canada. 

Notwithstanding the po of these facts, and in the face of . 
the protestations of gentlemen on the other side that they are willing 
to adopt a duty equivalent to the difference in the cost of labor, this 
House deliberately refased to increase a duty of only 3 cents per cask on 
lime so as to make it cover the difference in the cost of labor, to say 
nothing of the difference of cost of materials. , Of what avail then, Mr. 

i , are these protestations of willingness to cover the difference 
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in the cost of labor if, whenever facts are presented, the majority on 
the other side of the House deliberately refuse te give a duty which 
covers that difference? 

Of what avail are these protestations that a protective duty.can not 
benefit the laborer, when it is shown in this particular industry, for 
example, that 10 cents more per cask is paid for labor in this country 
than in Canada, and that a failure to make the duty equivalent to this 
difference is gradually destroying this industry. 

Iam assured, Mr. Chairman, that whenever ‘comparisons are made 
in any industry in this country, it will be found that labor receives, 
for effective results accomplished, at least 50 per cent. more than the 
same labor receives in Great Britain, And when protective duties are 
removed in all our industries, we must either give them up or reduce 
the wages of our Jabor to the foreign standard. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I voted against the tariff act of 1883; I was 
one of ten or eleven Republicans in this House who so voted. I did 
so becanse I did not assent to the conclusion of the Tariff Commission 
that there should be any reduction of duties. Ido not think there 
exists now any necessity for reduction of tariff duties. I frankly ad- 
mit there is a necessity for a reduction of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. The revenues of the Government, however, can be reduced 
without touching the tariff at all, by taking off a suflicient amount 
from the internal taxes, the tobacco taxes and other taxes, the taxa- 
tion on alcohol used in the arts, etc. In this way a sufficient reduc- 
tion can be made to bring down the surplus revenue of the Govern- 
ment forty or fifty million dollars. 

Mr. BYNUM. What are those taxes which you would reduce be- 
sides the tobacco tax? f 

Mr. BAYNE, I would take the tax off domestic tobacco entirely; 
and I would also take off the tax on alcohol used in the arts, That 
would make a reduction of about $40,000,000. 

Mr. BYNUM. Where would you get the other $40,000,000 ? 

Mr. BAYNE. We do not want a reduction of $40,000,000 more. 
If this Government is true to its disabled soldiers and the dependent 
widows and children of its deceased soldiers, and if this Government 
will build such a navy as it should have, $40,000,000 will be a suffi- 
cient reduction. 

I was opposed to the reduction of the tariff in 1883; and I then pre- 
dicted that it would cause anincreaseinimportations. It has doneso. 
The importations for domestic use for the calendar year 1887 exceed 
the exportations. The reduction of the tariff has caused that condition. 
The reduction proposed in this bill, if it goes into effect, will cause a 
further increase of importations. What is the effect? To drain this 
country of its gold and silver, and to take away from that business man 
whose interview was read the currency wherewith to manage and con- 
duct his business. 

That is the result of it. But how any business man who understands 
single-entry book-keeping can be in favor of a system which will en- 
courage importations in excess of our exports isa mysteryto me. The 
usual imports are consumed and disappear in a year, while gold and 
silver are enduring wealth. Some of the gold we now have doubtless 
circulated in the time of Alexander the Great. It is folly to adopta 
policy that will drain us of this, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The imports of gold exceeded 
the exports of gold over $29,000,000 during the eleven months of the 
fiscal year 1887-’88. 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has referred to 
the increased imports and decreased exports during the fiscal year which 
has just ended, it may not be out of place to call the attention of the 
committee more fully to the figures reported. 

I hold in my hand the monthly statement of our foreign commerce 
issued by the Bureau of Statistics and corrected to June 20. It shows 
that— © 

Our merchandise imports in the first five months of 1888 amounted to $309,686,- 
$76, and our exports to $266,409,988. Here is an adverse ce in round num- 
bers of forty-three millions, against an adverse balance of fourteen millions in 
1886, an adverse balance of three millions in 1835, a favorable balance of fifty- 
six millions in 1884, a favorable balance of ten millions in 1883, and a favorable 
balance of fifty-six millions in 1882, 

In the twelve months ended May 31 our merchandise exports amounted to 
$699,278,893 and our merchandise imports to $722,257,106. Hereis an adverse bal- 
ance of $23,000,000 against a favorable balance of $39,000,000 in 1886-'87, a favor- 
able batance of $42,000,000 in 1885-"86,a favorable balance of $167,000,000 in 1834, 
a favorable balance of $61,000,000 in 1883,and a favorable balance of $99,000,000 


in 1882, 

In the first eleven months of the fiscal year, beginning with July, there was 
an adverse balance of $10,000,000 against a favorable balance of $37,000,000 in 
1886-87, a favorable balance of $42,000,000 in 1885-86, a favorable balance of $65,- 
000,000 in 1881-85, a favorable balance of $72,000,000 in 1883-84, and a favorable 
balance of $111 ,000,000 in 1882-83, 


It has been claimed on this floor that there was no causal relation what- 
ever between our imports and exports, and yet it has also been claimed 
with equal confidence that the ‘* balance of trade,” the apparent dif- 
ference between the appraised value of our exports and of our imports 
had been in our favor for years because of our protective tariff. Ileave 
to gentlemen on the other side to reconcile these claims, Over 70 per 


cent. of our ris are cotton and breadstuffs, provisions and petro- 
leum. It will be found on closer examination that the quantities 
of these exports have not thus decreased; it is their value which has 
ee We sell abroad as much produce, but we sell at lower 
prices, 

Under the present tariff, whether because of it or not, the selling 
price, which is the purchasing power, of our agricultural exports has 
steadily declined. ‘This system, it has been demonstrated, can not pre- 
vent, ifit indeed does not cause this constant and steady decline. With 
these exports we must pay the bulk of our foreign purchases. What- 
ever is not paid by exports must be paid in money, or in the sale of 
securities on which we must pay interest. ‘The true balance of trade 
is far different from the so-called ‘‘ balance of trade’’ that our oppo- 
nents prate of somuch, as Bastiat hasconclusivelyshown. Indeed, per- 
haps the very largest net profit resulting from ‘* trade’’—commerce— 
is to those who handle, in its broadest sense, merchandise—the mer- 
chant, the insurance company, the shipper, the warehouseman; nearly 
all of which profit our system has robbed us of and given to foreigners. 

Yet it is true that he who annually pays out more than he makes 
‘must in the end become bankrupt; and it is the value, not the quan- 
tity, of what he makes that is of essence here. For years the value of 
the bulk of our products has under our system steadily declined. 
Under the same system we are compelled to import what our wage- 
workers ought to manufacture here. With free crude materials our 
manufacturers could drive from our markets much the larger part of 
the imported finished products which are imported. This would give 
that increased labor to our workmen and increased capacity to purchase 
here the produce of agriculture which now must seek a foreign market. 
It would also permit our manufacturers to sell in foreign markets, 
and to the extent to which they could do this that much more labor is 
furnished to the American workman and that much wider market to 
the American tiller of the soil. The true ‘‘home market’? America 
must have is to be found in selling her finished products abroad. When- 
ever we so alter our laws as to be able to export our finished products 
instead of our raw cotton and unground wheat we will have conquered 
the true and profitable ‘home market.’’ During these eleven months 
in which our imports of merchandise have exceeded our exports of mer- 
chandise our imports of gold exceeded our exports of gold by $29,937,830, 
while our exports of silver have exceeded our imports of silver $12,- 
605,686, notwithstanding the constant predictions that we would be 
drained of all gold and become the dumping-ground for all the Euro- 
pean silver. 

‘With a sound revenue tariff and freer and fairer trade relations with 
those countries whose crude material we need, and who need our manu- 
factures, our silver would be at par with gold, and we would become 
the commercial center of the world; New York would take the place 
of London as the great clearing-house of the world’s balances, and on 
the shores of our ports would be the warehouses in which the products 
of all the world await the purchaser. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam aware of that; but howlong will that continue? 
How long did it continue under a low tariff? There was not a period 
when we had a low tariff that we were not drained of our precious 
metals; not one. History will sustain that proposition all the way 
through. There has not been a period of high tariff when precious 
metals have not greatly increased in volume., 

No, sir; we want to adhere to that system which will keep with us 
our precious metals, develop our own industries, and preserve for our- 
selves our home markets. That is the meaning of the protective tar- 
iff. We want America for Americans. The two tickets now running 
for election in next November represent emphatically these two ideas— 
one, the American idea that America should be for Americans and 
American markets for Americans; and the other, the American market 
should be open to the whole world. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Imovetostrike outthe last word. I desire to ask my 
colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] a question in connection 
with the statement he has just made. I him whether the Repub- 
lican party of to-day stands on the same platform they did in 1884 on 
the tariff question; whether the Republican party of 1888 have not de- 
serted their platform of 1884, and now come before this people asking 
them for their suffrages on a principle in connection with the tariff which 
they have never heretofore advocated? $ 

I ask further, sir, when he says the Republican party is in favor of 
a policy in connection with the tariff question of ‘‘American markets 
for Americans” and the protection of American industries and Ameri- 
can labor, whether under that policy he proposes to so carry out the tariff 
system in this country that is to protect 1,500,000 wage-workers in this 
country as against 16,000,000? Thatis the question I want to have 
answered. 

If the census of 1880 is reliable, the adult population in this country 
engaged in various pursuits amount to about 17,000,000 of our people, 
and under those census returns about 1,500,000 of our population were 
engaged in what you may call the manufacturing interests of this 
country. Does the gentleman get up here now and announce to the 
country that the policy of the Republican party to-day is to carry on this 
Government and inaugurate a system of taxation that under any cir- 
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cumstances, even if it were practicable and could be carried out, would 
be simply in the interest of 1,500,000 of the wage-workers of this 
country and ignore the remaining 16,000,000 which such a system can 
not possibly protect? 

Sir, those are the questions I would like to ask my colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to answer me. If we go back to 1884, in 


the Republican platform they pledged themselves to what? To a re- 
vision of the tariff. [Derisive cries on the Republican side of the 
House.] To-day, sir, they come.out and announce to the American 
people they have but one policy in connection with the tariff issues 
now before this people, and that is protection to one class, a small por- 
tion of the American wage-workers, to the totally ignoring of the other 
sixteen millions. ` 

[Here the himmer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, it is very delightful to see the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mt. Scorr] come back from his other occu- 
pations to attend to his occasional business as member of Congress, be- 
cause he gives us such a breezy air of outdoor life. [Laughter.] It 
really quite awakens us, and it does not trouble him any because he 
does not know these questions have all been discussed during his ab- 
sence, and the House has a certain familiarity with them which he 
believes fit for the eloquence of the kind which he uses. [Great 
Jaughter.] He says that our platform was a declaration for revision. 
I say it was for the correction of the inequalities of the existing tariff. 
The gentleman is surely aware of that fact when he makes his asser- 
tion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that has been repeated so many times that I 
thought any gentleman who honors us with his presence for a sufi- 
ciently long time to have an opportunity to become acquainted with 
the subject would scarcely have reiterated it; and I should not, were 

- it not that the gentleman from Pennsylvania is so valuable a member 
of the House, have felt it necessary to take up the time to instruct him 
as they do the belated scholars inthe publicschools. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] He undertakes to say and to repeat again as if it 
were something entirely new, as if it had not been exhausted again 
and again upon the other side of the House, that this tariff is for the 
benefit of the manufacturing classes simply. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman comes back again with his old idea 
that the American nation is composed of consumers entirely instead ot 
a certain class of people following a great and needed industry, and in 
his mode of arguing all industries not immediately under discussion 
are barred; that is, that they are consumers merely and non-producers, 
He proceeds upon that idea, gravely repeats the same old story that 
has been repeated here over and over again, that we are a nation of sixty 
million consumers, with two hundred producers in this industry reap- 
ing the benefit of the tariff, all the rest left out; sixty million con- 
sumers, with two hundred or five hundred or two thousand, as the case 
may be, employed as producers, and all of the rest of the sixty mill- 
ions are consumers, and then says, ‘‘Oh, what a terrible average !”’ 

Is it not time that men came to the conclusion that the American 
people are not a set of sluggards and drones who are eating up the pro- 
ductions of a certain set of people who are outsiders, who do not be- 
long to the American people, but who live somewhere in the clouds, 
and whom the gentleman wants displaced for the sake of, I suppose, 
some country he knows, to wit, the Government of Great Britain and 
Treland. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the American people are producers. They make 
everything, and the question is, whatis the benefit of protection? We 
have shown conclusively and repeatedly that it is for the interest of 
America, and for the interest of the consumers of America, who are the 
American people, and the producers of America, who are also the Ameri- 
can people, to have a market for America. We have proved that itcon- 
duces to cheapness, and that it gives low prices. We have alsoshown, 
even with the consent of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, that it gives good wages to the workingmen, that it supports 
business, keeps up competition, and that it makes prosperous and rich 
this great country. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, I am sorry to have had to trouble the committee again with a 
repetition of this matter, but it really seemed necessary for the benefit 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and for his special information. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, this is not the first occasion that the 
gentleman from Maine, in referring to myself, has made it an oppor- 
tunity to speak of my absence, sir, from this Hall. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republican side. ] 

No, sir; I have not been absent from this Hall any longer or for a 
greater number of days from the day that the House met than the 
gentleman himself has been absent; and because, sir, I have not on 
this floor detained this committee in the progress of this bill by in- 
terjecting the objections that he has made, and making dilatory mo- 
tions and speeches, and trying to delay the progress of the bill under 
consideration, the gentleman has (apparently and naturally) come to 
the conclusion that I have not been present. If he had taken the 
trouble to look upon this side of the House he could have found out 
or very easily ascertained that from the day the House met after the 
holidays I have not been absent for fifteen days all put together, and 
that although I may be ignorant of the question that has been discussed 


here, as he alleges, my iguorance does not arise from my being absent 
from the House. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. 

The gentleman from Maine knows that in his manner of discussing 
this bill, when a fair and square proposition is put to him, he has 
adopted his usual method of endeavoring to turn it off as a joke, or as 
a matter which was being discussed with him by somebody who did 
not understand the question presented. I say, sir, that the statement 
that I have made here in to the position of the Republican 
party now and in connection with their tariff plank as compared with 
that presented in 1884 is substantially correct, and the gentleman 
from Maine can not deny that assertion. It is susceptible of proof. I 
say further, sir, to the gentleman from Maine that when he gets up 
in this House and makes the statement that the policy laid down by 
the Republican party upon this floor in connection with the revision 
of the tariff is in the interest of the consuming classes of this country, 
he knows he is making a statement that he can not sustain or sub- 
stantiate. I ask him to go to the great Northwestern sections of our 
country, where the farmers are toiling in their fields plowing, sow- 
ing, and reaping. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman mean to refer to Oregon? [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; I refer to the great grain regions of the West. 
I ask the gentleman to go to the men who are furnishing the labor b 
which the great bulk of the commodities which we export are fas nat § 
that labor which makes the balance of trade so greatly in our favor, and 
ask him to show to those men wherein his system of protection in any 
wise conforms to the promises of the Republican party and affords any 
relief to that class of our people. 

He can not do it; but it is robbery to this class. It adds to the cost 
of every possible commodity that he has to consume, that he has to 
purchase, or that he has to use by your system of taxation, by adding 
from 30 to 40, 50 and 60 per cent. to the cost of everything he con- 
sumes. And yet, sir, when he has raised his crop and seeks a market 
he has to look abroad to Europe to take from 25 to 30 per cent. of his 
produce; and there he comes in competition with the cheapest labor 
in the world. What he produces and what he has to sell in that mar- 
ket is sold, and the pricethat he gets for it is regulated by the compe- 
tition he meets there. The gentleman’s system of tariff reform and 
protection to home industries, as he puts it, is simply a robbery and ex- 
tortion against sixty millions of the wage-workers and the farmers of 
this country as against less than one million five hundred thousand of 
the adult popu kena: 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. If 
there be no objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, amid 
all his declamation as to promptness of attendance here, has furnished 
us with two plain proofs that he has not been present during the dis- 
cussion, In the first place, he charges me with having made dilatory 
speeches. This House knows better. He also repeats here a great 
deal of the discourse about the impoverished farmer, which shows that 
he does not know or he would not be guilty of repeating what has been 
said here a dozen times already. It is very curious what a bouleverse- 
ment having a seat in this House makes in the world. 

It is sep how all the protectors of farmers that come before 
us are as a class like the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], 
who has never before been recognized as a great protector of farmers, 
but who on the other hand has been ey as belonging to the 
great industrial interests, which, in this House at least, have been 
deemed to be antagonistic to farmers. But whenever a gentleman on 
the other side finds himseif under a stress of weather he goes off into 
the regular well-known course which enables him to have the wind ' 
full against the sails of the prosperous farmer that is to be under the 
manipulations that are going to take place in this tariff. He points 
out how terribly the farmer is taxed by this system, I venture to say 
that if he is one of the next batch of Democratic orators sent to New 
York he will explain that he is not in the least against the system; 
that heis in favor of almost all of it excepta little which he will say 
there is in the Mills bill. Now, it isa hard thing for the country that 
they can not listen to some of the gentlemen on this floor where we 
know them. They go over to New York, where they are not very well 
known, and they tell the New York people that they are really just as 
much in favor of protection as anybody else, only incidentally they 
would like to do one or two things. 

Then they come back here and denounce the whole system. They 
use lan in favor of this bill which can only be used in favor of 
the utter abolition of the tariff. They declaim against protection 
day in and day out. But the moment they stray beyond the borders 
of this House and actually face the people they begin to hedge, th 
begin to insist that they would not harm our industries if they co 
not help them; in other words, they begin to behave just exactly like 
Democratic platforms, one side in one place and the other side in the 
other, [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Now the gentleman complains I did not answer him. He says I got 
off in my usual manner and trifled with the deep seriousness of what 
he was saying. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Whenever a 
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gentleman commences that way I always recognize the actual position 
. ofmindheisin. Heknows he has been saying something which has been 
said so often that everybody knows it by heart; everybody is tired todeath 
of it, and everybody likes to be ‘relieved by having it put in its real, 
roper light. I really think the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
better accept the explanation I made to the country that his absence 
is the proper excuse for these things. Surely if he should search with 
all the industry he has and all the industry that he can buy [laughter 
on the Republican side] he would find no better excuse than that which 
I have presented for him. I beg of him to understand that it was not 
done in any personal unkindliness, but out of a tender regard for his 
' fame in the House, which has sprungup so suddenly to such very large 
propane {laughter on the Republican side], almost commensurate 
to his distinguished reputation outside, which is very great, and to 
which I am sure this country will be ready at all times to pay the 
tribute of I sincerely hope he willaccept that explanation so 
that he will not be misunderstood. [Renewed laughter on the Repub- 
lican side. |” 

Mr. BAYNE. My colleague put what I thought were pertinent 
inquiries, and his effort was to show that the home market was not 
what I claim the home market to be. Now, sir, of the total produc- 
tion of all things in this country the American people consume over 
90 percent. Only about 8 per cent. of the total production of the 
farm, the workshop, the mine, and the mill goes abroad. 

Ninety-two to 95 per cent. of the productions of this country are 
consumed at home, and leaving out the one item of cotton, 92 per cent. 
of the product of the farm is consumed athome. Now, the questionis 
whether you are going to destroy that home market which consumes 92 
per cent. of the productof the farm, and whether you are going to open 
upour market to the foreign manufacturer? He will take no greater per- 
centage of our products than he takes now, because in any case he will 
take simply what he needs. If anybody is under the delusion that by 
haying a reduction in our rates of duty, and thus increasing our im- 
ports, we shall increase our exports, he is fearfully mistaken, because 
the people of Europe will buy of us what they need, and they will buy 
nothing but what they doneed. Their wants regulate their purchases, 
whether of farm products or anythingelse. There aresome additional 
reasons now why the home market should be preserved that did not 
exist a few years ago. A few years ago the United States had sub- 
stantially the control of the European market for her grain surplus, 

Her rivals were few and insignificant as rivals—Russia to a limited 
extent, Australia to a limited extent, and that was all. But how is it 
now? The American producer of wheat now has to compete with a 
most formidable rival. India, Russia, Australia have increased their 
exports. The sale of wheat from India in the European markets runs 
up to 50,000,000 bushels a year, whereas a short time ago it was only 
two or three million bushels, And the cost of the production of wheat 
in India is absolutely irifling compared with its cost in the United 
States, because men work there for 10 and 15 cents a day. 

A MEMBER. | Six cents a day. 

Mr. BAYNE. Six centsa day, afriend suggests; but whether itis 6, 
or 10, or 15, noone will work for such pay here; and the sale in Europe 
of wheat brought from India is increasing year by year, and none of 
us can tell how largely it may increase in a very few years. If, then, 
the American farmer is forced to compete with the Indian and the Aus- 
tralian and the Russian producers of wheat, is it not the part of good 
sense for us to save as far as possible our own home market and to en- 
courage manufacturing, mining, railroad transportation, andalltheother 
branches of business that furnish home consumers for our agricultural 
products? That is one of the great ideas underlying the system of pro- 
tection; and it strikes me that it is as simple a proposition as single- 
entry book-keeping that our proper course is to sell more abroad than 
we buy, and the way to do that is to keep up a good stiff tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word by way of ex- 
planation. My colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], in giving 
certain statistics here, has spoken of the home market and of the ex- 

rtation of our products, and has made statements that are mislead- 
ing and that call for correction. Let us take, for instance, the hay 
crop of this country, which the gentleman undoubtedly includes in his 
statistics of production and of the home consumption. I presume, sir, 
that when the gentleman comes to estimate the exports of this coun- 
try in comparison with the demands of the home market he includes 
the hay crop, and that balances upand very nearly equalizes the entire 
wheat crop of this country. But, sir, when you come down to the arti- 
cle of wheat, and look at the quantity produced in the United States 
and the quantity exported, you find that our exports are 27 per cent. 
of our entire production. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is all right. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman talks about only 2 and 2} and 3 per 
cent. of our products being sent abroad, which can possibly be and 
which is exported, is not correct, and he eliminates the cotton crop from 
his calculation. Of course the cotton-planter of the South is not en- 
titled to any consideration here at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, yes, he is. 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, no, he is not; not on your theory. 

Then when you come to the article of cheese in the great dairy in- 


dustry of this country you find that the exports of cheese are nearly 10 
per cent. of the amount produced in the United States; and when you 
come to butter, you find that the exports are from 5 to 7 per cent. of 
the entire product. Then, sir, it is a well-known fact that the prod- 
ucts which are exported determine to a very great extent the home 
prices. But there is another question that I want to bring to the con- 

sideration of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. To-day, in our State, 

there are fifty thousand men who have been thrown out of work within 

the last week. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. One minute, sir; I have the floor. To-day, sir, those 
men are out of employment, and in what class of industries in this 
country have those fifty thousand laboring men been thrown out of 
work? In the protected industries which the gentleman and the party 
on the other side of the House are now standing up for and defending. 
And those men have been driven out of employment, how? Simply 
by their employers insisting upon a reduction of 10 per cent. on their 

Why should the manufacturers of our State demand to-day 
that Ouse men should submit to a reduction of 10 per cent. in their 


Is the state of the country at all different to-day from what it was 
last year? Has any tariff bill yet passed this House looking to are- 
duction of duties such as could possibly affect these men’s wages? Is 
there not, sir, a Republican Senate at the other end of the Capitol; and 
if any bill detrimental to the wage-workers, as gentlemen claim this 
bill is, should pass this House, will it not be in the power of that Re- 
publican Senate to pigeon-hole it or smother it in committee, so thatit 
will never see daylight again? 

Why, then, I ask, is this universal demand made upon the wage- 
workers of this country for a reduction of their wages? I would like 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to answer me that question. . I wish, 
to know why the manufacturers of Pennsylvania, especially those 
whose business is covered by the metal schedules of the tariff, where 
there is a protection of 50 to 80 and 100 per cent., must now demand 
of their employés a reduction of 10 per cent. and drive them out of their 
mills because they will not submit to it? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to reply to my colleague [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. COMPTON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can reply to 
his colleague when I am through. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The ae AN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COMPTON] 
is recogni 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire very briefly to call back 
the attention of the House to the question propounded by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and the answer made by the gentleman from 
Maine. The gentleman from Pennsylvania charged distinctly and un- 
equivocally that the present position of the Republican party on the 
tariff is inconsistent with the position maintained by that party in its 
platform of 1884 and previous platforms; and the answer which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania gets is the quibble from the gentleman 
from Maine denying the proposition that the Republican party is in- 
consistent with itself, and asserting that it is in favor simply of cor- 
recting the ‘‘inequalities of the tariff.” I say, sir, that is a suggestion 
unworthy to be presented by the gentleman from Maine or any other 
gentleman to the mind of any intelligent assembly. 

With reference to the position of the Republican party on this ques- 
tion, will the gentleman from Maine, or any other gentleman on the 
Republican side, deny the fact that every President, from Grant down, 
in every message presented to Congress—and none so forcibly as Presi- 
dent Arthur—has urged upon Congress the right and the duty of re- 
ducing the rate of tariff taxation ? 

Will gentlemen on the other side deny that in every platform up to 
the last they advocated not a correction of the ‘ inequalities of the tar- 
iff, but a revision and reduction of the tariff? They can not deny it, 
for the language employed in their platforms is so plain that the way- 
faring man, though a fool, may read as he runs. 

Nor is this all. When the Republican party held possession of these 
halls, and when popular sentiment was demanding a revision of the 
tariff, what did they do toward correcting the ‘inequalities of the 
tarif?” Did they march up to their duty and obey the demand of 
the people by a proper revision of the tariff? No, sir; they appointed 
a commission composed almost exclusively of Republicans, there being 
only a single Democrat upon it so faras I remember. What did that 
Republican commission recommend? Did they recommend a correc- 
tion of the “‘ inequalities of the tarif?’ No,sir. They recommended 
a reduction of 20 percent. alongthe entireline. Yet that Republican 
Congress had not the courage and manhood to march up to the recom- 
mendation of theirown commission. Shall it be said that the other 
side of the House, composed, as it is, of men prominent in the coun- 
try—men like the gentleman from Maine, with his national reputa- 
tion—had not the ability to make the revision which was demanded ? 
The opportunity was there, and the duty was upon them, if they had 

ized it, to present a proposition for the correction of ‘‘ inequali- 
ties of taxation.” Where is the bill that they presented? They cry 
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out against the Mills bill that it isa free-trade measure. They know 


better. Will they dare to go before the intelligent people of this coun- 
try and tell them that a reduction of about 7 percent. along the whole 
line is a free-trade measure? No, Mr. Chairman, they know better; 
the people know better, and can not be deceived with any such propo- 
sition. s ; 

In what sort of a position do gentlemen on the other side stand here? 
How inconsistent with the language which falls from their li They 
say that the Republican party is in favor of correcting the ‘* inequali- 
ties of the tariff.” What do they do in their conventions and on this 
floor? They say in words as plain as the English language will en- 
able them to use. that they are in favor of retaining the present tariff 
and striking off, if need be, the entire tax from whisky and tobacco. 
Is that an equalization of the ‘inequalities of the tariff?” Ifit is, it 
is more than I can see. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. Gentlemen on that side of the House are trying to es- 
tablish the proposition that the Republican party is inconsistent in its 
present platform as compared with its former position, and they rely 
upon an expression in the former platform to establish that proposition, 
namely: ‘‘The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities 
of the tariff.” Let us read the old position of the Republican party on 
that question. Here is the tariff plank of four years ago: 


It is the first duty of a good government to protect the rights and promote the 
interests of its own people. The largest diversity of industry is most product- 
ive of general prosperity and of the comfort and independence of the Cay 
We therefore demand that the imposition of duties on foreign imports shall be 
made not “ for revenue only,” but that in raising the requisite revenues for the 
Government such duties shall be so levied as to afford security to our diversi- 
fied industries and protection to the zine and wages of the laborer, to the end 
that active and intelligent labor as well as capital may have its just reward and 
the laboring man his full share in the natio; propert Against the so-called 
economic system of the Democratic party, which would degrade our labor to 
the foreign standard, we enter our earnest protest. 


That was the position of the Republican party in 1884. 

A MEMBER. Is that all? 

Mr. KERR. ‘Thatis all the tariff part of our platform of 1884. 
There is another sentence in another plank which says: ‘‘ We propose 
to correct the inequalities of the tariff.” And that is all that is said 
on the subject. Any gentleman who states the contrary can produce 
the proof by referring to the platform, but he will not find it there, 
As to the position of the Democratic party on that question, did they 
dare four years ago to take issue with us on that question? No, sir. 
What did they say? They did not take issue with the Republican 
party; shirking the issue, they said: 

All taxation should be limited to the requirements of economical government, 

That is good sound doctrine. 

They say further: 


The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected without depriv- 
ing American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor, 


and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover any in- 


creased cost. of production which may exist in consequence of the higher rate 
of wages prevailing in this country. 


Now, that was the position of the Democratic party four years ago, 
but they come into this Congress in favor of the Mills bill. They never 
considered a single item to determine whether American labor was to be 
protected as they had promised. They never received a single sentence 
of testimony from any source on that question, and they stand before 
the American people with a bill which had not been considered in any 
one of its features, and they would have indorsed it at St. Louis if they 
had not heard the news from Oregon. [Langhter.] 

A MEMBER. They did indorse it, 

Mr. KERR. But they indorsed it with a qualification which went 
back and re-indorsed the contradictory platform of 1884, and another 
contradictory position assumed by the President opposing any change 
in the internal-revenuesystem. The Democratic platform of 1888 con- 
tains three contradictory propositions, but the Mills bill would have 
been fully indorsed had they not heard from Oregon. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to see some votes taken and some prog- 
ress made in this bill, We have had debate now for three months, 
and it is about time it stopped. I would like the committee to get 
through this bill, so we may go home. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr, Chairman, inasmuch as I have done so much 
talking and my colleague so little, I hope the committee will bear with 
me for once. I wish to pay attention particularly to the gentleman 
from Ohio. Now, when the doctrine of protection to American indus- 
tries was first announced by Henry Clay it was put distinctly upon the 
ground that it was necessary that our infant manufactures should be 
protected in this country. But when we built them up it was sup- 
posed farming and all kindred industries would be made prosperous. 
But, sir, when we built them up, instead of removing the burdensfrom 
their shoulders we find that when these interests had been fostered and 
strengthened and grown great hy the protection of the Governmen 
and had become rich and powerful, they then caught the farming an 
other kindred interests by the throat. I had a letter from a farmer a 
short while ago in which he told me that three-quarters of the farms in 
his township were under mortgage to insurance and other loan agen- 
cies all over the country, and there was scarcely a farmer in the town- 
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ship who could pay, and that unless they could get extension there 
would be a foreclosure of all their titles. 

Now, when the gentleman talks about the farmers who ship their 
grain and the product of their toil to foreign countries and to foreign 
nations—their surplus—that which absolutely settles the price in this 
country beyond question, where it comes into competition with the 
pauper labor of the globe, then, I say, itis time for us to begin to think 
that we have protected the manufacturers long enough, and that it is 
time for us to turn the legislative thought to the perfection of some 
system of legislation which will just a little benefit the farmers of this 
conntry. 

Mr. Chairman, they number some 7,500,000 directly and those en- 
gaged with them in the industry, and every particle of protection given 
to the protected industries of this country must come in directly out 
of them. ‘ 

Now, another fact. - If we have protected our industries until they 
have grown and become wealthy; if, according to the statistics of the 
census as shown by acomparison between 1870 and 1880, the total in- 
crease in the number of manufacturing industries in the whole United 
States was only 1,704, whereas in Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa there 
were practically three times that amount, for we know that the manu- 
facturing industries of the East are less in number but vaster in wealth 
and capital and in the capacity to employ labor—only 1,704 new es- 
tablishments from 1870 to 1880, an average of less than four to every 
State in the United States per year for the whole decade; but when 
you come to see the result in dollars and in the number of laborers em- 
ployed, you find that there was the cash capital in these manufacturing 
industries of $700,000,000, and an increase in round numbers of 700,000 
men employed in connection with them. 

They have prospered; they have grown wealthy, so much so indeed 
that I have heard it stated by gentlemen competent to know, but 
whether it is true or not I do not know, that Mr. Carnegie, who is 
riding around through England in greater state than a lord of the realm, 
and carrying the great champion of the doctrine of protection, Mr. 
Blaine, made his fortune principally during that period and under the 
operation of that system. / 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the timeof the gentleman will be extended 
by unanimous consent for five minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANSUR. I repeat, sir, that I have heard it stated, although 
I do not of course know it to be true, that Mr. Carnegie, twenty or 
twenty-five years ago, was a poor man, and was a telegraph operator. 

He is now worth many millions, and is living in grand style ina for- 
eign country, as the outgrowth of our system of protection to manu- 
facturers in this country. I ask in that connection, can any one of you 
point to any one farmer who, out of the 7,500,000, has made one-half 
of that amount of money in that length of time? There is not one. 
Will it be insisted that out of the 7,500,000 farmers there can not be 
found the same degree of intelligence, the same capacity, the same in- 
dustry to enable them, or any one of them, to build up such a fortane ? 
It cannot be said with truth. Many of them are men ofa very high 
order of intelligence and ability. Itis evident, therefore, thatit must 
have. been done under the operation of law. 

In this connection let me say that for the first time in forty years I 
passed through the State of Pennsylvania—not having passed through it 
before since my boyhood days—over the great Pennsylvania Railroad. 
As I came into Pittsburgh and went out of the city in daylight, I stood 
on the rear of the train and saw on every hilltop villa after villa, beau- 
tiful enough to attract the admiration of any person. 

But I would turn my eyes instinctively to the hollows, wherein my 
country you would scarce put a pig-pen, and found they were filled 
with cottages, no, not cottages, but the commonest excuse for a house 
you ever saw, the mere semblance of a human habitation. They were 
stuck in these hollows by the hundreds, two or three families appar- 
ently occupying each of them; and on the rocky hillsides, where a man 
had to be almost a goat or a sheep to climb, I saw cabins tenanted by 
these laborers, where at the sacrifice of health, comfort, and of wages 
they paid for the palaces that stood on the hills around them. I could 
not help being impressed with the idea, Mr. Chairman, that for every 
wealthy man living in one of these palaces on the hilltop it was at the 
discomfort, the inconvenience, and the hard-earned wages of a hundred 
other helpless families, who were being robbed under the operation of 
law made in the interest of wealth and for the purpose of affording pro- 
tection to the industries which would enable the capitalists to live in 
these palatial residences, 

Mr. BAYNE.. I renew the pro forma amendment. The gentleman 
from Missouri is so far mistaken about Pittsburgh workmen that he 
simply knows nothing at all about it. The property owned by the 
workingmen in Pittsburgh, by the operatives in the mills and the fac- 
tories, is of more value than all the property in your Congressional dis- 
trict. I tell the gentleman that, and do not let him forgetit. Do not 
you undertake to discount the Pittsburgh workmen. Do not under- 
take to say that they do not live well. They carry as big a market 


basket home every Saturday evening as the best living man in the State 
of Missouri; and they haveanabundance of money in the savings banks, 
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Do not undertake therefore to disparage them. They live on the very 
fat of the land; and let me tell the gentleman that a great many of 
these men make from $2,000 to $3,000 a year, nearly as much as a mem- 
ber of Congress, and when his political assessments are taken out they 
make more at the end of the year. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to refer now for a few moments to the re- 
marks of my colleague [Mr. Scorr]. When my colleague came back 
from St. Louis he said that he wanted to go ahead with this bill and 
get it through and not delay its consideration in the House, because 
the mere discussion of the bill was disturbing the business and the in- 
dustries of the country; and right he was. ‘To-day my colleague cites 
the fact that a hundred thousand men are now out of employment, and 
if the mere discussion of the question has turned ont a hundred thou- 
sand—— 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not say it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I give the gentleman the benefit of his denial, but 
logic is logic, and you must couple the two propositions together. If 
the discussion of this bill has disturbed the business of the country, it 
would seem as if the discharge of 100,000 men from employment were 
the corollary. 

A MEMBER (on the Republican side). 


What will the passage of the 
bill do? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, what will the passage of the bill do? My col- 
league may or may not have intended tosay what he did. Iam wont 
to treat him with perfect fairness,as he has always treated me. Some 
one in the progress of this debate has referred to the fact that one or 
two manufacturers of Pittsburgh wanted free trade, that one or two 
of them had prayed for the day when free trade would come. They 
wanted wages reduced. But why, if such is the fact, did they want 
wages reduced? Besause they said it would obviate strikes. Why 
would it obviate strikes? Because it would make their operatives so 
poor they could not maintain themselves during a strike. 

That is what it meant. It meant that and nothing more, I think 
a letter was produced here by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] some time during this debate, from a manufacturer, 
to the effect that he would welcome free trade. Why? Becauseit will 
reduce the wages of workingmen to such a degree that they will not 
be able to hoard anything up against eithera rainy day or a strike. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was that in the letter? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think it was not; but he advocated that proposi- 
tion, and that was the real argument. That was fallacious. I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Missouri to the fact that in free-trade 
England the people live in hovels, and not only live in hovels, but they 
have strikes in England. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not catch the refer- 
ence I understand the gentleman made to me. 

Mr. BAYNE. I said I thought it was the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky who had produced a letter here some time during the progress 
of this debate from a manufacturer, in which he advocated free trade 
as an antidote or remedy for strikes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAYNE. It was some other gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no recollection of it. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘Then somebody else produced it. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I propose to put in a word, if I can, 
for a long-suffering, down-trodden, and oppressed portion of the Amer- 
ican people that seem to have had very little sympathy here or else- 
where. I refertonine-tenths of the members of this House, who want 
to proceed to business and get through with this bill before the dog- 
days, who are tired of hearing this political discussion which has con- 
tinued for over three months, and which has been repeated over and 
over again, day in and day out, until there is nothing new to be heard 
under the sun upon it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield for a question; only one 
question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, we did nothing yesterday. We met 
here this morning and agreed to adjourn over to-morrow, and on Thurs- 
day not to take up this bill; so that practically it will be near the 
middle of the month before we proceed toitagain. Do gentlemen sup- 
pae that the members of the House on this side desire to remain in 

ere to listen to a political discussion? Fortwo months we have been 
hearing stories told over and over again until we are sick and tired of 
them. Let gentlemen go home upon the hustings, People there may 
be interested in these stories. That is the proper place to discuss them. 
Pittsburgh is notorious for gas. ‘There gas is the natural product. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will not the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. BLAND. Isay, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of the down- 
trodden members suffering in this House, and that want to do busi- 
ness, that there are four or five members here who are keeping us, doing 
nothing but repeating over and over again old stories that we have 
heard so often. In the interest of those down-trodden and oppressed 
members, nine-tenths of the House, I say let us have a vote. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

It would have been fortunate, Mr. Chairman, for the members of this 
House, and for the country too, if the idea which seems to possess the 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. BLAND] had occurred to him earlier in 
the session. But I rise not to make a response to the statement made 
by the gentleman from Missouri, but to call attention to some of the 
remarks which were uttered by the gentleman from Maryland in regard 
to the position of the Republican party on the tariff question. Any 
person listening to his statement would suppose the Republican party 
to-day is in favor of a high protective tariff upon all the articles that 
were ingrafted upon the bill during the war and immediately follow- 
ing the close of the war, and would suppose from his statement, too, 
that the Republican party had insisted upon maintaining a high pro- 
tective tariff upon these different articles. 

Nowif the gentleman had taken time to look over the history of the 
party, even if he had taken time to read the minority report of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, he would have found that since the close of 
the war the Republican party has reduced the taxes to the amount of 
three hundred and sixty-two million five hundred and some odd thou- 
sand dollars. That is the record the Republican party has made in the 
reduction of taxation in this country. It has done that during the 
oe years which it has had control in this House since the close of 
the war. 

Now, whenever these figures are presented, or whenever a member 
of the Republican party gets up to protest against the Mills bill you 
find a Democrat popping up somewhere to say ‘‘ what have you to offer 
as a substitute??? At the time the Republicans were thus reducing 
the war taxes they met with opposition again and again from the 
Democratic party, but the Republicans did not answer the Democrats 
with this childish cry. They went sturdily forward in the interest of 
the people of this country and passed their laws, as the Democrats have 
the power here, if they are united, of passing the Mills bill. The Re- 
publican party is not opposing this bill because it reduces taxation, as 
our friends on the other side of the House claim, but because it is a bill 
which, as I stated in a speech a short time ago, ‘‘keeps the word of 
promise to the ear and breaks it to the hope.” 

It is because it puts certain articles upon the free-list that should be 
protestes, and because it is sectional in character. As has been stated 

fore by me upon this floor, no argument can be adduced by any gen- 
tleman showing why wool should be put upon the free-list, and yet 
rice be protected. There is no reason why the Southern planter should 
be protected in the cultivation of rice any more than the Northern 
farmer should be protected in the production of some of the articles of 
farm products which are here put upon the free-list. Take, for in- 
stance, potatoes, beans, pease, and fresh vegetables, meats, game, ete., 
which are put upon the free-list by the Mills bill. How does that af- 
fect the farmers along the Canadian border? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Potatoes are not put on the free- 
ae out the potato crop of the North is larger than the rice crop of the 

uth. 

A MEMBER on the Democraticside. It would be well ìf they were. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Well, beans, pease, vegetables, etc., are 
put upon the free-list, while rice is protected. That is one of the rea- 
sons why we claim this bill is sectional. No reason can be given why 
rice should be protected any more than any one of the articles which I 
have enumerated. Thestatistics show—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr, Chairman, I hope we shall 
now have a vote on the paragraph. $ 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I dissent from the views expressed by 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that we are not learning anything 
from this discussion. Itis true I may be a little unsophisticated, but I 
have picked up a good deal of information as this debate has run along. 
Isat here the other day and heard the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] both ridi- 
cule the idea that a tariff was a tax. In my simplicity of mind, re- 
sulting from some early reading, I had supposed that a tariff was a 
tax, and when I heard those gentlemen ridicule that proposition I 
thought I would go back and look at the text-books a little and see 
what the writers had to say upon that subject. I introduce this now 
for the purpose of construing later the meaning of the Republican plat- 
form of 1884. Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution, which in 
the earlier and better days of the Republic, when the old Whig party 
opposed the Democratic party, was thought to be good authority against 
the doctrines held by the Democratic party then as now, says: 

The langu: of the Constitution is, “Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts,and excises,” etc.; “but all duties, imposts, and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.” A distinction is here 
taken between taxes and duties, imposts, and excises; and, indeed, there are 
other parts of the Constitution respecting the taxing power (as will presently 
be more fully seen), such as the regulations respecting direct taxes, the prohi- 
bition of taxes or duties on exports by the United States, and the prohibition 
of imposts or duties by the States on imports or exports, which require an at- 
tention to this distinction. 

“In a general sense all contributions pees by the Government upon indi- 
viduals for the service of the State are called taxes, by whatever name they may 
be known, whether by the name of tribute, tithe, tall 7 op pens duty, gabel, 


custom, rere aid, supply, excise, or other name. In sense they are 
usually divided into two great classes—those which are direct and those which 
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are indirect. Under the former denomination are included taxes on land or 
real property, and under the latter taxes on articles of consumption. 

‘The Constitution by giving the power to lay and collect taxes in general terms 
doubtless meant to include all sorts of taxes, whether direct or indirect. Butit 
may be asked, ifsuch wasthe intention, why were the subsequent words “ duties, 
imports, and excises,” added intheclause? —Two reasons may be su ; the 
first, that it was done to avoid all possibility of doubt in the construction of the 
clause, since in common parlance the word “ taxes’ is sometimes applied in con- 
tradistinction to duties, imposts, and excises, and in the delegation of so vital 
a power it was desirable to avoid all possible misconception of this sort and ac- 
cordingly we find in the very first draught of the Constitution these explanatory 
words are added, Another reason was, that the Constitution prescribed differ- 
ent rules of laying taxes in different cases, and therefore it was indispensable 
to make a discrimination between the classes to which each rule was meant to 


apply. 

Pie second section of the first article, which has been already commented on 
for another purpose, d res that "direct taxesshall beapportioned among the 
several States, which may be included within this Union, according to the 
spective numbers.” The fourth clause of the ninth section (which would = 
larly be commented on in a future page) declares that ‘no capitation, or other 
direct tax, shall be laid unless in proportion to the census or enumeration here- 
inbefore directed to be taken,” and the clause now under consideration that all 
duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.” 
Here, then, two rules are prescribed—the rule of apportionment (as it is called) 
for direct taxes, and the rufe of uniformity fcr duties, imposts, and excises. If 
there are any other kinds of taxes not embraced in one or the other of these two 
classes (and it is certainly difficult to give full effect to the words of the Consti- 
tution without supposing them to exist), it would seem that Congress is left at 
full liberty to levy the same by either rule, or by a mixture of both rules, or per- 
hape by any other rule not inconsistent with the general purposes of the Consti- 
tution, 

It isevident that "duties, im , and excises” are indirect taxes in the sense 
of the Constitution. But the difficulty still remains to ascertain what taxes are 
comprehended under this description, and what under the description of direct 
taxes. It lias been remarked by Adam Smith that the private revenue of indi- 
viduals arises ultimately from three different sources—rent, profit, and wages— 
and that every public tax must be finally paid from some one or all of these 
different sorts of revenue. He treats all taxes upon land or the produce of 
land, or upon houses or parts or appendages thereof (such as hearth taxes and 
window taxes), under the head of taxes upon rent; all taxes upon stock and 
money at interest, upon other personal 3 Sage yielding an income,and upon 
particular employments or branches of trade and business, under the head of 
taxes on profits; and taxes upon salaries under the head of wages. He treats 
capitation taxes and taxes on consumable articles as mixed taxes, falling upon 
nll or any of the different species of revenue. A'full consideration of these dif- 
ferent classifications of taxes belongs more properly to a treatise upon political 
economy than upon constitutional law. 


And I find my usually fair and lucid friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY], the leader on the other side of the House upon this subject at 
least, saying in his recent speech upon the floor of the House: 


First, what is a revenue tariff? Upon what principle does it rest? Itisa 
tariff or a tax placed upon such articles of foreign production imported here 
as will produce the largest revenue with the iest tax, 


That is the definition of the gentleman from Ohio, and I accept itas 
true. But, Mr. Chairman, the Republican party have reached a point 
where they deny what Story laid down as the law and as the meaning 
of this provision of the Constitution, and where they have repudiated 
also the definition of my friend from Ohio. They hold now thata 
tariff is not a tax, and construed by that principle the Chicago platform 
of 1884 is as clear as mud. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY, by unanimous consent, the time 
of Mr. Rocrrs was extended for five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam thankful to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and as I haye had nothing to say upon the tariff so far, I shall be glad 
to be indulged for a few minutes longer, perhaps even beyond the ad- 
ditional five minutes allotted to me. In view of the definition given 
us by the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, I proceed to read the Republican platform of 1884. I read now 
the part of it which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] neglected 
to read, and following the paragraph which he read: 

The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the people of the bur- 
den of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus. 

It can not be said that any complaint has ever been made of the Re- 
publican party of a failure to reduce the surplus. They have great 
talent in that particular direction and ample disposition to exercise it 
to its fullest capacity. But how hollow and disingenuous is this 
charge when it is remembered that it was they, with the assistance of 
a very few Democrats, that struck out the enacting clause of the Mor- 
rison bill and defeated thereby not only a wise reduction of the sur- 
plus, but that which, if possible, is of paramount importance—unwise 
and indefensible taxation, far in excess of the needs of the Govern- 
ment, 

But let us read the next paragraph of the platform of 1884: 


The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff 
and to ee the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminate process of hor- 
izontal reduction, but by such method as will relieve the tax-payers without in- 
juring the laborer or the great productive interests in the country. 


Iam willing to admit, Mr. Chairman, that I really supposed that the 
party intended to have the country belieye—not that they intended to 
do it—that their purpose was to correct the inequalities, so notorious in 
the present law, by reducing the tax on such articles as were too high. 
But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] now says that is a mistake, 
and I accept his interpretation as being in accord with what I thea 
thought was their intentions, but not what the platform was intended 
to LA ao But let us look at this production analytically for a mo- 
ment. : 

The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tarif— 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] says not to reduce it— 
and to reduce the surplus— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5885 


Why, Mr. Chairman’, who will not recognize, in view of the history 
and practice of that party, the utter superfluousness of that pledge? 
Why, that is a part of their scheme to keep up taxation—‘‘the reduc- 
tiou of the surplus’’—not by reducing taxation, however. Buttocon- 
tinue— 
not by the vicious and indiscriminate process of horizontal reduction— 

Striking at the Morrison bill, which contemplated a horizontal re- 
duction of taxation, as well as the reduction of the surplus— 


but by such method as will relieve the tax-payer without injuring the laborer 
or the great productive interests in the country. 


Mr. Chairman, who is the tax-payer, if he is not the laborer? In 
my simplicity I thought they were the same man. I should like to 
see the laborer who is not a tax-payer. He does not existin this coun- 
try, unless he lives on air and water exclusively and goes naked. ‘The 
only man in this country who does not pay his full share of the taxes 
under existing law is the capitalist, the millionaire, the bondholder, 
the corporations and trusts, 

No laborer escapes; no laborer can escape. He is emphatically the 
tax-payer. But what is this last pledge? It is— 
treine the surplus * * * by such method as will relieve the tax-payer, 
e 


“ Relieve the tax-payer!’? Mr. Chairman, that is just what the Re- 
publican party has been doing for the tax-payer for the last twenty- 
five years—relieving him of not less than 30 per cent. of all his earn- 
ings, and for several years past when there was no need for it. That 
is precisely what the tax-payer complainsjof now, that you do not stop 
relieving him after that method. But if he wants consolation let him 
read the late Chicago platform, and scan these debates, and find that 
that same method is not only to continue, but to continue on a higher 
scale, provided always the Republican party can have its way. Yes, 
they have kept their pledge ‘‘to reduce the surplus,’’ so far as the 
Democratic party in the House of Representatives would permit; for 
if any appropriation has been proposed, from that day to this, unless ` 
perchance it was the payment of some war claim or something of that 
character at the South, that they have not been ready to sustain, it 
does not occur to me now. 

No, their platform in 1884 and now means just what the gentleman 
from Maine says they do—that is, that they do not intend to reduce 
tariff taxation. If we have accomplished nothing else, we have at least 
arrived at this gratifying result: we know what they mean. These 
gentlemen representing the Republican party now proclaim, not only 
in their platform, but upon the floor of this House, their determination 
to maintain this system of tariff taxation just where it is now, or if 
they do anything at all, to increase the taxation and keep out any com- 
petition in foreign goods. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman tell us what the President in 
his message says the platform means ? 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will pardon me; that is out of the 
line of my discussion. 

It is and has been repeatedly said on the floor of this House that gen- 
tlemen who stand here advocating the Mills bill advocate free trade, 
but when they get outside of the House take some other position, 
and begin to hedge—that no gentleman has stood up here and denied 
that fact. Why, Mr. Chairman, the Speaker of this House, in his speech 
on this subject, said: 

No, sir; we do not want another China here; nor do we want or expect abso- 
lute free irade, We all recognize the fact, which I suppose even the gentleman 
from Maine will concede, that the Government must have a revenue for its sup- 
port, and that this revenue must be raised by taxation in some form or other, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me call attention for one moment to the 
Democratic platform of 1884, to which reference has been made: 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house 
have been the chief source of Federal revenue; such they must continue to be, 

And the St. Louis platform indorsed that declaration. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask unanimous consent for an extension of five 
minates. I have not before occupied time in this discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman for five minutes? i 

There was no objection. 

Mr, ROGERS. Let me read further from this platform: 

Moreover, many industries have come to rely on legislation for successful con- 
tinuance. 

I recently saw, in this connection, a document published by the man- 
ufacturers of Philadelphia, in which they announced,dn advance of the 
Chicago platform, the principle that the tariff taxation must be increased 
or else some of these industries must perish. The uniform ery from all 
sources—‘‘ Tray, Blanch, Sweetheart,’’ and ali—is that they do not in- 
tend to reduce taxation at all; and that if we do it, every industry in 
the country affected by the Mills bill is to be destroyed. 

Why, sir, these stereotyped letters from manufacturers have been 
read until one can almost repeat them from beginning to end, making 
only the necessary changes in order to conform to the particular indus- 
try interested. You goso far as to draw the line between manufactur- 
ing industries and the other industries of the country, as if farming 
were not an industry, as if every man who is a laborer in this country 
is not entitled to equality and justice under equal laws. 
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Moreover, many industries have come to rely on legislation forsuccessful con- 
tinuanes, so that any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor 
and capital thus involved, 

The Democratie party, understanding this, knowing that those in- 
dustries occupy under existing law an abnormal condition, and careful 
that they be not destroyed or swept away by any sudden legislative 
change, announced then, as it announces now, that it is not the pur- 
pe to break down or to destroy any industry, but to reduce taxation 

such a way that all industries may adjust themselves to the changed 
condition of the law. 


The process of reform must be subject in the execution to this plain dictate of 
justice. All taxation shall be limited to the requirements of an economical gov- 
ernment. The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected with- 
out depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully with for- 
eign and without imposing lower rates of wen than wili be ample to 


cover any in cost 
higher rate of wate ek ng in this country. Sufficient revenue to pa all 
the expenses of the Federal Government economically administered, includ- 
ing pensions, interest, and principal of the public debt, ean be got, under our 
present system of taxation, from custom-house taxes on fewer imported articles 
of luxury and bearing lightest on articles of necessity, 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman yield for a question 

Mr. ROGERS. No; I decline+o yield. s 


We therefore denounce the abuses of the existing tariff; and subject to the 
preceding limitations, we demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively for 
ae Peto i and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically 

m . 

On this platform we went before the people in 1884; and the result 
is known to the country. Westand on this platform to-day, and we ap- 
peal to the country again that we shall be vindicated in all onr efforts 
to maintain and uphold the principles Jaid down in this platform. 

Mr, Chairman, we have threealternatives. Wecan violate these pledges 
to the people by refusing to reduce taxation. That isone way. Noth- 
ing would shed so much sunshine in the hearts of gentlemen on the op- 
posite side of the House as to find us at the close of this Congress in 
that condition. We shall not gratify you. We can also raise taxes 
as gentlemen on the opposite side desire, so as, to use the figurative 
language in the speech of the gentleman from Maine to which I have 
already referred, ‘‘to build up a Chinese wall,” and thereby further 
cripple and shackle the commerce of thecountry. It is to this suicidal 
and criminal policy you invite us. We decline your invitation, and 
this is the second alternative. The third alternative is to reduce'tax- 
ation, and thereby reduce the surplus, affording, at one stroke, relief 
to the people by relieving them of the unjust burdens of taxation, and, 
at the same time, leaving their earnings in their pockets in the future, 
that it may go into the channels of business instead of being locked up 
in the vaults of the Treasury. i 

No charges that we are free-traders, will deter us in the discharge 
of this duty. We can not reduce taxation without traveling in the 
direction of free trade! Norcan you increase taxation without increas- 
ing the burdens of the people. No special pleading, no specious argu- 
ments, no fallacy, no sophistry, can avoid these results, or deceive the 
people. They know, as you know, as the world knows, that if the tariff 
did not enable the manufacturers to sell their goods higher than they 
could sell them without the tariff, they would not want it, but would 
be the first to clamor for its repeal. But you say the tariff has made 
goods cheaper. Do you need law to help you sell your goods cheap? 
the consumers of your goods will facilitate your efforts in that direc- 
tion. They will buy just as cheap as you can afford to sell; you need 
no law for that, except the laws of nature. No, Mr. Chairman, nearly 
three-fourths of the cotton of the South, and perhaps 10 per cent. of 
the grain produced in this country, are sold in the free markets of the 
world, and those who produce them are told that they must buy in the 
home market, at greatly increased prices, almost every article they 
use. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, the prices of all our surplus products 
are fixed in Liverpool, in a free market, while what our people con- 
sume is fixed in a very large degree by statutory laws, ess of 
the cost of production or the necessities of the Government which 
enacted them. For this order of things no parallel can be found. 

We choose to keep our pledges if we can. If we fail the responsi- 
bility must be with the other side. On this, we go to the country for 
the vindication of our course. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

_ Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, Iam sure if the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scorr] had candidly listened to the utterances of gentlemen on this 
side of the House setting forth our views as to tariff duties they would 
not have perverted or at least misapprehended our position in reference 
to that question so much as their remarks indicate they have. 

It has been said over and over again on this side of the House thata 
fluiy levied upon an imported article which can be produced here with- 
out climatic difficulties to the extent of our needs is not a tax which 
increases burdens on the consumer, but that on the contrary it has the 
efect to encourage home industry and labor, and in giving toour pro- 
ducers our home markets that ultimately the effect is to produce greater 
prosperity and lessen the burdens on the people; and that in the case 
of such articles the price is not the foreign cost plus the duty, but the 
lowest point to which it can be brought by home competiti 


of production which may exist in consequence of the 


petition. 
But it at the same time has been added on this side that revenue 
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duties imposed on articles which can not be produced here, like coffee, 
tea, and spices, are taxes which increase the burdens on the consumer 
precisely to the extent of the duty, and that duties imposed on articles 
which we can produce here to only a limited extent, and which we 
must import in large partin order to meet the consumption, like sugar, 
where the price is determined, not by home competition, but by the 
cost abroad, the duty is a tax nearly to the extent that it is imposed. 

A duty imposed, for example, on cotton goods which we can produce 
here to the extent of our wants is nota tax which increases the bur- 
dens of the people, as was shown in the remarks I made in the general 
debate in reference to standard sheeting and common prints. I exhib- 
ited on this floor two specimens of common prints, one of which was 
purehased in Manchester, England, and the other in the city of Wash- 
ington, of the same quality, and both purchased at 5 cents a yard, 
notwithstanding there is a duty of 43 per cent. a yard on imported 
prints. IfI had purchased standard sheeting in London and in Wash- 
ington I should have found the price identical in the two cities, not- 
withstanding the duty. 

I imagine some one will say, ‘‘ Why place a duty on articles which 
we are making here as low as abroad?’’ My reply is that if the pro- 
tective duty had not been laid on these articles and kept there contin- 
uously since 1824 (for coarse cottons have been amply protected for 
sixty-four years), we should not have been able to manufacture them 
here as cheaply as in Great Britain, or at all: The absolute protection 
which our manufacturers of coarse cottons have had for sixty years has 
enabled them to perfect their milis and reduce the cost to the lowest 
limit. But if all duties on even coarse cottons should be removed tò- 
day, foreign manufacturers would immediately go to work and glut 
our markets and break down our mills, hoping to recoup themselves 
for present losses by future control of our markets. 

And in the ease of articles which we can make here to the extent of 
our wants, in which the proportion of labor is so large that we can not 
make them at. the same money cost that they can be made abroad, 
there is not one which can not be bought here for fewer days’ work, less 
service, or less of other products than it can be in free-trade Great 
Britain, or than it could be here if we should imitate England’s free- 
trade policy. t 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side who are insisting that 
in this Mills bill there shall be retained_a duty of 68 per cent. on 
sugar, which we produce here to so small an extent that our domestic 
production has but little effect in determining the price, are practi- 
cally taking the position that you will tax the people of this country 
68 per cent. on the sugar they consume—an article of common neces- 
sity, like flour and other articles which enter into the food of the na- 
tion. . 

And you are concealing the imposition of so heavy a duty on an im- 
portant article of food, where the duty is inevitably nearly all added 
to price and to the burdens on the people, by loud denunciations of 
protective duties imposed on articles which we can produce here to the 
extent of our wants, where the main effect of the duty will be to en- 
courage our own industries, give better wages to labor, and higher 
prosperity to all our people. 

It is claimed, Mr. Chairman, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] that the Mills bill is not a free-trade tariff. There are 
fifty-three industries which in this bill you have put on the free-list. 
Certainly as to those industries there can be no question that you have 
adopted free trade. Heretofore these industries have been encouraged 
and maintained by protective duties, but now in this bill you place 
every one of them upon the free-list. These industries, including the 
wool and other farm products placed on the free-list, enriched the coun- 
try last year with products valued at $500,000,000 and gave employ- 
ment to many thousands of workmen. This is a big slice of free trade 
for one bill, not taking into account the damage that will be done by 
reductions of duties that will invite injurious foreign competition to 
other industries, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Iask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. BLAND. Can not we have a vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the gentleman’s 
time? x 

Mr. KERR. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope then we may have some understanding when 
a vote may be taken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwish the gentleman had made that suggestion 
before. When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], or the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS], or the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scorr] were criticising protection. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask that the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 
= The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the gentleman's 

me ? 

_ Mr. BLAND. We have heard this discussion for three months, and 
all of it. There is no need to go over it again, Why do gentlemen 
want to repeat it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can appreciate the position of the gentleman 
from Missouri, for, if I remember correctly, he was the first member 


1888. 
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of the House who started political discussion in the direction of the 
tariff; and for months, when other measures were before the House, 
pinnen in repeating his tariff speeches. To-day the gentleman from 

linois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], on the other side of the House, started 
the discussion in the vein in which it has been proceeding, without any 
remark by the gentleman from Mirsouri, and it is rather late now for 
the gentleman to discover that replies coming from this side of the 
House are objectionable. 

Mr. BLAND. I think gentlemen have all’ had their say on this 
question. We have been at it now for several months, and I think it 
is time that we should get to business, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was remarking, Mr. Chairman, that the bill be- 
fore the House places on the free-list fifty-three industries in this coun- 
try, industries of the utmost importance, too, and that you have inan- 
gurated free trade with reference to them. You have inaugurated free 
trade as to industries that have far more laborin them in the Northern 
States, or in Republican States or districts, than in many industries in 
the South, or in Democratic districts or States, which you still retain on 
the dutiable list. And I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to 
the fact that there is a policy in this. I asked a gentleman, a member 
of this House, a day or two ago why he voted to place on the free-list 
an industry in the Northern States, or a Republican district, in which 
there was a very large proportion of labor, while in another industry, 
in a Democratic State or district, there was no attempt to put other in- 
dustries, with a less proportion of labor in them, on a similar basis? 
“Oh,” said he, ‘*we will get to the other States and districts soon.” 

We have got to approach this thing by steps in whatever we can get 
the votes, and we will have those of you that we put on the free-trade 
list to-day to help us two years hence to place other articles on the 
free-list. 

I call attention to the fact that the policy inaugurated in this bill, 
which puts 53 industries under the influence of free trade, will be used 
two years hence to help to put 53 other industries into the free-trade 
column. I warn gentlemen interested in industries which have been 
protected by this bill, and who are looking on quietly and coolly, or who 
are aiding in this legislation which places 53 industries on the free-list, 
to take warning, because their own industries in their own particular 
State or district will be the next ones to be marked for the slaughter 
if this bill succeeds. And especially do I warn gentlemen interested 
in the industries which have been cared for, because Democratic Rep- 
resentatives have assured Democratic caucuses that they could be re- 
turned with the aid of those industries if this should be done, that they 
are treading on dangerous ground when they propose to aid in electing 
men to déstroy other industries, but tosave theirown. For protection 
can stand here or elsewhere only as a general policy. 

If the majority of the people of this country, as I believe they do, 
favor the protective policy, if that is to be the system under which we 
are still to live, as I pray it may be, then it must apply to all indus- 
tries without exception; it must cover all interests. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] has 
said that the farmers are not protected. Mr. Chairman, my district is 
largely composed of farmers, I knew that district when almost its 
sole industry was farming, and I know it to-day since manufacturing 
industries have come in. And I say that there is not a farmer in my 
district who does not appreciate that the building up of manufacturing 
industries there has obtained for him a better market—a home market— 
and highes rates for his products than he had before. I know that 
farmers forty years ago found it almost impossible to obtain cash for 
the products of their farms. They went out and bartered them at 
almost any price to obtain those things that they were compelled to 
have. 

That condition of things has been altered. . The farmer now has a 
ready market for all of his products at good prices near his home. The 
young men and young women who formerly found it impossible to ob- 
tain employment without going to other States, now find employment, 
toa great extent, near home. The trouble with the farmers of the 
far West, so far as they find themselves less prosperous than they could 
desire, is their remoteness from markets, and if you would make them 
more prosperous establish manufacturing enterprises in their midst. 

‘The Mills bill, however, comes in to discourage domestic industries, to 
encourage importations, and to encourage Canadian farmers at the ex- 
pense of our own by admitting wool, beans, pease, vegetables, meats, 
poultry, and many other farm products into our markets free of duty 
to compete with similar products of our own farmers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think the criticism that has 
been made by my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is entirely fair, 
or that this discussion has not developed some points of interest to the 
people of this country. I believe that the discussion has brought out 
certain questions and certain facts that the country takes an interest 
in and wants to know about. i 

Now, sir, addressing my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
I put to him certain questions, and I want to get back to those ques- 
tions again. Sir, I made the statement that to-day in the great States 
of Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Ohio from seventy-five thousand 


to one hundred thousand wage-earners have left their mills and their 
factories and are on a strike. 

If protection protects the wage-workers of this country, as gentlemenon 
the other side of the House say it does, Iask my colleague [Mr. BAYNE] 
what has brought about the strike of one hundred thousand wage- 
workers in the protected industries of the country during the past 
week, with the chances that they will not return to work for months 
to come? And-I desire, sir, to call the attention of this committee 
and the country to what I believe to be substantially correct: that the 
labor of this country in the unprotected industries was never more 
fully employed and better paid than to-day, and that the only class of 
wage-workers amongst which strikes exist to-day is, as I have said, 
among the protected industries of the country. I again ask what has 
brought about this strike? It is, sir, a demand on the part of the 
proprietors of these protected industries that the wages of the wage- 
workers engaged in the same shall he reduced 10 per cent. Sir, the 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand coal miners of my State are not 
only fully employed at fair wages, but I do not know of a single strike 
among them. 

I say that all the other wage-workers in our State not protected by 
the theory of protection, engaged in the various industries of ourState 
are fully employed and well paid. It is only in the protected indus- 
tries of our State that we find sixty thousand of our wage-workers un- 
employed and thrown out of ajob. Why is thisso? From the fact 
that their employers have demanded a reduction of 10 per cent, in the 
wages of these wage-workers, to which they have refused to accede, and 
the employers in the various mills and factories have forced the men 
out of their mills and now propose to starve them into submission, 

Mr. BAYNE. Coal is protected. 

Mr. SCOTT. Protected how? . 

Mr. BAYNE. By 75 cents a ton. 

Mr. SCOTT. The quantity of coal that is used in this country in 
the manufacturing industries (even if you could construe it in that way) 
is not more than 10 per cent. of the entire amount of coal produced; 
and the 75 cents a ton does not protect our coal. On the remaining 90 
per cent. used in the United States, so far as I am interested, I do not 
ask you for any protection on coal. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is just the price given the miners; it is fully 
equivalent to the wages you pay for mining the coal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. If 
there be no objection the formal amendment will be considered as 
withdrawn, and the question recurs on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] to strike out this section. 

The question being put, the Chair was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iron or steel T-rails, weighing not over 25 pounds to the yard, $14 per ton; 
iron or steel flat rails, punched, $15 per ton. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out in line 182 
‘*$14,”? and insert in lieu thereof ‘'$17.92;’? and in line 183 I move 
to strike out *‘ $15,” and insert instead thereof *‘ $20.16.” 

The Clerk reported the amendment, 

(Mr. SowpDEN withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 48, noes 62. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Round iron, in coils or a less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, 
and bars or shapes of rolled iron, not specially enumerated or provided for, 1 
cent per pound, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 186 insert : “‘ Iron or steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs, for the manu- 
facture of fences, four-tenths of a cent per pound,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the paragraph 
just read, I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
whether it does not in effect propose an increase, or at least a change 
of duty on one class of rods. By the present law round iron, in coils 
or rods less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, bear a duty 
of 1.2 cents per pound. ‘The present bill puts the duty at 1 cent per 
pound. So far in ascertaining the meaning there would be plain sail- 
ing. But in the old law there is the following additional provision: 


Iron or steel rivet, screw, rail, and fence-wire rods, round, in coils or loo) 
not lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound, six- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Now, I want to know whether the effect of the provision in the 
pari bill would not be to advance the rate on those rods which are 

tween seyen-sixteenths of an inch in diameter and No. 5 wire gauge 
from six-tenths of a cent to 1 cent per pound. Do you not by this 
provision in this bill, which will supersede the old Jaw so far as the 
two cover the same thing, take all rods between seven-sixteenths of an 
inch and No. 5 wire gauge out of the other provision, where they are ' 
at six-tenths of a cent per pound, and put them in this bill at 1 cent 
per pound? I ask for information. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can only answer the gentle- 
man by saying that that matter was very carefully considered by the 
committee, and that they do not believe the bill has that effect. It 
a not touch the classes of iron of which the gentleman has just 
spoken. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But how can it help having that effect? The 
words are there, However much it may have been the intention otf 
the committee not to touch these sizes of rods, the words they have 
used do so, and we must read a law as it is written. The words are 
primarily considered, and if no ambiguity then appears the words are 
decisive, and intention can not be inquired into. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is, I think, 

-mistaken about that. The wordsof the present law bearing upon those 
items are not changed. ‘The words are changed only with reference to 
the items which we enumerate; and as to that which we do not enu- 
merate we do not change it at all. Ido not see how I can make the 
case any plainer to my friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But I think these words do change the existing 
law to the extent I have indicated. I so understand them, at least. 
Being the latest legislative utterance, they would be held to embrace all 
sizes below seven-sixteenths of an inch diameter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, We do not understand them 
that way. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Itis easy enough to say that they do not; but 
if they do, they do. These sizes seem to be included. 

Mr. ROGERS. And if they do not, they do not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But the gentleman from New 
Jersey will observe that the items inclusive of those which he has 
enumerated are not in the bill, and consequently they remain un- 
changed as in the present law. 

Mr. HERBERT, If those words do have the effect to raise the duty, 
why does the gentleman from New Jersey object? Is it not a little 
out of character? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not objected. I was in- 
quiring as to the effect of these words, because to-day there is a decision 
of the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the gentleman’s in- 
quiry was a perfectly legitimate and proper one. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ithonghtso. I thoughtit was an inquiry I had 
a right to make without having another inquiry interjected by the gen- 
tleman's colleague [Mr. HERBERT]. I made the inquiry now because 
the present law is the subject of a constraction by the Treasury De- 
partment, which to some does not seem to be well founded, and be- 
cause I wanted to get the construction of the committee upon this pro- 
vision, i. e., as to whether it covered rivet, screw, nail, and fence-wire 

as we passed along to-day without any reference whatever to the 
question whether thereshould bea higher oralowerrate of duty. ` There- 
fore the pointof the gentleman from Alabama fallsharmless. The words 
certainly include these rods, not by name, it is true, but by sizes, and 
would not the sizes govern in construing the latest legislative utter- 


ance? 
TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, BRECKINRIDGE], which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 186 insert “iron or steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs, for the manu- 
facture of fencing, four-tenths of a cent per pound.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sheet-iron, common or black, thinner than 1 inch and not thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge and not thin- 
ner than No. 25 wire gauge, one and one-tenth of 1 per cent. per pound; thinner 
than No, 25 wire gauge and not thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, one and one- 
fourth of 1 per cent. per pound; thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, and all iron 
commercially known as common or black taggers iron, poenae put upin boxes 
or bundles or not, 30 per cent. ad valorem : Provided, That on all such iron and 
steel sheets or plates aforesaid excepting on what are known commercially as 
tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin, when galvanized or coated with zincor 
speiter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, one-fourth of 1 cent og 

und additional when not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge; thinner than No. 
bo wire gauge and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, one-half cent per pound 
additional, and when thinner than 25 wire gauge, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound additional. 


Mr. McKINLEY. 
just read. - ‘ 

The motion was rejected, there being—ayes 49, noes 63. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron, 8 inches or less in width, and not thin- 
ner than No. 10 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire gauge 
and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per pound: Provided, That all articles not s y 
enumerated or provided for, whether wholly or partiy man F e 
from sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron herein provided for, or of which 
such sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron shall be the material of chief value, 
shall pay one-fourth of 1 cent per pound more duty than that imposed on the 
iron from which they are made, or which shall be such material of chief value. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I move to strike out the entire paragraph Jast 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of striking out this 
paragraph, of course; but I want to call attention to the fact that the 


I move to amend by striking out the paragraph 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 3, 


farmers out in the Western country, when they buy hoop-iron to put 
on their barrels, or for any of the vasious purposes for which hoop-iron 
is used, if they should import that hoop-iron, would have to pay under 
this bill a duty of 1 cent per pound, or at the rate of $22.40 a ton, 
while those who buy hoop-iron in the Southern States, the cotton- 
growing States, for the purpose of baling their cotton, if they should 
import that hoop-iron, will get it free of duty. 

Mr. WEBER. The same kind of iron? 

Mr. BAYNE. Precisely the same kind of iron—the same quality, the 
same in every respect. In the one case the declaration that this hoop- 
iron is to go upon a cotton-bale admits the iron free to the farmer or 
agricultural producer of the South, while the declaration of the farmer 
in the West that he needs this hoop-iron for putting on a barrel or for 
the other purposes for which the farmer of the West may require it, 
pojoa this iron, if it be imported, to the payment of a duty of 1 cent 
a pound. 

Mr. HOVEY. He may want the iron to put on hay bales, 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; and if he wants it for hay bales, he must 
pay the duty in the same way. 

One word more. When the Southern producer of cotton ships it to 
Providence, R. I., or sends it over to Liverpool, he gets the same price 


(10 cents a pound, or whatever the price of cotton may be) for his hoop- * 


iron as for his cotton. But the farmer out West who puts his hoop- 
iron on a barrel may use that barrel, perhaps, for a number of years, 
or, if he sells the barrel, the hoop-iron goes with the barrel. Theman 
who, if he imports his cotton-ties, gets them free of duty, sells them 
almost immediately for 8, or 9, or 10, or 11 cents per pound (whatever 
may be tlie price of cotton), while the Western farmer never gets any- 
thing back for his hoop-iron at all. If there is not considerable favor- 
itism in this bill—if it is not very sectional in its operations—I would 
like to know whatitis. ‘This is all I have to say. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to reply to the remark made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JAYNE], that the cotton-planter 
or farmer of the South buys his cotton-ties at 3 or 4 cents a pound—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not say what he pays for them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And sells them at the price of cotton—10 or 
12 cents a pound. That argument is old in this House. It was made 
here in the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, when the 
question of the duty upon cotton-ties was under consideration; and it 
was then and there exploded. It is true that when a bale of cotton 
is weighed and sold, no deduction is made for the weight of the bag- 
ging and the ties which surround the cotton; but I will remind my 
friend from Pennsylvania of a fact which he already knows, that the 
price of cotton is fixed in the great cotton marts of the world, Man- 
chester and Liverpool ; the price as fixed there is based upon the sup- 
position of so many bales of cotton being raised each year throughout 
the world; and from that is deducted a tare of 22 pounds per bale, 
which includes the bagging and ties. So that the cotton-planter in 
the South gets nothing for the weight of the bagging or the ties which 
surround the bale of cotton that he sends to market. 

Mr. BAYNE. Are you speaking now of the markets of Manchester 
and Liverpool? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam saying this: That the price of cotton is 
fixed in the great cotton marts of Manchester and Liverpool; and 
there, where the price is fixed, allowance is made for the weight of 
the bagging and the ties surrounding each bale. 

Mr. BAYNE. No allowance of that kind is made at Providence, 
R. I. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, the price of the cotton in 
Providence, R. I., is fixed in the cotton marts of Manchester and Liv- 
erpool, where such an allowance is made. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not think the price is fixed there. I think the 
American consumption has as much to do with fixing the price of cot- 
ton as anything occurring in Manchester or Liverpool. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Two-thirds of the cotton we raise goes abroad; 
and the price of the commodity abroad fixes the price at home. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As debate is exhausted on this 
paragraph, I wish only to say that the question of cotton-ties will be 
reached in another paragraph of the bill. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCKINLEY, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, 35 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike ont that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question ison agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania has offered 
an amendment to strike out the paragraph. ` 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I will address myself to the amendment of my 
friend from Pennsylvania. 

To those who regard this bill as being mainly for a reduction of the 
surplus revenue, it may be interesting to note that according to the 
calculations of the committee this will reduce the surplus revenue $2.20. 
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But it is perfectly evident that if the reduction of the duty increases 
the importations the surplus would either be increased or else it will 
be reduced by a sum gnaller than $2.20, 

But, sir, I desire toask some member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means why they saw fit to adopt here for the first time in the iron 
schedule an ad valorem rate? The existing tax is a specific one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, To what item is the gentle- 
man addressing himself? 

Mr. ADAMS. I am talking now of the item ‘‘Cut tacks, brads, or 
sprigs.’ The existing law, taking into account the difference in sizes, 
provides as follows: 

Cut tacks, r sprigs, not exceeding 16 oun: he tho d, 244 cents 
per iperncndy pipet: ae Yo ouaaa Pag iy Ear tot por aa 

I do not now discuss the propriety of reducing the tax. Iam not 
discussing the question of a revenue tariff. But if desirable to reduce 
the tax, why not, let me ask the gentlemen framing the bill, take the 

ific rate for which the equivalent ad valorem is inserted and fix 
at as the rate? 

We heard from the gentleman from Maine the other day [Mr. DING- 
LEY] that the lime manufacturers of this country could not compete 
with the lime producers of Canada because of the fact that owing to 
certain undervaluations and to a ruling of the Treasury Department 
it has been rendered possible to bring thislime in at manifestly a much 
lower rate than was contemplated when the duty was fixed. Is it not 
altogether possible that the Committee on Ways and Means are afford- 
ing the same facility to the producers of these articles? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois what specific rate he would apply for the duty in 
this case, so as to make about the equivalentof 35 per cent. ad valorem 
fixed by the committee? 

Mr. ADAMS. The question I wish to ask, and that is a point on 
which, I presume, the Committee on Ways and Means ought to be able 
to give information, is as to what is the difference between the 35 per 
cent. tax ad valorem which the committee have adopted and that spe- 
cific duty which would be equivalent thereto ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state the 
difference ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the committee ought to inform the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Twoandahalfcentsperthousandisthespecificrate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I know; but that does not tell 
the difference between what the gentleman from Illinois thinks should 
be the specific rate and 35 per cent. ad valorem, as fixed by the com- 
mittee. The gentleman from Maine refers to the present duty. I 
think the gentleman will find that it is impossible to determine upon 
that particular item, the present tax being either prohibitory, if there 
be any manufacture of these articles abroad, or else there is no manu- 
facture of the articles abroad to come in at any price, and hence it 
would be difficult, if not Ps PTS to fix the specific rate. The gen- 
tleman will ascertain and admit upon an examination that there are 
a great many inequalities in the metal schedule under existing law. 

Mr. ADAMS. In what? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In the metal schedule, all 
through it. Ifthe gentleman will run his eye down the table of im- 
ports he will be struck with the almost startling inconsistencies that 
it contains. He will observe that, taking the average of these various 
items, 35 per cent, is a very fair rate here, as there is no guide and no 
record of any statistics which would'give the specific equivalent of a fair 
ad valorem rate; and therefore there was nothing else tor the commit- 
tee to do than to give up entirely trying to find a specific rate, and 
upon this particular item to fix the ad valorem rate established by the 
bill, which is the ad valorem equivalent of the specifics of the various 
items to which I have referred. 

Mr. ADAMS. But suppose it is assumed that you want to leave the 
tax equivalent to 35 per cent. ad valorem, can you not ascertain the act- 
ual cost of such tacks and brads as have been imported into this coun- 
try, or their price in the foreign market, if none haye come in? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not unless we have the sta- 
tistics of importation. If none are imported that is not attainable. 

Mr. ADAMS. I presumed that the Committee on Ways and Means, 
with the assistance of the Treasury officials, who were at their disposal, 
might have been able to obtain the information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But there was no information 
attainable other than I have stated. a 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ssy afew things in ref- 
erence to specific and ad valorem rates of duty. Iam certainly sur- 
prised to find that in many parts of this bill there is a tendency on the 
part of the Committee on Ways and Means to make a change from exist- 
ing specific duties to ad valorem rates. Ofcourse, the gentleman from 
Arkansas has read the report of Secretary Manning upon the subject 
of specific and ad valorem rates, and also Secretary Fairchild’s ap- 
proval of it. Mr. Manning states that the ad valorem system places 
it almost entirely within the power of the foreign manufacturer and 
exporter to determine what the rate of duty shall be by means of un- 
dervaluations in his invoices; and I send to the desk and ask to have 
read a portion of Secretary Manning’s remarks upon that subject. 

It seems to me, in view of the fact that the distinguished ex-Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury, after examining our tariff system, has given such 
an emphatic indorsement of the specific as against the ad valorem sys- 
tem, that the committee can hardly find justification in making so 
many changes from ad valorem to specific duties. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, an English manufacturer said to me last au- 
tumn, during a conversation in reference to the tariff, that if we main- 
tained the ad valorem system, he did not care how high we made our 
duties, as they would fix the duty for themselves in making their in- 
voices. 

Now, in view of the fact, I repeat, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has advised against ad valorem and for the maintenance of specific 
duties, we do not want to fall into the hands of the foreign manufact- 
urer and give him an opportunity to fix by undervaluation of his in- 
voices what the duty shall be. I ask the Clerk to read the extract 
from Secretary Manning’s report to which I have referred. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the rey- 
enue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, or by any other means, under an 
ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have been 


rgely reduced. They are incontestably, they are eyen notoriously inherent 


i t $ Gasp 

One bee ig pg and perhaps the chief advantage of a specific over an ad valo- 
rem system is in the fact that, under the former, duties are levied by a positive 
test, which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in possession 
of the Government, and according to a standard which is altogether nationaland 
domestic. That would be partially true of an ad valorem system levied upon 
“home value;” but there are constitutional impediments in the way of such a 
system, which appear to be insuperable. But under an ad valorem system, the 
facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must be gathe in places 
S thousand miles away, and under circumstances most unfavorable to the 
administration of justice. One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates 
did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent, undervaluation and temptation to undervalua- 
tion would disappear; but the records of this Department for the years 1817, 
1840, and 1857 do not uphold that conclusion, y 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwanttoadd that the same manufacturer to whom 
I referred said, with reference to woolens, that an ad valorem duty— 
bearing in mind that all ad valorem duties are imposed on the foreign 
invoice value and not on the value here—that an ad valorem duty of 
40 per cent. would not operate upon them as unfavorably as a specific 
duty equivalent to 30 per cent., because they have the power of de- 
termining practically what the article should be invoiced at. In the 
case of textiles it is almost impossible for the appraisers in our custom- 
houses to determine the matter accurately. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] will observe that two of these items are preceded and 
followed by specific duties. This is a case in the list where one is made 
ad valorem for special reasons which I gave in my remarks to the gen- 
man from Illinois: that the kind of data whichis usually determinate 
in fixing the rates, namely the official reports, was wholly wanting in 
this case. But we have in other items very accurate data as to whatis 
the ad valorem equivalent. Ido not know that itis necessary to go 
into a general discussion of the ad valorem and specific systems. We 
found that nearly all consumers, nearly all the masses of the people, 
want an ad yalorem system pure and simple. 

The manufacturers, who are of course the beneficiaries and get what- 
ever benefit arises out of tariff taxes, prefer specific duties because they 
make more certain the benefits contemplated by the law. The ad 
ministrative part of the Government, in view of the many difficulties 
of properly administering an ad valorem system of taxation, nearly 
always concur in favor of specific duties. I believe that where spe- 
cific duties can be laid in a manner not unjust to consumers it is best 
to lay them. And I am free to say that my opposition to specific 
duties so far as that is concerned is not as general and as compre- 
hensive as it once was. I see certain very marked benefits from a spe- 
cific duty; but I also see some evils that the administrators of the law 
and the manufacturers do not seem to attach much weight to. There- 
fore, for my part I occupy about a middle ground, believing more in it 
than I formerly believed, but not so much as do the officials of the 
Treasury Department and themanufacturers. IntheForty-cighth Con- 
gress the Committee on Ways and Means turned over the silk schedule 
to the Treasury Department, and told Mr. Manning if he could figure 
out a specific system that would apply to silk we would recommend 
it. The Treasury De ent gaveit up in absolute despair after put- 
ting all their expertsupon it. ey could not get a system that they 
thought would be a fair and workable system. 

Now, take our specific system in the case of cotton goods. I donot 
mean of course to anticipate the cotton schedule. It is very defective. _ 
It is full of unjust and hurtful inequalities. To be at all just upon a 
specio basis it would have to be elaborated to a very great extent. 
The French have probably done better than we have on this feature. 

[Here the hammer fell.] . 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. If there is any 
dependence to be placed on the figures which are contained in this large 
book prepared by the Committee on Ways and Means, then there is not 
the slightest difficulty in ascertaining what the specific duty would be. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman state what 
it would be. 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not give it exactly without going minutely into 
the matter; but I will show, as I say, what it is if dependence can be 
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placed on these figures. It may be that I am wrong. If you know the 
value of the importation then you know how much the goods are worth 


on an average per pound. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That does not apply except 
to one branch. : 


Mr. ADAMS. I will admit that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot Kentucky. I do not want to take up the 
gentleman’s time, but I will say that a specific duty has this disad- 
vantage: That it does not rise and fall with the cost of production of 
the article, although it of course affects its selling price. For instance, 
23 cents per pound on a certain form of metallic product is precisely the 
same in amount, but not the same in relation when by some new in- 
vention or by a cheapening of the cost of production the value of the 
article is decreased. 

The ad valorem duty does adjust itself to the fluctuating cost of pro- 
duction. So that what happens as one of the results of the specific duty 
is that as discoveries in the industrial arts take place and new inven- 
tions reduce the cost of production the specific duty makes the Ameri- 
can purchaser pay precisely the same for the article as he did for the 
higher-priced article and inures improperly to the benefit of the Ameri- 
can manufacturer. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then the remedyis to change the duty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It may occur to the disad- 
vantage of the manufacturer as well as to his advantage in a certain 
class of cases, as is particularly illustrated by the worsted schedule. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, Iadmit that for the woolen and worsted schedules 
specific duties are altogether inapplicable; but it seems to me they are 
not inapplicable to iron. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why inapplicable? We have always had them. 

Mr. ADAMS. But now let me call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to the fact that prior to 1883 
the duty on coal and iron was ad valorem. It was then made specific. 
Why? Becanseofundervaluation. For that express reason the change 
was made in 1883, and that change has been adhered to by the present 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Partly, and partly not. We 
have adhered to the specific duties in certain cases. In the iron sched- 
ules, as a rule, we have adhered to specific duties. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iron ore is what I mean. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. You said the iron schedules. 
~- Mr. ADAMS. Iron ore and coal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, as to those we did not 
adhere at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. I mean you retained it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, wedid not retain it. We 

-simply did not pass upon it at all. We have never made any recom- 
mendation upon that point. We have leftit as it isin the existing law; 
we have taken no affirmative action about it at all. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, what is the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a formal amendment which, if there is 
no objection, will be regarded as withdrawn. The pending substantial 
amendment is a motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Although we have not reached 
the woolen schedule, yet I desire to put in the RECORD the following 
articles, known to be from Mr. Beach, of Hartford, Conn., a well- 
known and successful manufacturer, The statements and tables are 
valuable, and they can be relied upon: 


WOOL DUTIES, 


You will notice this list does not bear out the assertion of the wool wers 
that a high duty on wool has by any means resulted in better prices. Upon the 
whole, so far as it has had any efri it appears to be quite the contrary. But 
there are so many other elements which regulate market prices that it is difi- 
cult to make a very strong argument for either side out of the statistics, unless 
we take into consideration other matters affecting the business at the several 
periods. The remarks of Mr. Harris, reported by Old Carder, were made under 
very different conditions from those now ruling. Australian imports into Eu- 
rope have increased 50 per cent. since 1878, an increase of 400,000 bales, about 
160,000,000 pounds, in that short time from Australasia alone; also a very largo 
increase from Cape of Good Hope and River Plate, mostly of fine merino woo! 
In fact, the quantity available is six or seven times as much as it was in 1960, 
806,000,000 pounds in 1886 against 112,000,000 in 1860. 

This enormous production has to be consumed. Of course, the number of 


In order to reach the ability of this 
increased number, prices must be need. You can sce this in every article 
of merchandise. ices abroad are reduced as much as they are here, even 
more in many articles, without regard to our tariff. wool-growing countries 
the business been constantly getting better s, atized, and they are en- 
abled to produce cheaper and cheaper. In this country, if wool-growing is to 
be made a business by itself, the same general principles must be adopted, but 
the probability is that in the older States our farmers will look more and more 
to the production of food lamb and mutton, with less and less regard for the 
wool. This will put the business upon the footing adapted to our circumstances. 
Old Carder wants to know why silks are so cheap here. It is because the free 
raw material has allowed our manufacturers to goiat the business upon some- 
where near an equal footing with foreigh countries, 

Steel rails are cheap because, in the place, of the discovery of the Besse- 
mer process and still later improvements; and then, the patents on these being 
now free to the world, there is more competition. Probably steel rails can be 
made for less than one-quarter the cost of a few yearsago. It is the same with 
soda ash since the discovery of the ammonia process, This decreases the cost 
wonderfully, and of course all other makers, by whatever process they manu- 
facture, must meet this competition. The price may or ey not be lower if 
manufactured this side of the water. It should be, on account of the saving in 
freight, if for no other reason. But where there is competition to sell at the 


consumers must be very greatly anigo 


point of consumption, from whatever quarter it may come, prices are usually 

reduced to a point of only moderate profits, To illustrate this, take the article 

oE tin-plates, where the com petition is wholly that of the foreign manufacturers 
een v 


wW es. 

Still it has caused a constant reduction in price, nearly 25 per cent. since 1882; 
so that although the duty that year was 1.1 cents per nd, it was only 29 per 
cent., whereas the nominally reduced rate to 1 cent in 1887 was actually 33.80 

r cent. Consumption of the United States increased from 439,746,805 pounds 
570,643,389 pounds in the five years. The duty was a tax on our industries of 
over $5,700,000 in each of the last two years, of which the canning business alone 
paid over $1,000,000 in 1887. We are making great progress in this country, as 
we certainly ought, for we have more advantages and stimulus than any other 
on the globe. We claim, too, that we are the smartest and most industrious 
people in the world. But we should not load our industries down with unnec- 
ens. There are other countries progressing also, and when wo 

handicap ourselyes we must expect them to take advantage of our folly. 

Our efforts are mainly directed to the saving of labor and to inventions which 
will enable us to make it more productive, so that we can produce the largest 
quantity with the smallest number of operatives. In foreign countries the aim 
is to get their materials at the lowest possible cost, then to saving them and by 
improved processes getting the best quality of product, to get the most money 
from the materials used. They have a surplus of labor. they should leave 
half the people ooops by the use of machinery, they must still support 
them all; and it would cost as much to do this if half were idle as to have all at 
work, each earning his portion of the money that can be allotted to the labor 
cost of the productions, The price of labor isa matter of locality and, like every- 
thing else, based upon the supply and demand, Legislation cannot govern 
this. In different localities in this country, under the same tariff laws, and in 
different towns in the same States there is often one-half difference paid for do- 
ing the same work. 

All of us who have had much experience know this, but we have heard so 
much about what is called protection making the price of wages that we fre- 
quently accept the statements without much examination as to what is really 
protection and as to what are actual effects of measures so named. It is 
easy enough to figure that except for the duty of 20 cents per bushel on wheat, 
the East Indian working at 3 cents per day would supply our markets; and to 
say this duty protects the farmer, when the fact remains that we can and do 
overcome this difference in the nominal price of labor, and meet the wheat 
markets of the whole world successfully. on coarse undyed cottons and on 
many other is the tariff does not give our mills a fraction of 1 per cent. bet- 
ter price, e can export these in competition with other countries, and could 
do s0 to even better advantage without the tariff. It is impossible that it can 
help us to better wages for making articles of export. 

When we come to woolen goods, the state of the case changes. Wehave only 
a half supply of wool in this country,and we must procure it from elsewhere 
or we have to import the goods ready made. Fora Dige rtion of the deficit 
we can get a supply of cheap material from the cotton-felds and the cropof old 
clothes, rags, etc., but this would confine our manufacture to the lower grades 
of To make the better grades that our people demand, we must have 
foreign wools. It would take more than a hundred million poundsabove what 
we now import, if we would control our home market for fine woolens, in addi- 
tion to every pound that we raise in this country. We have, however, cut our- 
selves off from ing this supply by a prohibitory tariff on nine-tenths of 
which isavai e to our foreign competitors. Whatistheconsequence? They 
supply our Hie markets,and of course haye full control of the other markets 
of the world. 

We protect the European manufacturer from our competition in the markets 
where they get their supply of raw material, This does not help our factory 
labor; it hurts it by transferring the work to other countries. We could only 
meet this competition by reducing the price of labor or taking off the tax on 
mat , So that we should be upon somewhere near the same orng with 
our competitors, the same as we are in the silk business, or else a much higher 
duty on fine fabrics. Which is the best course? The effort to overcome this 
difference by a high tariff on fabrics has proved a failure so far as the medium 
and finer es are affected. It would need to be at least 100 per cent. to give 

rials. Probably the, consumers 
In our opinion it would be useless to ask for 


ble, if the present rates remain, must come through still lower 
wools, nearly down to the import cost, free of duty. If not, what? B. 


Duties on clothing wools by the several tariff acts in force from 1830 to 1833, with average price for fine merino wool on the 1st of July under the several rates, 
[From Wade’s Fiber and Fabric, Boston.] 


Market price per 


f 
Datcof tariff!) _ Rates of duty. Remarks. No. o nd, Average 
| a year: for July 1. 
. Year. Cents. 
1830, July 1 | 4centsper pound, and 50 per cent. .| July 1 prices: 1830, 60 cents; 1831,75 cents; 1832,50 cents. 3 | 1830732 6i 
1533, Mar. 2 | Not over 8 cents pound, free; over 4 | Prices advanced m 50 cents in 1832 to 63 cents in A 10 | 183342 Diy 
cents per pound, and 40 per cent.. equal to reduction 1833, 61 cents in July, 65 cents in October; highestin Janu- 
of 10 per cent., with gradual reduction for several ary, 1834, 70 cents, and January, 1837, 74 cents, 
years, to 1842, July 1, 4 cents, and 20 per cent. 
1842, Aug. 30 | Value not over 7 cents per pound, 5 per cent.; over 7 | This was the high “ protective tariff of 1842.” Prices declined 4 | 1812-46 39} 
a. Scents per pound and 30 per cent. Increase to an average for 
of duty. 
18465, Dec. t Prices of fine wool ad- 11 | 1846-57 4744 


“Wools of all kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem. Reduced 
rate, 


Called the “ free-trade tariff of *46,” 
vanced, 


1888. 
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Duty on clothing wools by the several tariff acts in force from 1830 to 1883, ete.—Continued. 


[From Wade's Fiber and Fabric, Boston.] 


Date of tariff Rates of duty. 


1857, July 1 | Above 20 cents per pound, 24 per cent.; under 20 cents | Average prices slightly advanced............cceseccerescesereceeeneeneensaes 


per pound, free. Reduction in rates of duty. 

1861, Apr. 2 | Under 18 cents per pound, 
low grades; do. on 18 to 20 cents. Value 18 to 24 
cents per pound, 3 cents per pound =reduction on 20 
to 24 cents, Above 24 cents pa pound, 9 cents per 
pound. Reduction on above 58 cents per pound; in- 
crease on 24 to 38. 

1364, July 1 
cents to 2i cents per pound,6 cents. Value 24 to 32 
cents und, compound duty and 10 cents per 
pound, 10 per cent. ad valorem. Value above 32 cents, 
compound duty and 13 cents per pound, 10per cent, 
advalorem. This wasa great increase in rate of duty. 

1887, Mar. 2 | Present classification. ............-.--cecesssssesesseesessesees: eqeuseesnpes 

Classl. Merino and clothing. Increased rates on fine 
clothing sorts: Value not above 32 cents, 10 cents per 


pound, and l percent.; value above 32 cents, 12 cents 
per poe. and 10 cent, Washed, double rates. 
Class 2, Combing. rates on fine clothing 


sorts: Value 32 cents or less, 10 cents pound, and L per 


cent.; above 32 cents, 12 cents pound, and 10 per cent, cents in July. 
Carpet. Value 12 cents or less, 3 cents pound; above 
12cents,6 centspound. Scoured, of all classes, three 
times above rates, 
1872, Aug. 1 | Reduction of 10 per cent. on above rates........-.-.seeseeee 1872, in October price declined to 66 cents, advanced to 70 
cents in January, 1573, declined to 56 cents in April, 50 cents 
S in July, advanced in October to 54 cents, to 58 cents in Jan- 


1875, Mar. 3 
gest rates by any tariff since 1830. 


Class 2. Above 30 cents pound, 12 cents pound. 
2} cents pound, 


per cent. increase on | An average decrease of the duty on fine wools, with a t 
advance in price, much of it being the premium on gold. 


Value 12 cents and less per pound, 3cents. Value 12 | This was an increase on all fine wools, and although prices 
E advanced to 103 cents in October, 1864, they declined to 55 
cents in July, 1867. 


Prices declined in 1867 from 68 cents in January to 60 cents 
in April, Scentsin July, and 48centsin October. In 1868, 48 
cents, 50 cents, 46 cents, and 45 cents, for the four quarters, 
1869, average, 49 cents. 1870, declined 
average, 47? cents. 1871, declined to 47 cents in January, ad- 
vanced to 50 cents in April, 62 cents in July,and 63 cents in 
October. 1872, 70 cents in January, 80 centsin April, and 72 


uary, 1574. Avage: 55 cents for 12 months. 
10 per cent. restored; 1367 rates in force. These are | Steady decline in price to 38 cents in July, 1876, advanced to 

the hi 59 cents in July, 1877, then declined to 34 cents in January 
and April, 1879;* advanced in the “boom” yearsof 1579-30, 
highest in April, 1830, 55 cents, declined to 40 cents in Jan- f. 


uary, 1883. 
1883, July 1 | Class 1. Not above 30 cents pound, 10 cents pound........, Prices continued to decline, owing to lower prices in Europe 
than ever known and lower duty on woolen goods, and ap- 
Class 3. Not over 12 cents, 5cents pound; over i2cents, pear still to be above the ability of manufacturers to pur- 


Market. price per 
No. of anid, 


Remark BIR 
pena for July 1. 


to 46centsin July; 


* In 1879 prices of Australian wools in London were 25 to 30 per cent. higher than they have been for two years, 1886 to 1888, and we can see no good reason 
why the prices of domestic fine fleeces will not rule relatively as low in this country now, compared with Europe, as then. 


“IT HAS SET US TO THINKING,” 


In Fiber and Fabric of April 14, page 56, Old Carder asks some questions, and 
thinks there should be more study of the tariff. The inclosed, on the other side 
cf the question from the one on which most manufacturers appear disposed to 
do their thinking, may at least serve to throw light, and we hope bring out the 
truth. These figures are not theories, but act facts, to which a theory, to be 
pse for anything, must be fitted. © proposed tariff would reduce revenue 

y taking off the duty on wool. Thatisclear. There is no doubt it would re- 
duce revenue now obtained by duties on woolen goods, because there would 
be made here a large quantity of such as are now imported. 

That is theory in part, but it is based so strongly on the actual workings of 
the business that it can not hel p being pretty nearly correct, The proposed bill 
now before we consider more really protective to the manufacturing 
interests than any tariff we have ever had. riainly New England should be 
the last section of the country to oppose it. Friends of the present tariff claim 
that compound duties on woolen goods, and the specific rates in , are 
the only safi upon which we can rely to prevent importations from un- 
dervaluation. This claim has been e so pe ntly that manufacturers 
have iA osoan accepted it as being correct, with little or no examination 
as to its merits, 

This compound 
would not allow 


wool fabrics were not fairly 
protection, when, if there was to be any discrimination, they really needed and 
were entitled to double, have not been listened to, or have been told that to ask 
for their fair share would endanger the whole system. It has been in vain that 
they have pointed out that after a timethe trouble must reach beyond their own 
particular specialties, and that the next grades must take their turn in depres- 
sion. 

They were sneered at for supposing that there was any danger to be a; 
hended from a worsted cloth valued at not exceeding 80 cents per po: or 
even that fine worsted yarns could be imported at so low cost as to seriously 
interfere with the home manufacture, Their numbers were insignificant, and 
they were not listened to when they showed that the legitimate effect of the 
schedule was to disco the manufacture and improvement of fine fabrics, 
and to drive all the mills into the increased use of cotton, shoddy, and other 
substitutes for making goods sold as woolens. Neither were they given any 
more attention when they pointed out the fact that so far from being a pre- 
ventive of fraud on the part of importers, the specific duty, more than all else, 
made it an object to undervalue, as it gave them from six to eight times as 
much profit on the operation as it would if the duties were only ad valorem. 

For example, take a piece of worsted cloth, for which the true value is 5 cents. 
Under the poen duty if invoiced honestly the duty would be 69 cents 
pound, but if undervaiued only Scents and invoiced at 80 cents the duty will be 
only 52 cents, a saving to the importer of 17 cents per pound, or 20 vag cent. on 
the business, a handsome profit in itself. Under the proposed bill, which is 
stated by the opposition to open the door to fraudulent pe) poration, the saving 
to the importer for the same undervaluation would be only 2 cents per pound; 
not enough to pay him for running the risk. 

The actual working of this tariff for the past six years is shown by the in- 
closed figures of imports of worsted yarns and cloths. If there has been any 
such undervaluation going on, as has been asserted by some of our manufact- 
urers, who have been trying to explain what is the matter with the woolen busi- 
ness, a study of these figures will show the reason and temptation. Is it 
not time for a reform? : > 


IMPORTS OF WORSTED YARNS. 


Imports of worsted cloths entered for consumption for fiscal years ending June 30.5 


Above 60 cents 


Exceeding 80 
Year. and no = cents: per 
cents. pound, 
Pounds. Pounds. 
114, 928 423, 195 
374,523 438, 755 
827 1, 234, 677 
1, 407, 051 1,274, 736 
2, 795, 244 1, 483, 811 
3,735, 987 1, 343, 256 


Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the Jast word of the pending 


paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has already been submitted, 
and debate upon itis exhausted. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I move to strike out the last two words. Now, 
as to cut tacks, brads, or sprigs exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 
the equivalent to the per cent. duty, as shown by this book, is 80.20 
per cent., but you propose by this bill to put the duty at 35 per cent. 
ad valorem, which is a good deal less than one-half. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. _ Yes; and the gentleman will 
find, if he will turn to the wire schedule, that a good many of them 
are not over 10 per cent. now. They run from 7, 8, 10, 12, and 15 per 
cent., and some as high as 150 per cent. The gentleman will find that 
the rate which he cites is one of those ‘“‘mountain peaks” which Gen- 
eral Garfield spoke of when he told how he would revise the tariff by 
striking them off so as to equalize the duties. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then this book is evidently misleading? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No, I think not. 


_ _ Mr. BAYNE. Then 80 per cent. ad valorem is not the equivalent of 
the present duty? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think it is. 

Mr, BAYNE. And you propose to make the duty 35 per cent., which 
is less than one-half the present rate? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Yes. . 

Mr. BAYNE. And you make it ad valorem in place of c? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, on those two items. 
eon BAYNE. And thus you bring down the duty even lower than 

r cent. 
r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. These rates are fixed by way 
of equalizing the duties; and we make them just 35 per cent. 

Mr, DALZELL rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I renew it if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] desires to be heard.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise not for the purpose of dis- 
cussing this particular paragraph, but in order to get an opportunity 
to say what I would like to have said a few moments ago, when the 
the paragraph relating to hoop-iron was under discussion, and would 
have said if I had not mislaid my memoranda. The gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] says that the argument that the seller 
of cotton makes money by the sale of the cotton-ties has been long 
since exploded—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman will yield to me for a 
moment I wish to remind him that the subject of cotton-ties has been 
passed over for the convenience of another gentleman on his side of the 
a and I suggest that the whole subject be postponed until a later 

y. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the formal amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn, and the question is on striking 
out the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

en or steel railway fish-plates or splice-bars, eight-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lincs 228 and 229 strike out “ eight-tenths of.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The present rate upon iron and steel railway 
fish-plates or splice-bars is 1} cents per pound. The bill proposes to 
reduce that duty to eight-tenths of 1 cent. By turning to a previous 
part of the bill it will be found that bar-iron, rolled or hammered, is 
putat from seven-tenths to 1 cent per pound, and itis further provided— 


That all iron in slabs, blooms, ops or other forms less finished than iron in 
bars, and more advanced than pig-iron, except castings, shall be rated as iron 
in bars, and pay a duty accordingly. 


The result of these clauses taken together is that the rate upon the 
material from which fish-plates or splice-bars are to be made is seven- 
tenths of a cent per pound up to 1 cent per pound; and the rate proposed 
in this bill for these bars and plates is eight-tenths ofa cent per pound 
after manufacture. There will be almost or quite that much loss in 
the material in manufacturing, so that the cost of the raw material to 
the maker of the fish-plates or splice-bars will be equivalent to the 
value of the product, leaving nothing for labor, nothing for plant, and 
nothing for coal. Now, if the Committee on Ways and Means desire 
to do anything approaching the fair thing in this matter, I think they 
will not hesitate to accept my amendment, which still makes a very 
material reduction in the rate, but leaves a slightly higher rate on 
these bars or plates than upon the material of which they are composed. 

My proposition, as I have said, is to strikeout ‘‘ eight-tenths,’’ leav- 
ing the duty at 1 cent per pound, which will bea reduction of one-fourth 
of a cent upon the present rate, but will raise the duty a little above 
the rate on the material out of which these bars and plates are made. 
Certainly no one will seriously contend that the rate on the product 
should be as low as ihe rate on the material. My amendment would 
leave the duty far toolow upon the product, but it would bea little 
better than the bill as it now stands, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the rapidly augmenting 
revenues in the public Treasury and the consequent necessity for a 
speedy reduction of the surplus, the demand for immediate action is so 
urgent that I will not trespass at any length upon the time of the com 
mitteeatthishour, Iam in hearty sympathy with the eminent Chair- 
man of this committee [Mr. SPRINGER] and the members on this side 
of the House who desire to press this bill to a conclusion and reach a 
final vote upon its passage. } 

When Congress assembled in December last it was confronted with 
a surplus in the National Treasury (including subsidiary coin) of $79,- 
466,695.30. That surplus, notwithstanding the purchases of Govern- 
ment bonds made since the 23d of April last and the payment of the 
ordinary expenses of the Government, has increased until it aggre- 
gated, at the close of business last Saturday (June 30, 1888), the ap- 
palling sum of $129,272,205.90. In other words, Mr. i net- 
withstanding the purchase of $32,386,800.40 worth of Government 
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in the 


bonds, the people’s money 
day of December last to the extent of $49,805,510.60. The purchase 
of bonds as a means of reducing the surplus began under the circular 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on the 23d of April last, and since that 
date the Secretary weg Hey 4 per cent. bonds, maturing July 1, 


has increased since the Ist 


1907, to the amount of $18,383,800, and has paid upon them in pre- 
miums $4,963, 944.20. 

During the same period he has also purchased 4} per cent. bonds 
maturing September 1, 1891, in the sum of $8,393,050; and on this last 
class of bonds he paid premiums aggregating $646,006.20. To state 
the case plainly, Mr. Chairman, because of this surplus in the public 
‘Treasury, which the other side of the House has steadily refused to re- 
duce, the Secretary has been compelled to purchase Government bonds, 
paying therefor an average premium of 27 per cent. on the 4 percents 
and 7 percent. on the 4} percents, the result being that for $26,776,850 
of bonde purchased he has paid $32,386,800.40, or premiums amount- 
ing in all to $5,609,950.40, while the surplus, which amounted to 
$135,320,592.37 when the purchase of bonds began, had only been re- 
duced $6,048,386.47; and but for the exceptionally large payment for 
pensions there would have been no reduction at all, but, on the con- 
trary, an actual increase. 

It is therefore manifest that under thepresent unjust system we are 
taxing the people of the United States to purchase an indebtedness 
not yet due, and in so doing we are paying on that indebtedness a very 
large premium. This policy is unbusiness-like and unjust both to 
capital and labor; and so long as it continues, the practical remedies 
are but in two directions—one is the purchase of indebtedness not yet 
matured at a high rate of premium, and the other is the distribution 
of a part of the surplus among thenational banksof the country. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, to prevent astringency in the money market, 
and consequent financial disaster, has been forced to distribute sixty 
millions of this surplus among the national banks. Sir, I appeal to the 
other side of the House to know whether they intend to compel [the 
Administration to continue this policy Speaking formyself, and 1 be- 
lieve voicing the conviction of the Democratic party, I say that I am unal- 
terably opposed to the continuance of the present system, which requires 
bond purchases and the distribution of the people’s money among the 
national banks; believing that the highestinterests of the whole people 
imperatively demand that money not needed by the Government for 
its legitimate expenses should be left in the pockets of the tax-payers, 
and not piled up in the coffers of the Federal Treasury and the vaults ot 
the national banks. 

Sir, this constantly augmenting surplus in the public Treasury is 
one of the unrelenting ‘‘conditions which confronts ’’ the business in- 
terests of the country; and yet, with this situation of fiscal affairs, we 
have occupied in general debate on this bill twenty-three days and 
eight evening sessions. There were consumed in the day debate one 
hundred and eleven hours and fifty: four minutes, fifty-six hours eight- 
een minutes by Democrats, and fifty-five hours thirty-six minutes by 
Republicans, in all one hundred and fifty-one speeches being made. 
The debate upon the bill by paragraphs began May 31, since which 
time there have been consumed sixteen days, or in all exactly seventy- 
three hours, with only twelve out of the sixty-seven pages of the bill 
passed over. At this rate of progress it will yet require seventy-seven 
days to complete the full consideration of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not charge our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber with haying up to this moment indulged to any considerable 
extent in dilatory tactics, but I do insist that no one upon the other 
side has exhibited any fervid desire to reach the conclusion of this de- 
bate. They stand here day after day discussing and rediscussing the 
items of this bill, while the money of the people is piling up in the 
Treasury at an average daily rate of $1,215,128.63, whilst the average 
daily bond purchases have been only $453,844.91. 

Sir, I begin to understand the significance of the observation of the 
peneman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] when he declared a few 

ays since on this floor that— 

Fair play requires that this issue shall go to the people next November, nnd if 
the people then elect a Democratic President and » Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives, and they come in here and choose to revise the tariff, I will offer no 
objection or obstruction to their managing that matter in their own way. 

Sir, I quite agree that there ought to be a full discussion of the essen- 
tial items of this bill, but day after day, and hour alter hour, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania who has announced his opposition to any 
tariff revision has occupied the floor in the dissection of almost every 
non-essential item presented in the measure, 

Sir, I say that ‘‘fair play ” to the business interests of the country 
requires that we reach a speedy conclusion and send this bill to the 
Senate, and if a conference be necessary that we should make an hon- 
est effort to reconcile all differences between the two Houses. The 
Democratic party in convention at St. Louis has formally approved this 
measure and our efforts to secure its The Republican party 
has in national convention opposed the propositions contained in the 
bill. The issue is thus joined by the two great es. ‘Then, sir, 
why the necessity for farther discussion of trivial and unimportant 
items and the delay necessarily occasioned thereby. Mr. Chairman, 
more than four hours of the time occupied in debate have been con- 
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sumed by the Republican side in demanding a prohibitory duty on tin- 
plate, and yet they conceded that there was to-day not one tin-plate 
manufactory in the United States, and therefore not a single American 
laborer employed in that industry. 

The proposition was thus boldly presented to use the taxing power 
of the Government for the purpose, not of protecting an industry al- 
ready in existence, but for the avowed purpose of creating one. This 
position is in harmony with the recent Republican platform adopted at 
Chicago and is a departure from the position heretofore taken by the 
leaders of the Republican party. This fact is so clearly and ably set 
forth in a recent editorial utterance of the St. Louis Republic that I 
shall ask the Clerk to read it, as expressive of my views upon this 
question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SUMPTUARY TAXATION, 


. 

The tariff section of the Chicago platform is the most significant and aggres- 
sive platform utterance of the Republican party since it has had a party exist- 
ence. It isa bold and open departure from the theory hitherto held by all Vase 
ties alike that government taxation is for revenue, It | emote 4 sets forth the doc- 
trine that tariff taxation should be for prohibition of imports. 

This is unmistakable. Not one who reads the platform can fail to see it and 
understand that the Republican pany, holds now what it never held before— 
what no party of Americans ever held before—that the Federal Government 
has the unqualified right to say what style and make of clothing the citizens 
shall and shall not wear; what kind and make of tools he shall and shall not 
usein his trade; what furniture he shall and shall not putin his house; what 
food he shall and shall not eat. 

J rity arn by any American standard, even by the standards ofthe old Republican 
party,itisrevolution. The party of 1888 was toocowardly to apply thesumptuary 
principle to the purchase and use of intoxicants manufactured within the cus- 
tom-house lines, but it showed the courage of desperate lunacy in applying the 
same sumptuary principle to all articles except intoxicants. ever before has 
it dared sọ much. The doctrine of all its previous platforms has been that tariff 
taxation is levied to raise revenue for the Government. It declared so plainly 
in its tariff plank of 1876: 

“The revenue neceg for current expenditures and the obligations of the 
public debt must be la: y derived from duties upon importations, which so far 
as possible should be adjusted to promote the interests of American labor and 
advance the p. rity of the whole country.”’ 

This doctrine of tariff for revenue, it reiterated in 1880, in even more explicit 


terms: 

“We reaffirm the belief expressed in 1876 that the duties levied for the pur- 
pose of revenue should so discriminate as to favor American labor,” 

Again in 1834 it declared its continued adherence to the same pence: 

“The Republican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff 
and to reduce the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminate method of hor- 
izontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer without in- 
juring the labor or the great productive interests of the country.” 

Here the declarations of 1876 and 1880 in favor of the revenue principle of tax- 
ation are reinforced by the declaration of 1884 that tariff taxes were so high that 
there was necessity of immediate relief for the ‘‘ tax-payer.”” The position of 
the party now is that tariff duties are not taxes on the people, but are paid b 
the “foreign manufacturer,” and if it were consistent it would have to admit 
that the foreign manufacturer is tlre “ tax-payer” to whom it pledged relief in 
t 


S84. 
But it is not consistent. Itis openly, bolaly and radically inconsistent, It 
bas cut loose from all its own traditions, It dared to change front under 
fire. Itsold ground has been abandoned, Itis no more the party of the plat- 
forms of 1876 and 1880 than it is of 1856 and 1860. 

Where it stood in 1876 the Democratic party stands now with its policy of free 
raw material and gradual reduction of the taxes on the necessaries of life. This 
ground of vantage; thissure key to the situation; fhis guaranty of victory, the 

publican party with incredible folly has surrendered. It declares for free 
luxuries—for free whisky, free tobacco, free anything and everything, rather 
than abate a jot or tittle of the import taxes, . Read its monstrous d ration : 

“If [after prohibiting imports of all such articles as are made in the United 
States] there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than sur- 
render any part of our protective system.’ 

Coupled with this is the declaration that duties should be raised above the 
Sepacijeens of import, so as to "check imports of such articles as are produced 

y our people,” and on all these articles—99 per cent, of the list of taxables—to 
do away entirely with the revenue feature of taxation. 

The issue here presented has never before been ponen in American poli- 
tics. True, the prohibitory pony of taxation been advocated by a few 
extremists, but no py has n insane enough to adopt it as a party tenet and 
to boldly declare that it is not only the right but the duty of government to use 
its taxing power and reyenue machinery, not to collect revenue, but for the 
sumptuary regulation of the citizen. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I will also ask to incorporate in 
my remarks an editorial from the Chicago Tribune of June 23, 1888, 
demanding that the committee on resolutions report an amendment to 
the platform (hepublican national convention being still in session) 
‘striking out the plank in favor of free whisky.” The Tribune is the 
leading Republican organ of the Northwest; but the convention lacked 
the courage to thus concede itsown folly, andthe ‘‘ frightful blunder,”’ 
in the opinion of the Tribune, ‘‘ will cost the Republican party tens 
and possibly hundreds of thousands of yotes.’’ The editorial is in the 
following terms: 


A GRAVE BLUNDER IN THE PLATFORM. 
$ s * * * $ s 
The Tribune does not propose at this time to enter into any discussion of the 
Republican tariff plank, but desires before it is too late to ask the attention of 
the delegates to the extraordinary demand for the repeal of the whisky tax. 
The platform first declares in favor of se wea the tax on alcohol used in the 
arts and for mechanical puro s policy which has always been met with 
the objection that it would be im ible of enforcement on account of frauds, 
_ and would amount virtually to whisky. However that may be, the plat- 
form goes on to declare further: . > 
“Tf there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes [whisky and 
Labora Sela than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the 
joint behest of the whisky trust and the agents of foreign manufacturers.” 
Four years ago the oe toa party pled, itself to correct the inequalities 
of the tariffand reduce the surplus, Now it is made to demand the placing of 


. 


whisky and tobacco on the free-list in order to prevent any reduction of the sur- 
plus by correcting the inequalities of the tariff or by reducing the sugar tax. 
The Republican tariff platform of 1884 in substance declared ; 

“The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the voce of the 
burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus, The Re- 
publican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to re- 
duce the surplus,” 

Is patag whisky on the free-list an honest redemption of this pieces? 

It is hard to believe that the convention intended to repudiate the pledge in 
the platform of 1884 and to substitute a demand for free whisky. It is still more 
dificult to believe that Republican voters favor such an extraordinary flop, or 
will under any circumstances approve the policy of cheapening intoxicating 
drink as a method of getting rid of the. surplus when there are so many other 
and better ways. Can the pense fre venture to go before the people with 
such a platform and hope that the fearful blunder committed by the framers of 
the platform will be overlooked or excused? Certainly the Democrats will not 
ignore it. If the blunder in the platform is not corrected before adjournment 
every Democratic procession this fall will carry banners stigmatizing the Re- 
publican party asa free-whisky organization committed to the doctrine of cheap 
rum and dear sugar. There is no pi ent for recalling and amending a 

latform after its adoption and promulgation, but it ought to be done in this 

instance, 

A precedent should be made. The committee on resolutions ought to report 
an amendment striking out the plank in favor of free whisky, and declaring in- 
stead that the tax on liquor and tobacco shall be retained to meet the increasing 
expenditures for pensions and for the defrayment of service pensions. 

rrection can be made and ado by the convention in a few minutes, If 
the frightfal blunder into which the convention was misled is not corrected, it 
will cost the Republican party tens and possibly hundreds of thousands of votes. 

The Tribune desires to go on record as insisting with the utmost emphasis 
ine ponis final adjournment the convention shall recall and correct the blunder 

n question. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I will not attempt to emphasize 
the ‘fnew departure” of the Republican party as it is presented in the 
Chicago platform further than to quote the views of Mr. Blaine in his 
Paris interview, December 7, 1887, in which, in response to the direct 
question whether he would advise the repeal of the whisky tax, he 
said: 

No, I would not. Other considerations than those of financial administration 
are to be taken into account with regard to whisky. There is a moral side to 
it. To cheapen the price of whisky is to increase its consumption enormously. 
There would be no sense in urging the reform wrought by high license in many 
States if the National Government neutralizes the good effect by making 
whisky within reach of every one at 20 cents a gallon. Whisky would be 
everywhere distilled if the surveillance of the Government were withdrawn by 
the remission of the tax, and illicit sales could not then be prevented, even by 
a policy as rigorous and searching as that with which Russia pursues the Nihil- 
ists. It would destroy high license at once in all the States. * + * long 
as there is whisky to tax I would tax it. * * è The tax on whisky by the 
Federal Government, with its suppression of all illicit distillation and conse- 
guens enhancement of price, has n a powerful agent in the temperance re- 

orm by putting it beyond the reach of so many. ý 


Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that he says— 

So long as there is whisky to tax, I would tax it. 

The Chicago platform declares the opposite view and says: 

The Republican ty would effect all needed reduction of the national reve- 
nue by repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden 
to agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical pur- 
poses; and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of 
such articles as are produced by our people, the production of which gives em- 
ployment to our labor and releases from import duties those articles of foreign 

roduction (except cone the like of which can not be need at home. 

f there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of the 
Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes— 


Internal taxes are the taxes levied on whisky, tobacco, and oleomar- 
garine, : i 

rather than the surrender of any part of our protective system at the joint be- 
hest of the whisky trusts and the agents of foreign manufacturers. 

Sir, so much has already been said upon this question of tariff tax- 
ation that I am unwilling to pursue it further at this time. The issue 
between the two great political parties is squarely joined. The Re- 
publican party is in favor of reducing the surplus by repealing all taxes 
upon tobacco, the taxes upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical 
purposes, and by prohibitory duties upén foreign importations. Fail- 
ing to reduce the surplus by these methods, they courageously pro- 
nounce in favor of striking the tax from whisky. The Democratic 
party is unalterably opposed to ‘‘free whisky;’’ is willing to strike the 
tax from tobacco (except its manufactures of cigars, cheroots, and cigar- 
ettes); is in favor of repealing all taxes upon the actual necessaries of 
life, and as far as possible the duties upon raw materials used by our 
manufacturers. We favor cheap food, cheap clothing, and cheap shelter, 
rather than cheap whisky. 

APPENDIX. 
[Extract from the speech of Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE at the Academy of Music, 
New York, Thursday evening, June 28, 1888.] 
THE DEMOCRACY NOT FOR FREE TRADE. 

Upon the one great question which now attracts the almost undivided atten- 
tion of the country—the question of revenue reduction—the Republican =< has 
clearly and explicitly committed itself in favor of free tobacco and free whisky, 
and increased taxation u food and clothing and the medicines of the people, 
and upon the raw material used in their manufacturing industries, Upon this 
issue it appesu to the poopie for their judgment at the ensuing election, but it 
confesses its want of confidence in the justice of its own cause by grossly mis- 
oe gc the position of its bi ater at the very beginning of the contest. 
While we cheerfully admit the right of the Republican party to define its own 
position, we utterly deny its right to define ours. 

Whoever asserts that the Democratic party is in favor of free trade in this 
country, or that the present Administration has adopted or recommended a free~ 
trade policy, or that the bill now pending in the House of Representatives is a 
free- e measure, is either ignorant of the terms he uses or he is so blinded by 

rtisan prenais as to be incapable of doing justice to his political opponents, 

ver since the organization of this Government the larger part of its revenuo 
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has been raised by the imposition of duties upon imported goods, mainly man- 


ufactured and no political party bas ever advocated an abandonment of 
that poors It is not probablethat it will ever be abandoned. From this source 
and from the taxes imposed by the internal-revenue laws the Government is 


now and for several years has been collecting a much larger amount of money 
than is req to defray its ordinary expenses and discharge its matured obli- 
gations; and consequently, in order to relieve the people from unn 
taxation and | pean: the accumulation of large sums in the Sapsap 7 Soe the 
great injury of the public and private interests, it became the duty of Congress 
to repeal or modify some of the Jaws under which these collections were made. 
After a careful invest ion of the whole subject, it was thought best to pro- 
pose the abolition of the internal-revenue taxes upon manufactured chewing and 
smoking tobaccos, not including cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots, and the repeal 
of the tariff taxes on certain articles of necessity, with moderate reductions in 
the rates of duty upon others where the existing rates were unusually high; 
and Seey the measure now so widely known as the Mills bill was pre- 
_ pared and reported. > 
I think it is safe to say that nine-tenths of the people who are daily denouncing 
the bill in tbe pone press and otherwise as a free-trade measure have never 
read a single line of it, and perhaps they would not understand it if they had. 
There has been such misunderstanding and misrepresentation concerning the 
provisions and purposes of this bill that I may be excused for referring toita 
moment. It does not pro a general revision of the tariff. It affects com- 
paratively a very few of the many articles now subject to taxation under our 
customs laws. lt places a number of articles, princi y the materials used in 
our manufactures, on the free-list, and it reduces t e rates of duty, as I have 
said, on some others. For instance, it places all raw wool on the free-list, and 
makes a corresponding reduction in the rates of duty upon woolen goods, for, 
strange as it may appear to our Republican friends. the Democrats in Congress 
are of the opinion that cheap woolen clothing would be more beneficial to the 
people than cheap whisky. 


THE MEASURE OF REDUCTION, 


The present average rate of duty upon articles which the bill proposes to re- 
duce is nearly 66 per cent., and if the measure should become a law the average 
rate upon these articles would still be over 48 per cent., while the average rate 
upon ali dutiable importations would be 40 per cent. Therefore, notwithstand- 
ing the passage of this bill, the average tariff rates of duty upon dutiable goods 
imported into this country will still remain higher than they ever were pre- 
vious to 1864, when the rates were greatly increased, not for protection, but for 
revenue to carry on the war. They will still be five times as high as they were 
under the first tariff law enacted in 1789, when our industries were really in their 
Fn et Notwithstanding the passage of this bill the average rate of duty u 
dutiable kooda will remain higher than the rates under the protective tariff of 
1816; hi than the  edesena vein tariff of 1824; higher than the protective tariff 
of 1828; higher than the protective tariffof 1542; and higher than the protective 
“tariff of 1861, known as the Morrill tariff. 

We have been told over and over in in the most glowing and extravagant 
terms of the wonderful prosperity of our manufacturing industries under the 
various tariffs to which I have referred, and unless, therefore, it can be shown 
that these industries are pf weaker as ag grow older, that they become 
more dependent under hich tariffs than under low tariffs, it is difficult to see 
how they can now be yer pote by the pone of a measure which still leaves 
them a poe degree o: Jagon t ey ever had before the great civil 
war. The average rate of duty upon dutiable goods under the tariff of 1824 was 
not less than 38 per cent.; under the act of 1825 it was not less than 40 per cent. ; 
under the act of 1842 it was only a little over 32 per cent., antl under the Morrill 
tariff act of 1861 it was not less than 35} per cent. 

If the authors of the bill now pending in the House of Representatives are 
free-traders, then Mr. Clay and his associates were still more radical free-traders, 
because they never at any time proposed to fix the duties upon imported goods 
as high as this bill will leavethem. If the Democratic party and the President 
of the United States are the enemies of American industry and the allies of 
British merchants and British manufactures, then the statesmen who framed 
the protective tariffs of 1816, 1824, 1828, 1842, and 1861 were much greater ene- 

mies of those industries and much more valuable allies of British interests. 


THE DEMOCRATIC POLICY. 


The Democratic party does not advocate free trade, but it believes that the in- 
terests of all our manufacturing and other industries would be advanced, that 
the wages of all our laborers would be increased, and the general welfare of the 
whole country would be greatly promoted by repealing as far as possible the 
taxes upon raw materials, and ucing or tappani the taxes upon the actual 
necessaries of life; and upon these simple propositions it proposes to stand or 
fall in the great contest now before it. 

We believe that such a policy would so reduce the cost of production in this 
country as to enable our manufacturers to compete successfully with their 
rivals, not only in our home market bub in the markets abroad, and especially 
in the markets of the great and growing States and republics of South America 
and Mexico, which, although they lie at our very doors, now make their larg- 
est purchases in Europe; that it would secure for our laboring ple in every 
branch of industry more steady employment, better wages, and greater oppor- 
tunities for the improvement of their condition; and that it would do more to 
encourage the building of ships and the restoration of the American carrying 
trade on the high seas n eg all the subsidiesand bounties the most extravagant 
Congress coul Fae Whatever may be said to the contrary, we know that 
all Jabor is paid for in the market where its products are sold, and that the 
more these markets are restricted the less demand there will be for labor and 
the less wages it will receive. 


The following interesting circular, with the editorial comments there- 
on, appears in the St. Louis Republi of recent date: 
** BOODLE.” 


[Con fidential—dictated,] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE REPUBLICAN LEAGUE 
OF THE UNITED STATES, 
New York, May 24, 1888. 

My DEAR Sir: The Republican League of the United States desire to bring 

u face to face with the startling fact that the coming Presidential election 

not to be fought on the old party lines which have heretofore divided Demo- 
cratis and Republicans, but upon the direct issue of free trade versus protection. 

It may not be of your personal RNORISNES- but it is a fact nevertheless 
that the manufacturers of the United States who are most benefited by our 
- tariff laws have been the least willing to contribute to the success of the oy 
which gave them protection and wh is about to engage in a life and deat. 
st gle with free trade. 
"A Hepublican United States Senator from a State which never had a Demo- 
cratic representative in either House of Congress or a Democratic State officer, 
in speaking of the well-known disposition of the manufacturing interests to 
lock np its money, fold its hands, and look on while somebody else fights for 
its success, says: ‘ 
“The campaign which we are about to enter will concern more than any- 
body else the manufacturers of this country. They have heretofore been lag- 
gard in their contributions to the Republican cause. Indeed, if I could — 


them without punishing the cause of protection itself I would consign them 


the hottest pee I could think of on account of their cravenal parsimony. If 
this class of people do not care to contribute to the success of the Republican 
party they are welcome to try their chances under a Democratic administra- 
tion. I canstand it as long as they can. I was solicited to contribute to a pro- 
tective tariff league, and I replied thatif the manufacturers of the United States 
in their associated ca ty were an eleemosynary institution I would vote to 
give them a pension, but I did not propose myself to contribute money to 
advance the interests of men who were getting practically the sole benefit, or 
at least the most directly important beneñts, of the tariff laws. Iam in favor 
of protection; not precisely the kind we are having, but I might be willing to 
keep that than not to have any, but I am sure I can get along without 
any of it fully as well as the manufacturers can, and if the ink the Republi- 
can party is going to maintain a high protective corps for their benefit, and the 
men who do the work in that party are going to keep up the expenses of a cam- 
paign out of their own pockets, leaving them to reap the fruits of the tariff 
poi cy without any deduction for political expenses, they are greatly mistaken. 

understand that in a general way the manufacturers of New England have 
been more liberal in their contribution than those cf Pennsylvania, 

“In fact, I have it from the best possible source that the manufacturers of 
Pennsylvania, who are more highly protected than anybody else, and who 
make large fortunes every year when times are prosperous, practically give 
nothing towards the maintenance of the ascendency of the Republican party. 
Of course I shall not violate whatI consider to be a proper principle of action; 
but, if I had my way about it, I would put the manufacturers of Penari 
under the fire and fry all the fat out of them, If the Mills tariff bill comes to 
the Senate there will be some votes cast there which will open the eyesofsome 
of these people who have, while gathering their millions, treated the Republi- 
can party as their humble servant.” 

These are strong words, and bitter, but they are true; and it now remains 
with you and your associates to determine whether they are reiterated after 
the campaign is over and protection has, through your apathy, been struck its 
death-blow. If you give us the means to win the victory we will doit. Are 
you willing? 

Yours truly, 
JAMES P. FOSTER, President. 

This circular, sent everywhere to manufacturers “in confidence,” was made 

ublic by one of them by way of protest against the blackmailing spirit of the 

publican party. While many manufacturers will be manly ONRI to refuse 
to submit to blackmail, others will be held under the fire until the fat fries out 
in sufficient quantities to grease the Republican machine, 
s $ s * Bercy s * 

In this d rate strait, the party hopes to win by buying votes with money 
contributed by the rings, pools, and trusts represented by the Thurstons, De- 
pews, and Haymonda, who dictated the nominations at Chicago. . 

“Boodlo” can do much. There are votes for sale and boodle can buy them, 
but there are not enough bood!e-givers or boodle-takers in the United States to 
elect a President. _ 


MANUFACTURERS FURNISH THE MONEY. 


The Tariff League Bulletin, of New York, a protection organ, of date 
June 8, 1888, indignantly denies the statement of James P. Foster, Presi. 
dent of the Republican League, charging that the manufacturers have 
been laggard in their contributions to the Republican cause, and says: 
‘We afirm that more than three-fourths of all the money used in sup- 
port of Republicanism and protection has come from men direetly or 
indirectly engaged in manufactures. The records of the Republican 
party prove it.” : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, was recognized. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Lhope there will be a vote upon my amendment 
before it is forgotten. ` 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to submit a few observations if the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] does not wish to proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Idesire to move that the com- 
mittee rise, as there are some things that must be attended to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I desire to occupy my five minutes in 

making reply to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. I have 
not been heard in this debate so far, 
- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Itis now near the hour of ad- 
journment, and there are some things that must be attended to in the 
House. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield for a motion that the 
committee rise? He will be entitled to the floor when the committee 
resumes its session. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will yield ior that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the. bill 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. - 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the amendments of the Senate to 
the river and harbor appropriation bill (H. R. 9050) be taken from the 
Speaker’s table and non-concurred in, and the request of the Senate 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two House be agreed to. 

Mr. HOVEY. I object. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HOVEY. I have not been in favor of the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is material the bill should pass, as all the 
works are stopped. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask nnanimous consent that Thursday next, after 


the zene ‘of the Journal—— 
Mr. HOVEY. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. KERR. I renew it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again put the request 


of the gentleman from Louisiana to the House. Is there objection to 
the taking the amendments of the Senate to the river and harbor ap- 
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propriation bill from the table and sending them to a committee of con- 
ference on the ing votes of the two Houses? 

Mr. KERR. I wish to say that I do not make objection simply for 
delay, but because I am opposed to the bill; and if the only effect of 
my objection will be to postpone action then I will withdraw it. 

The amendments of the Senate were taken from the table, non-con- 
curred in, and the request/of the Senate for a conference was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as managers of the conference 
on the part of the House Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. CATCHINGS, and Mr. 
HENDERSON of Illinois. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move, by unanimous consent, that Thursday next, 
after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of 
bills reported by the Committee on Commerce. I will state that one 
of the bills I desire to have considered at that time is the bill to incor- 
porate the Maritime Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then Iask, by unanimous consent, that Thurs- 
day next, for two hours, be given for the consideration of the bill for the 
organization of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. BARNES, I object. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER (at 4 o’clock and 54 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, the 5th of July. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HATCH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 192) providing for the 
ascertainment and report by the Secretary of State of the claim of the 
legal representatives of Walter H. Stevens, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A-bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to 
Susan C. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10710) granting a pension to J. H. 
Spicer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10711) granting a pension to Ada D. 
Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 10712) granting a pension to Ignatius 
W. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R.. 10713) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William W. Ellzey, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

‘By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10714) for the relief of James 
C. Poston—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr, PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10715) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John H. Woodring—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10716) granting a pension to Charles Bays—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10717) to refer the claim of John 
H. Elliott to the Court of Claims—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 10718) to remove the charge 
of desertion from George H. Rogers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10719) to place the name of John Lightell upon 
the retired-list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 10720) for the relief of Edgar H. 
Bates—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. f 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of H. R. Wheeler and 125 other 
citizens of Hillsdale, and of H. S. Wyman and 95 other citizens of 
Lenawee County, Michigan, for certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of 143 citizens of Babylon, N. Y., in 
favor of pension for Major B, Gessler, an honorably discharged Union 
soldier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph J. B. 
Kirk—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Hays Gaskill, for change of record and 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Mary L: Edwards, of William Cassey, 
of A. and L. Goodall, of Mrs. Mary A. Gamewell, of Hugh Nance, of 
Luke Cassey, and of Thomas Lomax, of Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of J. D. Irish and H. Ingram, for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill to promote the political and commercial prosperity 
of the American nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of M. Jansen, of Garrison’s, N. Y., for 
relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of the Sixteenth district 
of Pennsylvania, against the proposed reduction of tariff:on window- 
gilass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. McCULLOGH: Remonstrance‘of Dennis Riley and others, 
of Edward Ensell and others, and of James B. Le Cleve and others, 
citizens of Pennsylvania, against the Lit ang reduction of the tariff 
on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of the Liverpool Provision Trade As- 
ator portly relative to the adulteration of lard—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petitionof Lewis T. White, of Sumner County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of H. M. Bacon and 95 others, citizens of 
Grant County, Kansas, favoring the restoration of duty on wool—to 
the Committee on Ways aud Means. 

Also, petition for a pension to William Perry—to the Cammittee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Andrew M. Davis, of P. H. Cole, of 
D. W. Hulder, of Robert F. Jarmon, of George M. Grant, of Calvin 
Jones, of D. W. McKenzie, of Alexander McConnell, of Sidney M. Ed- 
wards, of Thomas N. Doyle, administrator of Newsom Doyle; of John 
C. Kimbrough, of Patrick Dewyer, of L. F. Coulter, of John Currie, of 
Thomas R. Harvey, of Andrew J. Hunter, of P. W. Coopwood, of B. 
F. Dowdy, of John Kannell, of Richard D. Cross, of John Hunter, and 
of John W. Richmond, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of B. B. Neville—to the Committeo on War 
Claims. i 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition for an appropriation to. pur- 
chase head-stones for deceased soldiers—to the Committee on Appropria- 


ons. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petitionof William C. Mooreand of John Hacker, 
of Missouri, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of administrator of D. A. Whit- 
sett, of Davidson County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James C. Terry, of Davidson County, Tennessee, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary F. Lee; of estate of Harvey 
Dame; of Catherine Cook; of Michael Kieff; of Mary W. King; of Hugh 
Carothers; of Francis M. Freeman, and of James A. Douglass, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of J. J. Roll and 802 others, citizens of 
the Sixteenth district of Ohio, in favor of a system of Government 
telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Of 33 citizens of Loudonville, Ohio. 

The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

Bd Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of 113 citizens of Whiteside County, 
Tlinois.: 


SENATE, 


THURSDAY, July 5, 1888, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

ihe Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 2d instant approved and signed the following bills: ; 

An act (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dettis; 

An act (S. 2230) granting a pension to D. P. Houghland; 

An act (8. 2108) granting a pension to George W. De Motte; 

An act (S. 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; 

An act (S. 1343) granting a pension to Cordelia Emery; 

An act E 1267) granting a pension to Joseph B. Tingley; 

An act (S. 1266) granting a pension to Shelton Flaningam; 

An act (S. 1018) granting a pension to Joseph W. Eubank; 

An act (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; and 

An act (S. 1086) granting a pension to Jacob Kintz, alias John 
Walters. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in response to a resolution of April 11, 1888, request- 
ing that officer to furnish the Senate with the amount paid to retired 
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officers of the Navy to the present time; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Kansas, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, and a petition of citi- 
zens of Alabama, praying for an amendment of the interstate-commerce 
law; which were referred tothe Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WELSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of James Harlan and 
21 others, citizens of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. Bradley, only surviving 
daughter of John Hollingsworth, an officer in the war of 1812; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William Sheldon, late a private in 
Company A‘ Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, praying 
for the removal of the charge of desertion against his military record; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Young Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Newburgh, N. Y.; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


The Young Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Newburgh, N. Y., hay- 
ing pledged itself to use all lawful means for the suppression of the liquor 
t ic, and believing that the internal-revenue tax is a protection to the manu- 
facture of intoxicating beverages, and not a restraint upon it, do earnestly beg 
you to vote for the entire repeal of the internal-revenue tax on liquor. 


Signed for the Union, 
ANNA M. RAMSAY, 
Corresponding Secrelary. 
JUNE, 1888, 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics of the State of Pennsylvania, as follows: 
Duquesne Council, No. 110, of Pittsburgh; Fidelity Council, No. 21, 
of Bristol; Resolute Council, No. 27, of Reading; Shawnee Council, 
No. 34, of Hazleton; Black Creek Council, No. 51, of Weatherly; Har- 
mony Council, No. 53, of Philadelphia; Star Lodge Council, No. 68, 
of Slatington; Dawson Council, No. 75, of Dawson; Chosen Friends’ 
Council, No. 86, of Philadelphia; Coopersdale Council, No. 97, of Coopers- 
dale; McKeesport: Council, No. 109, of McKeesport; Dravosburgh Coun- 
cil, No. 141, of Dravosburgh; Mountaineer Council, No. 111, of Ma- 
hanoy City; Bridesburgh Council, No. 135, of Philadelphia; McLellan 
Council, No. 150, of Verona; General Marion Council, No. 154, of Pitts- 
burgh; Bethany ‘Council, No. 155, of Ruff’s Dale; J. ’B. Clark Council, 
No. 186, of Allegheny; Climax Council, No. 195, of Smithton; New 
Tripoli Grand Council, No. 204, of New Tripoli; and Howell Council, 
No. 210, of Stauffer, praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, to re- 
strict foreign immigration. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PUGH presented a petition of officers and privates of the Mont- 
gomery (Ala. ) Field Artillery, praying for the passage of an act to increase 
the efliciency of the artillery of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Milton trustees of the In- 
diana State Grange and other citizens of Indiana, praying for the pas- 
sage of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce act which 
shall protect the public from the gross violations of that act by the rail- 
way companies of the country and prevent any further encroachments 
on the rights of the people by them; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of St. An- 
gustine, Fla., remonstrating against the proposed consolidation of the 
internal-revenue districts of Georgia and Florida on the ground that it 
would be detrimental to the tobacco interests of Florida; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Dr. Alexander Dunbar, of 
Washington City, praying for the purchase by the Government of cer- 
tain remedies discovered by him for dangerous diseases, in order that 
they may become the property of the Government to all intents and 
eg which was referred to the Committee on Education and La- 


Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Leander Ferguson, of Bran- 
don, Wis., praying for the passage of amendments to the act to provide 
for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the vol- 
unteer forces; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of William A. Roath, James 
H. Harris,and other citizens of St. Clair County, Missouri, praying Con- 
gress to enact additional amendments to the interstate-commerce law, 
providing that it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to 
the provisions of that act to carry or transport any commodity for any 
shipper in a car or vehicle owned, leased, or in any way controlled by 
such shipper; and that it shall be unlawful for any shipper to make 
any contract with any carrier to convey the property of such shipper 
in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such shipper; and that in all 
prosecutions under the act the complainant may receive a part of the 
amount that may be im d as a fine. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DUTY ON LEAD ORE. 


Mr. EDMUN DS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the I udiciary 
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to make a report in obedience to a resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] and adopted June 11, 1888, directing 
an inquiry into the state of the law on the subject of the customs duties 
imposable upon ores containing lead and also gold and silver. I pre- 
sent in answer to that resolution a written report, which I ask may be 


placed on file. It needs no action of the Senate that I am aware of. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file 
and_printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of Nancy G. Alexander, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3215) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings’s Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. roa granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 

A bill (S. 2895) granting a pension to W. J. Sawyer; and 

A bill (S. 3129) granting a pension to Archibald Bennett. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James McIntire; 

A bill (H. R. 5413) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 185) granting a pension to Samuel F. C. Garrison; 

A bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel; 
bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 

ill (H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 

ill (8. a granting a pension to Nathan A. Hayes; 

ill (S. 3118) for the relief of Mathew O. Regan 

(S. 3186) granting a pension to Christian W Winkel; 

(S. 2864) granting a pension to James B. Bray; 

(H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Sey forth; 
ill (S. 2858) granting a pension to William Church; 

ill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; 

A bill (S. 3145) for the relief of the heirs of John M. Powell; 

A bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; 

A bill (S. 3059) granting a pension to Rachel Dixon, mother of James 
Dixon, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering; 

A bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown; 

A bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to Nicholas T. Lawrence; 

A bill (8. A granting a pension to William Meyer; 

A bill (S. 2932) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi M. 
Hunter; and 

A bill (S. 1683) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Flynn. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill is. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs, Caroline Taylor, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. an granting a pension to Edwin Hollister; and 

A bill (S. 2760) granting a pension to Albert O. Thomas. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessey; 

S A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ewett: 

A bili (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M, Dicken; 

A bill (H. R. 9344) grantinga pension to James C. White; and 

A bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 

A bill (H. R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 

A bill (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 
J. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 

A bill (S. 3052) granting an increase of pension to George W. Durfee; 

an (S. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee; 


A bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett. 
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' VETOED PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. TURPIE. ` I ask leave at this time to file the views of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Pensions on the subject of certain private 
pension bills vetoed by the President of the United States, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. The report of the majority 
was submitted to the Senate and printed in the RECORD and ordered 
to be printed as a separate document, Iask that the same order may 
be made in connection with the views of the minority also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority of the 
committee will be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, taking the same course as the report of the majority 
of the committee on the same subject. The two reports will be printed 
together as one document, if there be no objection. 

The views of the minority are as follows: 


The poderianes dissent from that part of the report of the majority of said 
committee which treats generally of the vetopower. Weregardthat powerasa 
qualified negative upon that of Congress, not derogatory to their rights oraction. 
Neither the power or its exercise can be regarded as an encroachment upon the 
pore of Con since both are provided for in the Constitution. Mr, Story, 
n his justly celebrated REFE ppor that instrument, says respecting it: 
“The power is important, as an additional security against the enactment of 
rash, immature, and improper laws.” Speaking of the action of the Executive 
therein the same author remarks: “‘ His view, if not more wise or more ele- 
vated, will at least be independent and under an entirely different responsibil- 
ity to the nation from what belongs to Congress. He is the representative of 
the whole nation in the aggregate; they are the representatives only of distinet 


We do not think the frequency of the exercise of this power upon the subject 
of private bills, even if it were a legitimate objection thereto, is at all made out 
as c! . Out of the large numbers of such bills a very small percentage have 
been returned with objections, The frequency bears a very inconsiderable pro- 
portion to the number of the applications. As to the means of information 
made use of by the Executive as a basis for his objections, the President has 
certainly the same right to make use of the records, files, reports, and opinions 
of the Pension Bureau as members of Congress, ` The money of the ple in 
the Treasury, the fund out of which pensions are paid, is a fund of such quality 
as that it can not be g: ed too carefully against immature legislation. The 
President, equally with any member of the legislative bodies, has the right and 
duty paR upon him to form and oper his opinion with to the 
justice of a pecuniary claim against this fund, being answerable under his oath 
and co ence only to the constituency of the nation for his action therein, 
As to the merits of the particular bills recited in the committee’s report, we 
deem it here unnecessary for us to express an opinion at this time, being will- 
ing ma 2 so at such time as the question properly arises upon the final passage 

; D. TURPIE. 
RUFUS BLODGETT. 
CHAS, J. FAULKNER. 
E: K. WILSON. 
MARY M. BRIGGS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary 
M. Briggs. 

The motion was ed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Should not a motion be entered to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed? 

Mr. SAWYER. When the bill is returned I shall move to recon- 
gider the vote by which it was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
directing the Clerk of the House of Representatives to amend the en- 
rollment of the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. f 

‘The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House of Rep- 
resentatives with a copy of the Senate amendments to House bill 3300, 
as passed by the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) toamend the joint resolution approved 
May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States. 

The m also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9377) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
fifth and non-concurred in the other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriation for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia, Mr. DOCKERY, of Missouri, and Mr. BING- 
HAM, of Pennsylvania, managers of the conference on the part of the 


House. 
The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9859) making appro- 


priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 


lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and appointed Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. CATCHINGS, and 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, managers of the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 96) authorizing the District commissioners to desig- 
nate a site for a statue of Benjamin Franklin. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 191) relating to the pages of the House; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: n 

A bill (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Asworth; 

A bill (H. R. A to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of James Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 

A bill fE R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 

A bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 

A bill (H. R, 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 

_ A bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to John C. Wagoner; 

A bill (H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 

A bill (i: R. 2640) for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 

A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

A bill (H. R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 
ae bill (H. R. 4783) granting an increase of pension to William 

inans; 

A bill (H. R. 5913) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 

A bill (H. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Louis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Teresa Herbert; 

A bill (H. R: 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terrals; 

H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Brown; 
. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Cove; 
. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; 
. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford H. Houchin; 
H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 
. R. 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 
. R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 
. R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 
R. 9587) granting a pension to Louis F. D. Hait; 
R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River, in Alabama; , 

A bill (H. R. 9649) granting a pension to Milton Merwin; 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William S. Robb; 

t aun (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 
tzell; 

A bill (S. 121) granting a pension to Tobias Baney; 
® A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 341) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, 
and John Whollam; 

A bill (S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish it 


as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 996) ting a pension to Caroline Ruppert; 

‘A bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann. Waters; 

A bill (S. as to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across ihe 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of IHi- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 

A bill (8. 154) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, in Tennessee; 
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A bill (S. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting a pension to John F. Ballier; 

A bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and i gat bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa; E 

A bill (8. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 

A bill (8. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Railway 
Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Arbonne, 
in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Hazeltine; 

A bill (8. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other 
purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution approved 
May 14, 1838, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States. 

The ecrreg 2 also announced that rad gree of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. 

- BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to Hai- 
riet B. Coflin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3254) granting a pension to Sanford A. 
Beach; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3255) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Cotrill, widow of Hugh B. Cotrill; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3256) for the re- 
lief of Dr. D. Willard Bliss; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S, 3257) authorizing the United States 
engineer in charge of the harbor improvement of Mobile River and 
Bay to act as a member of the Mobile River Commission, as established 
by the laws of the State of Alabama; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. k 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. 
Read; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3259) in relation to 
claims arising under the provisions of the captured and abandoned 
property acts, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3260) to 
prohibit the adulteration of food, drink, or medicine, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3261) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James Boyle; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3262) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Sheldon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3263) granting a pension to Charles 
Avery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. * 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen 
Hand; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Peusions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3265) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 
E. Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer certain amendments intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which Iask may beread, printed, 
and referred to the Coiamittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the sundry civil gp- 
propriation bill by inserting: 

That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to erect at some suitable and con- 
venient place in the Capitol building a drinking fountain for public use, and for 
this purpar the sum of §10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, 
on eo repair of the road leading to the national cemetery near Fort Scott, 

l., $5,000, 

For the purpose of erecting a suitable monument at the national cemetery 

located at Mound City, Kans., under the direction of the Secretary of War, 


$3,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. CALL, Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE sub- 
_ witted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to 


the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.. . 
AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. BATE and Mr. QUAY submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army, as reported by the Coart of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM. I give notice that on Monday next I shall ask the 
Senate to take up the bill (8. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. I shall ask the 
Senate at that time to proceed to the consideration of the bill and to 
continue its consideration until it is disposed of by the Senate. 


DISTRICT STEAM-RAILROADS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] July 2, 1888, in relation 
to the routes of steam-railroads in the District of Columbia. The reso- 
lution will be placed on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 


MARY ANN DOUGHERTY—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate; i 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1547, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Dougherty.” 

A large share of the report of the Senate committee to which this bill was re- 
ferred, and which reportis adopted by the Committee of the House, as is usual in 
such cases, consists of a petition ere by Mary Ann Dougherty, addressed to 
the Congress, in which she states t 


arrival in this ay, her husband, Daniel Dougherty, returned to New Jersey and 
enlisted in the Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers; that she ob- 
tained employment in the United States arsenal 
while so en; she was injured by an explosion, 
She also states that she hada young son killed by machinery in the navy-yard, 
and that at the grand review of the Army after the close of the war another son 
six years old, was stolen by an officer of the Army,and has not been heard of 
since, She further says that her husband left his home in 1865 and has not been 
heard of since, and that she believes he deserted her on account of her infirm- 


g cartridges, and that 


ities, 

It is alleged in the report that she received a pension as the widow of Daniel 
Dougherty until it was discovered that he was alive, when her name was 
dropped from the rolls. 

The pouon of this woman is indorsed by the Admiral and several other of- 
cers of tho Navy and a distinguished clergyman of Washington, certifying that 
tliey know Mrs, Dougherty, and believe the facts stated to be true. 

There is no pretense made now that this beneficiary is a widow, though she 
at one time claimed to be, and was allowed a pension on that allegation. Her 
present claim rests entirely upon injuries received by her when she was con- 
cededly not employed in the military service. If the pension now proposed is 
allowed her it will be a mere act of charity, $ 

Her husband, Daniel Dougherty, is now living in Philadelphia, and is a pen- 
sioner in his own right for disability alleged to have n incurred while serv- 
ing in the Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volunteers. Of this fact this beneficiary 
has been repeatedly informed. And yet she states in her petition that her hus- 
band deserted her in 1865, and has not been heard of since. 

It is alleged in the Pension Bureau that, in 1878, she succeeded in securing a 
pension as the widow of Daniel Dougherty, through fraudulent testimony and 
much false swearing on her part. 

The police records of the precinct in which she has lived for years show that 
she is a woman of very character, and that she has been under arrest nine 
times for drunkenness, larceny, creating disturbance, and misdemeanors of that 


so 

lt happens that this claimant, by reason of her residence here, has been easil 
traced, and her character and untruthfulness discovered. But there is mach 
reason to fear that this case will find its parallel in many that have reached a 
successful conclusion. 

I can not spell out any principle upon which the bounty of the Government 
is bestowed through the instrumentality of the flood of private pension bills 
that reach me, The theory seems to have been sdopiod that no man who 
served in the Army can be the subject of death or impaired health except they 
are chargeable to his service. Medical theories are set at naught and the most 
startling relation is claimed between alleged incidents of military service and 
disability or death. Fatal apoplexy is admitted as the result of quite insignifi- 
cant wounds, heart disease is attributed to chronic diarrhea, consumption to 
cig pew and suicide is traced to army service in a wonderfully devious and 
curious way. 

Adjudications of the Pension Bureau are overruled in the most peremptory 
fashion by these acts of Congress, since nearly all the beneficiaries named 
in these bills have unsuccessfully applied to that bureau for relief. 

This course of special legislation operates very unfairly. 

Those with certain influence or friends to push their claims procure pensions, 
and those who have neither friends nor influence must be content with their fate 
under general laws. It operates unfairly by increasing in numerous instances 
the pensions of those already on the roll, while many other more deserving 
cases, from the lack of fortunate advocacy, are obliged to be content with the 
sum provided by general laws. 

The sppe neston may well be entertained that the freedom with which 
these private pension bills are furnishes an inducement to fraud and 
imposition,while it certainly teaches the vicious lesson to our people that the 
Treasury of the Nationa! Government invites the approach of private need. 

None of us should be in the least wanting in regard for the veteran soldier, 
and I will yield to no man in a desire to see those who defended the Govern- 
ment when it needed defenders eeit Animeen Unfriendliness to our vet- 
erans is a charge casily and sometimes d Bouri made. 

1 insist that the true soldier ia a good citizen, and that he will be satisfied with 
os eno fair, and equal consideration for those who are worthily entitled to 

elp. 


I have considered the pension-list of the Republica roll of honor bearing 
pame ry pE by national gratitude and not by improvident and indiscrimi- 
nate alms-giving. 

I bavé conceived the prevention of the complete discredit which must ensue 


t she resides in Washington, having re-, 
moved here with her husband in 1863 from New Jersey; that shortly after their: 
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from the unreasonable, unfair, and reckless granting of pensions by special acts 
to be the best service I can render our veterans. 

In the discharge of what has seemed to me my duty as related to legislation 
and in the interest of all the veterans of the Union Army, I have attempted to 
stem the tide of improvident pension enactments, though I confess to a full 
share of responsibility for some of these laws that should not have been passed. 

I am far from denying that there are cases of merit which can not be reached 
except by special enactment; but I do not believe there isa member of either 
Bowea Congress who will not admit that this kind of legislation has been car- 

I have now before me more than one hundred pension bills which can 
hardly be examined within the time allowed for that purpose. 

My aim has been at all times, in dealing with bills of this character, to give 
the applicant for a pension the benefit of any doubt that might arise and which 
balanced the propriety of granting a pension, if there seemed any just founda- 
tion for the application; but when it seemed entirely outside of every rule, in 
its natare or the proof supporting it, I have supposed I only did my duty in in- 
terposing an objection. 

It seems to me that it would be well if car gorges pensions laws should be 
revised with a view of meeting every meritorious case that can arise. Our ex- 
perience and knowledge of any existing deficiencies ought to make the enact- 
ment of a complete pension code possible. 

n nce of such à revision, and if pensions are to be granted upon eq- 
uitable roana and without to general laws, the present methods would 
be greatly improved by the establishmentof some tribunal to examine the facts 
in every case and determine upon the merits of the application. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 5, 1888, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall this bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message and the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SIGNAL-OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That the 
Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed in the enrollment of the bill 
(EL R.9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
ver to insert under the head of appropriations “ In the Signal Oftice ” the 
hii d “ Four copyists, at $000 each ; ” so that said paragraph may read as 

follows: 

“ In the Signal Office: For one professor of argnap eA at $1,000; three as- 
sistant ponen of meteorology, at $1,800 each ; two clerks of class 4; one bib- 
liographer and _ librarian, at $1,600; one clerk of class 2; one lithographer, at 
$1,200; one clerk, at $1,000: four clerks of class 1; one translator and type-writer, 
at $840; four copyists, at $720 each; four copyists, at $600 each; four copyists, at 

each; one messenger ; one assistant messenger; one watchman; one car- 
penter, at $600; one messenger, at $600; one messenger, at $480; two laborers, 
nt $600; two laborers, at $150 each ; two stitchers and folders, at $490 each ; and 
for the services of such other messengers, mechanics, laborers, and such other 
Rigtal Offiser, to carry lute nin sinara erpe A furtive espbert of ss 
cer, to nto ene e appro) ons m.: or su 
Binal Service, $2,540; in all, $10.460.” petit eS 
he words directed to be inserted having been omitted by error when the bill 
Was engrossed. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is intended to cure a defect, it will be seen, in 
the engrossment of the House bill. That bill came to the Senate spe- 
cifically appropriating for the clerks inthe Signal Office. It omitted, 
however, to insert ‘four copyists, at $600 each,’’ as passed by the House. 
The error was not discovered in the Senate, inasmuch as the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations sent this portion of the bill to the Secretary of 
War asking him if the arrangement by the House for clerical services 
in the Signal Office was satisfactory, and the committee received an 
answer saying that the arrangement for the office of the Signal Service 
was satisfactory to the War Department. The error was notdiscovered 
until the bill had passed the Senate and after its return to the House. 

Tke conferees on the part of the House desired that provision for these 
four copyists should be inserted in the bill, but the Senate conferees 
insisted that the two Houses having concurred in the paragraph and 
there being no amendment to it, it was impossible for the conferees to 
take jurisdiction of it. 

In order to correct the error the House sends to us this concurrent 
resolution. It is claimed by Senators on the floor, who have examined 
the resolution, that this provision never having been considered in the 
Senate, the resolution should be a joint resolution and not a concurrent 
one. In accordance with that view I move to strike ont the words 
“ Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring 
therein),’’ and to insert in lieu thereof the usual words of a joint reso- 
lution, namely, ‘‘ Resolved by theSenate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words will be inserted by the 
clerks, if there be no objection, changing the frame of the resolution 
from concurrent to joint. 

Mr. ALLISON. With that amendment, I ask for the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Having been changed, it shonld be read three 
times. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. The 
joint resolution will be read the first time by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. —) directing the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives to amend the enrollment of the 
bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read at length, the 
second reading will be considered as having been made by title, if 
there be no objection, and the joint resolution is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POLLY H. SMITH—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without rA eg Senate bill No. 43, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Polly H. Smith.” 

Jolin H. Smith, the husband of the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted in 
the regular Army in 1854 and served until the year 1870. 

Tn 1803 a fistula developed, which was probably the result of quite continuous 
riding in the saddle. In 1870 he was placed upon the retired-list as first lieuten- 
ant on account of the incapacity arising from such fistula. 

In September, 1885, fifteen years after his retirement, he died suddenly at 
Seda Oregon, of heart disease, while attempting to raise a trank to his 
shoulder. 

I can not seo how the canse of death ean be connected with his service or 
with the incapacity for which he was placed upon the retired-list. 

The application made by the widow fora pension is still pending before the 
Pension Bureau, and I understand that she or her friends prefer taking the 
chance of favorable consideration there to the approval of this bill. 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, July 5, 1888. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the message and bill be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOEL B. MORTON—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No, 432, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Joel B. Morton.” 

Calvin Morton, the son of the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted in the 
Volunteer Infantry in 1861, and after his discharge again enlisted in the United 
States Cavalry, from which he was discha in 1867. 

It is alleged by his father that he was killed in the battle with the Indians at 
Little Big Horn, called the “Custer massacre,” June 25, 1876. 

His name does not appear in any record of the soldiers engaged in that bat- 
tle. The casualty records of the affair are reported as very complete, bat they 
contain no mention of any soldier of that name. 

His father claims, in his application before the Pension Bureau, to have had 
a letter from his son in the fall of 1375, dated at some place in the Black Hills, 
stating that he was a lieutenant in the army under General Custer, but that 
the letter was lost. He also alleges that he read an account of the massacre 
in a newspaper, the name of which he has forgotten, and that hisson was there 
mentioned as yr once in, 

The report of the House committee states that the only evidence of the death 
of this soldier is found in a letter of Anderson G. Shaw, who writes that he was 
present on the field of the battle mentioned when the killed were buried, and 
that one of the burial party called a co; found there Morton's. It is further 
claimed that the description of this body agreed with that given by the father 


of his son. 
Considering the complete list of the casualties attending this battle now in the 
tthe death of the son of the benefi- 


War Department, it must be conceded that th 
ciary is far from being satisfactorily established. 

The claim of the father is still pending in the Pension Bureau, and perhaps 
with further effort more information on the subject can be obtained 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Maxson, July 5, 1838. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the message and bill be refe: to 
the Committee on Pensions. j 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE PAGES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating tothe pages of the House 
of Representatives was read the first time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, ele., That so much of the act making appropriations for legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year endin 
une 30, are renies ra the reg Se eee of Sy pea re shali 
not be under twelve years of age s not a to e employment of » 
the House on the Ist day of Sal; 1888. si eet i cis Pony: 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimons consent that the joint resolution 
be put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in respect to this joint resolution that 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill provides that 
House pages could not be appointed under twelve years of age. It 
turns out on examination that some of the pages now in the service 
of the House of Representatives are under twelve years of age. This 
provision met the same fate as the one which was just under consider- 
ation respecting clerks in the Signal Office. The paragraph having 
passed both Houses, the Senate conferees refused to consider the ques- 


tion of making this exception, so that the joint resolution is necessary 
in order to retain the pages now in service in the House. ` 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 


LANDS IN DENVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 


Is THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1888. 
Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish this House with a copy of 
the Senate amendments to House bill 3300 as the Senate, the said bill 
and Senate amendments having been lost since its reception by this body. 


Mr, EDMUNDS. What bill is that? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The numberof the bill only is given. 
Me Let it lie on the table until we can find what the 
MARY M. BRIGGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate adopted an order this 
morning requesting the House of Representatives to return the bill (S. 
899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs. The bill having been passed by 
the House of Representatives, signed by the Speaker, and returned to 
the Senate, the order requesting its return will be rescinded, if there 
be no objection, and further action will be taken upon the bill as may 
be indicated by the Committee on Pensions. The bill will lie on the 


table. 
Mr. CULLOM. I was going to suggest that the bill lie on the we 
, 80 t 


for the present until I see the party from Illinois in 
I can ascertain what the facts are in reference to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks, to enable the 
Senate to resume jurisdiction, a concurrent resolution should be passed 
directing the cancellation of the enrollment and of the signature of 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ibo understand; but unless the facts seem to be 
very strong, I shall not ask the Senate, so far as I am concerned, todo 
anything with it. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ One clerk 
to disbursing officer, $1,400;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with amendmentsas follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “One assistant 
botanist, $1,200;” and strike out, in line 13, page 2 of the bill, the word “two” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘four;” and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendmentof the Senate 


of the matter I pe 
“ Of which $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be applied to 
the investigation of the disease in peach-trees known as yellows and remedies 


numbered 24, and agree to 
out, in line 26, page 7 of the bill, the words ‘Joseph Neuman and 
and insert in lieu thereof“ Vi 


Strike out lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, on page 10of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “ Printing seed-pockets, labels, ete., labor, paper, 
ink, type, and other necessary material for printing, and for purchasing and re- 
painos presses, $4,200; in all, $104,200; ” and insert, after the word “thousarid,” 

n line 9, page 11 of the bill, the words “three hundred and fifty;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. y 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by the said amendment insert the following: “ And of 
this sum an amount not exceeding $15,000 may be —— to the payment of ex- 
penses incurred during the fiscal year 1888;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
num! 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

. the sum pro; insert ‘* $595,000; ’? and the Senate agree te the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro; insert ‘* $10,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and agree to the same withamendmentsas follows: Strike out the 
period (.) at the end of the amended paragraph and strike out the word “And ” 


where it occurs in said amendment, and insertin lieu thereof “‘and;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Fae amendment numbered 30, the committee of conference has been unable 
oe P. B. PLUMB, 
©. B. FARWELL, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the 
. HA’ 
A. ©. DAVIDSON, 
E CONGE 


Managers on the part of the House, 


- Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator in charge ex- 
plain the state of affairs, 


Mr. PLUMB. The amendment numbered 1, as made by the Senate, 
was to strike out the provision for one assistant disbursing officer at 
$1,400. The Senate conferees receded from that with an amendment 
providing a clerk in place of an assistant disbursing officer. 

The House increased the appropriation for compensation of the li- 
brarian from $1,400 to $1,800, that being the statutory compensation. 
The Senate amended by making the sum $1,600. The Senate conferees 
receded, leaving the compensation of the librarian exactly as fixed by 
law, but an increase of $400 beyond the amount heretofore received. 

The salary of the superintendent of the folding-room was increased 
from $1,200 to $1,400 by the House. TheSenatestruck out the increase, 
and the Senate conferees yielded on an investigation which seemed to 
determine that the salary as proposed by the House was not too large. 

The House inserted under the head of the ‘‘ Botanical Division ” an 
assistant botanist at $1,400. As there was already an assistant botanist 
in that division receiving a salary of $1,200 the Senate thought it wise to 
strike out the new one, so as to make an inquiry and ascertain whether 
this was to be simply a place provided for some special n, anew 
person to be carried into the Department at a larger y than per- 
sonsnow inservicethere. In conferencetheorderof things was changed 
in such a way that the assistant botanist now in the Department re- 
ceives $1,400 and the new assistant botanist is to receive $1,200. 

In the pomological division the Senate struck out the provision for 
an artist and for an assistant pomologist. The House conferees 
to that amendment. 

The Senate amended in the chemical division by increasing the sal- 
ary of one assistant chemist from $1,600 to $1,800 and of another as- 
sistant chemist from $1,400 to $1,600, and the House conferees receded. 

The House fixed the compensation of the chief of the seeds division 
at $2,000. The Senate reduced it to $1,800, and the Senate conferees 
yielded to the House upon that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that fixed by law ? 

Mr. PLUMB, Itis fixed by law, I think. That is my recollection; 
but at all events, after a little more thorough investigation than we 
were able to give it while the bill was in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, on account of the haste we were under to try and get the bill 
through before the Ist day of July, as much attention was not given 
to this matter as was given subsequently, and the conferees were sat- 
isfied that the compensation was not an unreasonable one, but that it 
was rather a more responsible office than we had supposed. 

Under the head of the ‘‘ Forestry Division’’ the House inserted ‘‘ one 
assistant at $1,200; one clerk at ;?? which the Senate struck out, 
and the House recede. 

Under the head of ‘“‘ Miscellaneous,” sub-title ‘‘ Botanical investiga- 
tions and experiments,” the Senate inserted ‘‘including the establish- 
ment and maintenance of experimental grass stations,” and increased 
the appropriation to $25,000 in order to establish and maintain these 
grass stations, The House receded from that amendment with an 
amendment naming the sum of $20,000 in place of $25,000, making 
a net increase of $17,500 for this purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many grass stations are there now? 

Mr. PLUMB. None. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis experimental? 

Mr, PLUMB. ‘The experiments have been carried on in a way, and 
they have demonstrated to the head of that division, and, I think, 
also to the judgment of a great many people who have observed the 
question, that grass stations can be established with profit, and while 
the Senate committee did not believe that the amount now named in 
the bill was enongh to in any way insure a thoroughly successful re- 
sult, at the same time they thought it was enough to make a start, 
and we should be better advised after the operations of a year as to 
what further would be necessary. 

Under the ‘‘Section of vegetable pathology’’ the Senate inserted an 
amendment increasing the appropriation for “‘ practical work of the 
investigation’’ from $5,000 to $15,000, and providing that $10,000 
*' might be applied to the investigation of the disease and its remedy 
in trees known as yellows,” and in the conference that was 

to, with a verbal amendment. 

Under the clause in relation to the “‘ pomological division ’’ the Sen- 
ate amended the bill by striking out— 


For artists’ materials and other apparatus necessary in the work of the divis- 
ion; for preparation of papers upon subjects of a pomological nature, and ex, 
penses incurred in making investigations for the same; and for colored illus- 
trations of fruits to be ined in the special publications of the division— 


and the House has agreed to this action. 

The House inserted a provision directing the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to allow credit to the present Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for $1,800.16 for certain accounts disallowed by the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, and the Senate inserted a similar provision in 
regard to the former Commissioner of Agriculture, only the ‘sum was 
$20,807.80; and the House has to it. 

Under the ‘‘ entomological division,” and in that part of the appro- 
priation bill providing for the collection and dissemination of informa- 
tion in regard to silk-culture, the Senate inserted a provision ‘‘ and for 
expenses of stations in connection therewith,” and increased the sum 
from $15,000 to $20,000; and the House recede. 

I ought to state that in two portions of this report the conferees 
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agreed to insert in the bill something which was not actually in con- 
troversy between the two Houses, and that I do for the purpose of ask- 
ing unanimous consent of the Senate that the amendments which the 
conferees themselves agreed to may be agreed to by the Senate. 

We found on investigation that it had been the practice heretofore, 
and a necessary practice, for the Department to print its own seed pock- 
ets and seed labels. For-that purpose it has had a press for a number 
of years in the Department of Agriculture. It is not possible to have 
this work done in the Government Printing Office, because it must be 
done at a certain time of the year, and if it is done over there it is liable 
to be crowded out for the benefit of the current work of Congress or 
other work for the Departments. The Commissioner had estimated for 
an expenditure for this press, which became necessary if the printing 
is to be done at the Department as heretofore, The Senate conferees, 
on the information they had, felt obliged to insert the appropriation, 
and on investigation and after protracted conference with the House on 
the subject and some inquiry at the Department the conferees were sat- 
isfied that it was a n amendment, and it was agreed to and 
should be inserted, and the attention of both Houses specially called 
to it and unanimous consent asked. 

Under the head of ‘‘salaries and expenses Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try’? the House inserted a provision to the effect that $100,000 of the 
half million dollars appropriated for the extermination of pleuro- 
pneumonia might be immediately available. That provision was 
stricken out by the Senate because it became apparent that so much 
money could not be used prior to the Ist day of July even if the bill 
had passed at the time it was expected it would pass. The bill not 
yet having. become a law of course no expenditure could have been 
made under this provision if it had been retained, but in the mean 
time the bureau has contracted a debt; that is, it has employed per- 
sons and purchased supplies to the amount of $15,000 in excess of the 
appropriation for last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In violation of law? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will make the question much more com- 
prehensive if he will apply itgenerally; but the fact is that this expense, 
in common with other expenses of Departments of the Government, is 
represented by a contract made and which was necessary to be made, 
as I think, and it was made in anticipation of the insertion by the 
House of the appropriation of $100,000 to be immediately available. 
It was stated to us by the head of the bureau that on account of the 
progress the work had made in New York and in other places, it could 
not be cut off wholly without great damage. 

In addition to that the head of the bureau stated that the exact re- 
sult in the way of expenditure could not always be determined at the 
time the work was entered upon. It was sometimes overrun and 
sometimes underrun, and something had to be left to chance on that 
point. The Senate conferees agreed to insert in the place where the 

rovision occurs which the Senate had stricken out, making $100,000 
immediately available; these words: 

And of this amount not exceeding $15,000 may be applied to the payment of 
expenses incurred during the fiscal year 1888. 

Under the head of ‘‘Division of Forestry” the House inserted a pro- 
vision—— 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Did the Commissioner of Agriculture direct this 
expenditure to be made? 

t. PLUMB. The Commissioner of Agriculture did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Without authority of the President ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose all he does is practically as the adjutant 
of the President of the United States. But it is fair tosay that in mat- 
ters of this kind, where the subjects of expenditure are variant and 
can not be fixed, and the appropriation is a lump sum, the liability to 
expend more than was at first contemplated is very great, and, to some 
extent, can not be prevented, The amount was not large enough to 
induce any special inquiry, although we had the tables showing the 
places where the money was expended, the number of persons em- 
ployed, and the number of cattle purchased and killed, and so on, 
under the law. 

While I do not know that the work is beyond reproach, while these 
expenditures are not out of the line that is common, and which I do 
not mean to say is wholly defensible except as to the matter of prece- 
dent, I anticipated long ago such an objection in the consideration of 
the deficiency bill. I believe myself that there has grown up a laxity 
which Sy discreditable and which ought to be in some way stopped, if 
it can be. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Division of Forestry’ the House inserted a very 
comprehensive provision to this effect: 


For investigations into the structural differences of important timbers and 
the factors that influence their quality, their biology; miscellaneous reports; 
expense of experimental grounds; collection, purchase, and distribution of 
forest-tree and seedlings in aid of forest culture; and for ascertaining the 
area, amount, and condition of the remaining white-pine supplies in the North - 
western ere ; and for working collection and apparatus, traveling and other 
expenses, $10,000, 


The Senate struck that provision out and substituted the old provis- 
ion to the effect that the money should be used to continue investiga- 
tions and reports on the subject of forestry. The census of 1880 con- 
tains all that has been available in the way of knowledge in regard to 


the white-pine supply in the Northwestern States, and we shall have 
another census in a very short period of time, and the amount of money 
appropriated was totally inadequate to obtain the information called 
for, which could not probably be obtained before similar intormation 
will be had as the result of the census of 1890; and so the House agreed 
to our action. 

The Senate inserted a provision appropriating $100,000 ‘‘ to enable 
the Commissioner of Agriculture to continue experiments in the manu- 
facture of sugar from sorghum cane, including the purchase and trans- 
portation of samples and supplies.” The House did not agree to that, 
and thatis the only pointof irreconcilable difference between the House 
and the Senate conferees, 

Under the head of ‘‘ Experimental Stations’’ the House inserted $15,- 
000 to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to carry out the provis- 
ions of section 3 of the act of March 2, 1887, providing for the estab- 
lishment of experimental stations in connection with the agricultural 
colleges. Section 3 isto the effect that the Commissioner of Agriculture 
shall furnish forms for the tabulation of results, and thathe shall give to 
the agricultural experimental stations the benefit of suggestions as to 
their work. The House inserted $15,000 for that purpose. The Senate 
did not think so much money was necessary and limited the amount to 
$5,000, and added a provision requiring the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure to compare, edit, and publish such of the results of the experiments 
made at these stations as appeared to him to be valuable. In the con- 
ference a compromise was reached whereby the sum was fixed at $10,- 
000 instead of $5,000. 

As I have said, the only difference that remains between the two 
Houses on this bill if the conference report should be agreed to, is the 
appropriation of $100,000 for continuing the experiments as to the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum. In my belief that is worth as 
much, I was going to say, as all the remaining portions of the bill, 
Perhaps that would be too strong a statement, but I will say that the 
work heretofore carried on, although carried on extravagantly, im- 
providently, and withsome unnecessary delay, has been of the greatest 
possible value. It would have warranted the expenditure of a million 
dollars in place of $156,000 that they spent if so much had been neces- 
sary for that purpose. Very great progress has been made, so great, in 
fact, that there are to-day erected and in process of erection four large 
sugar factories having a capacity among them of about 5,000,000 pounds 
of sugar, and itis confidently believed that the results of their work 
will still further establish the fact that from sorghum can in a very 
short period be produced all the sugar the people can consume, from 
this very common and very valuable plant, that is to say valuable in 
other directions, valuable as a forage plant as well as for sugar. There 
is much experimental work yet to be done. There is a large portion 
of what is now the refuse of cane known to contain quantities of sugar, 
no process for the extraction of which is yet available. ‘The experi- 
ment of last year, while in its nature conclusive, still left some points 
to be determined, and there is much in the way of instruction to per- 
sons who are operating these factories if they are to be erected hereafter 
which ought to be done at once; and inasmuch as the Government has 
given the first stimulus to this industry the committee thought, as I 
believe the Senate thought, it advisable to continue it for this year at 


least. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that this 
report is irregular in changing the text of a clause that had already been 
agreed upon by the two Houses, It has been stated by the chairman 
of our conference with great candor that the conferees have changed the 
text of the bill in points and in respects that both Houses had already 
agreed upon and where nothing was left open for action by the com- 
mittees of conference. I merely make the point of order against the 
report. 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be stated that according to an authority 
which is often appealed to by the Committee on Appropriations, which 
I will not here name, the conference committee had jurisdiction of the 
paragraph in which this appropriation occurs, although there had been 
no recorded difference between the two Houses upon the particular 
item under consideration. That authority has been recognized to the 
extent of doing, I think, substantially what has been done in this con- 
ference report without attention being called to it. 

I want to say that for myself I disagree with the authority; and when 
it was done in this conference it was done with the distinct understand- 
ing that it was in violation of the proper rule to be observed in con- 
ference committees, and that the attention of both Houses would be 
called to it, in order that it might not go unnoticed and that unanimous 
consent might be invited to an agreement of the two Houses to what 
the conference had agreed upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very glad to hear what the Senator from 
Kansas says not only as to reporting it to this body but also his own 
opinion, for the rule is clear and nothing is more dangerous in legisla- 
tion than—I say it without any imputation on the gentlemen who are 
appointed members of the committee—the great danger in the haste of 
legislation of allowing committees of conference on disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses to go to changing those parts of the bill where the 
Houses did not disagree, but did agree; and therefore, without a dis- 
position to complain of what the committee wish to accomplish in this 
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respect, I teel it a duty, as a matter of order and precedent, to make 
the point; and then if it be sustained afterwards the question of unau- 
imous consent will come up. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt npon the 
question of order, arising not under the rules of the Senate but under 
general parliamentary law, that committees of conference can notalter 
a part of the bill to which both Houses have So if the report 
shows that upon a proposition or amendment to which both Houses 
had agreed, and which therefore was not left open, the conferees added 
words, it would not be according to the parliamentary practice. 
The Chair thinks, however, that it is for the Senate to decide whether 
they will or will notagree to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Chair would take the time to consider 
that point. Iam going to withdraw the point of order, but I think it 
has been held—— a: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will indulge the Chair 
one moment. The Chair will state his position in order that it may 
not be misunderstood. 

The practice of the Senate has been to decide points of order in ac- 


~ cordance with the desire of the majority. A proposition that at one 


time would be held oat of order is at another time, by vote of the Sen- 
ate, held to be in order, and while the Chair expresses this opinion and 
thinks the question is not am open one, it is the purpose of the Chair to 
submit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair submits the question whether the re- 
port is in order. Then I do not need to go into any discussion with 
the Chair, because that is a right the Chair has and the Chair’s views 
are clear and perfectly correct; but I wish to take the peers of the 
Senate upon it as a precedent, and if the judgment of the Senate cor- 
responds with the clear parliamentary law and the clear safety that we 
ought to guard in t to these bills, I shall then, if I may, waive 


_my point of order. Ido not like to have this pass, now thatit is called 


to our attention, as a mere vote of the Senate agreeing to this report, as 
if it were not a question of fundamental order. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question submitted to the Sen- 
race is, Is the point of order made by the Senator from Vermont well 
taken? ‘ 

Mr. CALL. I do not think this point of order has any merit. The 
committee of conference certainly have no power to alter the text of 
the bill agreed upon by the two Houses; but the committee of each 
House can make a recommendation to the House, not claiming any 
right on the part of the conference to take jurisdiction of the matter, 
but it can bring a matter to the attention of either House and ask unan- 
imous consent for what is not a material change of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The answer to that is thatit does appear distinctly 
on the face of the bill as engrossed and the amendments as en; 
that the two Houses agreed to the clause and upon the whole subject 
that the committee has changed, and I am only making the point ot 
order now, because I care nothing about the particular instance, in or- 


der that the Journal of the Senate shall show that the Senate under-- 


stands that it was contrary to order, and having decided it to be con- 
trary to order, as I hopeit may, and it must, of course, because there is 
no doubt about it, I shall then, as I say, withdraw any objection in 
this particular instance; but I do not wish instances of this kind to 
multiply into precedents which will always plague us. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould liketoask the Senator from Vermont whether 
he believes it the right thing for the Senate to do after having decided 
by a formal vote that the point of order is well taken, to go onand leg- 
islate by sanctioning the action of the committee on conferencein vio- 
lation of order? Can we do it properly? Can he by withdrawing his 
point of order make that in order which the Senate has decided to be 
out of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa thing that the Senate in its practice for a 
hundred years has done a good many times each session. The pointof 
order is raised and the President of the Senate either decides it himself 
or leaves it to the Senate, and sustains the point of order. Then the 
person who makes the point of order is appealed to for one reason or 
another to waive it, and he does waive it, and if nobody else renews it 
it goes on. 

Mr. CALL. The point of order the Senator from Vermont makes 
in this case is not that the committee of conference have or have not 
the right to change the text of a bill where the two Houses have 
agreed, for they have not done that; but the point of order is that they 
have no right to report to the Houses and ask unanimous consent of 
the Houses to an immaterial change in the bill. That is the point of 
order. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senatoris mistaken. The committee of con- 
ference has made no report asking unanimous consent. It has only 
stated in its report, when you take the report and read the bill with it, 
that it has changed a part of the bill that both Houses had already agreed 
upon. Then the Senator making the report asked unanimous consent, 
stating with the candor which characterizes him that they had trans- 
gressed the rule, and therefore unanimous consent was necessary. I 
made the point of order in order to test the sense of the Senate, the 
first time it has been called to such a question for five or six years. It 
was then called to it, and the report was declined to be received, and 


the conferees left that part out in order that the Senate might not in the 
Journal appear to have recognized this irregularity, and then, as far 
as I am concerned, it will be waived. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs upon the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] upon 
the report of the committee of conference, whether having changed an 
amendment that had been agreed to by both Houses the report of the 
committee is in order. Senators in the afirmative will say “ay,” 
the negative ‘‘no.’”’? [Putting the question.] ‘Thenoes appear to have 
it. The noes have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent now to waive the point 
of order and let it go for this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont asks unan- 
imous consent that the point of order may be waived and that the ques- 
tion may be taken now upon agreeing to the report of the conference 
conimittee. Is there objection? The Chairhearsnone. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendment, which is in disagreement between the two Houses, amend- 
ment No, 30, and ask for a further conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives thereon. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
FARWELL, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


SWAMP-LAND SELECTIONS, 


Mr. CALL. I ask leave, out of order, to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be received if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior report to the Senate such informa- 
tion as he has showing improper and unlawful selections under the swamp and 
overflowed grant of 1550 and subsequent years; also a statement of the amount 
that will be necessary to pay the States indemnity for swamp and overflowed 
lands claimed to have been sold by the United States. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House relating to the 
enrollment of the legislative, etc., appropriation bill. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for 
the holding of terms of United States courts in the district of Minne- 
sota; asked for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, and Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois, man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (H, R. 9345) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, concurring in the fifth and non-concurring 
in the other amendments of the Senate to the bill and asking forà con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill disagreed to by the House, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 

RECESS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII will be stated. 

Order of Business 1414, being the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for the protection 
of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape, was announced as 
first in order. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
thatmotion. It isimportant thatthe joint resolutions which we passed 
relating to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
should be signed by the presiding officers before we adjourn to-day, so 
that they may go to the President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, that the Senate take a recess until 
2 o’clock, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam told by the Clerk of the House that those two 
resolutions will be ready for the signature of the Presiding Officer within 
an hour. Perhaps it would be better to say 3 o'clock. 

Several SENATORS. Say halt past 2. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate take a recess until half past 2 o’clock. 
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The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until half past 2 o’clock, at which hour it re- 
assembled. < 

COURTS AT DULUTH, MINN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms 
of the United States courts in the district of Minnesota, and asking for 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the House bill and agree to the conferenceasked by that body. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the managers at the conference on the part of the Senate, and 
Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. PuGH were appointed 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BATE, it was 

Ordered, That leave be nted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers in the case of Mrs, E. A. Brownlow. 

Mr, EDMUNDS, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 9, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 5, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday was read and approved. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1580) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to incorporate the Capitol, North O Street and 
South Washington Street Railway Company;’’ which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave cf absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PLUMB, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, for one week from to-day, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

STATUE OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by 
the Joint Committee on the Library, and also by the House Library 
Committee, to ask unanimous consent this morning to put on its pas- 
sage the joint resolution (S. R. 96) accepting, as a gift from Mr. Stilson 
Hutchins, an Italian marble statue, of colossal size, of Benjamin Frank- 
lin. 

I will say that it requiresan act of Congress to enable the acceptance 
of this generous gift on the part of Mr. Hutchins, a liberal-minded and 
public-spirited citizen, who not only proposes to donate the statue, but 
at his own expense to have constructed a suitable base or pedestal on 
which to place it. 

I hope there will be no objection to the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WEAVER. I presume this will not take up any considerable 
time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It will not take up any time. 

I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that it requires an au- 
thorization on the part of Congress to accept this gift. 

It is a very liberal donation, and I have no doubt will be a valuable 
addition to the statuary now adorning the city. I hope there will be 
no objection to passing the joint resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the objection. 

The rt of the committee (by Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania) was 
read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Library reports favorably Senate resolution No. 96 to ac- 
cept from Mr. Stilson Hutchins his gift of the colossal statue of Benjamin Frank- 
lin,and recommends its passage by the House. This well-known citizen of 
Washington is entitled to the thanks of all lovers of artfor his noble and costly 
contribution to the statuary already ornamenting so many prominent public lo- 
cations in this the capital city of our country. His selection of the statue of 
Benjamin Franklin shows a refinement of taste and culture, and his gift com- 
memorates in marble for all time to come the citizen who was distinguished in 
so many of the “walks of life.” Visitors to Philadelphia go to look upon the 
plain marble slabs over the separate but adjoining graves in an ancient burial 
ground in that city, bearing upon each them, respectively, the inscription 
“ Benjamin Franklin,” “ rah Franklin,” where have rested their remains 
since the burial of of them; butin the early futurein Washington the count- 
less numbers of sight-seers will E pas to look upon the statue of Benjamin 
Franklin, a most skillful work of a skilled and successful sculptor, and while 
Hn pany > with his creation will in their hearts thank the generous donor, Mr. 
Stilson Hutchins, for his gift to his countrymen. : 

There being no further objection, the joint resolution was considered 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


It is as follows: - 


Whereas Stilson Hutchins has offered to donate to the United States a colos- 
sal statue of Benjamin Franklin in white Italian marble and erect a pedesial 
therefor of Massachusetts granite at his own , after plans which have 
been submitted to the Joint Committee on Sea LIAS, Therefore, 
by Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

That authority is given to erect the statue, under 
the supervision and direction of the oners of the District of Columbia, - 
upon such part of the streets or public spaces in the city of Washington, D. O., 
as the said commissioners may designate, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylyania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF OCNFEREES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part of 
the House at the conference on the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the 
holding of the terms of the United States courts in the district of Min- 
nesota, the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. STEWART, and the gentleman 
from North Carolina, Mr. HENDERSON, in lieu of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. COLLINS, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
GLOVER, both of whom are absent from the city and are unable to serve. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 


LOSS OF A HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged motion. 

I send to the desk and ask to have read a resolution asking the Sen- 
ate to furnish a copy of certain amendments to a House bill, and a res- 
olution asking the Clerk to furnish the conference committee with the 
copy-of a bill which has been lost. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House with a copy of 
the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 3300 as it passed the Senate; said bill 
(and Senate amendments) having been lost since its reception by this body. 

Resolved, That the Clerk furnish the conference committee appointed on the 
pai H. R. 3300 with a copy of said bill as engrossed, the said bill having been 
ost. 


The resolutions were adopted. ` 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. Inow demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the call of committees be dispensed 
with, and that gentlemen having reports to file may be permitted to 
hand them in at the desk. 

Mr. MATSON. I shall object, Mr. Speaker, unless only favorable 
reportsaresubmitted. The adverse reportsare otherwise referred to the 
Calendar and simply cumber it. 

Mr. RANDALL. But any one member can take an adverse report 
to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk would not, of course, take the respon- 
sibility of laying a bill adversely reported upon the table, nor would the 
Chairdoso without consent of the House. Bat any member has a right 
to demand that an adverse reportshallbe placed upontheCalendar. If 
these reports are placed upon the Calendar they can be removed after- 
wards. 

Mr. MATSON. If it is understood that only the favorable reports 
shall go to the Calendar I will not object. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is not understood. That would place in the 
hands of the clerks absolutely the determination of the question. 

Mr. MATSON. I have no objection to the reports going upon the 
Calendar if any member requests that course should be taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let them all go on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk of course would not know what course 
to pursue or how to discriminate between reports that should goon the 
Calendar and those that should not go. 

The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the motion to dispense with the morning 
hour requires a two-thirds vote ? 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HoLMAN, and two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof, the morning hour was dispensed with. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affuirs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10453) to authorize the 
appointment of an assistant secretary of the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LAND OFFICE FOLSOM, N. MEX. 


Mr. JACKSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2040) to establish a 
land office at Folsom, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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GRADE OF COMMANDER IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. ABBOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported | back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 1226) 
touching the grade of commander in the Navy, and to correct an error 
in relation toan appointment therein; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the adverse report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr, DUNN. If these matters are to come in by unanimous consent 
I think it would facilitate things to allow members to present their re- 
ports from committees at the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has objected to filing 
reports at the desk. 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. DORSEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3829) for 
the relief of Wesley Montgomery; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER NEAR CUMMINGS’S LANDING. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill H. R. 10609, a bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Cum- 
mings’s Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Priv: ate Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H: R. 10609) was laid on the table. 


QUARANTINE SERVICE. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported: back 
favorably the bill (8. 2493) to perfect the quarantine service of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of ‘the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


E. D. EASTON. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, submitted a res- 
olution to pay Edward D. Easton, as reporter, etc., out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House; which was referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN FLORIDA, LOUISIANA, AND MISSOURI. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 10722) to extend the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the final adjustment of private land claims in the States of Florida, 
Louisiana, and Missouri,” and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the House and bills of the Senate of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution approved 
May 14, 1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States; 

A bill (H. R. 231) to increase the pension of Edmund Asworth; 

i R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 
R. 964) for the relief of James Turner; 
R. 2046) for the relief of William E. Wheeler; 
R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. Joseph; 
R. 2193) granting a pension to Elisha Wilkins; 
R. 2495) for the relief of Ruth Clark; 
. R. 2530) granting a pension to John ©. Wagoner; 
H. R. ore for the relief of Judith A. Kinsey; 
H. R. 2641) granting a pension to Emily W. Ogden; 
H. R. 3537) ting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 
Ea R. 3722) for the feliof of Jennie R. Rice; 

H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Perry D. Martin; 
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ites Dat granting a pension to Hiram Bateman; 

- R. 4762) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howard; 

. R. 4788) granting an increase of pension to William Wi- 
R. 
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posed granting a pension to Thomas Shannon; 
. R. 6057) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

A bill R. 6273) for the relief of Hiram Chilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6434) granting a pension to John F. G. Mittag; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to the minor children of Levi 
M. Hunter, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 7491) granting a pension to Louis Telyea; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Teresa Herbst; 
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A bill (H. R. 8455) for the relief of Elizabeth Terrals; 

A'™bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of J. H. Corn; 

A bill (H. R. ey granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 9174) granting a pension to Woodford H. Houchin; 
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bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Lucy A. Noel; 
bill (H. R. 9346 9346) granting a pension to Frank H. Reed; 
b R. 9520) for the relief of Mary Fitzmorris; 
R. 9523) for the relief of Margaret Lahey; 
. R. 9587) granting a pension to Louise F. D. Hait; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombighee 
River, in Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 9649 granting a pension to Milton Merwin; 

A bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William 8. Robb; 
ae (H. R. 10212) to amend an act granting a pension to John 

tzell; 

A bill (S. 121) granting a pension to Tobias Baney; - 

A bill (S. 322) to authorize the Southwestern Arkansas and Indian 
Territory Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Ouachita 
River, in Arkansas; 

A bill (S. 341) granting a pension to William Knight, Jacob Parrott, 
and John Whollam 

A bill (S. 470) granting a pension to Amanda F. Deck; 

A bill (S. 560) to authorize the Columbia River Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
State of Oregon and the Territory of Washington, and to establish it as 

t-road; 

A bill (S. 667) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North; 

A bill (S. 898) for the relief of Frank Oredsnik; 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Caroline Ruppert; 

A bill (S. 1258) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Waters; 

A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road 

A bill (S. 1405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River, at or near the city of Oquawka, in the State of Illi- 
nois, and to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 1435) granting a pension to Emil Schattle; 

A bill (S. 1524) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, between Bridgeport and Sheffield, Ala. ; 

A bill (S. 1526) to authorize the construction of a brags over the 
Caney Fork River, between Rock Island and Carthage, Tenn. ; 

A bill (8. 1539) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; 

A bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. Hicks; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a "railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds; 

A bill (S. 2109) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana; 

A bill (8. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhatton Pickett; 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; ‘and 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 
other purposes. x 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

eee The regular order is the hour for the consideration 
of bi 

as HOLMAN. Iask unanimousconsent that the hour be dispensed 
with, 

Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
this hour? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only bedone by unanimous consent. There 
is no provision in the rules for dispensing with the hour by a vote. The 
call rests with the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the bill H. R. 3255. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done, as it was understood 
pore to-day was to be set apart for the consideration of the general for- 
eiture bill. 


I object. 
Does it require unanimous consent to dispense with 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, informed 
the Honse that the Senate insisted on its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 5932) providing for holding terms of the United States courts in the 
district of Minnesota; agreed to the conference asked by the House, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. 
WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. PUGH. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 10233) mak- 
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ing an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, and insisted on its 
thirtieth amendment to said bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I willstateto the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] that so far as the Committee on Claims is concerned it is not 
particular about going on with this bill at this time; but the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr, STEELE] objects to giving unanimous consent 
to passing this hour over, so the committee has no other alternative. 
It must go on with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There may be unanimous consent given to pass 
over the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my colleague will allow the general forfeit- 
ure bill to come up. 

Mr. STEELE. If my colleague will allow me to call up and pass a 
bill which will save $100,000 to the Government, I will cheerfully grant 
his request. There will be no debate on it whatever. It isa bill pro- 
viding for the sale of the Omaha reservation of 80 acres and the purchase 
of 600 acres. The 80 acres will sell for enough to purchase all the other 
land and will save $100,000 to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a very proper bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to call up and pass the bill, 
with the understanding that the hour will then be given up. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know if this committee shall be passed 
over we will not go to some other committee; and is not the hour to 
be consumed anyhow ? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated, unless the hour is dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iso understood; and therefore I do not see what 
my friend from Indiana is to make in the way of time. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I now renew my motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to consider the bill (H. R. 3255) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida 
on account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The hour begins at 20 minutes past 11. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will please take the 
chair. 

EXPENDITURES IN SUPPRESSING, INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3255) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KERR. Lhavesome objections to the passage of that bill, which 
I wish to state at the proper time. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The proper time to state the objections 
is now. I ask that the bill be read for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be reported. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas under the joint resolution of Congress approved March 3, 1881, di- 
recting the Secretary of War to investigate the claim of the State of Florida 
against the United States for the suppression of Indian hostilities, between the 
years 1855 and 1860, the said Secretary of War did investigate said claim and as- 
certain the amount due to the said State to be $224,618.09, as returned to Con- 
pos in the letter of the Secretary of War, dated May 22, 1892, in Executive 

ument No, 203; and 

Whereas there were certain items in said State claim which the Judge-Adyo- 
se ine rr e cetera e ema 
fslation in that behalf;” and” pane Pee pecrt encanta cals fae = 

Whereas there is now held by the Treasury of the United States, in trust for 
the Indian trust fund, certain bonds of the State of Florida aggregating the 
sum of $132,000; and 

Whereas there has been credited upon the account of said bonds of the State 
of Florida certain moneys due said State under the act approved March 3, 1845, 
entitled “An act supplemental to the act for the admission of Florida and Iowa 
into the Union, and for other purposes ;"’ and 

Whereas certain other moneys are due said State under the act approved 
March 2, 1855, entitled “An act for the relief of purchasers of swamp and over- 
flowed lands:’’ Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to settle and adjust the claim of the said State of Florida as 

tary ar, dated 22, 1882, 
and under the acts above cited, and to pay tothe said State such sum of money 
as he ae So to be due the said State (under the aforesaid letter and acts, and 


a y the same 

and interest, or either, of said bonds of the State 

. or to the reimbursement of the United States of 
moneys advanced by the United States on account of interest due on such bonds, 
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and shall demand of said State, and allow to it, upon said claim or claims for 
the p se of such settlement, the rate of interest stipulated in said bonds. 

Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall allow said State to file such 
further evidence as the State may have ; to establish the right of the State to de- 
mand of the United States the payment of the items of said claim disallowed or 
suspended by the Secretary of War in the said report of the Judge-Advoeate of 
the United States Army, and to include in such evidence all other payments 
made by said State for services, and shall settle and adjust the claim ofthe State 
therefor, and shall pay such sum as may be ascertained to be due the State there- 
on; and there is hereby appropriatan; out of any money in the Treasury of the 
Uni not otherwise appropriated, a sum sufficient to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of this act: Provided, That the 
balance remaining due of the direct-tax act of A 5, 1861, be held and trest- 
ed as a proper set-off against the claims of the State of Florida, in the adjast- 
ment herein required, unless Congress shall otherwise provide by general law, 
releasing all claims for said direct tax, or for refunding all payments of such tax 
heretofore paid. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect immediately upon its passage. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] 
has said that he has some objections to this bill. Iam willing now to 
yield the floor to him in order that he may state his objections, and I 
will ask the gentleman how much time he desires, 

Mr. KERR. I think there are some other gentlemen on this side 
who also desire to present objections to the bill, and I have an amend- 
ment that I wish to propose. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Will fifteen minutes be sufficient for 
the gentleman? Iam willing to yield him that time if it is satisfactory. 

Mr. KERR. I would like to be recognized in my own right, be- 
eause, as I have said, there are some other gentlemen on this side who 
desire to present objections, ; 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Then I yield to my colleague [Mr. 
DOUGHERTY], who had the floor when the bill was last under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, when the last hour during 
which this bill was under consideration expired I was proceeding to 
make a plain statement of the facts in the case as found by the com- 
mittee, This bill is somewhat different from most bills of its nature 
that come before this House. It is not a bill to settle any claim be- 
tween an individual and the Government of the United States, butits 
purpose is to bring about a settlement between a State and this Gov- 
ernment. Fortunately for the State of Florida, every question that 
can possibly be raised with reference to the passage of this bill isa 
matter of record. Connected with the whole subject there is not one 
single word of oral testimony. Most claims which come before the., 
House of Representatives or before Congress for settlement have at- 


.| tached to them some little suspicion, but if the records of the State of 


Florida be true, if the records of the Government of the United States 
be records of facts, then there is no denial which can be successfully 
made anywhere that the Government owes the State of Florida this 
money. The only question which has ever been raised in opposition to 
the passage of this bill is the question ‘of emergency, the question 
whether or not there existed a necessity for the use of the troops which 
were called out by the governor of the State of Florida, 

As conclusive of the existence of that necessity, if gentlemen upon 
both sides of the House will read the report they will find that those 
troops were called out by the Secretary of War under the orders of the 
President of the United States. The decision of this question of emer- 
gency has been upon two occasions (which are cited in the report) sub- 
mitted to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the Supreme 
Court, by a unanimous opinion, has decided that the governor of the 
State, being on the ground, was the proper judge as to the emergency. 
It is fair to state to the House that this bill, though it passed the House 
at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress without a division, 
met with an adverse report in the Senate, solely upon the ground that 
the Senate committee took the view that the emergency did not exist. 
Now, it is a question which can be properly submitted to this House 
whether or not a Senate committee sitting here years after this emer- 
gency was said to have arisen isa better judge as to the necessity of 
the use of the troops than the governor who was on the ground at the 
time. The United States Government, by its properly constituted au- 
thorities, not only called out those troops, but it subsequently ere 
of their employment, and orders were sent to the commanding officer in 
the State of Florida to muster the troops into the service in order that 
they might be paid as the other United States troops with whom they 
served were paid. What action, therefore, could this Government take 
which would settle more conclusively than the action it did take settled 
the question of emergency? Congress in submitting this mattes to the 
Secretary of War for a report did so in a carefully-worded resolution. 

The Secretary of War followed out the terms of that resolution to 
the letter, and he reported that according to the records of his Depart- 
ment there was due to the State of Florida the sum of $224,000. 
Against that the United States Government holds $132,000 of the bonds 
of the State of Florida bearing interest at the rate of 7 per cent. The 
State has never defaulted upon that interest. She has stood ready to 
pay her debt, principal and interest, whenever the Government would 
settle with her the debt which its own authorities admit is due her. 
That is the whole case. This question of emergency is merely a quib- 
ble. The United States garrison, or a portion of it, in the State of 
Florida had been massacred by the Indians, and yet this Senate com- 
mittee say in their report that there was no emergency! ‘The settlers 
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had been driven trom their homes; the United States governmental 
authorities admitted that they had not the troops in the field with 
which to keep the Indians in check, and in view of these circumstances 
the governor issued his call. The State of Florida is not before this 
House in the attitude of a beggar. She is not here su esting. any- 
thing at the hands of this Government. Al that she Ti ask is that 
the Government of the United States now, after this lapse of time, shall 
deal with her in the same manner in which, by virtue of its position, 
it has forced her to deal with it. Gentlemen upon the other side dur- 
ing the last Congress examined minutely into this bill, and one dis- 
tinguished member, who has occupied a high position in his State, in 
this House, and in this country, and who is admittedly a good lawyer, 
said, after a careful examination of the matter, that it was a di 

that the Government had not sooner liquidated this debt. It seems 
to me useless, Mr. Chairman, to take up further time in talking about 
this measure. Like my colleague [Mr. Davipson] I am willing to 
yield to gentlemen who object to the bill, in order that they may state 
their objections. It is true that I may look at this bill from the stand- 
point of partiality. I hope Ido not. Most assuredly as a member 
of the Committee on Claims I examined it as impartially as I would 
any other claim against this Government, and upon making that ex- 
amination I, too, like the distinguished gentleman to whom I have just 
alluded, was astonished that the Government should have been so tardy 
in dealing out justice to one of the members of this Union. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I now yield five minutes, or so much 
time as he may find necessary, to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE]. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, it was my fortune at one time 
to examine into the merits of this claim. Whilsta member of another 
branch of the legislative department of the Government it became my 
duty to do so. Without now undertaking to recall the details of the 
case with any method or exactness, I express the im ion I then 
formed that the, Government of the United States had recognized its 
liability in various ways to the State of Florida for the amount, and 
even more than the amount, of the claim mentioned in this bill. Ac- 
cording to my recollection, the whole matter in controversy turned 
upon this question—whether the governor of the State of Florida acted 
in the discharge of his legitimate official duty in calling into service 
the militia or volunteer forces of the State for the defense and protec- 
tion of the property and lives of its citizens. As remember, the facts 
and circumstances existing at that time made it the imperative duty 
of that executive officer to thus call into service the militia; and he 
having done so in pursuance of his official authority and in the exer- 
cise of a sound discretion, and the authorities of the United States 
having recognized the performance of that duty, the liability of the 
United States Government is complete. 

Shall it be said that the governor of a State or Territory of this 
Union, in case of imminentdanger of an attack by hostile foes, must de- 
liberate and go through all the formal steps which might be proper in ref- 
erence to a duty devolving upon him in timeof peace? Shallhe sacrifice 
the property and lives of those whose protection is committed to his 
hands, in order that he may wait to see every matter of detail executed 
in exact form? Mr. Chairman, I conceive that such would not be a 
proper and patriotic exercise of official duty. When an officer charged 
with these high functions undertakes to perform his duty in the exer- 
cise of a sound and patriotic discretion, and the circumstances in all 
their force are recognized by the authorities of the General Government, 
no clearer legal liability, in my view, can be created on the part of that 
Government. These, Mr. Chairman, are the impressions which I 
formed in the examination of the merits of this claim; and hence I am 
now, as I was then, in favor of its payment. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Chairman, this bill is not a 
stranger to gentlemen here who were members of this House in the 
Forty-ninth Congress. A bill exactly similar in its provisions to this 
passed the House in that Congress, but was lost in the Senate. Flor- 
ida is here again asking of Congress the payment of this claim, which 
is justly due her for expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities in the years 1855, 1856, and 1857. There was at that time an 
outbreak of Indians in that State. The United States troops were not 
sufficient in number to suppress that outbreak. It was necessary to 
call into service the Florida troops. This was done with the approval 
of the Secretary of War and the President of the United States. The 
service was rendered by the State troops. The hostilities were sup- 
pressed. The State paid her troops. But the United States Govern- 
ment has never yet settled with the State. 

There can be no question about the liability. Every member of this 
House knows that it is the duty of the United States, under the Con- 
stitution, to protect the States from invasion. Here was an Indian in- 
vasion. The expenses of repelling that invasion have been, I repeat, 
paid by the State, which now calls upon Congress for reimbursement. 

There are numerous precedents for this bill. Many States have been 


paid under similar circumstances. Not long since, as the House will 
remember, a million dollars, or nearly that amount, was appropriated 
to reimburse the State of Texas for expenses incurred in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities. Shall we be so unjust toward the State I 
have the honor in part to represent as to refuse similar redress to her ? 


Gentlemen now here who were members of the last House have ap- 
proved this bill, which was then passed and sent to the Senate. We 
present the same bill here to-day. I do not wish to consume time, for 
we have but an hour in which to dispose of this measure, and I am 
particularly anxious that we shall reach a vote. This claim of the 
State of Florida has been investigated by the War Department and a 
report made thereon. That investigation was made under a joint reso- 
lution of Congress, approved March 3, 1881, providing— 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
investigate, ascertain, and report to Congress, as soon as p! ec, the amount 
of the claims of the State of Florida for expenditures made in suppressing In- 
dian hostilities in that State between the lst day of December, 1855, and the Ist 
day of January, 1860. In making such investigation the said Secretary is directed 
to receive and consider such testimony as he may deém necessary or proper for 
or against claims, including the muster-rolls of the State troops, and such other 
official data as may be on file in the War Department, 

In accordance with that resolution, the Secretary of War made an 
investigation, and has long since reported that there was due to the 
State at least $224,648.09. One of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment having thus investigated this claim and made a favorable report 
upon it, and the House having heretofore passed the bill, I deem it un- 
necessary to consume any more time then may be required to read the 
conclusions reached by the House committee, as forcibly stated in their 
report: 

1. That the services were rendered by the troops of the State of Floridain con- 
nection with the Army of the United States. 

2. These services were recognized and approved by the President and Secre- 
tary of War, and the Secretary of War issued orders that the troops be mustered 
in and out of the service of the United States, for the purpose of paying for such 
service in the usual and regular way. 

3. ‘That before the orders for mustering in and out of service reached Florida 
the State troops had been disbanded, and they could not be actually mustered, 
and the officers of the Army decided that there could not bea constructive mus- 
ter, which was right and proper, and which brought the claim to Congress, 

4. neako, aai of the Secretary of War excludes all claims and charges except 
those y allowed to the regular Army under similar circumstances. 

5. The amendments recommended continue to shut out these claims and 
claims heretofore allowed or disallowed under other appropriations. 

6. The law has been decided to be that where a State pays interest on disburse- 
ments for the United States, that in allowing the claim interest shall be allowed. 

And just there I say the books are full of cases where Congress has 
paid interest, and particularly where the State had not the money in 
its treasury and had to borrow it, as was the case with the State o1 
Florida, which had to borrow $132,000 from the Indian trust funds, on 
which it has been paying 7 per cent, interest. We ask that amoant be 
set off against the State of Florida, and that Congress shall pay the 
balance. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a just claim, and I hope this House will agree 
to pass it. I hope, too, my friends on the other side will not consume 
the entire hour if they can state their objections and allow us to have 
action within that time. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the amount of the claim on the part of the 
State of Florida? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Between $200,000 and $300,000, 

Mr. COBB. All told? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. All told. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to suggest to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that the last section ought to be struck out. Itis entirely 
unnecessary. It provides that this act shall take effect from its pas- 
sage. That will be the effect at any rate. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Yes, sir; Ido not know why it was 
put in. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. With the gentleman’s permission, I will move 
to strike out that section. : 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The chairman of the committee is in 
favor of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. A 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


~Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Have I the right to this hour? Ido 


not wish to take up the whole hour. 
and can I yield the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor for this 
h 


our. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Then I will reserve my hour. 
Mr. KERR. There are others who are opposed to this bill that wish 
to be heard. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. KERR. When this bill was being considered, and was reported 
from the committee, I was unavoidably absent, or I should then have 
asked consent. to file a minority report. The bill is vy peculiar in 
its provisions. It seems the Government of the United States loaned 
the State of Florida certain sums of money, and it has never yet been 

id by the State of Florida. The claim against Florida amounts to 

000, with interest on that sum until the present day. 
In 1856 the State of Florida called ont certain militia to suppress 


Have I the right to the hour, 
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some Indian hostilities, but the troops were never needed and were 
never actually mustered into the service of the United States. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will state to the gentleman from Iowa he is 
inaccurate in his statement. If he will read the report of the com- 
mittee of which he was a member he will find they were employed and 
served with the United States troops. 

Mr. KERR, I will say the gentleman is more familiar with the 
facts than I am in this case. Iwas not preserit in the committee when 
the case was considered. However that may be, the gentleman will 
not dispute the proposition that they were never mustered into the 
service of the United States, and under the law at that time the Gov- 
ernment was under no legal obligation to pay for the services of these 
troops. The claim, however, has been submitted to a commission 
which was appointed to investigate it, and they reported the claim of 
Florida for services amounts to $224,684, The services were performed 
in 1855, 1856, and 1857. They claim the State of Florida had to borrow 
the sum of $232,000. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. No, $132,000. 

Mr. KERR. Thatiscorrect. They have ever since been paying in- 
terest on that money at 7 per cent. They ask the Government of the 
United States to allow them upon this $132,000 interest at 7 per cent. 
from the year 1856. 

What I wish to say is this, that in no claim I know of has the Gov- 
ernment of the United States allowed the States interest on expendi- 
tures they made to assist in the execution of the United States laws 
and to protect the integrity of the United States territory. Iknowin 
the case of the State of Iowa we still have a claim pending in this Con- 
gress for interest we actually paid in Iowa on money borrowed for the 
purpose of aiding in the equipment of United States troops. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Do you think the Government should 
pay that claim of the State of Iowa? 

Mr. KERR. I think whenever the Government of the United States 
adopts a certain policy it ought to be made applicable to all the States, 
and whenever a general rule is adopted which will be applicable to all 
the States and will allow to every one the same remedy provided here 
for the State of Florida, I am willing to act upon it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will state that the Government of the United States has uniformly paid 
interest where States have borrowed money on which they paid inter- 
est. I cite you here a dozen acts of Congress. 

Mr. KERR. In the State of Iowa it has not heen the case. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, It has not been determined; but there 
is pending a bill to settle it. 

Mr. KERR. There are bills by a number of States making the same 
claim, but I think before we pay this claim we ought to settle upon 
some general law applicable to all the States. 

I do not think the Government of the United States ought to be made 
to suffer for the want of credit on the part of a State. I say a State 
has not the right to depreciate its own credit in the face of the world 
by paying exorbitant interest for a loan which it has negotiated and 
then ask the Government of the United States to pay that high interest 
rendered necessary by the State’s want of credit. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The gentleman must bear in mind 
that this indebtedness was incurred long before the war, and I hope 
that the gentleman will not reflect upon the State that I have the honor 
to represent in part in this House. 

Mr. KERR. I thank the gentleman from Florida for the sugges- 
tion. That is just what I want to call the attention of the House to. 
The Government of the United States does not pay 7 per cent. upon 
its own indebtedness. This bill, however, provides that 7 per cent. 
shall be computed on the indebtedness from 1856, that is, upon the 
balance remaining due. Now, I say that this is neither just nor fair, 
if the State of Florida had no right to make the Government of the 
United States pay such a large rate of interest; and if the State had 
credit and had borrowed the money at a proper rate of interest the in- 
debtedness would have been much less, 

I repeat, the Government of the United States ought not to pay 7 
per cent. interest to the State of Florida, when it has been borrowing 
money at 4 per cent. Why the Government should pay this amount 
to the State, an amount of interest which has been accumulating, and 
will with the principal reach two or three hundred thousand dollars or 
more by this time, is not clear to me. 

The bill, although it appears to bear upon its face only the sum of 
$92,000, yet considering the method of computation herein provided, 
will-much exceed that sum, and probably reach $300,000. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Do you mean in addition to the 
amount provided by the bill? 

Mr. KERR. No, sir; but by computing the interest in the method 
here provided and attaching that tothe principal, you will make a sum 
in the neighborhood of $400,000, I take it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. ‘The gentleman is entirely mistaken 
according to the method of calculation that I have followed. 

Mr. KERR. Well, I can not say that I have made a very careful 
examination, but in a general way have computed it, and I knowsome- 


thing about arithmetic. I know that 7 per cent. upon $92,000 com- 
puted for a period of thirty years will amount to a very considerable 
sum of money, in fact it will about double the principal twice over. 

T have stated that I did not think the Government of the United 
States ought to be required or ought to be expected to pay to the State of 
Florida as large an indebtedness as this on interest account, by reason 
of a failure on the part of the State to borrow money and pay the debt 
at a lower rate. While it may not be wrong to pay interest, an un- 
settled interest claim should not be allowed to run against the Gov- 
ernment only for a few years. 

But besides that, the bill itself calls attention particularly to the re- 
mainder of the direct tax due by the State of Florida, which is to be 
used as an offset against this claim. ` 

Now, in to this bill I wish to say this: That we have on the 
part of the Northern States called attention to claims which they have 
against the Government for moneys advanced by them in arming ané 
equipping troops. We have large claims in almost all of the Northern 
States, amounting in the aggregate to something like $17,000,000, per- 
haps more; and it was proposed to be refunded to them in a bill which 
was pending before this House “on an occasion which gentlemen will 
not soon forget, because by obstructive tactics on the part of our friends 
on the other side its consideration was prevented. 

These claims ought to have been paid, and I do not know of any 
other method by which we can get an opportunity to induce gentlemen 
on that side of the House to do the fair thing in regard to these matters 
but to present our claims and say that when the settlement is made 
with these other States it shall be made all around. We insist that 
equal justice shall be done to the Northern States as to these Southern 
States. We on this side have not resorted to obstructive tactics to 
prevent the passage of any of these bills. ‘-That has been the peculiar 
privilege of men on the other side. I know when the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] some time ago argued that a bill for the reim- 
bursement of the State of Texas should be referred to the committee and 
be properly considered, with a view to investigating the expenditure, 
it was rushed through the House before it could be considered as such 
a bill ought to be considered. It was rushed through with the great- 
est haste, and I think we understand now better than we did then 
the reasons for that haste, because if that bill had not passed at that 
time perhaps the State of Texas and the Representatives of the State 
of Texas might have had additional reasons for not resorting to ob- 
structive tactics to prevent the direct-tax bill from being considered. 
If Florida is to be allowed 1, or 2, or 3, or 4 per cent. interest, or any 
interest atall, upon sums expended upon an adjudicated claim alleged 
to be justly due by a disbursing officer of the Government, then the 
same principle ought to apply equally and at the same time in regard 
to the other States which have expended similar sums for similar pur- 


But, sir, there is another thing I wish to say in this connection. 
The Governmentof the United States should scrutinize with more care 
the bills contracted on the part of these States and presented by them 
for the suppression of Indian hostilities or for resisting invasion. Ido 
not know why Texas spent millions of dollars to resist Indian raids, or 


why Florida should have expended $132,000 in 1856 for resisting a ~ 


small band of outlaws which is generally understood to have amounted 
to only twenty or thirty men. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman had been familiar with the con- 
dition of affairs in Texas during the time that this expenditure was 
made, he would not have found it necessary to submit such an inquiry. 

Mr. KERR. Well, perhaps the gentleman is right; but I repeat 
it is a matter that ought to be more carefully scrutinized, and if a few 
men engaged in an enterprise in aswampin some of the Southern States 
can create a condition of apprehension in the minds of the people that 
will involve the expenditure of several hundred thousand dollars, then. 
I think it becomes a matter into which the Government.of the United 
States, if it is finally to pay the debt, ought to have a sufficient in- 
terest to inquire whether there was any reason for the scare or not. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Let me remind the gentlemen that 
they were called out by the approval of the President of the United 
States and the Secretary of War. e 

Mr. KERR. The troops of the State were not called out by the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. KERR. I will yield to the gentleman for a minute for a state- 
ment. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Less than a minute. 

Mr. KERR. Very well. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman states—I can not quote him 
exactly—something about some to-do by persons in the swamps in 
Florida. I will say to the gentleman again what I said in the few 
remarks I made, that the emergency which, in the opinion of the gov- 
ernor, called for the use of these troops was the massacre of a portion 
of the garrison of the United States Army there; the massacre of troops 
of the United States Government. 

Mr. KERR. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Jackson]. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a question of 
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order. Has the gentleman from Iowa any right to farther time? I 
reserved my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to his time; but the 
gentleman from Iowa haying taken the floor is entitled to an hour 
under the rule. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Before commencing the debate I asked 
whether or not I was entitled to an hour and the Chair decided that I 
was. I yielded, reserving the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Florida is correct in stat- 
ing that the Chair said he was entitled to an hour; but the gentleman 
from Florida yielded the floor to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I reserved the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 
floor for an hour under the rule. He now yields to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I did not understand the ruling of 
the Chair to be that way. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, there are certain general features of 
this bill that I do not expect to discuss, as my attention has only re- 
cently been called toit. It contains a number of provisions that I con- 
sider very objectionable, and on some points I desire to be heard. I 
do not consider it a question of abstract right, but at most a question 
of equity that the General Government should settle with this State 
for moneys it voluntarily expended without authority. So far as the 
claim expressly enumerated in the title is concerned it may be that the 
United States ought to settle with Florida, But it is a principle well 
recognized that those who invoke the equity powers of a court or of a 
government ought to come with clean hands ready to do equity. Ire- 
gret very much that the representatives of the State of Florida on this 
floor—the advocates of this bill—have within the present term of Con- 
gress joined with a few others, and by dilatory motions, and by what 
is called filibustering, obstructed legislation in this House and pre- 
vented the consideration and passage of a general law for the settle- 
ment and adjustment of claims between the Government of the United 
States and the different States. I refer, as the gentlemen well know, to 
the dead-lock on the direct-tax bill. And it comes now in bad grace 
for them to ask aspecial actin their favor. Upon its merits, Mr. Chair- 
man, the State of Florida in its claim for suppressing Indian hostilities, 
as all in this bill, had no real question of right. There was no 
authority to call out the troops for the suppression of this insyrrection 
or disturbance, no matter how necessary or reasonable it may have been 
to call them out. But the policy of the Government is to deal equi- 
tably and fairly with the several States in such matters, and I raise no 
question upon that point. But I docomplain that the State of Florida, 
by its representatives here, if I do not charge them wrongfully, this 
session have taken part in obstructive measures to prevent legislation 
for the settlement of accounts between the Government of the United 
States and the different States; that it is largely their fault that we 
do not now have, so far as this House is concerned, a general law cov- 
ering such cases. This general law would have done justice to many 
of the States. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Does he not know this bill provides 
for the settlement of the matter? Florida is so anxious to have a set- 
tlement that it is provided in this bill the direct tax shall be paid out 
of the amount due the State. 

Mr. JACKSON. Perhaps that is true so far as Florida is concerned; 
although I must say that the wording of the bill on that point is so in- 
definite that it can not be said to be certain. But, Mr. Chairman, that 
does not relieve the gentleman of the charge of having been a party 
here to proceedings to prevent the Government from obtaining just set- 
tlement with a large number of States. He, himself, by obstructive 
measures—if he took part in the opposition I have referred to, and I 
am assuming he did—is responsible for this state of affairs. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. That was not a settlement. There 
was no claim. 

_ Mr. JACKSON. That does not answer my question nor my point. 
The gentleman has not been acting in such a way as to entitle him to 
equity here. His State, with others, by a general law, might have had 
a settlement with the Government, but the gentleman did not want it. 
The reason is ap t. If all matters were taken into account his 
State, or the people in it subjectto the direct tax, would have been found 
indebted to the General Government. Still more, many of the North- 
ern States would have been entitled to have money refunded to them 
by the General Government—moneys justly due them, moneys ad- 
vanced the Government to enable it to suppress rebellion. Until Con- 
gress is ready by general law to settle fairly with loyal States, I think 
other States have no good claim for special legislation in their favor, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I would like to pass by that subject and go to 
the objections I have to the bill itself. This legislation is bad legisla- 
tion, and the bill is, in my judgment, a very objectionable one, I want 
to call the attention of the House to some of the provisions of this bill, 
for I think I can show that it is loosely framed, and that instead of be- 
ing, asit apparently purports on its face, an appropriation to cover $224, - 


000 of audited claims, it is a bill under which millions may be, and, 
in my judgment, should it become law, probably will be, taken out of 
the Treasury. It is worded in such a way as to cover a t many 
things besides the claim referred to in its title. I will call attention 
to a few of them. 

First. It purports at one place to authorize an appropriation to be 
made based upon the theory that the Secretary of War and other of- 
ficials of the Government have investigated the claims of Florida and 
the expense incurred by that State in calling out these troops. And 
the impression is given that this amount alone is appropriated and to 
be disbursed, being a fixed amount of $224,648. But I turn to the sec- 
ond section and I find— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall allow said State to file such further 
evidence as the State may have to establish the right of the State to demand of 
the United States the payment of the items of said claim, disallowed or sus- 
pended, by the Secretary of War. 

That is, having had an investigation of these claims to the amount 
of $224,000, they want that amount paid with interest, as I under- 
stand it, and then they are to have a second trial to prove other and 
additional amounts. 

They want further to have the power of a court given to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to hear testimony and to allow and settle withont 
appeal these other claims. Who knows or can estimate to what size 
these claims may be swelled? But I take it that these additional 
claims growing out of the Indian insurrection is only a small part of 
the large amount of money which may be taken out of the Treasury of 
the United States under this bill. On reading the preamble of the bill 
I find, besides the Indian insurrection claim named in the title, that 
there are sundry acts recited as a foundation for other claims under the 
bill. One of these reads in this way: - 


Whereas certain other moneys are due said State under the act Spprovad 
March 2, 1855, entitled “ An act for the relief of purchasers of swamp and over- 
flowed lands,” ete. 


That is one of the acts that the Secretary of the Treasury is allowed 
to inquire about. I will not now enter at length into the discussion 
of the question of the payment by the Government under these swamp- 
land-grant acts. I do say ihat if there ever shall be a settlement of 
those claims, which is perhaps doubtful, it should be made by a gen- 
eral bill. So faras Iam concerned I am opposed to any payments 
under the swamp-grant acts. Great injustice has already been done 
the General Government by grants of good lands under the claim ot 
being swamp and overflowed lands, and the payment of indemnity is 
unjust and uncalled for, The amount of these claims is indefinite and 
almost unlimited. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. If the gentleman will allow me to 
interrupt him, I can save him all that part of his speech. The com- 
mittee recommend an amendment striking out, in lines 10 ard 11 of 
the bill, the words ‘‘ and also any further sum that may be found to be 
due the said State on any other account.’ Therefore, the gentleman 
we that the part of the bill which he is criticising is all done away 
wit ; 


Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. Thatamend- 
ment does not remove my objection. That is a striking ont that is 
be likely to mislead the casual reader than to effect any substantial 
object. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I am not a member of the Committee 
on Claims, but I have no idea that that committee, which is composed 
of respectable gentlemen, would come in here with any measure cal- 
culated to deceive the House, and I am told that the purpose of that 
amendment was to do away with the objection which the gentleman 


urges. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no intention of charging the committee with 
any pu of deception, nor does it make any difference in the effect 
of the bill what the purpose of the committee was in striking out these 
words, The bill is to be judged as it stands. 

I am free to say that the Committee on Claims have not made any 
attempt to deceive the House. On the contrary, they have given us 
due notice, by the very wording of this bill, that it covers a large 
number of subjects. That it is capable of great expansion, and isa 
most d us piece of legislation. All I ask is that members read 
the bill as it is recommended by the committee. We are easily de- 
ceived if we let the bill pass upon any other theory than that it covers 
very much more than the $224,648. If the House does not mean it to 
cover more this measure should be defeated. 

The words to which the gentleman has cailed attention, and which 
the committee propose to strike out, are mere surplusage. Before those 
words in the bill there are words sufficient to carry claims under every 
act recited in the preamble to the bill. The first section of the bill 
reads this way: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to settle and adjust the claim of the saia State of Florida as found and 
reported in said letter of the Secretary of War, dated March 22, 1882, and under 


the acts above cited, and to pay to the said State such sum of money as he may 
find to be due the said State (under the aforesaid letter and acts). 


The words which the gentleman says are to be stricken out do not 
lessen the scope of the provisions of the billat all. The bill authorizes 
the payment of claims ‘‘ under the acts above cited,” and ‘‘the acts 
above cited” are ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers of swamp and 
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overflowed lands,” and ‘An act supplemental to the act for the admis- 
sion of Florida and Iowa into the Union, and for other purposes.’’ 

These are in addition to the claim for expenses in suppressing the In- 
dian insttrrection, 

There is no question in my mind of the scope of the bill, and I do 
not see how there can be any question in the mind of any one who 
reads it attentively. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. What section id the gentleman read- 


ing? 

Mr. JACKSON. I have been reading the first section in connection 
with the preamble. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I occupied ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has occupied ten minutes. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will ask the Chair to stop me when I shall have 
occupied three minutes more, as I desire to reserve two minutes. Isee 
that I shall not have time to call attention to all the faulty provisions 
of this bill so I hasten to conclude, and in conclusion I call attention 
to lines 20, 21, and 22 of the second section, which contain a most ex- 
traordinary provision. 

I have never yet heard of an equitable and just settlement of any 
claim between parties but what it was understood that all payments 
that had been made upon the claim or subject-matter should be taken 
into consideration in the settlement. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, how much time have we occupied on 
this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-nine minutes. 

Mr. KERR. Then I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. JACKSON]. i 

Mr. JACKSON. I thank the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] for 
his kindness in giving me additional time. To resume, then, I call 
attention to lines 20, 21, and 22 of section 2 of this bill, which provide 
that ‘‘no portion of any claim heretofore paid said State under any 
appropriation by Congress shall be considered in said settlement.” 
Now, why should that provision bemade? If thisis tobe an equitable 
settlement which is to do justice between the Government and theState 
of Florida, why should not appropriations heretofore made to the State 
upon the very matters under consideration be considered in the settle- 
ment? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will answer the question of the gentleman. 
It is because the purpose of this act was toregard every settlement that 
had been made with the State of Florida under any former act final, 
not to be reopened or considered in making this settlement. 

Mr. JACKSON. But that isa very inequitable way of making a set- 
tlement. Everything is to be final as against the Government; but 
everything is to be entirely open in favor of the State. Quite likely I 
may suppose that heretofore Congress has made appropriations that 
were then supposed to be in full of some if not all of these claims. I 
am certainly justified in calling this a most extraordinary bill. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Not at all. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ido not know what settlements have been made 
nor what appropriations may be referred to. But this bill at least opens 
the door for injustice tothe Government. That is why I object to this 
legislation. I object to it because it appears to me to be entirely one- 
sided, even if you concede there may be justice in the bill for expenses 
for suppressing the Indian insurrection. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr, JACKSON. I assure the gentleman that I dislike very much 
to have to oppose this legislation, because I know how much the Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Florida feel interested in it. 

I have no doubt that the transfer of money from the national Treas- 
ury to that of Florida would be popular in that State. It is almost a 
thankless job on my part to oppose this bill. Nothing but a clear 
sense of duty would induce me to do it. ; 

I know very well how glad the gentleman representing that State 
would feel to have this bill pass, and if the payment proposed had been 
limited to something like a quarter of a million dollars for the claim 
namedin the title, possibly witha favorable report from the Committeeon 
Claims I would have been willing, so far as I am concerned, to have 
appropriated that much for the sake of the era of peace, good will, and 
fraternity. But I donot wish to be understood as agreeing even to that, 
To the bill as it stands I am entirely opposed. 

Mr, DAVIDSON, of Florida. As the time allowed for the considera- 
tion of this bill has nearly expired, and of course I understand the 
object of the gentleman, I want to ask him in the utmost kindness one 
question, which I hope he will answer fairly. Would he not probably 
ae supported this bill if we had not opposed the bill for refunding the 

irect tay? 

Mr. JACKSON. Idonotthink I would. I will say this, however, 
to my friend from Florida [Mr. DAVIDSON], that, in my opinion, the 
country would have felt that you had a much better claim for asking 
the passage of a private or special bill like this if you had showna 
willingness to pass a general law to have all matters settled fairly be- 
tween the General Government and the different States. I am opposed 
to this bill on its merits. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Florida will allow me to say that 
I am opposed to the principle of this bill, and would have opposed its 
passage in any event. Ido not believe that the Government of the 


United States ought to pay interest on an unsettled account which has 
been running for thirty years. It ought never to allow an account to 
run at interest for more than a few years—four or five at the out- 
side, x 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The gentleman will allọw me to ask 
him whether he is not a member of the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. KERR. Iam, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Did the gentleman present any mi- 
nority report against this bill? 

Mr. KERR. Iwas not present, as I presume the gentleman knows, 
when the bill was reported. I made that explanation in the opening 
of my remarks. 

Mr. JACKSON. To sum up my objections to this bill: It proposes 
payment to an indefinite amount, about which we can now make only 
the wildest guess. It proposes the settlement of claims of different 
sorts, some of which have received no discussion, and, so far as I can 
find in the report of the committee, no consideration. The amount to 
be paid must necessarily be large. 

Those arising under the swamp-land act and some others, I am ut- 
terly opposed to paying under any circumstances. I am not satisfied 
that there is justice in any item covered by it. This bill allows these 
whole matters to be opened up, large sums to be passed on by officers 
of the Government without trial in the courts and without appeal. 
It is dangerous legislation, and in my judgment the bill ought not under 
any consideration whatever to pass. 

I reserve the remainder of my twenty-five minutes. The Chair will 
pours that I had ten minutes additional. How much time have I 

eft? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only three minutes of the hour remain for the 
discussion of this measure, 

Mr. KERR. I wish to occupy the three minutes of the hour remain- 
ing by saying in regard to this question of interest, that while a num- 
ber of cases are cited in which interest has been allowed, the authorities 
have not been brought to our attention. I understand it is a settled 
policy of this Government not to allow interest on claims; and such 
allowances have very rarely been made. In respect toclaims made by 
other States for money advanced by them in equipping United States 
troops during the war, we have never been allowed anything more than 
the bare sum of money paid out, without any interest. There are now 
pending on the part of a number of States claims for interest which 
they actually paid and which has not been refunded to them; and the 
interest in those cases runs over only a few years, and they only ask 
the interest they actually paid. By the phraseology of this bill, we 
are required to pay interest for over thirty years on an unsettled bal- 
ance in favor of the State of Florida, and this interest is at a high rate— 
7 per cent. I say there is no precedent for anything of this kind in the 
whole history of our Government. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘the CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills called 
up by committees has expired, and the Committee of the Whole, in 
accordance with the rule, will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3255) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and 
pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made 
in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 184) to amend the joint resolution approved May 14, 
1888, relating to the disposal of public lands in certain States; when 
the Speaker signed the same, - 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now call up for present consideration Senate bill 
1430, with the amendments of the Committee on Public Lands thereto. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana calls up a privileged 
report from the Committee on Public Lands. The Clerk will read the 
title of the bill. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WEAVER. Ishare the anxiety of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands [Mr. Horman] that this bill shall pass 
promptly, if it is what I understand it to be. I would like him to 
designate some time within which the debate on the question shall 
close and the House come to a vote. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
that it is best to postpone fixing a limitation upon debate until certain 
amendments have been read. I ask that the bill itself be read with the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well. I understand, then, the gentleman 
from Indiana will endeavor to secure a proper limitation of time? 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
- Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to have 
read an amendment which I propose to offer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will withhold that for the 


present. 
The SPEAKER. The bill must be read first. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


been Sranted; and all sueh landsare declared to be apart of the pub) 
Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way 
or depot _ Seeger any railroad company heretofore granted: And 
ae That nothing in this act contained shall b 

ts 
of lan oprana made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for 
the forfeiture of unearned lands, 


contained shall 
made b; 
te, 


and for other purposes,” a) ved June 3, 1856, or acts amendatory thereof, con- 
Beate of M nia "Railroad Com- 


are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by any such nt and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 
tion to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed in good faith prior 
to January 1, 1886, they shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United 
States, in quantities not exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate 
of nope acre, at any time within two years from the passage of this act, and 
ng requsite proofs and payment to receive patents therefor: Provided, 
Thatin all cases where parties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of 
such State or corporation, or its ees, are*in the possession of, and have 
made improvements upon any of the lands hereby resumed and restored and 


are not entitled to enter the same under the visions of this act, such parties, 
persons, or co ions shall have six months in which toremoveany growing 
crop, and within which time they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings 


and other movable improvements from said lands: And p A , That 
the provisions of this section shall not apply to any lands situate in the State of 
Iowa, on which any person, in good faith, has made, or asserted the right to 
make, & arg} oct or homestead settlement. 

Src. 3. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the Uni and resto 
to the publicdomain lie north of the line known as the “ Harrison line,” being 
a line wn from Wallula, Wash. Ter., easterly to the southeast corner of the 
northeast one-fourth of the sou quarter of section 27, in township7 north, 
of range 37 east of the Willamette meridian; all persons who had acquired in 
good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any portion of 
said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession of any por- 
tion of paid lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under written 
contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or assigns, as 
the case may be, shall be entitled to purchase the lands so acquired, ,or 
improved, from the United Sta atany time prior to the expiration ofone year 
after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored to the public do- 
main by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, and to receive pat- 
ents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of the fact of such acquistion, 
possession, or ators oa yment therefor, without limitation as toquan- 
tity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian rights heretofore attempted 
to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Trust Company of New York, by deed 
of conveyance dated Sugu 8, 1886, and which are described asfollows: A strip 
of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each side of the center line of a water- 
pipe line, as the same is staked out and located, or asit shall be hereafter finally 


ocated according to the provisions of an act of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Oregon approved November 25, 1885, providing for the means to supply 
the city of Portland with an abundance of good, pure, and wholesome water 


over and across the following-described tracts of d: Sections 19 and 31, in 
township 1 south, of range 6 east; sections 25, 31,33, and 35,in township 1 south, 
of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5, in township 2south, sy oy 5 east; section 1, 
in township 2 scuth, of range 4 cast; sections 23, 25, and 35, in township 1 south, 
of range 4 east of the Willamette meridian, in the State of O n, forfeited by 
this act, are hereby granted and confirmed unto the said city of Portland, in the 
State ot Oregon, its successors and assi forever, with the right to enter on 
the hereinbefore-described strip of land, over and across the above-described 
sections, for the pur, of constructing, maintaining, and repairing a water- 
pipe line as aforesai 
ge s, 4, That nothin, 


them, to apply hereafter to the courts or to Co 
relief to which they may be now entitled, nor to prejudice any right of egg 


January 1, 1889, as to a grant of land to the State of Mississippi for the Tapore 
ico, 
tof 


in this section have been sold by the proper officers of the United States forcash 
have been entered in good 


confi: è 

Sec. 6. The price of the even sections of the public Jands not reserved within 
the limits of the portions of the several grants hereby forfeited, and within the 
limits of all grants or portions of grants heretofore forfeited, and of all lands 


hereby and heretofore forfeited, is hereby fixed at $1.25 per acre. 


ka 


Src.7. That section 5 of an act entitled “An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 
State,” approved May 12, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled “An act extend- 
ing the © for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minesota, and Iowa, and for other purposes,” SPRES March 3, 1865; and also 
section 5 of an act entitled “An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,” approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable to 
lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act a 

roved June 2, 1864, and entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act mak- 
kot Bel | of lands to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 

n of certain railroads in said State,’ approved May 15, 1856,” be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as they uire the Secretary of the Interior to 
reserve any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles granted 
limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act to which the 
same is amendatory. 

Sec. 8. That all actual settlers on any of the public lands in the State of Florida 
affected by the grants, who made actual settlement on any of said lands, after 
the time limited in the granting act for the construction of the said road, and 
before May 1, 1888, shall have the right to perfect their entries respectively under 
the homestead or pre-emption laws: Provided, That the title to the land de- 
scribed in the act entitled “ An act granting lands to the States of Alabama and 
Fiorida to aid in the construction of certain lines of railway in said States,” 
approved the 17th of eye 1856, which lies adjacent to the part of the lines of 
railroad built under and in pursuance of the act of the State of Florida entitled 
“ An act to encourage a liberal system of internal improvements in the State of 
Florida,” approved January 5, 1855, within the time limited by Congress in the 
franting act, and which were granted to any of thessid companies by the Legis- 

ature of the State of Florida in accordance with said act of Congress, and are 
held by purchase in good faith from said companies, made before the year 1866, 
are hereby confirmed to such purchasers: Provided, That a mortgage or pledge 
of said lands by any of said companies shall not be considered as a sale for the 
purpose of this act. 

Src, 9. That in all cases when any of the lands forfeited by the first section of 
this act, or when any lands relinquished to or for any cause resumed by the 
United States from grants for railroad purposes heretofore made to the State of 
Michigan, have heretofore been disposed of by the proper ofticers of the United 
States, under color of the public-land laws, or under State selections in Michigan 
confirmed by the Secretary of the Interior, where the consideration received 
therefor is still retained by the Government, the right and title of all persons 
holding or claiming under such gions shall be, and is hereby, confirmed : 

however, That where the original cash purchasers are the present own- 
ers this act shall be operative to confirm the title only of such said cash pur- 
chasers as the Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied have purchased without 
fraud and in the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from the 
United States. That nothing herein contained shall be construed to confirm ard 
sales or entries of lands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon whic 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of May, 
1888, arising orasserted under color of the laws of the United States, and all such 
pre-emption and homestead claims are hereby confirmed. 


During the reading of the foregoing bill, 

Mr, HOLMAN said: The real substance of the bill is in the first 
section, the balance being remedial, and I ask by unanimous consent 
the further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr, PAYSON. I hope that may be done. The gentleman from In- 
diana has stated tlre position accurately. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I object. 

The reading of the bill was then concluded. 

The substitute of the committee was read, as follows: 


That all lands heretofore granted by Congress to any State or to any corpora- 
tion to aidin the construction of a railroad or a railroad and telegraph line op- 
posite to and coterminous with the portion ofany such railroad not constructed 
and contemplated within the time specified in the act making the grant for the 
construction and ayy gree of the whole of such railroad are hereby declared 
forfeited to the United States, and the United Stateg resumes title thereto, and 
all such lands so nted lying opposite to and coterminous with the portion of 
any such rai not constructed and completed within the time prescribed by 
the act of Congress making such grant for the construction and completion of 
the whole railroad as provided for by such act is hereby restored to the public 
domain and declared to be a portion thereof: Provided, however, That the for- 
feiture hereby declared shall not extend to the right of way of any such railroad 
through the remainder of the route, including the necessary grounds for depots, 
switches, side-tracks, machine-shops, and turn-tables, or to lands included in 
ro Da town, or city within the limits of the lands hereby declared for- 

'eited. 

Sec. 2, That the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend to lands adjacent 
to and coterminous with any portion of any such railroad which is now com- 
pleted which were sold by the State or corporation to which any such grant was 
made, or by the corporation controlling or owning such railroad prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1888, to bona fide purchasers for a good and valuable consideration, but 
the title to such lands are hereby confirmed to such purchasers, their heirs or 
ames, upon condition that all persons claiming the benefit of this section 
shall, within one year from the of this act, make and file before the 

and receiver of the proper land office, subject toan appeal to the Com- 
oner of the General d Office, proof of the good faith, consideration, 
date, and extent of his or her purchase; and after hearing such proofs and in- 
vestigating each case the ister and receiver shall determine whether any 
alleged purchase was in fact made in good faith, for a good and valuable con- 
sideration, prior to January 1, 1888, and shall note the finding in each case on 
the records of the local land office, and shall thereafter certify the same to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Omice: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to confirm any such purchases of land upon which 
there were prior bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims, valid and subsist- 
ing on the Ist day of January, 1888, arising or asserted under color of the laws of 
the United States, and all such pre-emption and homestead claims are hereby 
confirmed: Provided, That a mortgage or pledge of any of said langs shali not 
be considered a sale for the purposes of this act. 

Sec. 3. That all bona fide settlers upon any of the land forfeited by this act are 
hereby permitted and authorized to acquire title to not exceeding 160 acres in 

case,as a homestead, under and pursuant to the laws relating thereto, and 

in making final proofof such homestead, the settler shall be allowed for the time 

has already resided upon and cultivated the same, and if such settler is not 

entitled to the benefits of the homestead law he or she shall have the prior right 
to enter the tract settled on not exceeding 160 acres at $1.25 per acre. 

Src. 4. That no lands declared forfei to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
granted by Congress; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land 
a covered by any such grant, or to waive or release in any yay gl 
rig! tofthe United States to have other lands granted by them as recited in the 


1888. 
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—_ seen fore for any failure past or future to compl ywith the conditions 
e n 
Sec. 5. That all lists of lands heretofore certified and all patents issued to any 


State, or to tion, for land: braced in grant dth rtio: 
thereof coterminous with the railroad actually completed within the time pre- 
scribed by law for its entire completion are hereby declared inoperative and 
void except as to bona fide purchasers as provided for by the second section of 
this act, and excepting land included in any village, town, or city, and the proper 
proceedings shall be instituted by the Attorney-General to annul the same. 

Sec. 6, That all acts in conflict with this act are repealed. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. According to the understanding of the 
Committee on Public Lands I offer the following amerdment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). Is the 
amendment to the substitute, or is it to the original bill ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It is an amendment to the substitute 
which has just been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out of the committee amendment the following words in lines 5 and 6 


of section 1: 
ae TPA to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad.” 
An 14, and 15 of said section: 


the following words in lines 11, 12,1 
“Lying opposite to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad 
not constructed and completed within the time prescribed by the act of Con- 
gress making such grant for the construction and completion of the whole rail- 
road as provided for by such act,” 

Mr, HOLMAN. I believe that no other amendment can now be of- 
fered, according to the course of parliamentary proceedings; but I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment in the nature of a substitute 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON], the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. SrocKDALE], andalso the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] be now considered as pending in the order in which they 
were offered, that of the gentleman from Illinois first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 5 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam willingthey shall beread subject to objection. 
I do not know what they are. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not consent to that. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

* Mr. PAYSON. As I understand the situation, the majority of the 
committee recommend a substitute bill. My inquiry is whether two 
amendments are not in order to that substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that only one is 
in order, that offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PAYSON. My impression was two were in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute and an amendment to 
the substitute are in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then I ask to have my proposition read, and at the 

roper time I will move its adoption. 

Mn STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The proposition read by the Clerk as 
coming from the majority of the Committee on Public Lands I under- 
stand is not a substitute, but is an amendment to the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Anamendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The Speaker of the House held differently 
when it was cffered. 

Mr. OATES. As I understand it the proposition offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri is not in the nature of a substitute, but an 
amendment of the bill reported by the gentleman from Indiana from 
[the committee; and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] offers 
a proposition which I understand to be a substitute for the report made 
by the committee. The point I wish to make is that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Niinois is now in order, because it is a substitute 
for the original proposition, and also the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PAyson] is recognized for the purpose of having his amendment read. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr.. ROGERS] reserves the right to ob- 
ject or to raise the question of the propriety of its introduction. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. As I understand, the Committee on Public Lands 
present a substitute for the Senate bill. Tothat substitute one amend- 
ment has been offered. The gentleman from Illinois now offers a sub- 
stitute. The parliamentary inquiry is, is not that substitute now in 
order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that there can not 
be two substitutes pending at the same time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I reserve the point of order when the substi- 
tute is read. 

Mr. OATES. I think the Chair has fallen into an error; that the 
pores offered by the gentleman from Missouri is not a substitute, 

ut only amendment of the original proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama is cor- 
rect. This is an amendment tothe substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and is in order. 


The Clerk will read the amendment. 


Mr. OATES. Ifthe proposition of the gentleman from Indiana is 
offered as a substitute the Chair is right. I was regarding it as an 
original proposition. Š ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair was 
not in the chair at the time the bill was taken up for consideration; 
but. was informed by the Speaker as to the status of the bill; that the 
bill was pending and that a substitute for the bill had been offered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before this matter is finally disposed of I desire to 
make a suggestion. > 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. _ 

Mr. PAYSON. The matter which has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, while technically, perhaps, a substitute 
for the Senate bill, comes here as an original proposition from that com- 
mittee, does it not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It comes as a substitute proposition, 
The Chair thinks it is an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. PAYSON. In that view only two amendments are in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Illinois to introduce his proposition, to be read subject to the 
poiat of order and objection. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

e gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] asks unanimous consent 
that this proposition be considered as pending. ; 

Mr. OATES. As this is being done out of order, I ask that the 
amendment of my colleague [Mr. HERBERT] be also read and consid- 


ered as pending. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let us take one at a time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the Chairrecognized the gentle- 


man from Indiana to make the request that these amendments be con- 
sidered as pending, the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] was included in the request. The amendments will 
be read, after which objection will be called for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enveted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assembled, That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, 
and the Uni States hereby resumés the title thereto, all lands heretofore 
granted to any State or to any corporation to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road opposite to and coterminous with the portion of any sach railroad not 
now completed and in operation, for the construction or benefit of which lands 
have heretofore been granted; and all such lands are declared to be a part of 
the public domain: Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeit- 
ing the right of way or depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore 
granted, or lands included in any city, town, or village site. 

Sec. 2. That all persons who, at the date of the passage of this act, are actual 
settlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited and are otherwise quali- 
fied, on a d due claim on said Jands under the homestead law, within six 
months after the passage of this act, shall be entitled to a preference right to 
enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this act, and 
shall be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation ; and any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the home- 
stead or pre-emption law, or who has failed from any cause to perfect the title 
to a tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said laws, may mako 
a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act. 

The Secretary of the Interior will make such rules as will secure to such act- 
ual settlers these oe 

Srce.3. That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any 
way nee f right of tho United States to have any other lands granted by them, as 
recited in the first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply 
with the conditions of the grant, 5 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering the 
amendment as pending? 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois will be considered 
then as pending. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I now offer this amendment, in reference to 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] makes the same 

uest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 22, li, add the following: 

* Provided, t this act shall not take effect, except as to lands which were 
entered under the homestead and pre-emption laws, and at private entry, 
while the same were held by the Interior Department to be subject to such 
entry, until January 1, 1889; ag to the grant of land madeto the State of Missis- 


sippi, for the p of aiding in the construction of a railway from Brandon 
to the Gulf o exico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship-Island Rail- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering this 
amendment as pending? 

Mr. ROGERS. Beiore withdrawing my point of order I desire to 
know in view of the fact that these several amendmenis are not 
sented in conformity to any parliamentary rule, what will be the order 
in voting upon them? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the rule 
the vote would first be taken on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, because it is an amendment to the substitute 
offered by the committee, and then on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that of the amendments submitted up to 
this time the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri would have 
priority over those of the gentleman from Mississippi and the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere objection to the request of the 
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gentleman from Mississippi that this amendment be considered as 
pending? , 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw my objection. 

There was no further objection. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now I offer this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana makes 
the same request in reference to the amendment which the Clerk will 
now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 1 of the committee's substitute : 

“ Provided, That all sales or leases ofany lands granted to the State of Alabama 
by the act of Con approved June 3, 1856, to aid in the construction of the 
Girard and Mobile Railroad, which, after the said lands were certified to the 
State of Alabama for the benefit of said railroad, were sold by the Mobile and 
Girard, or the Girard and Mobile Railroad Company, or by, through, or under 
either of them, and all purchases of any of said lands under tax sales held by 
the county tax collector are hereby validated and confirmed.” 


Mr. HERBERT. Now I ask the Clerk to read the next amendment, 
to be offered in lieu of this one in the event of the failure of the first. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Add to section 1 of the committee's substitute: 
ae however, That all of the lands granted to the State of Alabama by the 
actof Papier posed approved June 3, 1855, to aid in the construction of the Gi; and 
Mobile road, and which have been sold by the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company or by the Girard and Mobile Railroad Company, or which have been 
sold as the property of said railroad company for State and county taxes thereon, 
and purchased by actual settlers, are hereby excepted from said forfeiture to the 
extent of 320 acres,and the titles to said lands,to the extent so excepted, are hereby 
confirmed and made valid to such purchasers, their heirs or assigns ; and ifany 
such purchaser shall have purchased more than $20 acres for the uses of actual set- 
tlement, he shall select said 320 acres herejn excepted from forfeiture within one 
year from the approval of this act, and file notice of such selection with the ne 
ister of the land office at Montgomery, Ala.; and any such purchaser who shall 
fail to make such selection and file said notice shall not thereafter have the 
benefit of the exception herein made: Provided further, That when any such 
purchaser shall have purchased in excess of 320 acres for the purpose of actual 


to purchasers are granted only on condition that no claim shall ever be made 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment also as pending ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihopealso, Mr. Speaker, that an amendment to be 
submitted by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] may be con- 
sidered as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add before the word “but™ in line 5 of section 2 of the committee's substi- 


Is there objection to considering this 


tend which lands, so sold, were not at the time of such sale in the actual pos- 
et or had improvements made thereon by a person other than such pur- 
e Y. 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered as pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in making a statementas to the effect 
of the proposition pending now before the House I will not refer to the 
several amendments in detail. I will state, however, the effect of the 
various propositions substantially as they stand before the House; but 
before doing so I would like to have some understanding in advance as 
to the amount of time to be occupied in debate; and I ask unanimous 
consent that the debate shall terminate upon the bill and amendments 
at 3 o’clock, and that the previous question be regarded as ordered at 
that hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempare. 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. PAYSON. Before that is done I wish to make a suggestion to 
my colleague on the committee. The request the gentleman makes 

ows only two hours here for debate on this bill, and there are three 
substantial propositions coming frora the committee: The report made 
by the chairman of the committee, which is made by.a bare majority; 
the substitute which I have had the honor of submitting on behalf of 
the minority of the committee, and the further proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, signed by two members of the committee. There 
are, therefore, three substantial propositions to be discussed in this de- 
bate, and it does seem to me that two hours’ debate is not adequate in 
view of the fact that this invelves some $200,000,000 worth of prop- 


Is there objection to the request of the 


erty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What time does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. PAYSON. I would suggest not later than 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope that coupled with that will be a request that 
the time of the session to-day shall be extended beyond 5 o’clock, until 
the bill and amendments shall he disposed of. 

Mr. PAYSON, Iam willing that that shall be done, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that all debate on the bill 
and amendments shall be considered as closed at 4 o’clock, that the 
previous question shall be ordered, that the order for the adjournment 
of the House at 5 o’clock shall be revoked, and the session extended 
long enough to complete the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. BIGGS. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered at half past 3. 

Mr. PAYSON. It should be at 4 o’clock, with the further under- 
standing that the intervening time shall be controlled equally by the 
friends of the three propositions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is very manifest that this bill will 
not pass if we continue debate as late as 4 o'clock. It is obvious 
that there will be two or three votes taken in the House—probably two 
or three yea-and-nay votes—and if we extend the time for debate to 
4o’clock the effect will be that the bill will fail. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that debate shall come to an end at half past 3 
o’clock, and that the time shall be divided equally between the advo- 
cates of the three propositions. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before that question is put, let me suggest to the 
gentleman that if the previous question shall be ordered at any time 
before adjournment to-day the bill will come up here hereafter as un- 
fiuished business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; because the previous question will not have 
been ordered on the passage, but only on the amendments and the en- 
grossment of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the previous question should be ordered at 4 
o’clock, or by unanimous consent should be re ed asordered on the 
bill and pending amendments, and the voteshould not be taken to-day, 
would not the bill come up as unfinished business on the next legisla- 
tive day? That has been the practice of the House ever since I have 
been in Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that if the previous question were ordered upon the final passage of the 
bill it would come up as unfinished business; otherwise it would not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make one other effort to come to an 
understanding. I ask consent that the debate be continued until 4 
o'clock, that the previous question be regarded as ordered upon the bill 
and amendments and upon the final of the bill, and that the 
time intervening between now and 4 o’clock be divided between the 
advocates of the different propositions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam content with that. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen desiring 
to printremarks upon these several propositions shall have leave to doso. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I further ask that if the consideration of this bill 
be not completed at 5 o'clock the session be extended, but not beycnd 
6 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object for a moment. I suggest that unani- 
mous consent be given that the House remain in session to-day until 
it adjourn. That isa matter that can always be controlled, and it 
has been the rule until this session, and it ought to be the rule now. 
Here is an important bill that we desire to consider, and let us remain 
in session until we adjourn. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is substantially the same as 
that indicated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; it is so confused with other matters that we 
can not understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The’ Chair thinks the House remains 
in session anyway until it adjourns. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. No,itdoesnot. Itstaysin session until 50’clock, 
and then the rules adjourn it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. > 
SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent that the order for the adjournment 
of the House this afternoon at 5 o’clock be revoked, and that the House 
continue in session until the consideration of this bill is completed. 

Mr. RANDALL. The session to be extended for this bill only. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. 8 er, the division of the time which was 
last mentioned by the Chair refers of course to the request which I made 
that the time should be equally divided among the advocates respect- 
ively of the three propositions coming from the Committee on Public 
Lands. Ofcourse the members of the committee will yield to other 
gentlemen as far as they can. 

Mr. HERBERT. I did notso understand the proposition or I should 
have objected. The proposition, as it was stated, was that the tima 
was to be divided among the advocates of the different amendments, 


Is there objection to ihe request of 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no, not amendments. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not care to occupy of course as much time as 
the chairman of the committee; Ido not ask that, but do ask to be 
heard for a reasonable time upon my a zendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that my request was, inasmuch as there 
were three substantial propositions from the Committee on Public 
Lands, these other amendments being all incidental, that the time be 
divided between those three propositions. That was the request I 
made; and I think the Chair so understood. 

Mr. HERBERT. The request was not granted at the time; and 
sometime afterward it was stated in different form by the Chair, as will 
be found by reference to the stenographer’s notes. The proposition 
then stated was that the time should be divided among the different 
ka If that language had not been used, I should have ob- 

ected. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] was, as indicated by him, that the time be 
divided between the three substantial propositions offered; but in stat- 
ing the request subsequently the Chair did not embrace the full state- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, it having been covered by the 
previous statement. ‘The Chair simply asked whether there was ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall not object further, upon the understand- 
ing that the gentleman from Indiana will give me time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will try todoso. I will do the best I can. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to be heard also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are three hours to be divided among us; I 
haye no doubt that these different gentlemen will have an opportunity 
to be heard. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave no idea that there is any intention on the 
part of the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands to deprive us 
of the right of debate. That right I shall certainly insist upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair izes the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to control one-third of the time upon the 
substitute offered by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill of the Senate declares the for- 
feiture of all lands heretofore granted by Congress to aid in the construct- 
ion of railroads which are coterminous with portions of the railroads not 
nowcompleted. That is the proposition of the Senate. The amend- 
mentsubmitted to the House by the Committee on Public Lands proposes 
to declare the forfeiture ofall such lands coterminous with the portionsof 
the railroads not completed at the expiration of the period within which 
the entire road was required to be completed by the law making the 

t. The propositions submitted by the gentleman from Missouri 
Fate. STONE] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], mem- 
bers of the committee, propose to amend the substitute reported by the 
committee, by providing in effect that as to all roads not completed 
within the time prescribed by law the forfeiture shall cover the entire 
grant. The amendment submitted by Messrs. Payson, MCKENNA, 
‘Turner, of Kansas, and HERMANN, members of the committee, is in 
effect the same as the Senate bill. That is the substance of the Senate 
bill and propositions submitted by the House Committee and by mem- 
bers of the Committee on Public Lands. The effect of all these propo- 
sitions, however, is to confirm all bona fide sales of land lying opposite 
to the portions of the railroads now completed made for a good and val- 
uable consideration by the State or corporation to which the grant was 
made prior to the Ist of January, 1888. This provision is embraced 
in all the measures pending before the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana what is the 
effect of the proposition in thisrespect; where patents to lands have been 
issued by the Government to these corporations, does this bill propose 
to forfeit those patents ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir, where the railroad was not constructed in 
conformity with the law making the grant, except as to bona fide pur- 
chasers for a valuable consideration. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then it makes no difference between lands patented 
and those not patented ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; the lands have not generally been pat- 
ented, but only certified, but no difference is made. Lands whether 
patented or not are declared forfeited unless the corporation had ful- 
filled its engagements. All these propositions of the Senate and House 
propose that all bona fide sales to purchasers for value of lands oppo- 
site to and coterminous with portions of the roads which are now com- 
pleted, made prior to the ist of January last, shall be held valid. 
The effect will be to make the question of forfeiture simply one between 
the railroad corporation and the United States. The House measures 
all eliminate from consideration all questions as to bona fide sales 
made prior to January 1, 1888, of land lying opposite to portions of the 
roads which are now completed. Eliminating all questions affecting 

bona fide purchases, the question of forfeiture is made one pure and 
simple between the United States and the railroad corporations to 
whom these various grants have been made. The rights of all other 
persons are protected. 

The result of these several measures is fairly stated in a communica- 
tion from the General Land Office, to which I invite the attention of 
the House fora moment, The Senate bill forfeits 5,627,436 acres. The 


amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands of the House, 
in the nature of a substitute, would declare the forfeiture of 54,323,996 
acres, while the amendments proposed by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. STONE] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] would 
result in the declaration of the forfeiture of 78,503,088 acres, as will 
appear from the following table: 


Estimated number of acres which will 
be forfeited— 


orfe 
Name of railroad. a aie 
even 
By Ap By ee forfeiture of 
P 12 entire grant, 
Gulf and Ship Island 652, 800 652, 800 652, 800 
and Tennessee. 140, 160 140, 160 140, 160 
Coosa and Chattooga . 144, 000 144, 000 144,000 
Mobile and Girard...... 536, 064 651, 264 624 
Selma, Rome and Dalton‘. SA 89, 932 258, 624 642, 624 
Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit.. 76, 800 676, 000 1,171,200 
Pensacola and Geo) Gibipdetnt ans 679, 680 1, 178, 880 
Vicks! , Shreveport and Texas.. R 364; 800 725,760 
Jackson, ing and naw ash 176, 256 898, 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonago: 400 294, 400 627, 200 
Ontonagon and Brule River................. 211, 200 288, 000 283,000 
LaCrosse and Milwaukee. .... cond NOO seongonsene 195, 724 235, 773 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minnea 
A DRE A! 400 1, 445, 400 
Wisconsin Central.........0562 ey epee 480 1,80, 000 
St. Vincent Extension, St. Paul and Pa- 
Paul, Mi lis and 
aS 2, 009, 600 
Western Rail ae 243,712 
Southern Minnesota Raliway Exten- 

BION OAOT a = 1,787, 955 
Hastings and Dak: 1, 293, 440 
Northern Pacific..... 46, 947, 200 
California and Orego: 3, 686, 400 
Oregon and California. on „086, 4, 608, 000 
Southern Pacific......... me 200 7,116, 800 

MOAL ioraa gr pisace esearo tosi tS 78, 503, 088 


* Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amounting to 440,- 
700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Stat. L., 159) for sole 
use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. The lands 
80 con ed may not be subject to forfeiture, 

The aggregates of the lands named are all to be qualified by the fact 
that in all the measures there is recognized the validity of bona fide 
sales made for value prior to January 1, 1888, opposite portions of the 
roads now completed. 

I shall esteem myself fortunate if the propositions I have mentioned, 
complicated as they are, are sufficiently clear. The objection to the 
amendments of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] and the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is found in this, that in most of | 
grants made by the Government to railroad corporations, except to the 
Pacific roads, the railroad corporations took one hundred and twenty 
sections at once, being the alternate sections of land for the first 20 
miles of the road. The title, I think, vested under this legislation at 
once, andit became the property of the State or corporation manifestly, 
whether subsequently the obligations of the charter were complied with 
or not. Of course you can not declare these lands forfeited, however 
unjust and unreasonable the grants were. I wish we could forfeit them 
to that extent. 

Further, most of these grants provide that as each successive 20 miles 
of road were completed, if completed in time, patents should issue and 
the title shall vest in the State or corporation. Manifestly it would be 
inequitable to declare them forfeited, even if Congress had the power 
to do so. It is the opinion of the majority of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands that the forfeiture should not be carried to that extent, but 
should be limited to the extent of lands opposite to and coterminous 
with those portions of the road not completed within the time pre- 
scribed by the several statutes making the grants. 

Mr. CASWELL. If the road is now completed or any portion of it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. As to the Senate bill, however, that ap- 
parently applies to portions of land where no railroad has been com- 
pleted up to the present hour, The proposition of the Committee on 
the Public Lands in declaring these forfeitures is not complicated in 
any degree with questions growing out of bona fide sales. That is 
unfortunate, however, especially as to lands of the North Pacific Rail- 
road, which were sold to foreign capitalists who came to this country, 
it is said, on the invitation of the railroad corporations, and sold, too, 
in large tracts at a less price than the actual settlers were compelled 
to pay. It is tobe regretted that such sales should be confirmed. The 
committee have reached the conclusion, however, that as to all these 
sales which were made bona fide and for valuable consideration of land 
lying opposite completed portion of a railroad prior to January 1, 1889, 
the title should be confirmed. 

Mr. COBB. Iask the gentleman whether after any grant title passed 
to the company before the completion of the road? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yet it is true that in many instances patents or 
certified lists were issued before the railroads were constructed, and in 


some instances before they were commenced. - 
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Mr. SPRINGER. When 20 miles of the road were completed? 

Mr. COBB. But beyond that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are many instances, 

Mr. COBB. -Not under authority of law ? 

Mr. WEAVER. But in such cases it passed no title. 

` Mr. COBB. If no title was passed, why then should we legislate 
that they shall be exempted from forfeiture ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Simply because theyare coterminous with the por- 
tion of the railroad which has been completed. ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does the gentleman mean portions 
of the road which have been completed at the time the charter re- 
quired them to be completed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; to portionsof the railroad now completed. A 
large portion of these grants were under the provisions of law which 
I will read. s 

Mr. RYAN. Ithink my friend from Indiana did not understand 
the question. It is whether the gentleman proposes to forfeit the lands 
only which are opposite the uncompleted roads, or opposite the roads 
completed out of the time prescribed by their ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I stated that the House proposition confirms bona 
fide sales for value opposite completed portions of the several railroads 
nòw completed. As to thecorporation the House proposition does not 
confirm any grant. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand that, but-—— 

Mr, HOLMAN. If the road was completed in time, as prescribed by 
law, then no confirmation is necessary. But as to bona fide purchases 
of land opposite roads which have been completed, their titles are not 
disturbed. 

Mr. COBB. But as I understand it, in some instances there is a for- 
feiture where roads have been completed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly; if not completed in conformity with 
law, but completed without reference to law. 5 

Mr. COBB. Now completed, but not completed within the time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. The House proposition is substantially a 
declaration of forfeiture against the delinquent corporations, but not 
against the purchasers. We save the rights of all bona fide purchasers. 

Now I shail seek to read the section of law to which I have referred 
during the course of this discussion. This will be found to be embod- 
ied in substance in the larger portion of the grants made by Congress 
in aid of railroads, especially the grants to States, but not generally to 
the Pacific railroads. 

That the lands hereby granted to said State shall be dis by said State 
only in manner following, that isto say: That a quantity of land not exceeding 
one hundred and twenty sections for each of said roads, and included within a 
continuous length of 20 miles of each of said roads, may be sold; and when the 
governor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any 
continuous 20 miles of either of said roads is completed then another like quan- 
tity of land hereby granted, not exceeding one hundred and twenty sections 
for such road, may be sold, and so from time to time until said roads are com- 


pleted; and if said roads are not completed within ten years no further sales 
shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 


Tt will be seen that there ought to be no embarrassment here in the 
forfeiture which the House proposition contemplates; because, whether 
the title vested or not, according to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the Schulenberg case, whether the title vested or not or whether the con- 
dition was precedent or subsequent as to the completion of the road 
within the time prescribed there is in common honesty and fairness no 
difficulty in the way as to this class of grants, because there was an 
absolute absence of power on the part of the corporation to sell. So 
that if the clause declaring that ‘‘the lands unsold shall revert to the 
United States’? was incorporated or not, or operative or not, there is an 
absolute absence of power on the part of the corporation to sell, that 
power being expressly withheld. 

I repeat, therefore, that there can be no reasonable question as to the 

wer of Congress to declare the forfeiture, inasmuch as any sale would 

ve been null and void. But, as I have said, the House proposition 
to avoid any possible injustice confirms all bona fide sales of land ly- 
ing opposite completed portions of the railroads. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not the Supreme Court, in the very case to 
which the gentleman refers, Schulenberg vs. Harriman, announce just 
precisely the other doctrine; that is to say, that until Congress shall 
affirmatively act to reassert its power over this property and formally 
declare a forfeiture of the lands, the power to sell does continue in the 
company, and that the power is limited only by the object of the 
grant, to wit, the building of the railroad ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not so understand the decision and will not; 
it would seem impossible that the United States Supreme Court or any 
other judicial tribunal, with the law before it, should have taken any 

, Such ground. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman desires to be absolutely correct, I 
will be very glad to furnish him the language of the decision. I have 
it here before me in brief. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will have ample time and I will be 
cramped for time, and though I dislike very much to decline to yield 
to the gentleman now, I must refuse for the present. I only state my 
view of the case. I ask how it is posssible that court could have 
decided as the gentieman has suggested, when Congress had declared, 


in words which can not admit of misconstruction, that if the railroad 
was not completed in time ‘‘no farther sales shall be made;’’ and in 
view of this explicit language how could the Supreme Court intend to 
declare that the sales made in defiance of this express provision were 
yalid and would pass title to the purchaser? Why, Congress might as 
well abandon all legislative power whatever if the *‘art of definition”? 
is to make the law. It may as well give up the idea of seeking to 
frame legislation to restrict a granted power or to protect any public 
interest. Ifits guarded language and clear reservation of power here 
employed is capable of such a construction as the gentleman alleges 
the Supreme Court gives that Iaw—a construction so manifestly in- 
compatible with the intent of Congress as this—no legislation can ex- 
press the public will. If Congress can not enact a provision that will 
effect its objectin restraining the disposition of an unearned land grant, 
as is here done, then it had better abandon its legislative function. 
But as all the propositions recognize the sales made in good faith of 
lands lying opposite completed portions of the railroads up to the Ist 
day of last January, the question raised is of little practical impor- 
tance. 

But I do not understand that the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that a sale of land where there was an express prohibition 
to sell would pass a valid title. 

Mr. MCKENNA rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me read again this section of law. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman permit me to propound a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me complete my sentence. 

Andif said roads are not completed within ten years no other sale shall be 
made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 

Is it possible that there can be any question as to the meaning of that 
lan, 


Now I admit that the last clause, according to the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, would not be operative until Congress exercised its power 
to declare a forfeiture, or there was a judicial torfeiture; but as to the 
power to sell and pass title, I undertake to say that the decision of the 
Supreme Court could not and should not be construed as declaring that 
a sale made in defiance of the law was operative and valid. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Then, if yourconstruction be correct, what avail is 
that provision of the bill saving the rights of bona fide purchasers ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will certainly agree that Congress 
may, even in declaring the forfeiture of the land, protect those per- 
sons who in good faith kave purchased it even if they have no title, 
much less confirm an invalid sale. We haye been daily engaged in 
giving validity to claims of a similar character. We confirm titles that 
are questionable or invalid if justice requires it. 

Mr. McKENNA. Did you not say that you only confirmed those 
titles where the road was completed and the face of the country was 
notice to a party that the title was in the road ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, in effect. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now you construe the granting act itself to for- 
bid power of sale. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. My friend maysee inconsistency there, 
but I am not able to see it. To protect even an equitable right or one 
colorably so is certainly within the power of Congress, 

The House proposition covers all of the remaining grants. It would 
have the effect in the case of the Northern Pacific road and all the 
others to restore to the people a large body of land, an aggregate of 
lands double the area of the great State of Ohio, subject, however, to 
bona fide sales. Is there an absence of power in Congress to do this ? 
Is it inequitable? This House has decided more than once that it 
was within its power to declare these forfeitures, The most important 
of these grants, that of the Northern Pacific Railroad, has been under 
the consideration of Congress before. The House has heretofore passed 
a bill deciaring that the lands not earned within the time prescribed 
by law should be forfeited and restored to the public domain. Why 
not? Take the case of the Northern Pacific. Whatis in brief the his- 
tory of that road? Ishall refer to it, although it will be more elab- 
orately discussed hereafter. That grant, involving 42,500,000 acres of 
land, a large portion of it land of great value, with vast coal fields and 
magnificent forests, the very heartof that fertile region of country stretch- 
ing westward from Lake Superior to the Pacific Ocean, 2,400 miles in 
length, was made on the 2d of July, 1864. The grant is 12,800 acres per 
mile in the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota; 25,600 acres per mile in 
Dakota, Montana, Idaho, and Washington Territories, That road, ac- 
cording to the terms of the law, was to be completed entire on the 4th 
of July, 1876, yet 225 miles of that railroad are uncompleted twenty- 
four years after the grant was made. In 1866 you extended the time 
two years for the commencement of the work. In 1868 you extended 
the time two years for commencement, when not a shovel of earth had 
been moved. The law extending the time, on the Ist of July, 1868, four 
years after the original grant, is as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section Sof an act entitled * An act granting 
lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Su- 
perior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific coast,” is hereby so amended as to read as 
‘ollows: “That each and every grant, right, and privil herein are so made 
and given to, and rng ene d said Northern and Pacific Railroad Company 
upon and subject to the follo ng conditions, namely: That the said banger | 
shall commence the work on said road within two years from and after the 2n 
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day of July, 1858, and shall complete not less than 100 miles per year after the 
second year thereafter, and shall construct, equip, furnish and complete the 
whole road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1877.” 

In the construction of the several statutes by the Secretary of the In- 
terior the time for the completion of the road was extended until the 
4th of July, 1879. Yetafter these successive extensions of time, a defi- 
nite location of that railroad or any part of it was not even made until 
November 21, 1871; and when the time finally elapsed, after all these 
extensions, this extraordinary favoritism and forbearance on the part of 
Congress, on the 4th of July, 1879, when the whole railroad was to be 
completed by the terms of the law making the grant, but 530} of 2,400 
miles had been completed. Can any person say it is unjust to restore 
those lands to the public domain, subject, of course, to the equities that 
might arise on behalf of the purchasers of land opposite to completed 
railroad? 4 

I spedk of it as a naked question between that corporation and the 
people. Is there any possible injustice in declaring the land unearned 
under the law forfeited? Gentlemen say there is an estoppel here, 
because the Government did not interpose at once when the time ex- 
pired. There can be no estoppel where the parties stand upon exactly 
the same footing and are equally informed of the facts. The laches of 
the Federal officers can not operate injuriously to the Government. 
The grantees of this imperial grant were fully informed of the nature 
of the grant and the conditions on which it was made. Time was ex- 
pressly made as of the essence of the grant; that it was made on the 
idea of opening up the country; yet in defiance of the Government and 
in utter disregard of its obligations, apparently relying on its power to 
control Congress, it permitted the period to expire within which, by 
express terms of the law, the whole railroad should be completed. 

How then does the case stand? This corporation applied time after 
time for an extension of its grant before a spadeful of earth had been 
thrown. Congress, unmindful of public interests, granted the exten- 
sion from year to year. And yet, acting as if this imperial grant was 
its own private estate to enrich its stockholders, to be disposed of for 
its own private benefit, that corporation postponed even commencing 
its railroad until the country was swarming with a hardy and enter- 
prising people; until a railroad starting from Portland, Oregon, had been 
constructed eastward 225 miles without a dollar of aid from the Gov- 
ernment; until railroads running west from the Mississippi River were 
opening that magnificent country and industry was on every hand in- 
vading that region. 

The country was teeming with people and the great land grant in- 
creasing in value under their enterprise and labor before this railroad 
corporation thought proper to even take the first step toward complet- 
ing in good faith its part of the engagement, to construct this railroad. 
The facts were knawn to the corporation as to the nature of their grant 
and the object for which it was made, as well as to Congress or to the 
officers of the Government. No laches of Congress or of the Govern- 
ment officers can impair the rights of the people. They have a right 
to demand that if the contract was not carried out in good faith it should 
be declared void. I thinktheright and duty of Congress to declare this 
forfeiture is clear beyond question upon every consideration of law and 
justice, and I am confident it is sound upon the high consideration of 
public policy, for the grant was made without justification, to build up 
private fortunes, and not for the public good. 

Indeed, sir, that grantcannot bedefended. Canany justman defend 
any of these grants ? 

I admit that so far as the Union Pacific road is concerned it stands 
solitary and alone. Its construction was authorized for a purely po- 
litical reason, in the midst of great public disorders, and when it was 
deemed essential for high public reasons that there should be closer re- 
lations between the Atlantic and the Pacifice States. Iadmit thatat the 
beginning there was some uncertainty whether the bond subsidy which 
the Government provided for the construction of that road would be 
sufficient, but when the act of 1864 finally passed, under which the 
road was. completed, then all men knew that. the grant of 28,000,400 
acres of land in addition to the enormous subsidy in bonds was without 
any possible justification, for it was well known at that time that the 
two series of bonds authorized were more than sufficient to complete 
the road. The land grant was a naked gift. That grant was opposed 
on this floor by Mr. E. B. Washburne with the great ability and mar- 
velous energy of which he was the master. I was glad to follow his 
lead. He opposed these grants as earnestly as the distinguished gen- 
tleman from the same State [Mr. Payson] has favored their forfeiture. 

This Union Pacific grant was passed on the very heels of the home- 
stead law, and was the beginning of that extraordinary system of land 
grants to corporations which has so fearfully reduced in a few years 
your publicdomain. Grants followed in rapid succession. This North 
ern Pacificgrant was one of them. Lookat the time when these events 
occurred. 

While your people were watching with patrioticsolicitude the move- 
ments of your armies, while those the most interested of all men in the 
public domain were rushing into the ranks of yourarmies to steady and 
uphold the tottering pillars of the Union, at that very time ex-gov- 
ernors of States, ex-members of Congress, men of high social and politi- 
cal standing were here upon this floor Jobbying for these grants and 
securing by the favor of Congress vast portions of your national wealth— 


your public lands—of especial and inestimable value to the men—the 
laboring men of the country—who were then imperiling their lives in 
the national defense. In that unpatriotic and mercenary spirit these 
grants were obtained by which the people were robbed of their rights 
and imperial fortunes were secured. 

Congress was engaged in the work of parceling out among mercenary 
capitalists your public domain when the clash of arms could almost be 
heard in this Hall! 

Are great grants of land obtained under such circumstances to be 
carefully guarded by Congress and the courts of justice? Will Con- 
gress refuse to declare their forfeiture when a just ground for forfeiture 
is presented? You have a right to declare the forfeiture of these mill- 
ions of the public land wrongfully granted, and justice demands that 
it shall be done. : 

The extraordif’ary hold of the land-grant lobby on Congress was seen 
by a vote in this House on the 18th day of January, 1869. On that 
day I submitted the following resolution: Sits 
dined. meal tun wale ox sae TASAN CAEU bo bp Roldan A DEGA tani weenie 
homesteads to actual settlers, and for no other purpose whatever. 

Mr. H. D. Washburn moved that it be laid on the table. The ques-- 
tion being put, it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 110, nays 55, 
Among those voting in the affirmative were WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Oakes Ames, John Coburn, SHELBY M. CuLLom, James A. Garfield, 
W. D. KELLEY, CHARLES O'NEILL, Luke P. Poland, Green B. Raum, , 
and William Windom. Of the gentlemen still in this House, Mr. 
KELLEY and Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. BUTLER, of 
Tennessee, voted to Jay on the table; Mr. RANDALL, Mr. BAKER, of 
Illinois, and myself against it, 

I do not wish to enter into a political discussion over this matter of 
the public lands, but gentlemen in a recent debate here talked as 
though the Democratic party had no special reason for championing 
measures for the annulment of these grants. I think the Democratic 
party have a special interest in the subject; that party can look back 
with great satisfaction to the record of its representative men on the 
land question. When, by the patriotic actof Virginia and other States, 
the public domain was placed under the control of Congress, it ex- 
tended from the original thirteen States westward to the Mississippi 
River. Its whole area, including the original States, was only 531,200, - 
000 acres; while an empire of land extending from the mouth of the 
Mississippi to the Columbia River and Pacific Ocean, a region of coun-. 
try larger than the whole original thirteen States and their possessions. 
by more than 200,000,000 acres, comnianding the Mississippi River and 
covering our entire Western frontier was held by a foreign power. 

Mr, Jefferson’s foresight in acquiring that vast territory was one of 
the grandest acts of statesmanship in the history of nations. With 
that territory in the possession of Great Britain, or of any other great 
power, the peace, progress, and security of the United States would 
have been continually imperiled; standing armies, as in Europe, would 
have patroled the borders of hostile states. By the purchase of that 
magnificent region of country under the administration of Mr. Jeffer- 
son the future security and greatness of the United States were abso- 
lutely assured. An outlet to the Gulf, a grand frontage on the Pacific 
Ocean, and the most fertile portion of the globe was ours. 

Daring the negotiations of Mr. Monroe, our then minister to France, 
with that power for thisterritory Bonaparte said that whatever nation 
controlled the Mississippi River and the Gulf would be the foremost of 
the great nations, 

This being accomplished, it was only a question of time when the 
Floridas would become a part of the Gaited States, and this was ac- 
complished under Mr. Monroe’s administration. By treaties and hon- 
est purchase under the administrations of Mr. Polk and Mr. Pierce we 
established the present boundary between the United States and Mex- 
ico, securing a vast extent of country, an enlarged frontage on the Pa- 
cific coast, and its magnificent Bay of San Francisco, one of the grandest 
harbors of the globe. These territorial acquisitions, now divided into 
fourteen States and eight great Territories, and the Indian Territory of 
41,000,000 acres, were acquired under the policy of the party which is 
now asking that these land grants be declared forfeited and the lands 
restored to the people. Under the auspices of that party the great State 
of Texas was added to the Union. s 

Certainly, sir, a party so related to the public domain would feel an 
earnest interest in whateyer concerned the public land. 

The following table shows the auspices under which the public do- 
main has been acquired (land controlled by the United States): 


Acres, 
Ceded to the United States by Virginia and other States cast of the 
BASALT DIE EEE A OOT A OAOE ST FIO I NESA 259, 171.787 

Acquired under Democratic administrations: 

The Louisiana ere mg April 30, 1803 s 

East and West Florida, February 22,1819. 

By treaty from Mexico, February 2, 1848.. 

By treaty from Mexico, December 30, 1853. 
Total under Democratic administrationS............c0000+cccssersenes 1, 158, 478, 720 
Under Whig administration : 

By purchase from Texas, November 25, 1550........sccscsssessreseoeseesserres 61, 892, 480 
Under ublican administration : 

Alaska, March 30, 1867 .........::-sessseveserevsnersssetsnenrsssererssneresersteterseseeese, 309,529, 600 
Grand tobht, ssas sescies Qsorescupeetasene oigvedp.s spespsninsén} coe Sesckenoopsenes 1, 849, 072, 587 
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All this territory was acquired by the United States by fair treaty 
and honest purchase, at a final cost of $88, 157,389.98. 

This vast public domain, with the original thirteen Statesand Ver- 
mont, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Maine, never a part of the public do- 
main proper, constitute the territory of the United States, 

This public domain of virgin lands has been the pride and glory of 
the United States, and the source of their unexampled progress and 
greatness. It was guarded with vigilance by our fathers and by all of 
the old political parties into which the country had been divided for 
the future freeholds of our ever-growing population. Under the au- 
spices of Jefferson, as expressed in the famous ordinance of 1787, the old 
feudal tenures, entailments, and rights of primogenture, which had fos- 
tered great landed estates and a nation of vassals in Europe, were swept 
away, and the public domain was dedicated forever toindependent free- 
hold estates. Land monopoly, thecurse of the Old World, was abhorred. 
Never in all our former history, even when our fathers were sorely 

ressed for money to meet demands incident to the Revolution, were 
ds ever sold in bodies, except in two instances—one to the Ohio 
Company, in 1785, of 822,000 acres, and the other to John Cleves Symmes, 
of 248,540 acres, in 1787. This policy of our fathers of hoarding the 
puoro lands for freeholds of the people substantially controlled the 
and system under ali politicai parties down to the year 1862, and yet, 
as will be seen, liberal grants were made’ to the soldiers of the Re- 
public and for education. In a few instances great military services 
were rewarded with grants of land. In 1803 General Lafayette was 
rewarded for his great services in behalf of American independence 
with 11,520 acres, and in 1824 with a township of land in Louisiana. 

But going back for a moment to another phase of this goan the 
Republican party justly claims the honor of the final of the 
homestead law, which was approved by President Lincoln on the 20th 
of May, 1862, one of the noblest and most humane laws ever enacted. 
That measure had been introduced in the Senate by Andrew Johnson 
in 1857, but it was only reported back to the Senate and did not pass. 
It was , however, during Mr. Buchanan’s administration, and 
met the vetoof the President, partly upon the ground that, by a 
oversight, persons of foreign birth might enter lands without being the 
heads of families, while native-born citizens could not make entries 
unless they were heads of families. ‘That was one of the grounds on 


` which President Buchanan vetoed the bill. 


Mr. PAYSON. Butit was not the principal ground. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it was not. The principal ground was the one 
to which my friend manifestly refers, that the President was opposed to 
the measure. The same bill, with the defect named corrected, was in- 
troduced into the next Congress and passed both Houses. It passed the 
House by 107 votes to16. Thereare three members in this House who 
were members of that Con: Mr. Cox, Mr. KELLEY, and myself— 
all of whom voted for the bill. It passed the Senate by 33 votes to7, 
and was approved by President Lincoln on the 20th of May, 1862. I 
yoted for it as a member of this House with infinite satisfaction. All 
men hoped and expected that it dedicated the public lands forever to 
actual settlers. The prompt introduction of the homestead bill in the 
first Congress controlled by the Republican party seemed to give that 
promise. But such, unhappily, was not the result. 

While the bill was pending in the House on the 18th day of December, 
1861, I submitted a proposition that the act of March 3, 1855, which had 
secured allotments of public land to the soldiers of every successive war 
prior to that which was then waging, should be extended to the soldiers 
of the then existing war forthe Union. That proposition was made 
in view of the uniform policy of our Governmentin all former wars, 
and because no actcould be more becoming a Republic than to invest the 
soldiers who fought in its defense a freehold in the soil of their country. 
The argument against it was that its tendency would be to monopolize 
the public lands, that bounty-land warrants assignable would certainly 
produce that result. That was the only argument that could be urged 
against it, for the public lands were then ample for the purpose; but 
it was successful, and my provision failed by the action of the gentle- 
man who controlled the bill in the House. The debate on my prop- 
osition to grant bounty lands to the soldiers of the war for the Union, 
in view of the results, was one of the most interesting debates that oc- 


curred during the war. Mr. Potter, of Wisconsin, who controlled the 
bill, indignantly declared, in his speech against my amendment, that. 
‘* the issue of land warrants under previous acts has absorbed nearl i 
100,000,000 acres of our public lands and thrown nearly that amount 
into the hands ofspeculators.’"? Mr. Windom, of Minnesota, was still 
more rica, “sere and declared, in substance, that it was mere dema- 
gogism. Hon. James A. Cravens, of Indiana, a gallant soldier of thé 
Mexican war, was the only member who stood by me with a speech,’ 
This debate will be found in the Congressional Globe, second session 
Thirty-seventh Congress, volume 67. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what an extraordinary result followed! Within 
ten years afterward grants of public lands to an extent unexampled. 
in the history of any country were made to corporations, commencing 
with the same Congress, How does theaccount stand? Ihave before) 
mea statement from the General Land Office. Let us consider all the 
grants of land made for military services, for education, and military: 
wagon-roads, and to States for railroads from 1787 to1861—a period of. 
seventy-four years—and including all grants for education, down to’ 
the present time, and compare all these grants combined with the’ 
grants made during ten years after the Republican party came into 
power, on the 4th day of March, 1861, for railroads and military roads 
alone, and whatis the result? The grants prior to March 4, 186), are 
as follows. Let us see the result by comparison. A 

All ts made up to this time for military service and education 
are as follows: 


Acres, 
Military services, Revolutionary War......-csssssrssssevee ENS 2,165,000 
Military mabisa A ons E E NOE 
Military services, war with Mexico, act of March 8, 028, 


Total for military services ...........sssrbserecrecrsesseseverseessuere vesse 
Ea 
Granted to States and reserved for Territories for school purposes., 67, 919 
Wink verisitSinn an A ANA 4 mane = 16s. 520 
Agricultural colleges, act of July 2, 1862... , 600, 000 
Total for Cducation.......00000 sesccsrerseesessceseserecee 78, 659, 439 
In all for military services and education... 146,783, C61 
GRANTS AFTER MARCH 4, 1861, 
Acres, 
To States to aid in the construction of railroads....i.ccsessseseeseseees voce = 17, 775, 624 
TO COFPOTAHONB. .<sseccoscococesscensevasevicscebavucecee svete «+ 163, 643, 
Grand total since March 4, 1861. 181, 419, 569 


It appears, therefore, that while it was not thought ees on Feb» 
ruary 22, 1862, to grant bounty lands to the soldiers of the Union Army 
on account of its tendency to land monopoly, yet beginning with July 
2, 1862, with a grant of 28,000,400 acres to the Union Pacific Railroad 
corporations, Congress within ten years gave directly to corporations 
and to States for corporations 181,419,569 acres of land, a territory 
eight times greater than the State of Indiana. All this in ten years! 
While from the year 1787 down to this day all the grants made by Con- 
gress for common schools, the foundation of the grandest system of edu- 
cation the world has ever seen, including the sixteenth section of every 
township of the poe domain down to the formation of the Territory 
of Oregon, and the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in every town- 
ship of every State and Territory organized since, including also all 
grants for universities and colleges, and all grants for military services 
in all the wars from the Revolution down to the war witn Mexico, ag- 
gregate 146,678,061. This aggregate of 146,678,061 for education and 
military services covers the grants of our entire history. 

As to grants prior to March 4, 1861, and subsequent to that date 
under all parties, Democratic, Whig, and Republican, to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and military wagon-roads, I submit the following 
table, prepared at the General Land Office. A glance will show the ex- 
traordinary contrast between the policy of the Democratic party and 
the Whig party and all other parties on the one hand and the Repub- 
lican party on the other in relation to the public land, the most valu- 
able wealth a nation can possess. It willbeseen that the largest grant 
ever made prior to March 4, 1861, was that to the State of Illinois for 
the construction of the Illinois Central Railroad of 2,595,053 acres. 


Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-voads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
[Compiled from the official records of the General Land Office.] 


Names of companies. 


Grants to States prior to March 4, 1861. 


Tilinois Central 
ROS ae Ohio River 
Hannibal and St. Joseph... 
Pacific (Southwest branch 


nseeeeaeeweneeeeeraceneneeeeeeee een enee naw aee eee e eee es ene en eee ee ses ene eee eSeeeee Neeeee EE EEEEEEEREESLE SS SEEEEY 


Area 

Estimated | certified or 
area of entire | patented up 
grant.* to June 30, 


86.34 
1,161, 164.01 


conse o. „do, 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875. 
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t Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads, ete.—Continued. 
f | z Area 
Date Estimated | certified or 
Names of companies, ^ State. Mile limits. | of granting area of entire } patented up 


grant.* to June 30, 
1888. 


Grants to States subsequent to March 4, 1861. 


f Acres. Acres. 
Cairo RMA FURON sish anniaos si cceseiceesbooesssectan bosshe 6st tan oe aseseote A A N a N EA Missouri and | 6 and 15............ 1,178, 411.05 1,178, 411.05 
Arkansas. 
ao 550, 584.09 559, 534, 09 
et TPOS 438, 646. 00 127, 238. 00 
s 948, 643. 66 388, 934. 08 
ppi and Missouri (Chicago. Rock Island and Pacific} 1, 261, 181.00 607, 461. 68 
Iowa Central Air Line [Cedar Rapids and Missoaet River] 1, 298, 739. 00 1, 032, 363. 28 
Dubuque and Pacific .......:...-cc-csssesereeesenesnensceneee 1, 226, 163. 00 1, 155, 956, 54 
Florida, Atianticand Gulf [Pensacola and st Sa 1,568, 729. 07 1, 304, 963.70 
Florida, now Atlantic, Gulf and West India T 290, 183.28 290, 183, 28 
Alabama and Florida. 165, 688. 00 165, 688.00 
Do. 419, 520, 00 394, 522. 99 
132, 480.00 67, 784. 96 
Coosa and y and Nor 144, 000, 00 }...... Sesopawenieve dons 
Wills bA and theast and Southwestern (now Alabama and Chattanooga). 897, 920.00 619, 98 
Mobile atid Girard. <..ccsece soc vecesesss dacsvsacesssscseseovnsestensnsietenseneneesdas 840, 880. 00 504, 145. 850 
Tennessee and Alabama Central [South and North Alabama]. 576, 000. 00 438, 905. 99 
Alabama and Tennessee Rivers [Selma, Rome and Dalton]...... 481, 920. 00 457,215.37 
Bay de Noquet and Marquette (now Marquette, Houghton and i Ontonagon) 128, 000. 00 128, 000.00 
Marquette and Onto: sé 331,509.15 262, 446,78 
Ontonagon State Line (Bruit i River]. d BAF GIB. A E 
ph booed and State Line, afterwards known as the Chicago, St. Paul and Fond du /...... 360, 000. 00 240, 000. 00 
Lac (Chicago and Northwestern]. 
Amboy, Lansing and re PBF San sddebe sas EET ENE E E E e SETA E: 1,052, 469.19 743, 009. 36 
Grand Rapids and Indiana... 852, 960. 12 852, 960. 12 
Detroit and Milwaukee.......... 355, 420.19 30, 998. 75 
Port Huron and Milwaukee.. $12, 384.00 6, 468. 68 
Flint and Pere Marquette ....... 586, 828, 72 512, 337. 03 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwa riage... 3, 550. 00 1,115.38 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards Farm a Mortgage Land Company. wd 230, 546. 88 228, 661.43 
La Crosse and Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin ..............:s0s-sece revere sense seresesse sre] asana 297, 654. 32 296, 654.82 
St. Croix and Lake Supanion now Chicago, ak Paul, Minneapolis s and Q; 
eesin RES 495, 047.24 495, 047. 24 
319, 962, 89 319, 962, 89 
565, 575.76 545, 575.76 
610, 880. 00 35%, 212,68 
967, 840.00 51, 452.03 
404, 800, 00 198, 028, 41 
652, 800. 00 z 
749, 183, 37 
885, 000. 00 223, 
605, 000. 00 133. 
386, 041. 80 823. 
846, 000, 00 072. 
00) à 59, 619. 45 619, 
Total to States prior to March 4, 1961 .....,....-es++s00 OE Tn LOE IS Hane 6 snosee fooesenvescasienese sieniin s...| 80, 470, 920. 25 
Leavenworth, Lawrence = Galveston... .| Mar. 3,1863 800, 000.00 
aaa Topeka and Santa Fé. AOne] 3, 000, 000, 00 
U c, 1, 520, 000. 00 
St. Joseph a and Denver n S 1, 700, 000, 00 
Por Suunan and Lake paperig Wisconsin Central i i Bx RRS) 1864 | 1,800, 000.00 
and Milwaukee, afterwards West Wisconsin, now Chicago, St. Paul, Min- |....0.....0...-.cceseossleceeseenes AD ER 5 624, $43, 21 
neapolis and CALNE 
St, Croix =e Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, MENOON san Omaha: 
Main lin 291, 799. 26 
yfi ch., sse 144, 399. 51 
Lake Superior and Mississippi, now St, 920, 000. 00 
Sioux City and St. Paul. 524, 800.00 
Mi r Wesi 536, 000, 00 324, 
Grand ids and Ind $52, 960. 00 852, 
Southern Minnesota and Min: 404, 000, 00 458, 
Bay de Noquetand Marquette {Stara mago! 
Marquette and Ontonagon peA ame Sa Apea and Ontonagon. ] == à 
Peninsula [Chicago and Northwestern]. (Ses Marquette and State line.)........sseresersrerr unnn, 000.00 207, 
Minnesota and Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacifc.. eas 000.00 
susbidnaweseoedes opesteucusseasen oveseseeppecccopesvoess beseecee 455.58 
Minneapolis and Cedar Valley [Minnesota Centrai.. 861. 20 
Winona and St. Peter’s...........-.. 000. 00 
Southern Minnesota.. 000. 00 
Hastings, Minnesota and Red River of the North, now Hastings and Dakota............) 0... 000. 00 
TOtal o ccossas cctssenacontecsnedere EER EEE E PA ONE ISDA FA A SEET ERS LE NAI , 624, 85 


Grants to corporalions subsequent to March 4, 1861, 


Union Pacific. 


Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western 
Denver Pacific. 
Kansas Pacific. 


ww {| July 3 Leet |} 12,000,000.00) 2, 616, 258.08 
finds SY 1,1802 | 1, 000,400.00 | 164, 721.51 


see eeeeee 


Central Pacific and Western... 


Hannibal a St. Joseph [Union Pacific, Central Branch] 

Sioux City and Pacific. 

Burlington and SS 

Northern Pacific .. 

Geacen Content [Oo d California, 
regon Cen regon an orni 

Atlantic and Pacific. 


Southern Pacific... 
Oregon Central [Ore and Cetenet forti 
Southern Pacific, Branch line... 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875, 


s 
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Land grants made by Congress in aid of the construction of military wagon-roads prior and subsequent to March 4, 1881. 


Area 
Estimated certified or 


Date 
Route of road, State. Mile limits. jof granting | areaof entire | patented up 
act. route,* to June 30, 
1888, 
Grants for wagon-roads prior to March 4, 1861. -$ A 
cores. eres. 
From the Lower Rapids of the Miami of Lake Erie to the western boundary of the 49,177.45 49,177.45 
Connecticut reserve 
Were Cons Oeee C0 Searels oa caogcns 5s seven onacse E E A EAT p FER ae Se en 31,596.09 31,596.09 
From Lake Michigan, via Indianapolis, to some convenient point on the Ohio River.| Indiana ......... y I70, 590. 24 170. 580. 24 
E BP A A Biche Wa AINE R A EA O SE O IP A AA OEA] EISCAT FERETE MEEA 251,358.78 | 251,853,78 
Grants for wagon-roads subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
From Fort Wilkins, Copper Harbor, Mich., to Green Bay, Wis........ssesesesssssesresenee neess Seto l OAA 1D. ....0sse00 221,013.36 221,013. 36 
e A E AE PRE SN E ES sesemnes} Wisconsin.....,|--.-0. do.. R REE PRN 302, 930. 96 802, 930. 96 
From Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw.............. css oso 


From Grand Rapids to the Straits of Mackinaw.............. 
@From Wausaw to Lake Superior................sccorsssccsesressoeesssenscesseneseenrenesecanecs sasanscssves sarees 
From Eugene City, Oregon, to the eastern boundary of State [Oregon Central military 


aseseesneeceaneneeceaeanneeens ereere seese eure ereeres eseese cesses arenes nneneeeehastet® saanas sansentereestireetegeensenwnes seeen! 


rom) Corvaliss: to WAGs ne BOn todos savesesesesétmasdnecsich i a i ankcobanyess ested coseee fap AOs en. SA July 4, 1866 
— armel ta eastern boundary of said State [Willamette Valley and Cas- |... „| July 5, 1866 
e Mountain]. 
From Dailes City to Fort Boisé... «| Feb. 25, 1867 556, 800. 00 126, 910. 23 
From Coos Bay to Roseburgh.... .| May 3, 1869 104, 000. 01 104, 000, OL 
Total grants subsequent to 1861 2,530, 379, 84 1,782, 730.74 


2, 781,733.62 | 2, 034, 084,52 


* The figures of this column are approximately correct, being based on the estimate of the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875 
Reeapitulation of land grants made by Congress to States and corporations for railroads and wagon-road purposes prior and subsequent to March 4 
` 1861. 


Acreage Acreage certi- 


Grants. granted Bed of pat- 
Prior to March 4, 1861. 
TO STATES, X 
railroad 20,109 920. 25 23,108 467 93 
Grants for purposes. , 920. . 
Grants for wagon purposes. x 251,353.78 251, 353.78 
Total ..csceseccees PR ai aN clack sO cs aca a ested cs os AE ER LAE E enews pais RESNA E E V E E EE IEE E EAEE 30,722,274.03 | 23, 356, 821. 76 
[No grants to corporations were made by Congress during the above period. ] 
i Subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
TO STATES, 
Grants for railroad purposes. 17, 775, 624. 86 11, 360, 367. 57 
Grants for somerset purposes, 530, 379. 84 1,782, 730.74 
PE EEI NE AEE SIO E AN TEN 20, 906,004.70 | 13, 143,098, 31 
Grants for railroad purposes.. «| 163, 643, 944. 83 13, 454, 111, 02 


183,949, 949.53 | 26, 597, 209. 33 
153, 227, 675. 0 | 3, 240, 387. 57 


But gentlemen suggest that time was not of the essence of the grants, 
and that the railroad corporations might hold the land until, by the 
industry and energy of the whole people, the country should be set- 

' tiled up and the lands in in value. If this view be correct, 
then the infamy of these grants is the more apparent; instead of be- 
ing grants to ‘‘aid”’ in the construction of railroads and open up the 
country, these grants should be designated as gifts of Congress to 
wealthy gentlemen to be enhanced in value by the labor of the Amer- 
ican people. If time was not of the essence of these grants, why did 
the Northern Pacific and the others ask for an extension of time which 
Congress graciously granted? Let uslook atthis matter further. Take 
the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad. According to the last re- 
port of the Commissioner of Railroads, this company had received up 
to Decer ber 31, 1486, patents for 13,845,072 acres, and had sold 5,977,- 
060.99 artes, for which there was received in cash $21,324,039.07; still 
due, $3,738,836.63, making in all for these 5,977,060,99 acres granted 
to that corporation the sum of $25,082,000. The words of the Com- 
missioner #re as follows: 


The total number of acres of land received by this company from the 
Government by patent and certification, December 31, 1885, was 13,845,072,- 
50, of which 5,977,060.99 acres have been sold. From these sales the com- 
By has received $21,324,039.07, and there are outstanding on time sales $3,758,- 


` 


ing that the residue of the 13,845,072 acres patented to that 
road shows the same return, something more than $3.50 an acre, what 
will bè realized from the lands for which that company has already 
obtained patents from the General Land Office? The enormous sum 
of $48,457,742, a sum within $27,000,000 of the cost of the entire road 
from Lake Superior to Portland, Oregon, with the branch across the 
Cascade range of mountains to Puget Sound, an imperial possession. 
The whole cost of the entire system is estimated by the Commissioner 
of Railroads at $75,000,000. The Commissioner tells us in his report 
that the corporation has reserved its coal andtimber lands. Of course 
these public-spirited gentlemen who have obtained this grant of 42,- 
500,000 acres of the people’s land will withhold the valuable coal and 
timber land to enlarge the imperial wealth a benevolent Congress has 
given them out of the patrimony of the people. Yet gentlemen think 
be remainder of this imperial grant should not be forfeited back to 

e people. 

Gentlemen think injustice would be done to this corporation if we 
declare the forfeiture here proposed. I think the injustice was in 
making the grant. The natural results of such a fostering of wealth 
by law made its appearance in due time. Instead of these grants ever 
operating for the benefit of the settler, the result was exactly the re- 
verse. Before the homesteader was ready to move, before the landless 


‘ 
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A eareful inquiry will reveal the fact that the present Administration 
has absolutely reversed the land policy of the Republican administra- 
tions. Instead of a policy that favored the grants to railroad corpora- 
tions, the Spanish and Mexican grants, and the enormous claims un- 
der entries made for speculation, every effort is now made consistent 
with justice to restore the public lands to the bona fide settler. Gen- 
eral Sparks and his able successor, Col, A. M. Stockslager, pursuing the 
same line of policy under the earnest approval of the President, have 
restored by Executive order 52,437,373 acres to the public domain, as 
will be seen by the following table: 


citizen could gather his family around him and start on the journey 
for a home on your public domain, the prospectors, land-jobbers, and 
capitalists from Europe as well as*America lad invaded all that 
country within the reach of the railroad and appropriated in large es- 
tates the very cream of the fertile lands.. Take Dakota. You could 
travel there years ago for weary miles and miles and see on every hand 
the yirgin soil untouched. Yet every acre of that land had been 
entered years before, and that too by a well organized system of frauds 
humiliating to our people and dishonoring to our Government. Be- 
sides, was it not natural, when we undertook to imitate the policy of 
European nations, of great subsidies enarging the wealth of the favored 
few, that just such events should transpire as those which caused the 
people of this country a few years ago to blush in beholding the fruits 
of these imperial grants inuring to the benefit of the capitalists and 
nobility of Europe? And how natural it was when the celebration of 
the alleged completion of this railroad occurred that the favored class 
of Europe should be the guests of that corporation. You can not make 
such grants without reaping a harvest of misfortune, without pro- 
ducing the same disastrous results which have reduced Europe toa 
land of palaces and huts. The fruits of subsidy in all nations are the 
same—the wealth and luxury of the favored class, the poverty and 
wretchedness of the people. 

The time for the completion of the last railroad under this extraor- 
dinary system of land grants was the 4th day of July, 1882, in the 
midst of the Forty-seventh Congress. It was the Texas Pacific, with a 
grant of 18,500,000. In anticipation of that event, on the 16th of Jan- 
uary, 1862, I introduced House bill No. 2878 for a general forfeiture of 
unearned Jand grants, in substance the same as the pending amend- 
ment of the House Committee on Public Lands. On the 6th of Febru- 
ary, 1862, Mr. Cobb, of Indiana, introduced a similar bill; both were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. Many bills declaring 
the forfeiture of particular grants were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. On the latter committee Mr. Proctor Knott, Judge PAYSON, 
and other members demanded a hearing on these bills. Yet from 
the first day to the last of that House of Representatives, over which 
Speaker Keifer presided as Speaker, notwithstanding persistent effort, 
the more urgent as many thousand miles of these land-grant railroads 
were then subject to forfeiture without the least shadow of defense, 
not one single vote could be obtained on any bill declaring a forfeiture, 
The members of the House demanding these forfeitures were absolutely 
ignored by the Speaker and the controlling majority. Itseems just to 
assert that this House in the Forty-seventh Congress was organized with 
express reference to the defeat of all attempts to declare the forfeiture 
of these lands. $ 

As soon as the Forty-eighth Congress was fully organized, with Mr. 
CARLISLE Speaker, the policy of this House as to these grants was in- 
stantly reversed. The following resolutions, which I had the honor to 
submit to the House on the 21st day of January, 1884, were promptly 
adopted, I think they fully express the principles of the Democratic 
party in relation to the public lands: 


Resolved, That, in the judgment of this House, all the public lands heretofore 
granted to States and corporations to aid in the construction of railroads, so far 
as the same are now subject to forfeiture by reason of the nonfulfillment of the 
conditions on which the grants were made, ought to be declared forfeited to the 
United States and restored to the public domain, 

Resolved, That itis of the highest public interest that the la ws touching the 
ublic lands should be so framed and administered as to a cons free- 
old therein to the greatest number of citizens; and to that end all laws facili- 

tating speculation in the public lands or authorizing or permitting the entry or 
PUNAS thereof in large bodies ought to be repealed and all of the public lands 
adapted to agriculture (subject to bounty grants and those in aid oj ry rea | 
ought to be reserved for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers, and dis; 

of under the provisions of the homestead laws only. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands is hereby instructed to re- 
port to the House bills to carry into effect the. views expressed in the foregoing 
resolutions; that said committee shali be authorized to report such bills at any 
time, subject only to revenue and appropriation bills, and the same shall in like 
order be entitled to consideration, 


No revolution was ever more complete than that witnessed in the or- 
ganization of this House in the Forty-eighth Congress. The foregoing 
resolutions were adopted and became from thence to the present hour, 
the rule of the House of Repesentatives, Under this policy the follow- 
ing land-grants have been forfeited and the land restored to the people. 


Congressional action on land-grant forfeiture bills, 


Land actually restored to the public domain. Acreage. 


Lands in granted railroad limits restored sees} _ 2, 108,417. 38 
Railroad indemnity lands restored.......... ART «| 21, 323, 600, 00 
Private land claims; withdrawn lands restored............-.ss+-s-esee 576, 000. 00 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber-culture, desert, = 

mineral, and timber land laws canceled in regular course of ex- 

amination and proceedings in General Land Office for abandon- 

ment, illegality, and other CAuses............cceensssrecesesseresassenseaseeene) 27, 460, 008. 74 
Invalid State selections restored to United States.......ccscsssorencresses 968, 747.52 


Total actually restored to the public domain and opened to 
entry and settlement ...........cesrecesereseneersssee scosecepecsenpessceses| 02, 437, 373: OF 


You have, gentlemen, at the present session of Congress passed a bill 
for the first time classifying the public lands and securing to actual 
settlers all the remaining public lands adapted to agriculture, protect- 
ing your remaining coal fields, and streams of water from monopoly, 
protecting your forest from destruction, and repealing all Jaws under 
which speculation in the public lands is possible. You have declared 
in that bill that the public lands shall be held to secure homes for our 
people, and for no other purpose.- Had that bill been passed as a part 
of the homestead measure of May 20, 1862, how many generations 
would elapse before the peril would approach that comes to a nation 
from a homeless, hopeless, and discontented people!. The promise of 
a home on your public lands. has through generations past inspired 
with hope the hearts of millions of laboring men of the United States, 
Every laboreriat the forge, in the shop, and every where has been buoyed 
up withthe hope thatafter awhile by patient industry he might secure 
for his family an independent freehold upon the public domain. It has 
been not only the source of your greatness, but the ark of your safety. 
But, unfortunately, the spirit that inspired the homestead law died with 
its enactment; the vast body of your public lands were left ex to 
speculation for the benefit of those for whom the homestead law was 
not intended. 

In that bill you have passed a homestead measure which does not 
leave one acre of public land open to the speculator. By that bill you 
have set apart your public lands for homes for your people. If the 
Senate, yielding to just public sentiment, should pass that bill, and 
this measure now pending of public justice should become a law, much - 
will have been done to retrieve the past. 

Let this measure proposed by your Committee on Public Lands pass. 
Let it become a law. Restore the land to the people from whom it 
has been unjustly taken; restore to them these million§ of acres which 
have been so unwisely and improvidently granted to favored parties; 
restore the land to its rightful ownersand dedicate your remaining lands 
for homes for your people and then those whose praise is most to be de- 
sired, the unfortunate, the poor, the landless, will rise up and pro- 
nounce their blessings upon the Fiftieth Congress of the United States, 
[Great applause. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, from an early period in our 
national history, at least as far back as 1823, the Congress of the United 
States had been in the habit of making grants of the public lands to 
the various States of the Union, especially to the younger States just 
coming into the Union, to aid them in the struggles inciden® to the 
formative period, in the construction of works of internal improvement 
inaugurated with a view to their development. In the beginning of 
these grants they were intended to assist in, and were confined wholly 
to, the construction of wagon-roads and canals, and in improving the 
navigation of rivers. Ata later period grants were also made to cer- 
tain States with authority to use the lands in the construction of rail- 

The first grant of this latter kind was made in 1850 to the 
State of Illinois, and the lands were subsequently granted by the Leg- 
islature of that State to the Illinois Central Railroad Company, to in- 
duce and assist that company to construct a railroad through the State 
persian - from the city of Chicago to the southern boundary thereof. 
To rs pe After that a number of grants were made to the different States for 
pete E similar purposes. Up to 1862 the policy of Congress had been to make 
grants, not directly to corporations, but to the States, confefring power 
and authority upon the States, as grantees, to use the lands for specific 
purposes and within certain limitations for the good of the entire State 
asa public community. The purpose was to benefit the States and the 
whole people thereof by putting into their own hands certain public 
properties, to be used by them in advancing enterprises of great local 
importance—enterprises inaugurated by authority of the States them- 
selves and subject to their control. The policy of making grants, even 


Name of railroad. Congress. 


Oregon Central...... 


Tuscaloosa and Mobile.... 
Mobile and New Orleans. 
Elyton and Beard’s Bluff, 
Memphis and Charleston. 
Savannah and Albany..... 
New Orleans and State Line... 
Tron Mountain of Arkansas... 
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of that character, was stubbornly resisted by many of the greatest and 
wisest men in our parliamentary history, and the wisdom of that re- 
sistance has been made manifest by the evil and disastrous consequences 
which have in later years grown out of it. a 

Noserious objection, perhaps, could be urged to the mere act of grant- 
ing a limited amount of land to new States struggling in their infancy 
against the difficulties, inconveniences, and poverty incident to com- 
munities upon the frontier in the formative period, and placing it in the 
hands of the community itself, to be used wisely and judiciously in the 
development of the country, if the policy of making such grants should 
stop there and go no further. But it was thought in the beginning of 
these grants that to make them, or that the right to make them, was 
doubtful under a proper construction of the constitutional powers of 
Congress, and that if even a seeming infraction of the Constitution in 
this regard was permitted, though for a purpose at that time apparently 
beneficent, it would be a breach in the wall through which future in- 
roads upon a larger scale and far more dangerous in character would be 
made; and I repeat now that the wisdom of that opposition has been 
unfortunately verified by the events which have since occurred, for in 
1861 a AYE party came into power and assumed control of publie 
affairs in this country whose whole history before and since shows its 
utter disregard of constitutional restraint. ‘The Constitution has never 
stood in the way of that party when it songht an end; and if it did it 
was so much the worse for the Constitution. Where the disposition 
and the powerare combined itis always easy enough to evade the law. 
When a party, latitudinarian in its construction of constitutional limi- 
tations and powers, is pushing forward to the achievement of the pur- 

it has in view, every mistake made in the past is widened and 
widened in its scope and effect, until it is made not only a precedent, 
but the rnleof action. Sothe Republican party, coming into power in 
1851, looked back over the history of the past and saw that other parties, 
the Democratic party among them, had from time to time ted more 
or less lands to States, which the States had in turn used in divers ways, 
frequently by grants of their legislatures to private corporations, to aid 
in the prosecution of local enterprises, took a step in advance, and, put- 
ting the States aside, made enormous grants of the public lands directly 
to railroad corporations. 

It may not be uninteresting, Mr. Speaker, in this connection to give a 
brief history of our public domain and the connection which the two 
great political parties of this day have had with it. At the outstart I 
make this statement, that without claiming aught of credit for the ces- 
sion of the great Northwestern Territory and the cessions made to the 
Federal Government by Georgia and other States at the beginning of 
our national history, or without claiming ought on account of the pur- 
chase from the State of Texas, only a small of which is embraced 
in the public domain, every acre of the public domain of the United 
States was acquired under Democratic administrations except Alaska, 
that terra incognito of the north, and even that was acquired under the 
administration of Andrew Johnson, who fled from the contaminations of 
his own party to seek fellowship and die forgivenin the arms of the old 

rty of constitutional government. More than that, these public 

ands were not accidentally acquired while Democratic inistrations 
happened to be in power, and as mere incidents of those administra- 
tions, but they were acquired as a part of the fixed and settled policy 
of the Democratic party, often in the face of turbulent opposition. 

What was acquired in this way and by this party? First, the Louisi- 
ana purchase, made in 1803, during the administration of Mr, Jefferson, 
embracing 1,182,752 square miles, or 756,961,280 acres; second, the 
Florida purchase, made during the administration of Mr. Monroe, in 
1819, embracing 52,268 square miles, or 37,931,560 acres; third, the 
lands acquired from Mexico by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, made 
in 1848, during the administration of Mr. Polk, and by the Gadsden 
pe, made in 1853, during the administration of Mr, Pierce, em- 

racing 568,103 square miles, or 363,585,920 acres. The total of all 
these acquisitions aggregate 1,810,123 square miles, or 1,158,478,720 
acres. Out of this magnificent empire the following States and Terri- 
tories have been created and hie namely: Parts of the States of 
Alabama and Mississippi, and all of the States of Florida, Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, Minnesota, Colorado, Or- 
egon, Nevada, and California; and the Territories of Washington, Wy- 
oming, Montana, Dakota, Idaho, Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico. 

This noble empire, unparalleled in fertility, picturesqueness, and 
beauty, as well as in the diversity and possibilities of its productions, 
is the gift of the Democratic party to the United States, If this were 
all the good this party had ever done, and though it could be truly said 
it had otherwise done much that was wrong, this one neag alone ought 
to embalm it in the grateful and affectionate memory of the country 
through all the generations who are to enjoy the rich fruits of this 
precious heritage. Where in all the history of all the empires, princi- 
palities, and powers that have risen and fallen in all the ages of the 
world has any public achievement been wrought so full of possible 
blessings to mankind? It gives us command of the Sonth Atlantic, 
the Gulf, the Pacific, and the Great Lakes, and puts within our almost 
boundless territory the mightiest rivers of the earth. It gives to us 
mountains whose sublimity, plains whose extent and fertility, valleys 
whose beauty and fecundity are almost without rivals on the globe. 


It gives to us the most extensive and marvelously productive min- 
eral deposits, including the precious metals and minerals of all kinds, 
which have been yet discovered; and puts at our command, as a part 
of our national possessions, a coal area greater than that of all Europe. 
The glory of this splendid achievement belongs alone to the Demo- 
cratic party, a glory in which no other political party is entitled to 
share. Nor is that all; for more than fifty years the Democratic party, 
which had acquired this princely estate of more than a thousand mill- 
ion acres, continued to manage it for the people. The hardy sons of our 
native land, and those of, other lands coming to us from abroad, have 
swarmed over this territory, and State after State has sprung like magic 
into being. 

There are homes in this Territory for 400,000,000 people. We could 
take the entire population of the United States according to the cen- 
sus of 1880, and put every living soul in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, or in the Territory of Dakota, and the population would not then 
be as dense as it now is in some of the most enlightened countries of 
Europe. I say the Democratic party, after acquiring these lands, man- 
aged them for the poe of the country for more than fifty years, and 
managed them well. During that eventful half century who ever heard 
of land rings, land syndicates, land corporations, or land-steals? Who 
ever heard of the Interior Department being converted into a place of 
secret resort where thieves did congregate to deviseand perfect schemes 
for public plunder? During all those years we heard no complaints, 
for there were no complaints, that the public land laws were being used 
for the pu of wholesale theft. During all those years we heard 
of no grants of public lands to private corporations. 

The only mistake made, if indeed that was a mistake, was in grant- 
ing lands to the States, with authority to use them in the prosecution 
of local enterprises by regranting them to private individuals and local 
corporations. Though it is true that some grants of that description 
were made to the States during Democratic supremacy, the power 
to do it was doubted, and it was used with great prudence and in no 
instance abused; for during our whole national history from 1789 to 
1861, all the administrations of all political parties in power in this 
country through that long and eventful period, granted of the public 
lands only 35,131,433.91 acres to the States, and not an acre to corpora- 
tions. Of that amount about two-thirds were granted under Democratic 
administrations, and the remainder under Federal and Whig adminis- 
trations. When the Republican party ascended into power and took 
control of public affairs in 1861, an entirely new policy concerning the 
disposition of our public lands was inaugurated. In 1862, while that 
party was yet on its first legs, when little more than one year of its 
administration had been completed, it granted 23,504,001.61 acres of 
our finest lands directly to railroad corporations. 

In one year it granted nearly as much as had been granted by all 
other parties combined in the whole previous history of the Republic. 
From 1861 to 1874 the Republican party was the undisputed master of 
the situation. It controlled both branches of Congress, the executive, 
and the judiciary. Every department of the Government was in its 
hands. In eleven years during that interval a Republican Congress 
passed, and a Republican executive approved, bills granting directly 
and indirectly to private corporations 185,218,966.86 acres of the public 
lands, Ihave here a long table, prepared at my request by the accom- 
modating Commissioner of the General Land Office, whichis an epitome 
of the history of these land grants. It covers all the grants made by 
Congress to the States for the purposes of internal improvement, and 
all grants made to corporations. It shows the date and the purpose 
of each grant, the name of the grantee, the number of acres covered 
by bio amas and the number of acres which have been certified or 

ten 


The table is also compiled so as to show the extent of the grants 
made prior to March 4, 1861, and the extent of the grants made subse- 
quent to that date, Ihave not time to read the whole table, but I 
will insert it in my remarks at this point. It will be observed that a 
large number of ts were made prior to 1861, but they were com- 
paratively small in extent. The policy which then prevailed was to 
make small grants to the States to aid their local enterprises, After 
1861, tho: the grants were not so numerous, they were all made in 
a short of time, were increased vastly in extent, and made, in 
the greater part, for private use and benefit, 


[See table on next page. ] 


The great State of Missouri, one district of which I have the honor 
to represent in this House, is about 300 miles in length, east and west, 
and a similar distance north and south. In that great State there are 
44,425,600 acres, orabout one-fourth as much as was granted in eleven 

ears toa dozenormore corporations. By the census of 1880 the popu- 

tion of the United States amounted to 50,155,783. That entire popu- 
lation could be given homes and dfħiciled upon these granted lands 
and the population would not be as dense as in any of the great powers 
of Europe. 
Not only so, Mr. Speaker, but these enormous grants of land made 
by the Republican party to corporations were supplemented by what 
has turned out to be a gift of bonds to the amount of $64,623,512, bear- 
ing 6 per cent. interest, s 
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Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, and to aid in river improvement 


prior and subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
{Compiled from the official records of the General Land Office.] 
FIRST.—TO AID IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROADS, 


Area 
Estimated certified or 


Names of companies. - 


Grants to States made prior to March 4, 1861. 


Jilinois Central .......»..sesc.cesscesescescoseceseapseoceseooeeeesešosene eesoesceoesos waphé eqnane sasechsoeamascosesshe) L UIDOE sbario 

Mobile and Ohio River .. o me „| Mississippi... f.s... d 
DO esios cecsse soscas soosse sese ae yon dt 

Hannibal and St. Joseph ... aa 

Pacific (Southwest branch).. E ERR eee tains A EOE EEE SE A R. R 


Cairo and Fulton.......ccsseees 
Little Rock and Fort Smith.. en 
Rock.. 


Memphis and ie Rock....... 438, 646. 00 127, 238. 00 
He erin tr and Missouri Easo 948, 643. 66 388, 934. 08 
ppi and hey nag 1, 261, 181.00 607, 461. 68 
Iowa Central Air Line r [odar Rap Rapids and Missouri River 1,298, 739.00} 1,032, 363. 28 
Du ue and ecsececaccercaseoees 1, 226, 163. 00 1, 155, 956, 54 
Flori {Pensacola Florida 1, 568, 729. 07 1, 304, 963.70 
Florida, now Atlantic, Gulf and West In Didia Trani aissi ea n Si eaa d 290, 183. 28 290, 183. 28 
Alabama and Florida. i BEES RS AS TAEA E 165, 688. 00 165, 688. 00 
DO seosessoescrcsonecece eee oo 419, 520. 00 394, 522.99 
‘Tennessee and Coosa. ea a seacteecsads vodesnesbasvoseen | veoves 132, 480, 00 67,784. 96 
Coosa and etapa te ea 144, 000. 00 |.........2..cerceee a 
` Wills Valley and ‘ortheast and ‘Southwestern {now ‘Alabama and l Chattanooga). 897, 920. 00 649, 676, 98 
Mobile and Girard...... secccesscsesecses sosceecosnsessscceoe sec cesesescenarebeees cscebeeseeee: access soccsoocasee: asea. 840, 880. 00 504, 145. 86 
Tennessee and Alabama Gentral South ‘and North Alabama]........ 2S 576, 000. 00 438, 905. 99 
Alabama and RAER: rete = assoc ate aa faa i E: Cas tax’ O 08 a 

Bay de Noquet an uel now ughton an nagon x . N 
p ea paa T r EREE EEE EA AE PAE A nas AE hv NAE ONE EAA EER IAS 331,509.15 262, 446.78 
Ontonagon State me River BEN E IE hcctachestveass ti paii 
aegne and State Li afterwards known as the Chicago, St. Paul and Fond du /...... 360, 000. 00 240, 000. 00 

tas imago and pertain resp 
boy, LTinenr ana T DAT aena a beset? 1, 052, 469.19 743, 009.36 
Gee Rapids an 852, 960.12 852, 960. 12 
Detroit and Milwaukee........ 355, 420.19 30, 998. 75 
312, 884. 00 6, 468. 68 
586, 828. 72 512, 337. 03 
3,550.00 > 1,115.38 
230, 546. 88 228, 661. 43 
d 297, 654. 32 296, 654. 32 
St. Croix and Lake Superior now chines St. Paul, z 
Main line.. 495, 047.24 495, 047.24 
Bayfield Bra 319, 962. 89 319, 962. 89 
Chicago, St. Paul, and 565, 575. 76 545, 575.76 
610, 880.00 853, 212, 68 
New Orleans, Opelousas and Great Western .........ccccserssessoessesssreessoncarsnssecensensssssensnessess| sneered Qeenees 967, 840.00 51, 452. 03 
Southern 404, 800. 00 198, 028. 41 
egg O AN ES AE ENS SLE EERO AR RIG PRES © SESSA ETRY VERRIER Mey ER 652, 800, 00 |....222.02..-seasesern0 
Minnesota aac Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacific...... Feces 749, 183, 37 750, 627. 68 
Minnesota and Pacific[St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba)...... ARISES IA WIRE dO anai 885, 000. 00 388, 223. 09 
Southern Minnesota ané Minnesota V; denie Seay. i Ponk City] do... 606, 000, 00 688, 133. 11 
Minneapolis and ears vey, aar e paoi ai 336, 041. 80 107, 823. 97 
Winona and St. Pete: dO ne 846, 000. 00 006, 072. 39 
Southern Mianceota.: ies PEI I L E EA T N recess 59, 619.45 59, G19. 45 
Total to States prior to March 4, 1961...........ccseseeesere pebbenbeontoesons wobeieacopoendesersenvansconieespeupcncacuecedekeese P ennsobioceswoesbinasantebahicnbssicuncnceabooses 30,470, 920.25 | 23,105, 467.98 
e 
Grants to States made subsequent to March, 4, 1861. 
Leavenworth, Lawrence and Taon eoeesene, 800, 000. 00 69, 104. 95 
3, 000, 000. 00 2, 934, 522. 86 
1,520, 000. 00 712, 895.18 
1, 700, 000. 00 402, 573, 24 
1, 800, 000. 00 785, 190. 68 
624, 843. 21 478, 321.03 
neapolis A Orna. 
St. Croix ae Lake Superior, now Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha: 

Main line... 291, 799, 26 287, O44. 64 
Bayfield Bra 144, 399. 51 142, 692. 24 
Lake Su or and M 920, 000. 00 828, 581. 00 
Sioux City and St. Paul. 524, 800. 00 381, 852. 88 
McG: A GRR L NOTAIO ES OFNAI ENE SOE AEAEE E NAY 0. 1, 536, 000. 00 324, 014. 07 
Grand pis and Indiana. 852, 960. 00 852, 960.12 
Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley... 404, 000. 00 458, 755. 41 


Bay de Noquet, and Marquette iMecuseee: Houghton and Ontonogon 
Marquette s and’ Ontonagon [Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon] b- 
Peninsula [Chicago and Northwestern]. . (See Marquette and State line.).... 
Minnesota and Pacific, afterwards St. Paul and Pacific........... 


Dol aS AET IEE ket cece Aa 499, 455.58 500, 418. 45 
Minneapolis and Gedar Valley’ [Minnesota Central)... 257, 361.20 1, 882, 65 
Winona and St. Peter's. me 564, 000. 00 670, 714. 92 
Southern Minnesota... 735, 000. 00 451, 562. 38 
Hastings, Minnesota ‘and Red River of the North, now Hastings and Dakota.....,. 550, 000. 00 312, 770.77 

a e r n a a E E a a a a a RT a a a 86 | 11,360, 357,57 

——— 
Grants directly to corporations made subsequent to March 4, 1861. 

Union Pacific RAS -i uly obs 2, 616, 258, 08 

Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western 
Denver Pacific a 164, 721.51 
Kansas 963, 714.02 
Central Pacific and Western... { 1, = bond 
Hannibal and St. Joseph [Union Pacific, Central Branch]. 218, 250, 08 
Sioux City and Pacific...............: actae sst, 41, 398. 23 
Burlington and Missouri River. 2,373, 290. 77 
Northern Pacific..........-....:.:0000 MEAS 1, 037, 359. 21 
California and vente ne [Central Pacifi and July 23. ‘1868 1, 362, 433. 61 
Oregon tral {Oregon and California]... dd z July 25,1866 322, 062. 40 


report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875, 


* The figures of this column are approxi 


XIX—371 


5922 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JULY 5, 


Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, ete.—Continued. 
FIRST.—TO AID IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF RAILROADS—continued. 


Area 
Date Estimated certified or 
Names of companies. State. Mile limits. | of granting |area of entire | patented up 
act. grant.* to s ~~ 30, 


Atlantic and Pacific ......,....sccssecerrsrassseee waiouectecs en asvenneaccsonvuvessenssoseceesoresons pesegerecsosoes eccoesfeneee sessenoeossessecens 
ss Genial (Otten aaa California] forteited a SERRE AR Wee wear aH 

regon Cen man orni EO A EE EE S 
Southern Pacific, branch line ..... .....rsssereresssee a 


Date ted 
Mile limits. beet ajere area of entire| patented up 


route.* to June 30, 
1888, 
Grants for wagon-roads prior to March 4, 1861. 
From the Lower Rapids of the Miami of Lake Erie to the western boundary of the 49,177.45 
Connecticut reserve. 
From Columbus to Sand cevaqpesapaeessebepn’ need 31,596. 09 
From Lake Michigay, via bg aarti to some convenient point: on the ‘Ohio River. diana ` 


Total grants prior to 1861......ss.seeresessssssens.srsesossesseesssess ee 
Grants for wagon-roads subsequent to March 4, 1851. 
k ren Bors Wilkins, Copper Harbor, Mich., to Green Bay, Wis. 


From Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw 
From Grand Rapids to the Straits of Macki 
From Wausau to Lake Superior,.....ee.s. sensers. 

From famene City, Oregon, to the eastern boundary of. 


From Uorvallis to Yaquina Bay 76, 885, 98 

From Albany, Oregon, to eastern bou 548, 749.53 
Cascade ea ray 

From Dalles City to Fort Boisé ASANA ve aes oriasi BAIE | Renney Wy 126, 910. 23 

From Coos Bay to Roseburgh ADAGE Aer. ee ATG 3 and 6.......0.c00 104, 000, 0L 


Total grants subsequent to 1861 .......s.senererruioeeroerossssesssseesesseenreverusernsreenrenn Jenenees asas 


. The figures of thiscolumn are approximately correct, being based onthe perce the annual report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of 1875. 
THIRD.—LAND GRANTS MADE BY CONGRESS TO STATES IN AID OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF CANALS. 


Object of grant. 


Grants prior to March 4, 1861, 


ya aid in opening a canal to unite at navigable points the waters of the Wabash River with those of | State of Indiana 234, 246, 73 
Lake Erie. 
sinde Š 29, 552. 50 
Name as above, ng to 259, 368. 48 
Aug. 29, 1842 | In aid of that part of canal covered b; 24, 219, 83 
Mar. 3, 1815 | To Kia in ates and completing the Wabash an 796, 630. 19 
vansville. 
May 9, 1518 | For entire length of canal as above CEBU n S unite since sonecosensguenntoe senha gcuceoaitovaserwoacbesnanese sen S toques] ube socstallDoscnecese mnesuopstibereepense 113, 348. 33 
Mar. 2,1827 | Toaid in opening a canal to unite at peste loli the waters of the Wabash River with those of )........ odeia 202, 223.51 


Lake Erie (so far as = same is in the meet 
= alos korei] ve at Ohlin pons] ET 


nde. 
Se. 5, To aid in the construction of ¢ ose 
To aid in opening a canal to unite the waters of Lake atch: Si a with those T Menors of 
Í Drea D = point of intersection with said river of the dividing tow townships 7 and 8 and the Lake 
Koshk 
To aid in peara ADT PEA ofa ship-canal around the falls of the St. Mary’s River. s..ssesssessesssssrerensenensoresesrsnowenes State of Michigan............ 


Total grants prior to 1861... 


Jene IS 1833 


Aug. 26, 1852 


3, 901, 189.74 


= 


Grants subsequent to March 4, 1861. 
Mar. 3, 1855 Ta aid in construction of breakwater and harbor and ship-canal through any public lands upon the neck | State of Michigan............ 


ie | eh known as `The Portage.” 399, 992. 40 
uly EER T EEE TOE EAT EE E PES IEEE RA APESS ESER moseideoren seaksohaSacebeby beoviseveseedenncoeeye soy 
Apr. 10, 1566 T aad in contre Ske breakwater and harbor and ship-canal to connect the waters of Green Bay with | State ry Wisconsin... RASA 199, 630. 98 
those oi e 
July 3, 1866 Toae pe ofa ship-canal to connect the waters of Lake Superior with the lake known as | State of Michigan............ 100,011.67 
e. 


Total grants subsequent to 1861... ngroeesscrssoesscccectsesssvnevvevcvcee sevens senenees senseo psctssrešcéčesešsóvesossssasssissšcpessiosissvecsoseesseoosssecscsosėsssosssso eseese 


Grand tótal:...ss..sossosiscóión cebecesssneseseees oussesscotoósssssossessa: o. casaiessóvevoisónooses vccas vh cseesecbaseuvenessnes cosóseðšoóvosuvssossšlóccsossesosscseeccssosecėsasss+ssos6 eesse 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


, 


5923 


Statement showing land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and wagon-roads and canals, ete. —Continued. 
FOURTH.—LAND GRANTS MADE BY CONGRESS TO STATES IN AID OF RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Date of 


grant. Object of grant. 


Grants prior to March 4, 1861. 


May 23,1828 | To aid in the improvement of the Tennessee River, State of Alabama. ete. ...-.00sc.sccessvecnssnse sesccensnseseseseenesees 
8, 1346 | To aid in improving the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in Wisconsin, and constructing canal to unite said 


Aug. 
rivers, etc, 
Aug. 3,1854 '......... r o PNE ENEE S A OOSTR GA ER RNS 
D R Bj LOE EEST.” DEE NE NEN SONT. ES ARSS E EE 
Aug. 8,1846 | The improvement of the Des Moines River, below Raccoon Fork... 


| 


along the river bank. 


Grants. 


Prior to March 4, 1861, 
TO STATES. 


Grants for railroad purposes. 
Grants for wagon purposes.. 
Grants for Sane Aeshna x. 
Grants for riverimprovement purposes 


Total..... ccs»: Joss cdcasosapýšssodsdó op tobeye ods otgéén hoccsaseboodebe pebensensenmenscosneeens seanso nwoséseotesenss ee: 


(No grants to corporations were made by Congress prior to 1861.) 
Subsequent to March 4, 1861. 


Grants for rAlirond PUTPOBEB, <5.o50600555 sscccsssasisedarnsssued soucsdavescaccaavsosenssennsseqsenoeebesore sone 


Grants for wagon-road purposes. 
Grants for canal purpar 
Grants for river-improvement purposes. 


Grants for railroad PUPPOBOB score sccsosveseee sesssonscesenecnvcentivecvecsvovcsseuces eeccesveceserepeectesocseus 
Total of all grants made subsequent CO March 4, 1861 SE ESTS ESA 
Excess in acres of grants to States and corporations made subsequent to March 4, 1861, over those made prior thereto. 


That is to say, a Republican Congress, after donating over 185,000,000 
of acres of the public lands to these corporations, went further and 
loaned them the credit of the Government, by guaranteeing the payment 
of the bonds of certain companies to the amount I have stated. These 
bonds, principal and interest, now amount to $122,482,106.32, which 
is an existing debt of the United States, for which the Government is 
now practically without security. Why without security? When 
these bonds were first issued the Government took a first mortgage 
lein on the roads to indemnify it against loss by reason of its guaranty, 
but afterwards the railroad managers came here to Washington and in- 
duced a Republican Congress to pass and a Republican President to 
sign a bill releasing the first mortgage which had been taken, and to 
take a second mortgage lien instead. ‘That was done so that the com- 
panies might issue additional mortgage bonds, and be enabled to dis- 

of them at a better price. The companies did issue additional 
nds, secured by a first mortgage, and sold them upon the markets of 
this country and Europe in amounts large enough practically to cover 
the entire value of the roads, thereby leaving the Government of the 
United States in the cold with an empty bag to hold. 

Was ever such a proceeding, publicly done in the light of day— 
boldly and defiantly done before the very eyes of the country—ever 
heard of before or since in parliamentary history? Who would not 
give his good right arm if this foul blot could be effaced from the pages 
of American history? ‘These shameful transactions sound like a re- 
vival of the olden times, when titled lords were sent out by the mon- 
archs of Europe with royal charters in their hands, giving to them es- 
tates of vast extent and of immense value here in the New World. 
Against that abominable and accursed practice of the Crown our fathers 
rose in protest, and terminated it by a successful war. 

The Republican party, forgetting or ignoring the history of the past, 
created corporations by Congressional enactment, invested them with 
great privileges and powers, and put charters into their hands which 
authorized them to go out upon the fairest domain on the earth—the 
poer of the American people, acquired and until then held by the 

ocratic party as the future homes of our fast increasing population— 
and appropriate it by the tens of millions of acres; a 


Atetteeen wan eeeteneeenees neneneraneneeeenet nee neneeseeeeeeene 


edad ene eee cnennsneecenseeeeeens suaneseusansscececserectseeereuenaassesene ' 


not content ^ 


Number a 
acres certi- 
Grantee. fied under 
grant, 
State of Alabama ............ 400, 016. 19 


| Territory of Wisconsin ... 683, 802. 43 


TZ! State of LOW! ...secccsseseees 322, 392, 18 
| 
{ 


| PEROT CRG DO. D TOR ai one aSa DEDE S E AN a Eo aA SEO EAN e baoe Aao ansis AA ASEE AASIAS ETS | 1,406,210. 80 
Grants subsequent to March 4, 1861.. eS 
July 12,1862 Extended grant above Raccoon Fork, for improvement of the river, and the construction of a railroad | State of IOWA. ......seesserssseee 


569, 382. 28 


569, 382, 25 


Ae neseen aaeeneeeseeeseneeeenaneenseeners 


A Oen et eee ee Re nee en eee eens ean en Rene nneeneennnen OE OHOTON EEE EERER anenee 


Aeeaeeeneeneeeseeaeessenececeenseseenes renee senneueoannerneeeereeennnee 


with that, they must issue them more than half a hundred millions of 
bonds, bearing a high rate of interest, to be paid out of the earnings of 
honest labor. Instead of having landlords among the titled nobility 
of Shee a Seer by authority of the Crown, we have corporation 
landlords, holding by authority of a Republican Congress—corporations 
whose stock is largely owned and held in Europe. 

This system of corporation landlordism is, if anything, more danger- 
ous than the one against which our fathers drew the sword. It is full 
of menace and danger to every man who looks into the future of our 
country. The very idea of a single corporation, especially one whose 
stock and bonds are principally owned abroad, like the Northern Pa- 
cific, holding as the free gift of the Government of the United States a 
territory as large as the fifth State in the Union and capable of sustain- 
ing twenty-five or thirty millions of people, can not but excite the 
gravest apprehensions in the minds of thoughtful men. 

These grants, Mr. Speaker, were not only wasteful and extravagant 
but they are dangerous to the happiness of our people and the pros- 
perity of the country, and are subversive of the true principles of a re- 
publican form of government. 

There is another feature of our public-land history scarcely less im- 
portant than the one to which I have alluded in connection with land 
grants. The general laws provide a great many ways for the disposi- 
tion of the public lands. We have the homestead law, with a right to 
commute for cash; and we have the pre-emption, timber culture, min- 
eral, and desert-land laws, and others besides. All of these laws have 
many excellent and meritorious features in them, and could be made 
the instruments of great good to the country if they were honestly ob- 
served and administered. 

During the era of Democratic supremacy these various statutes were 
administered with such rigorous scrutiny and care as to reduce frauds 
committed under them to the minimum. But under the lax and col- 
Insive methods which obtained in the administration of the General 
Land Office and of the Interior Department by Republican officials, 
fraud became not only easy, but opportunity to commit it seems not 
unfrequently to have been offered. 

All of these laws were enacted with a view to serving the needs of 
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actual settlement. They were intended to facilitate actual occupation 
of the public lands, and to promote the interest of those who should 
venture to establish homes upon the frontier and Jay the foundations of 
great commonwealths. It is undeniably true that these well-intended 
statutes have been a great blessing to many thousands of poor men who 
have found homes under their provisions; but in later years they have 
also been grossly abused by the ing and the vicious ina way to- 
tally at variance with the public right, the public interest, and the 
public weal. 

Rich men, syndicates, and corporations have employed thousands of 

le to make fraudulent entries for their benefit under the pre-emp- 
tion, desert-land, and other laws, by means of bribery and perjury. 
The laws have been evaded and many millions of acres of the public 
domain have been literally stolen. Laws that were intended to pro- 
tect the public lands from speculation and preserve them as free homes 
for the homeless, have been so administered under administrations 
previous to the present one as to enable a favored few to acquire lordly 
estates, amounting to tens of thousands of acres. I have not time to 
go into this phase of the question with anything like detail. It is 
sufficient to say that so startling and universal had fraud become, and 
such a storm of protest was rising from the people against loose and 
dishonest methods of administration, that President Cleveland, after 
having had a thorough and exhaustive examination made into the 
subject, in his first message to Congress asserted that the tide of fraud 
and corruption had risen so high and become so strong that the only 
remedy was to repeal the laws under which such things were made 

ossible, 

3 I think to-day hardly any man can be found who has read the 
President’s message on this subject or the more recent reports of the 
Interior Department, or who has given himself any trouble to look 
into this questiðh, who will not acknowledge the commanding neces- 
sity of legislation which will protect what is left of our public domain 
from the eager and almost irrepressible greed of the plunderer. 

Only so much have I time to say on this occasion by way of com- 
paring the management of our public domain by the Democratic party 
up to 1861 and its management by the Republican party from that 
date to 1874. In 1874, for the first time in many years, a Democratic 
Honse was elected, and from the hour that the Democratic party 
marched back with triumphant banners into this wing of the Capitol 
no grants of the public lands have been made; and since the inaugu- 
ration of President Cleveland no conspiracy for fraudulent appropria- 
tions of the public lands by any means has been even attempted. 

‘The business of granting lands to private corporations ceased in 1874 
upon the reappearance of the Democratic party as a controlling power 
in this branch of the national assembly, and the land-thieyes sought 
shelter the very day a Democratic President first crossed the threshold 
of the White House. This is not the statement of poetic license, but 
it is an indisputable fact. One of the very first acts of the first Demo- 
cratic House after the war was the adoption of the following resolu- 
tion, introduced by Mr, HOLMAN, then as now, a distinguished Demo- 
cratic Representative from Indiana, with only three Democratic votes 
against it: 

Resolved, That grants of the poe lands to corporations ought to be discon- 


tinued, and the remainder of the lands ought to be held as a sacred trust to se- 
cure homesteads to actual settlers, and for no other purpose whatever, 


That resolution was simply a reassertion of the policy of the Demo- 
cratic party with reference to our public lands; and it has been steadily 
and stubbornly adhered to at all times. But we did not stop with the 
mere declaration of the policy outlined by that resolution. By the 
terms of many of the larger grants the corporations receiving them 
were given until 1878 or 1879 to construct their lines of road, and 
thereby acquire title to the land through a compliance with the terms 
of the grants. Many of the companies have never complied with the 
terms of the grants by building their roads in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the granting acts. In 1882 the first forfeiture bill was 
introduced in the House. It was intended to forfeit the lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railway Company, because of its failure to 
complete its line of road within the time limited by the act granting 
the lands in aid of its construction. 

The completion of the road was made a condition of the grant. If 
the road was not completed from one end to the other, within a certain 
time fixed by the granting act and acts supplementary thereto, the title 
of the lands did not pass to the corporation but remained in the Gov- 
ernment. The road, as I have said, was not completed—it is not even 
yet completed—and so the bill forfeiting the granted lands and restoring 
them to the public domain was introduced in the House in 1982, and 
referred by the Speaker to the Committee on the Judiciary. That was 
in the Forty-seventh Congress, and the House was then in the control 
of the Republican party, and was presided over by Mr. Keifer, of Ohio. 
The Republican majority of the Judiciary Committee reported the bill 
back to the House with a recommendation that it do not pam: The re- 
pora was made by Mr. REED, of Maine, then chairman of the Judiciary 

mmittee, and now the acknowledged leader of the Republican minor- 
ity of this House. He took the ground, in his report, that Congress had 
no right or power to forfeit the lands,and made a long argument to 
maintain his position. 


The Democratic minority of that committee, with Judge PAYSON, a 
Republican Representative from Illinois, filed a minority report, and 


took the ground boldly, and clearly demonstrated its correctness by 
argument and authority, that Congress did have both the right and 
the power to declare the forfeiture. Nothing further, however, was 
done with the bill during that Congress. The House of the next or 
Forty-eighth Con, was Democratic. A number of forfeiture bills 
were again introduced, and the Democratic committee of that House 
reported them back with a favorable recommendation. 

A numberof them passed the House after a heated struggle, and went 
to the Senate, where the most of them died, though a partof them, with 
great difficulty, were forced through that body. Again, in the Forty- 
ninth Congress a large number of forfeiture bills were introduced, and 
again reported favorably by Democratic committees of the House and 
passed through that body and~went to the Senate; and again, though 
some important measures succeeded in getting through the Senate, a 
large number of them were smothered. Here isa tableshowing in de- 
tail what portion of these granted lands have been recovered and re- 
stored by Congressional enactment. 


Forfeiture bills passed by the Forty-eighth Congress. 
Company. 
June 28, 1884 | Iron Mountain of Missouri.... 


Jan, 81,1885 | Oregon Central, 
Feb, 28,1885 | Texas Pacific. 


Date. 


Forfeiture bills passed by the Forty-ninth Congress. 


Date. Company. 


July 6, 1886 | Atlantic and Pacific........... 
Tuscaloosa end Mobile..... 
Mobile and New Orleans... 
Elyton and Beard’s Bluff. 
Memphis and Charlesto: 
Savannah and Albany... 
New Orleans and State 
Iron Mountain of Arkansas. 


July 10, 1896 


Grand total by both Congresses, 50,482,240 acres, 

All of the forfeiture bills introduced were Democratic measures, orig- 
inating in a Democratic House, reported by a Democratic committee, 
and urged as a of the fixed legislative policy of that party. They 
were obstru and hindered in the House, and most of them were 
literally buried in the Republican Senate. So much for what has been 
already accomplished in the way of recovering the lands granted to aid 
in the construction of railroads. 

But that is not all. Following the lead of the President, and in the 
spirit of his message, the Democratic House of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress a bill, reported from the Democratic Committee on the 
Public Lands, repealing the commutation clause of the homestead law, 
the pre-emption law, and other laws under which the public lands had 
been fraudulently appropriated during a long series of years, and hold- 
ing whatever was left of the public domain exclusively for actual set- 
tlement. 

That bill was sent over to the Senate, and that Republican house of 
lords refused to concur in the measure unless the House would 
to insert a provision confirmingall entries, without regard to their char- 
acter, which had been made up to thattime. That the House refused 
to do, because it was a known fact, ascertained as the result of ex- 
haustive investigations begun and prosecuted by the officers or the 
present Administration, that frauds upon a large scale had been com- 


-| mitted. Many fraudulent entries, involving millions of acres, were 


then hanging up in the General Land Office, undergoing investigation, 
with a view to cancellation because of their frandulent character. The 
House would not consent by an act of confirmation to sweep all of that 
work of the Department aside, and permit the thieves to walk off with 
the plunder, bearing the sanction of our approval; and hence the bill 
did not become a law. 

None the less the President, through his subordinates, has been going 
steadily on with the work of investigation, canceling fraudulent en- 
tries, eradicating evils of various kinds, and perfecting the methods of 
administering the laws. Here is a table which shows the magnificent 
result of this great work. In addition to the forfeitures made by the 
Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Co: the Interior Department, by 
executive action, during the present Administration has restored over 
52,000,000 acres to settlement. Here is the table: 


Land actually restored to the public domain. 


Lands in ted railroad limits restored 
Railroad indemnity lands restored,........... 
Private land claims; withdrawn lands restored. eek Ss 
Entries under pre-emption, homestead, timber-culture, desert, 
mineral, and timber land laws canceled in lar course of ex- 
amination and proceedings in General Land Office for abandon- 
ment, illegality, and other Causes ..........eeeesencenereeeneserresesenneneees 
Invalid State selections restored to United States.....-...cccsccsessnreee 


Total actually restored to the public domain and opened to 


Heeneeeer sane nenenes 


1888. 
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The land thieves had a harvest of twenty years, and they made hay 

while the sun shone. But the blizzard came with Cleveland. Under 

| hisadministration the first staggering blow in twenty years was struck 

at this monstrous corruption. ‘The wolves showed their teeth, snarled 

and snapped, but the ‘‘man of destiny ” at the White House has been 

steadily beating them back. A distinguished re tative of the 
Republican party in official life recently said of the President— 

That the nomination and election of Grover Cleveland have made the preten- 
sions of any American citizen respectable. There is no man in this country 
whose ignorance is so profound, whose antecedents are so degraded, and whose 
obscurity is so impenetrable that he may not aspire toa Presidential nomination 
by the Democratic party. 

However that may be, this same Grover Cleveland isa ‘‘holy terror” 
to that army of thieves who grew round, sleek, and oily under the easy 
opportunities offered them during the heyday of Republican exaltation. 

The President and his able subordinates in the Land Department 
have been misrepresented, maligned, and abused with great ingenuity 
and with unexampled maliciousness. Fighting for the settlers, he has 
been represented as fighting against them. Striving to protect the pub- 
lic lands against speculation and fraud, he has been charged with de- 
siring to harass honest men and despoil them of their homes. Mud 
to the right, mud to the left, mud in front, mud everywhere, thrown 
by all sorts of men at this stalwart champion of the people and brave 
defender of the publicright. But he has kept right on striking sturdy, 
sledge-hammer blows until his enemies are falling away hefore him; 
and this Democratic House, being equally vigilant and active, has gone 
with him, step by step, in all his efforts to correct these public abuses, 
The Democratic party has a glorious history in connection with the 
acquisition and control of the public domain of the Republic. It ac- 
quired that matchless domain and has fought many a heroic battle to 
preserve it for the people. Its achievements in this respect alone are 
more than sufficient to endear it to the hearts of patriotic and right- 
thinking men everywhere, 

But how different is it with the Republican party in this respect. 
We might pass by the Credit Mobilier frauds, the whisky frauds, the 
Navy frauds, and frauds of all kinds tand small, thatswept through 
Congress, hung upon the skirts of the Cabinet, and left a stain like the 
imprint of a bloody hand upon the inner wall of the White House; we 
might pass by the corruption of.the judiciary and the theft of the Presi- 
dency; we mightclose our lips against the national banks, those insolent 
masters of the people’s currency, and say naught more against the tariff, 
that plundering scheme smartly devised by cunning rogues to confer 
special privileges upon a few and enrich one classand one section, while 
in the name of labor it impoverishes another; we might pass by all 
things else, and the history which the Republican party has made, and 
is still making, in connection with our public lands, ought alone to 
condemn it before all enlightened men as an organization no longer 
worthy of public confidence, which has long ontlived its usefulness, 
and lags superfluous upon the stage as a putrid reminiscence of an 
ancient event commemorated by the ‘‘bloody shirt.” [Applause. ] 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to consider briefly the bill immediately 
under consideration. At the beginning of this Congress a number of 
bills were introduced in the House to forfeit lands granted inaid of the 
construction of railroads, which have been favorably reported, and are 
now pending on the Calendar of the House. Some six weeks ago the 
Senate passed a bill entitled ‘‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes.” That bill has been considered by the House Com- 
mittce on the Public Lands, and, as it is general in its character, it has 
been made the basis of the pending measure. 

The Public Lands Committee have reported it back to the House with 
amendments. Indeed, there are three reports from that committee. It 
may not be inappropriate to remark that a consideration of those re- 
ports will forcibly illustrate the position of the Democratic and Re- 
publican parties on the subject of forfeiting these railroad land grants. 

The bill, as it came from the Senate, proposes to forfeit and restore 
to the public domain all that part, and only that part, of the lands 
granted by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads which lie 
along that portion of the routes over which no road has been built up 
to this date. That is the bill our committee have been considering. 
Out of it three propositions have grown and are brought here into the 
House by the various members of the Public Lands Committee. 

First. Four distinguished Republican members of that committee, 
namely, Messrs, PAYSON, MCKENNA, TURNER of Kansas, and HER- 
MANN, file a report in which they recommend the passage of the Senate 
bill. 

Second. A majority of the committee, through Judge HOLMAN, filea 
report in which they recommend an amendment to the Senate bill ex- 
tending its scopesoas to embrace and forfeit not only the lands where no 
road has been yet built, but also all lands across which no road had 
been built at the expiration of the period limited in the granting acts 
for the completion of the whole road. 

‘Third. My colleague on the committee, Mr. MCRAE, of Arkansas, 
and myself have filed a separate report, in which we recommend a for- 
feiture of the entire grant where there has been a failure of compliance 
by the corporations with the terms and conditions of the grant. We 
propose simply to go a little farther than the majority recommend in 
the report filed by Judge HOLMAN. 


Let me take one of the roads affected by the bill with which to illus- _ 


trate the difference in the three propositions. I will take the Southern 
Pacific of California. On July 27, 1866, Congress granted to the South- 
ern Pacific Company every alternate odd-numbered section, to the 
amount of ten alternate sections per mile on each side of its line of 
road, to aid the company in the construction of its road from San Fran- 
cisco to a point on the Colorado River near the southeastern boundary 
of California. The grant was made and accepted on the express con- 
dition that the whole road, from one end to the other, should be ‘‘con- 
bony equipped, furnished, and completed ” by the 4th day of July, 
878. ; 

On July 4, 1878, the company had completed only about 232 miles 
of the road, which covered little more than one-third of the entire 
length. Since July 4, 1878, the company has constructed an additional 
242 oe of the road, leaving still, at this time, about 150 miles uncon- 
structed. 

Now, the Senate bill, the passage of which, substantially without 
change, is recommended by the four Republican members of the com- 
mittee who file a minority report, proposes to forfeit only that part of 
the granted lands ging along the 150 miles of the route where no road 
has been yet built. 

The amendment reported by Judge Hormax, on behalf of the ma- 
jority, proposes to forfeit the lands covered by the Senate bill, and also 
to go further and forfeit the lands lying along the 242 miles of road 
constructed since July 4, 1878—the date fixed for the completion of 
the whole road. 

The amendment which I propose embraces all the lands covered by 
both of these propositions, and goes still farther and seeks to embrace 
as a part of the forfeiture the lands lying along the 232 miles of road 
constructed prior to July 4, 1878. In other words, I maintain that 
where there has been non-compliance with the conditions of the grant, 
as in the case I have been referring to, the entire grant should be for- 
feited, and not merely a part of it. 

With a view to ascertaining the practical difference in the three propo- 
sitions, I requested the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
have the matter examined and report to me what roads, and the num- 
ber of acres claimed by each, would be affected by each of the three 
propositions. In response to thatrequest I received the following letter, 
accompanied by a table disclosing the information I desired. The 
leiter and the table are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 13, 1888. 
Ba I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of the statement show- 


g: 

1. The number of acres that would be restored to the publie domain by an act 
declaring forfeited all lands opposite the uncompleted portions of land grant 
railroads at this date. 

2. The number of acres which would be restored by an act declaring forfeited 
all granted lands opposite the portions of lines uncompleted at the expiration of 
the time limited by the granting act. 

3. The number of acres that would be restored by an act declaring the entire 
grants forfeited of all roads which had failed to complete their lines within the 
time fixed by the granting acts, 

Respectfully, 
T. J. ANDERSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. Wx. J. Stor, M. C., City. 


Estimated number of acres which will 
be forfeited. 


Name of railroad, 


" By House | In event of 
sa committee | forfeiture of 
‘ | amendment.) entiregrant. 
Gulf and Ship Island.... 652, 800 
Coosa and Tennessee 140, 160 
Coosa and Chattooga. 144, 000 
Mobile and Girard..... 858, 624 
Selma, Rome and Dalton*. a 642, 624 
Atlantié, Gulf and West India Transit.. 1,171,200 
Pensacola and Georgia. oe 4 5 1, 178, 880 
LA sgh Season ates aY and Tex z 364, 800 725,760 
Jackson, Lansing and inaw.. 898, 560 
Marquette, Houghton and Onton: 627, 200 
Ontonagon and Brulé River.... 288, 000 
La Crosse and Milwaukee... 235, 773 
Chicago, St, Paul, Mi 
Omaha 4, 446, 400 
Wisconsin Cent -f 1, 800, 000 
St. Vincentextension St. Pauland Pa- 
2; 009, 600 
243,712 
1, 787, 955 
Hastings and Dakota 1, 293, 440 
Northern Pacific........... 46, 947, 200 
California and Oregon.. 3, 686, 400 
Oregon and California. 4, 608, 000 
Southern Pacific.... 7, 116, 800 
78, 503, 088 


* Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amounting to 
440,700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Statute Laws, 159) 
for sole use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Company. 
The lands so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 
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Thus it will be seen that if the Senate proposition should prevail, 
the forfeiture would amount to 5,627,436 acres. If themajority amend- 
ment should prevail, the forfeiture would amount to 54,323,996 acres— 
a difference of 49,696,560 acres. If my proposition should be adopted 
the forfeiture would amount to 78,503,088 acres, or 72,875,662 acres in 
excess of that covered by the Senate bill, and 24,179,092 acres in excess 
of that covered by the majority amendment. 

As to most of the features of the bill proposed by the Housa com- 
mittee we are all substantially agreed. We propose to except from the 
forfeiture the rights of way of the companies, and sufficient lands for 
depots, machine-shops, and so forth. We also except from the forfeit- 
ure all lands appropriated for town sites, lands in the possession of actual 
settlers, and all lands held by bona fide purchasers for value. Iam 
in favor of all that. The committee is in accord as to that. I would 
freely give to the companies whatever lands are reasonably necessary 
to the convenient operation of their roads. I would not disturb titles 
and create confusion where towns and cities have been built; nor 
would I disturb or distress actual settlers, or persons who have in good 
faith purchased lands from any of the companies for a valuable consid- 
eration, Whatever defect there may be in such titles I would remove 
by an act of confirmation. The reasons for suc#*h course, I assume, 
are too manifest to require elaboration. 

If the companies are protected in their rights of way; if town sites 
are left undisturbed because excepted from the forfeiture; if honest 
actual settlers and bona fide purchasers for value are protected from 
harm by having their titles confirmed; if all equities and all questions 
of this character are eliminated from the legislation proposed, then 
there is nothing left but a naked and unincumbered issue between the 
Government of the United States, representing the people on the one 
hand, and the railroad companies on the other. It is a simple issue be- 

-tween the grantorand the grantee, with all intervening rights protected. 
And here arises the only disagreement I have with the majority of my 
colleagues on the committee, a disagreement predicated on the policy 
to be pursued with reference to the extent of the forfeitures. 

I do not antagonize the amendment proposed by Judge HOLMAN on 
behalf of the majority. It is offered in good faith and in the spirit of 
compromise by gentlemen who believe it may prove to be a practical 
proposition, where a more extreme step might be unavailing. Without 
doubt it is infinitely better than the Senate bill, because it is far more 
comprehensive in its scope. My only objection is it does not go far 
enough, and I am in no mood to accept a compromise touching a ques- 
tion which I regard as involving so much that is momentous and vital 
to the well-being of the country. The Senate bill is a mere subter- 
fuge. It amounts to nothing. It proposes to restore to the public 
only the depleted tail-ends of the vast grants made by Congress to 
railroad companies—the discarded remnants abandoned and thrown 
aside by the companies because they were esteemed worthless, or be- 
cause they were not considered sufficiently valuable to justify the ex- 
pense of “earning” them. ‘That bill proposes graciously to give the 
roads all they claim and to take back what, as a rule, they do not 
want, Itis a very accommodating measure from a very accommodat- 
ing, albeit a very exalted, source. 

I agree that the amendment reported by the majority is a benefi- 
cent and meritorious legislative proposition. It means something. 
If it should become a law it would be a measure upon which the 
country would have occasion to congratulate itself. But for all that I 
insist it does not go far enough. Take the Southern Pacific again as 
anexample. What did this company do? Within the time limited 
for the construction of the road the company built its line for a dis- 
tance of 50 miles through a magnificent country on the west side of 
the Coast Range of mountains, and then leaped clear across the moun- 
tains and built another section of 182 miles through a fertile region on 
the east side of the range. 

Thus it endeavored to cover and secure the most valuable lands in 
the grant. Since 1878 it has extended its line to the Colorado River 
so as to form its eastern connections with the Atlantic and Pacific road. 
The Senate bill, if it should becomea law, would forfeit only the rough 
mountain lands, across which no road has been constracted, and which 
are of little or no value. ‘The majority amendment would cover the 
same Jands, and also the lands lying along the 242 miles constructed 
since 1878; but the lands adjacent to the 242 miles are of little value 
as compared to those lying along the 232 miles constructed prior to 
1878. The 232 miles cover the cream of the grant. The road will get 
the best end of the bargain under either the Senate bill or the majority 
amendment. 

Now, ii this company did not comply with the conditions of this 
grant—a grant which it was infamous to have made in the first place— 
if the title to the lands has not passed irrevocably to the company, if 
the Government has the legal right to reclaim these lands, then why 
not doso? Why give to the company all that is of real value and say 
to a justly outraged public opinion that it must be content to take the 
meaner share? Mark you, no innocent resident on any of these lands, 
no innocent purchaser of any of these lands, is in peril here. It is a 
question between the original parties to the transaction—the Govern- 
ment which made and the corporation which nea Pe the grant. No 
other person and no other interest is involved. it be conceded that 
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Congress has the legal right or power to reclaim these lands and restore 
them to the public, I can find no satisfactory excuse for failing to do 
so. If the co ions receiving the grants have any equities to urge 
in their own behalf, they have neglected their opportunities to do so, 
though they may expect to have it done for them upon the floors of the 
House and Senate, In the committee-room they have combated the 
forfeitures upon purely legal grounds. They claim the lands as a mat- 
ter of legal right, and deny the power of Congress to disturb them. 
And it is purely a question of law. I claim that the grants were made 
upon such conditions as vest in the Government the right to re-enter 
and take ion after a breach thereof. 

I shall not discuss the legal phases of the proposed forfeitures at this 
time. During the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress I had the 
honor to report a bill forfeiting the entire grant made to the Southern 
Pacific, and in that report I took occasion to discuss the legal aspects 
of the case at great length. Similar reports were made on similar 
measures during the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and Forth-ninth Con- 
gresses by Messrs. Cobb, Henley, PAYSON, andothers. The RECORD is 
full of speeches made by the best lawyers in the House upon the same 
subject; and as all those reports and speeches are accessible to the mem- 
bers of the House, and as I have nodoubt that this whole question has 
been attentively considered by every gentleman who hears me, I would 
esteem it an act of supererogation to venture into. it at this time. 
I shall quote butone authority, that of the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson], who wrote the minority report on the 
pending measure, in which he advises the House to adopt the Senate 
bill. During the Forty-seventh Congress that gentleman was a mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee. A bill had been introduced and re- 
ferred to that committee forfeiting the lands granted to the Northern 
Pacific. That was the pioneer forfeiture bill. That company was 
required to complete its road in 1879. Its grant was made upon the 
condition that it should do so. Itdid not construct its entire road by 
1879. Atthe expiration of the period limited for its completion only 
a comparatively small part had been constructed. The road is yet un- 
constructed, and so the question of forfeiture was fairly presented in 
the bill to which I have alluded. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] was then chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and,acting for 
the majority of that committee, made an adverse report upon the bill. 
Ihave already referred to that report in an earlier stage of my remarks, 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], acting with the Demo- 
cratic minority, pre and presented a minority report advocating 
the passage of the bill. From that report, made July 24, 1882, I quote: 

Two questions are presented in the bill before us: First, is there the right of 
forfeiture as to all unpatented lands within the limits of the grant to this road, 
so that the United States may revest itself with the title thereto, as in its former 
estate, by declaration of forfeiture; and, second, if the right of such forfeiture 
is found to exist, is it policy to exercise it? * * + 

We assert that the power to declare an absolute forfeiture of this land grant 
isin Congress. * è + 

Again: 

We conelude, then, on the legal question of power in Congress, that it has the 
right to declare the title to all unpatented lands in the grant forfeited and re- 
vest the United States with it, so that it can be restored to the public domain, 
open to sale and settlement under existing laws. 

That is what the gentleman from Illinois had to say in 1852 about 
the power of Congress to make these forfeitures. 

While a similar bill forfeiting the same lands was being discussed in 
the House in 1886, during the Forty-ninth Congress, he referred to his 
report from which I have quoted, and reafiirmed the position he had 
then taken. During that debate in 1886, in which that distinguished 
gentleman bore a part so conspicuous and honorable, he said: 

Iam only now discussing the question of power, of strict legal right. We 
had the power to assert this (right of forfeiture) in 1879, and the authorities [ 
have cited show that we have it now beyond question. 

Again in the same speech: 

Ihave shown, sir, that under the law we have the power, the legal right, to 
assert this forfeiture. 

Later on in the same debate and in the same speech, addressing him- 
self to the policy of the forfeiture, and estimating the value of the lands 
involved in that measure at $100,000,000, the gentleman from Illinois 
gave vehement expression to this eloquent and forcible observation: 

I said, also, that if this land belongs to the people, nothing should constrain 
us to yield it to the company merge at the strongest equitable considerations; 

uities which are equal to legal obligations, With confidence I submit that 
with what the House bill proposes, the liberality of its provisions in what it 
permits the company to retain, the facts in the history of the building of the 
road, and the action of the company toward the people—monopolistic, exact- 
ing, and unyielding always—I earnestly insist that to make this udditional 
a“, of one hundred millions of property would be an act of stupendous 
te) . 

With all these declarations of the gentleman from Illinois I agreed 
then, and I agree now. I hope, Mr. Speaker, I may say without offense, 
for I am sure no offense is intended, that it has been to meand to others a 
source of profound regret that the erudite, able, and distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois should apparently give up the fight, strike his colors, 
and surrender to the enemy against whom he has struck so many valiant 
blows in the past. In his minority report he says: 

The views of the Senate are now well understood. 


it has taken the ground that no power exists to declare such forfeitures as aro 
proposed by the majority, and would not agree to the policy if the power existed. 
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But it agrees, by the bill sent us, to a forfeiture of all lands opposite uncon- 
structed road. 


But there is nothing new in that. We have all understood from 
time almost iminemorial that that was the position of the Republican 
Senate; and that is the very position against which, until now, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has waged open and aggressive war. Sir, I repeat, 
it is an occasion for grave regret to me that my distingui friend has 
deemed it his duty to throw the great weight of his name and influ- 
ence upon that side of this important contention which he has so often 
and so eloquently denounced. I have never parted company withany 
man with more reluctance or with greater regret. Butif my friend 
hesitates and halts because he has lost heart and hope, I am consoled 
with the knowledge that there are many brave men in the ranks of the 
Democratic party who have sworn never to yield an inch, and who will 

on with- this fight until victory is won and right is triumphant. 
PERRE For myself I insist as a matter of law, as a matter of 
equity and good conscience, as well asof public right,-that there should 
be no half-way measures of compromise in this business. 

In the integrity and correctness of my position I feel the most un- 
hesitating confidence. I believe we should go forward fearlessly and 
discharge our duty, and if this important legislation should fail again, 
as it has failed in the past, let the responsibility rest upon those who 
obstruct and prevent it. The Democratic party, against great odds, has 
already accomplished much. During the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth 
Congresses we originated and succeeded in passing bills forfeiting 
50,482,240 acres, and since March 4, 1885, the Interor Department has 
by canceling fraudulent entries, opening railroad indemnity lands to 
settlement, and by other means, restored 52,437,373 acres to the pub- 
lic domain, making a total restoration in a little over three years of 
102,929,613 acres, 

We have also during this Congress through the House a bill, 
as we did in the last Congress, repealing all laws under which frauds 
have been committed against the public lands, and so remodeled and 
perfected our whole system of laws on this subject as to protect the re- 
mainder of our public lands from unlawfal appropriation, and rve 
them to the beneficent uses of actual settlement. That bill is now in 
the Senate. 

This is a proud work we have accomplished, and now, my Democratic 
friends, let us complete it by passing this amendment which I propose, 
adding over 78,000,000 of acres more to the great total of lands restored. 
The people of the country expect us todo this. Itis our duty to do 
it. The Democratic party is the anchor of hope to the common people 
of this Republic. They look to it and watch it as a wanderer watches 
the star which guides his way. There need be no fear. The struggle 
which this old party is making for the people against entrenched privi- 
lege, become arrogantand powerful by long indulgence, may be so pro- 
longed and arduous as to test the endurance and courage of the bravest; 
but weareas sure to win as that God reigns and upholds the right with 
His omnipotent hand. The Democratic party needs only to be brave 
and faithful. And it will be. Olea bore the proud banner of his 
knightly chieftain down upon the red field of de la Espina, and yield- 
ing there to unequal combat, fighting step by step until all his wearied 
comrades had fled or fallen, stood at last alone against all Aragon, till 

They hew'd the hauberk from his breast, 
The helmet from his head 

And then fell with his wild war-cry upon his bloody but defiant 
lips. Mr, Speaker, Candespina’s intrepid standard-bearer was not 
more devoted, faithful, or steadfast than the Democratic has 
been, and shall be, in the cause of guarding the free homes of our free 

le upon this noble empire in the West, acquired by the prowess of 
its arms and the genius of its statesmanship. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. RICE. I believe the substitute of the majority of the commit- 
tee is bad in law and equity, and bad in morals, and can never be en- 
forced in any court of christendom, 

The Senate bill is a practical measure, legal and equitable and just 
to all interests, rendering no titles insecure nor disturbing securities in 
the hands of the innumerable investors of small means whose money 

„was used in the construction of these railroads, and it will forever settle 
the vexed questions which have too long harassed the people settled 
along the lines of these great highways and perplexed Congress for so 
many years. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 192) relating 
to the pages of the House of Representatives. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
an amendment, in which the concurrence ot the House was requested, 
the concurrent resolution (H. Res, 191) relating to the enrollment of 
the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriation for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House concur in the 
Senate amendment, which is simply to make the resolution joint in- 
stead of concurrent. This becomes necessary in order tosend the reso- 
lution to the President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. + 


A message, in writing, was received from the President, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message further announced that a bill of the following title had 
become a law without the approval of the President: 

An act (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor. ~ 

The message further announced that he had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the House of the following titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending- June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert J. 
B. Newcombe; 

An act (H. R. 7255) for the relief of A, B. Tyan; 

An act (H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman; 

An act (H. R. 8343) to authorize the construction of a wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Noxubee River at or near Gainesville, 
in the State of Alabama; 

Anact (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind. ; 

An act (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
Railroad Company; 

An act (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and South- 
western Railway Company; 

An act (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 187) to provide temporarily for the ex- 
penditures of the Government; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 188) authorizing the loan of tents and 
camp equipage to the veteran organizations of the Society of the Army 
of the Potomac; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave of absence to certain 
persons employed in the service of the United States; 

An act (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 

An act (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 

An act (H. R, 7025) granting a pension to Eva Lina; S 

An act (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; e 

An act (H. R. 6302) granting a pension to Benjamin Contel; 

An act e R. 6300) granting a pension to Samson M. David; 

An act (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 

An act (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Potter; 

An act (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 

An act (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 

An act (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary Dickinson; 

An act (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 

An act (H. R. 3868) granting.a pension to Cynthia Wetherell; 

An act (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

An act (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; 

An act (H. R. 5787) granting a pension to Charlotte E. Dilley; 

An act (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary E. Wells; 

An act (H. R. 4744) granting a pension to Mathew H. Reynolds; 

An act (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; and 

An act (H. R. 8372) authorizing the sale of a portion of the Winne- 
bago reservation, in the State of Nebraska. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate further insisted upon its amendment, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. 10233) making 
an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes ; asked a conference with 
the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. FARWELL, and 
Mr. CALL managers on the part of the Senate. 

Also that the Senate insisted upon its amendments, disagreed to by 
the House, to the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes ; askedaconference with the House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BECK managers 
on the part of the Senate. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN LAND GRANTS. 


(Mr. Payson withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Whatever time I have remaining I yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

(Mr. TowxsHEND withholds his remarks for revision. See AP- 
PENDIX. ] 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MONT- 
GOMERY]. 

[Mr. MoxnrGomERY withholds his remarks for revision. See AP- 
PENDIX. ] 


5928 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. . 


JULY 5, 


Mr. MCRAE: I yield for twelve minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I have offered two amendments. 
One is an alternative proposition to the other, both relating to the 
grant of land to the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, made on 
the 3d day of June, 1856; the purpose of each is—one going a little 
farther than the other—not to prevent a forfeiture of the lands, but to 
protect in one case the purchaser, and in the other to protect those 
purchasers who are also settlers. 

These lands are peculiarly circumstanced. The act, as I have said, 
was passed on the 3d day of June, 1856; granting alternate sections, 
six sections to the mile. 
1861, the Land Department of the Government certified to the State 
of Alabama, under the grant, all these lands as if they had been fully 
earned. These certificates, according to the decisions of the Supreme 
a paa the effect really of patents, or such effect as patents would 

ve had. 

Now, the first 84 miles, beginning at Girard and running southwest 
as far as Troy, were completed by 1870. Then there is a gap of un- 
completed road. These 54 miles to Troy were completed by the Mo- 
bile and Girard Railroad Company under its charter and in compliance 
with the terms of the act; but there were 63 miles completed from the 
Mobile end in the direction of Troy that were not built by the Girard 
Railroad Company, but by another company, the Mobile and Great 
Northern, under a contract and ent with the Mobile and Girard 
Railroad Company that the Mobile and Great Northern should be en- 
titled to the land grant if it should complete that portion of the road 
extending from Mobile to Pollard. The Mobile and Girard was to 
meet the Mobile and Great Northern at Pollard. 

Thatis one peculiarity of this case; that part of the completed road 
was not built by the company to which the grant was made, but by 
another company. Ineqnity and justice it amounts to the same thing. 
Con, granted the land in ordertosecure the construction of the road, 
but legally the Mobile and Great Northern was not the company to 
which the grant had been made, and so it could not in law claim any 
portion of the lands. The company to which the lands had been granted 
sold many of them, many of which were coterminous with the line of 
uncompleted road, that is, along the lines where the road had not been 
completed, but all along the line it had been laid down and definitely 
located. The purchasers of these lands had aright to rely on the titles 
they purchased, for according to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the case of the Railroad Land Company vs. Courtright, in 21 Wal- 
lace, the right of the railroad company to sell was not confined to those 
lands lying contiguous to and coterminous with the completed portion 
of its line. I read from the syllabus: 

It was held under a statute exactly similar to that making the grant 
in this case: 


First. That the act of Congress authorized the sale of one hundred and twenty 
sections in advance of the construction of any part of the road, and that it was 
only as to the sale of the remaining sections that the provision requiring a pre- 
vious completion of 20 miles applied. 

Second. That there was no restriction upon the State asto the place where the 
120 sections should be selected along the line of the road, except t ae eee 
be included within a continuous length of 20 miles on each side, and that they 
might be selected from lands adjoining the eastern end of the road or the west- 
ern end, or along the central portion. 


Now, if gentlemen have followed me, this case fits the circumstances 
exactly. The Mobile and Girard Railroad Company had the right to 
sell land not only along the completed portion of the road, but also be- 
tween Troy and Pollard, and between Pollard and Mobile. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the first amendment which I sent up provides 
for the protection and confirmation of the titles of those who bought 
that land. ` The grant had been made by Congress embracing these 
lands. According to the granting act the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office was to certify the lands to the State when they had been 
earned, The Commissioner made that certificate. The State of Ala- 
bama was to cede them when the railroad company was entitled to 
them. TheStatehad ceded them. What more could a purchaser ask ? 
What better guaranty of title could he demand? Here was pledged 
the good faith of the State. Here was pledged the good faith of the 
Federal Government by the action of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. I insist, sir, that in equity and good conscience these 
purchasers had a fall and complete right to rely on these acts of the 
State government and of the Federal Government, and when they paid 
their money for these lands this Government ought to protect them. 
I ought to have more than twelve minutes to argue these two amend- 
ments, but the facts are so plain I do not see how the House can mis- 
take them. Butif this amendment should be voted down my alter- 
native proposition is to protect all actual settlers who have color of 
title, either by purchase from the railroad company or at tax sale. In 
the Forty-ninth Congress I introduced a bill forfeiting these lands and 
protecting purchasers and settlers. The committee considered the 
whole question and finally reported a bill which protected the settlers 
on that land as fully and as completely as I now ask by the terms of 
this second amendment. 

In fact I have simply taken the bill as reported by the Public Lands 
Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress and asked the House to vote 
upon and ratify what the Public Lands Committee of the Forty-ninth 
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Congress, when they considered this question particularly and fully, 
decided unanimously was right and proper. That is the second amend- 
ment—the alternative amendment I offer; and I desire the attention of 
the House particularly tothat. Its only purpose is, to use the language 
frequently used in this debate, to save to free men free homes. The 
Public Lands Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress decided that un- 
der the circumstances Congress ought to ratify the title of every one of 
these settlers up to the extent of 320 acres each. 

Now, a homestead, it is true, is only 160 acres. This amendment 
undertakes to protect settlers up to the extent of 320 acres; but the 
amendment is exactly in the words of the bill of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, reported unanimously by every member of the committee, Re- 
publican and Democrat. Why did that committee come to that con- 
clusion after full consideration? Because those lands, though fit for 
agricultural purposes, are really poor lands. ‘Their value as grazing 
lands would help them out as farming lands, but a settler would re- 
quire more acres to make a farm than if the lands were rich. Thecom- 
mittee heard testimony. They considered the case fully. They 
thought, under the circumstances, where parties had bought these lands 
and settled upon them, the Government could afford to allow them 320 
acres each. It is nothing but simple justice, the plainest equity, I 
demand for these honest settlers. By honest toil they have built 
homes for themselves. In the sweat of their faces they are earning 
their bread. I appeal to this House not to turn them out shelterless 
on the world. 

It is true, sir, that the bill if passed by the Senate will allow these 
parties to homestead this land. But why should they be compelled to 
pay again what they have already paid? Why should we force them 
to pay the fees required by law to the officers of the land office, to make 
all the proof and to reside there five years, when evidence has already 
been adduced completely satisfactory to every member of the Public 
Lands Committee of the Forty-ninth Congress, who examined this ques- 
tion carefully, that they have bought and paid in good faith for thatland? 

Here then, Mr. Speaker, are the two amendments. I will not de- 
tain the House with farther discussion; but in conclusion will simply 
repeat that the first of these amendments seeks to protect the pur- 
chaser, those who purchased in good faith, under the peculiar circum- 
stances surrounding this grant. If that is voted down the second 
amendment asks simply that the titles of actual bona fide settlers up 
to the amount of 320 acres of that poor land shall be confirmed. Icer- 
tainly think these amendments will commend themselves to the House. 

I reserve the remaining two minutes of my time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iyield tothe gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

or CLEMENTS withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have ten minutes left. I will use five 
minutes now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes left, 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, in closing the debate on the amendment. 
pro by my friend from Missouri [Mr. STONE] and|myself Ishall deal 
with the bill and amendments and not undertake to discuss at length 
the legal questions involved. I discussd the question of the power to 
forfeit in my report upon the Northern Pacific grant and now refer to 
what I then said upan that subject There is such a variety of-opinion 
as to what can be done and so little difference of opinion as to what 
ought to be done that I think Congress, the law-making power, should 
not hesitate to do what it thinks right and just rather than quibble 
over technical legal questions. Itis the duty of Congress to make laws 
and the duty of the courts to construe them. Let us pass the bill and 
leave the construction to be placed on it to the courts. Underthe leave 
to print I may hereafter have something more to say upon the legal 
phase of the case as well as the political features of the forfeitures. 

Ten minutes is too short a time for me to undertake it to-day even if 
it were necessary. 

We have heard and read much about the law bearing upon the ques- 
tion of power, and of conditions-precedent and conditions-subsequent. 
But the great central fact stands out in bold relief that the granis were 
upon the condition that the roads were to be constructed on or before 
a fixed time, and that this condition was not performed as the Govern- 
ment and the people had a right to expect. 

If the positions were reversed the corporations would have no scru- 
ples about declaring a forfeiture. It is perfectly clear that nothin 
can be accomplished without a legislative forfeiture, and we are all 
agreed that some bill should be passed by this Congress. The impor- 
tant question to be settled to-day is the extent to which we will go. 
We have three propositions now pending: 

1. The Senate proposition, which is concurred in by four Republi- 
can members of the House committee, to forfeit the lands where no 
road has been built, involving less than 6,000,000 acres as is shown by 
the Department table read by the gentleman from Missouri. 

2, The substitute of the majority of the House committee to for- 
feit all lands except for road constructed within the time fixed in the 

ting acts, involving over 50,000,000 acres. 

3. The proposition which my colleague and I insist upon, to forteit 
the entire grant where there has been a failure to perform the condi- 
tions of the grant, involving about 70,000,000 acres. 
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As for myself, I insist that asa matter of law, as a matter of equity 
and good conscience, as well as of public right, there should be no 
compromise in this matter, and therefore feel it my duty to insist, 
as I did in the last Congress, upon a forfeiture of the entire t where 
there was a failure to perform the conditions imposed. If it is not 
done I shall wash my hands of responsibility for such failure. Iam 
for the third proposition as stated. If it is rejected then I want the 
second or committee proposition, These different pro itions have 
each been fairly and ably presented by gentlemen who have preceded 
me in this debate; the first by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
sox]; the second by the chairman of the committee [Mr. HOLMAN]; 
and the third by my eloquent and forcible friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone]. I fully agree to all he has said. They a that Con- 
gress has the power under the law and the decisions to forfeit the 
whole of the grant where there was a failure to perform the conditions 
made and accepted. 

The rights of purchasers and settlers have been carefully protected in 
the committee bill, and will not be affected by any of the amendments. 
The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Payson] does not claim that the roads 
are entitled to any equitable consideration, but rather confesses that 
none is due them. He thinks the Senate proposition is all that we will 
be able to pass; and is therefore willing to yield and take almost nothing 
when at the same time he asserts that nothing more can ever be done. 
He says that the Senate will never agree to forfeit any land for con- 
structed road. 

Mr. PAYSON. I did not say that. Quote me fairly. 

Mr. McRAE. What did you say? 

Mr. PAYSON. I said that none ever had been forfeited. 

Mr. MCRAE. And you said more than that. You will remember 
that when you made the statement I interrupted you and asked you 
why, with such views, you wanted the reservation that is contained in 
your third section? I will ask you the same question now. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not believe the Senate will vote such a forfeit- 
ure, but Lthink the House may. Quote me fairly. 

Mr. McRAE. I quoted you just as you state your position and be- 
lief now. I did not represent you as saying that the House would 
not pass any bill forfeiting more than you now propose, because I know 
that you would make no such statement in the face of the record here- 
tofore made by the House upon this question. The House has passed 
such bills, and I believe it will pass this one. Why should we fail to 
do our duty because the Senate does not agree to what we think is 
right. 

Gare we been trifling with the people upon this question for the last 
eight years? After the hard fight we have had, shall we give the 
country a valueless forfeiture of the odds and ends of such land as the 
roads do not wantand some of them would like to be relieved of when 
those who present such a proposition say that nothing more can ever 
be done? Mr. Speaker, I trust a roll-call will give back an emphatic 
negative to this question. How comes the sudden change in my friend 
from Illinois? Since the Forty-seventh Congress he has stubbornly 
refused to yield to the demands of the Senate, but now surrenders with- 
outa contest. If the fight has been kept up that the companies might 
earn more land only to be abandoned when they get such as they de- 
sire, then it ought never to have been commenced. We ought to make 
the roads complete their lines over the mountains and deserts or forfeit 
the whole line for the failure to do so. 

Ts it right to let them take their own time in building, and to only 
build when and where it suits them, and thus take all the lands of any 
value and leave the people without either land or road? The Govern- 
ment expected continuous lines of road over which its mails could be 
carried at reduced rates, over which the commerce of the country could 
be transported across the deserts and over the mountains of the west. 
It has waited more than twenty years, and now we are told thata 

rt of the country is too rough to build over and that so much may 

forfeited and that the other is ‘“‘earned.’’ I deny that any is earned 
until the line is completed. We have no power to make them build, 
but can and should retake the whole estate when they have not. 
Nothing less will satisfy an outraged people whose lands have been 
withheld from them so long by such methods. I hope the Democrats 
will look this proposition squarely in the face, and meet it with an 
emphasis that will not be misunderstood by the country. There is 
nothing in it except a naked issue between the United States on the 
one hand and the defaulting, grasping corporations on the other. 

There are no settlers and purchasers behind whem the roads can 
longer take shelter. We protect them fully. Answer by your votes 
whether you are for the people’s rights or the roads. In the late 
Republican platform our friends on the other side take some credit for 
what has been done in the way of forfeitures. Your action here to-day 
will test the sincerity of that declaration. Let us have no evasion or 

dodging. The issue is joined, and if we can not win in this tribunal 
we will let the people know the reason why. If it be true that the 
Senate as it is now organized will not pass this bill, let us do our duty, 
and if we fail then appeal to the country and elect a Senate that will. 
I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES. ] 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, itisindeed remarkable to my mind thata 
law-making body like this should on so many occasions have proven 
itself utterly regardless of existing law. It would not do to say that 
members of such a high and dignified body were ignorant, but they 
certainly haye in many instances, in respect to this particular kind of 
legislation, been regardless of the law and legal rules of procedure. 
When this question of the forfeiture of railroad land grants first came 
up in the Forty-eighth Congress I declared in favor of tihe forfeiture of 
every acre of land granted tc railroad corporations whch could be le- 
gally forfeited, and I have never varied from that declaration. 

But, sir, I did not mean to include in that declaration a proposition 
or intention to engage in a scheme to confiscate private property. The 
legal questions involved in this matter have not been discussed on this 
occasion, but they have been briefly and correctly stated by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ], who is one of the best informed mem- 
bers of this House on the questions now in hand. All the grants to 
railroad corporations, directly or indirectly, have been made upon con- 
dition. Every Jawyer who has not forgotten what he read in the horn- 
books of the law remembers the definition of estates upon condition, 
They are of two kinds, one on condition-precedent and the other on 
condition-subsequent. Now, if any gentleman earnestly and honestly 
desires to arrive at a proper conclusion as to what lands he should vote 
to forfett, if he will but observe and properly apply these principles he 
will easily ascertain. 

Observe the well-defined distinction between the different kinds of 
conditions and he can not be mistaken as to what lands are forfeitable 
and whatare non-forfeitable. A grant of an estate upon condition-sub- 
sequent vests the title in the grantee, subject to be defeated by the 
grantor only for a failure to perform some condition attached toit. No 
one but the grantor can claim the return of the estate for the failure of 
the grantee, and the estate remains in the grantee unimpaired until the 
grantor takes advantage of the failure to perform the condition. 

The position of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] in their proposition to forfeit 
all lands granted to every railroad corporation where all the conditions 
have not been performed, is a logical position, if their premises are 
correct. They assume that these grants were upon conditions prece- 
dent; and it is a correct legal principle that wherever an estate is 
granted upon conditions precedent, the title does not and can not vest 
until all the conditions are performed. But, unfortunately for their 
position, the courts have held every time the question has come. be- 
fore them—and the question has been adjudged in more than one case 
by the Supreme Court—that these grants are made upon conditions 
subsequent. This disposes of the position of those two gentlemen and 
shows it to be utterly untenable. 

Now, as to the position of the distinguished chairman of the Public 
Lands Committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], I am 
constrained to remark that his is the most utterly illogical position 
that any lawyer in any proceeding ever assumed. I say in ‘‘any pro- 
ceeding,” because while this is partly a legislative it is partly a judi- 
cial proceeding. It is similar in many respects to the common-law 
proceeding of *‘ office found;”’ as, for instance, in the case of forfeiture 
of lands claimed by an alien. At common law, where an estate was 
granted to a private individual on conditions subsequent, the grantor, 
if those conditions were not performed, had but to re-enter upon the 
land, whereby he was reinvested with his gpro former estate. By a 
misapplication of this principle to these Milroad land grants many 
gentlemen have been misled. 

These grants are different from a grant at common law in this re- 
spect: Every one of them contains a section providing that when the 
railroad company performs the conditions by constructing a road to the 
extent of a section of 20, 30, or 50 miles, and the same is inspected and 
accepted as provided by law, the coterminous lands are earned and the 
company is entited to patents therefor. Only therein do these grants 
differ from a grant at common law. Such a provision in the grant 
severs or chops up the contract into sections, and in law is a separate 
grant, but on the same terms for each section. 

Now, whenever the time,expires within which the road is to be con- 
structed, the right of the Government to declare a forfeiture as to all 
lands not coterminous with the portion of the road then constructed is 
perfect and complete, saving and excepting lieu lands within in- 
demnity limits for those not found in place. The United States can 
not re-enter as an individual grantor could, but by judicial proceeding 
or legislative enactment can declare the forfeiture; that isto declare the 
resumption of title for conditions broken; and then the Government 
becomes repossessed of the title, not to all the lands, but all with 
which the contract permits the Government to reinvest itself. 

To illustrate: A grant of land was made for a road to be constructed 
in four sections, of 25 miles each, within two years. Atthe expiration 
of the time, two sections or 50 miles only have been completed and ac- 
cepted. Congress declares a forfeiture. Of what portion of the grant 
are the United States thereby reinvested? Only with the lands along 
the 50 miles where no road has been built. 

The gentleman from Indiana in his report, speaking as the organ or 
a majority of his committee, asserts truly that nearly all the granting 


acts contain a provision substantially that ‘‘if said road is not com- 
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plered within — years, no further sales shall be made and the lands 
unsold shall revert to the United States.” 

The language employed is in substance that if the road is not com- 
pleted within a prescribed number of years no further sales shall be 
made, and the lands of the grant unsold shall revert to the United 
States; and then he proceeds to give a construction to that language 
which, if he has not forgotten all the law he ever knew, he must know 
is erroneous. He takes the words according to theirliteral and usual 
import, not according to their legal signification. He ignores the uni- 
versal principle of construction that wherever words used in a statute 
or deed have a well-known technical signification or a well-defined 
statutory definition, they mustreceive that construction. TheSupreme 
Court in the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wallace, held that 
a grant of this character the common-law attributes of a grant 
in presenti upon conditions-subsequent, and that the provision that no 
further sales should be made if the read should not be completed within 
the time limited,and the lands unsold should revert to the United 
States, did not reinvest them with the title, but that something more 
was necessary, an affirmative act, a legislative declaration of forfeiture 
or a judicial proceeding, was necessary to recover the title. 

Yet in the face of that decision (reaffirmed in Van Wyck vs. Kneavels, 
106 United States Reports) the gentleman from Indiana in his report 
quotes from all these different grants, and says it was manifestly the in- 
tention of Congress that if thecondition was not performed by building 
the roads within the time named the Government shonld repossess itself 
of the titlestotheselands, That is what I call sinning against lightand 
knowledge. No one is so blind as those who refuse to see. We must 
be honest and law-abiding if we would command the respect and con- 
fidence of the intelligent, patriotic, and substantial people of this coun- 
try. Nothing good is to be accomplished by demagoging for the votes 
of the commune and the tramps. 

This above all—To thine ownsslf be true; 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man, 

I ask only that we shall follow the law asit has been adjudged. The 
fact that a great many of these grants were improvident and oughtnot 
to have been made is of no consequence. The question is what shall 
we do with them as they now stand? In the Forty-eighth Congress I 
made the first report—a minority report of the Committee on Public 
Lands—against this proposition of wholesale forfeiture, in the case of 
the Louisiana ‘“‘ backbone”’ land grant. ‘The legal questions raised in 
that case were referred to the Judiciary Committee and a report was 
made by the then chairman of that committee, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. J. Randolph Tucker, 13:members concurring 
with him in holding that under the circumstances the Government had 
no right to declare the forfeiture. 

Mr. ROGERS. And no power. 

Mr. OATES, When I say ‘‘no right’’ I mean no power. After an 
elaborate debate upon that proposition to forfeit that grant the House 
voted down the measure and refused to declare the forfeiture. Yet if 
you pass thesubstitute reported by the gentleman from Indiana, repre- 
senting the majority of the Committee on Public Lands, you vote to 
forfeit every acre of that grant, as well as many others. In that case 
the road was all constructed five years after the time named in the 
granting act had expired; and the bill to declare a forfeiture was in- 
troduced more than a year after the cars were ing from one end 
of the line to the other. eThe United States, by act of Congress, had 
fixed a lower allowance of compensation to the company for carrying 
the mails on it, in consequence of the land grant, and the House prop- 
erly refused to declare a forfeiture. But the substitute for the Senate 
bill now under consideration goes behind that decision and forfeits 
every acre of that grant. It proposes the forfeiture of all the lands 
coterminous with 1,500 miles of completed road on the Northern Pa- 
cific, and also forfeits the grant in part to more than a dozen other 
completed roads, 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has beenin public life 
almost continuously for forty-five years, and during the earlier part of 
that period as the judge of a court and expounder of the law. All 
through his long and honorable service he'has at all times exhibited a 
high order of intelligence, large and varied information, in view of 
which I am amazed at his assumed ignorance of the law touching these 
railroad land grants and their liability to forfeiture. He admits that 
they are grants upon conditions-subsequent. He knows that the title 
was vested in the grantees subject to be defeated only for non-perform- 
ance of the conditions, and that no one but the grantor could take ad- 
vantage of the breach of the condition, and that the title of the grantee 
is not impaired by the lapse of time until the grantor actually declares 
the forfeiture, which may never be done. (See Blackstone’s Commen- 
taries on Conditional Estates, and 4 Kent, 138.) The distinguished 
(Sacie can not be ignorant of these fundamental legal principles. 

e is presumed to be familiar with them, and yet he contends that 
‘í time is of the essence of the grants.” He deduces from his premise 


the conclusion that ‘‘even if title did vest in the railroad company, 
there was an absolute want of power to make sales beyond the lands 
earned within the specified periods,” which is a complete travesty of 
In the case of Denny 


the plainest provisions and principles of the law. 


ts. Dodson, in 32 Federal Reporter, decided by the United States circuit 
court for the State of Oregon last November, the very question involved 
in the substitute by its provision for the forfeiture of lands coterminous 
with sections of road constructed and accepted after the expiration of 
the time named in the granting act for the completion of the road was 
decided, Justice Field delivering the opinion and Judge Deady con- 
curring. The action was to recover a tract of land which the plaintiff 
acquired from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. It was of the 
grant made to that company by Congress and coterminous with a sec- 
tion of that road constructed, completed, inspected, and accepted after 
the time for the completion of the entire road had expired. 

The court said: 

The contention, the defendant is that, u failure of 

complete the entife road within the pane’ fixed jen the pi dod 
mentary act, the title to the land not then earned failed, and could be restored 
to the company only by affirmative action on the part of Congress; in other 
wo: that the completion of the entire road within the time designated was a 
con m precedent to the vesting of title to all lands not previously earned by 
the construction of a road coterminous with them. For this ition we find 
no warrantin any provision of the act. The conditions attached to the grant 
are conditions su uent, and not precedent. * * * While a legal title to 
the sections described, as distinguished from a merely equitable or an inchoate 
interest, passed to the railroad company by the act of July 2, 1864, it was nota 
title which could be disposed of by the company without the consent of Con- 
gress, except as each 25-mile section of the road was completed and accepted b; 
the President, so as to cut off the right of the United States to compel the appli- 
cation of the lands to the purposes for which they were granted, or to prevent 
their forfeiture in case of the company’s failure to perform the conditions of the 
grant. The road opposite to the premises in controversy having been completed 
and accepted, the title, however imperfect whilst incumbered, if it may be so 
termed, by the uses to which the lands were to be applied, has become perfect 
and indefeasible. 

Itiscontended by the advocates of the Holman substitute that there 
can be no such thing as a waiver or estoppel of the Government. That 
is true in the sense that it has the physical power to do as it pleases. 
It is true upon the doctrine of monarchical governmonts that the king 
can dono wrong. But that dogma has and ought to have but a very 
limited application to ours, which is the people’s Govérnment, and all 
the officers, legislative, judicial, and executive, from thé President 
down, are but the trusted servants of the people. Nor is it the prac- 
tice of our Government to seek shelter from responsibility to its citi- 
zens by the invocation of such undemocratic doctrine as that it is ex- 
empt from liability under legal principles which would make a citizen 
suitor liable. The United States allow suits to be brought against 
them in all matters of contract, and as defendant to a suit have no ad- 
vantages in law over the humblest citizen. ‘These railroad land grants 
are contracts, and are determinable by the same laws and rules of con- 
struction that are applicable to the cases of individuals, with one ex- 
ception: the deed or grant of an individual is to be taken most 
strongly against the grantor. _ 

A legislative grant is to be taken and constructed moststrictly against 
the grantee. That is so, because a legislative grant to an individual or 
corporation is partial; it is supposed to be favoritism and against the 
interest of the body-politic. Hence the grantee must show affirma- 
tively and clearly that what he claims to have passed to him by the 
grant actually did pass, and if there be doubt the court will solve it by 
deciding for the grantor. But this goes only to the construction of the 
deed or granting act; it is the rale by which to determine what 
by it, and furnishes no aid whatever in determining whether a condi- 
tion-subsequent attached to the deed or grant has or has not been per- 
formed. 

Mr. Speaker, I have maintained the same opinion I now hold in re- 
spect to these land-grant forfeitures ever since I investigated them for 
months in the first session of the Forty-eighth Cougress. I spoke and 
voted in that Congress and the Forty-ninth as I do now, to forfeit every 
ae of lands granted to any railroad company which is legally forfeit- 
able. 

But because many of the grants were improvidently and, it may be, 
corruptly made is not a good reason why I should now violate the law 
by voting to divest vested rights. The Supreme Court of the United 
States decided before I was born that it was wrong to undertake to do 
that. But the position of the gentleman from Indiana is explainable 
on his supposition of consistency. He was in Congress and voted 
against nearly every one of the grants twenty-five or thirty years ago, 
and he is continuing the fight he then made regardless of the changes 
that have taken place in the mean time. He is industriously and per- 
sistently trying to dig up yesterday, and from present indications he is 
likely to succeed, so far as this House is concerned, regardless of con- 
sequences. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] in his very able minority 
report presents a substitute which is in substance the bill which the 
Senate passed upon this subject and which proposes the forfeiture of 
all lands granted to railroad companies where they have not up to this 
time constructed any road. To illustrate: where lands were granted 
to build a read 100 miles long and the company has built only 50 miles, 
that bill proposes to allow the company to retain one-half the grant 
and to forfeit the other half. It gives them the lands they earned and 
takes away from them what they have not earned. I think that will 
strike the mind of the average citizen of old-fashioned honesty as a 


pretty fair proposition. 
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My friend from Illinois has been severely criticised by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE] for an alleged i in his course 
on this question. Judge Payson is quite able to take care of himself 
and does not need assistance from me. But I will say in this connec- 
tion that he is the best informed member of this House touching land- 
grants to railroads and has been as zealous and able an advocate of for- 
feitures as any here, and I think has contributed more to that end 
than any present member of this House. 

He may not always have been perfectly consistent. He differed with 
me in some cases where I thought he was in the wrong, and proposed 
to go too far; butit does not lie in the mouths of those who now criti- 
cise him to find fault with him, for if he has erred in the past it was 
on their side of the question. 

He very forcibly presented in his minority report the waiver of the 
right of forfeiture as to sections of road constructed after the expiration 
of the time named in the grant for the completion of the whole road 
by Congress—the very organization now attempting to declare such 
forfeiture—reqnuiring the railroad company to carry the mails at re- 
duced rates on account of the land grant over the identical sections of 
the road which they now say were not built in time, and for that reason 
they will take the lands away from them. ; 

I fully concur in the views of the gentleman from Illinois, who wants 
practical business legislation on this subject. I will cheerfully vote 
for his substitute, or the Senate bill. I spoke in advocacy of the Sen- 
ate bill declaring a forfeiture of the nnearned lands of the Northern 
Pacific two years ago, when just such a substitute as that now proposed 
was adopted by the House. The Senate refused to concur, and no for- 
feiture was made. It was as good to that company as a new grant, for 
they have gone on constructing their road and earning the lands. 

The law requires the President to appoint inspectors to inspect it 
whenever any land-grant company reports the completion of a section 
of new road, and if they report favorably the section is accepted. 
Whenever Congress creates a tribunal or commission to determing any 
matter or controversy to which the Government is a party, the decision, 

within the jurisdiction conferred, is conclusive and final, unless 
set aside by a court of equity forfraud. (Johnson vs. Townsley, 13 
Wallace.) 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in the policy nor politics of making 
war upon rai companies unnecessarily and illegally. I would hold 
them to a strict observance of the law, and for every breach of it I 
would make them pay the penalty according to the law of the land in 
its regular and orderly course of administration. That is the really 
wise, politic, and just thing todo. In the summary of the gentleman 
from Indiana of the forfeitures declared by Congress he has fallen into 
an error of 7,000,000 acres claimed to have been forfeited from the 
Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company. That company never ac- 
cepted the grant, not an acre of it, and no lands were ever withdrawn 
from market on account of that grant. By an examination or inquiry 
at the General Land Office the gentleman will find what I say to be 
true, 

The grant to another road in Alabama, which is now known as the 
Selma, Rome and Dalton, isin part proposed to be forfeited by the sub- 
stitute reported by the gentleman from Indiana, notwithstanding the 
fact that Congress in IAR ryt an act, which I holdin my hand, con- 
firming tosaid company all of the lands which had, been certified to the 
State for its benefit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
five minutes longer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will that extend the time beyond 4 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I must object. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman from Indiana will not object I will 
call his attention to some other features in this bill which I think he 
will be willing to amend. X 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object to extending the time for ten 
minutes, five to be allotted to each sìde. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there farther objection to extending 
the time for ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the next objection I make to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the majority of the Committee on Public Lands 
goes to the second section, which reads as follows: 

That the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend to lands adjacent to and 
coterminous with any portion ofany such railroad which is now completed which 
were sold by the State or corporation to which any such grant was made, or by 
the corporation controlling or owning such railroad prior to January 1, 1388, to 
bona fide purchasers for a good and valuable consideration, 

Now, to illustrate the operation of that provision, take the case of 
the railroad through my district, the road of which my colJeague [ Mr. 
HERBERT] spoke awhile ago—the Mobile and Girard. It extends 84 
miles from Columbus, Ga., to Troy, Pike County, Alabama. 

It was completed within the time named in the granting act to Union 
Springs, a distance of 54 miles. The war came on and prevented the 
company from doing more until after the when they constructed 
30 miles more, This substitute would forfeit all except the lands 
earned by the construction of the 54 miles. There were no public 
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lands, or but a very smal] quantity, within the 6 miles on either 
side or the 15-mile indemnity limit, coterminous with the constructed 
portion of the road which the company could take. The grant was 
according to the consiruction of a similar act by the Supreme Court— 
a grant of a certain quantity of sections of land, and if they can not be 
found in place, may be selected the nearest that is practicable any- 
where within the indemnity limits. s 

The company necessarily took these lands along the line beyond the 
point where the road had been completed, because there were no 
or not sufficient lands, adjacent to the completed portions which were 
available. These lands they have sold to settlers, poor but honest 
farmers; and yet by the very provisions of the pending substitute 
which the gentleman from Indiana wants this House to adopt, every 
acre of the lands these people are living on will be forfeited. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are they not expressly authorized to take under 
the homestead law? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; the gentleman’s substitute authorizes them 
to take under the homestead law, it is true; but these are men who 
have paid their money for these lands, good citizens, having lived there 
for years, and made their improvements thereon; and it would be an 
act of bad faith on the part of the Government to undertake now to 
deprive them of their property. Instead of securing them in their 
rights, the gentleman would deprive them altogether of their homes, 
and for what? To give them back under the homestead law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; this bill secures the right of every settler. 
The question presented by the bill is between the railroad company 
and the Government, and not between the Government and the settlers. 

Mr. OATES. If you gave the railroad company the lands which it 
has earned, then under the provisions of your bill you would not dis- 
turb the settlers because the company has not sold as much land as it 
earned, 

But you do not propose to do that. Your bill says that— 

The forfeitures hereby declared shall not extend to lands adjacent to and co- 
terminous with any portion of any such railroad which is now completed. 

These lands, although earned, are not adjacent to and coterminous 
with that road. Therefore your bill forfeits them, and with the for- 
feiture it deprives these settlers and purchasers of the rights to which 
they are entitled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How could that be done if the road has been con- 
structed? 

Mr. OATES. It has been constructed for some 84 miles. 

Mr. HOLMAN, ‘Then, of course, it would not affect those lands. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, but as I have said, these lands were not adjacent 
to the constructed portions. I have already stated that there were no 


lands or an insufficient quantity in place alongside of the road because ` 


they had been already taken up, and uuder the provisions of this grant 
the company had the right to take the lands earned anywhere along 
the line, and they took them beyond the point where the road was 
constructed, but within the limits of the grant. Your bill, therefore, 
does not protect the purchasers and settlers on those lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Baut they had no right to go beyond the place where 
the road was constructed. 

Mr. OATES. They had no right? 
Ten HOLMAN. No, not beyond the completed portions of the 
Mr. OATES. Why, it has been dezided that they could take lands 
earned anywhere within the indemnity limits when they can not be 
found in place. Van Wyck vs. Kneayals, 16 Otto, 365, and in other 


cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘They had no right to take any lands not cotermin- 
ous with the constructed portion of the road. But out of abundant 
caution we have secured every acre to the present settlers upon them. 

Mr. OATES. I deny that proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a naked proposition now between the Govern- 
ment and the corporation. 

Mr. OATES, I deny that proposition. Your bill does not say any- 
thing of the kind. It forfeits the lands of purcharers unless they are 
coterminous with the completed portion of the road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Read the second section. 

Mr. OATES. I have read it. l 

That the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend to land adjacent to and 
coterminous with any portion of any such railroad which is now compl 

Mr. HOLMAN. And then go on further, where provision is made 
for bona fide settlers. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. OATES. Well, Mr. Speaker, I was unfortunately willing to al- 
er the previous question to be ordered ata fixed hour, which cuts me 
off. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion allow me to say that I do hope that this 
House will adopt the amendment offered by my colleague, because if 
they do not, and this substituteshould becomea law, quite a numberof 
men who have purchased and are living upon the lands which the Mo- 
bile and Girard Railroad Company has earned will be turned out of 
their homes and will have to resort to homesteading in order to get 
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the land upon which they have lived for many years. They bought 
the land from the railroad company, and the company had the right to 
sell 120 sections in advance of and beyond the construction of the road 
under a decision made by the Department of Interior, on the opinion 
of Mr, Black, of Pennsylvania, when he was Attorney-General. All 
these lands granted to the railroad company were certified to the gov- 
ernor of the Stateof Alabama. The title passed from the United States 
to the trustee. 

The company constructed 84 miles of the road. It has sold a less 
number of acres by 50,000 than itis entitled to forthe road constructed, 
Now, is it right or just to forfeit this land and take it from those men 
who have bought it from the railroad company and paid their money 
for it and occupied it for years past? I think this House will say it is 
not, and, if so, will adopt the amendment which my colleague has 
offered. If the purpose of the gentleman from Indiana and his com- 
mittee is to reclaim lands from railroad corporations for the purpose of 
giving them to homesteaders, the forfeiture of the lands sold by this 
company to present occupants would defeat its object in this case, and 
I have no doubt but that there are others, and would require of them 
to doan unnecessary and foolish thing—to homestead their own homes. 
I am in favor of the immediate forfeiture of all the unearned lands 
granted to this company. The people want them for homes, and I in- 
troduced a bill in the last and in this Congress for that purpose and 


its passage. i 

But my bill saved the rights of purchasers in good faith. Instead of 
giving me a favorable report as did the Commititee on the Public Lands 
in this last Congress, the present committee treats the subject in a gen- 
Giet Ciona bill, which in respect to this particular grant is worse than 
no 

Mr. MCRAE. I have one minute remaining, I believe. I will yield 
that to the gentleman from Washington Territory [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ialso yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I come to this House with a letter 
of authority from a constituency as widely cursed by the shameless 
villainy of railroad domination as any constituency represented upon 
this floor. Icome from such a constituency instructed to labor, in sea- 
son and out of season, to restore to the public domain every acre of 
land heretofore improvidently granted to the railroad corporations of 
this country, stopping only at the limit beyond which the law itself 
declares we may not go. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, a freebooting combination 
organized in 1864 for rapine and spoils, and from that time to this a 
loyal adherent to this fundamental principle of its organization, long 
since impressed upon that constituency the unequaled atrocity of rail- 
road dominion over vast landed estates, and they can well understand 
and sympathize with the ill-faring condition of all who are so unfor- 
tunate as to be groaning under a like despotism. It is not strange, 
therefore, that my letter of credit to this body should contain instruc- 
tions so com ensive and unequivocal. 

Mr, Speaker, the time has not yet come when even a temporary re- 
treat should be sounded at corporate dictation. Such an expedient 
should not even be considered until the Senate shall have been forced 
to emphasize its monopolistic tendencies by openly proclaiming its sub- 
servience to corporation interests. Irigidly adhere to the attitude which 
I assumed in the Forty-ninth Congress when I discussed this question 
somewhat in extenso. Iam not in favor of taking any step backward 
thus early in the fight. The time will undoubtedly come when a Re- 
publican Senate will determine that we must yield to the railroad cor- 
porations of this country. Then, and not until then, will I be in favor 
of retreating a single step, as a temporary expedient, from the position 
which the Democratic party has always maintained upon this great 
question. In such an event I would be willing for the time-being to 
accept, in conference, the slight concession which could be obtained, 
and in the future I would vigorously prosecute the conflict until the 
last vestige of this most unrighteous legislation shall have been swept 
from the statute-books. Could I have my way, and the power to doso 
is undoubted, I would go to the full extent suggested by my friends, 
Messrs. STONE and MCRAE, of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
take from these corporations every acre of land which has not been 
earned by acompletion of theroadsin the precise time prescribed in the 
granting acts. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I have eight minutes remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was a loss of seyen minutes by 
interruptions. 

Mr, PAYSON. That ought not to be charged to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not be charged to the gentle- 
man except in the proportion that the lost time bears to the whole time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then how much time have I ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seven minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. Dovenrrty]. ` 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, asa general proposition I believ: 
it to be right and proper to forfeit every unearned land grant in the 
United States; but in making the report the committee uses this lan- 
guage: 


The name of each railroad company and thenumber of miles of the ve 
railroads remaining unconstructed when the time expired within which, ac- 
cording to the terms of the grant, it should have been completed, are as follows: 
The Florida, Atlantic and Northern Central Railroad Company, 181 miles, 


What are the facts in reference to that land t? They are sim- 
ply these, that under the laws of the State of Florida a company now 
known as the Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad Company was incor- 
porated, the act of incorporation extending to that company all of the 
privileges of the Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central Railroad Company. 
Now, while it might be true that the road to be constructed under the 
act here alluded to was not constructed within the limit of time speci- 
fied in the grant, yet it is equally true that every mile of road contem- 
plated under that original act has now been constructed; yet, according 
to the terms of this bill, it is proposed to step in after that railroad has 
been completed and has been in operation for several years and forfeit 
this land grant. The resuit of such action will be not only to put the 
lands that have been sold to settlers into the courts for adjudication, 
or into the land office—and they might just as well be in the courts— 
but the remaining portion of the grant, which under the law of the 
State of Florida this company has earned, will also be put into the 
courts, and settlers desiring to purchase or to settle upon those lands 
will never know when their titles are secure. 

With reference to the second railroad grant proposed to be forfeited, 
that company was interrupted in the construction of its road by the 
unfortunate war between the States—— 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 
aa PABON I will yield another minute to the gentleman from 
orida. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That company, I say, was interrupted in the 
construction of its road by the civil war. The Confederate govern- 
ment took up off its line several miles of railroad iron, for which the 
A rod never received a single, solitary cent, because when the Con- 
fedefate governmentcollapsed there was nothingin existence from which 
they could obtain a settlement. Nevertheless, the company went on 
and constructed the line of railroad as fast as it was possible to do so, 
because the results of the war placed the lines formerly controlled by 
that company into the hands ofthe United States courts, and they have 
but recently gotten out. $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has three minutes remain- 


ing. 
fate, PAYSON withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield one minute to thegentlemen from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I have uniformly, before my constit- 
uents and elsewhere throughout the Union, taken the position, which 
I believe to be sound in law and in good policy, that these railroad 
companies, by reason of their not having complied with the terms of the 
pant, have forfeited their right to the lands granted to them, and I 

old that it is the duty of Congress to forfeit such grants and restore 
the lands to homestead settlement. I have heard nothing in the argu- 
ment this afternoon that convinces me that I have been wrong; and hav- 
ing investigated tlfe subject for myself, I wish to say, sir, that I shall 
vote first for the substitute oftered by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
STONE] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to forfeit every 
acre of land granted to these railroad companies. If adopted, the bill 
thus amended will forfeit over 70,000,000 acres and restore that amount 
to the people for homestead settlement. It is the patriotic duty of Con- 
gress to do this. The corporations have never complied with the terms 
of the grants nor earned an acre of the land embraced in this substi- 
tute, and itis the equitable right of the people to reinvest themselves 
with the title to this land. If the proposition of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] should not prevail, I shall then vote for the 
committee’s substitute for the Senate bill as the next best thing; but 
I want to say emphatically that I shall never vote for the Senate 
biil. It forfeits barely 5,000,000 acres that the corporations do not 
want—a mere contemptible remnant, which they now wish to throw 
into the faces of the people as they walk off triumphantly with their 
plunder, They want me as a Re tative to give my assent to this 
crime. Sir, I will never do it, and I warn this House not to do it. 
Let the proposition be rejected with indignation. 

If we can not forfeit the 70,000,000 acres, as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], then let us pass the proposition 
of the committee to forfeit 52,000,000 acres. The people will be satis- 
fied with nothing less. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyield one minute to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McApoo]. 

[Mr. MCADOO withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. SrocKDALE]. 

Mr. STocKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 

Ix 


J 


DIX. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time agreed upon has expired. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I reserved four minutes of my time, and with the 


permission of the House I will occupy that time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill amounts to nothing. Itwould be 
a fraud on the country to pass that bill in its present form. It virtu- 
ally comprehends nothing. It will only affect lands which are worth 
nothing. You will deceive the country if you carry it through. 

I have not time to devote to the legal hair-splitting of my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson], but 
I appeal to the House; here at least, in the midst of a body representing 
the people of the country, the laboring masses—that in this body at 
least a great wrong shall not be perpetrated by refusing on the part of 
the House to reclaim for the people that which is justly their own. 

One bill involving this same question, declaring this same forfeiture 
in the North Pacific case two years ago on the 27th day of this month, 
was passed by a majority of 187 votes to 47. Thegentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES] is consistent, for he was found voting for corpora- 
tions then as he is found speaking for them now. . 

But the gentleman is committed, as I believe, by the solemn pledge, 
made after a struggle here in the Forty-seventh Congress to get a vote 
for the land-grant forfeitures. I think he is committed by the policy 
adopted on the 21st day of January, 1884, wherein the House by an 
overwhelming majority declared in favor of the principle of forfeiture 
of unearned grants. 

Mr. OATES. Ihave been trying to makea suggestion to the gentle- 
man, but his speech is all one sentence, He doesnot want, I presume, 
to do me an injustice ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. OATES. I voted in the case to which the gentleman refers for 
whas I believed the law was. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody doubts that; but I want to say that the 
gentleman, if he will be consistent,should also vote against a forfeiture 
in every case presenting similar conditions, having voted against the 
forfeiture in that case. 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir, and spoke against it; and if the gentleman 
wants time to meet the legal argument to which he has referred I hope 
it will be granted to him, ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the House voted that the forfeiture should be 
declared upon the basis of the majority report; and I am sure the con- 
stituency of no gentleman on this floor, Democrat or Republican, has 
ever condemned him for that vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time fixed for debate has expired, 
and by unanimous consent the previous question is considered as or- 
dered. If there be no objection, the amendments offered to the substi- 
tute will be reported by the Clerk in the orderin which they would ke 
inserted in the substitute. 

Mr. HERBERT. My amendment was to the substitute—that is to 
say, to either the majority or minority substitute, whichever it may be 
the will of the House to adopt; so it ought to come after the vote is 
taken upon the minority substitute forthe report of the majority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have to withhold 
it and offer it as an amendment to the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. HERBERT. I withhold it, then, for the purpose of offering it 
to the substitute,whichever one may be adopted, whether that of the 
gentleman from Illinois or the majority of the committee, for the Senate 
bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iriseto aquestion of order. Does not the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama come in as an amendment to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the majority? And 
if so, of course it must be voted upon before the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois, which is in the nature of a substitute for the 


majority substitute. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is cor- 
rect in that. 


Mr. HERBERT. My purpose is to offer it to whichever of these 
may prevail. It does not matter which; for my amendment is for the 
purpose of protecting the rights of these purchasers and settlers under 
either of the pending propositions 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Alabama that it be ding to whatever it is properly ap- 
plicable; but it could only be offered by the gentleman by unanimous 
consent after the substitute was adopted, because the adoption of the 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] will be the 
Jast ming vore upon by the House so far as amendments are con- 
cerned. s object could only be accomplished by obtaining unani- 
mous consent, i 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I ask unanimous consent to withhold the 
proposition, and offer it after the substitute is acted upon. 

Mr. PAYSON. If I can have the attention of the gentleman from 
Alabama for a moment, I wish to make an inquiry as to whether it 
would not be in order for him to have his amendment pending as to 
pon the substitute and the bill reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HERBERT. That is just what I want to do. 

The Sa pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consen 


Mr. HERBERT. Then I ask that unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Whether any fur- 
ther amendments are allowable under the rule ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There areno amendments now allow- 
able, the previous question having been ordered by unanimous consent 
of the House. The first question is on the amendment, which the Clerk 
will now report, proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the committee amendment the following words in lines 5 and 6 
of section 1: “Opposite to or coterminous with the portion of any such rail- 
road;"’ and the following words in lines 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 of said section: 
“Lying op te to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad not 
constru and completed within the time prescribed by the act of Con 
making such grant for the construction and completion of the whole railroad. 
provided for by such act.” 

Mr. MCRAE. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. 1 would like to ask the gentleman who offered 
the amendment, as I was not here to hear his explanation of it, what 
aray s land the amendment would forfeit? [Cries of ““ Regular 
order!” 

Mr. MCRAE. Something over 70,000,000 of acres. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
just read, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 60, nays 106, not voting 
158; as follows: 


YEAS—, 

Abbott, Fuller, Matson, Rowland, 
Anderson, Iowa lass, McAdoo, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Hatch, McCreary, Simmons, 
Anderson, Kans. Hayes, McKinney, Springer, 
Bankhead, eard, McRae, wart, Ga, 

rnes, Hiestand, McShane, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Johnston, Ind, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Bound, Kerr, Moore, Iman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Kilgore, Newton, ‘Tracey, 
Candler, ird, O’Neall, Ind. Townshend, 
Caruth, Lanham, Peel, ance, 
Clements, Latham, Penington, Waiker, 
Cothran, Lee, Peters, eaver, 
Cummings, Maish, Richardson, Whiting, Mich, 
Dockery, Mansur, Robertson, 4 

NAYS—106. 
Adams, Davidson, Fla, Hudd, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich, Dorsey, Hunter, R 
Arnold, Dougherty, Jackson, Ryan, 
Baker, Ill. unn, ones, Scull, 
Bayne, Elliott, Kean, Seymour, 
Biggs, Farquhar, Kennetly, Sowden, 
Blanchard, isher, Ket H Spooner, 
Boothman, ood, Laffoon, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Forney, La Follette, Stockdale, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Gay, Lehibach Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Buckalew, Gear, Lind, Thomas, 
Bunnell, Gest, Long, Thomas Wis, 
Butler, Grimes, Macdonald, Turner, Ga, 
Cannon, Grout, Martin, Turner, Kans. 
Caswell, K McComas, Vandever, 
Catchings, Haugen, McKenna, Warner, 
Cheadle, Henderson, N.C. Moffitt, Washington, 
Clardy, Henderson, Ill. a eber, 
Clark, Herbert, O'Neill, Pa, Wheeler, 
Cobb, - Hermann, Owen, White, Ind. 
Conger, Hires, Patton, Whitthorne, 
Cowles, Hitt, Payson, Wickham, 
Crisp, Holman, Perkins, Williams, 
Crouse, Holmes, f Wilson, Minn, 
Culberson, Houk, Rice, Yost. 
Darlington, Hovey, Rogers, 
Davidson, Ala, Howard, Romeis, 
NOT VOTING—I5s. 

Allen, Mass. Carlton, Goff, McCullogh, 
Allen, Miss. Chipman, Granger, McKinley, 
Anderson, Ill. Cockran, Greenman, McMillin, 
Atkinson, rhe nd Grosvenor, Merriman, 
Bacon, Collins, Guenther, Milliken, 
Baker, N. Y, Compton, e Mills, 

i Cooper, Harmer, Morgan, 
Belden, Cox, Hayden, Morrill, 
Belmont, Crain, Hemphill, Morrow, 
Bingham, Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Morse, 

liss, Dalzell, Hogs, Neal, 

Blount, Dai A Hooker, Nelson, 
Boutelle, Davenport, Hopkins, I. Nichols. 
Bowden, vis, Hopkins, Va. Norwood, 
Bowen, De Lano, Hopkins, N. Y. Nutting, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dibble, Hutton, O'Donnell, 
Brower, Dingley, Johnston, N.C. O’Ferrall, 
Browne, Ind Dun N Kelley, O'Neill, Mo, 
Brown, Ohio Enloe, n, Osborne, 
Brown, J. R., Va, Ermentrout, Laidlaw, Outhwaite, 
Brumm, Felton, Landes, ker, 
Bryce, Finley, Lane, Perry, 
Buchanan, Fitch, Lawler, Phelan, 
Burnes, Foran, Lodge, Phelps, 
Burnett, Ford, Lyman, Pidcock, 
Burrows, ; Lynch, Plumb, 
weal re se eee age 

num, nes, ahoney, ugsley, 
Campbell, F, N. Y. Gallinger, Mason, dali, 
Campbell, Ohio Gibson, McClammy, Rayner, 
Cam pbell,T. J.,N.¥.Glover, McCormick, Rockwell, 
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Russell, Conn Soyder ber, 

4 Spinola, Taylor, E. B., Ohio ee 
Sawyer, Stahlin A Thomas, NI. ilkinson, 

Steele, Thompson, Ohio Wilson, W. Va. 

Seney, Stephenson, Thompson, Cal. 
Shaw, Stewart, Tex. Abe 
Sherman, Struble, Wes! «Yardley. 
hira; Symes, White, N.Y. 
Smith, Y, Whiting, Mass. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr, BIGGS. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Morrow]. He 
would have voted ‘‘no’’ on this proposition, and I also voted ‘no.’ 
I wish to make an explanation of why I voted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ilinois. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr]. If he were present, I would vote “‘ay.” 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MCCULLOGH. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. Cummines with Mr. McCormick. ; 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. DE LANO. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. OSBORNE. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. Foray with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri; with Mr. WOODBURN. 

Mr. McCLammy with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. MoRGAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr, GOFF. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. McMILLIn with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. Funston. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GUENTHER, for this bill. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. BOUTELLE, for this bill. 
would vote for the bill and Mr, BoUTELLE against it. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, for this bill. Mr. SENEY 
would vote for the majority report and Mr. THOMPSON for the minor- 
ity re 

Yi r. Pla ke with Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. HARE would vote 
for the Holman bill and Mr. BAKER would vote for the Payson bill. 

Mr. Scorr and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, on this bill. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. SYMES. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. DALZELL, 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia, with Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr, WILKINSON. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. WHITING and myself were paired, 
but I supposed of course as he was present the pair was withdrawn. 
If he ie not voted I would withdraw my vote; but as it is I will let 
it stand. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I wish to withdraw my vote. I had forgotten 


I was paired. 
I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with Mr. 


Mr. RANDALL 


Mr. WADE. 


ALLEN, of Mississippi. 


Mr. HUDD. My pair ought not to have been declered, as it was 
withdrawn nearly a week ago. 

Mr. HOLMES. I thought I heard my name announced as being 
paired. I do not find it on the list and was not aware of it. If Iam 
paired I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire towithdrawmy vote. I voted forgetting 
she fadt that I was paired with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 


yess HOWARD. Iwas paired, but I think the pair is off, as I under- 
stood it was to Jast only during the convention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the pair will 
be withdrawn and the gentleman’s vote will stand. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired,and I desire to with- 
draw my vote. If I were not paired I would vote ‘‘no”’ on this propo- 
sition, and would vote for the substitute advocated by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

-The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment ‘i 

Aer eai Pee Ti ay te kiere 

“ Provided, t this act shall not take effect except as to lands which were 
entered under the homestead and pre-emption laws and at private entry while 
the same were held by the Interior Department to be subject to such entr. Sirvan 
January a hpg as to a grant of land made to the State of Mississippi for ur- 

of aiding in the construction of a railroad from Brandon to the Go f of 
exico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE demanded a division, but subsequently withdrew 
the demand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report the next amend- 


f Congress approved June 3, A. D, 1856, to aid in the con- 
struction of the Girard nerw Mobile Railroad which, after the said lands were 
certified to the State of Alabama for the benefit of said railroad, were sold by 
the Mobile and Girard or the Girard and Mobile Railroad Com ays or by, 
psc h, or under either of them, and all purchases of any of said fone under 

es held by county tax collectors, are hereby validated and confirmed.” 


ence amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 67. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now let us have the alternative amendment, the 
one that was agreed upon by the committee unanimously in the last 
Con 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to section 1 of the committee's substitute, at the conclusion thereof, the 


following: 
“Provided, however, All of the lands granted to the State of Alabama by the act 
of Congress approved June 3, 1856, to aid in the construction of the Mobile and 
Girard Railroad, and which have been sold by the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company, or which have been sold as the roperty of said railroad company 
for State and county taxes thereon, and purchienen by actual settlers, are hereby 
excepted from said forfeiture to the extent of 320 acres, and the titles to said 
land to the extent so excepted, are hereby confirmed and made valid to such 
, their heirs or assigns; and if any such pu: shall have pur- 
hoaia more than 320 acres for the uses of actual settlement, he shall select said 
$20 acres herein excepted from forfeiture within one year com ee approval of 
this act, and file notice of such Saon with the register of the land oflice at 
Montgome: r7 A Ala.; and any such p who shall fail to make such se- 
lection and file said notice shall oat thereafter have the benefit of the excep- 
tion herein made: Provided , That when any such purchaser shall have 
purchased in Sni of 320 acres for the purpose of actual settlement, or in cases 
where any of the lands hereinbefore forfeited have been sold and conveyed by 
said railroad company, or sold and conveyed, as the property of said railroad 
DDEON for State and county taxes thereon, and purchased by other than actual 
at all such rs shall have aprior right to purchase said lands from 
ip United States at the price and sum of $1.25 dra acre, which pao right 
urchase shall continue for one yard after the approval of this act, and 


nob pera : Provided further, That all such pareus or their assigns, "shall 
thin one year after the approval of this act, make proof, before the 
over "of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., of the amount of land Chibi. Y 


therefor, and when: Pro- 
vided also, That such proof may also be made before a dodge 2 of probate or clerk 
of the circuit court, under the seal of office, and forward mail to said reg- 
ister; And ided er, That the above-named riviloges to purchasers are 
made by them or any of 
the State of Alabama, or any county. school district or munici- 
pality ereof, for taxes erroneously assessed and collected on any of said lands, 
whether the same were paid solmehertly or not, 


The amendment was rejected—ayes 53, noes 80. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment proposed by Mr. LIND: 
“Add before the word * but, in line 8 of section 2 of the committee's substitute, 


tand which lands so sold were not at the time of such sale in the actual posses- 
sion of or had improvements made thereon by a person other than such pur- 


Mr. LIND. Ihave had no opportunity to explain the import of that 
amendment, otherwise I should have done it cheerfully, of course. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


from whom, the title received, and the amount 


aa only = condition that no claim shall ever 


The Clerk will report the next amend- 


1888. 
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ment, which is the substitute proposed by the minority of the com- 


mittee. 


Mr. PAYSON. The House understands the substitute, and I ask 


that, in order to save time, the reading of it be dispensed with. 


Mr. HOLMAN and others. It is the Senate bill. 
It is not the Senate bill. Itis the substit 


Mr. PAYSON. 


by the minority of the committee. 


Mr. BIGGS. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois if this is not the 


Senate bill. 


Mr. PAYSON, It is the substance of the Senate bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


with? 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The question was taken on the adoption of the substitute, and there 


were—ayes 72, noes 83. 


Mr. PAYSON. 
this. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


I think we had better have the yeas and nays on 


71, nays 92, not voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—71. 
Adams, Davidson, Fla. Hunter, 
Arnold, Dorsey, ackson, 
Bayne, Dougherty, Kean, 
Boot ~ unn, Kennedy, 
Brewer, ubar, Ketcham, 
Browne, T.H. B., Va. Flood, Lehlbach, 
Bunnell, Funston, Lind, 
Butler, A Long, 
Cannon, r, McKenna, 
Caswi est, Moffitt, 
Catchings, Grout, Norwood, 
Clark, ugen, Nutting, 
Cobb, Henderson, Ill. y, 
Conger, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa, 
Crouse, Hitt, Payson, 
Culberson, Holmes, 4 
à Houk, Rice, 
Darlington, Hovey, Rogers, 
NAYS—92. 
yep Dockery, Lawler, 
Allen, Mich. Elliott, Macdonald, 
Anderson, Iowa Fisher, Maish, 
Anderson, Miss. Forney, Mansur, 
Anderson, IIL Fuller, Martin, 
Anderson, Kans. rimes, Matson, 
Baker, Il. Hali McAdoo 
Bank ý Hatch, MoComas, 
Barnes, Heard, Mi ; 
Bland Henderson, N.C. McKinney, 
Bound, Herbert, McMillin, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hiestand, McRae, 
Buckalew, olman, McShane, 
Candler, Howard, Montgomery, 
Caru Johnston, Ind Moore, 
Cheadle, ones, ewton, 
Clardy, 5 O’Neall, Ind, 
Clements, Kilgore, Owen, 
Cothran, Laffoon, Peel, 
Cowles, La Follette, Penington, 
P, Laird, Perkins, 
Cummings, Lanham, Peters, 
Davidson, Ala. Latham Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—161, 
Allen, Mass. Cutcheon, Kelley, 
Allen, Miss. zell, n, 
Atkinson, Davenport, Laidiaw, 
Bacon, vis, Landes, 
Baker, N. Y. De Lano, Lane, 
Barry, Dibble Lee, 
Belden, Dinglėy, Lodge, 
Belmont, Dunham, Lyman, 
Biggs, Enloe, Lynch, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Maffett, 
Blanchard, Felton, Mahoney, 
Bliss, Finley ason, 
Blount, Fitch, McClammy, 
Boutelle, Foran, McCormick, 
Bowden, Ford, MoCullogh, 
Bowen, neh, McKinley, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gaines, Merriman, 
Brower, Gallinger, Milliken, 
Browne, Ind. Gibson, Mills, 
Brown, Ohio Glass, Morgan, 
rown, J. R., Va. Glover, Morrill, 
Brumm, Gof, Morrow, 
Bryce, Granger, Morse, 
Buchanan, Greenman. Neal, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, Nelson, 
Burnett, Guenther, Nichols, 
Burrows, are, O'Donnell, 
Butterworth, Harmer, O’ Ferrall, 
Bynum, Hayden, O'Neill, Mo. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hayes. Osborne, 
Campbell, Ohio | Hemphill, Outhwaite, 
Cam pbell,T.J.,N.Y. Henderson, Iowa Parker, 
Carlton, Hires, Patton, 
Chipnran, Hogg, Perry, 
Coc rou Bona ñi Raer 
Cogswell, opkins, I. el ps, 
Collins, Hopkins, Va. Pidcock, 
Compton, Hopkins, N, Y. Plumb, 
Cooper, Hudd, Post, 
Cox, Hutton, Pugsiey, 
Crain, Johnston, N. O. Randall, 


Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the reading of the substitute be dispensed 


Wickham 
Wilson, Minn. 
Yost, 


Robertson, 
Rowland, 


Wheeler, 
Whiting, Mich. 
Willia: 


ms, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 


Rayner, 

Rockwell, 

Russell, Conn. 
usk, 


Sawyer, 
Scott, 
Seney, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 


Shively, 
Smith, 


Ta : 

Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ill. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Oaar iDEN; 


Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Wi 


ise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley. 


ute pro- 


So the substitute submitted by Mr. PAYSON was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 
day: > 

Mr. LEE with Mr. Burrows. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 

Before the result of the vote was announced the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. HOUK. I am paired; but as I understand a quorum has not 
yet voted, I ask to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If there be no objection, the vote ot 
the gentleman from Tennessee will be recorded. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
COOPER], but as I understand that he, if present, would vote ‘‘ay,’’ 
I ask to have my vote recorded in the affirmative. 

There being no objection, Mr. NoRwoop’s vote was recorded. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I am paired, but my pair reserves the 
right to vote if necessary to make a quorum. Understanding that to 
be now the case, I desire to vote ‘“‘ no.” 

There being no objection, the vote of Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was 
recorded. 

Mr. DARGAN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins], butin order to make a quorum I vote ‘‘ay,’’ 

There being no objection, the vote of Mr. DARGAN was recorded. 

Mr. WADE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
ALLEN], but as I understand he would vote in the affirmative, I will, 
in order to make a quorum, vote the same way. 

There being no objection, Mr. WADE’s vote was recorded. 

Mr. RIC N. My colleague [Mr,GLAss], who voted on the 
last call, was afterward taken sick, and has gone home, desiring to be 
excused for the rest of the day. 

Mr.STEELE. As I expected to leave for Cincinnati, as a member of 
the commission appointed by the Speaker, I asked my colleague [ Mr. 
SHIVELY] to pair with me until Monday next. So I presume he is at 
home attending to his correspondence, thinking I am absent. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the sub- 
peer reported by the majority of the Committee on the Public 

n 


Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as that substitute has been read several 
times, I ask that its reading at this time be dispensed with. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand, the committee’s proposition is a 
substitute for the Senate bill, and the Senate bill is substantially the 
same as the amendment of my colleague [Mr. PAYSON]. 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there.be no objection, the reading 
of the substitute will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on agreeing to 
the substitute reported by the majority of the Committee on the Pub- 
‘lic Lands) said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, CANNON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered; and I desire to suggest to my colleague [ Mr. 
PAYSON] that after the adoption of this substitute the vote will come 
TI upon the passage of the bill, on which the yeas and nays can 

taken, 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask the Chair to state the parliamentary position 
of the question. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This question is simply upon the sub- 
stitution of the report of the majority of the Committee on the Public 
Lands for the Senate bill. The adoption of this substitute would not 
be a final determination of the question, but there would afterward be 
a vote upon the passage of the Senate bill as amended. 

Mr. PAYSON. With that understanding, I do not desire to insist 
on the call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, can not be dispensed with without the action of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I have made a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recurring on ordering the yeas and nays, the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

The substitute reported by the majority of the Committecon the Pub- 
lic Lands was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 12, not vot- 
ing 171; as follows: 


YEAS—L 
Abbott, Baker, Il Breckinridge, Ark, Cannon, 
Adams, Banklı Brewer, ruth, 
Allen, Mich, Barnes, Browne, T.H.B., Va. Catchings, 
Anderson, Iowa Bayne, Buchanan, headle, 
Anderson, M: Bland, Buckalew Clardy, 
Anderson, Ill. Boothman, Bunnell, Clark, 
Anderson, Kans, Bound, Candler, Clements, 


` 


Cobb, H McComas, Sowden, 
Conger, Hermann, Mi f Springer, 
ran, Hi d, McKenna, "Steele, 
Cowles, Hires, McKinney, Stewart, Ga. 
P, Holman, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Holmes, Me x Ky. 
Cumm Hovey, McShane, Stone, Mo. 
Deven ais Seakent Montgo Thomas, Wis. 
v . ontgomery, omas, 
Davidson, Fla. Johnston, Ind, Moore, Tillman, 

ery, Jones, Newton, Tracey, 
Dorsey. Kean, Norwood, Townshend, 

X Kennedy, panmi Turner, Kans, 
Elliott, Kerr, O'Neall, Ind. Vance, 
Farquhar, Ket Owen, Wade, 
Fisher, Kilgore, Payson, Walker, 

oon, Peel, Warner, 
Forney, La Follette, Penington, Weaver, 
Fuller, Lanham, Perkins, Weber, 
Funston, Latham, Peters, Wheeler, 
Gear, Lawler, Post, Whiting, Mich, 
Gest, Lehl b Richardson, Wiliams, 
Grimes, Lind, naid, e inf n, Whao, ne 
Hail Macdo: me: són, W. Va. 
Hatch, Maish, Rowland, Yoder, 
ugen, Mansur, yan, 
Heard, Martin, Sayers, 
Henderson, N.C. Matson, Seymour, 
Henderson, Il, McAdoo, Simmons, 
NAYS—12. 
Butler, Dougherty, O'Neill, Pa. Scull, 
ell, AA Rice, Turner, Ga, 
n, - Rogers, Wickham, 
NOT VOTING—I71. 
Allen, Mass, Darlington, Kelley, Reed, 
Allen, Miss, Davenport, n, Rockwell, 
Arnold, vis, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Atkinson, De Lano, des, Russell, Conn. 
Baker N. Y. Dingle} reer rien heat 

. . ey, £e, usk, 

z Dashes: Lodge, Sawyer, 
Belden, Enloe, Long, > 
Belmont, Ermentrout, Lyman, Seney, 

iggs, Felton, Lynch, Shaw, 
Bingham, Finley, ffett, Sherman, 
Fitch, Mahoney, Shively, 
Foran, Mason, mith, 
Blount, Ford, McClamm: Saya 
utelle, nch, McCormick, Spinola, 
Bowden, Gaines, McCullogh, Spooner, 
Bowen, ger, McKinley, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, Merriman, Stephenson, 
Brower, G Milliken, Stewart, Tex. 
Browne, Ind, Glover, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, Ohio Gof, organ, Struble, 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Granger, Morrill, Symes, 
umm, Greenman, Morrow, ney, 
ce, Grosvenor, Morse, Taulbee, 
Burn Grout, Neal, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bu Guenther, Nelson, Taylor, J.D.,Ohio 
Burrows, ý Nichols, mas, Li) 
Butterworth, Harmer, tes, Thompson, Ohio 
Bynum, Hayden, O'Donnell, Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell, F.. N.Y. Hayes, O'Fe Vandever, 
Campbell, Ohio Hemphill, O'Neill, Mo. Washington, 
Cam: T.J.,N.Y.Henderson, Iowa rne, est, 
Carli itt, Outhwaite, White, Ind. 
Chipman, H s Parker, White, N. Y. 
eee a | eer a 
‘opkins, erry, orne, 
Collins, Hopkins, Va. Phelan, Wilber, 
Compton, Hopkins, N. Y. Phel; Wilkins, 
Cooper, Houk, Pid A Wilkinson, 
oe Bet Re fae 
Crain, u ey, 
Cutcheon, Hutton, Randai) Yardley. 
Dalzell, Johnston, N. C. Rayner, 


No quorum voted, , 

By unanimous consent Mr. MCKINLEY was granted leave of absence 
on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this will come up for completion in 
the morning, I will move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 6 o'clock having arrived, 
the House is adjourned, in accordance with previous order. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 10723) granting a pension to John 
T. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10724) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Bluford Knight, deceased—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10725) to increase pension of Elizabeth M. Allen— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10726) to increase the pension of Thomas J. Mc- 
Goldrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 10727) for the relief of Margaret 
Morris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 10728) for the relief of A. E. Ealy— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 10729) for the relief of the survivors 
of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions, 
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pru NUTTING: A bill (H. R. 10730) for the relief of William 
J. Hitcheock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10731) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Elenor Dixon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10732) for the relief of 
Mrs. Julia A. Faught, late Shirrod--to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 10733) for the relief of James M., 
Lovan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10734) to refer the claim against 
the United States of E. R. Chattin to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10735) to remove the political 
disabilities of Theodore Lewis—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of Isaac W. Lewis, of Craven County, 
and of Louisa E. Burroughs, of Orange County, North Carolina, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of T. J. Doyle, of Elizabeth Jane Oneal, 
of John Neil, of Henderson Lynch, of Martha A. Saunders, and of 
Mack Fulton, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAREY: Petition of citizens of Wyoming Territory, for right 
of way to the Wyoming Midland Railroad across the Wind River In- 
dian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Edward Curtin, and of heirs of 
John C. Lee, of Walker County, Georgia, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Loup City, of Norfolk, of 
Fremont, of West Point, and of Wesner, Nebr., in favor of the system 
of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Nathaniel Porter, of James Burrows, of 
heirs of Elizabeth Palmer, of Hortense Allain, of Wyatt W. Wilker- 
son, of Jacob C. Faulks, and of Martha Johnson, widow of Clem John- 
son, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claims of Hortense Allain, of James A. Bowling, 
of R. W. Winbourn, of John Bradley, of Ellen Savage, of Nancy P. 
Garison, and of James M. Becket, of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, favoring the Outhwaite bill—to the Committee 
cn Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of sundry citizens of the Ninth district 
of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Salem County, New Jersey, 
for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic of Ohio, for appropriation for headstones at soldiers’ graves—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of John McClavin and of Sarah E. 
Wilkes, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of Elizabeth A. Eads, and of heirs of 
J. P. Bates, of Randolph County, Missouri, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Petition of Joshua Biddenback, of Allen N. 
Kieffer, of Jacob Volaski, and of John Walsh, of Georgia, for refer- 
rood of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PATTON: Memorial for reimbursement for expenses of Penn- 
sylvania State Agricultural Society in holding international sheep and 
wool show in 1880—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Richard Leach, of Washington County, 
Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Courtof Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for a Government telegraph— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Malcolm McEachim, of Sarah W. 
Taylor, administratrix of William H. Avett; of Temperance Howell, ot 
John Clark, of Alphonso Corson, of Calvin Homes, of Harrison Irby, 
administrator of James R. Hart; of Mary W. Shelton, widow of 
Florian B. Crenshaw; of David Keistler, of Mary R. Kirkpatrick, and 
of Mariana F. Goyer, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of the Cambria Iron Company and others, 
for the passage of House bill 8716 to protect free labor from convict 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Julia A. Faught, for refer- 
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et of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
ims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of L. D. Hogle, of John Doherty, 
of Lucy T. Robertson, of P. H. Davis, and of E. H. McNeil, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—-+to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jonathan Chesnut, of Cherokee 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of administrator of Calvin A. 
Reynolds, of Giles County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of W. C. Kendall and others, of Maine. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agriculture, 
by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

tn Brae E. P. ALLEN: Of A. C. Chaney and 16 others, citizens of 
Michigan. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of 305 Union soldiers of Indiana, Armstrong, and 
Clearfield Counties, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of ex-soldiers and sailors of Morley, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 6, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Mr. CRISP, as 
Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the following com- 
munication: = 

WASHINGTON, D.C., July 6, 1888. 

Sır: I hereby designate Hon. CHARLES F. Crisp to preside as Speaker pro 

tempore at the session of the House y. á 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 


Hon. Joun B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE—JULIA WELCH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 8291, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Julia Welch.” 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill served in the Army from 
December, 1863, to May, 1866. 5 

He never filed an application for pension, and died February 24, 1830, of inflam- 
mation of the oa 

The claim filed by his widow for pension alleged that her husband suffered 
hon chronic diarrhea and disease of the heart and lungs, as results of his Army 
service. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the soldier 
rosy chee an acute disease which bore no relation to any complaint contracted 

y 6 Army. 
1 think the action of the bureau was correct. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 5, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—MARY ANN LANG. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 7907, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Gang.” K x 

The husband of this beneficiary was wounded in the nose on the 1st day of 
June, 1864, and was mustered out of the service July 8,1865. He was pensioned 
on account of this wound and died February 21,1881. Prior to hisdeath hehad 
executed a declaration claiming pension also for rheumatism, but the applica- 
tion was not filed before he died. 

The cause of his death was dropsy. The widow filed her claim for pension 
in 1884, which was rejected on the ground that the soldier’s fatal disease was 
not the result of his military service. 

A physician of repute, who appears to have attended him more than any 
other physician for a number of years prior to his death, gives an account of 
rhe c ailments and other troubles, and states that about a year and a half 
before he died he had a liver trouble which resulted in dropsy which caused 
his death. He adds that the soldier was a man who drank beer and at times to 
excess, and that he drank harder towards the last of his life. He further states 
that he is unable to connect the liver trouble with his rheumatism, and could 
not give any other reason for it except his jong use of beer and liquor, and if 

was not the cause it greatly vated it; that he had cau him 


about drinking, and at times he heeded the advice, $ 
XIX—372 
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An appeal was tgken from the action rejecting the claim and the case was sub 
mitted to the medical referee of the Pension Bureau, who decided upon all the 
testimony that the soldier's fatal disease, dropsy, was due to disease of the 
liver, which was not a sequence of rheumatism, and was the result of excessive 
use of alcoholic stimulants, 

It will be observed that no claim is made that death in any way resulted from 
the wound for which a pension had been allowed, and that even if rheumatism 
za Sarg with the death its incurrence in the Army had never been es- 

I am satisfied that this case was properly dis of by the Pension Bureau, 

pe eA posed ROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, July 5, 1888. 
LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Light-House Board relative to the inadequacy of the appropriation for 
the Light-House Service in the sundry civil bill for the fiscal year 1889; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL V. O'LEARY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Postmaster-General, transmitting papers relative to the claim of 
Daniel V. O'Leary, postmaster at Albany, N. Y., and recommending an 
appropriation for his relief; which was referred to the Committee on 

ims. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
10233) with Senate amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IS THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 5, 1888. 

Resolved, That the Senate Turther insist on its thirtieth amendment to the 
bill of the House 10233, making appropriations for the Agricultural Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, , and for raped 2 disa; to by 
the House of Representatives, and asks a further erence with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Messrs. PLUMB, FARWELL, and CALL be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk the conference report, 
which I ask may be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: f 


The committee of conference on the d reeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ria R. 10233) making an appropriation 
for the Department of Agriculture for the year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 12, and 13, 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 7,8, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, and 29; and agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “One clerk 
to disbursing officer, $1,400; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate , 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘One assistant 
botanist, $1,200;” and strike out, in line 13, page 2 of the bill, the word “two” 
and insert in lien thereof the word “four;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum pro insert *' $20,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ Of which $16,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be applied to 
the investigation of the disease in peach-trees known as yellows and remedies 
therefor;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 24, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike ou 
in line 26, page 7 of the bill, the words “Joseph Neuman and associates” a 
insert in lieu thereof Joseph Neumann; ” strike out, in line 1, 8 of the 
bill, the words “Joseph Neuman” and insert in lieu thereof “Joseph Neu- 
mann. 

Strike out lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, on page 10 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “ Printing seed-pockets, labels, postal-cards, cte., lahor, paper, 
ink, type, and other necessary material for printing, and for purchasing and re- 
pairing presses, $4,200; in all, $104,200;’’ and insert, after the word “thousand,” 
in line 9, page 11 of the bill, the words “ three hundred and fifty; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by the said amendment insert the following: “And of 
this sum an amount not exceeding $15,000 may erly, irea to the payment of ex- 
penses incurred during the fiscal year 1888;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro; insert “$595,000; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro; insert ‘* $10,000; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ment to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and agreeto the same with amendments as follows: Strike out the 
period (.) at the end of the amended paragraph and strike out the word * And"’ 
where it first occurs in said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof “and; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendment numbered 30 the committee of conference has been unable to 


W. H. HATCH, 

A. C. DAVIDSON, 

E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on part of the House, 

P. B. PLUMB. 


WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on part of the Senate, 


5938 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 6, 


STATEMENT. 


The conferees on the part of the House respectfully report that they have 
to the accompanying conference report, and herewith submit their ac- 

tion to the House for its appro 
The only Senate amendments of importance agreed to by the House conferees 


are as follows: 
Numbers 15 and 16, g for the establishment and maintenance of ex- 
perimental a pe stat in connection with the Botanical Division, which is 
to with an amendment reducing the amount from $25,000 to $20,000, 
bey nee 18, rassa d chee see fifteen PARDASSE appro- 
priation for the section o! ween e pathology, soas ude an investigation 
of the disease in es known as yellows and remedies for, 
to with an amen mt changing the verbiage of the appropriation. 
Number 21 amends the proviso relating te the accounts of the present Com- 
missioner of Agriculture by including relief for the ex-Commissioner, George 
Loring, from a similar misapplication of funds. It makes no appropriation 
in either case, but authorizes an expenditure in one division toebe to 
another, so as to correct the accounts as they appear in the First Comptroller's 
office of the Treasury. 
To the amendment number 30, appropriating Mg ac be tag nd fal KAE 


in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum cane, including the and 


transportation of samples and supplies,the conferees could not araoa tepar 


entto 
this amendment and agree to a conference thereon. 
Amendments 31, 82, and 33 roke ie an appropriation to enable the Commis- 


E. H. CONGER, `. 
Conferces on the part of the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the conference 
report, and further, that the House insist upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the conference 
thereon asked for by the Senate. Upon this motion I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the amendm@t numbered 30? 

Mr. HATCH. It is the sugar amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, an order will 
be made that the House further insist upon its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment and agree to the conference asked for. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees on 
the part of the House, Messrs. HATCH, DAVIDSON of Alabama, and 
CONGER. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OPELOUSAS, LA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8183) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Opelousas, La., and that the same may be now considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from the consideration of House bill 8183, and asks 
for its present consideration. The bill will be read, after which the 


Chair will ask for objection. ò 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 


vide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the United States 
district and circuit courts, post-office, internal-revenue office, and for other Goy- 
ernment uses, at Opelousas, La, The site and building thereon, when com- 
leted upon plans and specifications to be previously made and ey by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $50,000; nor 
shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building which 
will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, 
and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after 
the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by 
ban sual Ea AEON ie ti f tho Treasury invol casera 
ing, appro’ y the ury inyo. an expendi- 
tars exceeding the sum of $50,000 for site and building; and the site purchased 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open Be goer of at 
least 40 fect, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum 
shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Louisiana shall cede to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States be or remain 
the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
Jaws of said State, and the service of civil process therein, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will not the gentleman withdraw his objection 
to permit me to make an explanation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
regular order is the call of committees for reports. 

COUNTY OF SAN JUAN, NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. KILGORE. I desire to present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 1983, to ratify an act enti- 


tled “An act creating the county of San Juan, in the Territory of New Mexico,” 


having met, after full and free conference have a to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
nambered 2 and agrec to the same. 
C. B. KILGORE, 


WM, M. SPRINGER, 
WM. W. 


ARNER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
©. K. DAVIS, 
WM. M. STEWART, 
M. O. BUTLER, 
3 Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Also the following statement: 


The conferees on the part of the House on the bill H. R. 1983, entitled “An act 
to ratify an act entitled ‘An act creating the county of San Juan, in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico,’ submit the following statement as to the effect of the re- 
port herewith submitted : 

The Senate recedes from itsamendment numbered 1, which located the county 
seat of the new county at Aztec until otherwise provided by law. The effect of 
this action will be to leave the matter of locating the county seat to the people 
of the proposed county by popular vote, as provided in the original bill. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 2 
and agrees to the same, The effect of this action will be to provide that the act 
of Congress mentioned in said amendment shali not be rued to deprive the 
Legislatures of the Territories of the power to create new counties and to pro- 
vide for the location of the sount seats. This power should remain in the 
Tr and the effect of the bill, if passed as recommended, will be to so 
provide. 

0. B. EAS 

WM. M. SPRINGER, 

WM. WARNER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. KILGORE, I move that the report of the committee of confer- 
ence be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OPELOUSAS, LA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] withdraws his objection to the bill which I called up awhile 
ago. ‘The report in the case is very short, and I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R.7400) 5 sep error for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, La., 
submits the following report: 

ousas is the parish seat of St. Landry, the largest and most 
ish in the State, except the one in which New Orleans is situat 
contains a population of over 40,000, and is rapidly growing. So large 
business transacted at Opelousas that the State courts are in almost continual 
session there. The district courtof the State rarely adjourns, except for a short 
time during the summer months, or for the sessions of the court of appeals and 
the su © court, both of which are held at that place, 

The United States district court and the State court of appeals are ired 
by law to hold their terms at Opelousas at the same time, ‘Thus at every term 
these two courts are Ae toa great deal of inconvenience and trouble in making 
such arrangements t the business of each may be carried on without inter- 
rupting the other. In this way a great deal of time is lost. This can not well 
be avoided, for there is no suitable building in the i which can be rented 
and used fora court-house. The disadvantages to which the Federal officers are 
thus driven is without excuse. The business in the court at Opelousas is largo 
and constantly increasing, and there is no reason why a building should not 


provided for its officers and records. The recent loss of the State court-house 
at that place by fire demonstrates the necessity of having a safe building for the 
records of the Federal courts. 


A bill for a court-house at Opelousas passed both the Senate and the House 
during the Forty-eighth Congress, but too late to be enrolled before adjourn- 


i oie Forty-ninth Congress this measure passed the Senate, and was reported 
to the House by its committee on Public Buildings favorably. (House Report 
No. 1357, first session Forty-ninth Congress, on S. 324. 

Considering the foregoing facts, your committee respectfully report this bill 
favorably, by substitute, and recommend the passage of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Federal courts are 
held at this point, and while I do not consider that it is necessary to 
have a public building at every place where Federal courts are held I 
rar it probably is desirable in this case, and therefore I withdraw my 
o on. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ya passed; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, EMPORIA, KANS. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds be di from the further 


eration of the Senate bill which I send to the desk, providing for 
a public building at Emporia, Kans., and that the bill be now consid- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the House that after this bill is 
disposed of I will call for the regular order. 

The bill (S. 1913) was read. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether the Federal 
courts are held at this place. 

Mr. RYAN. I will say to the gentleman that the Federal courts 
are not held there at the present time, but the population of the place 
is about 15,000, and the receipts of the office are over $15,000 a year. 

Mr. BLAND, Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. RYAN. I want to say to my friend from Missouri—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
regular order is the taking of the vote on the bill which was pending 
when the House adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Who demands the regular order? I want to 
know where this one sided business comes from? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded 
by several gentlemen, 

Mr. RYAN. On several occasions recognition has been permitted on 
that side of the House for similar bills, and when recognition has been 
sought on this side of the House objection bas been made. It is time 
that that cease. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Debate is outof order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move the adoption of the resolution which I send 
to the desk. I desire to say that it is merely asupplement to the reso- 
lution which I offered yesterday with reference to the loss of a bill in 
its transmission between the Senate and the House. The resolution 
will explain itself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it, 

: Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to know who demanded the regular or- 
er. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
that is a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RYAN. It was the same gentleman who withdrew his objection 
to the other public building bill. 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
that is the conclusion of that question unless the gentleman disputes 
the fact. TheClerk will report the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PLN 


DUPLICATE OF LOST BILL, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to prepare a duplicate engrossed copy of 
the bill (A. R. 3300) to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to purchase 
certain lands for cemetery purposes,and deliver the same to the Senate and re- 
quest that body to furnish the House with a duplicate copy of the amendments 
of the Senate to said bill,and indorse on the duplicate engrossed billand amend- 
ments the action had in the Senate thereon, and return the same to the House; 
the original bill and amendments having been lost. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. r p 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND GRANT FORFEITURES. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular orderis demanded. The 
regular order is the taking of the vote upon the passage of the bill the 
title of which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A biil (8. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas and nays 
were ordered, but upon taking the vote the fact was developed that no 
quorum was present. The roll will now be again called. 

Mr. OATES. Before the roll is called I desire to make a parliament- 
ary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OATES. On yesterday when this bill was under consideration 
general leave was granted to members to print remarks upon the bill. 
I desire to know whether that leave is broad enough to give permission 
to-day to explain the vote that I propose to cast. If not, I ask unani- 
mous consent to print in the RECORD an explanation of my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that general 
leaye has been given to print remarks upon the subject without limit, 
but if there be any doubt about it the Chair will submit the question 


again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is no doubt about the permission 
already given being broad enough, but let the question be again taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that general leave be granted 
‘to print in the RECORD remarks upon the pending bill? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. OATES. If this was the final passage of the bill I would not 
vote for it, because it contains so many objectionable provisions, one 
of which is the forfeiture of lands ted to the Mobile and Girard 
Railroad Company, which have been sold to and are now being im- 
proved by honest purchasers, I am very desirous that the lands 
granted to that company and every other railroad company which have 
not been earned, shall be forfeited to the United States and held for 
homestead settlers. The Senate bill provides for such forfeiture, and 
hence I vote for that bill as amended, as it will go to a committee of 
conference, and I do not believe that the Senate will ever agree to the 
Sab of the House Committee on Public Lands which has been 
adopted. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 8, not vot- 
ing 137; as follows: 


YEAS—179, 
Abbott, Crisp, Hunter, Richardson, 
Adams, use, Jackson, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Culberson, Johnston, Ind. Rowland, 
Anderson, Iowa Jones, Ryan, 
Anderson, Miss. Cutcheon, ean, Sayers, 
Anderson, Kans. Izell, Kerr, Seymour, 
Atkinson, [ca “oe Ketcham, Shively, 
Baker, N. Y. Darlington, Kilgore, Simmons, 
Baker, Ill Davidson, Laffoon, Snyder, 
Bankhead, Dingley, Lagan, Sowden, 
Barnes, Dockery, Lanham, Springer, 
Barry, Dorsey, Latham, Btahlnecker, 
Bayne, Dunn, Lawler, Steele, 
Biggs, Elliott, Lee, Stewart, Ga. 
Blanchard, Enloe, Lehibach, Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, ied Saad Lind, Stockdale, 
Blount, Ford, Lyman, Stone, Ky. 
Boothman, Forney, Macdonald, Stone, Mo. 
Bound Fuller, Maish, Taylor, E. B., Obio 
Boutelle, Gallinger, Martin, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bowen, Gear, Matson, Thomas, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gest, McComas, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Brewer, Gibson McCreary, Thompson, Ohio 
Browne, T.II.B,,Va.Grimes, McKenna, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Grout, McKinney, ‘Tracey, 
Burnes, Guenther, MeMillin, Townshend, 
Burrows, Hall, McRae, Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, F, N. Y. Hare, McShane, Vance, 
Candler, Hatch, Mills, Vandever, 
Cannon, Haugen, Moffitt, Walker, 
Caruth, Hayes, Montgomery, Warner, 
Catchings, Heard, Toore, Washington, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Nelson, Weaver, 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. Newton, Weber, 
ardy, Henderson, Ill. Nutting, Wheeler, 
Clark, Herbert, “` tes, White, Ind. 
Clements, Hiestand, O'Neal), Ind. Whiting, Mass. 
Cobb, Hitt, Osborne, Whitthorne, 
Cogswell, Holman, Owen, Wilkins, 
Compton, Hooker, Patton, Wilkinson, 
Conger, Hopkins, Ill Payson, Williams, 
Cothran, ouk, Peel, Wilson, Minn. 
Cowles, Hovey, Peters, Yoder, 
Cox, Howard, Phelps, Yost. 
Crain, Hudd, Randall, 
NAYS—s. 
Arnold, Gay, Rice, Spooner, 
French, O'Neill, Pa. Scull, urner, Ga, 
NOT VOTING—137, 
Allen, Mass. Dunham, Long, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss, Ermentrout, Lynch, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Ill, Felton, Maffett, Rogers, 
Bacon, Finley, Mahoney, Romeis, 
Belden, Fisher, Mansur, Russell, Conn, 
Belmont, Fitch, Mason, Russell, Mass. 
Bingham, lood, McAdoo, Rusk, 
Bliss, Foran, McCiammy, Sawyer, 
Bowden, Funston, McCormick, Scott, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gaines, McCullogh, Seney, 
Brower, Glass, McKinley, Shaw, 
Browne, Ind. Glover, Merriman, Sherman, 
Brown, Ohio Goff, Milliken, Smith, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Granger, o Spinola, 
Brimm, Greenman, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Bryce, Grosvenor, Morrow, Stewart, Tex. 
Buckalew, Harmer, Morse, Struble, 
Bunnell, Hayden, Neal, Symes, 
Burnett, Hemphill, Nichols, Tarsney, 
Butler, Hermann, Norwood Taulbee, 
Butterworth, Hires, O'Donnell, Thomas, Il. 
Bynum, h Hogg, O'Ferrall, Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell, Ohio Holmes, O'Neill, Mo. Wade, 
Cam pbell,T.J.,N.Y. Hopkins, Va. Outhwaite, West, 
Carlton, Hopkins, N. Y. rker, White, N. Y. 
Caswell, Hutton, Penington, Whiting, Mich. 
Cockran, Johnston, N.C. Perkins, Wickham, 
Collins, Kelley, Perry, Wilber, 
Cooper, Kennedy, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davenport, La Follette, Pidcock, Wise, 
Davidson, Fla, Laidlaw, Plumb, Woodburn, 
vis, Laird, Post, Yardley. 
De Lano, Lan Pugsley, 
Dibble, Lane, Rayner, 
Dougherty, Lodge Reed, 
So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 


Mr. FISHER with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. COCKRAN. 
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Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Minois. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. McCuLLoaH. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. Perry with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. ForAN with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WOODBURN. 

Mr. McCLamMy with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr, GOFF. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. OuTHWAITE, on all political questions, 
nntil further notice. 

Mr. RoGERs with Mr. Davinsoy, of Florida, on this vote. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. DINGLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. FELTON, for this day. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. Lona, for this day. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. Scorr, on this bill. 

Mr. Hopxrns, of Virginia, with Mr. Dr LANO, on this bill. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. HARMER, for this day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, 
for to-day. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Symes, for this day. : 

Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. KercHam, for this day. 

Mr. BIGGS. I voted, although I am paired with Judge Morrow. 
Tam informed that if he were present he would have voted, and con- 
sequently I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. WISE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. HAYDEN]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am announced as being paired with the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. FISHER], but understanding that he would 
vote in the affirmative, I have voted on this question myself. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay”’ 
on this question, 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Morgan]. If he were present, I believe he would vote ‘‘ay,”’ 
and considering this a non-political question, I have also voted in the 
affirmative. ‘ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MAHONEY], but understanding that he would so vote, I have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam announced as being paired with my col- 
league [Mr. OurHWAITE]. I understand that if he were present he 
would vote ‘‘no;’’ I therefore uphold the pair, and would have voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to say in behalf of my colleague [Mr. 
O'DONNELL] that he is absent by leave of the House. If present, he 
would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. ENLOE. On the first call of the roll I answered in the affirma- 
tive. I am announced as being paired with Judge BUTLER, but in- 
formed him this morning that the pair was off. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. I am paired with the gentleman 
from California [Mr. FELTON]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Iamannouncedas being paired with 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. BELDEN]. IfI hadanopportunity 
I would vote in favor of this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I voted ‘‘no’’ on this bill, but being paired with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. WADE. I voted, but being paired with the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ERECTION OF BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 

Mr. MAISH (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 194) providing for the erection of barracks and quar- 
ters at Forts Warren, Adams, Hamilton, and Monroe; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2823) to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark.; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
bills raising revenue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state that the regular 
order is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield for the morning hour for the presentation of 
reports. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, by unanimous consent, obtained indefi- 

nite leave of absence on account of important business, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports; and this being Friday, only reports of a private 
nature are in order, 

JAMES E, ANDREWS. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
salar’ back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8847) to authorize the 
tary of the Treasury to issue certain duplicate bonds to James E. 
Andrews in place of certain bonds destroyed by fire; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN CURTIN KENT. 
Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably a resolution of inquiry in the case of John Curtin Kent; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET S. HEINTZELMAN. 


Mr. LYNCH (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio), from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2726) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heintzelman; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FANNIE A. KIMBALL. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S, 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kim- 
ball; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. . : 

MRS. MARGARET B. TODD. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Mrs. Mar- 
garet B. Todd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WALTER N. SMITH. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter 

. Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

COL, J. M. FOX. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensiuns, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 1819) yranting increase of pension to 
Col. J. M. Fox; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin T. Baker; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. LATHAM. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to Williams. 
Latham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | port of the National Academy of Science for the years 1886 and 1887. 


be printed. 
W. H. C. M’KINSTER. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6751) for the relief of W. H. C. 
McKinster; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, i 

W. B. STOKES. : 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2908) to increase the pension of 
W. B. Stokes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. NANCY ANN PROFFITT FLIPPIN. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6225) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Nancy Ann Proffitt Flippin, of Monroe County, Kentucky; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN J. MITCHELL. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8460) to place the name of John J. 
Mitchell on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 


Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to 
Elnathan Meade; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. ADAMS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 69) for the relief of John 
D. Adams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported the bill (H. R. 10736) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Lowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT DUDLEY FRAYSER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) referring the 
claims of Robert Dudley Frayser, administrator of Fletcher Lane, de- 
ceased, C. S. Farrar, administrator of Gray W. Smith, deceased, Lucy 
E. Dowdy, and W. A. Galloway, to the Court of Claims; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS T. OWEN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of Thomas 
T. Owen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN FINN. 

On motion of Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, the 
Committee on War Claims was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 489) for the relief ot John Finn; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

PUBLIC DRUNKENNESS. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to report back favorably the bill (H. R. 9769) to punish 
public drunkenness in the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a public bill, and it can only 
be reported to-day by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I ask unanimous consent, then, for that purpose. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iam directed to report the bill back favorably 
and to move that it be placed upon the House Calendar. 

The bill was referred accordingly, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCE. 


Mr. HIESTAND. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back favorably a resolution authorizing the printing of the re- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This doesnot seem to bea public mat- 
ter and is not in order during this call. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Task unanimous consent to submit the report. 

There was no objection, and the report was received and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX. Iask, by unanimous consent, to be allowed to present 
some reports which I have sent for to the committee-room. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man as soon as the reports are ready. The call of committees for re- 
ports has now been concluded, and the Chair will recognize gentlemen 
who were not in when their committees were called. 


WYOMING MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midland 
Railway Company the right of way through the Wind River or Sho- 
shone Indian reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF DENTAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. OATES. I ask, by unanimous consent, to withdraw an atverse 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary, made this morning on 
the bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the National Academy of Dental Science, 
and to move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. This is done at the suggestion of a Senator who is inter- 
ested in the subject. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TO ANNUL TITLES ACQUIRED BY JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iask, by unanimous consent, for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1887) to annul certain titles to land ac- 
quired by judicial proceedings in the courts of the United States in 
‘Texas, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order of business, and will ob- 
ject to everything until we get through with the tariff bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. This bill will not take a minute, and it ought to 
be passed at once. 

“ Mr. BLAND. I do insist on the regular order, and will do so until 
the tariff bill has been gotten out of the way. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in rela- 
tion to the collection of the revenue. 

The motion was to. > 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Iron or steel railway fish-plates or splice-bars, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the motion to strike 
out the paragraph. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, The pending amendment is to strike out “‘eight- 
tenths;’’ so it will read ‘‘1 cent per pound.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. Debate on the pend- 
ing amendment is exhausted. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the paragraph. I doit 
because the Committee of the Whole having refused to increase the rate 
in this paragraph, the rate on these manufactures is put at just about 
the rate on the material of which they are made. The rate of the ma- 
terial is, at the lowest, seven-tenthsof a cent per pound. The proposi- 
tion here is to make it eight-tenths on the product. There will be 
that much wastage in the manufacture, and it seems to me there ought 
to be some difference in favor of the more advanced stages of the man- 
ufacture. I therefore move to strike out the whole paragraph. . 

The CHAIRMAN declfired the noes had it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 73. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wrought-iron or steel spikes, nuts and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, 
1} cents per pound. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike ont that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. The object of this bill, Mr. Chairman, it is claimed 
by its friends, is to reduce the surplus revenues of the Government so 
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they will not accumulate in the Treasury. Accòrding to the exhibit 
of imports of the articles embraced in tbis paragraph last year, there 
would bea reduction of duty, if they were made entirely free, of $10.63; 
namely, 82 cents on nuts, $3.92 on horseshoes, and $5.89 on spikes; 
and inasmuch as the reduction of the surplus is not likely to be facili- 
tated to any great extent by embodying this proposition in the bill, 
I hope the committee will see its way clear to striking it out. 

The motion of Mr. BAYNE, to strike out the paragraph, was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tron or steel rivets, bolts, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt blanks, and 
finished hinges or hinge blanks, 1} cents per pound, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, after line 240, insert new paragraph, as follows: 

“Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence wire rods, round, in coils and loo 
not lighter than number 5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or Jess per pound, 1 
cent per pound,” 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I offer that amendment in order to make the 
two provisions in reference to the iron-rods clause of the law, wherein 
relation is had to certain sizes, harmonize. In the old law there is a 
discrepancy in this respect. In the Forty-ninth Congress I introduced 
abill to rectify that discrepancy. 'Thesizes of iron rods between number 
5 wire gauge and seven-tenths of an inch in diameter are putin one 

rt of the law at one rate of duty, and in another part at another rate. 
ia the present bill but one of these provisións is copied, and in that 
provision there is a rate fixed of 1 cent per pound. 1 offer this amend- 
ment to make the rates uniform, to wit, that these rods falling be- 
tween the two sizes named shall be put at the same rate in each pro- 
vision. The amendment will rectify one of the inconsistencies of the 
present law, and will prevent this bill from perpetuating that incon- 
sistency. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Horseshoe nails, hob-nails, and wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 
nails, not specially enumerated or provided for, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Boiler-tubes, or other tubes, or flues, or stays, of wrought-iron or steel, 1} 
cents per pound, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out lines 250 and 251. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Chain or chains, of all kinds, made of iron or steel, less than three-fourths of 1 
inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; less than three-fourths of 1 inch and not 
less than Pe pie ey of 1 inch in diameter, lj cents per pound; less than 
three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 2 cents per pound, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The present rate of duty on chains variesfrom 1} cents up to? cents 
per pound, according to size. It will be seen, therefore, that this pro- 
vision contemplates a material reduction. 

When it is taken into account that the material of which chains are 
composed pays a duty of from seven-tenths to 1} cents per pound, it 
will be seen that the rate of protection upon chainsin the present law 
is not large. These chains are made by hand labor. There is a great 
deal of labor expended in the making of this product. Each man, at 
his own forge, works at his ownanvil, and slowly and with continued 
labor adds link to link, welding each separately; and I undertake to 
say that the rate by this bill on the manufactured product over the 
rate on the material is not equal or anything like equal to what it 
should be to afford proper remuneration to that labor. 

I ask that in this instance at least the Committee on Ways and Means 
will swerve from their predetermined ideas of allowing no amendment 
to this bill not previously sanctioned by the caucus and will permit 
this section to be stricken out in view of the importance of the matter 
to which I have called their attention. Iask itin the interest of the men 
who toil daily in my own city in the making of chains, who certainly de- 
gerve recognition, and whose interests deserve attention and considera- 
tion at the hands of the American Congress. Iam here to ask this for 
them at your hands. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, BucHANAN, 
there were, on a division—ayes 53, noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: bo 

Hand, back, and all other saws, not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 
per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike ont that paragraph. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out lines 259 and 260, 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, while the duty upon these importa- 
tions is reduced by the proposed bill from the present rate, I see that 
by the table of rates and estimates furnished to us, but a small reduc- 
tion is anticipated in the revenue that will be realized. Knowing that 
this item would not have been placed in the bill except upon the theory 
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that it would reduce the revenue, I ask to have it stricken out, as it 
will be a very considerable disadvantage to the manufacturers of saws, 
a very important industry in our part of the country. J 

The Chair put the question, and was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats of all cutsand kinds, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the lines last read and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words I send to the Clerk’s desk. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Files, file-blanks, rasps,and floats of all cuts and kinds, 4 inches in length and 
under, 35 cents per dozen; over 4 inches in length and under 9 inches, 75 cents 


pa dozen; 9inches in length and under 14 inches, $1.50 per dozen; 14 inches 
in length and over, $2.50 per dozen. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to this paragraph, particularly from the fact that 
the committee have entirely abolished the specific duty, and in lieu 
thereof have provided 35 per cent. ad valorem for the four classifica- 
tions of files. Without discussing the impropriety and injustice to 
American manufacturers and mechanics of striking out a specific duty, 
especially on a class of this kind, which naturally is fitted for specific 
and unfitted for ad valorem duties, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that the average ad valorem of the four classes 
of files provided for by the committee at 35 per cent. stands in the 

resent tariff law as 56.70; so that, independent of taking away the 

efit of the specific duty, the change would amount to a cut of al- 
most 40 per cent. Without further controversy as to the merits of the 
paragraph, and having a desire to go forward with the discussion, I de- 
sire to have the Clerk read in my time a few remarks of Mr. W. T. Nich- 
olson, manager of the great Nicholson File Works of Providence, prob- 
ably the best expert and more thoroughly conversant with this trade 
than any other man in the United States—perhaps the best file-maker 
in the world. I want to call the attention of gentlemen on the other 
side to the fact that the protective duty imposed by the Morrill tariff 
has wrought a most remarkable change in the price of files in this coun- 
try. I grant that files are of universal use, and I know very well the 
arguments that can be made, that every poor man, every carpenter, 
every blacksmith uses them. ‘That is all true; but I want the com- 
mittee to listen to the words of a man who gives the exact data as to 
how the protective duty brought down the price of files from $6.50 a 
dozen to the present rate of $2.50. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When I entered this business in 1865 there was the same import duty on the 
coarser classes of goods which now rules. At that time the English list price 
for these goods was $7 per dozen. The market then was $7, ten off, or per 
dozen, and it was at that price I began selling. To-day I sell the same goods 
for $2.50 per dozen, The market price to-day is $7 (the old English list price), 
seventy off, or $2.10. 1 geta little more than some, perhaps, owing to the long- 
established reputation of my make. Now, this immense reduction is owing en- 
tirely to the heavy domestic competition stimulated the protective system. 
Twenty-five years ago the Engiismanen had control of our market, and could 
afford to pay our duty of $2.50. It all came out of the consumer. To-day we 
sell the at a lower figure than the tax itself. When that much-condoled- 
with farmer is told that he files his saw with a “highly-taxed file,” I hope he 
will remember that it is only and precisely because a high duty is levied on it 


that he is able to buy it so cheap. 
Of course the necessity for contin the tariff lies in the fact that wage- 
in this count 


workers demand and receive much hi wages than abroad. 
on, whether it is for che bust interest of 


And so we get back to the ete ae 
the country to continue under the high- or to sink to the cheap-wage plan. 


It is ce tif files were put on the list the price of labor must rap- 
idly come down to a level with that paid in England or we must close ourshops. 
In the latter event I wonder how long it would be before the price of files would 
react to the old English list price of $7 per dozen, where the Morrill tariff found 
it twenty-six years ago? ` 

It may be that the price of labor would come down rapidly. Probably it would 
have to come down as rapidly asit could, But I can © no more dismal 
pros for the American employer than to have to face his men and force them, 
step by step, down to the level of the foreign nga by Ihave noticed that peo- 
ple who have never there are me to the habit of talking about hell in a 
rather ag Cop fashion. Just so with a certain class of theoretical people in re- 
spect to question, They speak of approaching free trade in much thesame 
way as they would mention the coming of summer. But I can tell the college 

rofessors and professional men generally who talk so trippingly on this sub- 
Reet that the no-tariff summer which they hail will prove to them as well as to 
us manufacturers the bleakest winter of discontent we have ever experienced. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish merely to add that the rate of wages of 
file-makers in this country is from twelve to fifteen dollars per week, 
and in England it is from six to seven dollars and a half; so that the 
contrast as between the 35 per cent. ad valorem which the committee 
have put in this bill and the legitimate duty, which I should regard as 
55 per cent., is too wide a cut in my opinion. I simply leave the mat- 
ter with the committee. 

Me ADAM. Mr Obaivoae, ia th pendin ph th 

3 . Mr. e paragra: e com- 
mittee have improperly, as I think, made a ~ not merely in the 
rate but in the character of the duty. The existing duty is specific. 
Selina aeina day is toe Sos, IAY woh topless (E wills E tower earth 

ic duty is too high, why not t a lower ifio 
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ing a step in the wrong direction. Itis going against the experience 
of other nations and against the repeated warnings of our own Treas- 
uary officials. 

Consumers, American manufacturers, honest American importers, 
and honest Treasury officials are all interested on the side of specific 
duties. Dishonest custom-house officers and foreign manufacturers and 
their New York agents, who make perjury a part of their business, are 
the only persons interested in favor of the extension of the ad valorem 

Se: 


The objection to ad valorem duties is that they give rise to fraudu- 
lent undervaluations of imported goods. It is practically impossible 
to prevent these frauds so long as we adhere to the ad valorem system. 
So said Secretary Manning; so says Secretary Fairchild; so say the wit- 
nesses examined by the Senate Committee on Finance who investigated 
the whole subject of undervaluations last summer. The testimony 
taken by them is to be found in Senate Document No. 1990, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session. Let me cite what some of these wit- 
nesses say. Bear in mind that the Senate committee had no jurisdic- 
tion to change the rate or the character of customs duties and that the 
witnesses examined by them were repeatedly reminded of the fact. 
Their testimony is all the more valuable on that account. They could 
not help testifying to what they regarded as, after all, the only adequate 
remedy for the evil which the Senate committee was investigating. 

Collector Hedden, of the port of New York, says (page 2), speaking 
of undervaluations: 

You will never have anything else so long as you retain the ad valorem 


sys- 
tem. We always have had it and always will have it until you reform human 
nature and have all men become honest. s: 


Naval Officer Burt says (page 23): 


ae merit d customs tax can be collected with uniformity and ease only by spe- 
Cc ra 

P. H. Leonard, crockery importer and member of a special commit- 
tee of the New York Chamber of Commerce, says (page 40): 


that there 
nected with the present law of appraising goods which will remedy the evil. I 


coun 


Mr. Woodhonse, resident partner in New York of Marshall, Field & 
Co., of Chicago, says (page 44), speaking of silks: - 

Q. Are you importers? 

A. Not so particularly, as that business of undervaluations has become so 
well as to have driven us out of the business. We can not import a 
dollar’s worth, except a little in novelties. The are either bought in 
Chicago or here or of a Paris house, the agents of these manufacturers. We 
buy in dollars and cents and so much a yard. We can not import the goods. 
They will not sell them to us in foreign currency. 

Subsequently (page 45)— 

Q. What would you do, Mr. Woodhouse? 

A. My only remedy is the specific duty. 

Mr. Thurber says (page 46): 

I believe in a specific duty, so far as it is applicable. I should advise the ex- 
tension of the principle so far as progress can be made in that direction. 

Mr. Henry S. Briggs, general appraiser, stationed at Boston, testi- 
fied as follows (page 59): 

Q. Why are the importations of silk in Boston limited? 

A. Because they have found it impossible to purchase there and sori pase 
with the merchants in New York who get their goods on ent. There 
was an organized effort of a few concerns—Field, Leiter & Co., of Chicago, and 
others—to see if they could not establish a standard of values by actual purchases 
and break up this system of purchases on consignment. - They gave it up,having 
found that they could not purchase silk and compete with the trade there. 


J. M. Fiske, deputy collector at the portof Boston, testified as follows 
(page 144): 

Q. Consignments have become the rule in New York from what I hear? 

A. I should suppose so, sir. 

Q. How would you alter the present system so as to reduce that condition of 
things tothe minimum? 

A. If I was going to putthe knife rightin tothe hilt I wonld make the duties 
as near specific rates as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no question of the existence or of the mag- 
nitude of the evil of fraudulent undervaluations of goods consigned by 
European manufacturers to their own agents who reside in this country 
for the sole purpose of defrauding the United States Treasury. There 
is just as little question in my mind that the only adequate remedy for 
the evil is to adopt the system of specific duties wherever it is appli- 
cable. 

I wish now to notice the remarks made the other day on the subject 
ofad valorem duties by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE]. Hestateditasan advantage of this form of duty that the duty 
bears a uniform relation of value to the foreign price of the article upon 
which it is laid. When the foreign price of the article rises or falls the 
duty rises or falls to co: d. Butwhyisthisan advantage? What 
justice is done or injustice prevented by maintaining this constant re- 
lation betwcen the amount of the duty and the price of thearticle? I 


believe it to be, on the whole, a serious disadvantage, whether we regard 
it from the protection or the revenue-tariff point of view. 

First, let us suppose the duty to be a strictly revenue duty, levied 
upon an article the like of which is not produced in this country. In 
this case, to quote the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOKINLEY], “‘it 
may be truthfully said the tax is added to the foreign cost, and is paid 
by the consumer.’’ For the sake of clearness let us leave out of view 
such items as freight, insurance, and commissions, and assume that the 
price of the article in the American market is the foreign price with 
the duty added. If the article is worth abroad $1 a pound and there 
is levied on it a specific duty of 50 cents a pound, the cost to the Amer- 
ican consumer is $1.50 a pound.: If the foreign price falls to 50 cents a 
pound, the specific duty remains as before, and the cost to the consumer 
is $1 a pound. If the foreign price rises from $1 to $1.50, the specific 
duty remains as before, and the cost to the consumer rises to $2a pound. 
But if the duty, instead of being a specific duty of 50 cents per pound, 
were an ad valorem duty of 50 per cent., the same fluctuation in the 
foreign price of the article would cause the price to the American con- 
sumer to fluctuate from 75 cents at the lowest to $2.25 per pound at the 
highest. 

When the article becomes scarce in Europe the effect of the scarcity is 
enhanced to the American consumer. But what happens when there 
is a temporary oversupply of the article in Europe? Does the Ameri- 
can consumer immediately get the benefit of the fall in the foreign price 
and the corresponding fall in the ad valorem duty? Theoretically he 
does, but practically he does not. Professor Cairnes and John Stuart 
Mill have pointed out that retail prices paid by the consumer are so 
largely a matter of habit that the benefit of a fall in the cost does not 
reach the consumer till after a considerable interval. It simply enlarges 
the profits of the retail dealer. The effect, therefore, of adopting the 
ad valorem instead of the specific rate in the case of a strictly revenue 
duty is simply to exaggerate the fluctuations in the foreign price of the 
article on which it is laid. Ifthe fluctuation is upward the consumer 
assumes the burden at once; the retail dealer knows enough to lay it 
on him. If the fluctuation is downward the consumer does not get the 
benefit at once; the retail dealer puts it in his own pocket. Finctu- 
ations in price are therefore an evil tothe consumer. Whatever exag- 
gerates such fluctuations, as an ad valorem duty certainly does, is also 
an evil. 

Mr. Chairman, I admit that there is one kind of change in the for- 
eign cost, to which the gentleman from Kentucky referred, and which 
can not fairly be called a fluctuation—I mean a permanent reduction in 
the cost of producing the article, due, for instance, to the discovery of a 
new process of manufacture. Such a permanent reduction in the cost 
is of itself a benefit to the consumer. Is ita great hardship on him 
that having received this benefit by a reduction in the foreign cost of 
the article he does not at once receive a further and additional benefit 
by means of a reduction of the duty? What the consumer mainly 
cares for is the retail price which he has to pay. Ifthat retail price is 
on the whole a reasonable one the consumer does not care how it is 
made up. If the price has fallen from a dollar and a half to a dollar 
by a reduction in the foreign cost, the duty remaining unchanged, the 
saving of fifty cents a pound in the price which the consumer pays is 
what chiefly interests him. . 

If he chooses to analyze the dollar price which he pays into its com- 
ponent parts; that is, into foreign cost and customs duty, is he likely 
to complain merely because he finds that while by means of the cus- 
toms duty he contributes precisely the same amount of 50 cents per 
pound to the support of his own Government, he pays a good deal less 
than before to the foreign producer of the goods? I should suppose he 
would be gratified. I should suppose that as an American citizen he 
would be glad to know not only-that the total price he pays is lower 
than before, but also that a larger proportion of that lower price goes 
into the Treasury, while a smaller proportion goes to the foreign pro- 
ducer. Yet itis the opposite assumption, the assumption that the con- 
sumer is outraged by a reduction in the price he pays for an imported 
article, unless that reduction is ratably borne by the United States 
Treasury and the foreign producer, which forms the basis of four-fifths 
of the arguments we hear against the existing tarif, Isubmit, farther, 
that even if these arguments are sound, even if the duty ought to be 
reduced when the foreign cost of the article has permanently declined, 
it is far better to effect this reduction by revising the tariff from time 
to time, substituting a lower specific duty for the higher specific duty, 
than to submit to the inevitable and unquestionable evils incident to 
the ad valorem system. : 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that the specific duty is preferable to the 
ad valorem duty, whether regarded from the protection point of view or 
from the revenue tariff point of view. Now let us consider the differ- 
ences between the two kinds of duty when applied toa protective duty. 
The need of a protective duty arises out of the difference between the 
cost of production in the United States and the selling price of thecom- 
peting article in Europe. If the margin between the two is a wide one 
a higher protective duty is required. If the margin is narrow a lower 
duty will suffice. But this margin between the cost of production in 
this country and the selling price in Europe is likely to be widened or 
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narrowed by fluctuations in the European market. As thead valorem 
duty intensifies the effect of such fluctuations on the price at which the 
foreign article can be imported into this country, it follows that the 
ad valorem duty affords less protection againsta downward fluctuation 
of the foreign price than would be afforded bya specific duty, which at 
the normal price in Europe would be exactly equivalent to it. Sup- 
pose the cost of producing the article in the United States is 13 cents a 
pound; suppose the normal selling price of the competing article in 
Europe is 10 cents a pound. Disregarding for the sake of clearness, 
such items as freight, insurance, and commissions, a duty of 3 cents a 
pound would just make good the difference. Suppose that in order to 
provide against fluctuations, we decide to impose a duty equal to 5 
cents a pound. If the European price remains at 10 cents a pound, 
and if the ad valorem duty can be honestly collected, it makes no dif- 
ference whether we adopt the specific or the ad valorem form. We 
can callit 5 cents a pound or 50 percent. ad valorem. But how will it 
be if by reason of a war or panic the Enropean article is thrown on the 
market at 8 cents a pound? There is now a difference of 5 cents a 
pound between the cost of production in the United States and the 
selling price in Europe. The specific duty of 5 cents a pom would 
just make good that difference., The ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. 
would not. As the price of the article falls from 10 to 8 cents, the ad 
valorem duty falls from 5 to 4 cents. 

Now take the case of an upward fluctuation in the European price. 
Suppose it rises from 10 cents to 12 cents a pound by reason of anincrease 
in the European demand. There is now a difference of only 1 cent a 

und between the selling price in Europe and the cost of production 
in the United States. Less protection is needed than before. But the 
ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. affords more protection than before. 
It has risen from 5 cents to G6centsa pound. It is evident, therefore, 
that the ad valorem duty has certain disadvantages when considered 
as a protective duty. When by reason of a downward fluctuation in 
the European price the American producer needs more protection the 
ad valorem duty protects less. When by reason of an upward fluctua- 
tion he needs less protection the ad valorem duty protects more. 

A German author has recently said that the ideal protective duty 
would be one which would sink as the price of the foreign article rises 
and rise as the price sinks. The specific duty, remaining constant amid 
all fluctuations of the foreign price, at least comes nearer to this ideal 
than the ad valorem duty, which gives the American producer the least 
protection when the most is needed, and gives the most when no pro- 
tection is needed at all. Like Shakespeare’s braggart, 

Ever strong upon the stronger side, 
it slinks to the rear when it is most needed at the front, and stalks 
gallantly to the front when little or no fighting is going on. 

Finally, I wish to notice an objection frequently made against the 
specific duty, that it works a discrimination in favor of the rich and 
against the poor, by bearing most heavily upon the lower grades ot 
goods. I admit that thisis a valid objection if applied toa duty levied 
on an article the like of which is not produced in this country, when 
the article includes several grades, of which the lower grades are ne- 
cessities of the poor, while the higher grades are luxuries of the rich. 
How many of such articles are there in our tariff-list? Very few, I 
think. If, however, the article be one the like of which is produced 
in this country, it is quite possible that the heavier duty on the lower 
grades simply resulis in the development of the American manufact- 
ures of these lower grades, by which they are cheapened to the con- 
sumer. I believe many illustrations of this could be found in the ex- 
isting tariff. : 

But, after all, we can not escape discriminations against the poorand 
in favor of the rich merely by resorting to ad valorem duties. In fact, 
this odious discrimination is a necessary incident to the ad valorem 
system. The reason is that under the ad valorem system it is impos- 
sible to prevent undervaluation. Now, undervaluation is practiced 
usually and with the greatest effect upon the higher grades of 
It is easier to persuade a customs officer that an article of the highest 
grade belongs to an intermediate grade than it is to persuade him that 
the lowest grade of all belongs to a grade lower than is known in the 
market. 

For these reasons I believe that the ad valorem system of customs 
duties is inherently vicious. It defrauds the Treasury, increases the 
expense of collecting the revenue, and tends to corrupt the officers ot 
thecustoms. Itinjures the American producer, the American importer, 
and the American consumer. It ought as far as possible to be aban- 
doned. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withont objection, the formal amendment will 
be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise to limit debate on this 


paragraph. 

Mr, BURROWS. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee on 
Waysand Means that the gentleman from Rhode Island desires to speak 
on this subject, which concerns an industry in his own city. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. And the gentleman from Rhode Island 
has the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. Chairman, as has been already said by the 
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gentleman from New York [Mr, FARQUHAR], this manufacture admir- 
ably illustrates the advantage that has been gained in this country 
under the protection of the Morrill tariff and the laws in the same di- 
rection which have been subsequently enacted. Not many years ago 
all the finer classes of files which were used in this country were im- 
ported from abroad. It is only within the last seven years, I think, 
that the manufacture of the finer kinds of files in this country by the 
Nicholson File Company, of my own city, which has been referred to, 
has been successfully carried on, with the effect of very largely decreas- 
ing the cost of such files to the consumer, while giving employment to 
a large amount of American capital and labor. 

I think the table which has been furnished by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and which I have in my hand, giving, among other 
things, the amounts of duties collected upon various articles in these 
schedules during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, very well illus- 
trates, with regard to this particular manufacture, the point that I at- 
tempted to make the other day while discussing another matter relating 
to this same bill. I then suggested that the amount of duty collected 
upon an article illustrated the operation of the law, and that where a 
considerable amount of duty was collected on the importation from 
abroad of any given article, the like of which was manufactured in this 
country, that fact indicated that the article was not highly protected 
by the tariff, because otherwise the importation would not be so 
= consequently the amount of duty collected thereon would not be 
so large. 

Under the existing law the tariff duties upon the several classes of 
files have been regulated according to their length, which is believed 
by file manufacturers to be the proper method, and which, I think, all 
of us who believe that specific rather than ad valorem duties should 
be imposed, will agree is in the direction of preventing frauds upon the 
revenue, Now, the amount of duties collected during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, on the first two classes of files, those 4 inches in 
length and under, and those over 4 inches in length and under 9 inches, 
is an amount which tends to show very clearly, as it seems to me, that 
the duties imposed under existing law upon those classes of files are 
not excessively or improperly high, because the rate of duty (averaging 
about 58 per cent.) has not prevented a considerably large importation. 

The reduction of this duty as proposed by the bill under considera- 
tion to 35 per cent. ad valorem can not but have the effect of increas- 
ing the importations, and necessarily assisting to that extent in in- 
creasing the surplus which it is claimed to be the purpose of this bill 
toreduce. Now gentlemen must not forget that in the manufacture 
of these files labor is the important interest concerned. This is illus- 
trated by the recital of certain facts which I have from unquestionable 
authority. A pound of steel, from which the finest grades of these 
files are made, costs 40 cents, and when made into files its value is en- 
hanced to $59.35, an increase of 14,740 cent,! The great cost of 
this manufacture is in the labor employed; and it is principally for the 
protection of that labor that such protective duties as existing law 
provides are required. Upon 1 pound of steel used in the manufact- 
ure of medium grades of files, costing 38 cents, the value is increased 
by manufacture into such files to $18.20, an increase of 4,690 per cent. ; 
and in the coarser grades of files a pound of steel costing 6 cents is en- 
hanced in value by manufacture 1,640 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Rhode Island be permitted to conclude what he has to say. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. To state it briefly, Mr. Chairman, the ‘‘cut’’ in 
this proposed reduction is almost wholly upon the labor employed in 
this manufacture—a class of labor highly skilled; aclass of labor which 
has been educated in this industry during the time it has been fostered 
and brought to its present prosperity under the provisions of existing 
law. I ask that the committee carefully and reasonably consider the 
claims which are here made in behalf of thisindustry, and in behalf of 
the labor employed in its successful prosecution. Gentlemen should 
also understand that, under the provisions of this incongruous bill, the 
steel out of which files are made is protected by a higher rate of duty 
than the finished files into which it is manufactured ! 

The cost of labor and wages in this industry in this country is more 
then double whatit is in Europe, where articles of a similar kind are 
manufactured. The cost of the plant and machinery and the capital 
necessarily employed in the manufacture in this country is not less 
than double what it is in Europe. If it is the intention of the Amer- 
ican Congress to protect American interests; if itis the intention of this 
Congress to protect American labor; if it is the purpose of this bill to 
provide reduction, if you please, in certain directions, but without in- 
juring the labor employed, let gentlemen on the other side who are 
advocating the passage of this bill as it is explain to me why this re- 
duction of duties upon this particular article of manufacture is at- 
tempted; orif they can notintelligently explain it, let them concede that 
the amendment which has been offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR], and which I indorse, should be adopted by 
this committee and by the House. 

The question being taken on Mr, FARQUHAR’sS ainendment, there 
were—ayes 64, noes 61. 
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Mr. MILLS. Icall for tellers, 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MILLS and Mr. FARQUHAR were ap- 


inted. 

dhe oonko again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, 
noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tron or steel beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT 
columns and posts, or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb 
beams, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or 
steel, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that lines 226 and 227 in re- 
lation to ‘‘cut tacks, brads or sprigs,” upon which this bill proposes a 
duty of “35 per cent. ad valorem,” be read again, in order that I may 
submit a letter on the subject. I know it is hopeless to move any 
amendment, but I would like to have this letter read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may move a pro forma amend- 
ment to the pending paragraph, and have the letter read as a part of 
his remarks. 

Mr. LONG, Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lone] 
moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. LONG. I nowask that the letter which I send to the desk be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PLYNOUTH, Mass., April 18, 1888. 


DEAR SIR: Permit us to call your attention to the effect the Mills tariff bill 
would have on our business if it becomes a law. The present duty on tacks is 
24 cents per thousand on sizes 14-ounce and smaller, and 8 cents a pound on 
sizes 16-ounce and over. The Mills bill proposes 35 per cent, ad valorem duty. 
Iron tack-plate costs English tack manufacturers from1} to 1} cents a pound. 
Ours costs us 2 cents a pound, or about 33} percent.more. English tack manu- 
facturers pay their tack-makers ls, 3d., or say 31 cents per 100,000, while we pay 
50, 60, and 75 cents per 100,000; i. ¢., for thesame quantity and grade of work we 
pay 100 per cent. for cutting. If the duty is reduced to 35 per cent. ad valorem 
we must reduce the wages of our help at least 33} per cent. to compete, 

We remain, very respectfully yours, 
LORING & PARKS. 
COBB & DREW. 
THE PLYMOUTH MILLS, 
By WM. STODDARD, Treasurer. 
Hon, Jony D. Loxe, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

The CHAIRMAN. Iu the absence of objection, the formal amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I moveto amend the pending paragraph by striking 
out the words ‘‘six-tenths of;’’ so as to make the duty 1 cent per pound. 
I have no remarks to make. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the pending paragraph, and 
I send to the desk a letter which I desire to have read. Itis from an 
oficer of the New Jersey Steel and Iron Company. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. JAMES BUCHANAN., M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 


DEAR SIR: I do not know whether there is any probability of the Mills bill 
becoming a law, but the cut in the duty on ms and structural iron is an out- 
rage and strikes directly at Trenton. That a product like beams, expensive to 
manufacture and used only in buildings of the highest class, should be subject 
to a less duty than ordinary -iron used by everybody and easily manufact- 
ured, is directly contrary to any theory of tariff rates that I have ever heard of. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Clerk need not read any further. That is 
all that is germane to my present purpose. Bar-iron is put up seven- 
tenths to 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. Chairman, this letter is from one of the officials of a company 
which employs about fifteen hundred men. The rate of duty proposed 
in this bill on bar-iron is, as I have said, from seven-tenths of a cent 
to 1 cent per pound; the rate proposed on these iron or steel beams, 

irders, joists, angles, and channels, which are far more difficult to roll, 

use of the varying sizes and shapes and lengths, is six-tenths of 1 
cent per pound. Thatcan not be fair. If this bill is to ‘‘ correct in- 
equalities’’ let it correct them, not make or Lop! arene them. Either 
the proposed duty on bar-iron is too high, or that proposed on these 
shapes is too low. I have moved to strike out the paragraph because, 
as the Committee of the Whole has already refused to change the rate, 
that is the only course left me. ; 

Mr. MILLS. I believe the existing duty is equivalent to 102 per 
cent. ; and the gentleman says that this bill, which proposes to reduce 
it to 49 cent., isan outrage. Let us vote. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Pittsburgh [Mr. BAYNE] was a very material reduc- 
tion upon present rates, and that was not accepted by the House. I 
stated that I moved to strike out the paragraph because that was the 
ouly course left me to pursue, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pittsburgh having been voted down. Can the gentleman from Texas 
tell me where he obtains his information as to the present duty being 
102 per cent.? 

Mr. MILLS. Right here in the book before us, where it is ran out— 
102 per cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the book which has been furnished to 
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us, and which also tells us that the ad valorem rate on lead at 2 cents 
per pound is less than the ad valorem on orange mineral at 1} cents 
per pound, although 100 pounds of orange mineral contains the product 
of 114 to 116 pounds of lead. - Since seeing that,statement I haye ceased 
to regard this book as authority. s 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BUCHANAN to strike 
out the paragraph, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steel wheels and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly or 
partly finished, and iron or steel locomotive, car, and other railway tires, or 

arts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 2 cents per pound; iron or steel 

ngots, cogged ingots, blooms or blanks for the same, without regard to the de- 
gree of manufacture, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Screws commonly called wood-screws, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. 

Mr. MILLS. We have no objection to that. 

The motion of Mr. VANCE was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: © 

Tron and steel wire and iron and steel wire galvanized, and all manufactures 
of iron and steel wire and of iron and steel wire galvanized, shall pay the duties 
now provided by law: Provided, That no such duty shall be in excess of 60 per 
Ge ve eap hear: fit only f facture, 1 cent und. 

lippi rom new copper fit only for manufacture, 1 cen md. 

Gann i plates, Tane TARO Chili or other pigs, and tit Oae forms, not 
manufactured,|2 cents per pound; in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, 
rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

Lead ore and lead dross, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I move to strike out lines 288 and 289, and in lieu 
thereof to insert what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CLARDY, I ask, by unanimous consent, that that 
me the subsequent paragraph be passed over, to be recur: 

er, 

The subsequent paragraph is as follows: 

Lead, in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks, and bars 
and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound. Lead in 
sheets, pipes, or shot, 2} cents per pound. 

I ask that both paragraphs be passed over to be recurred to hereafter, 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Let my amendment be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Idaho 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 288, 289, as follows: 

“Lead ore and 1 dross, three-quarters of 1 cent per pound.” 

And in lieu thereof insert as follows: 

“A combination of lead ore with silver or gold ore shall not exempt such 
lead ore from payment of said duty.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks that the para- 
graph and the succeeding paragraph be passed over, to be recurred to 
he er. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will consent to that with the understanding that I 
am be recognized as having the floor when the subject is again re- 
sumed, 

Pie CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Idaho. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask thatif these paragraphs are to be passed over 
that we also pass over from line 295 to 303, which is as follows: 

Zinc ore, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Zinc, spelter, or tutenegue, in blocks or pigs, and old worn-out zinc fit only 
to be remanufactured, 1}4 cents per pound; zinc, spelter, or tutenegue in sheets, 
2 cents per pound. 

Everything pertaining to zinc should be passed over until we consider 
the paragraphs in reference to lead ore. 

Mr. WARNER. That should be done. & 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask these two paragraphs be passed over for the 

resent. 

Mr. MILLS. Ican not consent to that. 

Mr. WARNER. Iask that zinc be also passed over. It is taken 
out of the same mine from which we take lead ore. They are inti- 
mately connected. You can not discuss one without discussing the 
other. I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to passing these paragraphs over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not object to passing over the paragraphs in re- 
lation to lead ore, but I do object to passing over the paragraph in 
reference to zinc. 

Mr. OWEN. LIobject to passing any over unless both are passed 
over. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ifthere be no objection to passing over the 
paragraphs in reference to zinc, there will be no objection to passing 
over the paragraphs in reference to lead ore. 

Several MEMBERS. Who objected to passing over the paragraphs in 
relation to lead ore? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN]. 

Mr. OWEN. At the request of gentlemen who are interested 
withdraw my objection. 


ragraph 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iobject unless the paragraphs in reference 
to zinc can also be passed over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the order, then. 

Mr. CLARDY. Was there objection to the request I submitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted it and it was objected to 
by the call for the regular order. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that my amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman add to the paragraph the 
words in his amendment? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move to strike ouf the paragraph and add the 
words in my amendment to the duty under the present law. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already submitted some remarks in regard to 
the proposed reduction in this bill, and I would not take up the time 
of the committee did not the pending proposition vitally affect not 
only my own Territory, but every other Territory inthe Union, Iam 
surprised my colleagues from Montana, New Mexico, and Arizona do 
not rise in their places and protest against this proposed reduction. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘They have not had a chance. 

Mr. DUBOIS. They know it is as vital to their Territories as it is 
to mine. Of the lead ore produced in this country at least five-sixths 
comes from the Territories. Weare so farfrom market we can scarcely 
compete with lead brought in from foreign countries. The cost of 
transportation is great and the price of labor is necessarily high. They 
are so high in our mountain districts it is hard indeed for us to com- 
pete with the foreign production. 

In addition to this fact is the farther one that all of our low-grade 
silver mines are dependent upon the price of lead for their successful 
working. It will be absolutely impossible to work our silver mines it 
this reduction of the tariff on lead as proposed here is made. 

I wish now to submit, for the Clerk to read, a few letters, which will 
show that I do not exaggerate when I say that I represent everybody 
in the Territory on this particular question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

JOHN M. BURKS HAS NOT WITHDRAWN—HE WILL BE A CANDIDATE FOR CON- 
GRESS. 


Editor Evening Inter-Idaho: 

In a recent issue of the Butte (Mont.) Inter-Mountain it was stated that Hon. 
John M. Burke had withdrawn from the Congressional canvass for the reason 
that he could not indorse certain party measures relating to tariff, hurtful to 
the interests of the Territory. This statement, which has been pretty generally 
copied and commented on the Territorial — and which showed up Mr. 
Barke in a most favorable light as a man to whom principle is dearer than per- 
sonal ambition, no doubt correctly embodied Mr. Burke’s views, From the fol- 
lowing letter, however, which explains itself, it will be seen that Mr, Burke is 
still a candidate for the Delegateship, and itis to be hoped his many Democratic 
friends will not abate their efforts to secure so suitable and so strong a man for 


the head of the ticket. 
ORLANDO B. BATTEN, 


WARDNSER, June 6, 1888. 
O. B. BATTEN, Ketchum, Idaho: 

Dear Siw: I have just returned from Chicago, where I have been ever since 

I saw you, with a very sick wife, whom I have had to leave there in the hos- 
„and i may have toreturn any day,and I am trying to get my mining 
usiness in shape so as to giveas much of my time as possible to the campaign 
after the22d of August. Before that time I shall not be able to give politicsany 
personal attention. Our court meets here on the lth instant, and I have sev- 
eral mining cases before it. Now, taking all of these things into consideration, 
Ihave concluded to take this course: I will attend the Territorial convention; 
I will do my best to get the following paor in the Democratic platform: 

1. Against the reduction of tariff on lead. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I send to the desk now the following extract from 
the same paper, of the succeeding day. merely remarking that this is 
the leading Democratic paper of the Territory, a strong supporter of 
President Cleveland, and a rank free-trader when it does not interfere 
with the industry of its own people. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

` [Inter-Idaho, Hailey, Idaho, June 18, 1833.) 
HON, JOHN M. BURKE'S LETTER. 

The letter of Hon. J. M. Burke, which we published yesterday, is a fair and 
frank ression of the general Democratic sentiment of this Territory. It is 
not merely the opinion of Mr, Burke as a Congressional candidate, on which he 
is desirous of taking his personal chances fer an election; but it is justly repre- 
sentative of the ideas and interests of the great mass of the people, who, if they 
nominate him, or any other man for Congress, they pore to elect. 

Mr. Burke is for the retention of the duty on foreign lead. We know of no 
Democrat whois not. With a Congress likely soon to be Democratic, and a 
Democratic Executive, one who sympathizes with iominant political 
capes, much more than a partisan opponent, would have the power to 

nence the legislation requisite to retain that duty. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Now, I would like to ask the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, or some member on that 
side of the House, if that is a correct statement with reference to the 
political question involved in this tariff legislation, and whether it 
would affect the action of the committee on this question if the polit- 
ical complexion of the Delegate was different. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Idaho be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I say, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means if that isa cor- 


rect statement, and whether the Democratic party is legislating upon 
this subject on principle, or whether, as I have said, it is a question of 
the political faith of the Delegate? 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that we have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask the gentleman first to answer my question. 

Mr. MILLS. What has that got to do with the duty on lead? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It has gota great deal to do with it in that Terri- 
tory; and I ask the gentleman if the statement of the Inter-Idaho is 
correct . 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman and his associates on that side and 
myself can probably take occasion to talk this question of politics over 
after we through with this bill. I want to pass the bill now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask ifit is not a fair question, whether this is the 
rien gages idea which prevails in the enactment of this tariff legisla- 

on 

I ask the gentleman if he will answer it. 

Mr. MILLS. Make your own statement, and I will take my own 
time to answer it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Refusing to answer it, I am forced to assume that it 
is not a correct statement, for I would be loth to believe that the Dem- 
ocratic is guided by merely personal and isan motives in this 
legislation. Iam not surprised to know that the Inter-Idaho’s state- 
ment is not correct. : 

Mr. Chairman, there were 144,000 tons of lead produced in the United 
States last year. Twenty thousand tons of this came from my Terri- 
tory.” They are taking 3,000 tons a month now from the Cœur d’ Alene 
district alone. But while the lead industry is one of vast importance to 
the people of that Territory, it is well known that nobody will be bene- 
fited by the reduction of duty as proposed in this bill. Not a single 
individual in this country is interested in that reduction except in so 
far as it injures him in his occupation; and, as I say, when you strike 
down the lead industry in my Territory and the others you also strike 
down the silver-mining industry. 

We took out twenty-nine millions of silver last year in Arizona, - 
New Mexico, Montana, Utah, and Idaho alone, and there is not a 
mining superintendent in any Territory of this Union or in any one 
of the States who will not tell you if you make this reduction on 
lead that you close the silver mines. There is a long list of them to 
which I could call attention, and I am a little surprised that we do 
not have all of the silver men on that side of the House coming for- 
ward to support the amendment. The substitute I offer is in the in- 
terest of this industry in the United States. It is for the purpose of 
protecting that industry. They bring the lead ores now from Mexico 
under a ruling of the Department which provides that if silver isa 
chief component of the importation, or rather if silver is the compo- 
nent of chief value, that the entry of the other ores combined with it 
shall be free. They down there in the custom-houses determine what 
is the component of chief value, and lead has no value at all in that 
country. ” 

The consequence is that all the lead ore comes in free and we are 
compelled to compete with the peons of Mexico under this ruling of the 
Department. This is so in regard to lead coming from European coun- 
tries also. If gold or silveris the component of chief value, the lead 
comes in free, You are making a double attack, therefore, upon the 
industry of the Pacific coast, and I ask you in fairness and in candor— 
and challenge any Democratic Delegate on this floor to controvert any 
word of what I have said—I ask you in fairness and candor to adopt 
the substitute and strike out these two lines. 

Mr. MILLS. Now let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I had supposed—perhaps they intend to do so yet—I 
had supposed that some gentleman representing someof the mining in- 
terests of Missouri would have spoken in favor of the amendment just 
submitted, because it not only concerns the Territories of the West, but 
some of our great interior States. In Missouri andthe State of Kansas 
much lead is mined, and the amendment is not only important to the 
region spoken of by the gentleman from Idaho, but to theStates I have 
named. InSouthwest Missouri and in Southeast Kansas some 30,000,- 
000 pounds of lead are mined annually, of the aggregate value of $800,- 
000, giving employment to thousands of men. 

This, it may be suggested upon the otherside, isa raw material, and 
hence should be put upon the free-list, or else the duty now imposed 
upon it should be greatly reduced. 

As raw material what is its value? As found in the ground it is 
comparatively worthless. It only becomes valuable after labor is ex- 
pended upon it and it is dug from the bowels of theearth. When dug 
from the ground itrepresents labor, and the honest, industrious toil en- 
gaged in mining it should commend it to the thoughtful consideration 
of this House, and by our votes, it seems to me, we should do what we 
can to protect it, 

As was suggested by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Duzors], under 
the rulings of the Department lead is admitted to-day free of duty all 
along the Mexican border, and also all along the Canadian line. Where 
there is silver or gold found in the ore of predominating value the ore 
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is admitted free of duty notwithstanding the great quantity of lead in 
the ores. This is because gold and silver are upon the free-list, and 
under the construction given by the Treasury Department to the ex- 
isting law the ore is admitted as gold or silver ore and no duty is col- 
lected upon the lead it contains, and thus our lead-miners are put in 
competition with free lead ore. 

Let us look a little further. In 1870 there were introduced or im- 
ported into this country 85,897,720 pounds of lead. Atthat time lead 
was worth $6.30 per hundred pounds. Last year there were imported 
only 12,016,694 pounds of dutiable lead. Why? Because lead was 
of less value than in 1870. Lead was then worth only $4.50 per hun- 
dred pounds. Hence there was notas much imported as in 1870. But 
take the tariff off of lead or reduce it so that it can be profitably im- 
ported, and we will again find the figures that we found in 1870 repre- 
senting the importations, Is there, as has been any excuse 
for this? Is there any reason for it addressed to the conscience of this 
House or to its judgment? As has been suggested, it must be appar- 
ent to every intelligent man that the reduction of the import duty re- 
sults in increased imports. Reducing the import duty does not reduce 
the surplus realized from this metal, but instead of that would add to 
the surplus now accumulating in the Treasury. Itwill necessarily add 
to the imports, as is shown by the imports of 1870 and other years that 
I could name, 

Now, if gentlemen are sincere in wanting to reduce this revenue, 
this surplus in the Treasury of which they complain, why is it that 
by their proposed legislation they strive to increase imports and thus 
increase the amount received upon the importations? That must be 
the effect of this proposed legislation. No gentleman upon the other 
side of the House who has given this subject thoughtful consideration 
can deny the proposition I make. 

For the reasons by the gentleman from Idaho, as well as 
for the reasons I haye hastily given, I hope the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Idaho can be accepted, as it should be. Why 
should we permit the lead that is mined by the peons and by the cheap 
labor of Mexico to be introduced into our country free of duty under 
this construction given to the law by the Treasury Department? Let 
us exclude it or make it pay the duty that it would pay if brought 
through the port of New York as lead ore. Let us retain the duty as 
as it is now, and correct this unfortunate construction, because no one 
can say that the miners engaged in mining lead get better compensa- 
tion or realize more from their labor than they should realize. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two minutes 
more, 

Mr. MILLS. Let us havea vote. There has been no debate on 
this side. All the time has been taken on the other side. The gen- 
tleman can extend his remarks in the RECORD if he desires, 

-The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I renewit. I want to ask a ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Idaho. PerhapsI did not understand him. 
I understood his amendment to be so framed as to prevent the free im- 
portation of lead in a particular combination with precious metals. 
aa DUBOIS. Yes, sir; but also to retain the present duty on 

Mr, ADAMS. I want to ask him also whether in all the mining 
States and Territories a very large proportion of the silver ore is not 
what is called galena ore, containing a large proportion of lead? 

Mr. DUBOIS. That isa fact. Thereis in my Territory an average 
of 70 per cent. of lead. 

Mr. ADAMS. Isit not a fact, as has been repeatedly stated, that 
the price of lead has determined the question whether a silver mine 
could be run or could not be run? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Absolutely. 

Mr. PERKINS. That was what I was about to suggest if I had been 
given two minutes more. 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. Many mines in Colorado, Idaho, and elsewhere, 
are to-day worked for gold andsilver because the lead realized from the 
mines pays the operating expenses or nearly so. Iftheduty onlead is 
stricken off, so that lead ceases to be valuable, those mines can not be 
worked, the laborers will be thrown out of employment,and the capital 
invested will be entirely lost, and the yield of silver greatly lessened, 
and thus great harm wrought tothe country. Ihave heresome reports 
from superintendents of mines in the West which I will have incorpor- 
ated as part of my remarks, and printed in the RECORD. In the name 
of the miners of the Westl, I ask this House to stand by American labor 
and American interests, and to vote for the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Dunois]. 

The reports are as follows: 


REMARKS FROM SUPERINTENDENTS OF THE PRINCIPAL MINES OF UTAH WITH 
REFERENCE TO THE EFFECT A REDUCTION OF THE TARIFF WOULD HAVE UPON 
THE MINING INDUSTRY, 

R. C. Chambers, mapo aano of the Ontario mine, Park City, Utah : 
“If Congress should admit raw materials free of duty, or remo or mate- 
rially reduce the present rariff on foreign lead, the effect upon the above 


named would, in my opinion, reduce the product so that the profits would bo` 


inadequate to pay the operating expenses of our mine.” 

John J. Daly, superintendent of the Daly mine, Park City, Utah: 

“If Congress should remove the present tarif on foreign lead it would so re- 
duce the profits as to be totally insuficient for the risks run,” 

A. Hanauer, manager d mine: 

“The removal or material reduction of present tariff on lead would shut 
down the mine and stop the concentrating works.” 

W. F. James, su uperinenneni Maxtield mine, Big Cottonwood Cafion: 

“A reduction oi ff on lead would, in my opinjon, compel us to close 
until such time as the wages of employés were reduced one-half, and the 
other operating expenses in the same proportion. Of $165,505 taken from the 
mine, $99,263 were paid for labor, and si. 077 for freights, ete.” 

Wace Colbath, superintendent City of Rocks mine, Little Cottonwood Cafion, 


* If Congress should admit lead free, it would close our mine.” 

Charles E. Mitchener, manager Honorine mine, Tooele County, Utah: 

“To reniove the present tariff on lead would close our mine and mill.” 

Alex. Niedringhaus, superintendent Calumet and Muscatine and Silver King 
mines, Tooele Count 

“The value of the Rant in our ores nearly equals that of the silver and gold. 
The profits are inthe lead. If the'tariffbe reduced, the mine will be compelled 
to lie idle unless wages and freights are greatly reduced.” 

Charles W. Watson, superintendent of the Nast mine, Bingham Cafion, Utah: 

“The removal of the present tariff on lead would stop production.” 

C. Lavajnino, superintendent Old Tel ph mine, Bingham Cafion, Utah: 

` A reduction of the lead tariff would indefinitely suspend operations,” 

J. Q. Packard, superintendent Eureka mine, Tintic, Utah: 

“In my opinion the reduction of the tariff, especially upon lead, would be 
disastrous feos mining industry.” 

Edward P, Fi , vice-president and manager Anchor Mining Company 

“My salgwent is clear that the reduction of the tariffon lead would <4 dis- 
“astrous to the mining interests of the United States and of incalcuable injury to 
that branch of industry." 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. What is the amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment. 

The question was put, and the Chair was in doubt as to the result. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 62, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 289 the following: 

“ Provided that the combination of lead with silver in ores shall not exempt 
the lead therein from the duty.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point that that is the amendment 
that we have just voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noitisnotthesame amendment, The amend- 
ment voted upon was a motion to strike out these lines. This is an 
amendment proposing to add to the paragraph the words just read by 
the Clerk. 


Mr. BAYNE. I would like to hear an explanation of that amend- 


ment. 
Mr. WARNER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WARNER, If this amendment should be voted down, a sepa- 
rate motion to strike out these two lines would be in order, I suppose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the present Jaw fixes a 
duty of 1} cents per pound on lead ores, and 2 cents per pound on pig- 
lead. This bill reduces the duty on ores from 14 cents to three-quar- 
ters of 1 cent, and on pig-lead from 2 cents to 1} cents per pound. There 
aresix orseven smeiting establishmentsin thedistrictI represent. They 
are important establishments, anda large capital is required to operate 
them. They buy and smelt a great many tons of lead ore—just how 
many I am not prepared to say. WhatIseek to do by the amendment 
I propose is to correct an inequality which exists under the present 
pal Pca which would exist under this bill if it should pass in its pres- 
ent form. 

I ask no advantage over anybody in this country engaged in smelt- 
ing, or engaged in anything else; I ask no advantage over anybody on 
the globe; but I do insist that the people I represent, and the people 
of my State, who are largely interested in these ent shall be 
put upon terms of absolute equality under the law with the constitu- 
ents of every other gentleman upon this floor. I shall protest, as it is 
my right and duty to do, against the continuance of an inequality in 
the law which gives an advantage to enterprises in one section of the 
country over similar enterprises in another. Now, the fact is, that 
these smelting establishments in Missouri are buying and reducing 
lead ores which are covered and protected by a duty. At present the 
duty is 1} cents per pound,and if this bill shall becomea law the duty 
would be three-quarters of 1 cent per pound. All I ask is thatsimilar 
establishments situated anywhereelse within the limits of this country 
shall be put upon terms of absolute equality with us, and not be given 
an undue advantage by the letter of the law, or by a departmental con- 
struction of the law. There is now coming into the United States, im- 
ported from Mexico, a large quantity of lead ores. I read from the 
Engineering and Mining Journal on this subject: 

Our corres) dent calls attention on another page to the large imports of 


Mexican icad, which Spee in free of duty as silver ore and are smelted in ae 
country. Whil be aaaea pam benefits the smelters who can compe! 
r iie 


ted as to take advantage of it, it will RUS a pe 
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mo Den market for the products of our own mines by adding to our supplies of 
e metal, 

The writer estimates the amount of lead that has come into the 
United States in this way during the past year at over 10,000 tons, and 
there are other estimates putting the amount at from ten to fifteen 
thousand tons. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is 15,000, according to the official figures. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. This lead ore is brought in across the Rio 
Grande, associated and combined with a low grade of silver ore, and, 
under the construction of the law by the Treasury Department, if the 
preponderance of value in the combination is with the precious metal 
the whole mass is admitted free as silver ore. If the preponderance of 
value is with the base metal, then the whole mass is subject to duty. 
But we all understand that it takes very little silver to exceed in value 
a great deal of lead, and hence a great deal of lead can be brought in 
free under the cover of very little silver. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. STONE, of Missouri, was permitted to 
continue his remarks for five minutes longer. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. These low-grade silver ores are being 
brought in from Mexico in large quantities. They contain a large 
amount of lead mixed with them, and, in fact, the ores are really pur- 
chased and imported for the lead they contain. Now, how does that 
work? 

Mr. REED. Does it not work for the benefit of the consumer ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes; Isupposeitdoes. I presume it does 
work for the benefit of the consumer. I am not discussing that view 
of the case. Lead ores are not put upon the free-list, but unless the 
present law is amended it would be more logical to do so. i 

Mr. REED. Which are you for? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I am not discussing that view of the case. 

Mr. REED. Evidently not. 

I am in favor of reducing the burdens of taxation. I am for the 
Mills bill, but I am also in favor of equality and fair play. I think 
here is a defect that ought to be cured. The proposition I make is that 
the smelting establisliments in my State shallbe put upon terms ot 
equality with the smelting establishments elsewhere. That is what I 
am asking for. 

Now, how does it operate? The present duty is 14 cents per pound, 
or $30 per ton, upon lead ore. The smelting establishments in Mis- 
souri, Kansas, and Illinois are carne 2 ores covered by that duty 
of $30 per ton. Under the construction of the law made by the Treas- 
ury Department, by which these low-grade ores from Mexico are ad- 
mitted free of duty, a large number of smelting works have been built 
up along the Rio Grande River at various points in Texas for the pur- 
pose of utilizing these Mexican ores; and they are doing it. They are 
enabled to use these ores brought in free of duty, whilst the smelters 
in my district must purchase ores which are covered by the duty; they 
can not buy those ores which pay no duty, because of the difference in 
the cost of transportation. 

Mr. BLAND. If my colleague will allow me—— 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. My time is too limited to permit me to 
yield. Iam not seeking a controversy with anybody. Iam simply 
contending for what I believe to be right. 

Mr. BLAND. Isimply wanted to call attention to the fact that these 
ores come from Mexico to Missouri, and are manufactured there, so that 
Missouri suffers no disadvantage. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I very much doubt the correctness of the 
statement of my colleague. I am not aware that a pound of these 
Mexican ores to Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. In St. Louis there are large reduction works where 
both the silver and the lead coming from Mexico are reduced. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The provision which I offer, to come inat 
this part of the bill, will simply have the effect of placing a duty upon 
leads of the character I have mentioned. I can see no reason why lead 
ores lwhich are not combined with other ores should pay a duty when 
imported, whilst lead ores mixed with silver should come in without 
paying a duty. Importa mass of ore, 51 per cent. of which in valueis 
silver and 49 per cent. lead, and the whole is admitted free. When this 
ore is sold in any market it is sold with reference to the relative value of 
every mineral init; it has a lead value and a silver value, and it is pur- 
chased as much for the Jead as for the silver. On the same train 
with such ores as I have described there may be a car-load of ore in 
which the relative value of the two metals is reversed. There may 
be acar-load where 49 per cent. is silver and 51 per cent. is lead, and 
another car where 49 per cent. is lead and 51 per cent. is silver. In 
the one instance a duty is paid; in the other itis not. Ican see no 
reason for anything of that sort. Besides, it is absolutely a fraud upon 
the revenue. Semewhere between ten thousand and fifteen thousand 
tons of these ores were imported last year. At $30 a ton the duty col- 
lected on those ores should have been $300,000 to $450,000. I think 
that the provision I have submitted ought to be adopted as a matter 
of simple justice to all sections of the country, and as a protection 
against fraud upon the revenue. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 
. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the proposition 


involved in the pending amendment is to impose more tax than is now 


levied upon a raw material; for if anything be raw material, lead ore 
confi yis. It may be well for usto consider the origin of this tax, 
as well as the need of it, when we are determining the merits of the 
pending proposition. The existing tax on lead ore was laid in 1861. 
There was no tax in 1846; there was no tax in 1857; there was no tax 
in the Morrill bill of 1861; butin a subsequent tax bill of that year— 
a bill which was introduced into this House as a ‘‘temporary increase’? 
of the tariff, and which was confessedly and ponema at that time in 
excess of all the needs of protection; in that bill, which in its very title 
stated its purpose to lay only temporary taxation, this tax on lead ore 
was im It was not needed for the protection or the production 
of lead ore in this country, for this was then an old industry; and it is 
not needed now. Ifthe Democratic party be justly subject to any crit- 
icism in to lead ore it is that they have not put it upon the free- 
list, the existing tax upon it being, as I stated, a war tax and a tem- 
porary measure; and now, after nearly thirty years, the tax is still con- 
tinued in part. 

Our imports of lead ore and dross in the last fiscal year—I mean the 
dutiable part—were less than $1,500, a mere incident in the trade. 
Our exports of lead and manufactures of lead were nearly three-quar- 
ters of a million dollars. It is perfectly obvious that we do not need 
any tax on this article. Itis perfectly obvious that the only effect a 
tax can have is to put prices up beyond what is p with reference 
to consumption, thus limiting the consumption of the product in this 
country, and thus lowering wages. We sent over $44,000 worth of lead 
and the manufactures of lead to England alone, and there is no item 
in the whole tax-list which in reality is better fitted for the free-list 
than lead ore. 

Gentlemen talk now of the slave or peon labor system of Mexico com- 
peting against the free labor of America. Mr. Chairman, it is late for 
anybody in this century, and especially in free America in this century, 
to contend that slave, peon, or any form of degraded or oppressed labor 
can compete economically and successfully with free labor anywhere. 
Is there a gentleman from Missouri or from any Southern State who 
does not know that we are more p: us under free labor than we 
were with the same laborers when they worked for us for nothing but 
their victualsand clothes? You may call it paradoxical, if you please; 
but in the economy of God there is profit all around in liberty, and 
He conspires on the side of freedom. 

If freedom were not profitable slavery would never have ceased in this 
orin any othercountry. Yetgentlemen say, protect our freemen from 
slaves, from peons, and from paupers. But, sir, by proofs we have of 
the North compared with the South under the two systems of free 
labor upon the one hand and of even slave labor upon the other, by all 
the proofs we have of the prosperity of the South in excess of what she 
enjoyed under a system of even worse peon or pauper labor—by 
all these proofs, backed by the statistical facts I have adduced, I con- 
fidently affirm that we have nothing to fear, and that the proposed in- 
crease of this tax ought not to be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. REED. I would like to be heard. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwill then withdraw my motion. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not pro to differ 
with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in his state- 
ment of the superiority of free labor over slave labor, but I should 
think while he was enunciating that principle some other ideas pro 
erly connected with itwould have occurred to his mind, that he would 
have remembered that he and his section battled as strenuously for 
slave labor and the products of it as he now stands for foreign labor 
and the products of it. [Laughter and applause.] Having been con- 
spicuously convicted before the community and before himself of hay- 
ing entertained totally wrong ideas on that subject, I should think he 
would hesitate somewhat in this persistent imposing on the American 
nation of mistaken ideas which were correlative to those ideas which 
he has just condemned. 

Now it is ectly apparent there ought to be some system running 
through the legislation on this question, that they ought to take plain 
ground on the one side or the other, or else plainly admit they are pro- 
ceeding one step at a time in the direction of free trade. [Applause.] 

If all these arguments about our duty to the consumer are true, then 
the ent which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] has ad- 
deemed to his side of the House naturally falls upon deaf ears, and 
rightly, too, because if they can smuggle in one-half of the lead ore 
which is used in this country free of duty under Treasury decision or 
under the decision of his party in the House, they have accomplished 
one-half of their purpose. If they can not enjoy entire free trade they 
are going to get partial free trade and bide their time. 

I hope the gentlemen on the other side will in the remainder of the 
bill adopt some plain principle in regard to it, and if these things are 
burdens on the people—if they are really tariff taxes, as they are so 
anxious to have us understand—they will make us all as free of them 
as they can and declare the purpose they entertain to make us free as 
to the rest. [Laughter and applause. ] 
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I hope they may make some declaration so plain here on the floor of 
the House they will not be able to go over to New York and proclaim 
the contrary. [Laughter and applause. ] 

And I hope the chairman of the committee, when he was lastin New 
York, plainly stated his views on the subject, and did not disguise 
them. He has been reaping in certain Democratic papers a great deal 
of praise for his manly boldness in resisting his constituents on the 
subject of wool, and I hope he was not afraid before strangers to declare 
what he believes to be the whole counsel of the Lord. [Laughter.] 
Or if he did falter, overcome by a strange climate, I hope that on com- 
ing back here and touching his native earth again he may have got 
strength enough to get up in his place now and frankly say what his 
position is. [Laughter and applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, I will always have the courage 
to stand by my own convictions and be true to my own sentiments, 
and that when I believe a thing to be true I will not cowardly run 
away from it whenever the enemy delivers his first shot, [Applause. ] 

The gentleman has talked of what I said over at New York, I have 
said at New York what I have said to the people of my State. I hope 
my friends on the other side will have the same courage to stand by 
the whisky platform they made at the Chicago convention. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] I see some little intimation that the bill the gen- 
tlemen are preparing socautiously and have been so carefully nursing 
for several weeks is to make a flank movement on that whisky plat- 
form—l[laughter and applause]—that it is going to stop with alcohol 
in the arts and make the balance of the reduction by a cut on sugar of 
50 percent. [Laughter.] 

I speak of that provision in their platform which declared that they 
intended to repeal the last particle of the internal-revenue taxes be- 
fore they would reduce the taxation which afforded protection to any 
one article of domestic manufacture, Here is one of the favored ar- 
ticles which they have been standing by for years; and when it comes 
to the time that the Democratic battalions are getting on the march, 
and delivering their shots in the face of their advancing regiments they 
turn quickly about and say that they did not mean exactly so much 
whisky as they thought they did, but that they meant to take some 
sugar in it, and a good deal of sugar at that. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

They say if we are to sacrifice some of our products, we are going to 
sacrifice, not Carnegie’s steel-rails, but we are going to take some of 
that little product of American labor down in Louisiana. Mr. Chair- 
man, they want some courage on that side of the House, as well as on 
this side. Yes, sir; I said I would make wool free, and it is my inten- 
tion to stand by my word; and this lead ought to be free also. Iam 
not afraid of what the people of the country will do in connection with 
this matter. My people in State convention have indorsed me, and my 
constituents will send me back here again on that very platform. [Ap- 
planse on the Democratic side. ] 

Tam notafraid to stand by some ofmy Democratic friendsin Tammany 
Hall, as I would stand by the Democrats on the prairies of Texas. It 
is as good in one place for a Democrat to stand on as in the other; and 
it will be a good enough platform to lay your side out in November, if 
you have the courage to stand by your whisky platform. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I am disappointed in the speech of the 
gentleman from Texas. [Laughter on the Democraticside. ] Ihadreally 
expected, after the challenge I made him, that he would not have con- 
tented himself with simply commenting upon the Republican plat- 
form, or comparing it with the Democratic platform, or at least, if he 
had done so, that he would have repeated the Republican platform 
aright, if he did not have the courage to repeat the Democratic one 
correctly. I supposed he would have made some such declaration as 
this: 

God grant that the day may soon come when American ships, freighted with 


American commerce, shall again go to sea under the shield and protection of 
our own flag. 


He meant the American flag then. [Laughter.] : 
But if that day is to come it must be preceded by a reversal of the policy of com- 
mercial restriction. We must remove both by legislation and diplomacy— 

Not merely the House of Representatives, but by the American min- 
ister to England also— 
every hindering cause bev at provenia the free exchange of the products of our 
labor in all the markets of the world. 

We must unfetter every arm and let every muscle strike for the highest re- 
muneration for its toil. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘Thatis sound. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
The gentleman ought to read it every day. 

Mr. REED: h 

We must let wealth, the creation of labo grow up in all the homes of our 
people, Then every industry will spring forward at a bound, and wealth, pros- 
perity, and power will bless the land that is dedicated to free men, free labor, 
and free trade, [Loud applause, } 

[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now hear the appie on the Demogratic side. Iam glad to hear 
that [renewed laughter and applause on the Democratic side], because 


it shows that they recognize the courage which their leader had four 
. 


years ago, and which he seems to be deprived of to-day. That was the 
speech I expected him to make. Instead of that, however, he treats 
us to declarations of how brave he is, and then shows how brave he is 
not, [Laughter on the Republican side.] Why should he not have 
stood up here to-day and reiterated the sentiments which awakened so 
much applause on his side of the House on that occasion? Why, it is 
because of his recent visit to New York. I do not know what he said 
there, but if I can judge by what other Democratic patriots are now 
busy saying to the country he went there for the purpose of denying 
that he is a free-trader. He went over there for the purpose of assur- 
ing the Democracy of that region that they need not be troubled with 
any idea of free trade from him. 

Is it not strange what effect climate has upon ‘gentlemen’s courage 
and upon their terms of expression? Under the sweltering sun of New 
York, surrounded by importers, he recollected that he was in the larg- 
est manufacturing city of the United States; not a word of this bold, 
brave talk with which he says he always treats people was heard on 
that occasion, I venture to say. And when I challenge him here tọ re- 
peat it he does not seem to have exhibited that alacrity which would 
correspond to the proclamation of courage he has been kind enough to 
make. He therefore imposes upon me the duty of repeating the cour- 
age which he exhibited in the long-gone days of four years ago. 

Mr. MILLS. I will give my friend the last word. Let us havea 
vote upon this proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. One moment. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. MILLS. Linsist upona vote. Thatis my speech. I suppose 
the gentleman wants to put in the rest. 

Mr. REED. We had better have the whole of it, so that there will 
be no misunderstanding. I think it will come in well on whisky and 


sugar, 

Mr. BURROWS. Ithink, with the gentleman from Maine, that it is 
high time the chairman of the Committee on wae and Means, as the 
leader of the Democratic majority, should plant himself and his party 
on the real ground they occupy. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] a few years ago so clearly outlined the policy of his party, and 
so clearly foreshadowed the bill that he now champions, that I desire 
to read a few words from a speech delivered by him in this House, 
showing that it is the purpose of the Democratic party to land this 
country ultimately upon free trade. The gentleman said: 


The committee could have imposed duties at 20 per cent., as a general rule, 
making a few exceptions above that standard and many below, and raised one 
hundred millions instead of one hundred and forty-one. ‘The next year the 
same duties would bring one hundred and twenty millions, because the imports 
would be largely increased by the low duties, 


Just what we have charged will be the effect of this bill if it should 
become a law. 

Our policy should be to take the smallest amount of taxes that we can by 
oustoms— 

Now mark this language— 
and we should gradually decrease the amount until our customs taxes come 
alone from non-competing articles entering our custom-houses, y 

There is the distinct declaration of free trade. First, by lowering 
the duties you will increase the importations, and year after year as 
the importations increase and the revenues grow, the policy is to strike 
the duties still lower, until, what? Until the time comes when there 
shall be no duty levied upon any article that comes in competition with 
an American product. That is the declaration of the gentleman from 
Texas, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. Itis upon 
that theory that this bill is framed, and the gentleman himself has 
confessed that the practical effect of the measure will be, first, to stfmu- 
Jate importations, increase the revenue, and drive the country to free 
trade. 

Mr. REED. The definition shows the gentleman knew what free 
trade was when he saw it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 


Another thing. Speaking of whisky and tobacco, to which the gen- 


tleman has alluded to-day, falsely charging that the Republican party 
has committed itself to the doctrine of free whisky, the gentleman had 
something to say. It was this: 

We now have over a hundred millions from whisky and tobacco and other in- 


ternal taxes, but they are on the same principle as the tariff taxes on consump- 
tion, and fall on the poor, and should be largely decreased. * 


Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I want to yield two minutes to the gentleman to per- 
mit him to continue that reading a little further. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘That covers all you said on this point. 

Mr. MILLS. No; there are a few sentences following. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The balance is in the same line. 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr. WARNER and Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to offer an amendment, but I will yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was called from the city on Tuesday by a case of 
extreme illness in my family, and had no idea that the iron schedule 
would be passed so quickly. I hastened back as soon as I could, 
and desire either now or at some time when more agreeable to the 
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committee in the course of the debate to make a statement in con- 
nection with one point in this schedule which I alone, as an indifferent 
witness, am able to make. I shall not call for a vote nor attempt to 
provoke one. I ask not over ten minutes at the most. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk the speech 
delivered by my colleague from the Erie district, Mr. WILLIAM L. 
Scorr, in this House on the 10th of May last, and ask that the Clerk 
read the marked passage. I hope that my colleague is in the House. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Erie [Mr. Scorr] is not present. 

Mr, KELLEY. Then I shall be obliged to avail myself of the leave 
given me, and proceed in his absence. If I make a misstatement he 
can correct it when he returns. ‘The Clerk will please read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I came to Washington a day earlier 
than I otherwise would have done in order to contradict that state- 
ment, and hoping to get here before the question of the rate of duty on 
rails should be reached. The statement is not only not in accordance 
with the facts as they occurred in my presence and hearing, but abso- 
lutely falsifies them. 

The truth is, the object of the interview was to contradict the v 
statements that my colleague renewed in the paragraph of his speec 
which I have caused to be read, though there was no allegation on his 

in the course of the interview that they were not as false as Mr, 
Carnegie assured him they were. Thus my colleague represents Mr. 
Carnegie as aflirming what he expressly denied, and todeny which, he, 
as I have already stated, sought the interview. Iwas the only official 
person presentat theinterview. Itoccurredin this way: Mr. Carnegie, 
with Hon. David Dudley Field and Mr. Charles A. Peabody, represent- 
ing a committee appointed by the mayor of the city of New York, ap- 
peared before a subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Affairs on the 10th day of February last. ` 

These gentlemen came here in the morningand left for New York in 
the afternoon. Meanwhile Mr. Carnegie had an appointmentwith me 
in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means. Observing that 
Mr. Scorr and hedid not recognize each other, I said to Mr. Carnegie, 
sotto voce, “' There is Mr. WILLLAM L, Scorr.” ‘‘Indeed,’’ said Mr. 
Carnegie; ‘‘introduce me to him, will you, that I may briefly correct 
some of his misrepresentations.’’ I hastened to introduce them, and 
after the formal salutations consequent upon presentation, Mr. Carnegie 
said to Mr. Scorr, ‘* You made an address on such anoccasion in which 
you did me the injustice to say that I was a Scotchman who refused 
American citizenship. My father brought me to this country when I 
was but a young child. He was naturalized as soon as he could be, 
and, the child following the citizenship of the father, I was naturalized 
by his act, and have ever since Icame to manhood religiously exercised 
my political rights.” 

Mr. Scorr having expressed regret that he should have misrepre- 
sented the facts, Mr. Carnegie proceeded tosay, ‘‘And you represented 
me as haying taken profits from our rail-mills to the amount of a mill- 
ion and-a half dollars in a single year. I have never received any such 
poni as that from my investments in rail-mills. Most of my money 

been made by fortunateinvestments. Ourrail business, including 
that of all the concerns in which I am interested, has never yielded'a 
million and a half of profits in a year.” Mr. Carnegie then spoke of 
other sources of income, and added: ‘‘ We make a great variety of 
work; we own our own ore mines and coal beds, but we have never de- 
rived in any year a profit of a million and a half from all our concerns 
together.” He then proceeded to say, as if con his conduct 
with that of a man who manages more miles of railroad any other 
American citizen ever had done, and publishes himself as nerag been 
largely interested in the manufacture of iron and the mining of coal 
but of whose liberal gifts he had not heard, ‘‘ You should have remem- 
bered when thus EPN VREA my profits to state that I aava in one 
year for the beħefit of the peopleof Pittsburgh, the city in which I grew 
up, half a million dollars, and to its little sister of Allegheny nearly 
$300,000; and I reiterate the assertion that our concerns never made a 
million and a half on rails in any year, and that if we had done so it 
would have been less than 7 per cent. on the capital invested by the 
firms of which I am a member.’? 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we shall now have a vote. 

« Mr. WARNER. I wish to offer an amendment to line 288, 

The amendmeht was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ three-fourths of 1 cent per pound,” in lines 288 and 289, and insert 
in lieu thereof “one and a half cents per pound," 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment, if 
adopted, would be to leave the t duty upon this article. Iam 
not here, sir, to say that lead is entitled to protection over and above 
all other articles, but I am here to say a word for this lead ind: x 
because it is one of the important industries of my State and of the 


Western Territories, and because, also, I was somewhat ata loss to un- 
derstand, when my colleague from Missouri [Mr. Stonr] was making 
his able argument upon this question a while ago, whether or not he 
tended to free trade or to protection. I recognize fully the great in- 
justice done to the lead miners of Missouri and of the Territories by the 
unjust ruling of the Treasury Department, 

But, sir, I think it will not remedy that injustice, but will only im- ~* 
pose additional burdens upon them, burdens too grievous to be borne, 
should the proposition contained in this bill be carried ont, striking 
off one-half of the existing duty upon lead ore. It is a fact well known 
to every man who is familiar with lead mines—and I happen to have 
been reared in their midst, in the State of Wisconsin; it is, I say, a fact 
well known to every man familiar with the lead-mining business that 
there are no men anywhere who work harder than these miners; there 
are no men who earn every cent they receive better than do those men 
who go down into the bowels of the earth and bring up the lead ore to 
the surface and to the market. And taking the position cited by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], as taken by the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means only a few 
years since, namely, that to decrease the duty is to increase the impor- 
tation, this change simply means that while this purports to be a bill 
to reduce the surplus, it is, in fact, in this respect, a bill to increase 
the revenue. Upon the articles mentioned the duties collected in the 
last year for which we have figures amounted to only $12,000. 

The estimate given by the Committee on Ways and Means of the ef- 
fect of the passage of this part of their bill is that if it becomes law it 
will decrease the revenue by the almost infinitesimal amount of $6,000; 
and I submit to every gentleman upon the other side of the House that 
should they reduce this duty three-fourths of a cent per pound they 
will throw down the barrier now set upagainst the importation of Span- 
ish lead into this country; they will break down a great leading in- 
dustry of Missouri; they will cripple the mines of Missouri and Kansas; 
they will close many of the silver mines of New Mexico and of the 
other Territories, and they will do all this for what purpose? Simply 
for the purpose of giving free entrance to a foreign material. Now, let 
me say to my Democratic friends from Missouri that I stand here as 
the distinguished Senator from their State stood in 1884, when he said 
that he was not here to help Massachusetts, Connecticut, or Pennsyl- 
vania, but that there was an infant industry in his State—the lead in- 
dustry and zinc industry—and that if in the line of a tariff for revenue 
‘he could protect those interests he proposed to do so. 

In the district represented by my colleague [Mr. STONE] there are 
cities whose prosperity, whose existence almost, depends upon this in- 
dustry, Strikeitdown and you strike them down. Not one pound of 
this article is produced in my district; but, sir, the prosperity of every 
other district in that great State is inseparably interwoven with the 
prosperity of the great commercial city which I in part represent upon 
this floor, and our people simply demand fair treatment. Why strike 
down this industry when, even by your own figures, you save only 
$6,000? Why do it? Let me say further, that if you close the lead 
mines of the West and admit your foreign ore free of duty you will 
transfer the lead-pipe manufacture, the sheet-lead manufacture, the 
white-lead manufacture, the shot manufacture, all from the Mississippi 
Valley to the Atlantic seaboard, and I do trust that gentlemen repre- 
senting this Western country will stand up here for its interests. While 
other industries are being protected why should we not stand up for 
the laboring man of Southwestern Missouri? Why should we not de- 
mand that the laborer there shall be protected, and that his industry 
shall not be stricken down ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gentle- 
man to complete his remarks. 

Mr. WARNER. Ido not care to take further time of the committee, 
but I wish to have read for the information of members a letter ad- 
dressed to me in regard to this lead industry. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be printed in the RECORD, and let us go on. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, Mr. Chairman, my objection to that is that 
Iam simple enough, coming as I do from a rural community, to be- 
lieve that evidence will change even the prejudices of some members of 
this body, and I wish to have the letter read for the sake of the infor- 
mation it conveys, and not merely for the purpose of getting it into the 
RECORD. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Kansas Crry, Mo., February 4, 1888. 


DEAR Sir: I sent you by mail yesterday a chart showing the price of pig-lead 
in England for the last century, and also prices for American pig. The tariff on 
lead, as you know, is 2 cents. 

My observations during the time that I have been engaged in the lead busi- 
ness have convinced me that a protection is an absolute necessity, The price 
of pig-lead in the United States is not at the present time governed entirely by 
the Euro price, nor has been the case, as a rule, since the United States 
prod about as much as our © consumption. Foreign lead, duty paid, 
can not asa rule be laid down in New York within a cent per pound of the 
domestic The statements which I have sent you show the lead im- 

rted in pig into the United States during the years 1884, 1885, 1886, and 1887, 
Da very small proportion of the total consumption, and hence it is clear that 
the prise of pig las: is at least igfluenced by the relation between demand and 
supply at home. You will also have noticed a very decided decline in the price 
or Her einen 1877, which decline has been of course in proportion to the declino 
of the world’s price of pig-lead. 
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So far as manufacturers are concerned who use lead, they will not be affected 
of course by any reduction in the present duty,and the sufferers will be the 
men who dig the lead out of the ground, and I think I am stating the exact truth 
when I say that the Western States and Territories can not produce lead profit- 
ably at prices very much below those ruling at the present time. The’only ad- 
vantage to be gained by a reduction in the tariff on lead, in my opinion, would 
be in remoying the lead-manufacturing establishments, which at the present 
time are located almost entirely inthe West, tothe East. Atthe t time 
the entire supply of lead consumed in the United States is prod in the State 
of Missouri and west of the Missouri River, and the manufacturers of the various 
products of lead, such as white lead, lead pipe, shot, etc., must buy their lead 
paying, forinstance, the St. Louis price plus freight to New York. The conse- 
quence is that the Western users of lead are enabled, after supplying at profita- 
ble rates their home market, to dump their surplus goods in the East. A re- 
duction of the tariff would probably change this in such a way as to give the 
Eastern users of lead the advantage which the Western users have now; thatis 
to say, the yl porten foreign lead would fix the Eastern price and the price in 
the West would probably be New York res the freight to St. Louis. Thelarg- 
est lead users, i e., manufacturers of white lead, lead pipe, and shot, are located 
at St. Louis, Cincinnati, and Chicago. 

The mining of lead gives employment toa great many people, and I wish to 
say in this connection that maa Yaga percentage of ores mined are omy profit- 
able on account of their contents of both lead and silver at the same time. If 
either the silver or the lead was to be made unprofitable the ores could not be 
mined, so that a reduction in the duty on lead might possiby, have a much 
more serious effect than merely a reduction in the production of lead ores, 

There is one more feature which I think it would be well to mention, and that 
is, that the Spanish lead mines, which are the most extensive in the world, can 
be worked very cheaply on account of cheap labor and large bodies of ore, and 
in addition to this these mines are located so close to the coast that the cost of 
transportation to the United States would be atrifle as compared to the trans- 
Eee charges which lead in our country pays from the Rocky Mountains 

o the Atlantic coast. This business of mining ores and carrying them has, 
within the last few years, assumed very large whe ee Ay and is the basis of 
the prosperity of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Idaho, and any change in 
the tariff affecting this industry, it seems to me, should be avoided. 

J ask that the matter of the linseed-oil trust, and what I have said with refer- 
Se, Me the Collier White Lead Company, of St, Louis, be considered confi- 

ential. 

Yours, very truly, 
A. R. MEYER, President. 

Hon. WILLIAM WARNER, 

Washington, D. €. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 64. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side and laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. REED, Oh, do not delay the passage of the bill. [Laughter.] 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. MILLS and 
Mr. WAENER to act as tellers, 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. s 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pen pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks, and bars 
and old scrap lead, fit only to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound. Lead in 
sheet, pipes, or shot, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out, in line 292, the 
words ‘‘one and one-quarter cent’’ and inserting ‘2 cents; so as 
to leave the duty on lead in pigs and bars, etc., as it now is—2 cents 
per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. - 

Mr. PERKINS. I move toamend by striking out, in line 293, ‘‘two 
and one-quarter” and inserting ‘‘three;’’ so as to make the duty on 
lead in sheets, pipes, or shot 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Zino, spelter, or tutenegue, in blocks or pigs, and old worn-out zino, fit only 
to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound; zinc, spelter, or tutenegue in sheets, 
2 cents per pound, 

Mr. WARNER. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 301 and 
302, the words ‘‘one and one-quarter” and inserting ‘‘one and one- 
half;’’ so as to make the duty 14 cents per pound on zine, spelter, or 
tutenegue in blocks or pigs, ete. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not 
wish to enter into an argument on this question. I apprehend that 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means will accept this 
amendment. 

My. MILLS. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. The reduction proposed in the bill makes so small 
adecreasein the revenue as hardly to be perceptible; indeed, it will virtu- 
ally make an increase; but according to the estimate of the committee 
there will be collected under the rate of duty proposed by them $92,- 
906.13, while at present the amount of annual revenueis $111,000. This 
is an industry which has just sprung up within the last ten or eleven 
years. It is now prospering. Men have expended fortunes in the pur- 
chase of machinery and mechanical appliances for the development of 
this industry. It does seem to me, therefore, that in common fairness 
the duty should not be reduced as here proposed. It is not in facta 
reduction of the revenue; it is simply striking down anindustry. It 
is i, unfortunate for my State that we are too reliable on one side 
politi . If Missouri were among the doubtful States her industries 
would not thus be trampled under foot in this House, presumably the 
house of her friends. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the amendment by striking ont 


the last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means what is the object of the reduction here proposed. 

Mr. MILLS. Just a reduction of the surplus. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WARNER], that the only effect must be to encourage 
importation. The revenue derived under existing law is $111,000 a 
year. The estimate of the committee is that if the duty proposed in 
this bill should be adopted the revenue would be $92,906. That esti- 
mate does not take into consideration, however, the increase of impor- 
tations; thatisignored entirely in the computation. The object, there- 
fore, of making this reduction, it seems to me, must be to encourage 
importation. ~ 

In my own State there are more than 9,000 tons of spelter manu- 
factured each year. This is with us a recent industry. Capital has 
gone into my State from the East and has constructed extensive zine 
works, in which many operatives are being employed at good wages. 
They are engaged in reducing this ore and manufacturing it into spelter, 
In this way employment is given to thousands of men, 

It is not even suggested by the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means that the present duty is too high, or that the manufacturers 
are making too much upon the capital invested, or that the laborers 
are receiving too high wages, too much compensation for their toil. The 
only reason suggested for the reduction is that we may reduce the rev- 
enue, In other words, the position of the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means ap to be that this industry should be prostrated, 
if by prostrating it the revenue can be reduced. That is the logic of 
the gentleman’s position, and against such a position I protest. 

This bill should be entitled an “An act to encourage foreign im- 
portations and to pauperize American labor.’’ There is no demand 
anywhere for the reduction proposed in this paragraph of the bill, and 
in the name of the new enterprises now building in my State, as well 
as in the name of the old ones engaged in manufacturing zinc spelter, 
and in the name of the laboring men they give employment to, I ask 
that this reduction shall not occur. I- withdraw the verbal amend- 
ment and hope that the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER] will prevail. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 68, noes 73. 

Mr. WARNER. Imove to amend by inserting after the word “‘ two,” 
in line 303, the words ‘‘and one-half;’’ soas to make the duty 2} cents 
per pound on zine, spelter, or tutenegue in sheets. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Needles for knitting and sewing machines, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
striking out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and inserting “thirty-five; ’’ so as to make the 
duty 35 per cent. ad valorem. I present to the committee the argu- 
ments of a well-known New England Democrat, who, so far as I am 
concerned, will do all the talking for this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, March 22. 

George H. Bleloch, of. Satay ease: Mass., well known as one of the most prom- 
inent Democrats in the State, has written a letterto Chairman MILLS, giving that 
worthy some information on the subject of the tariff on needies, which the còm- 
aie does not seem to haye its possession in preparing the tariff bill. 

e says: ° 

“I beg leave to communicate some of the reasons why the duty on sewing- 
machine needles should not be reduced from the present one of 35 per cent. to 
20 per cent. ad valorem, as proposed in your bill, while it leaves the duty on 
stecl wire, the needle-makers’ raw material, at the present rate. 

“Fifteen years ago the average wholesale price of machine needles was $i5a 
thousand and the retail price was from 10 cents to 15 cents each. To-day, the 
wholesale price of the same kind of needles, but greatly improved in quality, 
averages $10 a thousand,and the retail price isfrom 1 toScentseach. This 

reduction in the price of American-made machine needles has been 
rought about by the invention and application of automatic machinery. 

“A finished machine needle, when ready for the market, represents in its cost 
80 per cent. in skilled labor and 20 per cent. in materials and supplies. By un- 
fair means, such as undervaluation, some machine needles are at the present 
time imported to this coun from Germany and England, and unless the 

resent duty on machine needles is maintained, or our raw materials are allowed 
enter on a large reduction from present duties, German and English needle- 
makers will capture the American market and cripple American needle manu- 
facturers to such an extent that they will be com ed to retire from the fleld. 

“ There are thirteen manufacturers of machine needles in the country, with 
about $800,000 invested capital, employing about 1,500 operatives, and the earn- 
ings will not exceed 7 per cent. on the investment. A reduction of the duty to 
the extent proposed 1 be a serious blow to the manufacturers and operatives 
who are in the industry, and the duties realized from importation of 
foreign ine , which will follow the reduction, will aggravate the 
peos congested condition of tho Treasury by increasing the surplus, while 

S esers of machine needles will receive no benefit whatever in the way of 
retail prices. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FARQUHAR, it 
was rejected, there being—ayes 53, noes 70. 

The Clerk read as follows: Se 

Pen-knives, pocket-knives of all kinds, and razors, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out the lines just read. 

The amendment was a to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pens, metallic, 35 per cent. ad valorem. : 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the line just read by striking out 
#35 per cent. ad valorem’? and inserting ‘‘10 cents per gross.’ The 
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duty under the existing law is 12 cents per gross. Thecommittee seem 
to think it necessary to make a reduction. I do not know why it is 
necessary, but I suppose a reduction will be insisted upon. If a re- 
duction is to be made, it is more scientific tariff reform to substitute a 
lower specific duty rather than resort to the vicious and infamous ad 
valorem system without the slightest necessity therefor. I find the 
committee has estimated that the existing duty of 12 cents per grossis 
equivalent to 43.1 per cent. The committee want a 35 percent. duty, 
which will be found to be about 9.8 cents per gross. Theamendment 
which I have proposed accedes to the demand of the committee that 
there should be a reduction, but simply puts it in the form of a lower 
ific duty. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the pending paragraph of this bill, 
if it should prevail, will simply destroy this industry. There are in 
the United States only three establishments making metallic pens, and 
there are not oyer a dozen such establish nents inthe world. Thecost 
of making these pens in Birmingham is only 8 cents per gross, that 
being the a; te of the material and labor. 

It costs in the United States to make the same pen, by reason of the 
increased cost of labor, 20 cents a gross. By taking off the duty of 12 
cents a gross upon the foreign pen the foreign pen comes into this 
country on an exact level with the domestic product. If we take the 
duty off, of 12 cents a gross, the foreign producer of the pen can put the 

roduct in this market at so low a figure, as it costs 20 cents here to pro- 
Raos it, as actually to destroy this industry. 

Then the proposed duty of 35 per cent. is a little over 2.8, making 
under this bill the cost of the pen to the foreigner in this market only 
10.8 cents. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me suggest that the duty of 35 per cent. ad 
valorem, because of the inevitable undervaluations which occur, will 
be equal to a duty, say, of 7 or 8 cents per gross, 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, but itis proposed to admit the foreign pen, 
which can be put in this market at 10 cents a gross, when it can not 
be produced in this country at less than 20 cents a gross, and are sold 
at 25 cents a gross, being a margin of 5 cents. Itsimply closes thein- 
d 


I desire to have the Clerk read a communication I received from gen- 
tlemen familiar with this matter, and I hope the majority will listen 
to it, because it contains some information on the subject. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Caunes, N. J., February 15, 1888. 

ESTEEMED FRIEND: Replying to thy inquiry of the 10th instant, the manu- 
facture of metallic pens in this country was started in 1853, at which time there 
was no protective duty. This effort was unsuccessful. Between the years 1853 
and 1860 several attempts were made to establish this trade, but all were aban- 
doned, it being impossible to compete with the cheap labor of Europe, without 
a duty to equalize the difference in wages. 

‘The average price in 1860 to 1870, to the dealer, of pens known in the trade as 
z rint pens,” that is, pens with stationer’s or dealer’s names, as, for instance, 
~ Se and Lyon's Owl Falcon,” or “* Richmond, Backus & Co.’s Falcon, ” was 
about 40 cents per gross; the price for same goods now would not average more 
than 25 cents per gross, showing that through the instrumentality of American 
manufacturers the price has bcen reduced on an average at least 30 per cent. 

The wages paid our operatives here are from 100 to 150 per cent. higher than 
are paid for the same work in Birmingham, England. 

Labor constitutes fully three-fifths of the cost of producing the pens. 

It is a noticeable fact that upon every occasion when the subject of reducing 
the duty on pens has arisen the demand for it has come not from consumers, but 
from foreign manufacturers represented by their agentsin this country. This 
is the whole secret of it, however presen 

For some time previous to 1883 the duty on metallic pens was 25 per cent. ad 
valorem and 10 cents per gross —_ £ 

When the change was made in 1883 we urged that a specific duty should be 
retained, and it was fixed at 12 cents per gross specific, and the ad valorem por- 
tion removed. This change caused a reduction of duty of about 31 per cent. at 


that time. 

What we need and earnestly urge is that the duty shall be continued specific 
(for obvious reasons), and at the same rate, namely, 12 cents per gross. 

The pen trade is peculiar and may be cl: under two heads, namely, pes 
bearing the name of the manufacturer, and those haying the imprint of the 
dealer stam upon them. 

The cost of the average styles of pens does not vary more than about 10 cents per 
gross, while the selling price may differ 50 centsor more per gross. Thisisgov- 
erned by the degree ot papano they may have attained through advertising 
or other means. Some fore’ ersand their agents in this country bave for 
years held the market of high-priced goods, and have succeeded in obtaining the 
trade of ths schools through various means, at prices twice ashigh as the Amer- 
ican-made pens, of equal quality, could be supplied at, the manufacturers here 
in the mean time having to struggle along with the lower priced “imprint” 
trade while making a name for their own stamp 

Now, the foreign interests having, as they think, the most profitable part of 
the trade of the country, they are endeavo: g to get the duty removed, or re- 
duced, hoping then to carry off the “imprint” trade, and thus destroy our in- 
dustry here, when they could control the market and obtain their own prices, 

The foreign interests argue that it is unfair to have a specific duty, so that 
“low-priced ™ pens shall pay the same duty as “ high-priced.” 

This is a delusion, as shown by our statement as to cost of the pens. We 
= saaie satisfied to take all the risk of lack of proportionate duty on “ high- 

” pens, 
» There ere several metallic pen manufacturers in this country, and, as we have 


| ghown, they have been instrumental in reducing the cost of pens to the con- 


sumer at least 30 per cent. And while we are in icuous, We are, neverthe- 
— important branch of American industry, and do not want that our pro- 

n shall be regulated by those whose interests are entirely on the other 
side of the ocean, and the country can not afford to turn us over to their tender 


vi respectful]. 
ai of ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN MANUFACTURING CO., 
ALEX. C. WOOD, Treasurer. 
Hon. J. C. Burrows, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


The question recurred on Mr. ADAMS’s amendment, and it was re- 
jected. b 
Mr. BURROWS. I moveto strike out the paragraph, and ask atten- 
tion to the following statement: 
STEEL PENS, 


In considering the question of the duty on steel pens particular attention is 
called to the fact that no demand for a reduction of duty on these goods comes 
from consumers, and if there is any such demand it emanates from the agents of 
foreign manufacturers, and also that the bulk of the business of both for 
and American mauuiacturers is with large jobbing houses; thus makers in 
either case have nothing to do with the prices paid by the consumer, La 
users of pens have no difliculty in making purchases ata very low price, while 
parties who buy a dozen pens at a time must pay not only for the pens, but 
also for the time consumed in making the sale, as differently estima by each 
retailer throughout the country. While the protection of 12 cents per gross is 
of the greatest importance to American manufacturers, its entire removal 
would probably make no difference whatever in the prices charged by the 
thousands of retailers who deal them out in 5 and 10 cent quantities. There 
are a few numbers of widely-advertised pens which, as the result of such no- 
toriety, command and must sell for a high price to cover the cost of such ad- 
vertising, but the great volume of business in pens is based upon the figures 
given in the accompanying statement. 

Steel- manufacturing is a comparatively small industry in this country. 

Ni nths of the labor is performed by ziris and women. 

It is a light, pleasant employment, and while the total average wages of fe- 
males is $4.50 per week, many, expert in the business, earn much more, and the 
slower and less expe ones earn correspondingly less, 

This statement is carefully compiled from the results of all the American 
makers, and they earnestly request that some method will be found of reducing 
the revenue in some other way than by insisting upon a reduction of 60 per cent. 
in the wages of industrious girls who are employed in this clean and healthful 
occupation, and that the duty on steel and metallic pens be continued at 12 cents 
per gross, specific. 

a Respectfully, 
ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN Company, Camden, N, J. 
MILLER BROS., Meriden, Conn. 
TURNER & HARRISON, Philadephia, Pa. 


The average cost of pens in Europe is 8 cents per gross, of which— 


Incidental expenses... 


DN ooo snc scene veccad shone thsianakonn atahes tnbsbv sappbineninaeehscnsisnannsseneus pecede beer’ SPORITA 


Nine-tenths of the labor is done females at an average of $1.75 per week; 
one-tenth by maies at an average of $8 per week. 
The average cost of American pens is 20 cents per gross, of which— 


Cents. 


Incidentai expenses .. 
TORT COMB. 6.520. osices sen snperege r E AE aa TAA A REEN ceceo. 20 
There are 500 persons employed by the three American steel-pen manufact- 
urers— 
450 of whom are females at an average of......... per week... $4.50 
50 of whom are males at an average Of.............. do... 15,00 


The average price at which the great bulk of pens is sold to the jobbing trade 
manufacturer a margin of 5 cents a gross for advertising, sell- 


ing expenses, and profit. 
Present duty and effect of proposed change: 


Average cost of pens in Europe 
Present duty, specific 


gross, 


Average cost of pens in Europe.......< ccs. ssssresnereseee 
The proposed duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem add 


Making cost laid down here ...........:s.00ceseeseees: POI A AEN C C 10.8 
The present duty is sporne 
The proposed duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem amounts to... 

Making a reduction of 76} per cent. from present duty®........... do...... 9.2 


To meet the reduction proposed, besides sacrificing the manufacturers’ margin 
of 5 cents a gross, as shown above, it would be necessary for American makers 
to reduce female wages 60 per cent. per week, from $4.50 to $1.80; male wages 
60 per cent. per week, from $15 to $6. 


In connection with that I desire to state the difference of wages here 
and in Birmingham, England: 


Occupation. 


| Prices paid in| Prices paid in 
Birmingham. | Camden, N. J. 


$9.20 $0.50 

-82 | $0.%5to 1.00 

30 «to .9 

58 1.20to 1,40 

40 -%5 to 1.00 

$0.80 to 1.00 2.00 to 2.50 
-38 -95 to 1.10 

48 -85to 1.00 


It will be readily observed that a reduction from 12 cents a gross to 
2 cents a gross will utterly destroy this industry, in view of the differ- 
ence of wages between the two countries. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 72. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Type metal, 15 per cent, ad valorem. 
Pre MILLS. Toffer the following amendment, to come in after line 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 811, insert: 

“New type for printing, 15 per cent. ad valorem.” 

y r. FARQUHAR. I move toamend by making it 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard for a moment on the amendment. 

Whether the provision inserted here by the committee is to be adopted 
as a part of the law, or whether some other provision shall be incorpo- 
rated in relation to this subject, there is one thing certain, that the 
hae naus stands confessedly at the head of the type founders of 
the world. 

This pre-eminence, Mr. Chairman, has been reached, to my own per- 
sonal knowledge, at a very large expense of time and money on the 
part of the manufacturers of this country who are engaged in this in- 
dustry. Our foundries are equipped with the very finest machines and 
materials of all kinds and the best and most expert workmen to be 
found anywhere in the world. I simply submit, therefore, as a part 
of a patriotic sentiment which I should hope would prevail in the Con- 
gress of the United States, that the committee will take into consider- 
ation this condition of things, and, with some degree of pride in this 
manufacture, endeavor by suitable legislation to keep it upon its pres- 
ent prosperous basis, and not by a provision upon a tariff bill jeopard- 
ize if not entirely destroy it. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of Mr. MILLS, it was 
adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President, in writing, 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries. 

The message also announced the approval of House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; 

An act (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

An act (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Augustus Axmacher; 

An act (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; > 

An act (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree. 

An act (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; 

An act (H. R. aon granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 

An act ir R. 891) grantinga pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 

An act (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; 

An act te R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; 

An act (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 

An act tr R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

An act (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

An act (H. R. 962) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; 

An act (H. R. 6761) for the relief of James H. Orr; 

An act (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 

An act (H. R. 9127) for the relief of Chloe Fraily; 

An act (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff; 

An act (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

An act (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 

An act tf R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 

An act (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 


son; 

An act (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Cleveland; 

An act (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

An act (H. R. 8673) to increase the pension of John R. Stiles; 

An act (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Lucius B. Varney; 

An act (H. R. 4743) granting a pension to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, 
and Jessie Piatt; and 

An act (H. R. 4653) granting a pension to Joanna Barry. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for, 
composed wholly or in part of copper, 35 per cent. ad valorem; manufactures, 
articles, or wares not specially enumerated or provided for, composed of iron, 
steel, lead, nickel, pewter, tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any other metal, or 
of which any of the foregoing metals may be the component material of chief 
value, and whether partly or wholly manufactured, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word, and I do this 
for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee to what I 
conceive must be the necessary effect of this provision if it be adopted; 
and I would like to have the attention of the gentleman in of 
this bill particularly for a few moments, while I state what I believe 
will be its effect, an effect which I do not believe the committee in- 
tend or expect it to have. 

This clause says that all manufactures, articles, or wares, notspecially 


X1X——373 


enumerated or provided for, composed of iron, steel, ete., shall paya duty 
of 40 per cent, ad valorem. ‘‘Not specially enumerated or provided 
for,” are the words to which I wish to call attention. These words, of 
course, refer to the bill under consideration—not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this bill. That is to say, that manufactured articles 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this bill are to pay 40 per 
cent. ad valorem. As the bill now stands I have no doubt that 
wonld be the construction placed uponit by any court. Now, itis true 
that these words are taken largely from the old law; but, as I remarked 
the other day, the schedules of the old law are much fuller than are 
the schedules in this bill, For instance, in the schedules of the old 
law provision is made for ‘‘ cast-iron vessels, plates, stove-plates, and- 
irons, sad-irons, tailors’ irons, hatters’ irons,” ete., all of which are 
specially enumerated and at particular rates, whereas in the schedules 
of the present bill these are not specifically named. 

I find, further, that circular-saws are enumerated in the schedules of 
the old law and not in the present. 

I find, further, that wood-screws are enumerated; and in connection 
with that I desire the attention of the gentleman from Connecticut, who 
isinterested in this article. I find that wood-screws, I repeat, are enu- 
merated in the schedules of the old law, whereas in the present bill as it 
stands after the adoption of his amendment wood-screws are not enu- 
merated, and theresultis that these words ‘* not specially enumerated or 
provided for” wouldincludethese articles in the general provision at 40 
per cent. ad valorem. True we have been told thatthe committee pro- 
pose to add a proviso or limitation to their bill. I have considered the 
words of the provision as they have been printed in the RECORD very 
carefully, and it does seem to me that the words are not sufficient to 
cover the contingency that I have spoken of, and that the words here 
in this provision would necessarily put these articles of which I have 
spoken, notwithstanding the qualifying clause, on the dutiable list at 
the rate of 40 per cent. ad valorem, instead of at the old rates under 
the old law. I call attention to it in the hope that the committee will 
be enabled in some way to draught some provision which will prevent 
the consequences of which I have spoken, especially if they desire to 
protect the wood-screws of Connecticut. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 

Mr. CANNON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WEBER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEBER. I desire tosubmit an amendment to the sugar sched- 
ule in the nature of a reclassification of the schedule, and wish to ask 
the Chair if it would be in order to offer it here or after the conclusion 
of the reading of the lines from 329 to 340, inclusive? 

Mr. CANNON. Irose for the same purpose; and for the further pur- 
pose of stating that it would be manifestly proper, either by a ruling 
of the Chair, in my opinion, or by unanimous consent, that all of these 
provisions from line 329 to 361, inclusive, should be considered together, 
because they are necessarily interwoven one with the other, and I think 
perhaps treated as a single paragraph all could be discussed together, 
and the amendments which are to be offered can be presented to any 

rt of the provision. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, if that be read in that way, of course we can’ 
recur to the paragraphs for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. 

Mr. WEBER. Will the Chair indicate what time it will be proper 
for me to offer the amendment I have suggested ? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the paragraph is read the Chair will rec- 
ognize gentlemen to offer amendments in proper order. The Clerk will 
read the paragraphs referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely : 

All rs not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above vey ore degrees, shall 
pay a duty of 1.15 cents per pound, and for every additional degree or traction 
of a degree shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay thirty-two thousandths 
of a cent per pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 


standard of color, and pay duty as follows, caret : 
ON eea above No. 13and not above No. 16 Dutch standard, 2.20 cents per 


pound, 

All Sad above No. 16 and not aboye No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.40 cents per 
pound. 

All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.80 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, shall pay a.» 
duty of 4 cents per gallon; molasses testing above fifty-six degrees shall pay 
a duty of 6 cents per gallon: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be 
im ed, such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act. 

— candy, not colored, 5 cents per pound. 

All other confectionery, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CANNON, 


I desire to offer an amendment, which I send to 
the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out lines 329 to 361, inclusive, of section 2 and insert as follows: 
standard 


** All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch in color, all tank bottoms, sir- 
ups of cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, and all molasses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the 

lariscope, not pinara aa vpo enumerated or provided for in the act shall 

exempt from duty : led, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid 
upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be imported, 
such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty at the rates pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act.” 

All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
potoa; Molasses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 14 cents per 
gallon. 

Maple sugar, 2 cents per pound of crystallizable sugar contained thercin as as- 
certained by polariscope. 

Maple sirup or molasses, 4 cents per gallon, 

Glucose or grape sugar, l cent per pound. Sugar candy, not colored, 5 cents 
per pound; all other confectionery, not specially enumerated or provided for, 

wholly or in part of sugar, and on sugars after being refined when tinct- 
ured, colored, or in any other way adulterated, and on all choco! confec- 
tionery, 10 cents per pound: Provided, That ifan export duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be im- 
pe , such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided 
y law at the date of the passage of this act: Provided further, That for the en- 
couragement of the production of sugar and molasses there shall be paid a bounty 
tothe producers thereof in the United States, when made from beets, sorghum, 
imphee, or other sugar-cane raised in the United States, as follows: 
n sugar, 2 cents per each pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by the polariscope. 

On molasses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 6 cents per 
gallon; testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 4 cents per gallon. 

And the bounties provided for in this act shall id out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible in five minutes to 
state the different propositions in connection with levying a duty upon 
sugar. Ido not know whether the request would be received with 
favor by the House that a little more than five minutes be granted. 

Mr. MILLS. This is a very important matter, and I have no objec- 
tion tothe extension. I would suggest that on this sugar schedule the 
debate be closed at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think that would be just to the House. 
For instance, I can not myself begin to state the different propositions 
touching this matter, dealing in facts all the while, in less than thirty 
minutes. A number of gentlemen on this side of the House I know 
are desirous of offering amendments and of being heard touching the 
matter. However, I will state there is no disposition to do anything 
else than talk to the merits of the question. I would rather not have 
the time limited just now. We will hurry along as fast as possible. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman suggest a time he will be willing 


to agree to. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the debate will be allowed to run along to- 
day without limit. I should be glad to have thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. My friend very well knows the difficulty of allowing 
a debate to run along. I have no desire to cut off the debate. I am 
willing to be liberal; but I think there ought to be a limit fixed and 
that it ought to be fixed now. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wasabout to suggest that inasmuch as we run from 
line 329 to line 351, a good deal of time would beconsumed if each para- 

ph were discussed. I do not want to speak at all that I know of. 
tan not therefore pleading for time for myself. But this is a very 
complicated question, coming up as it does now, and it would be very 
hard to say in advance how much time will be required. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think if the gentleman from Texas will consent 
that the debate run along it will not occupy so much time as he im- 
agines. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] willexplain fully 
the position of our friends on this side of the House, and then there 
will be some short speeches from others. I think the debate will not 
be so long as the gentleman anticipates. 

Mr. MILLS. Some of our friends want to be absent attending to 
business elsewhere. It is hard to keep Representatives here all the 
time. I suggest that we agree not to vote on the matter this evening, 
but go on with the debate until the time of adjournment and take it 
up to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. = That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the statement of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], if there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest that gentlemen control their own time on 
the other side of the House, without reference to the five-minute rule. 
If they wish to take that course I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, even in thirty minutes I cannot hope 
to do more than present in the briefest manner a small number of facts 
touching the production of sugar, its importation, refining, and con- 
sumption in connection with the present law, the amendment ot ayaa 
in the Mills bill, and the amendment which I have submitted. ithout 
further introduction I will say that there are two waysor tests fixed by 
law and by the Mills billin levying and collecting the tariff upon sugar 
imported into the United States. nats by the Dutch standard and the 
ather by the polariscope. The Dutch standard is a color test alone, 
hnd pays no attention to the amount of saccharine matter on the one 
oand or adulteration on the other hand in the sugar, while the polari- 


scope pays no attention to the color of the sugar, but ascertains the 
amount of saccharine matter contained ia the sugar imported. 

I hold in my hand four small glass bottles filled with sugar of differ- 
erent colors prepared in Holland, and hence called the Dutchstandard. 
The bottle containing the darkest colored sugar is labeled No. 13; the 
next is labeled No. 16; the next No. 18; the next No. 20. The law 
prior to 1883 provided that sugar of the color of No. 13 Dutch standard 
and below should pay a certain duty above No. 13, and below 16a 
higher duty. Thatabove No. 16 and below No. 20 a still higher duty, 
and that above No. 20 a still higher duty. The sugar when imported 
was to be compared in color with that contained in the bottles, and a 
aay. levied upon it according toits coloras tested by the Dutch stand- 


This law worked very well as long as the sugar-planter and the im- 
porter were honest, for if no artificial means were used the color of the 
sugar fairly indicated the amount of saccharine matter in it; that is to 
say, the more saccharine matter and the less dirt there was in it the 
whiter it would be, so the color fairly indicated the saccharine strength 
of thesugar. Butas the darkest sugar had the least saccharine strength 
in itand paid the lowest duty, dishonest men resorted to artificially col- 
oring the sugar on the plantation so as to make a sugar with avery high 
per cent. of saccharine matter in it of the color of No, 13 or pelow, and 
it then paid the lowest duty; when, in fact, if they had Bòt evaded 
the law they would have had to pay a higher rate of duty upon it. 

They called it business; I call it fraud and deceit. Afterit was im- 
ported they would take it and put it through the cheap process of re- 
fining and have for a profit the difference between the duty on No. 13 
and No. 20 and above, which profit amounted to largely over a cent a 
pound. This fraud led to the enactment of the present law, in 1883, by 
which it was enacted that all sugar imported not above No. 13 Dutch 
standard in color, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five de- 
grees—that is, 75 per cent. of saccharine strength—should pay a duty 
of 1.4 cents a pound, and for each degree or fraction thereof in addition, 
as shown by the polariscope, four one-hundredths of a cent per pound. 
That would make a pound of sugar that was all saccharine matter— 
one hundred degrees—pay 2.4 cents a pound duty. Buton sugars from 
No. 13 to No. 16 the duty was fixed at 2} cents a pound; from No. 16 
to No. 20, 3 cents a pound, and all sugars above No. 20, at 3} cents a 
pound; but the polariscope is not applied to any of these sugars above 
No. 13; so the law of 1883, which is the present law, does not correct 
the evil it was intended to correct. 

Letme illustrate. Ihave herea pound of sugar knownas ‘‘ Cuba cen- 
trifugal,’? imported by one of the assistant secretaries of State. I 
ask members to look at it. In color you will observeitis No. 13 Dutch 
standard, but itis 96 percent. saccharine strength. Now, by ordinary 
treatment on the plantation it would have been at least as high as No. 
16ineolor. Itiscalled ‘centrifugal sugar,’ andwas made by the vacuum- 
pan process and then whirled about the pan with great velocity, so as 
to throw off all sirup. See itiscomposed of pure sugar crystals. Great 
care was taken in making it, by the use of an extra amount of lime to 
get it as low as No. 13 in color, for with that color and strength it only 
had to pay a duty of 2.24 cents a pound; whereas if it had been above 
No. 13 it would have had to pay a duty of 2} cents a pound, andifover 
No. 20, 35 cents a pound. What is the result? The result is that 
practically no sugar is imperted into this country except sugar No. 13 
Dutch standard and below. 

A MEMBER. Not 1 per cent is above that. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not a tenth of 1 per cent. The gentleman will 
permit me to state that of sugars below No. 13 there was imported last 
year $67,868,380 worth; of sugars above No. 13 there was imported 
$13,101 worth. Those are the proportions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. of Kentucky. Does not that simply show 
that all the refined sugars, which are the only sugars used in America, 
except for manufacturing purposes, are refined in this country ? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So that all the labor which is 
performed in making these unrefined sugars fit for use is performed in 
American establishments and by American workingmen. Is not that 
the fact? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; so that the advantage accrues to the benefit 
of the ‘‘sugar trust’’—not of the sugar consumers of the country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then there is a “trust?” 

Mr. KELLEY. So it is said on the other side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then in making that state- 
ment we are not telling a lie to the people? 

Mr. KELLEY. Noto far as sugar or whisky are concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad the gentleman from Kentucky has asked 
this question. I have no hesitation in answering that all the sugar im- 

rted into the country passes through our refineries. I will go a step 

rther in answering the gentleman’s question. Under the law as it 
stands upon the statute-book and under the Mills bill a premium or 
bribe of 1 cent a pound is given to thesugar refiner in the United States 
and the producer abroad to make the sugar with much greater care than 
he otherwise would to give it this color, No. 13 Dutch standard (illus- 
trating), so that it may come in at the low duty and be compelled ta 
pass through our refineries before it is ready for market. 
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Mr. WILKINSON. The gentleman from Illinois says a premium is 
paid under the Mills bill to the refinersof about 1 cent a pound. Most 
of the sugar the refiners get is at a test of ninety-five d That 
sugar at ninety-five degrees under the Mills bill is dutiable at 1.79 of a 
cent per pound. The highest duty under the Mills bill is 2.80. The 
total margin between these two grades is 1 cent and one-hundredth 
per pound. That is the total margin. Out of this margin of one and 
one-hundredth cents per pound between the grades named, that the 
tariff affords, how is he to pay all the expenses of refining and still de- 
rive a profit of 1 cent a pound from the tariff. 

Mr. CANNON. If gentlemen will allow me to make my statement 
step by step, I think they will be answered touching the facts sur- 
rounding the law and the consumption of sugar. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Answer my question. 

Mr. CANNON. I will tell the gentleman exactly how it operates. 
Under the present law a cargo of sugar, ‘* Cuba centrifugals’’ like this 
imported by the Assistant Secretary of State, 96 per cent. saccharine 
matter, costs when landed in New York, 3.13 cents a pound; the duty 
is 2.24 cents a pound; .40 cent is more than it costs to refine it. Total, 
5.77 cents, then, is the cost to the American refiner of a pound of white 
granulated sugar, which he sells to the merchant at the present price 
of 6.9 cents a pound, leaving a clean profit after all expenses of refining 
and handling are paid of 1.13 cents a pound. The American refiners 
handie the whole amount imported, 3,000,000,000 pounds annually, 
which ifyou will take your pencils and figureit, you will find the profit 
amounts to over $33,000,000 annually. 

Now let us inquire what it costs to import a pound of this same re- 
fined granulated sugar into the United States. This sugar, called 
“Cuba centrifugals,’’ No. 13 in color, 96 per cent. saccharine matter, 
costs the foreign refiner the same as it costs the American refiner, 


Cents a pound. 
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6.98 

In other words, by the artful arrangement of the tariff on sugars, 
the pound of white granulated sugar that costs the American refiner 
5.77 cents a pound costs the American merchant or consumer 6.98 cents 
a pound toimport. The result is that the American refiner can add 
1.13 cents a pound to his sugar and then sell it in the American mar- 
ket eight one-hundredths of a cent a pound lower than it can be im- 
ported for. Of course he monopolizes the market, makes his enormous 
profits, and 68,000,000 of people pay not only the duties upon the raw 
sugar of $60,000,000 a year, but the annual profit of over $30,000,000 
to the refiners, 

This unjust monopoly is intrenched in the law; foreign competition 
can not break it down, and to prevent home competition the few sugar 
refiners in the United States meet, form their trust, and agree what the 
amount of their production and price shall he. 

Mr. WILKINSON rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I cannot yield. Gentlemen will have time to say 
what they desire to on this subject when they get the floor. 

Now, take the Mills bill. On this point what does it do? It per- 
petuates this outrage, injustice, and fraud. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Answer this question. Howis itin testing sugar 
that it is admitted at so low a duty? 

Mr. CANNON. The law provides for that. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Explain it. 

Mr. CANNON. inetd gam will get acopy of the Mills bill he 
can study it out for f. I have already explained it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Is the sole test the color ? 

Mr. CANNON. Both the color and the polariscope up to No. 13 
Dutch standard, but beyond No. 13 the only test is the color. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I think the gentleman ought to answer my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Let me ask—— 

Mr. CANNON. I must decline to yield any further. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Isit not that the defect is in the machinery pro- 
vided by the law, instead of in the law itself? 

Mr.CANNON. Bynomeans. Thedefect is in'the law, written either 
by accident or else without sufficient knowledge of the effect ofthe law. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Mills bill; let us see what it does in this con- 
nection. Take a pound of the same sugar, No. 13, costing 3.13 cents 
per pound to import; the duty under the Mills bill for 96 per cent. of 
saccharine matter is 1.82 cents instead of 2.40, as under the present 
law, refining forty one-hundredths of a cent, so that a pound of refined 
granulated sugar would cost the refiner 5.35 cents Now, take the 
pi refiner, the same cost of sugar, 3.13 cents a pound, raw sugar, 
ag 
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3} mills a pound, duty 2.80 cents, so that the foreign producer 
or the domestic importer would have to pay 6.28 cents a pound for each 
pound of refined granolated sugar imported into the United States. 

This leaves a margin of ninety-three one-hundredths of a cent per 
pound profit for the American refiner, which on the total product of 


3,000,000,000 pounds annually amounts to over $27,000,000. 
So you see that the Mills bill instead of breaking up the monopoly 
perpetuates it. 


Mr. Chairman, at this point I will call attention to a strange circum- 


stance in connection with the preparation and presentation of the Mills 
bill. In that bill, as it was originally prepared for the consideration 


of the Ways and Means Committee, it provided that all sugars below 
No. 16 in color should be imported at the lowest rate of duty. The 
effect of this provision would have been to stop the artificial and fraud- 
ulent coloring of sugar on the plantation, and have given the mass of 
the people a marketable and far better sugar than they now buy for a 
much less price, a sugar that would not have to be refined. 2 

This was fully understood by the Democrats on the Ways and Means 
Committee, for by interviews and through the papers they boasted of 
this feature of their bill But when the bill was reported to the House 
it had been changed so as to fix the low duties on sugar below No. 13 
in color as the present law provides, and rendering it necessary that all 
the sugar imported should pass through the refineries before it was fit 
for use, thereby prohibiting that monopoly. 

The Mills bill, as originally drawn, also prohibited the allowance of 
drawbacks on the exportation of refined sugars, but I find in the bill 
reported to the House that that provision is stricken out. 

I want to ask, with all respect and with all earnestness and candor, 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and the member- 
ship of that committee, what change came over the spirit of your dream 
that you struck these provisions ont of your bill? What revelation 
came to you to warrant you in making these changes—changes which 
drive all these sugars throngh the refineries, increase their cost to the 
people nearly a cent a pound, and do not increase the revenues to the 
Government one cent? That is a fair question. It ought todemanda 
fair, frank answer. Your bill was right in that respect so far as it 
went. I hope it will be the pleasure of this House, if they do not 
adopt my amendment, to see to it that the low duty on sugar is made 
under No. 16 rather than under No. 13. 

Now, one further query. Why did that committee strike from this 
bill the provision prohibiting the payment of drawbacks upon sugar 
exported? Whatis the fact about it? Why, sugar which has 100 per 
cent. of saccharine matter, instead of 96, brings a duty of 2 cents and 4 
mills a pound; the law says that upon being exported they shall have 
thedrawback of the duties paid less 1 percent. Now, whatis the draw- 
back fixed at? Twocentsand six mills. Twocents and four mills per 
pound pay the duty on 100 per cent. of saccharine matter when it comes 
in. Yet when it passes through the refinery and is exported they geta 
drawback of the duty paid and 2 mills a pound more. ‘* Well,” says 
somebody, ‘‘ what is that for?’’ As I said before, I give it up. Ido 
not know. I tell you what the Treasury experts say. They say that 
there is no loss of saccharine matter in the refining of this sugar. 
They reported that they were informed and so believe, and I have the 
report here. 

Why is it that after you deduct the 1 per cent. of the money-duty 
paid they get 2 cents and 6 mills out of the Treasury, but they only 
paid 2 cents and 4 mills when it came into the country under the law ? 

Mr. WEBER. Isimply want to suggest that the gentleman may 
make it clear by stating that it comes in originally fraudulently under 
the polariscope test and goes out under the color test. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say as to that, if gentlemen will allow me, 
that I do not desire to stand in my place in public or private and charge 
public officials with fraud. But I do say from the Treasury reports 
transmitted to Congress by Hon. Daniel Manning, I have a right to be- 
lieve and state my belief that in the mutter of the imports of sugar 
from the time that they get to the dock in New York up to the time 
that they are re-exported there is, to say the least of it, a good chance 
for fraud at every step. 

Why, gentlemen, let me read just one line from the testimony of one 
of the inspectors whose duty it was to inspect the refined sugar that 
was exported. He states that he has no knowledge of the contents of 
the packages at the time of lading, whether they are sugar or sand. 
Then if you will rnn through these reports you will find when sugars 
are imported that formerly and, as I understand it, now, low-priced 
customs officials at low salaries alone test them; that the lighter is run 
up to the dock of the sugar company and the sugar is dumped off with- 
out any sufficient knowledge on the part of anybody that it is properly 
tested. Iam not charging the officials with fraud, except to state what 
this report states and to state my belief that in the manner of the im- 
port and the export of sugar for a t many years past fraud has ex- 
isted at every step from the time it landed to the time it left our shores. 
I have not time to go into that matter further, and will close this 
branch of the case with the statement I have made. 

Now, gentlemen, who is damaged by my amendment? I think the 
propriety of some legislation isapparent. My amendment is to let all 
sugar under No. 16 Dutch standard—not No. 13—come in free. This 
would let the people take it as it is turned out from the sugar planta- 
tions and let it go into consumption without first paying a toll of a 
cent a pound and over in addition to the cost of refining by passing 
through the refineries. My proposition is to stop this fraudulent and 
expensive coloring of the sugar and Jet it come in as it comes from the 
factory. Free sugar under No. 16 standard would do that exactly. 

But I fancy I hear somebody saying, ‘‘Are you not going to take care 
of the refineries?” Yes; I will take care properly of every industry 


in this country so far as I can by legislation. But I will only take 
I will not by law put 


care of them. I will not go further than that, 
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money in their pockets arbitrarily. So when I come to sugar above 
No. 16 in color, to the sugars that have to pass, either at home or 
abroad, through the refineries, my amendment provides that there 
shall be a tariff of 3 mills a pound. The Mills bill says 2 cents and 8 
mills, My amendment says 3 millsa pound. ‘‘A dollar a barrel,” says 
my friend from Iowa, ‘‘is that enough for protection?’ Yes; more than 
enough. I have gone to the line and over the line in my desire to af- 
ford adequate protection to the refining interests of this country, for fear, 
amongst other things, that my prejudice against that interest might 
make me do an injustice to it. 

What will 3 millsdo? There are 6,000lahorersin the refineries of this 
country, most of them unskilled. Five hundred dollars a year isasmuch 
as they receive. That would amount to $3,000,000. How much pro- 
tection does 3 mills a pound give? One milla pound on the total prod- 
uct of 3,000,000,000 pounds would give $3,000,000. That would pay 
for all the labor, and I think more too, Under the amendment which 
I propose at least half of the sugar would come in and not go through 
the refineries, That would cut off half the labor. If half the sugar 
did not go through the refineries that would save $16,000,000 a year 
to the consumer, instead of letting the refiner have it. If the other half 
went through the refineries, 3 mills a pound duty would give protec- 
tion to the refining interest of $4,500,000 per annum. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. If 
there be no objection he will be allowed to continue. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state my proposition again, as there is in- 
quiry around me, According to my amendment all sugar under No. 
16 comes in free, so that the refiner gets the raw product without any 
tariff at all, and at the same time the people thus get a sugar that does 
not have to pass throngh the refinery, at 1 cent a pound Jess than they 
now buy it for, and of better quality, with more saccharine matter in it 
than there is in the sugar they now buy. 

It is far better sugar than they get now from the refiners; not quite 
so pretty, but with greater saccharine strength, Then,as to the sugar 
above 16, from 16 to 20, and above, to protect the refining interests, I 
would levy a duty upon the refined article above No. 16 that is im- 
ported of 3 mills per pound. That would amount to about four mill- 
ions and a half dollars, on the supposition that one-half the sugar 
that was consumed would go through the refineries. That is protec- 
tionenough. The true test in these matters is to levy enough duty to 
protect our labor, to protect for the difference in the costof capital here 
and abroad, and if the industry is a new one to leave a little margin 
to protect it from powerful competition while it is being established 
and built up. Now, you may measure this by any scale you please, 
and the 3 mills a pound duty proposed by my amendment upon re- 
fined sugar is enough to give ample protection. It is true there will 
not be any $30,000,000 a year made by the refiners, but there will bea 
fair living profit to the refiner and good wages to the laborer, and that 
is as far as we ought to go. : 

Mr. FUNSTON. While you are protecting labor, why not protect 
the farmer who is producing sugar from sorghum? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad my friend asked me that question. 
coming to that point. 

Mr. FUNSTON. That is all under 16, is it not; the kind of sugar 
that you propose to bring in free? 

Mr. CANNON. For the sake of the argument let us say that it is 
all under No. 16. 

Mr. FUNSTON. ‘Then you do not give the producer of that sugar 
any protection? 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will bear with me, I will answer him 
on that point. Let us consider the case of the farmer. The total pro- 
duction of sugar in the United States is, in round numbers, 300,000,000 
pounds. Nearly all of that is made in Louisiana, and for five years 
past the production in the United States has been far less than it was 
for the five years before 1860, So that the production of sugar in this 
country is decreasing instead of increasing. Now has it been properly 
protected? Listen to one statement, and then decide. The value of 
the sugar imported into the United States in seventeen years was 
twelve hundred million dollars. Keep that factin mind, that in seven- 
teen years the value of the sugar imported into this country amounted 
to twelve hundred million dollars. In that same seventeen years the 
duty paid upon that sugar was over $700,000,000. Protection! Never 
‘rom the foundation of this Government to the present time did any 
article, or articles, receive as much continuous protection as sugar has 
received during the last one hundred years. It receives an equiva- 
lent of 82 per cent. ad valorem of protection under the present law. 

Does that increase the production? No. Doesit enhance the price of 
sugar? Yes; and for this reason: Less than one-tenth of the sugar we 
consume is producedin this country. The greatercontrols the less. The 
earth controls the moon, the sun controls the earth. The greater al- 
ways controls the less, and as over nine-tenths of the sugar we con- 
sume are made abroad and less than one-tenth is produced at home, in- 
stead of that one-tenth pulling the price down the nine-tenths pull it 
up. That is the fact as to sugar. It has not been so with iron and 
steel and the textiles. 
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Those industries have been developed by the tariff, and now those 
products, the great bulk of what we consume, are produced in this 
country at a far less rate than they could have been bought for when 
the tariff was first levied. In those instances protection has protected, 
but in the case of sugar it has not. Let me give you another illustra- 
tion. Under the treaty with the Sandwich Islands sugar comes in 
free. The importation of sugar in 1887 from the Sandwich Islands was 
$9,000,000 worth. How many pounds was that? Just enongh at 
four cents and a half a pound to make the amount I have named. 
other words, you could take the sugar that we imported from Cuba and 
from Germany and add to it the duty, and you would have the value 
of the sugar imported from the Sandwich Islands as set down in the 
commerce and navigation reports. That was the small quantity, and 
the large quantity controlled it and raised the price, and under the 
terms of the treaty the Sandwich Islands sugar-men (who, I am in- 
formed, are California capitalists) have a profit every year of over 
$4,000,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. Why do not we abrogate that treaty? 

Mr. CANNON. Why did the Senate and the President renew it? 
I wish I could get a lick at it, I would help to abrogate it. If I was 
in the Senate I would kick pretty lively on that. [Laughter. ] 

Now, let me goa step further and answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Funston]. Is it politic, is it right to levy a 
tax upon every man, woman, and child in the United States, rich and 
poor, and pretty evenly upon rich and poor because the poor use as 
much sugar as the rich—is it politic or proper, I ask, to levy tax on 
every man, woman, and child, rich and poor, on an average to the amount 
not only of the duty, $50,000,000 a year, but also toadd to that the 
$30,000,000 of refiners’ profit, making ninety millionsinall ? And what 
for? First, to protect the refiners and enable them to keep up the 
price, and, second, todo what? ‘To protect the Louisiana sugar-planter 
and the man who grows beets andsorghum. I do not think itis right. 

I do not mean to forsake the Louisiana planter; nor do I mean to 
forsake the farmer in my own State who raises sorghum or the farmers 
in different parts of the United States who raise the beet. What is 
your protection now? Taking the average rate upon sugar it is about 
2 cents a pound. That is the duty that produces this enormous rev- 
enue, if you please, because it is almost strictly a revenue tax. You 
get $6,000,000 of protection; it costs the country $90,000,000 to pay it. 
Rather expensive protection! What is the sensible business proposi- 
tion? Let sugar come in free; then pursue a policy which will give 
the Louisiana planter and the California beet grower, the Kansas and 
Illinois sorghum grower as much protection as they now have. My 
amendment does this. It provides that for each pound of crystallizable 
sugar produced in the United States from cane or sorghum or beets 
there shall be paid from the Treasury 2 cents a pound. Will that 
break us up? It will cost just $6,000,000 a year, in round numbers, 
and will save the people $90,000,000 a year; and you know we do not 
need the money in the Treasury, as we are told constantly ov each 
side of the House. 

But, says some one, ‘‘We do not want to pay a bounty. Why not 
pay the man who raises corn, or oats, or wheat a bounty?’ Because 
those industries areestablished and do not need a bounty. Gentlemen, 
while I would throw off ‘‘ this old man of the sea” that is about our 
necks—this sugar duty and sugar “‘trust’’—yet I would not forget 
that Germany, which less than a generation ago did not produce a 
pound of sugar, produces now from the beet alone, by reason of a judic- 
ious system of bounties, over one-half of all the sugar that is used in 
the world. 

Mr. GEAR. And raised on land worth $600 an acre. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, as the gentleman suggests, raised on land 
worth $600 an acre, 

I am willing by this proposed legislation to save this money to the 
people, to break up this sugar ‘‘trust,’’ to encourage and protect the 
Louisiana planter, the Kansas and Illinois sorghum grower, and the 
grower of the beet, whereyer he is disposed to try to make sugar from 
it. My proposition gives‘just as high a grade of protection as this 
other system; and when gentlemen say that they do not want to vote 
for such a proposition it shows, in my judgment, one of two things: 
either they do not understand the proposition and are not willing te - 
do tho fair thing, or they have in fact more interest in the refiner than 
they have in the producer. I do not mean improperly so, for I think 
it proper and right for gentlemen to represent their constituents here; 
and they must do it as long as we have a republican form of Govern- 
ment. But I am stating how the matter appears to me. 

Imperfectly and hurriedly I have now explained this matter. No 
doubt I have omitted to speak of many things which I should and would 
have mentioned if I had had time under the ordinary rules of debate. 
My colleague [Mr. Hirr] asks me to state how the sugar “‘ trust”’ is 
formed. I attempted-to explain that before; if I did not make it suf- 
ficiently plain, I will go over it briefly again, and then I will take my 

t 


seat. 

What does the Mills bill say on this subject? The Mills bill says 
that a pound of sugar like that which I hold in my hand, No. 13 Dutch 
standard, having 96 per cent. of saccharine matter, shall pay & duty of 
1.82 cents per pound. It costs 3.13 before the duty is paid; it costs 
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say 4 mills to refine it; so that a pound of white granulated costs 
the refiner 5.35 cents per pound. What does it cost to import it now ? 
The raw sugar costs the foreign refiner 3.13 cents a pound; the refining 
costs him 3} mills. When he ships the sugar to the United States it 
can not land and enter into consumption here until he pays 2.8 cents 
a pound duty on the refined product. That runs the price up to 6.28 
cents. So that white sugar refined abroad and landed here costs 6.28 
cents a pound, while to produce the white sugar in the United States 
costs 5.35 cents a pound, the difference arising from the low duty upon 
that sugar [illustrating] and the high duty upon the refined sugar. 
The difference is .93 of a cent a pound, amounting to nearly $30,000,- 
000 a year on the amount handled. Do you not see thatthe American 
refiners can add that cent a pound to the cost of the sugar before the 
foreign refiner can bring in his sugar and sell it to our people? 

That explains the ‘‘trust.’’ The only thing to be looked after among 
those who constitute the ‘‘trust’’ is to control each other so as to pro- 
hibit any man who refines sugar in the United States from i 
enough to glut the market. They get together and agree about that; 
and then (though the Committee on Manufactures, no doubt, can tell 
better about this matter than I can) they break down those people 
who will not come into the ‘‘trust.’’? And there, ever present under 
the Mills bill, is that cent a pound, nearly $30,000,000 premium upon 
the formation and enforcement of that trust. 

I thank the committee for its attention. [Applause.] 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat I wish to ask him a question for information. I read his amend- 
ment, or substitute for the lines mentioned, and I find that in it you 
haye put molasses not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope test upon 
the free-list. You then state in a line afterwards that there shall be a 
bounty of 4 cents a gallon upon the molasses. Ido not know why the 
gentleman proposes to put molasses upon the free-list and afterwards 
proposes to allow a bounty of 4 cents, or whether that will about equal- 
ize the matter when compared with the operation of the other features 
of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend had listened to my remarks I think 

haps he would have found the question answered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I have listened to the remarks—— 

Mr. CANNON. For I have made the suggestion in reference to that 
amendment that is to put sugar and molasses upon the free-list of that 
grade, because if one comes both come. You can make sugar from the 
molasses, and I put them upon the free-list for the reason that I can 
save to the people of this country in sugar and molasses over $30,000,- 
000 a year tax they now pay. Oh, yes, $60,000,000 tax they pay, and 
$30,000,000 of profit to the refiners, making $90,000, 000in all, and can 
pay a bounty on all the sugar and molasses that is produced in this 
country at the rate my amendment fixes, which is equal to all the pro- 
tection they now get, for an expenditure of $6,000,000. That can be 
done, and yet save to the people of this country in round numbers the 
sum of $84,000,000 a year. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The object of my inquiry isthis: I 
am seeking with reference to all of the clauses and linesin this bill relating 
to molasses, that there shall be a proper differential rate as compared 
with theduty on sugar proposed to be imposed in the Mills bill, or with 
the decreased duty that that bill now proposes over the present law. 

Mr. CANNON. As far as I am concerned I do not want any differ- 
ential rate touching sugar or molasses. I want to make sugar free be- 
low No. 16, which will allow everybody to get the sugar they want at 
the very smallest rate, unless their stomachs are particularly nice and 
they want perfectly white sugar, in which case, of course, they would 
have to pay the difference. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iam only asking this information 
with a view to looking afterwards to a proper differential duty in case 
the amendment should not be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Of course if my amendment is not adopted, then we 
must do the next best thing we can. 

Mr. GAY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has occupied fifty- 
five minutes. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. GAY]. 

Mr. GAY. I want to ask my friend from Illinois, for whose good 
judgment and kindly feelings I havea very great appreciation—I want 
to ask him, in carrying out this idea of securing the extended produc- 
tion of sugar in the United States, whether in foreign countries they 
have not built up that industry by legislation, and whether it has not 
always been connected with the idea of a very large import tax upon 
the article? For instance, Germany has recently built up a most tre- 
mendous production of sugar. Now, the beginning of that idea, I 
think, was founded upon a tax or import duty of 3} cents on the sugar. 

Mr. LONG. On foreign sugar. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman and state it is true 
that in relation to both’ Germany and France large import taxes have 
been placed upon sugar; but it is also true that the real protection and 
encouragement in Germany and in other countries for the production 
of sugar arose out of a bounty paid by the government for the sugar 
produced from the beet. She gave a bounty on the production and 


} 
then accompanied it with a consumption tax to raise money to pay it. 
That bounty in Germany, after the consumption tax was paid, amounted 
in the palmiest days of the industry to less than a half a cent a pound 
to the producers. 

Mr. GAY. I would like to ask whether Germany pays any bounty 
whatever? p 

Mr. CANNON. She pays a bounty now, and it is quite a small 
bounty, much smaller than that which was formerly paid. Butin a 
convention held in London some time ago it was agreed between the 
treaty-making powers that this bounty should be abolished, and that 
treaty as soon as it has been ratified, for I presume it will be ratified, 
leaves the industry practically without any bounty at all. 

Mr. GAY. What I ask is whether the production of sugar in Ger- 
many is not a matter of great revenue to the government by a tax upon 
the sugar raised of not less than 4 cents per pound? And when you 
speak of bounty, is it not only upon the exports? That all sugar ex- 
ported (for they now make more than double the consumption of that 
country) shall have remitted the tax paid upon the manufacture; and 
in the estimate of the rebate allowed the manufacturer, is it not a 
liberal estimate based upon the estimated product from a ton of beets? 

Now, owing to the great improvement in the manufacture of sugar 
by means of the science cultivated and built up in Germany, say that 
1 ton of beets would make 150 pounds of sugar. Now, when science 
makes 200 pounds they get on every 150 pounds exported the price of 
aton of beets. That is a tax that has been collected, but they export 
more sugar, and therefore get a bounty that way. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, he is not quite correct, 
as I understand the subject. I have taken great care to inquire, and 
believe my information is correct. The bounty on exports, as itis 
called, now paid by Germany is less than one-fifth of a cent a pound, 
and, everything considered, is less than the bounty the United States 
pays to the refiner on exports of refined sugar. 

Mr. GAY. They do refund on all exports the taxes, therefore, col- 
lected on the beets. 

Mr. CANNON. The matter is quite complicated. In connection 
with Mr. Adee, the most intelligent gentleman I have found anywhere 
touching this subject, I have run the matter down, and from official 
data have given substantially the conclusion of the investigation. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like my friend to yield to me for one mo- 
ment. I think I can simplify this matter of the payment of bounties. 
Originally, bounties were paid for the production of sugar from the 
beet; two classes of bounty, a bounty to the farmer who produced the 
most sugar to the acre and a bounty to the chemist who produced the 
most available saccharine matter from the beet. It was only forashort 
period in the history of beet sugar that either France or Germany paid 
a bounty for the production of beets or of sugar. 

In a few years after the industry was established came the system 
which prevails now, and to which my friend from Illinois referred, of 
paying bounty on sugar exported. In order to understand the argu- 
ment properly the distinction should be borne in mind that bounty on 
the production of sugar has ceased long ago. Itis nowa bounty on 
the export of sugar. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, I am no apologists for trusts. I haveno 
interestin them, nor have I everhad. But I now wish to make astate- 
ment. This sugar trust we understand went into operation in New York 
probably during the month of September last. I have a list of the 
wholesale prices of sugar from a reliable source, certified to by Mr. 
Spofford, the Librarian of Congress, showing the actual value of 
ninety-six tests of refining sugar in New York during every month of 
1887, and also the actual value of granulated sugar, which is the highest 
grade of refined sugar common now in this country. I would like to 
read the table for the information of the House. 

In January, 1887, in New York, the wholesale price for 96 tests cen- 
trifugal foreign sugar was 5y cents. 

Mr. CANNON. That was duty-paid. 

Mr. GAY. Dnuty-paid. Iam not taking any position with regard 
to the duty. As an American citizen I take the law as it exists. It 
is under the present law. Whether the law is to be changed and there 
is to be a change of operation I do not say; but taking the actual state 
of things, the wholesale price of that sugar was 5,"; cents. Now, the 

rice of granulated sugar during the same time ranged from 5} to 54, 
eaving a margin of nine-sixteenths, one-half a cent and one-sixteenth 
over. 

Mr. CANNON. To what month does the gentleman refer? - 

Mr. GAY. The month of January, 1887. In February, 1887, the 
price of this imported sugar was 5} and the price of granulated sugar 
from 5§ to 5}%, leaving a margin on an average of three-fourths of a 
cent, In March the wholesale price was 5} for imported sugar and from 
Sf to 5} for granulated, leaving a margin on an average of five-eighths 
of a cent between the actual cost of refining sugar and the selling 
price of the granulated sugar in the same market. In April the former 
was 5; and the granulated from 5}} to 5}, leaving a margin of five- 
eighths of a cent a pound. In May the imported was 5y and the 
granulated from 5}4 to 5], leaving an average margin of nine-sixteenths, 
one-sixteenth over half a cent. In June the price of imported sugar 
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was 5y; the price of granulated sugar was from 5} to 5}4, leaving a 
margin of three-fourths ofa cent. In July there was a margin of three- 
fourths of acent. In August there was a margin of five-eighths of a 
cent. In September, the month in which I have heard it-stated here 
the price of granulated sugar was advanced 1} cents per pound, mak- 
ing fabulous fortunes taken from the consumers of the country, the 
entire margin was three-fourths of a cent between the actual cost of re- 
fining sugarof that grade and the cost of granulated sugar. 

Now, the price of refining sugar is fixed antagonistically to the re- 
finer who buys. The refiner isanxious to getit as low ashe can. The 
price is fixed on the cost in Cuba with the duty added. In October 
the price of the imported sugar was from 5} to 6, and the price of the 
granulated from 6 to 6H. November there was a margin of three- 
fourths of a cent between the actual price of refining sugar and the 
selling price of granulated sugar. In December the of refining 
sugar was 5{ and the price of granulated sugar from 6} to 7, giving an 
average margin of a cent a pound. 

There has been an impression in this country and in this House that 
these refiners take advantage of the situation and advance the price ot 
sugar. But I wish to say for the truth of history that it was discov- 
ered in the early fall of 1887 from statistics carefully gathered that the 
beet-root crop showed a falling off to an estimated amount of 350,000 
tons. 

Now, London is the great central sensitive point where they watch 
these things, and immediately the price of sugar was advanced in Lon- 
don from one-half to five-eighths of acent.,and that advance continued 
until December. Beinginterested in the price of sugarasasugar-planter 
I watched the course of the market, and I can say that the advance 
which took place during last fall grew out of a supposed and actual 
shortage of the beet crop of Europe in 1887. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. It commends 
itself all the more strongly to me because a bounty of 2 cents a pound 
is proposed by it for home production, and I feel that the sugar-plant- 
ers of Louisiana and the sorghum and sugar-beet growers of Kansas 
and of the Pacific coast will all meet with a protection equal to that 
now afforded by the existing tariff, in the event of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois becoming a part of the Jaw of the land.. It 
is very evident to anybody who has given attention to the question 
that the sugar industry in this country does not fall legitimately within 
the theory of protection. It has been announced all along, ever since 
we began the protection of industries in the country, that protection 
would result in the development of those industries to such an extent 
that they would be able in time to supply, or nearly to supply, the 
wants of the people of this country, and if the protection rded to 
the sugar industry had brought about that result nobody would have 
ie bp more than myself at that consummation; but yearsand years 
of high protection have failed to develop that industry into anything 
like proportions commensurate with the wants of our people, and it 
must now be quite evident to everybody that there is little or no hope 
of securing that result, however high the duty may be made. We pro- 
duce I believe about one-eleventh of the sugar that we consume. 

Before the war we produced about one-half of what we consumed. 
The production is running in inverse proportion to the consumption, 
and when on the other side of the House they speak of these tariff 
duties as a tax they make no misapplication of the term ‘‘ tax” when 
they apply it to the duty upon sugar, because the duty upon sugar is 
certainly a tax upon all the consumers of the country to almost its 
entire extent. Of course I believe that the duties put upon sugar have 
encouraged to a certain extent the production of sugar in this country. 
I believe that more sugar is produced in Louisiana than there would 
be if there were no duty, and I believe that the effort to produce sugar 
from sorghum and from the beet in Kansas and on the Pacific coast 
would not have been made at all if it had not been for the duty on 
sugar. 

1 do not wish to strike down this industry either in Louisiana or in 
Kansas or on the Pacific coast. 

On the contrary, I wish to encourage them; but I do not wish to en- 
courage them at so great a cost to the people of the country. If we 
paid a bounty of 2 cents a pound, as proposed by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], it would amount to an 
outlay of probably five or six million dollars a year upon the sugar 

‘production of this country. 

Mr. KELLEY. What wouldit amount to if we should develop cane 
and sorghum and beet and corn so that we could produce our own sugar 
supply? The five or six millions would be for what we now produce. 

Mr. BAYNE. For what we now produce. As the amount increases 
of course the amount of the bounty increases. Ifwe double the amount 
of our product we double the amount of the bounty. Now, to give to 
every producer of sugar in this country 2 cents a pound is to treat him 
fairly and encourage an infant industry, at least an industry which is 
“infant’’ so far as sorghum and beet sugar production are concerned. 

Mr, WEILER. And it would cost no more than we pay now. 

Mr. BAYNE. And it would cost us no more than we pay now. But 
to make the consumers of this country pay $58,000,000 a year by way 


of a tax upon the sugar they consume for the purpose of protecting 
the production of 300,000,000 pounds of sugar at home is absolutely 
inconsistent with the whole theory of protection, and is almost as bad 
as it would be to put a tax upon tea and coffee, not one ounce of which 
we produce or can produce. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Why do youignore entirely the production of sor- 
ghum sugar? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think I do not. I do not want to. 

Mr. FUNSTON. You have done it throughout your remarks. Now 
let me call your attention to some facts. I hold in my hand a 
of the secretary of the agricultural department of the State of Kansas, 
setting forth the results of sugar prodno in Kansas, especially at Fort 
Scott, in which he shows that there are 750 pounds of good sugar pro- 
duced from every acre of ground cultivated in sorghum. Now, if you 
multiply that by 640 acres, and multiply that by 200 miles north and 
south, and 400 miles east and west, the size of the State of Kansas, 
you get a product of 38,000,000,000 pounds of sugar. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYNE. All the better for the United States, if that industry 
can be developed in Kansas or on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Itis Gapsleped. 

Mr. BAYNE. If it can be developed to an extent to supply the 
wants of the consumers of this country, as I have already said, nobody 
will rejoice more over that fact than I will. 

But will not a bounty of 2 cents a pound to the producers of sugar 
in Kansas and on the Pacific coast be better than even the present 
duty, because it would be a direct sum going into the pocket of the 
sugar producer, and he would have no fear of losing it by failure of his 
enterprise or anything of that kind. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Would you be satisfied with a bounty on pig-iron ? 

Mr. BAYNE. If the pig-iron industry of this country were in the 
same position that the sugar industry of this country is now in, I for 
one should not advocate fora moment a protective tariff on pig-iron. 

Mr. RYAN. It was in such a condition at one time. 

Mr. BAYNE. Itwasatone time; yet the difference is this: the pig- 
iron industry began building up and growing stronger and stronger 
until now we can produce sufficient pig-iron to supply the needs of all 
the poopie of this country, while the sugar industry of the United States 
has been running in a contrary direction. 

Mr. PETERS. But it is now starting in the other direction. 

Mr. BAYNE. The amount of sugar now produced in this country 
is less than it was in 1860. 

Mr. RYAN. But according to all the evidences we shall soon be ablo 
to produce enough sugar in this country for our own consumption. 

Mr. BAYNE. ` I hope we shall. 

Mr. RYAN. Then why strike down the tariff at this particular 
time? 

Mr, BAYNE. Ido not propose to strike down the tariff. I want 
to give a bounty of 2 cents a pound to the sugar producer. If that is 
not enough make it24 or3 cents a pound; I will join in making it that. 

Mr. PETERS. If you had treated other industries, when they were 
infant industries, in the same way that you now propose to treat the 
sugar industry, they would not show the development which they do 


to-day. 

Mr. BAYNE. It must be borne in mind thatthe sugar industry in 
this country is not an ‘‘infant industry,” except so far as concerns beet 
sugar and sorghum sugar. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will my colleague allow me to say a word? The 
agricultural interests of this country at the present time are undergo- 
ing an almost unparalleled depression, To raise a bushel of wheat 
costs more to-day in the average wheat-growing States than it ever did; 
so, too, with corn; and the market price the world over runs down 
each year. Now there is a chance to relieve agriculture. There are 


around the Gulf States jute and ramie lands from which vast quanti- ~ 


ties of fiber may be grown, giving material for an industry amounting to 
millions. Sorghum and beets are being planted throughout the whole 
country. The sugar lands of Florida are being planted by the thou- 
sands of acres, and just when by the introduction of these new indus- 
tries the agriculture of our country is to be diversified, gentlemen say, 
“ Let us try a new experiment, and tempt the American people into 
giving ayer to our manufactures.’ Ido not believe in it. [Ap- 
lause. 

=i Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. KELLEY] shall 
not outdo me in consideration toward the farmer. He can not show a 
disposition to do more for the farmer than I would do. When my col- 
league voted a bounty to the ship industries and big corporations of 
this country that were running ships, I voted against it—— 

Mr. KELLEY. When was that? 

Mr. BAYNE. And I was willing to bestow a bounty upon the farm- 
ers of this country, instead of subsidizing those big ship industries. 

Mr. KELLEY. When was it I voted for bounties to any industry? 

Mr. BAYNE. It has been my province while in poe life, so far 
as I had the ability and wisdom to do so, to look well to the interests 
of the poor and struggling as against the rich. That is my position 
to-day, and there I shall stand so long as I may remain in public life. 

Mr. KELLEY. When did I vote for bounties? 
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Mr. BAYNE. Iam opposed to giving bounties to wealthy 
tions. I am willing to give a bounty to the ucers of this 
country, and if there be any farming industries w. are languishing 
and suffering, and if a bounty can rescue them from that condition, 
none would vote for such a proposition more cheerfully than myself. 

Mr. FUNSTON. They do not want your bounty. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is the trouble. > 

Mr. FUNSTON. We want to be protected just as you are protected. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that feeling to a certain extent, and I 
admire that independent spirit which would declare itself reluctant to 
receive a bounty. 

Mr. McKENNA. Why do you want to force a bounty upon them? 

Mr. BAYNE. This bounty system has been tried in Germany; it 
has been tried in France; it has been tried in the State of New Jersey. 
There is no reason in the world why the Government of the United 
States should not resort to it, and these industries, by means of such 
asystem, be placed upon their feet and made stronger and stronger. 
As I have said, Iam willing that the bounty in this case shall be 2 
cents a pound, or 2} cents a pound, or 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] will 
allow me, I will ask the gentleman from Kansas whether it is not true 
that the State of Kansas itself hag voted a bounty on the production of 
sugar? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will answer that question; and I will say that if 
the General Government undertakes to pay a bounty the result will 
be just what it has been in Kansas, a dissatisfied people. The people 
will rise up and say, *‘ We do not want any moreofit.’’ You can not 
point to a single instance where a bounty has stood for five years, and 
the people who paid the bounty have approved of it, whether it was a 
bounty for wolf scalps or rabbit scalps or anything else, [Laughter. ] 


Pers HITT. Our Government paid a fishing bounty for a long series 
of years. 

Mr. KELLEY. That was a measure looking to the fostering of our 
Nay, 


Mr. HITT. Still, it was a bounty. 
r. KELLEY. It looked to establishing a school for American sea- 


Mr. BAYNE. Inow take cum grano salis the statement of my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. Funston] that the people of his State do not want 
a bounty. I find that the sugar-producers there haye already accepted 
one. I did not know that fact before. Their objection to a bounty 
from the National Government does not arise from a feeling of pride or 
independence, as I had imagined, but from the fact that there is a lin- 
gering fear in the minds of the people of Kansas that they might not 
get their bounty for any continued period of time. 

Mr. PETERS. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I can not. The people of Kansas will not feel the 
bounty paid by the Federal Government. Nobody has felt the tariff 
duties in this country. Even the sugar duty paid by the consumers to 
the extent of $58,000,000 is not felt by the mass of the consumers. 
They hardly know they are paying it. Those who make the ealcula- 
tion and look into the matter know they are payingit, of course. The 
duty placed on sugar to foster that industry has not resulted in its de- 
velopment to the extent of supplying the wants of the consumers of 
the country. If there be a chance for the development of that indus- 
try so as to enable the producers of sugar to supply the wants of the 
people of the United States, you can reach that end only by paying a 
bounty. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the capital of the country furnish plants in 
Kansas, for instance, to make sugar under a bounty as well as under a 
protective duty ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why not? 

Mr. PETERS. But will it? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why not? If this proposition becomes a law it will 
be as much a law of the United States as the present law or the Mills 
bill if it becomes a law. 

Mr. PETERS. You do not regard it as stable as the tariff? 

Mr. BAYNE. I should regard myself placed in this position, I 
should regard the party placed in this position, I should the 
Government as committed to this position, that if the duty be taken 
off of sugar and a bounty be given to the producers of sugar, one would 
be the consideration for the other; and if the bounty were ever re- 
a it would be the bounden duty of the Government to restore 

e duty. 5 

Mr. PETERS. Isit nota fact themoment your production reached 


within one-half of what was necessary to supply the consumption in |, 


this country there would be a cry raised for its repeal? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, I think not. When that time comes that the 
sugar producers produce one-half of the sugar consumed in the country, 
I am in favor of restoring the duty, because it would look then asif we 
were going to produce the amount necessary to supply the wants of the 
consumers. 

Mr. PETERS. Actuated by that fear capital will not furnish the 
plants necessary for sugar production. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not think capital will be apprehensive if we make 


| a: 


a law and put it upon the statute-book. ‘The credit of the Govern- 
ment is committed to it and capital will know that all they have to do 
is to go to the Treasury and get their pay. 

Mr. PETERS. I know this to be the fact, that instead of ten plants 
we expected in Kansas this year we will only have three, and the main 
reason is the fear that the tariff on sugar will be reduced. They have 
put them off until next year to see what the Mills bill will do. 

Mr. BAYNE. That has been the effect of the Mills bill on all the 
industries of the country. 3 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Are you able to put iron and glass on 
precisely the same footing you propose to place sugar; that is, to take 
them off the free-list and give a bounty to thosé who produce them? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have already stated that I am in favor of protect- 
ing every industry in this country where the home producer can sup- 
ply the wants of the country or nearly supply them. As to iron and 
glass, the home manufacture can supply the wants of the country fully. 
As to the sugar consumption and production, they have been running in 
an inverse ratio to each other; that is to say, the consumption has been 
constantly increasing while the production has been as constantly run- 
ning down. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does not my friend from Pennsylva- 
nia know that the sorghum process has not only been established and 
developed, but it has been established and developed to such an extent 
that the result in Kansas and elsewhere has been to show we have now 
obtained a process by which a very large amount, and perhaps all, of the 
sugar required in the United States can be produced by our own peo- 
ple? Does not the gentleman know in reference to the production of 
sugar we have reached within the last twelve months an entirely new 
era in that regard ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know those facts. They may be correct. I 
hope they are correct; but what I want to do is to relieve the tax- 
payers of this country of $58,000,000 a year—— . 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the gentleman to yield to permit a motion that 
the committee now rise. It is near 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to finish this sentence. 

I repeat, I wish to relieve the tax-payers of $58,000,000 a year, and I 
want to pay the home producer of sugar 2 or 3 cents a pound to enable 
us to do so, ; - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Would the gentleman apply th 
same principle to manufacturers of glass ? 

Mr. RYAN. Why not apply it also to tin-plate? Would the gen- 
tleman agree to pay a bounty upon the manufacture of tin-plate?’ None 
of it is produced here. ` 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. And 
then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the House, in obedience to 
its previous order, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 6, i888. 
at the n of the Motes thie eanna et ree EO E 
JOHN G, CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joms B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the special order. 

The motion was to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. - 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent thatthe 
order of business be pursued to-night that was adopted on last Friday 
night, each member present being permitted to call up one bill from 
the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

WILLIAM C. LORD. 

Mr. REED. I call up the bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to 
William C. Lord. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 


Secretary 
to place on the pension-rolls the name of William C. of Portland, Me., at 
the: rate of $12 per month. utes S 7 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 
The rn facts in this case are set forth in claimant's memorial, herewith 
appended : 
ra William C. Lord, of Portland, in the county of Cumberland, State of Maine, 


“CONGRESSIONAL 


on £ 
brig named Union, I havemade cies inquiry to ascertain the whereabouts 
rom the 


ford, some over two years; in on the Niagara, about eighteen months; was 
final harged k a J 2 


“STATE oF MAINE, Cumberland, ss: 
“PORTLAND, March 3, 1888, 
“Subscribed and sworn before me. The aant is reputable. I have no in- 


terest in this claim. 
“WILLIAM H. MOTLEY, 
* Justice of the Peace.” 

The following affidavits set forth the necessities of the claimant: 

“I, Jacob McLellan, of Portland, in the county of Cumberland and State of 
Maine, aged eighty years, certify on oath that I have been acquainted with Will- 
iam C. Lord for the past seventy years. In or about the year 1840 he enlisted in 
the United States Navy, and served therein for a number of years (off and on). 
Mr. Lord is now about seventy-eight years old; he lost his wife in the early 
partof this winter, and is now left alone in the world; he has no property what- 
ever, and is now wholly Sepcoaens upon his daily labor for self-support; he has 
no dren or relative to look to for aid in his declining years; therefore, by 
reason of his long and faithful service in the Navy a f reason of his age and 
dependent condition, it would be an act of mercy, as well as justice, on the part 
of Congress to grant him a naval pension. 

“JACOB McLELLAN. 


ESTATE OF MATSE, County of Oumberland, ss: 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me. The affiant is reputable and credible. 
H. MOTLEY, 


“WILLIA 
“Justice of the Peace, 
“ PORTLAND, March 3, 1888. 


“Certificate of justice on file in Pension Office.” 


“uJ, Charles B. Varney, of Portland, Me., merchant, aged sixty-three years, 
certify on oath that I have been nted with William C. Lord for about 
forty-five years. In about 1840 he en in the United States Navy,and served 
therein, off and on, until about 1862, Mr. Lord is now aboutseven y 


ty-eight years 
old. He has no wife, children, or relative to aid him in his d ing years; 


neither has he any property from which he derives any income, but is wholly 
dependent upon his daily labor for support. I have personal knowledge of the 
facts herein stated, and that knowledge was acquired by reason of my long ac- 
quaintance with . Ihave no interest in this claim whatever. 

“CHARLES B. VARNEY. 
“STATE or MAISE, Cumberland, ss: 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me. The affiant is reputable and entitled 


to full credit. 
“WILLIAM H. MOTLEY, 
“Justice of the Peace. 

“ PORTLAND, March 3, 1888. 

“ Certificate of justice on file in Pension Department,” 

Claimant does not all that he incurred any pensionable disability in the 
service; but in view of iis long service, commencing in 1840, the hardships in- 
curred, and his old age and necessitous circumstances, your committee feel 
justified in reporting the bill back favorably and recommending its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. MATILDA WILKINS EMORY. 
Mr. RANDALL.’ I ask to call up the bill (S. 2547) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Wilkins Emory, widow of the 
late Brig.Gen. William H. Emory, United States CER ay: to pay her a pen- 
sion of So per month from the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension she 
now receives. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the same order be made 
in this case as in the others heretofore reported to the House by the 
Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that their consider- 
ation be postponed until the 12th day of July, the previous question 
being ordered with the privilege of debate for a limited time upon them, 
and also in some cases the right of amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that order being made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. That ought to be done 
in order to show that even a recommendation of that kind on the part 
of the committee is proper. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. Before the completion 
of it, 

Mr. CONGER said: I think the committee have heard enough of this 
report, without proceeding farther with that part of it relating to the 
military service. 

Mr. RANDALL. I owe the committee an apology. I did not write 
the report. IfI had done so, it would not be so lengthy. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As this seems to be quite a lengthy report, and 
as a considerable portion of it has already been read, I shall not insist 
upon the further reading, but ask that the entire report be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be printed in the RECORD, and go over, at 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana, to be voted upon in a 
full House. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is the suggestion. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Indiana and myself have con- 
ferred together, and I ask unanimous consent, in consequence of that 
conference, that this bill may be reported to the House on the same 
day with those bills that have heretofore been made a special order. 
. CHEADLE. On the 12th of July. 

Tori RANDALL. And under the same conditions with the other 

Mr. CHEADLE. I hope that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. LYNcH), which was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, is as follows : 


General Emory was graduated at the United States Military Academy and 
appointed brevet second lieutenant, Fourth Artillery, July J, 1831, and from 
that time was in continual active service until his death, on the Ist day of De- 
cember, 1887. He had been promoted step by step for gallant and meritorious 
services in the field, and was at the time of his death brevet major-general. 

Mrs. eons Ai the widow, is now nearly seventy years of age. She hasno one 
to assist her in earning a living. She now supports two daughters and he 
from the small pension of $30 which she is now receiving from the Government, 

Your committee believe the bill a meritorious one and within the line of 
hp isha cases passed by this committee. We therefore recommend that the 

o pass. 

The committee beg leave to attach to and make part of this report the state- 
ment of the military service of William H. Emory, compiled from the records 
of the office of the am paaridena and also the letter of the surgeon of the 
United States Army showing the cause of General Emory’s death. 


OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING SURGEON, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
No, 1814 G STREET NORTHWEST, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1888. 
Sır: At the suggestion of General Augur, I haye the honortoinform you that 
the death of General W. H. Emory was attributed to renal cirrhosis, a form of 
Bright's disease. It was in my opinion an expression of a general degeneration 
induced ar ptegreag senility caused by hard work and exposure endured by 
eae ny. in the muna service. bodlent N 
am, sir, very respectfully, your o nt servan 
R. M. REILLY, 
Surgeon U, 8. Army. 


JULY 6, 


The ADsJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S peleia 
Washington, March, 1888. 

Statement of the military service of William H. Emory, late of the United 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

He was uated at the United States Military Academy and appointed bre- 
vet second lieutenant Fourth Artillery July 1, 1831; promoted second lieuten- 
ant July 1, 1831; resigned Sgt See 30, 1836; appointed first lieutenant Topo- 
graphical E eers July 7, 1538 ; and promoted captain April 24, 1851 ; appointed 
major Second Cavalry March 3, 1855; transferred to First Cavalry May 26, 1855; 
yenen lieutenant-colonel First Cavalry January 21,1861; resigned May 9 

861; eae, lieatenant-colonel Sixth Cavalry May 14, 1861; promoted colonel 

walry October 27, 1863; retired with the rank of brigadier-general July 
1, 1876, under act of Congress approved June 26, 1876. 

He was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers March 17, 1862, and major- 
general of volunteers September 25, 1865. He was honorably mustered out of 
the volunteer service July 15, 1866. He received the brevets of captain United 
States Army December 6, 1546, ** for gallant and meritorious conduct in the bat- 
tle of San Pasqual;" of major United States Army January 9, 1847, " for gallant 
and meritorious conduct in the battle of San Gabriel and the Plains of Mesa;"’ 
of lieutenant-colonel United States Army October 19, 1857, ‘for meritorious and 
distinguished services as commissioner for running the boundary line between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico;"’ of colonel United States Army 
May 27, 1862, “for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Hanover 
Court-House, Va.;" of brigadier-general United States Army March 13, 1865, 
“for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Fisher's Hill and in the 
of the Shenandoah Valley, Virginia;"’ and of major-general United 

y March 13, 1865, *‘ for gallant and meritorious services in the battle 
of Cedar Creck, Virginia.” 

He was on graduating leave from July 1,1831, to November 4, 1831; with regi- 
ment at Forts McHenry and Severn, Md., to December 14, 1832; at Fort Moul- 
trie, S. O., to April 25, 1833; at Forts Hamilton and La Fayette, New York 
Harbor, from May 7, 1833 (on leave October 12, 1834, to January 18, 1835), to May 
21, 1836, and in the Creek Nation, Alabama, from June 14 to September 30, 1836. 

Upon re-entering the service he served as assistant topographical engineer on 
improvements of harbors in the Delaware River from some time in February, 
1839 (on leave September, 1842, to January, 1843), to some time in March, 1843; 
in the To; p. 1 Bureau at Washington, D. C., to some time in May, 1844; 
as assistant in the Northeastern boundary survey to some time in June, 1546; 
with General Kearny’s expedition (in the war with Mexico) as chief to 
ical engineer and acting assistant adjutant-general to some time in February, 
1847, and at Washington, D. U., preparing h Laors of the expedition to some 
time in December, 1847 ; inthe war with Mexico as jieutenant-colonel of Hughes's 
Regiment of Maryland and District of Columbia Volunteers to some time in 
July, 1848; awaiting orders at Washington, D. C., to some time in December, 

; astronomer for the demarcation of the per ore A line between California 
and New Mexico to November, 1851; in charge of the Mexican boundary survey 
and commissioner for running the boundary line between the United States and 
Mexico to some time in October, 1857; with regiment at Fort Riley, Kans., from 
November 23, 1857, to April 29, 1858; in the Utah expedition to July 12, 1858; en 
route to and at Fort Arbuckle, Ind. T., to July 4, 1859; on scout against hostile 
Indians to September 23, 1859, and at Fort Cobb, Ind. T., to December 20, 1859; on 
leave to January 12, 1860; member of a board to revise fer! yee of instruc- 


ph- 


1862; 
recor S division of infantry at Baltimore 
ing United States a en route to and in the Department of the Gulf to Jan- 
uary 3, 1863; the Third Division, Nineteenth Army Corps to May 20, 1863; the 
defenses of New Orleans, La., to August 31, 1863, and the Third Division, Nine- 


1888. 
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teenth Army Corps, to September 20, 1863; on sick leave to November 5, 1863; 
commanding First Division, Nineteenth Army Corps, to May 3 1864; the Nine- 
teenth Army Corps to July 6, 1864; and a detachment of the N. th Army 
Corps en route to Washington, D. C., in the Army of the Shenandoah, and in 
the Middle Military Di n, to March 20, 1865; commanding United States 
troops in the Middle Military Division to April 22,1865; the Department of West 
Virginia to August 5, 1865, and the District of West Virginia to January 15, 1866, 
when musi out of the volunteer service. 
He was on leave from January 16 to February 15, 1866; commanding ent 
a in addition the garrison of Washington from October 11, 1866, to August 
3, 1867, and the Department of Washington from Anp 31, 1867, to August 14, 
1868, and from March 12 to 16, 1869), at Washington, D. C., to July 10, 1969, and 
at Fort McPherson, Nebr. (on leave May 25 to July 19, a to November 22, 
1871; commanding the Department of the Gulf November 28, 1871, to March 27, 
1875; awaiting orders to October 11, 1875; president of a retiring board at Wash- 
ington, D. O., to July 1, 1876, when he was retired as a b. r-general by act 
of Congress approved June 26, 1876. By direction of the President he was as- 
signed to duty according to his brevet rank of major-general while exercising 
the command of the Department of Mabeagr pn irene by Tesim fe h 25, Special Or- 
ders No, 426, Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-General’s Office, August 27, 


He was again, by direction of the President, assigned to the command of the 
same department according to his brevet rank of major-general, by General 
Orders No.10, Headquarters of the pian Eg gy Office, March 5, 
1869. By General Orders No. 66, Novem 1, 1871, from War De; ent, Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office, he was assigned to the command of the De ent of 
the Gulf, and by paragraph 3, 8) Orders No. 429, War Department, Adjutant- 
General's Office, November 3,1871,he was, by direction of the President, as- 
Migeed to duty according to his commission of brevet major-general. 

e died December 1, , at Washington, D. O. 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 


WILLIAM A. HUMES, 


Mr. HUNTER. I call up the bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension 
to William A. Humes. < 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William A. Humes, late a private 
of Company —, nth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9731) granting a pension to William A, Humes, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and make the following report: 

It is shown by the proof on file in this case that claimant was enrolled and 
duly mustered into the United States service for three gas at Lexington, Ky., 
as a private in oreapany I, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, on the 3d day of October, 1861. That while serving in that command at 
Columbia, Ky., in January, 1862, he contracted typhoid fever which resulted in 
rheumatism of back, or lum , on account of which he obtained a furlou 
and went to his home. That r he recovered sufficiently for military duty 
enlisted as a private in Company I, Thirteenth ent of Kentucky Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and was honorably discharged therefrom on the 10th day of Jan- 


uary, 1865. 

Tie filed an application for pension on the 26th day of April, 1883, and alleged 
in his declaration disease of k, as a result of typhoid fever, but the claim was 
rejected on the 2d day of December, 1885, on the ground of desertion and the re- 
fusal of the. Adjutant-Gencral of the Army to remore that charge from his mil- 

record. - 

e proof is conclusive as to the origin of the disease, its continuance since 
discharge, and existence at the present time, and it is quite manifest that claim- 
ant joined the most convenient command when able for military Sed with no 
other than a high gene motive, and with no intention whatever of violating 
any military or other law in so doing. 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee feel that this is a meritorious 
claim, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 
Add the letter “I” after “Company,” in the sixth line. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


BELLE R. CLEMENTS, 


Mr. HUTTON. I call up the bill (S. 2549) for the relief ot Belle R. 
Clements. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Belle R. Clements, widow of the 
late Bennett A. Clements, surgeon United States Army,and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of act. 


The report (by Mr. Hurron) was-read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2549) ting 
an increase of pension to Mary Isabella R. Clements, have considered A tape 
and report the bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do 

The ra : rt of the Senate committee fully sets forth the facts in the case. 
are as follows: 


“(Senate Report 1424, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5, 2549) for the 
relief of Belle R. Clements, have re-examined the same and report: 

“This was reported adversely May 8, 1888, on the ground that ‘there is 
no testimony on file showing that the pension she is now receiving is not ade- 
quate for the present support of claimant, and her own statement that she isen- 
titled to $50 per month, on account of her late husband’s long and faithful sery- 
ice, is not deemed sufficient to warrant favorable action.’ 

“The bill was recommitted May 25, 1888, additional testimony having been 
filed as follows: In affidavit executed May 22, 1888, claimant states that a was 
married under the name of May Isabelle Clements, but that, her maiden name 
being Rutherford, the initlal R. has since been habitually inserted in her cor- 
respondence and sọ as a part of her name, and that the name Belle is 
sony A a contraction of Isabelle; that at the time of her late husband's death he 
was the senior major in the Medical Co: of the Army, and had been for three 
months eligible and entitled to n to the e of lieutenant-colonel, 
which vacancy was caused by 
and that he failed to receive his 
the grade of Surgeon-General remained 
late eon's service was ex 
ier, in the Seminole war, and 


romo! 


è retirement of Surg. Gen. Robert Murray, 
promotion for the reason th in 

unfilled for several months; that the 
onal, owing to his long marches on the front- 
3e war of the rebellion; that he was principal 


operator in the field hospitals of the Army of the Potomac, and was constantly 
engaged in most difficult and trying surgical operations; that the constant strain 
to which he wassu undermined his health and made him less able to re- 
sist the attacks of than he otherwise would have been; that his death 
was due primarily to pneumonia, which resulted in the rupture of a blood ves- 
sel; that she has no r source of income than that now allowed by the Gov- 
ernment; and that she has two minor children receiving cach a pension of 
per month; that her necessities are pressing and hard to endure. 

“In a letter dated May 23, Bay 
Army, states tha 
the Heke “ve of Florida to the time of his death; that 
rang ae ps in the Army rise was so continuously on 
on of duty where ardships were eg tg or great 
incurred; that Aurina his thirty years of service, with the exception of three or 
four months at the close of the war, when broken down by si ess, he never 
had but three months’ leave of absence; in this respect a record bo cay oer in 
the service; that as there is no similar example of devotion to duty in the medi- 
cal service in the Army there can be no good reason to fear that this increase of 
pension would become a precedent for other claimants; that the widow is 

tly in need of the increase asked for,and that the writer sincerely hopes 
the claim may receive favorable consideration. 

* Claimant’s explanation of her change of signature, referred to in the former 
report, a copy of which is hereto appended, seems to be satisfactory, as all of the 
papers by her are in the same handwriting; and her statement that her 
necessities are pressing and hard to endure is corroborated by Surgeon-General 

vod George Crook, and Surg. Gen. John B. Hamilton, of Marine- 
a ar tee Service. 


he facts in the claim seem to warrant favorable action, and your commit- 
tee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” - 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, this is another of the increase bills, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the same order be made in this case 
as in the preceding one; that is, that it be made a special order for July 
12 under the same conditions as the other bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS, CATHARINE SINNOTT. 


Mr. SPOONER. Lask to call up the bill 5490, granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine Sinnott. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catharine 
Sinnott, widow of Patrick Sinnott, otherwise known as Edward Clark, late a 
member of Company F, Fortieth Regiment of 3 usetts Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on apea oration! to Bolina was referred the bill Œ. R. 
5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott, respectfully report: 

Mrs. Catharine Sinnott is the widow of Patrick Sinnott, who enlisted and 
served as a private, under the name of Edward Clark, in Company F, Fortieth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 

The evidence on file in the Pension Office seems to satisfactorily show that the 
soldier, prior to his enlistment, was a healthy, able-bodied man. From the re- 
cords of the Su m-General’s Office it appears that during the last month of 
his military service he was sick in hospital at Richmond, Va., with intermittent 
fever, until the time of his final discharge May 24, 1865. 

It also appears in evidence that from the time of his discharge the soldier was 
an enfeebled, broken man, incapacitated in body and mind. 

He died November 4, 1867, less than two and one-half years after the termina- 
tion of his army service. 

There isa discrepancy concerning the immediate cause of his death—the pub- 
lic record stating it as “ consumption,” and the attending physician as “inflame 
mation of the brain.” There is also other testimony on file, of acquaintances 
and neighbors, that after his discharge from the service the soldier labored un- 
der apparent brain difficulties as well as physical infirmities. 

The case, in brief, is this: 

A healthy, able-bodied young man, twenty-three years of age, enlisted in the 
Army; he was in hospital sick with intermittent fever from April 24, 1865, to 
May 2,1 when he waè discharged the service; he returned home broken 
and disabled in body and mind, and, after lingering in that condition through 
less than two and one-half years, died either of consumption or inflammation 
ofthe brain, and in the circumstances disclosed your committee think itofslight 
importance to determine which was the immediate cause of death. He leaves 
surviving him his widow, poor and dependent upon her own manual labor for 
her support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS, DELILAH WHIPPS. 


Mr. MACDONALD. lL call up the bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief 
of Mrs. Delilah Whipps. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Songin Sag the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Mrs, Delilah Whipps, widow of Lloyd Whipps, late 
a private in Capt. Joseph J. Jones’s company, in the war of 1812, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3764) grant- 
ing a pension to Delilah Whipps, have considered the same, and report as fol- 


ows: 

The husband of the claimant, Lloyd Whi wasa member of Capt. Joseph 
T. Jones’s Company, of Colonel Bowie's Thirty-fourth Regiment of Maryland 
Militia, from July 22 to July 25,1814, and in Captains Veich’s and Jackson's com- 
panes from July 25to July 31, 1814. He was granted a land warrant, No. 88729. 

is widow's claim for pension under the general laws was rejected on the 
ground of insufficient service. 

It appears by a report from the Third Auditor, United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, that four days’ pay was allowed to privates in Captain Jones’s company 
for going to rendezvous and returning home. By counting the days of enlist- 
ment and of discharge we have ten days of act service with the companies, 
which, with four days’ travel, make the requisite period of fourteen days re- 
quired in this class of cases under the general law. 

The claimant is seventy-eight years of age, and in poor financial cireum- 
stances, 


duty, or so frequently 
responsibility 


5962 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 6 


? 


Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier's service was sufficient to 
warrant the allowance of a pension to his aged widow. 
They recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HIRAM R. ELLIS, 


Mr. FORD. I call up the bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to 
Hiram R. Ellis. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram R., Ellis, formerly first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant of the Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry,and pay hima 
pension as of the rank of first lieutenant,in lieu of the pension allowed him 
under the general pension law of the rank of sergeant of Company I, Fifth 
Michigan Cavalry, from and after the passage of this act. j 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 831) 
having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 

The claimant was a se tin Moral apes I of the Fifth ment Michigan 
Cavalry during the war of the rebellion. In September, 1864, he was promoted 
to be first lieutenant and adjutant of the Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan 
Infantry, in which Ee pae he served until the close of the war. 

He rwards applied for a ager upon the ground of a disability from 
hemorrhoids contracted in the line of duty. A pension was granted him by 
the Bureau of Pensions as of the rank of sergeant. He now seeks to be pen- 
sioned as of the rank of first lieutenant. 

From the papers on file in the Pension Office and from numerous affidavits 
submitted to the committee, they find the following facts: 

That Ellis was first annoyed with hemorrhoids in July, 1863, while he was 
serving in the capacity of sergeant, but that he speedily recovered from said 
ailment and continued in the performance of his duties without intermission or 
recurrence of said disability until after he was promoted to the rank of first 
lieutenant. . That at the time of his said promotion he was in good health and 
performed the duties of his position without physical hindrance until he went 
on a march with his command from a point 20 miles north of Gallatin, Ky., to 
Nashville, Tenn., on or about the 4th and 5th of December, 1864. Said march 
was a continuous one and occupied about thirty hours’ continuous time. After 
said march and upon his arrival at Nashville, the claimant discovered he had 
contracted a serious case of hemorrhoids, caused by the exertion and exhaus- 
tion vonsequent upon said march. That thereupon and thereafter said disa- 
bility became niera and firmly established. 

The above facts have been substantiated by affidavits submitted to this com- 
mittee, two of which affidavits are hereto annexed. Your committee believe 
that the disability from hemorrhoids which Ellis contracted while he was 
serving as a sergeant had been entirely cured a long time before he was pe 
moted to be first lieutenant, and that the disability from which he now suffers 
was incu: aa ong ie acting as first lieutenant as aforesaid, and they 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


STATE or MICHIGAN, County of Allegan, ss: 


In the matter of petition of Hiram R. Ellis, late first lieutenant and adjutant 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 

Personally appeared before me, a notary Pg duly authorized to adminis- 
ter oaths in said county and State, William B. Williams, who, iv. trea sworn, 
deposes and says: That affiant was camp commandant of the sai ent of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., during the months of August, September, and October, 1864; 
that during that time and on and after some time in August the petitioner was 
first lieutenant and adjutant of said regiment, and was almost constantly in my 
presence at headquarters while on duty; that I had good opportunities to be- 
come informed as to his physical condition; that [have every reason to believe, 
and do believe, it was good—at least he performed the duties of his office in a 
very tory manner; that had he been affected with any ailment or dis- 
ease to a noticeable d during the period above named, I should probably 
have observed it; that oe good health continued until the regiment 
left Kalamazoo for Louisville, Ky., on the last of October, 1864. I saw peti- 
uently at Louisville, Ky., early in the following November, and 

en in the enjoyment of his usual good health, and was as active and 

in the iormance of his duties as usual. 

Affiant further states that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the 
presentation of this petition, and that he makes this affidavit solely for the pur- 
pose of aiding in doing justice to a good soldier and Siae S citize: 


n. 
B. WILLIAMS. 
Sratrs or MICHIGAN, County of Allegan, ss; 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of January, A. D. 1888; and I 
further certify that I read said aflidavit to said affiant before he signed the 
same, and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the matter of this peti- 


tion. 
F. E. FISH, 
Notary Public in and for Allegan County, Michigan, 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Calhoun, ss: 


In the matter of petition of Hiram R. Ellis, late first lieutenant and adjutant 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Infantry, for change of rank. 


Personally came before me, a notary public in and for said county and State, 
Norris J. Frink, whose residence and post-office address is by 
2na who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to tho aforesaid petitioner as 

‘ollows: : 

At the organization of the aforesaid regiment I was captain of Company A. 
and my official duties with the adjutant were necessarily frequent, to such an 
extent that I saw and conversed with him during the months of September, 
October, and November, 1864, several times each and every aay: Aside from 
that, we were together socially much of the time, and I am confident that if the 

titioner had at that time been in ill health or suffering from disease of any 

ind to an appreciable extent I should have known it. What I wish to say is 
that if he was in any way afflicted with disease it did not prevent him from per- 
forming his duties in an active and energetic manner. 

He continued to be as active and energetic as almost any officer in the com- 
mand, until while the regiment was engaged in conducting s wagon train from 
Camp Nelson, Ky., to Nashville, Tenn.. in the month of November and early 

of December, 1864, the petitioner was subjected toa severe and exhaustive 
strain upon his body by continuous saddle riding, and particularly the day and 
night before reaching Nashville, Tenn., he was continuously in the saddle.and 
after that complai of severesuffering from piles, asthe result of the exhaust- 
ive nature of his duties on the occasion refe to. Iwas constantly associated 


with him from that time on until the regiment was mustered out in June, 18 66, 
and know that he at times complained of suffering from piles while the com- 
mand was in the service. 

I believe that his permanent disability from piles was the result of the arduous 


duties he on or about the 4th or 5th days of December. and that 
his disability, if he had any, prior to that time, would not be considered as affect- 
ing him to a pensionable 

know the petitioner to be a man of good reputation, and one whose state- 


ments can be relied upon, and make this affidavit solely that justice may be done 
a worthy ex-soldier and a worthy man. 
I farther declare that I have no interest in his petition, except as above stated, 
and am not concerned in its prosecution. 
NORRIS J. FRINK, 


Late Major Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant and acquainted him with its con- 
tents before he executed the same. I further certify that I am in no wise inter- 
ested in said claim, nor am I concerned in its prosecution. 
Witness my hand and seal this 13th day of January, 1888. 
[SEAL] JAMES M. PARSONS, 
Notary Public, Cathoun County, Michigan. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


MARSHALL BURTRAM,. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. I call up the hill (H. R. 9029) for the 
relief of Marshall Burtram. 
The bill is as follows : 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the rae on laws, the name of Marshall Burtram, of Lewis 
Soay Kentucky, late first sergeant in Company K, Fortieth Kentucky Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtram, have had the same under consideration 
and make the following report: 

Marshall Burtram, Company K, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, 
was enrolled on the 19th day of August, 1863, at Grayson, Ky., and was honor- 
ably mustered out with company ber 30, 1864, as first sergeant. 

While at Camp Lebanon, Ky., October 15, 1864, from lying on the ground and 
other exposure he contracted a severe cold, which resulted in lung disease, He 
was treated in the hospitalat Lexington, Ky. He has taken medicine since his 
discharge from the Army, but has not improved in health. From the affidavits 
oe ae a his statements are sustaifed as to his exposure and cold and 

ung 

Jarrett and John Zurusstate that they were intimately acquainted with claim- 
ant for anumber of years prior to his enlistment, and to the best of their knowl- 
edge he was a stout, healthy man, 

ohn Patten, a comrade, was on guard some time with claimant, and says: 

“The night being damp and cold, claimant contracted asevere cold. He was 
very hoarse and complained of his lungs during the remainder of his term of 
service; affilant was with him during the time above referred to.” 

This was in October, 1864. The said Patten further stated that “ claimant was 
ordered to a certain cross-road on the road leading from Lebanon to Salt River, 
in command of a guard of ten men; they remained on guard some time,” an 
while so on guard and in line of duty he contracted the cold complained of and 
disease of ne. 

Lieut. H. E. Evans, of Lexington, Ky., states that— 

“At Lebanon, Ky., October 15, 1864, claimant contracted a severe cold, which 
afliant believes affected his lungs. Prior to this time claimant was a stou 
healthy young man, and after October 15, 1864, he complained more or less o! 
his lungs until he was discharged.” 

Jarrett and John Zornes say that they believe that claimant is notable to earn 
enough to’support his family, and they are well acquainted with him and have 
been for many years. 

Dr. Lewis A. Grimes, the examining surgeon, certifies: 

“Tn this applicant I find pain (slight) at base of chest and beneath thesternum ; 
frequent cough, attended with e ration of pearl-colored sputa, not readily 
mixing with water; deep and full inspiration, provoking severe cough, moist 
bronchial rales, resonance percussion, and the vocal resonance not api 

, respiratory member somewhat weakened over u r portion on bot 
sides, fast walking for fifteen minutes in front of my office brorens bos fa 
attended with sputa; a little or very small streak of blood. ould say appli- 
cant had chronic bronchitis.” 

The claimant applied for a pension—No., 349068. His claim was rejected be- 
aoe the Commissioner decided that his disease was not contracted in the sery- 

ce. 

Your committee therefore make this favorable report, and recommend the 

of the bill with the following amendment: 

Strike out “Burtram™ wherever that name occurs in the bill and insert 


“B 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
MRS. CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I call up the bill (S. 2274) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Catharine K. Whittlesey. 

The bill is as follows: P 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Catharine K. Whittlesey, 
widow of the late Maj. J. H. MASEN TA United States Pr A and pay her a 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Buss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6289) intro- 
duced by Mr. Voorness, have considered the same in connection with bill S. 
2274,and report back the Jatter bill (8.2274) with the recommendation that it 
pass as a substitute for the House bill referred to. 

They adopt as their report the statement of facts correctly set forth in the re- 
port of the te Committee on Pensions, as follows: 


“[Senate Report No. 966, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2274) granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine K. Whittlesey, have carefully examined the 


8a: and report: 
“The olaicnats Catharine K. Whittlesey, widow of Maj. James H. Whittlesey, 
filed her declaration for a pension, by reason of the death of her husband of dis- 
ease contracted in the service of the Government, September 2, 1885. A pension 
was ted January 23, 1837, “for malarial poison and resulting disease of the 


gran 
liver,” rating the pension to which she was entitled at $17 per month, commence- 


1888. 


ing August 2,1886. The bill asks that the widow be pensioned by special act of 
Congress at the rate of $40 per month. 

“The husband of the claimant graduated in 1844; promoted a second lieu- 
tenant September 18, 1845, first lieutenant October, 1847, captain October 22, 1854, 
and major of the Fifth Cavalry November 12, 1861 ; retired as major November 
30, 1863. He was in active service of the Government in Louisiana in 1845; in 
the military occupation of Texas to January 29, 1846; in Kansas June, 1546; 
served in the Mexican war, 1848; on field service in New Mexico to November 
13,1851; stationed in Kansas in 1854; New Mexico in 1855; in Oregon in 1861; 
with the Fifth Cavalry in the Army of the Potomac to May, 1862; on special 
duty at Harrisburg to February, 1863; mustering and disbursin; officer at Con- 
cord, N. H., to February, 1865; commanding Camp Randolp! Madison, Wis. to 
July 3, 1865; recruiting service to February 4, 1867; on service at Win- 
chester, Va., to June, 1868; professor of military science, eto., at Cornell Uni- 
versity, New York, to February 21, 1870; secretary and treasurer of the Soldiers’ 
Home near Washington, D. C., to July 5, 1881. 

“The above record shows that Major Whittlesey was continuously in active 
service from 1844 to May 21, 1867; that he was on frontier duty; that he served 
in the Mexican war, and was especially noticed for aearrners A at the battle of 
Buena Vista. The evidence in the papers further shows that he was in numer- 
ous Indian engagements, and exposed tosevere hardships during these expedi- 
tions; that after he had been retired by reason of physical disability he was 
assigned to special ised for nineteen years, in all of which positions he gave 
satisfaction to his superior officers, There are but few that can showa prouder 
or more honorable record in the service of his Government than Major Whit- 


tlesey. 

“The Commissioner of Pensions, under what he construes to have been the 
cause of the death of Major Whittlesey, as shown nf Brora a: of disability 
dated in 1852 and under the strict letter of the law, given the widow the 

nsion only of the widow of a first lieutenant, while the record shows that he 
held the rank of captain in activo service for nine years and of major for two 
years before he was retired, and that he was in active service or assigned to 
special duty with the rank of major from 1561 to 1881, a iod of twenty years. 

‘he cause of death, as certified, was malarial fever, and the record shows that 
after his service in the Army of the Potomac in the Peninsula he was granted 
sitk leave for malarial trouble. At that time and for a dary anterior to it he 
held the rank of major. D. L. Huntington, surgeon, United States Army, cer- 
tifles, under date of August 28, 1886, as follows: 

. ‘This is to certify that I was the medical attendant of Maj. J. H. Whittlesey, 
United States Army (retired), during the years from 1876 to 1880, both inclusive, 
while he was an oflicer of the Soldiers’ Home, near this city. During this 

riod he suffered more or less continuously and severely from chronic in- 

mmation of the liver, and with attacks of acute inflammation of the deode- 
num. Iam inclined to believe from his condition and history that this trouble 
ated in the line of his duty while an officer of the Army in active service, 

and was due to exposures incurred in the early part of the civil war.’ 

“Tf this certificate is to be taken as true, the widow of Major Whittlesey, 
under the law and as a matter of right would be entitled to a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month, the rate allowed the widow of a major, 

“Your committee would recommend that Senate bill 2274 be amended, in 
line 8, by striking out the word * Snr ' and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
‘twenty-five,’ and as amended the bill is reported favorably, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. CATHARINE PETERSON. 
Mr. WICKHAM. I call up the bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Catharine Peterson. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Catharine Peterson, widow of 
Anthony Peterson, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirty-seventh "Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers, to date from the Ist day of July, A. D. 1880, the date of the 
death of said Anthony. 

The report (by Mr.-THompson, of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 3913, 
beg leave to submit the following oe R 

nton Peterson, the husband of the spelen who is a widow, was a first 
lieutenant in Company F, Thirty-seventh ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and also a captain of Company G, One@undred and seventh Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. At the time of his death he was receiving pension for hernia 
incurred while such lieutenant. 

The application for a pension by the widow has been rejected by the Pension 
Bureau, on the ground that the disease, angina pectoris, of which her husband 
is said to have died, had no pathological connection with the hernia for which 
he had been pensioned. This determination was based upon a report made by 
medical referee, to whom the case had been referred, In his report the referee 
used the following language: 

* I consider it best to adhere to the rejection of this claim. In the first place, 
hernia is not one of the causes that of itself is likely to produce the effect on the 
nervous system which is herein described, and it has not so far been 
as a cause of angina pectoris by any authority in medicine. * * * In my 
opinion, no _reolienst sequence can be established between hernia and an- 

ris.” 


ina pecto 

Much evidence of medical gentlemen acquainted with the deceased, and his 
condition for a long period prior to death, was taken. 

Dr, Charles H. kw testified, November 4, 1850, that he had practiced 
medicine fourteen years; that he had been well acquainted with the deceased 
for sigis years prior to that date, and knew that he had suffered a long time 
with hernia; bad been unable to work on account of it, and that he 
on the Ist day of July, 1880, from angina pectoris, superinduced by his physical 
condition and hernia, . 

In another affidavit filed in August, 1881, he says that three or four days be- 
fore his death the soldier described to him his symptoms, as follows: 

“Sharp, cutting pains in right inguinal region, and darting and shootiug 
pains affecting the right and left thoracic region, especially the Jeft, in the re- 
p of the heart; severe pain in the left shoulder and extending down the arm. 

id not see the soldier in till called to his death bed. Held a post mortem 
and found heart in a thy condition, but somewhat atrophied; hernia not 
strangulated ; stomach and intestines in healthy condition. Fromallsymptoms 
gathered from friends and personal observation, affiant pronounces it a case of 
angina pectoris,superinduced by an excessively nervous condition ofthe system, 
originating primarily from the hernia and its surroundings.” 

The same gentleman, in another affidavit dated March 14,1883, says that he 
lived “next neighbor” to the soldier two or three years, and ** presumes that he 
saw him every day” during that time; that he “had many talks with the 
soldier about his complaints ;"? was aware that he suffered a great share of the 
time on account of hernia and effects upon a naturally nervous temperament; 
that the soldier told him, affiant, that he “ often suffered from severe pains from 
the hernia and surro' parts, such as seyere darting and cutting pains 
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through various parts of the body, as the abdomen, legs, arms, shoulders, and 
chest ;”’ that as stated by the affiant in former affidavit, three or four days be- 
fore soldier's death he had a conversation with him in which he bed his 


harp, c ion, 
and snoa paos affecting the right and left thoracic 
in region of the h: 


nal 
on, espec ly 
eart, and that taking everything into consideration, af- 


had been 
well and 


under gaian À 


husband of the anor was caused by the hernia which originated in the 
hich he was at his death receiving a pension. 


death. No other cause of his death ad piece nor is it even hinted at in any of 
the evidence in the case, nor in the medical referee's report. 

If there could be any reasonable doubt that the continued, excessive, and 
prostrating pains from the hernia, having their legitimate effect upon a natu- 
rally nervous temperament, caused the death of the soldierthrough their effect 
upon his heart, such doubt, your committee feel, should be solved in favor of 
hoe aruo, and they do therefore recommend the passage of the accompany- 

g bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. FANNIE A. BOYD. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I call up the bill (H. R. 9963) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, widow of Capt. O. B. 


Boyd. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
thorized and directed to increase the ogre ston of Fannie A, 
Capt. O. B. Boyd, Eighth United States Cavalry, to $50 per mon 

nsion she is now receiving, to date from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9963) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, have considered the same 
and report as follows: 

Capt. Orsemus B. Boyd entered the military service of the United States as a 
corporal in Company I, Eighty-ninth New York Volunteer Infantry, on the 16th 
day of September, 1861. He was then but seventeen yos of He was in 
active service and was mentioned for gallantry at noke Island, N. C.,in 
battle. For his bravery he was promoted to the rank of second lieutenant of 
Company D, One hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteers, on Septem- 
ber 5, 1862. It is stated that in this company he commanded his father and elder 
brother, who were private soldiers therein. 

On February 14, 1863, he was honorably discharged from the One hundred and 
ew York Volunteers, having accepted a cadetship at the Military 
Perce f at West Point, N. Y. He was graduated therefrom and appointed a 
second lieutenant, Eighth Cavalry, June 17, 1967; oted first lieutenant Oc- 
tober 13, 1868, and captain June 26,1882. He in camp, near Grafton, N. 
Mex., nay 23, 1885, of “ acute dysentery Incurred in line of see Aal Nearly all 
of his period of service was spent with his regiment in Arizona, Texas, and New 
Mexico, where he assisted in developing our great inland resources. He died 
at the early age of forty-one, after twenty-four years of faithful and gallant sery- 
ices in the interest of his country. 

The claimant, Mrs. Boyd, is now a pensioner as the widow of Captain Boyd, 
at the rate of $20 per month. Herlate husband left herno property of any kind, 
and she has none of her own. She is herself in ill health, brought on, as she 
claims, by the exposure which she endured while with her husband in the 
Southern Territories. Her family physician, Dr. J. S, McLain, certifies that 
“she is suffering from a physical disability which would prevent her gaining a 
livelihood by her own endeavor.” Her children are not old enough to render 
her a support, but rather to demand a mother’s attention and care. 

Your committee report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do paat amended, po tehsil 6 striking out the word “fifty,” in line 6, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “forty.” 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be sent over 
to the full House under the same conditions as in the other cases. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CATHARINE PETERSON. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the bill (H. R. 3913) has already 
been acted upon by the committee, but I ask unanimous consent to re- 
cur to it in order to move an amendment. - 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? TheChairhearsnone. The 


in lieu of the 
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panei asked by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
is granted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend the bill by striking out all of 
the bill after the words ‘‘Ohio Volunteers,’’ in the eighth line. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I do not object to the amendment of the bill so 
as to eliminate the provision for arrears. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


After “Ohio Volunteers,” in line 8, strike out “to date from the Ist day of 
July, A. D. 1880, the date of the death of said Anthony.” 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It has been the custom of Congress for ten years 
to grant no arrears in these cases. 

The amendment was’ agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
ALEXANDER J. COLLINGE, 
Mr.CONGER. Icallup for consideration the bill (H. R. 2176) grant- 
ing a pension to Alexander J. Collinge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander J. Collinge, late a mem- 
ber of Company A, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2176) 
granting a pension to Alexander J. Collinge, respectfully nie 

That Alexander J. Co! was a sergeant in Company A, rty-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers. e enlisted in September, 1861; re-enlisted as a vet- 
eran in 184, and was finally discharged umber 16, 1865. 

Upon re-enlisting, he was granted the usual furlough promised and given to 
veterans upon re-enlistment, and furnished Government transportation to 
Chicago, Ill.; and, while traveling to his home upon said furlough, in April, 
1864, he was auaa by an accident to the railroad train upon which he was. 
The soldier, in vit, states the circumstances of said accident as follows: 

“When passing ation te State of Ohio, near Crestline, the train on which 
he was met with an accident, which he understood was by cattle on the 
track. He knows he was thrown from his seat in & coach, and the next circum- 
stance he has any remembrance of was he was in a hotel in Crestline in a bed 
cared for by some parties not known to him. He was told that he was pinned 
in between two seats when found.” 

The permanent injury to the soldier by said accident was a serious double 


Dr. Charles M. Clark, late surgeon of the soldier's on vay testifies: 

“ He (said Cominge) rted to me the 26th day of 1864, with a double 
inguinal hernia (ob que) while I was at Bermuda Hun: Wa., the said hernia 
be used by railway accident while on his way home on veteran furlough. 
He was a soun aap date a Sieg circumstances of his case I 
n , ete. 

His claim for pension has been rejected upon the ground that the soldier was 
_not in the line of duty at the time of receiving said injury, because section 

4700 of the Revised Statutes provides that soldiers on veteran furlough, while 

“with the organization to which they belong, shall be ed in the admin- 

weary gs the pension laws in the same manner as if they were in the field or 
i 


e ground upon which rejection in this case was founded seems to your com- 
mittee extremely technical and inequitable. The facts are that veteran fur- 
loughs were offered as inducements to re-enlistment; that Collinge was upon 
detached service at the time the members of his regimental organization re-en- 
listed and de upon their veteran furlough; that he also re-enlisted, but 
started upon furlough at a little later date than his comrades, because they 
had already gone when he rejoined his regiment from said detached service; 
that he received the same veteran furlough as his comrades and was furnish 
Government pcre 20d geen in the same manner; that his injury, which has 
most seriously disabled him (as lappeen by the report of the examining boami 
of surgeons, on file), was receiyed through no fault or negligence upon his part. 

Your committee think that, in tiew of the circumstances above mentioned, 
the soldier’s claim for pension is equitably entitled to the same consideration 
as if at the time of receiving said injury, he had been `“ with the organization” 
to which he belonged. They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARIA HULSE, 


Mr. CARUTH. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9911) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolJ, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Maria Hulse, dependent mother 
of Silas Hulse, who was a soldier in the Mexican war,and subsequently joined 
the regular Army of the United States, and was killed in the service of his 
country. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: ` 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9911) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse, have considered the same, and report as fol- 


lows: = 

The claimant is the mother of Silas Hulse, who was a private in the Mexican 
war under jor urchill, and subsequently enlisted in Com y D, Third 
United States Infantry (February 27, 1549), and was killed dentally by a 
wound at Sante Fé, N. Mex., August 23, 1849. The records are incomplete as to 
full circumstances of death, but it is accepted at the War Department as being 
accidental and in line of duty. 

The claimant, Mrs. Hulse, is now in her eightieth year, in destitute circum- 
stances, almost blind, and dependent upon the charity of her friends and neigh- 
bors, and she has been d dent upon her own manual labor forsupport ever 
since et of the soldier, her only son. She had two daughters, but they 
are now dea 
` Many prominent citizens of Louisville, Ky., unite ina petition for her relief. 

Her claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because there is no general 
law allowing a pension to mothers or widows of soldiers who died prior to 
March 4, . Ina similar case the honorable Commissioner of Pensions has 
enter the passage of a special act to meet the deficiency of the general 

W. 2 

Your committee believe that a pension should be granted to this old and des- 
titute mother, whose son's death in the military service of his country has de- 
prived her of his assistance in her time of need. : 

Your committee recommend the bill do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


C. T. MAPHET. 


Mr. PETERS. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 217) grant- 
ing a pension to C. T. Maphet. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penion-rolls C. T. Maphet, migos to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, he having been a private in m- 

we p pennae Regiment Kansas Cavalry, and now living at Olcott, in Reno 

unty, nsas, ` 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 217) 
grauting ores to C. T. Maphet, submit the following report: 

Charles T. Maphet enlisted August 12, 1863, asa private in Company D, Fifteenth 

Cavalry,and was discharged for disability January 27, 1865, on account 
of sore eyes. The evidence of the disability of eyes in service and since dis- 
charge is complete. Dr. W. D. Hoover, who had charge of the hospital at Paola, 
Kans., in 1864, says that his eyes were badly inflamed and that he treated them. 
First Lieut. Abraham Ellis, of the same company, says that in the latter part of 
November or fore part of December, 1863, the soldier took some inflammatory 
disease, which resulted in sore eyes, , 

The case at the Pension Office was rejected because it was claimed that the 
disease existed prior to enlistment; but Dr. J.B. Davis, his family physician, 
says he knew him from 1861 and he was sound at enlistment, and that he was 
entirely free from any ailment of the eyes at or prior to that time. The only 
evidence of weak bs ee is the opinion of the surgeon recommending dis- 

We think, however, the evidence of the family physician, who knew 
him at the date of his enlistment and who says he was sound, should be taken 
in preference to the opinion of the su n,who did not know him at enlist- 
ment, and who can only express an opinion at the time of his di . But 
admitting that the soldier's eyes were weak at the time of enlistment, the fact 
remains the Government accepted his service in the condition he then was, 
and for eighteen months he discharged all the duties imposed upon him, 

It is not a violent assumption that if the soldier had remained at home receiv- 
ing proper care he would have soon entirely recovered from the disability, even 
ifit existed. The Government ted services, and it resulted in a very 
serious injury to his aves or it is al crete phe tal that the disability was 
— moré serious when he was discharged it was claimed to be when he 
en $ 

Your committee insist that cighteen months’ faithful service ought to act as 
an estoppel on the Government from setting up a claim of prior disability. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
MARTIN N. KELLOGG. 


Mr. RICE. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1556) granting a 
pension to Martin N. Kellogg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin ns ai a Mexican war 
veteran, who served in Company H, Sixth en United States Infantry, 
es eyey him a pension of $72 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ce s 


On motion of Mr. CHEADLE, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the report was dispensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. Briss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1556) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin N. Kellogg, have considered the same, and re- 
rt, adopting the statement of facts as presented in the report of the Senate 
mmittee on Pensions, as follows: 
“ [Senate Report No. 316, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

“Martin N. Kellogg, late of the S¥cth regular United States Infantry, has 
been in receipt of a Mexican war survivor's service pension since the 29th Janu- 
ary, 1887, er the act of that date, at $$ per mon His disability is that of 
total blindness, with which he has been afflicted many years; and his condition, 
aside from such es is that of helplessness and entire dependence on his 
wife and minor hters. 

“ His character and conduct during over thirty years’ residence in Minnesota 
have been without reproach, and arefavorably certified to from personal knowl- 
edge by Messrs. Ramsey, Sibley, and Marshall, three ex-goyernors of that State, 
with whose testimony the member of the committee m: g this report would, 
if permissible, most cordially concur. The act in question makes no provision 
for allowances upou degrees of disability, and the rate is limited to that 
he now receives. The pensioner is sixty-six years of age, and in his disabled 
condition can not long be a recipient of the public bounty. 

p3 his closing years the country can better afford to make him comfort- 
able than to it him to remain in want; and to that end the committee re- 
port favorably upon the bill and recommend its 2? 

Your committee also deem it proper to present the statements of ex-Governor 


Marshall in full, as follows: 
“Sr. PAUL, January 10,1888. 


“Teertify,on honor, that I have known Martin N. Kell „who has made the 
within affidavit, for about thirty-seven years. I believe him to bea nian of 
truth and veracity. Heis aman of strictly temperate habits and of good moral 
character. From his general physical appearance in allthe years I have known 
him, I believe he has been a man of impaired health, and think it quite credible 
that his affliction of blindness has come indirectly from the exposure and sick- 
noss which he had in the Army, as he states, I knowthe truth of what he says 
about his indigent circumstances. 

“WM. R. MARSHALL, 


“ Ex-Governor of Minnesota.” 


This statement is concurred in by ex-Governors Alexander Ramsey and Henry 
H. Sibley and ex-United States Senator Henry M. Rice. 

Your committee report the bill back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE E. WELLS. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. [I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 965) 
granting a pension to George E. Wells. 


1888.. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ü enacted, ete., That the name of George E. Wells, late a member of the 
Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, be placed on the pension-roll of the United 
States, by the Secretary of the Interior; and that he be allowed and paid herc- 
after the sum of $24 per month, as in the case of other pensioners. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
adding at the end of the bill the words, ‘‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” i 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the amendment be 
not agreed to, and that there be inserted in lieu of the words recom- 
mended by the committee the following: ‘‘ And that he be paid a pen- 
sion of $8 per month from the date of the passage and approval of this 
bill.” The report in this case is quite long and I think I can make a 
statement which will present the facts more briefly, The whole ques- 
tion in the case is as to whether or not at the present time the claim- 
ant is disabled in a pensionable degree. He was granted a pension 
until July 5, 1882, at the rate of $4 per month. Itwas proven by the 
evidence that when discharged in 1865 he was discharged because of 
paralysis incurred in the service.. The proof was strong upon that 
point; there was no question about it; and the pension was granted in 
1882 at the rate of $4 per month, carrying arrears up to July 5, 1882, 
when it was to cease because of a so-called lapse in the evidence at that 
time. He applied to be reinstated. 

I should say, by the way, that within a couple of years after he came 
home from the Army, having served in the artillery branch of the 
service, he participated in a celebration which took place in his town, 
and was so unfortunate as to have his right arm blown off above the 
elbow. Of course, he does not claim a pension on account of the loss 
of his arm, but his case is one which justifies at least reasonable lati- 
tude in passing upon the merits of the claim and the evidence by 
which it is supported. As I said before, the whole question is whether 
the disability exists now ina pensionable degree. The committee in 
their report find from the testimony in the case that he is totally dis- 
abled for the performance of manual labor. It is proper to say, too, 
that there was certain evidence before the committee which was not 
before the Pension Department. The committee propose to amend the 
bill by inserting the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws.” That would place the claimant in this position: 
He must go back to the Department and fight over again the old ques- 
tion as to whether there is a pensionable degree of disability. I would 
rather have the bill thrown aside entirely than passed in that form, 
because the controversy on that point has already been carried on for 
several years between the claimant and the Department. Therefore, I 

ropose that the amendment of the committee be rejected, and that in 

ieu shexeot there be inserted a provision granting a pension at $8 per 
month. 

The amendment of Mr. BoorTHMAN was agreed to. ` F 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY KELLEY. 

Mr. HIRES. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 945) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Kelley. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary Kelley, widow of Daniel Kel- 
ley, late private of Company B, of the Eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll, and pay to her a pension, subject to the rales 
and regulations of the Pension Office. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 945 
granting a pension to Mary Kelley, have had the same under consideration, an: 
beg. leave to submit the following report: 

ary Kelley is the widow of Daniel Kelley, who served as a private in Com- 
pany B, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, from July 23, 1861, to July 26, 
1864. Her claim for poena has n rejected by the Pension Bureau, on the 
ground that the fatal disease, inflammation of stomach, of which he died Sep- 
tember 16, 1876, was not chargeable to the military service, 

Is is all that the disease was a sequence of chronic rheumatism contracted 
in the service, This claim is not admitted by the medical referee, 

It is of record that the soldier contracted anasarca and rheumatism, and was 
treated therefor in the service; and that he was a great sufferer from the latter 
until death, is conceded. It is also shown that for some weeks prior to death 
he was hardly able to move without assistance, and while in this condition re- 
ceived a severe fall, after which he was never able to get up again. The fall 
caused a stoppage of the bowels, and finally died of gastritis, as diagnosed by 
the attending physician, who, however, had no knowledge of the soldier's pre- 
vious condition, 

In support of the claimant’s allegation that chronic rheumatism was the prin- 
cipal factor in the soldier's death cause, she has filed an able medical nion 
of Dr, E. H. Bell, of Philadelphia, Pa.,a medical expert upon this class of cases, 
in which it is held that rheumatism might superinduce gastritis and death. He 
nlso refers to several medical authorities, among which, G. B. Wood’s Practice, 
volume 1, page 535; Dacosta’s Medical Diagnosis, third edition, page 444; Cho- 
me!, Des Dyspepsies, and J. Russel Reynolds's System of Medicine, 1880, yolume 
3, pawes 53 and 55. He quotes from the latter as follows: 

“Weakened states of general system or of the stomach, which diminishes 
the secretion of the gastric juice, are also frequent causes of inflammatory irri- 
tation. Inflammation of the stomach has also been observed to follow the re- 
trocession of goutand acute rheumatism. Reference is also made to Audral, 
Clin. Med., vol. 2, page —, where the author states, ‘I have observed a case 
where the retrocession of the pains from the joints was followed by vomiting 
and diarrhea,’”’ 

Of this, however, the medical referee says there is no evidence. The death of 
the attending physician from discharge to death precludes the possibility of 
procuring medical evidence on that point. Being established, however, be- 
yond any question that the soldier was reduced by reason of rheumatism to 
such an extent as likely to produce the results admitted by the highest medical 
authorities as sequential thereto, it is the opinion of your committee that what- 


ever doubts there may remain should be solved in favor of this rand 
claimant, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. VIRGINIA GRIER, 


Mr. MAISH. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 123) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier. 
The bill.was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Virginia Grier, widow of 
William N. Grier, late brevet brigadier-general and colonel of the United States 
Army; the pension of the said Mrs. Virginia Grier to be at the rate of $30 per 
month, 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the report was dispensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 123) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier, have examined thesameand reportas follows, 
to wit: 

In view of the advanced age of theclaimant (she being nearty seventy years 
old), and in view of the long and honorable services of her late husband, Gen- 
eral William N. Grier (exhibited in the annexed statement from the Acting Ad- 
jutant-General), your committee recommend that the accompanying bill do 


S8. r 
Pathe military record of General Grier is attached hereto and made part of this 
report. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, - 
Washington, February 11, 1888. 
Statement of the military service of William N. Grier, late of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from September 1, 1831, 
to July 1, 1835, when graduated and appointed brevet second lieutenant First 
D ns; promoted second lieutenant June 15, 1836; first lieutenant April 14, 
1838; captain August 23,1846; major Second D; DESP 20,1861; lientenant- 
colonel First Cavalry February 15, 1862; and colonel Third Cavalry August 31, 
1866; retired December 15, 1870. 

He received the brevets of major March 16, 1848, “for gallant and meritorious 
conduct in the battle of Santa Cruz de Rosales:™ of colonel May 5, 1862, ** for 
gallantand meritorious services in the battle of Williamsburgh, Va.,"’ and of 
brigadier-general March 13, 1865, “ for faithful and meritorious services during 
the war.” 

He joined his regiment in October, 1835, and served therewith in the Indian 
Territory to October, 1837; on leave to March, 1838; on recruiting service to June, 
1839; with regiment in the Indian Territory to September, 1840; on duty at the 
United States Military Academy from September 14, 1840, to June 20, 1841; with 
regiment in Kansas, the Indian Territory, and Iowa to June, 1546, and in the 
war with Mexico to July, 1848; on leave and conducting recruits en route to 
regiment to July, 1849; with regiment in New Mexico to (participating in expe- 
dition against Apache Indians, being engaged in the skirmish at “‘Too-koon- 
kurré Butte,” Red River, New Mexico, November 17, 1819, where he was 
wounded in the left breast) June, 1852; on recruiting service to October, 1854; 
with regiment in New Mexico to August, 1856; on the march to and in California 
to April, 1857; on leave to October, 1357; with regimentin Washington Territory 
and Oregon (being engaged in expeditions against the Spokane and other hos- 
tile Indians) to August, 1861; en rowe to Washington, D. C., and from October 
11, 1861, to April 21, 1862, was inspector of cavalry in the Army of the Potomac; 
he commanded his regiment in that army to August 4, 1862, being en, in 
the Peninsularcampaign, and was wounded in the battle of Williamsburgh, Va., 
May 4, 1862; superintendent volunteer recruiting service and chief musteri 
and disbursing officer for the State of Ohio to September, 1862; on court-martia 
daty at St. Louis, Mo., to February, 1853; superintendent volunteer recruiting 
service and chief mustering and disbursing officer for the State of lowa to June 
12, 1865; assistant provost-marshal-general, superintendent volunteer recruiting 
service, and chief mustering and disbursing officer for the western division, 
State of Pennsylvania, to April, 1866; superintendent mounted recruiting serv- 
ice to May, 1868; conducting recruits to and from July 12, 1868, commanding his 
regiment in New Mexico to May, 1870, and in Nevada to October 16, 1870; and 
under surgical treatment at San Francisco, Cal.,to November 27, 1870; with regi- 
ment at Camp Halleck, Nev., to December 15, 1870, upon which date he was re- 
tired, at hisown request, after thirty years’ service, under the act of July 15, 1870. 

He died at Napa Springs, Cal., July 8, 1885, 

J.C, KELTON, 


Acling Adjutant-General, 
There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be laid aside and 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. LOANDA SHERMAN. 
Mr. GEST. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2604) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Loanda Sherman, widow of 
Urial Sherman, who was a private in Company A, of the One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteerginfantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case and 
adopt the Senate report herein as their report, and recommend that this bill do 
pass, 


[Senate Report No. 1253, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2604) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman, have examined the same, and report: 

Claimant is the widow of Urial Sherman, who enlisted as a private in Com- 
pany A, One hundred and eighteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, August 15, 
1862, and was trausferred to Veteran Reserve Corps August 31, 1864, and mus- 
tered out of the service September 2, 1865, 

Claim was rejected December 28, 1887, on the ground that the cause of the sol- 
dier’s death, pneumonia, was not due to the rheumatism er chronic diarrhea of 
service origin; neither claimed nor shown to have been otherwise chargeable 
to his military service. 

The testimony in the case is as follows: In her affidavit, filed February 20, 1886, 
claimant states that she is unable to furnish the testimony of her family physi- 
cian, showing the continuance of her late husband's disabilities each year since 
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he returned from the Army, for the reason that he was disgusted with treatment 
while in the service, and consequently had no medical treatment until the time 
Dr. Ferris attended him, whose affidavit is already on file. 

The records of the War Department show the late soldier treated for hemor- 
rhoids, chronic rheumatism, and Jumbago while in the service, 

In affidavit filed August 29, 1855, Henry M. Fortney, of New Sharon, Iowa, 
testifies that the seldier contracted chronic diarrhea in the service, disabling 
him for military duty. 

In afidavit filed August 29, 1835, John PE span of Blandinsville, IIl., testifies 
that the soldier was a sound and able-bodied man prior to his enlistment into 
the service; that he contracted chronic diarrhea and rheuma in the sery- 
rege hres continued to suffer from the said disabilities to the date of his death, 

n 187 k 

In afidavit fled Angust 29, 1885, N, A. Alton, of Blandinsville, IN., testifies 
that the soldicr was suffering with chronic diarrhea at the date of his return 
from the service, and so continued to suffer to the time of his death, 

In affidavit filed August 29, 1885, George W. Conkey, of Fountain Green, DL, 
testifies that the soldier was a perfectly sound man at the date of his enlistment 
into the service, and that he continued to suffer from chronic diarrhea and gen- 
eral debility from the time of his return from the service to April, 1874, the date 
of his death, 

In affidavit filed August 29, 1855, Dr. Leonard F, Ferris, of Fountain Green, 
Til. testifies that he was well acquainted with the soldier for several years be- 
fore his enlistment into the service, and he believes that said soldier wasin good 
parec health, and if he had been otherwise afliant would have known it; that 

e treated him in July and August, 1868, for chronic diarrhea and general de- 
bility, and for the same cause in April, 1873; that the soldier had considerable 
derangement of the liver and frequent attacks of rheumatism, for which he took 
more or less patent medicine; that he treated the soldier again in January, 1874, 
for the same form of disease, and at this time he had, in addition to his former 
disease.a form of bronchitis; that he began treating the soldier again on Aprit 
1, 1874, for bronchitis and pneumonia, and treated him on April 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, 
on which last-mentioned day he died; that the case was so complicated and 
the soldier's general disability was such that he could not be relieved. 

In affidavit tiled May 9, 1886, Dr. Ferris testifies that at the time of the soldier’s 
Jast sickness his system was much worn out by diarrhea and rheumaticattacks 
from which he had been suffering, and that for n considerable time before his 

attack he had been having a form of bronchitis, and that the soldier took 
cold, which brought on pheumonia, which, owing to his weak condition, re- 
sulted in death; that the soldier's health had become so impaired by chronic 
diarrhea and rheumatism, and his vitality so reduced, that the final atiack of 
disabilities mentioned proved fatal. 

In affidavit fled November 3, 1887, Dr. Ferris testifies substantially as above. 

It is shown by the evidence in the case that the late soldier contracted chronic 
diarrhea and rheumatism in the service,and continued to suffer from the said 
disabilities to the date of his death. His case was also complicated with bron- 
chitis and pneumonia, believed the physician who attended him during his 
illness to have been superindu by adebilitated condition of his physical sys- 
tem. consequent upon continued attacks of chronic diarrhea and rheumatism. 

The cause of rejection is not warranted by the facts in the claim, and the case 
should have been allowed under the general pension laws, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the examiner who submitted it for admission. 

The evidence is sufficient to have granted the soldier a pension on account of 
chronic diarrhea and rheumatism from the date of his discharge from the serv- 
ice to the time of his death, bad he applied. It is nowhere shown that the claim- 
ant’s death was caused by pneumonia alone, but all the proof is to the effect that 
he died from a complication of diseases, among which was chronic diarrhea and 
rheumatism, 

The claim seems to be a meritorious one in every respect, and your commit- 
tee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JANE ANN BURNS. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Iask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3897) 
for the relief of the widow of Col. M. W. Burns. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pars nedras the name of Jane Ann Burns, 
widow of Michael W. Burns, late licutenant-colonel Seventy-third Regiment 
New York Voiun at the rate of $50 per month, from and after the passage 
of this act (subject to all other limitations and peor of the pension laws), 
the same to be in lieu of all other pension paid him, 


The report (by Mr, CHIPMAN) is as follows: 

The claimant herein, Jane Ann Burns, is the widow of Lieut. Col. Michael W, 
Burns, of Seventy-third New York Volunteers, whose death from disabilities 
incurred in the service occurred December 7, 1883. Previous to his death, in 
1880, he filed declaration for pension, alleging gunshot wound in left breast, Au- 

27, 1862, at the battle of Kettle Run, Va. It was a contusion, and caused 

im great trouble and pain, and was the cause of constant suffering until he 
died, as above stated. he claim was allowed in favor of the widow for gun- 
shot wound and resulting heart and kidney disease, and the rate was fixed at 


ey month, 

ie bill under consideration asks that the pension of claimant be increased 
to $50 per month, on the ground of long and faithful and efficient services of the 
dead soldier and the needy condition of the claimant, 

His army services were marked by great energy,and he was always found in 
the front ranks leading and encouraging his men on to victory. The commit- 
tee deem it unnecessary to go into details in regardto Colonel Burns's military 
career while serving his country in the late war. 

The following letter addressed to the chairman of this committee will show 


the value of his services: 
“WASHINGTON, D, C., June 18, 1888, 

“Dear Sir: Understanding that a bill is before your committee to increase 
soe peanon ofthe widow of General Michael Burns, deceased, I have the honor 
to state that this officer entered the Army as a subordinate in the Second Fire 
Zovuaves, New York, in April or May, 1861, which regiment was the fourth 
raised by me, forming part of the Excelsior Brigade. He continued to serve 
under my command in the Second Division of the Third Army Corps, and after- 
ward in the Third Army Corps until the last campaign, when he served under 
Hancock in the Second Corps until the close of the war. He was an o! r of 
great merit and distinction, rising almost from the ranks to the grade of colonel 
and brevet brigadier-general. promotion was given him for meritorious 
and lant conduct in battle. 

“Beloved and appreciated by his regiment and the troops of the division and 
sna! ge in which he served, his memory is warmly cherished by his comrades 
and by a host of personal friends in New York, to whom he was well known, 
and all of them, comrades and friends, deeply sympathize with his widow in 
her bereavement. General Burns was a generous, 0 -handed soldier, earn- 
cs his own living in civil life after the war, and refused to ask for a pension, 


deserving it for the severe disabilities from which he suffered and 
which prematurely shortened his life by reason of exposure and pulmonary af- 
service, 


fection contracted in 


= rived of her only support in consequence of the death of her husband, 
en! by disease contract Th the service, the small addition of $30 a month to 
her pension now asked for is only a slight recompense and recognition of the 
lant services rendered by General Burns, General Burns left no estate, and 
widow is solely dependent on her pension for support. 


“Very respectfully, 
“D, E. SICKLES, 
“ Major-General, United States Army (retired). 
“Col. ©, C. MATSON, 


“Chairman Invalid Pension Committee.” 

In view of Colonel Burns's valuable services and the further fact that his 
widow, by his death, is left without adequate means of support, the committee 
believe the relief asked for in the bill ought to be granted, We therefore sub- 
mit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I move to amend this by bill striking out, in lines 
8 and 9, the words ‘‘ subject to all other limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws,” which seem to be surpldfsage; and also to amend at 
the end of the bill by inserting ‘‘her’’ instead of ‘‘him,’? which is a 
typographical error. 


Mr. MACDONALD. In regard to the first amendment proposed by 


the gentleman, I suggest it may operate against his bill. In one case 
this session I had occasion to have those words inserted. If it should 
be necessary under the bill to ask for an increase the pensioner would 
not get it unless words of this kind were in the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Very well; I withdraw the first amendment, and 
ask a vote on the amendment to strike out ‘‘him’’ and insert ‘‘her.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask that this bill go over to be considered with 
others of similar character on the evening ef July 12, 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill will take that 
course. The Chair hears none. 


CARRIE V. MILLER. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I call up the bill (S. 3021) granting 
a pension to Carrie V. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie V. Miller, a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, and pay her at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRTLL) is as follows: 


Your committee adopt the report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No, 1466, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
Among the testimonials which accompany the petition in support of the bill 
nting a pension to Mrs. Carrie V. Miller, as a volunteer nurse during the 
ate civil war, isthe following from the eminent physician, Dr. D. W. Bliss, dated 


May 2, 1854: 

“I recall with great phssite the efficient and most valuable service per- 
formed by Mrs. O. V. Miller as a volunteer hospital nurse in the Department 
of Washington during the late war. Iam sure much suffering was prevented 
and many lives saved by her timely and judicious personal attention. She 
spent her time and money without stint, and deserves special consideration for 
the sacrifices she made in expressing and sustaining a vigorous Union senti- 
ment. This was the more noticeable from the fact that she was a Virginian by 
birth and education, and the only member of her family who cultivated Union 
depots be re 

“Very respectfully, ete, 
“D. W. BLISS.” 

The above from Dr. Bliss explains very satisfactorily, in general terms, the 
character and quality of Mrs, Miller's services. But no general langu: can 
convey a distinct impression of her works of charity and beneficence. his can 
be gained only from narratives of individual experience, such as is furnished b; 
Corporal Francis F. Downing, of Company F, One hundred and eighth New Yor 
Volunteers, who, under date of June 16,1479, wrote as follows of Mrs, Miller to 
the late President Garfield: 

“I was a corporal of the One hundred and eighth New York State Volunteers, 
Sopen F, and lost my right leg at Fredericksburgh on the 17th day of De- 
cember, 1862, under Major-General Burnside. On Christmas Day I arrived at 
Washington, and for a period ofsix months lay first at Trinity Church and then 
at St, Elizabeth's Hospital. ‘Typhoid fever set in when J was exhausted by loss 
of blood and exposure, and my life was despaired of by the doctors. But this 
good woman nursed me back to strength and life. 

“It was her money which brought my wife from Rochester, N. Y.,to my bed- 
side and maintained her during three weeks of opens for the crisis in my 
fever, and then at her own expense returned her to I ester, besides giving 
her $36in cash. Mine was not an exceptional case byany means, but this noble 
lady, who was simply a volunteer nurse, spent her time and her fortune in the 
care of the wounded soldiers, bites ag Sh her own expense wines and deli- 
cacies not otherwise to be procured. It is my earnest wish that you will assist 
this good woman, to whom I owe my life. Iam not alone in wishing her well, 
and many names should sign this letter instead of mine alone, but that I know 
not where my comrades are; some are dead; all are scattered. 


“Yours, respectfully, 
+ 3 “FRANCIS F. DOWNING.” 

In addition tothe above, and other evidence not quoted, General Augur, re- 
tired, called on the chairman of the committee and corroborated the statements 
made as to the value and efficiency of Mrs, Miller's services as voluntary nurse 
during the war, and of her contributions to the comfort of invalid soldiers, and 
stated that the same occurred within his observation and official knowledge. 

A case so clear and meritorious as this needs only to be dealt with on the basis 
of justice; and it is not to excite sympathy, but merely to state truth, that the 
committee add that ill health and reverses have brought the beneficiary under 
the bill to great need. 

The committee, cordially approving the bill, recommend its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SARAH RIDDLE. 
Mr. JOSEPH. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9732) granting a 
pension to Sarah Riddle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subiect to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Riddle, mother of James 
Ai ae late a private of Company J, First Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer 
valry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


It appears from the evidence on file in this case in the Pension Bureau that 
the husband of claimant, James M. Riddle, was enrolled as a private of Com- 
pany E, of the Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer A ghar Chae the 12th day 
of October, 1561, and died in service on the 25th day of Tr, 1863; that on 
account of the death of snid soldier claimant’s name was placed on the pension- 
roll, and remained there until the 29th day of April, 1865, when it was stricken 
off because of her marriage with William Owen. This union proved to be quite 
an unfortunate one for claimant, as her husband, who was a trifling, wo. 
fellow, soon deserted her, leaving her in destitute circumstances, with fiye help- 
less children to support. 

She applied for and obtained a decree of divorce, which restored her to the 
name of her first husband (Riddle), and she now asks to be placed on the pen- 
sion-rol] as dependent mother of James H. Riddle. It is shown by the records 
of the War Department that claimant's son was enrolled and mustered into the 
United States service as a private of Company J, First Regiment Kentucky 
wavelets August 20, 1861, at Cumberland County, Kentucky, to serve three years: 
was en prisoner at Philadelphia, Tenn., October 20, 1863; died October 2y, 
184, at Andersonville, Ga., while a prisoner of war. 

She, as the mother of the above-named soldier, filed application for pension 
on the 12th day of September, 1850, and alleged in her declaration that her son 
ue ot ROUEN in Andersonville prison, Georgia, Claimant can not state date 
of death, 

Notwithstanding the strong proof hereinafter quoted in support of the case, 
the claim was, by the Commissioner of Pensions, rejected upon the following 
grounds, to wit: That there is no period for which pension could be allowed 
claimant, she having remarried, as shown by her statement, April 29,1895, and 
failed to file her claim for pension until after June 30, 1880. 

In support of this allegation, claimant filed the afidavit of Charles W. SHA 
gon, Cumberland County, Kentucky, who states that he saw James H. Riddle 
while be was dead, and saw him buried on or about the December, 1862. 
Affiant was a member of the First Kentucky Cavalry. ` 

Also, the afidavit of Isnac Garner, which is on file, states that he saw James 
H. Riddle when he was dead, and saw him buried on or about the 20th of De- 
cember, 1862. 

J. C. Riddle, of Cumberland County, Kentucky, late comrade of claimant's 
son, states that he wasa private in Company J, First Kentucky Cavalry; wasac- 
quainted with James H. Riddle in said company; that James H. Riddle was a 
son of J. M, and Sarah Riddle; that on or about the — day of April, 1863, he was 
captured and paroled and went back to his company and was sent to hishome, 
and when he started to his home in Cumberland County, Kentucky, James H. 
Riddle give to him £20, and told him to give it to his mother, which he did, and 
that the said son, James H. Riddle, contributed to his mother’s support prior to 
said time by workiiig on a little farm, 

Ruth J. Johnson, of Clinton County, Kentucky, states that she was personally 

uainted with Sarah Riddie and also her son James H. Riddle, aud prior to 
and at the time he enlisted in thie United States service he contributed to his 
mother’s support. 

J.S. Johnson. of Cumberland County, Kentucky, states that he was acquainted 
with Sarah Riddle and her son. James H. Riddle several years before he en- 
listed in the service, and that said James H. Riddle, to his (affiant’s) own knowl- 
edge contributed to his mother’s support prior to his enlistment in the service 
by working on a small farm then in the possession of the mother's husband. 

The committee find that applicant was the mother of deceased; that her son 
was an unmarried man, as stated in her application; and that she was depend- 
ent on him for support. 

In view of which your committee feel that the caso appeals strongly to the 
generosity of Congress, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM JACK. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I call up the bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pen- 
sion to William Jack. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Jack, late a private in the 
Seyenty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) is as follows: 


This soldier was granted a pension of $8 per month, commencing May 12, 1871, 
for chronic rheumatism, which was afterwards increased to $12 per month, com- 
mencing May 23,1877. Afterwards,on the 29th day of November, 1879, on com- 

laint that his disability was not contracted in the military service of the United 

tes, he was dropped from the roll of pensioners. 

A great deal of testimony has been taken and filed in the Pension Office in 
support of the original application, in support of the complaint upon which he 
was dropped from the rolis,and in support of an application to restore him to 
the rolis, which was rejected. 

From this evidence it appears that William Jack enlisted on the 12th day of 
November, 1861, in Neemley 2 H, Seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
was honorably discharged therefrom on the 21st day of November, 1862, on sur- 

rei Se remo of disability. The surgeon’s certificate describes the disabil- 
ty as follows: 

“Laxity and weakness of the ligamentous tissues surroundiug the ankle- 
joints, rendering him unable to march any distance,” 

The soldier claimed, and in support of his original application satisfied the 
Pension Office, that this condition, which has wn worse ever his dis- 
charge, together with a similar affection of the hands, was cansed by rheuma- 
tism contracted in the line of his duty as a soldier, near Falls Church, Va., 
about the 5th day of October, 1862. 

Three different examining surgeons reported in the case—Dr. Charles L. Wil- 
son, February 2, 1871; Dr. R. W. Enon, September 4, 1872; and Dr. A. B. Frame, 
September 6. 1875, and May 28, 1877—and all agreed that the disability resulted 
from rheumatism, and their opinions were corroborated by the testimony of 
neighbors of the soldier, who had known him from childhood, showing that he 
never had rheumatism prior to his enlistment, but suffered with it continuously 
from the time of his return from the Army. Pending the proceeding to drop 
him from the rolls a special examiner took the testimony of eighteen witnesses, 
among whom were a number of those who had before testified in support of the 
soldier's claim; and notwithstanding they had before testified tuat he had been 
afflicted with rheumatism from the time of his return from the Army, and not- 
withstanding the instructions to the special examiner provided that he should 
inquire ** whether he (the soldier) had rheumatism orany disability to hislower 
extremities,” yet the question as to whether he had rheumatism was hardly re- 
ferred toduring the examination of these witnesses, and the fair inference is that 
the fact that he was so afflicted conid not be successfully questioned. 

The examiner, however, sought to show that the soldier's feet were deformed 


from birth, and the evidence taken by him undoubtedly does show that the 


soldier, in the lan: of his neighbors, was “ pigeon-toed”’ or “ reel-footed,” 
and very awkward of movement. Yet he was accepted as a soldier, served 
more than a year, was in battle, and came home so disabled in his hands and 
feet as to be incapacitated for manual labor, and we are of opinion that the 
doubts which arise upon the evidence should be resolved in his favor. Jere- 
miah C. Woodyard, whomade the complaint upon which he was dro; from 
the rolls, afterwards testified in support of an application to restore him to the 
rolls that, “upon full investigation, he is satisfied that said claimant is entitled 
to pension by reason of the existence of the disability alleged,” and in a letter 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, dated May 26, 1884, said: 

“He is poor and very illiterate. He could work some before he went in serv- 
ice, but could do nothing to amount to anything after he came ont. Some 
shark told him to claim his feet were twisted in the service; hence I reported 
him. On investigation I found that he had been disabled (or at least I think so) 
in theservice. I should have called your attention to the matter sooner, but I 
supposed that it was final. You will receive testimony from other parties soon. 
He should have applied for rheumatism and general debility.” 

Now, if Mr. Woodyard had investigated properly before he made his com- 
plaint he would have learned that the soldier did apply on the ground that his 
disability was caused by rheumatism, and upon that ground the pension was 
granted and none other. 

There is a strong affidavit on file from Dr. G. H, Carpenter, who was his 
family physician before and after his army s2rvice, supporting his claim for 
restoration, which reads as follows: 

* I hereby certify that I have recently seen William Jack, late private in Com- 

y H, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and state in addi- 


ion to my former affidavit that the said claimant is now not only disabled in 


his feet, but also in his hands, all of which members are so distorted by rheu- 
matism that he is unable to perform any manual labor whatever. 

“I understand his pension was withdrawn by reason of a belief that an opera- 
tion on his feet caused his deformity. Iwas in Athens at the time the operation 
was performed and advised him against it, The operation did no good, but 
was not the cause of his deformity. In proof of this is the accompanying de- 
formity of his hands, which has gradually increased since his discharge. The 
operation spoken of was, to the best of my recollection, about two years after 
his discharge from the service. He had no rheumatism prior to enlistment, 
and no hereditary predisposition thereto. I was family physician for some 
years prior and subsequent to his enlistment, and have no knowledge of there 
being rheumatism in the family. E 

“I regard the case of William Jack a meritorious one, and his rheumatism was 
undoubtedly contracted in the service. Instead of his pension being withdrawn, 
it should, in my judgment, have been largely increased. I further state I have 
no interest in the prosecution of his pension claim. My post-office is Cleve- 


land, Ohio. 
t “G, H. CARPENTER, M. D., 
“Late Surgcon Ninety-first Regimènt Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

“CLEVELAND, On10, August LI, 1885, 

“Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this llth day of August, 
1885. : Š 

“ [SEAL] L. E. MEACHAM.” 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS STRODDER. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8087) for 
the relief of Thomas Strodder. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
to place the name of Thomas Strodder, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment 
United States Colored Volunteers, on the pension-rolls, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension lawa, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 


The claimant, Thomas Strodder, enlisted September 2, 1864, in Company K, 
Fourth United States Colored Troops, and was discharged September 5, 1865, on 
muster-out of his regiment. He claimed a pension on the ground of nshot 
wound in left leg and right shoulder and saber wound of leftarm. His claim 
was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that he did not receive the 
wounds in the service. 

There is undoubtedly some conflict in the testimony, but much of it arises 
from the hearsay character of some of it from different people not giving the 
same literal account of the same transaction, and from mere negative testimony 
cpposcd to positive statements. 

Witness after witness testifies to the reception of the wounds by the claimant, 
some as eye-witnesses serving with him at the time, others as observers of his 
condition immediately afterward, others as dressing the wounds in his tent. 
and others still as attending him in Detroit after his discharge, during a peri 
of illness and enfeeblement, arising from his injuries, of several months’ dura- 
tion. For some reason the special examiner refers to most of these witnesses 
as of doubtful character and their testimony as ` rambling,” “confused,” etc. 
The last statement is not sustained by the depositions on file, for as a rule they 
are clear accounts of the facts testified to. 

There may be uncertainty as to a date, a minute or a second, or as to whether 
a wound was in the foot or ankle, or on the left or right side, uncertainties asto 
matters which no person used to legal proceedings would give any weight to. 
because, after a long lapse of time, as every one knows, and ina matter not of 
personal interest, witnessesare aptto be uncertain. So true is this that absolute 
agreement as to details is regarded as an indication of a manufactured story. 

As to the credibility of the witnesses, those who are assailed are assailed by 
unsworn Laer ee Ope Pr expressions of opinion, without a showing of tho 
means of knowledge of the persons making them. As an example, certain 
witnesses in Windsor, Ontario, are reported untrustworthy because the chief of 
police of Windsor says that they are, and that they have gone into the employ 
of a sleeping-car company on the cars. As every one knows, these companies 
are particular as to the integrity of their employésiand require testimonials from 
responsible persons before employing them, Strodder’s own statement is very: 
straightforward. 

Iie was examined by the examiner personally, and his story bears the in- 
trinsic marks of truth. He is a colored man, uneducated, and not oyer-bright; 
his witnesses are men of his own color, laborers, whitewashers, boarding-house 
keepers, and other people in an humble station. There is only one way to as- 
certain the truth, namely, to weigh the inherent worth of the statements ob- 
tained by the special examiner against his opinion as to their credibility. Some 
of the people he believes untruthful are known to the member making this re- 
port to be truthful. 

Strodder is very much incapacitated by his wounds. 
and has been trying for nearly ten years lo secure relief. 

We recommend t the bill do pass, 


He is in advanced age 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move to amend the bill by inserting before the 
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word ‘‘fourth,’’ in line 5, the words ‘‘ One hundred and,” so as to read | cient to justify the exception. The gentleman, I hope, will see that it 


t‘ One hundred and fourth Regiment.” 

The amen:iment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNA M. ARNOLD. 


Mr. ADAMS. I call up the bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Arnold, widow of John Arnold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Anna M. Arnold, widow of John 
Arnold, late of Company C, Forty-first New York Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case, and 
find that the soldier, John Arnold, husband of the claimant, enlisted June 6, 
1861, in Company C, Forty-first Illinois Volunteers, and received a shell wound 
in action, which resulted in amipoianon of theright arm, for which he was pen- 
sioned. The stump of the right arm never healed, causing irritation and ne- 
ney Ah the bone, and ultimately convulsions, which caused his death Decem- 

r 5 

The claim of the widow for a pension was rejected on the proma that the sol- 
dier’s death from convulsions was not the result of amputation of the right arm, 
for which he was pensioned, and that his death was not due to his military 
service. 

The testimony in this case shows that the soldier was sound physically and 
free from convulsions prior to his enlistment, and that it was not a hereditary 
disease in his family. The stump was a short one, the dressing ragged, as the 
arm was torn away by a shell, and resulted in inflammation of the bone, necro- 
siaof bone, and conv ons, and then death. 

Phe soldier left the claimant, his widow, and five children under sixteen 
years of age, and left nothing to support them when the pension he drew was 
stopped at his death. 

The committee think that a liberal consideration of the testimony warrants 
the conclusion that the soldier's death was traceable to his army service, and 
therefore recommend that this bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
EMILY J. STANNARD. 


Mr. GROUT. I desire to call up the bill (S. 2657) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily J. Stannard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily J. Stannard, widow of the 
late George J. Stannard, brevet major-general of volunteers, and to pay hera 
pension at the rate ot $100 per month, from and after the passage of this act, in- 
stead of the pension she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

A similar bill, granting a pension of $75 per month to Mrs. General Stannard, 
Pipe bean abt ge y reported by this committee, and is now awaiting the action 
© Believing the case to be eminently meritorious, the bill is herewith returned, 
with the recommendation that it pass; amended, however, by striking out the 
word “one,” in line 5, and the word ** hundred,” in line 6, and inserting therein 
instead the words “seventy-five.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe this bill is of the same class as those 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. GROUT. I think if the gentleman will examine the bill he 
will see that it is not of the same class. The report which has been 
read is the report on the Senate bill. The report upon the House bill 
states the circumstances more fully. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis one of those cases where an increase of pen- 
sion is proposed. 

Mr. GROUT. But there are special grounds for the increase asked 
in this case. This application is based upon the invalidism of Mrs. 
Stannard, who is paralyzed, and can neither feed nor dress herself. 
She has also an invalid daughter. In the report upon the House bill 
there is a letter which more fully explains the grounds on which it is 
proposed to allow this increase. 

This is not the usual case of pensioning a widow who is in ordinary 
health; the special circumstances in this case are that this widow, be- 
sides being entirely destitute, is in a helpless condition physically, and 
has also an invalid daughter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I happen to remember the case of General Paul, 
who was shot in such a wayas to cause blindness during the remainder 
of his life, and who for a period of twenty years was a great sufferer. 
The bill to pension his was is now on the Calendar, butit goes over. 

Mr. GROUT. In that case is the widow disabled? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. She is not. 

Mr. GROUT. But this widow is disabled. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Wedonot pension widows on the ground of their 

* disability, but on account of their relation to the soldier who may have 
been disabled or killed. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; and we take their children and pension them 
when they are disabled. Hereis a daughter; the pension is not in her 
name, but is granted to the mother, covering the whole ground of dis- 


ability, the daughter being a helpless invalid as well as the mother. 
A reputable surgeon of the city of Burlington certifies the mother can 
neither feed nor dress herself. 

The chairman of the Committee-on Invalid Pensions reported in this 
ease favorably a pension for $75 a month, the only one he will consent 
to. The special grounds which are stated are taken as entirely sufti- 


need not go over on that account. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the House report read. 

Mr. GROUT. ‘The Senate report was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You stated there were additional facts. 

Mr. GROUT. Only what I have stated as in the House report. 
ee McMILLIN. I understood you to state there were additional 


ts. 

Mr. GROUT. I have stated them from the report of the House 
Committee. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have made a report on both the Senate and 
House bills. General Stannard was one of the most distinguished offi- 
cers of the war. His widow is incurably paralyzed, and the daughter 
is a permanent andincurableinvalid. Onthatstate of facts an increase 
of $75 a month was recommended. One or more of the members of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions who have heretofore voted against in- 
erease of pension voted for this one, saying it was an unusual and ex- 
traordinary case. The report is a long one. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the wish of the committee? i 

Mr. GROUT. I move the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the House vote on it. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the billasamended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the House bill 9543 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation thatit be laid 
upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MRS, MINERVA EAGLE. 


On motion of Mr. WHEELER, the bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle was called up for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to increase the pension to $50 per month of Mrs. Minerva Eagle, widow ot 
Commodore Henry Eagle, who was an officer of the Navy of the United States 
from 1818 to 1882, 

The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8988) grant- 
an fe increase of pension to Mrs. Minerva Eagle, have considered the sameand 
submit the following report: 

The record shows that Henry Eagle. the late husband of the applicant, was 
appointed a midshipman in the Navy January 1, 1818; served in succession on 
the Independence, the Macedonian, Washington, and Erie until promoted to 
lieutenant, to rank from March 3, 1827; then served on the Natchez, the receiv- 
ing ship at New York; the Erie, at the naval rendezvous, New York ; and on 
the Yorktown until commissioned commander, to rank from June 4,1844. Per- 
formed land duty until October, 1847, when ordered to the home squadron. 
During the period of eight months he was military and civil governor of Fron- 
tera, Tobasco, Mexico; also collector of the port. 

In September, 1849, he was ordered to special duty under the Buret of Con- 
struction, and remained there until December, 1852. He then was ordered to 
command the Princeton, and on September 14, 1855, was promoted to captain. 
Spr 25, 1861, mail and telegraph communication being interrupted between 
Washington, D. C., and New York, he volunteered to the commandant navy- 
yard, New York, to carry dispatches to the Navy Department; on arrival at the 
Department he volunteered for the command of the gunboat Monticello (late 
Star), and was ordered to command that vessel. 

May 19, 1861, he was engaged in the attack on Sewell’s Point Battery, Vir- 
ginia; May 31, 1861, he was ordered to command the Santee; August 4, 1862, he 
was promoted to commodore from July 16, 1862; and on January 1, 1863, was 
placed on the retired list; April 21, 1863, ordered to special duty at Washin, 
ton, D. C.; October 7, 1855, detached and ordered as inspector of the eich 
Inako district; July 21, 1856, he was detached and placed on sick leave, 

e died at New York on the 26th of November, 1882. 

His widow is pensioned at $8 per month under the Mexican pension act of 
January 29, 1887, She was married to the officer in August, 1833, and is now in 
her seventy-second year. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. WHEELER. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let it go over to be considered July 12, under 
the same conditions as the bills already postponed to that date. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam willing to accept $30 a month, rather than 
let it go over, as it can not be considered then, there being twenty cases 
already med to that time. ~ - 

Mr. CHEADLE. Very well. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman consents to letit go through at 
$30 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

è RALPH P. WILBORN. 

On motion of Mr. OSBORNE, by unanimous consent, the committee 
took up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to 
Ralph P. Wilborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Ralph P. Wilborn, late a private in 
Company F, Twenty-first Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. ATKINSON. I move to dispense with the reading of the report. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

Tbe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9733) 
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hese a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn, haying had the same under considera- 
tion, ves, be the following report: 

It appears from the records of the War Department that claimant was enrolled 
and mustered into the United States service at ees ony Johnson, September 
30,1861, as private of Cosipeny F, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, to serve 
ances years, and was mustered out with company at Victoria, Tex., December 9, 


He filed an application for pension on the 24th day of March, 1850, and alleged 
in his declaration that while he was in the service and at home on furlough in 
the State of Kentucky on or about the 15th day of February, 1864, he was 
wounded by gunshot by guerrillas, and further stated that said parties attempted 
to rob and murder him by shooting atand wounding him in the left arm 2inches 
below the shoulder-joint. 

Notwithstanding the strong proof hereinafter stated in support of the case, 
ory claim was rejected by the Pension Office upon the following grounds, to 
wit: 

SaNa claimant was not in the line of duty when he received the gunshot 
wound.” à 

In support of the said allegation the claimant, Ralph P. Wilborn, makes oath 
and says that on or about February 15,1864, while at home on furlough, in the 
State of Kentucky, he received a gunshot wound at the hands of a party of 
guerrillas, who attempted to rob and murder him by shooting him in the left 
arm 2 inches below the shoulder-joint; that he was in line of duty and under 
the charge of Capt. John Evans when he received said wound, and that he is 
only able to work about half of his time. 

e also states in an affidavit, filed September 14, 1883, that there was no per- 
son at his house at the time said guerrillas came there except his family, con- 
sisting of his wife and three small children. 

John R.and Nancy Lyons, of Barrén County, Kentucky, state on theiroath as 
follows: That they are well aepoainies with Ralph P, Wilborn, and have been 
for the last forty years past, and know that he enlisted asa privatein Company F, 
Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Infantry, and that while in the service of the 
United States as a soldier, in February, 1864, while he was at his home in Barren 
orga Cape airg A he received a gunshot wound. The affiant,NancyLyons, says 
that on or about February 15, 1864, at night, the applicant came to her father’s, 
Joseph Lyon's, house, Barren County, Kentucky, and he had a fresh wound 
of leftarm; seemed to have been done by gun or pistol shot. Applicant told 
this aftiant and her father’s family at the time that a squad of guerrillas had 
come to his house and arrested him, and as they started out of his house he 
broke loose from them and ran; while running they fired at him, wounding 
him in four places, but none of the wounds were of a serious nature, except the 
wound of the lef arm. 

y dame Briggs and A, ©. Jones, of Barren County, Kentucky, state on oath as 
‘ollows: 

‘That they were at applicant's house, in Barren County, Kentucky, in Febru- 
ary, 1864; applicant was then suffering with gunshot wound of left arm. The 
applicant and his family told them at the time that the applicant had been ar- 
rested the day before by some guerrillas, and, in making his escape from them, 
he was wounded in his left arm. 

They also state in their affidavit that they know the above statement to be 
trueand correct, by reason of their acquaintance with the applicant, by reason of 
living close neighbors to the applicant prior to and subsequent to the late war, 
and by being members of the same company and regiment, and by being at 
their homes, in Barren County, Kentucky, on furlough at the time applicant 
was wounded as aforesaid. 

Hon. D. L. Hawkins, Assistant Secretary of the Interior Department, towhom 
this claim was appealed after being rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and after affirming the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions, closes up his 
opinion by using the following language, to wit: 

“If the applicant can show to the satisfaction of Congress that the wound was 
received at the time alleged, without any fault or improper conduct on his part, 
and because of his connection with the service, the would seem to be one 
for favorable legislative action.” 

The committee have carefully considered all the evidence in the case, and find 
that the soldier re-enlisted as veteran volunteer January 3, 1864, and that he 
was granted thirty days’ veteran furlough, and while at home on said furlough 
was wounded by a band of guerrillas, from no fault or negligence on his part. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
r ABEL G. RANKIN. 
Mr. MCKINNEY. I ask consent to call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enac'ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ee tothe provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abel G. Rankin, late of Company 
F, Tenth Maine Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill pe 2866) 
granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin, having considered the same, beg leave to 
adopt the report of the Senate committee as its own, which is as follows: 

“This claimant is now receiving a pension of $50 a month for total and per- 
manent disability, requiring the constant aid and attendance of another per- 
son, under the act of June 18,1874. The act of June 16, 1880, provided that all 

ersons then on the rolls at $50 a month should thereafter receive $72 a month 
nstead; but it made no provision for such pensioners as might subsequently to 
its passage become disabled to the same degree. À 

* Rankin’s case in such a one. He became totally disabled since the ge 
of the said act, and consequently receives only $50 for the same disability that 
would entitle him to $72 if it had reached the total and permanent degree pre- 
vious to its Beare ig 

“Abel G. Rankin enlisted May 3, 1861, as a private in Company F, Tenth Maine 
Volunteers, and served until July 20, 1866, being mustered out as brevet major, 
having received his commission tothat rank from President Johnson, in recog- 
nition of his gallant and meritorious services, and having won his way from a 

rivate up, through all the intermediate ranks, on his own merit. He served 

n all over five years and three months. He is now paralyzed and unable to 
help himself at all. His physician, Dr. J. F. Robinson, testifies that ‘he has 
been in an entirely helpless condition since January, 1886, and I have no reason 
to believe that he can recover.’ 

“Several cases involving the same principle haye been reported favorably by 
this committee during this session, and a general bill correcting the discrepancy 
in the present law has the Senate and is now before the House, 

“The condition of Mr. Rankin is such that early action appears to be neces- 
=); as his early decease is soproneondsd 

our committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


XIX—374 


MARTHA J. RUSHFORD. 


Mr. CASWELL. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 9540) granting a 
pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow of John Rushford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford, late of Company F, Sixteenth Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, Martha J. Rushford, was the wife of John Rushford at the time 
he was mustered out of the service, May 13, 1865. The soldier was a private in 
Company F, Sixteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, in the late war, having enlisted 
December 28, 1863. The soldier drew a ion atthe time of his death for asthma 
contracted while in the Army, He died January 29, 1881. Claimant filed ap- 
plication March 31, 1881. 

lt appears that the deceased had the measles while in the Army and was under 
treatment therefor, which greatly injured his health; that a discharge on that 
account was tendered him, which he refused to accept, and remained in the serv- 
ice to the closeofthe war, His family physician testifies that after his discharge 
his health was very poor; that he frequently treated him for bronchial difficul- 
ties and for catarrh of the stomach and bowels and general impairment of the 


system. 
Dr. Clark Gapen, of Madison, Wis., the State member of board of examining 
ns, after examination of the soldier, states in a letter: 


“surge! 
“They, the board, find him dying of cancer of neck, but that the asthmatic 


attack claimed in his application was abundantly vouched for by the family 
and tangs Ta 

Dr. John A, Rice testifies he visited the deceased ashort time before his death, 
He found him very low and weak “from the combined effects of tuberculosis 
of the lungs and from cancer of the face, and from which troubles he thought 
snid soldier would die.” 

Dr. D. O. Bennett examined him about one year previous to his death and 
found him suffering from a cancer, at which time he understood from the pa- 
tient that his left lung was diseased. He noticed he hada bad cough at the 
time, but made no examination of his lungs. 

The soldier's pension was rejected on the ground that the soldier died froma 
cancer not contracted in the service. 

It is apparent that the diseased condition of the soldier as he came from the 
army promoted, if it did not wholly give rise to, the cancer, and that the dis- 
eased lungs and asthma contributed largely to his death. The claimant is poor 
and was left with a la family of children, and it is quite apparent if the de- 
ceased had not ente the military service his chances to live till the present 
day were as good as other healthy men. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. 
DockERY, the Chairman) was the bill (H. R. 5098) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Babb Hutchins. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a Senate bill, No. 1540, of the same 
title, which the Clerk will report, if there be no objection, in lieu of 
the House bill. 

‘There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro]], subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah Babb Hutchins, a vol- 


unteer nurse in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension during life of 
$25 per month, in lieu of the one now received by her. 


: The report on the House bill (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Mrs. Hutchensis now drawinga ee atthe rate of $12 per month, and asks 
by this bill to have it increased to $25. The records show that Mrs. Hutchens 
entered the service as a nurse almost at the beginning of the war, and contin- 
ued her valuable services until July 31, 1865. Italso appears that while acting 
as nurse, at the Harewood Hospital, in Washington, she received a severe fall, 
thereby fracturing her ribs and injuring herself otherwise severely, from which 
injury she has never recovered. 

uring her long service as a nurse she spent money freely to relieve the ne- 
cessities of the soldiers in the hospitals. In this way, according to the testi- 
mony of many distinguished persons connected with the hospital service, she 
spent more money than she received from the Government. 

Mrs. Hutchens is now about seventy-eight years of , in a condition of ab- 
solute destitution and ill-health. She is indorsed by physicians, by the Army 
Nurse Association, and by prominent citizens of the State of Maine. 

That her services were exceptional and that she incurred a very severe disa- 
bility in the service is conceded. She can not, in the very nature of things, live 
many years, and as there are precedents for granting to nurses the rate of pen- 
sion asked for in this bill there seems to be no good reason why this faithful 
and distinguished nurse should not receive the increase of pension asked for. 


There being no objection, the Senate bill was considered, an amend- 
ment striking out the words ‘during life,” in the seventh line, adopted, 
and the bill as amended laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill H. R. 5098 was ordered to be reported to the House to be 
laid on the table. = 

JEPTHA A. JONES. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill (S. 
1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A. Jones, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jeptha A. Jones, late lieutenant and captain 
in the Eighty-fourth and One hundred and thirty-ninth New York Volunteers, 
and increase the pension paid to him to $72 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Marson) was read, as follows: 
ee committee adopts the Senate report, and recommends the passage of the 


“The claimant, Jeptha A. Jones, while serving as lieutenant in Company D, 
Eighty-fourth New York Volunteers, was severely wounded in the head at 


5970 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 6, 


battle of Bull Run. The wound affected his Lor andon account of this he 
was discharged ; after. OE out of service for about a year, however, he 
reenlisted as captain of Com: G, One hundred and -ninth New York 
regimen , 1863, when his 


commission. 

“On account of his panho ob gi arpea ms stricken with partial 
d speech have prama a rev, oe that thers tess hone | br 
recovery. There ing totally and tiy 

detid He is now drawing a pension of $50 a month for total 
under the act of June 18, 1874, By the act of June 16, 1880, all 
ahaa Arar nag! rahe AE are ean gaa but those that have since be- 
come totally disabled receive but $50 a month. Thus, by a in the 


law, eesti hay $50, while others who have the same degree of Pog ear A 
are receivi: Sra. "There i a general bill (S. 1000) whieh has passed the Se mate 
whose it is to defect. 


“ Your committee, in view of the exceptional urgency of this case, recommend 
the passage of the bi 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL K. HARRIS. 


Mr. SHIVELY. Iask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 9920) grani- 
ing a pension to Daniel K. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interio: and he is hereby, 
thorized rized and directed to to place on the Aoire pean doer S icteric oa 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel K. Taiata tate amember of 
Company I, Fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 
The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 
Stig claimant herein was enrolled on the 23d. day of September, 1864, in Com- 
KEIJ Sieh Regiment Indians Volunteers,and was honorably 

A GAT oad rego a In application for Fea magyar filed May 27, 1880, he 
march from Richm: a., to 


ond, dria, Va.,on = 
about ane sih of aa 1865, by reason of the one onone ao oe 


was compelled to , he contracted piles, grew worse on his going Bron 
n, 
+ 


on the’ 


seep, ). O.; that the pi Toes os abe cin paber ka to affect 
him badly Saan and have paeme anua ana ever mapa = was 


not treated in for the bape © was, 
four weeks later, he claim was PAdo for rejection January 4, 


on 

“ No reco! tod rec eee evidence of the existence of piles in service or at date 
and claimant’sinability to furnish satisfactory evidence of origin 
in service and in line of duty.” 

Dr. William A. Bailey, Soig surgeon, says: 

“I find Daniel K. Harris is in good heal ones hemorrhoidal tumors that 
sometimes bleed; pain in bowe, and thin in fesh. Judging from his present 
condition and from the evidence before me, it is my belief That the said disa- 
bilty did originate in the service aforesaid in the line of duty, In my opinion 
the said el K. Harris is one-fourth of total neapacitated for obtain his 
subsistence by manual labor from cause above sta! 

The evidence produced substantiates the fact that the claimant was sound 
prior to and at the time of heme ngs and free from piles. 

Thomas S. Andrews testifies that he has been a near neighbor of claimant's 
since 1852; has lived with and worked tor am, Shane! = from his own knowl- 
edge that "when claimant was enrolled in the e was a sound, hearty 
eee nes from any disease whatever, and nthe forge and always has been 

ee from piles. 

James Á. English, James Green, and Charles W. Morgan testify substantially 


as above. 
The claimant testifies that he can not get the affidavit of the su: or assist- 
of his ee ee ee eee them for 
the piles. that his company officers did not know what was matter 
with him, and he himself did not know the fall nature of his disease until 


immediately after his return home, when he was examined by his family phy- 
sician, Dr. Dr.J. D. from discharge, off and on, for sald dis- 


ashington, he contracted 
every few days since his 
said claimant from 


discharge, and same to the time, greatly incapacitating him 
from follo manual labor for a li 
Thomas A. Anders and James Green testify as tothe continuance of said 
iair we te eee time. 
a T aaas cote wedi cant tices iles from 1871 to 1578. ee 


the fact— 
1. That claimant was sound and free from piles prior to and at the time of en- 


2. That it is substantial! proven, and all the int to the fact, 
su y 
duty, as stated. 


that claimant's disability occurred in SeA dg regione 

3. That said disability had been continuous to time, as shown by 
neighbors who have seen him almost daily pcr pony and by aoe 
evidence, except from date of discharge to 10, when bis family physician di 

The committee ore believe this to be a meritorious case, and Stems a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of tlie bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LYDIA CALHOUN. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 486) grant- 
ing a restoration of pension to Lydia Calhoun. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the perp gue Press troy hag denbor enn au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the maser sn sul tothe visions and 
limitations of the pension mekin tor name of Lydia ee ow of William 
Calhoun, of Company I, Twe Michigan Volun' 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


. Was pensioned November 29, as the widow 
of William Calhoon, who was killed at the battle of A) ig aes 
serving as private in Company I, Twelfth Regiment of olunteers. 


n from eaten aa irene 
her, gp was compelled totake rper an sewing to provi 
saries of life. At the omer (1881) term of the court of common ane of Lucas 
County, Ohio, this claimant was granted a divorce from said Josiah H. McKl- 
a the ground of bree ico and epysk the decree of said court restor- 
pon tare name of n. Shortly after this divorce McElfatrick died. 
is dependent upon her own efforts for support, and being now 
nae ags, after Seyler her strength is falling her. 
ris certified to by the ma eee of Toledo, rene where she 
resides, and inane other inent citizens, al of whom join in the request to 
to grant her relief in her nE years, 
pee seems meritorious, and Congress having granted relief in similar 
cases, TO OSS feel justified in returning the accompanying bill withthe 
recommendation that it amended, however, by striking out the words 
“restoration of” in the title of same, also strike out the words “ restore to,” 
in line 4, and insert therein the words “place on.” 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
LEWIS DAYIS. 


TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk calls the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the bili (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier 
of the war of 1812, is a bill which was returned by the Senate with an 
amendment, in which amendment concurrence is recommended by the 
House committee. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill, on page 1, line 4, after the word “month,” by inserting “in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this will be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that the Senate amendment. be 
concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before that motion is submitted, I would like to 
ask if it is the understanding that those members not recognized to- 
night will be recognized in their order at the next peson evening? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is a matter entirely in the discretion of 
the Chair; but if the same order is adopted, the Chair will certainly 
follow that order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwas asking if such an order had been agreed 
ape to-night? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 
Mr. MAISH. Recognitions are altogether in the discretion of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, had directed him to report sundry pension bills with 
various recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 

Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be | and 


A bill R. 7202) ganting a pension to William C. Lord; 

A bill R. 3764} gran a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott; 

A bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delila Whipps; 

A bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

A bill R. pake granting æ pension to Alexander Collinge; 

A bill R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 

A bill R. ae DES a O e M aiat 

A bill R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Ki 

A bill et ee araning a wennion tó Haak: Bidilo; 

A bill ER. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to Ann M. Arnold, widow of 
John Arnold; 

A bill a STI KESON E pean to Ralph P. Wilborn; 
Tea H. R. eRe ieee osarats Martha J. Rushford, widow 

o 


À bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles, reported from the Com- 
WIR ES Vina Eas were severally agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


being en; they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 
A bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 
A bill H. R. 965) granting a on to E. Wells; 
A bill (H. R. Soest for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 
A bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 


ne R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 


A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Bertram; and 
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A bill (H. R. 486) granting a restoration of pension to Lydia Cal- 
houn. 
The titles of the last two bills were amended to conform. 
BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, were severally laid on the table: 
A bill (H. R. 5098) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9543) increasing the pension of Emily J. Stannard. 
SENATE BILLS PASSED, 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, were severally ordered to a third reading; and they 
were accordingly read the third time, and , namely: 

A bill (8. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine K Whittlesey; 

A bill (S, 1556) granting a pension to Martin N. Kellogg; 

A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman; 

A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; 

A bill ts 2866) granting a pension to Abel G.“Rankin; and 

A bill (8. 1173) granting a pension to Jeptha A. Jones. 

JENO oes to Senate bills of the sagen Layee reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House, were severally agreed to, and the 
bills as amended were ordered to a third reading; and they ' were. ac- 
cordon y read the third time, and passed: 

(S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stannard; 


m bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the several votes; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BILLS POSTPONED. 


Bills of the following titles, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the Committee of the Whole House, were postponed to the evening 
session of July 12 next, under the order heretofore made: 

A bill (S. 25 Sal for the relief of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins Emory; 

A bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabel R. Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd, 
widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 8142) inereasing the pension of Mrs. Rochie. Brien 
Buell; 

A bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of the widow of Lieut. Col. M. W. 
Burnes. 

WILLIAM ©, TILLY. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pension 
to William C. Tilly, and ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read; as follows: 


Be tt enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereb: 
arphorized and directed to inscribe on the pension-rolls the name of William 
Tilly, late a private of Company B, Fourth fennessee Infantry Volunteers, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. BUTLER. [I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Volunteers," in the sixth ery and insert “at 
the rate of $8 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being i ea it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The SPEAKER pro Peera The hour for adjournment having ar- 
rived, the House stands adjourned until to-morrow morning ab 11 
o'clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introdùced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A: ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 1) granting a pension 
to J AS Linkogle—to the Committee on Invalid Pı ensions. 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pen- 
sion of George C. Quick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10739) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10740) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burke— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 10741) to provide apparatus wagons 
for the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to 
Michael Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R: 10743) to grant to Arthur W. Marsh 
Post, No. 343, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, 
one bronze 6-pound field piece and a’stand of balls therewith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10744) granting a pension to Ada H. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 10745) for the relief of Lemuel 
P ENERE the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10746) for the relief of William N. Childers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10747) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Klinkel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10748) granting a pen- 
sion to David E. Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of J. B. Bailey and 43 others, 
citizens of Newton County, Mississippi, for certain amendments of the 
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of Milton Trusler and 46 others, 
citizens of Fayette County, Indiana, for amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of John T. Hamilton and 90 others, farmers of Indi- 
ana, for increased duty on agricultural products—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Tennessee and North Caro- 
lina, for a pension for John Miller, late a private of Company A, North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. ©. DAVIDSON: Papers in the claim of James M. Phillips, 
of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of James Grierson, for amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of H. C. and C. Durand and others, of 
Chicago, Ill., urging reduction of duties on rice—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of E. M. Woodman and others, citizens of 
the Fifth district of Michigan, for prohibition of the liquor traffic in 
the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Ey Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of John W. Hare and 50 others, of 
New Matamoras, Ohio, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr, HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Grant County, Oregon, 
for increase of duty on foreign wool, and that worsteds be classifi 
woolen cloths—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Boston (Mass. ) Board of Marine Un- 
derwriters and 9 other corporations, for the passage of House bill No. 
10183 to construct and establish a light-ship for Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, RICHARDSON: Petition of administrator of J. M. K. Clark, 
of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of hisclaim tothe Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Petition of the Washburn and Moen Man- 
ufacturing Company and others, of Worcester, Mass., in favor of House 
bill No. 8716,to protect free labor from the effects of convict labor—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Joseph Jarrett, of Samuel Rust, and 
of James R. Buster, administrator of Thomas 8. Buster, of West Vir- 
ginia, for reference ‘of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of members of the Presbyterian Church of French 
Creek, W. Va., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of J. H. Bower, for relief—to the 
Committee on Patents. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 7, 1888. 


The House met at. 11 o'clock a, m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
WILLIAM H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL, JR. 


The SPEAKER iaid before the House the following message from the 
President: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without roval ne ne bill No, 9184, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to William M. Campbe'! TY 

This benefi was not ane! ed in the service of the United States until 


August 5, 1862, pie gett pe nine gr sleet eer Pic Areagey faa 
ment in which he was so enrolled, and was in the service of the State of Ken- 


tucky. 
He alleges that in the month of February, 1862, he was vaccinated with im- 
pure virus, and in the same month contracted mumps. He claims that as a 


wih us these troubles he has been afflicted with ulcers and other serious eon- 


i is ris perfect! clear that at the time these disabilities were incurred, if they 
woe Sate the claimant was not in the military service of the United 
es. 
The records show that he deserted re 16, 1862, a little more than a 
month after he was mustered into the United States service; that he was ar- 
rested April 25, 1864, one vear and seven months after his desertion: that he was 
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restored to duty by general court-martial with loss of pay and allowance d 
Saar rigs — lost by desertion to be made good—and that he was muste: 
ou y 16, y 


JULIA A. THOMAS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 


This enactment seems neither to have law asian apn pts RO cba the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the case of Julia 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1588. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HARRIET E. COOPER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 8807, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet E. Cooper.” 

The husband of this beneficiary served as a major in an Illinois regiment from 
September 3, 1862, to April 1, 1863, when his resignation was accepted, it having 
been tendered on account of business affairs. 

He was pensioned for rheumatism from April, 1863, and died October 3, 1883. 

It is admitted on all hands that Major Cooper drank a good deal, but the com- 
mittee allege that they can not arrive at the conclusion that death was attributa- 
ble to that cause. 

There is some medical testimony tending to show that death was caused from 
rheumatism, but one physician gives it as his opinion that death resulted from 

-rheumatism and chronic alcoholism. 

The physician who last attended the soldier testifies that the cause of death 
was chronic alcoholism. This should be the most reliable of all the medical 
testimony, and, taken in connection with the conceded intem te habits of 
the deceased and the fact that the brain was involved, it me that the 
rejection of the widow’s claim by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the 
cause of death was mainly intemperance was correct. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1888. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


VAN BUREN BROWN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 


To the Huuse of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 6431, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Van Buren Brown.” 

Mer beneficiary named in this bill was discharged from the Army September 

He filed an application for pension in the Pension Bureau May 19, 1883, alleg- 
ing d chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, spinal disease, the result of an injury, and 

ness. 
His claim was very thoroughly examined and reopened and examined again 
after rejection and rejected a second time. 

The case is full of uncertainty and contradiction. Without discussing these 
features,I am entirely satisfied that a pension should not be allowed for the 
reason, among others, that three careful medical examinations made in 1883, 
1884, and 1886, failed to disclose any pensionable Siniy 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 6, 1888. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the message and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


NATHANIEL D. CHASE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I return without approval House bill No. 367, entitled "An act granting a pen- 
sion to Nathaniel D, Chase.” 

This beneficiary enlisted September 3, 1863. The records show that he wasad- 
mitted to a hospilal March 3, 1864, with a disease of a discreditable nature, and 
by no means connected with the military service, and that he was siecharesd. 
from the Army May 20, 1864, upon a certificate of paralysis of left arm which 
came on suddenly February 20, 1864, and that the cause was unknown, but be- 
lieved not to be incident to the service. 

He filed an application for a pension in June, 1864, alleging paralysis of the 
left arm from causes unknown to him. ý 

This claim was not prosecuted at that time, and the claimant re-enlisted in 
January, 1865, and served until September 5, 1865, without any evidence of dis- 


ability appeari apes the records. 
He renewed his claim in 1870, stating that he was first taken with a pain in his 
left arm about March 1, 1864, and thatit became partially paralyzed. 

Jt will be observed that thus far in his application he gives no explanation of 
oe ineurrence of his disability which leads to the belief that it was related to 

service. 

In a letter dated May 31, 1864, his captain states that he can but think that the 

Raren of the claimant was the result of his folly and indiscretion, and that 
t 


he feels it his duty to decline giving him a certificate. 
n 1880 the claimant stated the cause of his disability was an inj to bis arm 
while expelling a soldier from a railroad train at Augusta, Me., he acting as 


provost guard at the time, 

Upon this allegation the case was reopened at the Pension Bureau. 

in reply to a letter from the bureau, the captain of claimant’s company stated 
that he had no knowledge of such an injury. The same officer, in a letter dated 
February 25, 1887, expresses the beliefthat the disability of the applicant, ifany 
existed, was caused by the injudicious use of aenea medicine, self-adminis- 
tered, for venereal disease contracted at Augusta, Me., in January, 1864, and 
that such was the rumor among his comrades when he wassent to the hospital. 

I can not believe that an injury was sustained such as was specified by the 
applicant in 1880, and that nothing was said of it either in the claim e in 
1864 or in 1870. In the absence of this or some other definite cause consistent 
with an honest claim, we are left in the face of some contrary evidence to guess 
that his arm was injured in the seryice. 

The on of this beneficiary is still pending in the Pension Bureau 


awaiting further information, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, July 6, 1888. 
On motion of Mr. MATSON, the ieee and the accompanying bill 
were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A. Thomas, administratrix, etc., rs. The United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. McCormick, for one week. 

To Mr. Scut, till July 11, on account of important business. 
To Mr. GLAss, for this day, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour for reports 
of committees. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. MILLS. The Committee on Military Affairs has been deprived 
for some time of the morning hour which belongs to them; and I pro- 
pose to yield to them this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order, then, is the consideration, for 
one hour, of business called up by committees. The call rests with the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which was passed over informally on 
account of the absence of the chairman. 


SALE OF FORT OMAIIA, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 671, and that it be now considered in the 


ouse. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 761) to proves for the sale of the site at Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale 
or removal of the improvements thereof, and fora now site and the construction 
of suitable buildings thereon. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union bedis- 
from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be con- 

sidered in the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better consider the bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEELE. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Cox in the chair), and proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site at 
Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or removal of the improvements thereof, 
and for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to sell the 
military reservation known as Fort Omaha, near the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, and such of the buildings and improvements thereon as can not 
be economically removed to the new site herein provided for. In disposing of 
said property the Secretary of Warshali cause the grounds to be platted in blocks, 
streets, and alleys, if in his judgment it would inure to the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment in making sale of said site, haying due reference to the requirements 
of the houses and buildings located on said grounds, in such cases as they may 
be sold with the ground. The Secretary of War shall alsocause the lots, lands, 
and buildings to be appraised and sold at public or private sale, and not less than 
the appraised value, having first been offered at public sale. The expense of 
ad oS ep survey, and sale shall id out of the proceeds of 
said sale, and the balance paid into the pi ge e United States. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized and shall purchase suitable 
grounds of not less than 320 nor more than 640 acres in extent. to be situate 
within a distance of ten miles of the limits of said city of Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, and construct thereon the n buildings, with appurtenances, 
sufficient for a ten-company military post, to known as Fort Omaha, in ac- 
cordance with estimates seb Nami by the War Department; and a suf- 
cient sum of money, not ex: ing $200,000, is hereby sreropeer out of any 
money in the ay not otherwise pero to enable the Secretary of 
War to comply with the provisions of act: Provided, That the title to the 
lands authorized to be purchased under the second section of this act shall be 
approved by the Attorney-General. 

Sec. 3. That section 1 of this act shall be of effect when the purchase of a new 
site provided for in section 2 shall have been effected. 


Mr. SATA I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Mc- 
SHANE]. 

Mr. McSHANE. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. > 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEELE. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Marsa]. 


Mr. MAISH. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD]. 


Mr. FORD. In the absence of the chairman of the committee, I 
desire to call up the bill (S. 186) to amend section 1225 of the Revised 
Statutes concerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to edu- 
cational institutions, etc. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, Thatsection 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
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as amended by an act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, be, and the same is 
hereby, further amended, so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1225. The President may, upon the cg genera of any established col- 
lege, or university, within the United States having capacity to educate at the 
same time notless than one hundred and fifty male students, detail an officer of 
the Army to act as president, superintendent, or professor thereof, but the num- 
ber of officers so detailed shall not exceed fifty from the Army, and ten from the 
Navy, being a maximum of sixty, at any time, and they shall be apportioned 
throughout the United States, first, to those State institutions applying for such 
detail that are required to provide instruction in ey ee ee ERNE 
visions of the act of Sonys of July 2, 1862, donating lands for the estab 
ment of colleges where the leading object shall be the practical instruction of 
the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, including military 
tactics; and after that, said details to be distributed, as nearly as may be prac- 
ticable, according to population. Officers so detailed shall be governed by gen- 
eral rules prescribed from time to time by the President. The Secretary of War 
is authorized to issue, at his discretion and under proper regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him, out of ordnance and ordnance stores belonging to the Govern- 
ment, and which can be red for that purpose, such number of the same as 
may appear to be requi for military instruction and practice by the students 
of any college or university under the provisions of this section, and the Secre- 
tary ll require a bond in each case, in double the value of the property, for 
me Tars and safe-keeping thereof, and for the return of the same when re- 
qu 4 

Sec. 2, That the said section 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended by the said act of Congress approved Tay 5, 1884, and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed, saving always, however, all acts and things done 
under the said amended section as heretofore existing. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
were read, as follows: 

In line 9 of section 1, before the word “ college,” insert ‘ academy.” 

In line 12 of the same section, after “Army,” insert “or Navy.” 

After the word " uired,” in line 36 of the same section, insert the following: 

`“ Provided, That nothing in thisact shall be so construed asto prevent the de- 
tail of officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy as professors in scientific 
schools or colleges, as now provided by act of Congress approved February 26, 
1879, entitled ‘An act to promote a knowledge of steam-engineering and iron- 
ship building among the students of scientific schools or colleges in the United 
States;’ and the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to issue ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government on the terms and conditions 
hereinbefore provided to any college or university at which a retired officer of 
the Army may be assigned as provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes.” 

Mr. STEELE, Mr. Chairman, this bill is in the House. I there- 
fore move that the committee rise. , 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is in the House—not in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. FORD. The effect of the bill is to appropriate money. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question for the House to decide. The 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] moves that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There are other bills of our committee in the 
Committee of the Whole. I think we had better consider those 
sti before the committee rises. Here is a bill which I desire to 
call up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The bill just read is not the only one of the 
committee’s bills in Committee of the Whole. I have another bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Indiana withdraw his 
motion ? 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. STEELE. There is nothing to keep us from going back into 
Committee of the Whole immediately after this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We may have troublein the House in doingso. 

Mr. STEELE. Not at all. This hour is given tous. I hope the 
chairman of the committee will not press this motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave one bill which it will take but a single 
moment to coasider. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STEELE that the com- 
mittee rise, there were—ayes 57, noes 25. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7452) 
for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal University. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that this bill 
is on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union is now in session; but the bill in question is on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. > 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I now renew my motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. GEAR. There is a bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volun- 
teers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry which should be taken 
up; it is in the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa calls 
upsthe bill which is specified, and which is in Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis also on the Private Calendar. 

The motion of Mr. STEELE that the committee rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill S. 
671, had directed him to report the same to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

FORT OMAHA, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the reading of that bill will be now in 
order. 

Mr. STEELE. It has been read. 

The SPEAKER. Notin the House. The gentleman has the right 
to have it read. 

The bill was again reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the report been read ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been read, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the report. There is no limitation, 
as far as I can understand, upon the amount to be expended in the pur- 
chase of the site. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania be satisfied 
with a statement of the facts? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better have the report read. I 
want to know whether there is any limitation as to the cost of thesite. 

The report (by Mr. LAIRD) was read, as follows: 


Your committee have considered the same subject-matter in H. R. 1618, and 
Penny. reported the same to the House prior to the passage of the Senate 


Your commitiee now recommend that Senate bill 671 be substituted for the 
House bill 1618, and that the House bill 1618 lie on the table. 

Mr. RANDALL. That gives no information. 

Mr. STEELE. The bill provides that it shall not exceed $200,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that part of the bill be reported. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

And a sufficient sum of money, not exceeding $200,000, is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the 
Secretary of War to comply with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not a limitation upon the purchase of the 
site at all. It is open to the construction that there may be under the 
operation of this bill an expenditure of $200,000 for the purchase of a 
site; and then we would be necessitated to break the limit as stipu- 
lated there for the erection of the buildings. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania suggest an 
amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not prepared an amendment, but there 
ought to be a Jimitation upon the cost of the site, so that there will be 
enough left to complete the buildings, keeping the whole appropria- 
tion within the amount specified in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that the language be used, the 
cost of the site and buildings not to exceed a certain sum, 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is already fixed in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; itisnot. I ask the gentleman’s attention to 
the language: 

And a sufficient sum of money, not exceeding $200,000, is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, etc. 

Now, that is not a limitation, I think, 

Mr. STEELE. Suppose that you insert an amendment providing 
that a certain amount of this shall be used for the purchase of a site 
and the remainder for ihe buildings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That the cost of the site and buildings included 
shall not exceed $200,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I think there ought to be some estimate as 
to the cost of the site. 

Mr. STEELE. ‘Then let an estimate be made first with the under- 
standing that the estimated costof the site and of the buildings shall 
not exceed $200,000. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest an amendment of that character, 
that the site and buildings shall not exceed $200,000. 

Mr. STEELE. LT accept that. 

Mr. RANDALL. But that is not sufficiently explicit. What I 
want to provide is that the cost of the site shall be, say, 33 per cent., 
and then that the remaining 66 per cent. may be used in the construc- 
tion of the ten-company post, and that the total shall not exceed 
$200,000. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can accomplish his purpose by pro- 
viding that not more than one-third of the appropriation may be ex- 
peuded for the site. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, and that the other two-thirds may be ex- 
pended in the construction of barracks for a ten-company post, as I un- 
derstand it is to be. 

Mr. STEELE. Let mesuggest that you limit the cost of the ground 
to a certain percentage of the total amount, and the balance to be ap- 
propriated to the construction of the buildings, which shall not exceed 
the remainder. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to prepare the 
amendment in accordance with the idea suggested by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment of Mr. RANDALL was read, as follows: 


Provided, That not more than one-third of the said sum shall be expended ia 
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the purchase of the site, and the whole expenditure for the site and improve- | active service so many naval officers and so many Army officers. It 


meuts shall not exceed £200, 000. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was 

Mr. McSHANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paee; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill H. R. 1618, 
on the same subject, will be laid on the table. - 

DETAILS OF OFFICERS OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 
: ae I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
‘ORD 

Mr. FORD. Mr, Speaker, I call up Senate bill 186 toamend section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of officers of the Army 
and Navy to educational institutions, etc, This bill has been read once 
in Committee of the Whole. Ifit is desired, I can explain it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The bill isin the House and no point of order has 
been made on it so far. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the bill 
has not been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FORD. It was not referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman makes the point of order that 
it must go there under the rules of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe every member on this floor will vote 
for the bill if he understands the effectofit. It hasalready been read. 
Itsimply provides for the detail of certain additional officers. It makes 
no appropriation. 

Mr. STEELE. It makes no appropriation and does not make addi- 
tional detail. It only fixes the status of officers now detailed. Under 
a bill previously passed engineers of the Navy were cut out of detail, 
so that it is necessary to this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It simply relates to the detail of officers. 

Mr. KERR. I hope this bill will be considered in Committee of the 
Whole, because I wish to make an amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. The amendment can be made in the House. 

Mr. KERR. I do not want to delay the passage of the bill, but 
simply to make an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. You can do that in the House just as well as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. KERR. IfI can offer the amendment in the House, very well. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, can only give the bill a very 
hasty examination under the circumstances, but it does not appear from 
such an examination that the bill makes an appropriation or requires 
one to be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa desires to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out of the bill all that part beginning 
after the word “‘ first,” inline 16, and ending at the word ‘‘distributed,’’ 
in line 24. 

Mr. FORD. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. KERR. To let the President in the appointment of these ofi- 
cers use his own discretion as to where they shall go. We have an in- 
stitution in my district with five hundred students, and there isa de- 
tail there. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say to the tleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR] that if this bill leads to protra discussion it will be 
withdrawn. We have but a few minutes left. 

Mr. KERR. ‘That is all Ihavetosay. I offer the amendmentand 
ask for its consideration. Our agricultural colleges under the provis- 
ions of their grants are required to have officers detailed there for in- 
struction in military affsirs and military tactics. That is the condi- 
tion of the grant. I do not think such a provision ought to be placed 
in the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Let the amendment go in. 
tion to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


After the word “first,” in line 16, strike out as follows: 
“To those State institutions applying for such detail that are required to pro- 
vide instruction in military tactics under the provisions of the act of Donge 
of July 2, 1862, donating lands for the establishment of Se yos where the 
ing object shall be the practical instruction of the industrial classes in agricult- 
ure and the mechanic arts, including military tactics; and after that said de- 
tails to be distributed.” 


Mr. RANDALL. How will the bill read as amended? 

Mr. FORD. It leaves the detail in the discretion of the President. 
Mr. RANDALL. I want the bill read as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And ten from the Navy,being a maximum of sixty at any time, and they — 
be pestis « pnbgonpe’ throughout the United States as nosriy as may be practicab] 
ng to population, 


Mr. RANDALL. ‘That proposes to take from the active-list and the 


There will be no objec- 


+ 


does not apply to the retired officers of the Army or the Navy. 
Mr. GEAR. There isa clause that does. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman states the law provides for it now. 
Mr. GEAR. If the gentleman will read the last section he will see. 
Mr. RANDALL. Let the Clerk read it. 
The Clerk read section 2 of the bill. as follows: 

Sec. 2, That the said section 1225 of the Revised Statutes ofthe United States, 
as peer by the said act of Congress approved July 5, 1834, and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed, saving always, however, all acts and things done 
under the said Gentes section as heretofore existing. 


Mr. NELSON. Iam opposed to the amendmentas I understand it. 
The clause it is intended to strike out ought,above all others, to remain 
in the bill. Under the grant made by Congress to States, known asthe 
agricultural college grant, the colleges were required to give military 
instruction in order to avail themselves of the grant. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam sure my friend from Minnesota does not 
desire to imperil the passage of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. That provision ought not to be struck out. 

Mr. FORD. The bill provides that in the distribution of these de- 
tails of officers agricultural colleges shall have the preference because 
they are institutions having Government and State aid, and it was 
thought best by the committee to give such institutions the preference 
over any mere private enterprise. I move the previous question on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I yielded to the gentleman only for a minute, and 
he cannot move the previous question. I wish to make one statement, 
and then I will yield to him for that purpose. The provision proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa to be stricken out vitally affects our State 
university. We have been trying for years to geta military instructor, 
and striking this out will put us in a worse Scant than we have been 
in before. I hope the amendment will not eed to. I yield now 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. en ie 

Mr. FORD. I demand the previous question upon the amendment 
and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the previous question will not be ordered upon 
the bill, because I desire to offer an amendment. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, atid the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Pr BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. OATES called for a di- 
ion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 13. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill toon con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do that only by unanimous 
consent. Amendments have been offered and the previous question has 
ay ordered, so far as the House in the absence of a quorum could or- 

er it, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be laid aside. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield to my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAISH]. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to report at 
this time from the Committee on Military Affairs the Joins resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers to fill vacancies caused by the expiration of tbe 
terms of office of members of the present board of managers on the 21st day 


of April, 1888. 
Resolved by the Senalé and House of resentatives, elc., That Col. Leonard A. 
ohn A, Martin, of the State of Kansas; 


Harris, of the State of Ohio; General 

and General Jo John F. ob anes of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and they are 

hereby, e rs of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 

diers, to an aspie iane Kasa expiration of = terms of office of the present 
of managers on the 21st day of April, A. D. 1888. 


Mr. MAISH. I ask that the joint resolution be now put upon its 
passage. : 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ALAISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith. 

The SPEAKER. This is a private bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
at this time. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the bill be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND) 
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asks unanimous consent that this private bill beconsidered in this hour. 
The bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objections. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


mar t the President s and he te a authorized to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of „ to nt william, 
F. Smith, late Any of the Uni United cw yoini to the tion of major- 


for this pu: mly: yard parh 

nsion shall be Paki to the itip] Willians F. Smith, but this proviso shall be no 

r to = claims for pension that the widow or children or other heirs of said 
William F. Smith may have after his decease. 

Mr. ROGERS, I understand that the beneficiary of this bill is not 
now in the Army, and that the object of the bill is to restore him to 
the Army and put him upon the retired-list. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. The effect, therefore, will be to restore the salary 
connected with the office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Three-fourths of the salary. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then you putan officer who has resigned back upon 
the retired-list, and pay him the salary? 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘This proposition is to put back upon the rolls an 
officer who has resigned and pay him two-thirds of the regular salary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We are simply following precedents of this 
session. General Pleasonton and others have been put on the retired- 
list in this way. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will not press any objection; but I wanted the House 
to understand the proposition. 
eee OATES. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to consider this bill on this 

? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, having just stated that the bill could 
only be considered by unanimous consent, has caused the bill to be 
read, and has asked whether there is objection. 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEN D. Then I move to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Priyate Calendar. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will statetothe gentleman from Illinois, 


that under the rule prescribing the course of business for this hour 
no private bill can be considered. The hour is only for the considera- 
tion of public bills which have been previously reported by committees. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, if the gentleman from Alabama thinks 
it necessary to object, I withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iyield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.GEAr]. 

~ RELIEF OF IOWA VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. GEAR. I move that the House concur in the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. This is also a private bill. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR] asks unanimous consent to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the volun- 
teers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry. The amendment of 
the Senate to the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the act entitled ‘An act in relation to bounties,’ approved April 22, 
1872, be amended by striking out the words "before Au 6, 1861;"" and said 
act, as hereby amended, shall have full force and effect from April 22, 1872. 

Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are 
hereby, authorjzed and directed to reconsider the claims of ee and ne 
heirs who may have been denied the bounty of $100 granted by the act of A: 

22, 1872, under any construction of said act which has since n modi 
rescinded, and such claims shall, if found correct and just, be allowed and id, 
poroen ihe soldiers were enrolled or enlisted for three years prior to July 

86i, under the proclamation of the President of the United States of May 3, 
1861, and the peel oh of the War Department issued in pursuance thereof, and 
were actually mustered into the serviee of the United States and honorably 
discharged.’ 


Mr. SPRINGER. This appears to have been originally a private 
bill, but by the Senate amendment it is made general. 

The SPEAKER. The House passed a private bill, and the Senate, 
by this amendment, p to make it a publie bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. n think this bill ought to be duly considered. It 
seems to be very sweeping in its provisions. 

Mr. GEAR. The House passed a bill for the relief of members of 
the Fourth Iowa Volunteer Infantry. The Senate amended it by mak- 
ing it apply to about 1,500 persons. The auditor of the State of Iowa, 
Hon. William A. Day, in a letter to Senator ALLISON, has urged the 
passage of the bill. That letter can be read, if desired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this amendment been considered by the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; and reported favorably. 

Mr. GEAR. The report is unanimous. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate amendment at this time? The Chair hears none. 

The question being taken, the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill which I send to the desk, which inyolves the payment of 
about $600, due toa college in Illinois, I do not think there will be 
any objection to it. 

Mr. BLAND. Has the consideration hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

ae BLAND. - I object to anything in this hour except the regular 
order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. LAIRD]. i 

Mr. BLAND. Iwill hear the bill read. K 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] with- 
draws his objection until the bill has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal University. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to relieve the Southern Ilinois Normal University, at Carbondale, 
Jil., from all money responsibility for so much of the ordnance and ordnance 
stores issued to said university under bond dated Atgust 21, 1878, as was de- 
stroyed by fire on November 26, 1833. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to me this hour ought not to be taken up 
with the consideration of private bills. If the committee has not any 
public measure to present, it should give way to another committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND.. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam not going to object; but I think the time of 
the House ought not to be oceupied in this way. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that fhe motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 now yield to the gentleman from Lonisiana 
[Mr. ROBERTSON], who desires to make a request for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order cuts off all requests 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LAIRD. I move to di8tharge the Committee of the Whole from 
the further consideration of the bill which I send to the desk—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make his proposition in 
that form. He can ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is this a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The rule provides that this hour shall 
be set apart for the consideration of public bills previously reported. 
As the Chair now understands, this bill has not been reported, but the 
gentleman from Nebraska desires to discharge the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs from its further consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is it not in order to move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider the bill? 

The SPEAKER, It is not, if the bill is still in the hands of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAIRD. This bill has been reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill does not appear on the Calendar. 

Mr. LAIRD. This is aSenate bill; a House bill similar in purport 
has been reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. I callup the 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks to discharge the Committee ` 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of the bill the title of which will be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the whole bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suspend the business of the House 
until order is restored. 

Ms. BLAND. I understood the gentleman from Illinois moved to go 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It is now in order to call up this bill for consid- 
eration, but the bill is in committee, and the request of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] is to discharge the committee from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that the House proceed to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let the bill be read subject 
to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill isnot upon either í Calendar, and is, there- 
fore, not before the House. 

DETAILS OF OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. FORD. I now call up from the House Calendar the bill (S. 186) 
toamend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of officers 
of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, ete. In acaordance 
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with the previous understanding, I will withdraw the demand for the 
previous questioni and allow amendments to be submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the committee will be re- 

rted. 
eie HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Thebill hasalready been read. There are amend- 
ments pending reported by the committec, and an amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the bill has now been renewed, and it ought 
to be read; but I will not insist upon that. 

Mr. FORD. Let the amendments of the-committee be reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That section 1225 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended by an act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, be, and the same is 
hereby, further amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 1225. The President may. apon the application of any established col- 
lege or university within the United States having capacity to educate at the 
same time not less than one hundred and fifty male studerts, detail an officer 
of the Army to act as president, superintendent, or professor thereof, but the 
number of officers so detailed shall not exceed fifty from the Army and ten from 
the Navy, being a maximum of sixty, at any time, and they shall be apportioned 
throughoutthe United States, first, to those State institutions applying for such 
detail that are required to provide instruction in military tactics under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, donating lands for the establish- 
ment of colleges where the leading object shall be the practical instruction of 
the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, including military 
tactics; and after that said details to be distributed, as nearly as may be prac- 
ticable, according to population. Officers so detailed shall be governed by gen- 
eral rules Sraa bsd rom time to time by the President. ‘Che Secretary of War 
is authorized to issue, at his discretion and under proper regulations to be pre- 
seri by him, out of ordnance and ordnance stores belonging to the Govern- 
ment, and which can be spared for that purpose, such number of the same as 
may appear to be required for military instraction and practice by the students 
of any college or university under the provisions of this section, and the Secre- 
tary shall require a bond in each case, in double the value of the property, for 
the careand safe-keeping thereof and for the return of the same when required.”* 

Sxc. 2. That the said section 1225 0f the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended by the said act of Congress approved July 5, 1834, and all acts and 

of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act be, and 
the same are hereby, re ed, saving always, however, all acts and things done 
under the said amended section as heretofore existing. 

The amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs were reported, 
as follows: f . 

Add to the first section the corm. Drao: 

“ Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent the de- 
tail of officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy as professors in scientific 
schools or colleges as now provided by act of Congress approved February 26, 
1879, entitled ‘An act to promote a knowledge of ea Vinal, rey and iron- 
ship building among the students of scientific schools or colleges in the United 
States;' and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue ordnance and 
ordnance stores belonging to the Government on the terms and conditions 
hereinbefore provided to any college or university at which a retired officer of 
the Army may be assi; as provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes.” 

Also, after the word * established,” and before the word *' college,” insert the 
word “academy.” 

Also, after the word “Army,” in line 12, insert “or Navy.” 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the vote on the amend- 
ments of the committee will be taken in gross. | 

There was no objection, and the amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. KERR’S amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the words “ United States,” in line 16, down to and includ- 
ing the word * distributed,” in line 24,as follows: “* First, to those State institu- 
tions applying for such detail that are required to provide instruction in mili- 
tary tactics under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, donating 
lands for the establishment of colleges where the leading object shall be the prac- 
tical instruction of the industrial classes in agriculture and the mechanic arts, 
including military tactics; and after that, said details to be distributed.” 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 69. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The SPEAKER, The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. OATES. I move an amendment, to which I think there will 
be no objection. I move to strike out, in lines 25 and 26, the follow- 
ing words: - 


Ofiicers so detailed shall be governed by general rules prescribed from time 
to time by the President. 


Mr. FORD. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills has ex- 
ired. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. What will be the status of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is unfinished businessand will come up the first 
thing in the next hour assigned to the consideration of bills, and the 
Committee on Military Affairs has time to complete this bill if it can be 
done in an hour. = 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope there will be an extension of the hour 
for five minutes in order to complete this bill now. 

Objection was made. 

TARIFF, 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consideration of 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue, and the pending amendment is that 


moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], which will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 329 to 361, inclusive, of section 2, and insert as follows: 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank-bottoms, siraps 
of cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, and all molasses testing not above fifty-six aera by the po- 
Jariscope, not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for in the act, shall 
be exempt from duty: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid 
upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be imported, 
such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty at the rates pro- 
vided by law at the date of the passage of this act. 

“All su above No, 16 Dutch standard in color, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pees olasses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 1} cents per 

on, 


n 
- “Maple sugar, 2 cents per pound of crystallizable sugar containcd thercin as 
ascertained by polariscope. 
“ Maple sirup or molasses, 4 cents per gallon. ° 
* Glucose or grape sugar, l cent per pound. Sugar candy, not colored, 5 cents 
per pound: all other confectionery, not specially enumerated R eiee hg for, 
made wholly or in part of sugar, and on sugars after being refined, when tinet- 
ured, colored, or in any other way adulterated, and on all chocolate confec- 
tionery, 10 cents per pound: Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be 
mera am sugar or molasses by soy country from e EA the same may be im- 
, such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided 
y law at the date of the passage of this act: Provided further, That for the en- 
couragement of the production of sugar and molasses there shail be paid a bounty 
to the producers thereof in the United States, when made from beets, sorghum, 
imphee, or other sugar-cane raised in the United States, as follows: 
“ On sugar, 2 cents per each pound of crystal lizable sugar contained therein as 
ascertained by the polariscope. 
“On mo'asses, testing above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 6 cents per 
gallon; testing not above fifty-six degrees by the polariscope, 4 cents per gallon. 
“ And the bonnties provided for in this act shali be paid out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe.” 


Mr. KELLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to 
occupy more than five minutes, the Chair would suggest some agree- 
ment had better be come to now on that subject. 

Mr. KELLEY. I certainly shall desire more than five minutes, but 
how much I can not tell. 

Mr. KERR. Imove that the gentleman be allowed thirty minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print 


‘as a portion of my remarks of July 3 the following editorial from the 


Chicago Tribune of June 23, 1888, the leading Republican paper of the 
Northwest. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman may do so under the general 
leave to print on this bill. 

The editorial is as follows: 


A GRAVE BLUNDER IN THE PLATFORM. 
. . * + ẹ 


The Tribune does not propose at this time to enter into any discussion of the 
Republican tariff plank; but desires before it is too late to ask the attention of 
the delegates to the extraordinary demand for the repeal of the whisky tax. 
The platform first declares in favor of Pappan the tax on alcohol used A the 
arts and for mechanical purposes—a ve icy which has always been met with 
the objection that it would be impossible of enforcement on account of frauds, 
and would amount virtually to free whisky. However that may be, the plat- 
form goes on to declare further: 

“If there should still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants 
of the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes [whisky and 
aieea ad eno than the surrender of any part of our protective system at tho 
joint est of the whisky trust and the agents of foreign manufacturers,” 

Four years ago the Republican party ply og itself to correct the inequalities 
of the tariff and reduce the surplus. Now it is made to demand the placing of 
whisky and tobacco on the free-list in order to preventany reduction of the sur- 

las by correcting the inequalities of the tariff or by reducing the sugar tax. 

he Republican tariff platform of I8% in substance declared: 

“The Democratic party has failed completely to relieve the poopie of the 
burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus. The Re- 
publican party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff and to re- 
duce the surplus.” 

Is posing whisky on the free-list an honest redemption of this pledge? 

It is hard to believe that the convention intended to repudiate the pledge in 
the platform of 1884 and to substitute a demand for free whisky. Itis still more 
diMficult to believe that Republican voters favor such an extraordinary flop, or 
will under any circumstances approve the poet cheapening intoxicating 
drink asa od of getting rid of the surplus when there are so many other 
and better ways. Can the party leaders venture to go before the people with 
such a platform and hopethat the fearful blunder committed by the framers of 
the platform will be overlooked or excused? Certainly the Democrats will not 
ignore it. Ifthe blunder in the platform is not correcied before adjournment 
every Democratic procession this fall will carry banners stigmatizing the Re- 
publican party asa free-whisky organization committed to the doctrine of cheap 
rum and dear sugar, There is no precedent for recalling and amending a 

latform after its adoption and promulgation, but it ought to be done in this 
spray 

A precedent should be made. The committee on resolutions ought to report 
an amendment striking out the plank in favor of free whisky, and declaring in- 
stead that the tax on liquor and tobacco shall be retained to meet the increasing 
expenditures for | areas re and for the defray ment of service pensions. 

rrection can be made and adopted by the convention in a few minutes. If 
the frightful blunder into which the convention was misled is not corrected, it 
will cost the Republican party tensand possibly hundredsof thousands of votes. 

The Tribune desires to go on record as insisting with ihe utmost emphasis 
mye nee final adjournment the convention shall recall and correct the blunder 

n question. 


The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania want? 

Mr. KELLEY. I can not tell how much; I may be interrupted by 
questions; but I shall not exceed a half hour, and I want to occupy the 
time continuously as far as possible to reply to speeches assailing the 
Republican platform and the system of protection made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois and my colleague from the Twenty-third district. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman for thirty minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am a Republican and am devoted 
to the doctrines of my party and the declarations of its national con- 
ventions. I am a protectionist, and believe that the system of as 
ive duties has exalted our country to its present magnificent industrial 
position, and that it is essential to the maintenance of that position and 
the further development and progress of our country. I was therefore 
no little surprised to hear my friends, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] and my colleague from the Twenty-third district [Mr. 
BAYNE], make direct assaults upon the platform recently adopted by 
the Republican party at Chicago and upon the protective system, and 
practically deny its capability of doing in all industries what they admit 
it has done in some of them. 

The recent Republican convention had evidently hai its attention 
called to the assault that was proposed to be made on the American pro- 
tective system, and in favor of the antiquated and now abandoned sys- 
tem of imperial bounties. The language of the platform, though it does 
not refer in express terms to the proposed system of bounties, does say: 


We are uncompromisingly in favor of the American system of protection; we 
protest against its destruction as pro: by the Presidentand his party. They 
serve the interests of Europe; we will support the interests of America, 


The American Government has never fallen in with the imperial 
habit of granting bounties in support of industries. The system was 
ans Fes to the country under the highest auspices under which it 
could have been proposed, for it was under the auspices of George Wash- 
ington, the then first President of the United States, in a plan devel- 
oped by his remarkable Secretary of the Treasury, Alexander Hamilton. 
Ninety-eight years have passed since then, and in no instance has a 
bounty been granted as a direct stimulus to an industry. 

We sustained the infant fisheries by bounties avowedly as a school 
for a volunteer navy. It was an administrative measure of the Gov- 
ernment, and not in connection with any branch of the general indus- 
trial system of the country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the convention did not stop with the extract I 
read. It went on to say: 

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national revenue 
by re ing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden to 
agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical pur- 
poses, and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of 
such articles as are produced by our people, the PERUON of which gives em- 
ployment to our labor, and release from import duties those articles of foreign 
production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at home. If 
there shall still remain a la revenue than is requisite for the wants of the 


Government we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the sur- 
render of any part of our protective system. 


That is the latest authoritative declaration of the doctrine of the Re- 
publican party, and it is assailed vitally here in the seats of Republican 
members, from whose suggestions I dissent in the name of the Repub- 
lican party, at whose birth I was, and to whose interests I have been 
devoted from that time to this. 

But it is said that sugar constitutes an exceptional case, in that we 
are paying extraordinary and inordinate duties on that commodity. If 
that be so, graduate the duties, make them right and proper, but re- 
member your party declares not for the establishment of the imperial 
system of bounties, but for the maintenance of the American protect- 
ive system. That is the duty you owe if you are liege party men and 
respect the last declaration of your party’s creed. 

It is argued, and has been asserted in this debate, that protection does 
not so operate as to stimulatedevelopment of thesugarindustry. When 
honest John Swartz, an old farmer, was elected from Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, by beating that scholarly gentleman and diplomatist, J. 
Glancy Jones, who had avowed himself a free-trader, the tariff was un- 
der revision. The story went through Pennsylvania, and Mr. Swartz 
never contradicted it in social circles, that when his party friends gath- 
ered around him to persuade him that duties were added to the cost of 
imported articles, and would make out a seeming case, honest old John 
would wait patiently and listen to the end—and my fijend from New 
York [Mr. Cox], who does me the honor to listen, probably remembers 
the incident of Mr. Swartz’s membership of the House—and say ‘“‘ Vell, 
it does look very much dot vay mitdemdings. I can’t contradict you 
mit dem. ai I tell you von ding, itãon’t work dot vay mit pig-iron. ” 

ughter. 

And doubtless my friends who favor this bounty project are thor- 
oughly convinced that though protective duties operate that way with 
everything else, they do not ‘‘work so’’ with sugar, whether it be 
grown or made from sorghum produced in the States in the heart of the 
continent or from beets along the Pacific shores or upon the newly re- 
deemed lands from cane in Florida, where they are draining and redeem- 
ing swamp and overflowed lands which are capable of producing sugar- 
cane equal to the finest that has ever been produced upon the island of 
Cuba, where they can produce cane with two months’ additional growth 
over that of Louisiana, so that a stalk in a Florida cane-field that does 
not tassel is a curiosity, while a stalk in a Louisiana cane-field that 
does under ordinary circumstances tassel isa curiosity. In other words, 


Mr. BAYNE. What is the life of cane in Florida? 

Mr. KELLEY. Itsseason is two months longer than it isin Louisi- 
ana. I did not calculate the exact number of days. I have it from a 
report made by Louisiana experts who had been sent to Florida by the 
sugar exchange. 

r. BAYNE. How many years? 

Mr, KELLEY. Isaw one bed that had not been replanted in seven- 
teen years. 

Mr. BAYNE. In Florida? 

Mr. KELLEY. In Florida. Twenty years is the extreme life of a 
Cuban bed, and they say that in Southern Florida it will run longer. 
There may be some exaggeration in the statement. In Louisiana I 
think they plant every third or fourth year. 

Mr. BAYNE. Three years is the average in Louisiana, 

Mr. KELLEY. I know, but the two months’ difference in growing 
time gives Florida as long a sugar season as Cuba has. Iam not speak- 
ing lightly, 

Now, my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was not quite candid 
when he said protection did not stimulate the production of sugar in 
Louisiana. Sir, war is the science of destruction carried into practice 
by nations. Louisiana is even now recovering from five years of war, 
during which her cane-fields were overgrown and her machinery and the 
buildings that housed it went todecay. Impoverished by war, ruined 
as the people of all the Confederate States were, their banks gone, their 
insurance companies without capital, their private fortunes exhausted, 
a people who had been making about 500,000,000 pounds of sugar per 
year found that in 1864~’65 they could produce but 10,800,000 pounds, 
though in 1861-62 they had produced 528,000,000 pounds. Now, sir, 
beginning at the close of the war with wasted estates and fortunes 
broken, they have, under protection, raised the crop from less than 
11,000,000 pounds to 303,000,000 pounds in 1882—83.. In the decade 
from 1867 to 1876, inclusive, they raised 1,121,000,000 pounds of sugar. 
In the next decade the 1,100,000,000 had grown to 2,297,000,000 
pounds, or largely more than doubled in a decade. Sir, I would plant 
myself upon the record of Louisiana’s sugar growing since the close of 
the war to prove the beneficence of the American protective system 
which gentlemen propose to set aside in favor of what the American 
people would not adopt for Hamilton and Washington and what they 
would not sustain if this House could be tempted to perpetrate the 
folly of trying to put the industries of the country under such a form 
of protection. 

Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I denounced our friends on the other 
side of the House as humiliating me, and destroying the generous 
conception I had had of my country’s attainments and possibilities; 
there was nothing we proposed to do that they would admit we could 
do, and said that many things ought, therefore, tobe puton the free-list. 
Little did I then think I should hear Republican echoes of those anti- 
Americansuggestions. ‘‘We do not want protection onsugar, because 
in this barren country, with no competent people to occupy it, we 
can not do what every people east of the Atlantic are doing and haye 
successfully done for themselves and their country—make our own 
sugar!” Whyshould we in this country, with that PacificSlope more 
fertile on the average for all its vast area than Sicily herself is within 
her contracted limits; with those interior States so like to Germany 
and the portions of France in which the beet thrives and sugar is the 
main source of personal wealth and national revenue, cry, ‘‘Oh, no, the 
Germans and the French can do it but Americans can not grow cane, 
beets, or sorghum and make sugar?” Give these industries fair play 
among the protected industries of the country and in ten years there 
will be no outcry that you are paying duties on foreign sugars or to en- 
rich a sugar trust. 

Take the sorghum industry. In the district of my friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Funston] they have been struggling for years. Itis three 
or four years since Mr. Harkinson, an old friend of mine before he be- 
came a citizen of Kansas, returned with three of his fellow-citizens 
from investigating the growing of sugar beets and the manufacture or 
sugar in Germany, and sat an hour with me in yonder cloak-room. 
Last year, having introduced under the supervision of the Government 
the distributive process which that committee had brought home with 
them, sorghum was grown and manufactured with a profitof more than 
100 per cent. beyond that derivable from wheat or corn in the neigh- 
borhood in which it was grown. The sugar was made successfully in 
commercial quantities and sold at profitable prices in the markets of 
Kansas and neighboring States. The success was so great that ten 
factories were to have been planted in different parts of Kansas, mainly, 
if not exclusively, by New England capital. 

This brings me to the great advance recently made in the methods 
of sugar growing and sugar manufacturing. With sorghum the factory 
must be in the center of an area, not extending more than 6 miles 
around. Sorghum, unlike cane, will not bear distant transportation; 
and therefore the establishment of the sugar industry in a State plants 
in the midst of the farmers a factory and a non-agricultural laboring 
people and furnishes home markets for those other products of the farm 
which will not bear distant transportation—vegetables, fruits, butter, 


that the cane of Florida is worth 26 per cent. more for sugar produc- | lamb, veal, and other articles, many of which are the charge, not of the 
farmer, but of his wife and daughters. There is no more beneficial ob- 


ing than the cane of Louisiana. 
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ject that can be placed before our American farmers than the produc- 
tion of sugar in our Northern States, whether from beets or sorghum. 

Sir, the seed of a fair crop of sorghum is almost as valuable asa crop 
of corn, and more valuable than an average crop of oats. More people 
have been fed on sorghum flour, ground from the seed of that sugar- 
bearing plant, than have been fed on wheat. So historians say; so 
scientists say. And where sorghum is grown abundantly for its seed, 
its fodder, its sugar, and its paper ‘‘stock’’ obtained from the refase 
after the saccharine juice has been extracted, the seed alone is often 
worth more than an ordinary crop of oats. Now, why, at this time, 
when science has come forward and by its new method of manufacture 
added from 20 to 25 per cent. to the value of thesorghum cane, of the 
ordinary sugar cane, and of the beet; why, when in Germany and other 
lands they are abandoning the old system of large plantations and ex- 
pensive works, and are establishing central factories to take the pro- 
ductions of the farmers within 6 miles around and convert them into 
commercial sugar; why, I ask, shall Republican voices be raised in 
slander of their party’s platform, saying: ‘‘ No; we can not make sugar; 
we are incompetent, but we are willing that you may give bounties to 
those who produce the few pounds of sugar we have shown ourselves 
able to make?” Iam not that kind of a Republican. Iam not that 
kind of a protectionist. Since the close of the war prostrate Louisiana 
has built up her sugar industry to almost equal what it was before, and 
now millions of dollars are being invested in separate establishments in 
Florida and California, and hundred of thousands in separate estab- 
lishments in Kansas. Protection is doing its just and proper work, 
and if the people who have within a few months past taken to reading 
Hamilton’s advocacy of the bounty system will let us go on, we shall 
collect no duties on sugar and give no bounties to *‘ trusts’’ upon the 
seaboard when our sugar shall be grown and made over the whole sur- 
face of our country. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to ask the gentleman a‘question, but 
I do not wish to annoy him. 

Mr. KELLEY. You do not annoy me, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say as preliminary to ay depon that I 
feel that the gentleman from Pennsylvania who now has the floor [ Mr. 
KELLEY] is about the only one in this Chamber who was thoroughly 
indorsed by the Chicago platform. [Laughter and applause.] And 
now I want to ask him this question: Is it not a fact that under that 

latform as adopted we have no right to cut down or disturb the ex- 
ting tariff on sugar? 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no, That platform pledges tariff amendment. 

When I made my speech, opening what I thought the Republican 
side of the argument, in response to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Mis], a distinguished editor of Chicago denounced me as a ‘‘chat- 
tering old crank,” and that eminent editor of my own city who pre- 
sides over the Philadelphia Times published it for the edification of 
my children, under the heading of ‘‘ What a Republican editor thinks 
of Judge KELLEY.” Yet when the convention came together delegates 
didas the gentleman [ Mr. NELSON] hassuggested. They said: ‘‘Hereis 
a man who since 1881 has pleaded with his countrymen, argued with 
them, has stumped the country, has almost impoverished himself by 
publishing pamphlets demanding that we should follow the example 
of the fathers of the country and leave internal taxes as a reserve tor 
the National Government for time of war; that we abolish them; that 
we put the accursed thing, whisky and alcohol in all its forms, under 
the charge of the respective States of the Union, where it can be both 
taxed and policed, and where, if States, cities, and counties wish to 
derive revenue from such sources, the revenue derived from the causes 
of drunkenness and crime will go into the treasuries that have to bear 
the expense of vice and idleness and hereditary insanity engendered by 
taxed but unpoliced whisky.’’ Yes, the convention did indorse me, 
and I am now ready to say, in the language of Simeon of old, Lord, 
lettest Thou now Thy servant depart in peace, for mine eyes have seen 
the glory of the Republican party. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, Asno time has been fixed for the closing of this 
debate, the Chair, in the absence of objection, has allowed the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY } tospeak for thirty minutes. If 
there be no objection, the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] 
will be allowed to occupy the same length of time. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. CANNON, I would like—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ican not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
has seen proper to place an unwarranted construction upon the platform 
of my party, and then to arraign me for not acceptingit. Iwouldlike 
time to make reply to the gentleman. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Ido not yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] 
will proceed. 

oT McKENNA withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have some under- 
standing as to the time. I want a little time myself on this question. 


The CHAIRMAN, Debate has not been limited on this paragraph. 
Does the tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] desire to speak 
yond the PREA limit? 

Mr. CANNON. I think I shall want ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Illinois be allowed fifteen minutes. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, when I concluded my remarks yes- 
terday upon what to my mind wasea plain business proposition, in 
harmony with the Republican platform, with good legislation, I did 
not expect to speak further on this subject, and I would not now were 
it not that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], who has 
so much more reputation in the country than I have, has seen proper 
to arraign this amendment which I have offered and my position upon 
it as un-Republican. Now, if the gentleman is correct about that, if 
the Chicago platform means what he says—and he alone of the sixty | 
millions of people in the United States has the right to construe it—ie 
I can not combat his right to construe it for me, then, to be consistent, 
I should get off the platform and not pretend to stand upon it. I want 
to speak in all kindness, for I have no feeling of unkindness towards 
the gentleman, nor have I ever during my service in the House of 
Representatives entertained any feeling of unkindness towards him, 
and if I differ with him radically and positively in his construction of 
the platform, I beg to assure him I do it respectfully. He would not 
ask me to sit still in the House and hear him place the party to which 
he and I belong in a position which to my mind it does not occupy, 
and if he did I would not comply with his request. 

Now, then, what is the platform? ‘The gentleman read a portion of 
it. There are several resolutions. I am not going to read much of the 
platform, but as I read it touching the tariff it is substantially as fol- 
lows: It declares in favor of “such revision of the tariff laws as will 
tend to check imports of such articles as are produced by our people, 
the production of which gives employment to labor, and releases from 
import duties those articles of foreign production, except luxuries, the 
like of which can not be produced at home.’’ ‘ 

That is the platform on that point. With that declaration I am in 
entire harmony, according to my best judgment, and the amendment 
which I offered yesterday is in entire harmony with that declaration of 
the principle. There are two kinds of customs duties by the 
platform, one protective, the other for revenue only. It will be re- 
membered that our Democratic friends, when they had more courage 
than they have now and did not want to cheat anybody, put into two 
of their platforms a declaration in favor of ‘‘a tariff for revenue only.” 

Now, what is a tariff for revenue only, and what is a tariff for pro- 
tection? I will say a word upon this point, and then pass on and ap- 
ply it. A tariff for revenue only is a tariff levied upon articles that 
we do not and can not practically produce in this country in sufficient 
quantity to substantially satisfy the demand of our own people, while 
a tariff for protection is a tariff levied upon such articles as we do prac- 
tically produce in this country, or while itis evident we can by follow- 
ing the protective policy ina reasonable time—not in twenty-five years 
or a hundred years, hut in a reasonable time—produce them in suffi- 
cient quantities tosubstantially satisfy the demand therefor in our own 
country, thereby giving profitable employment to labor and in the end 
cheapening the product to the consumer. È 

The Republican platform, as I understand it, condemns the tariff for 
revenue only and indorses the tariff for protection. 

If it means anything else, Iam not forit, If it means that, I am 
for it. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] and the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] say, ‘‘ Why do you not pro- 
pose to pay a bounty on steel and wool and articles of that kind?” 
The answer is that substantially the steel and iron industries, and the 
woolen and the cotton industries, and a great many others, undera far 
less protection than sugar has received, havebeen so develo: in this 
country that they do practically supply the home demand and are grow- 
ing year by year; and I propose a bounty for the production of sugar 
in the United States, not that I am in favor of a system of bounties, 
but for the redSon that a bounty would only cost $6,000,000 and free 
sugar would relieve the people of $60,000,000 of taxation annually and 
from $30,000,000 of profits they are compelled to pay to the sugar trust 
annually, and for the additional reason that under nearly a century of 
enormous protection a sugar interest has been built up in Lonisiana 
that produces one-tenth of the sugar we consume and it may not be 
just to forsake even that small industry, and for the additional reason 
that in some parts of the country, Kansas and California, it is alleged 
they can develop a sugar-producing interest from sorghum and beets, 
and I am willing to give them a fair trial, especially as the people would 
save $84,000,000 annually by trying the experiment. 3 

I say again I am not in favor of bounties as a rule, but I think under 
all the circumstances this is a proper exception: Nor arè we without 
precedents in this matter, for we have given bounties for the promotion 
of the fisheries for many, many years, bounties for the establishment 
of the salt industry in Michigan, bounties for the construction of rail- 
ways and canals, bounties for the establishment of our merchant ma- 
tine, bounties for the promotion of agriculture, and for many other pur- 


poses. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5979 


But if the voting a bounty for the production of sugar in the United 
States is a stumbling-block in the way of gentlemen, while I am will- 
ing to vote it, yet I am for free sugar, with or without a bounty. 

Now I will speak to my Democratic friends a moment, and I will 
ask them, what is the reason you leave the tariff on sugar? What is 
the reason that in cutting the duty down from 82 per cent. you still 
leave it at 68 per cent. ad valorem, higher than the duty on any other 
class of goods? You have said several times and’ you say now 
you do that because it is a tariff for revenue and not for protection. In 
that you are entirely consistent with the principles you have enunci- 
ated, namely, that in revising the tariff you will not have free trade 
at once all along the line, nor a revenue tariff only, at once, on every- 
thing, but that you will travel in the direction of a tariff for revenue 
only. I believe I represent you properly. That is the reason you 
keep it. 7. 

Now, what are the facts about sugar? I spoke of them yesterday. 
I say that practically this tariff upon sugar is substantially a tariff for 
revenue only.. ‘‘ But,” says my friend Judge KELLEY, ‘* we can pro- 
duce sugar in this country.’’ Yes, sir; and we can produce tea in this 
country. Would youtherefore argue because our former Commissioner 


only. And, in view of all these facts, the gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia rises in his place and says that not only is he the father of the Chi- 
cago platform, but that this is the construction, and that every man 
claiming to be a Republican must stand on that platform according to 
that construction. I accept and indome the platform, but repudiate 
the construction. [Applause] 

Mr. KELLEY. You are the only gentleman in the House who un- 


that | derstood me to say that. 


Mr. CANNON. Then I will take it all back, if you did not say it. 
Talways inquire for the motives of men when they disagree with me or 
my own motives when I disagree with them. It is a safe thing to do. 

Who are interested in this matter? The sugar man of Louisiana? 
No; the bounty proposed takes care of him. The sugar men from 
sorghum in Kansas and elsewhere? No; the bounty takes care of 
them. Who is interested in it? 

Mr. KELLEY. There is no bounty and there never will be one. 
[Applause. } 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman knew when I spoke of bounty I 
merely spoke of the proposition in reference toa bounty. The gentle- 
man is too big a man to interject such a statement upon any such pre» 


of-Agriculture induced people to try to produce tea in this country that | tense. 


we should levy a tax on tea? The platform does not mean that. 

Mr. KELLEY. My statement was that we could produce sugar 
commercially and at a profit, not merely that we could produce it. 

Mr. CANNON. I answer the gentleman as I have answered hereto- 
fore, that for almost a century sugar has received continuous protection, 
an average of two, yes, three times higher rate than any other class of 
articles, yet we produce less than one-tenth of what we consume. We 

roduee far less than we did thirty years ago, and while we imported 
before the war 500,000,000 pounds yearly, wenow year by year import 
over 3,000,000,000 pounds, and it is increasing all the while. I deny 
that we are substantially producing sugar commercially at a profit or 
that there is any prospect of ourdoingso. We donot need the revenue 
from sugar, and if you will put sugar on the free-list the people could 
afford to buy every poundof sugar produced in this country and throw 
it into the sea, and they would then save yearly $75,000,000 by the 
operation. 

Resuming my remarks, I want to say again that the tariff now stand- 
ing upon sugar is equivalent to 82 per cent. ad valorem. You Demo- 
crats pro in the Mills bill to reduce it to 68 per cent. ad valorem, 
whereas in that bill the average rate of duty, including the duty on 
sugar, is 48.31 per cent. Why do you fix the duty on sugar away up 
above everything else? You say it is a revenue tax—a tax substan- 
tially for revenue only. 

Now, just one word about this. Judge KELLEY said thatin thelast 
ten years there has been a great increase in the production of sugar. 
Let us see about that. I was surprised that my friend Judge 
should pick ont an exceptional year in that period of ten years and 
read the figures to this House as an evidence of the increased produc- 
tion of sugar in the State of Louisiana. I have before me a table; I 
will take these statistics in periods of five years. 

Mr. KELLEY. I took them in periods of ten years. 

Mr. CANNON. I will take them every fifth year. In 1870-71, 
144,000 hogsheads of sugar were produced in Louisiana; in 1875—76, 
144,000 hogsheads; in 1880—81, 218,000 hogsheads; in 1886-’S7 
145,000 hogsheads—substantially the same that was produced seven- 
teen years before. And yet, a quarter of a century after the war has 
closed, the gentleman talks about the ‘‘ravages of war” and its effect 
upon this industry. Does not the gentleman know that, commencing 
with the close of the war and the breaking upof slave labor, the South, 
under a system of free labor, has, in respectto cotton and nearly all its 
products except sugar, bounded forward 50, 100, and sometimes 200 
per cent.? Isay again, as I said yesterday, that in seventeen years 
there has been paid into the Treasury of the United States $700,000,- 
000 of taxes upon sugar, and the importation has been $1,200,000,000. 
I say again that during the last thirty years the imports on sugar have 
been substantially two thousand millions of dollars, and the tariff upon 
that importation $1,000,000,000 and more. 

OFf the three thousand million pounds consumed in this country, how 
much do you think is produced here? Three hundred million pounds. 
From these facts I say that the sugar tax, from the protection stand- 
point, when it claims to legitimately stand among the protected in- 
dustries of the country, is a bastard and an intruder and a fraud. It 
is a free-trade cuckoo’s egg in the protection bluebird’s nest and should 
be rolled out. [Applause.] . 

I again call attention to the Mills bill and the schedulss. What do 
they show? We find the sugar tax now at 82 per cent ad valorem, and 
it is proposed to reduce it to 68 percent. Then there are various re- 
ductions along through the schedules, and these reductions, including 
sugar, leave an average rate of 48 per cent. ud valorem. My amend- 
ment, if adopted, will make a further reduction to less than 35 per 
cent. When you Democrats go home and enter your canvass you will 
say, ‘“‘Ah, there is 48 per cent. or erraeg enforced upon the people 
of this country.” Yet over one-fourth of all the duties paid in this 
country come from sugar; and you propose to maintain that duty, with 
but a small reduction, because it is a revenue tax and a reyenue tax 


Mr. KELLEY. You did not putit, ‘‘the bounty will take eare,” 
but ‘‘the bounty does take care.” X 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman may posture in that way, playing 
upon words, if he chooses to do so. I had to respectfully differ with 
the gentleman in former years. I respect his character and defer to 
him on account of his experience, but it is not the first time in the 
House of Representatives when he undertook to draw the line and to 
say this is Republicanism and that is Republicanism, and when I re- 
fused to go with him—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman’s time 
will be extended. 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest that the gentleman be allowed to proceed 
ad libitum until he concludes his remarks. He will not transcend the 


rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman proceeding 
to the coriclusion of his remarks? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CANNON. I was trying to find ont the motive of gentlemen 
who have spoken to-day. If my amendment is adopted one thing will 
happen. Iexplained Saturday the one and thirteen one-hundredths of 
a cent of profit now obtained by the sugar refiners on each pound of 
sugar. ‘hey standin the Mills billand will continue toextort by its pro- 
visions. I explained that their profits amounted to $30,000,000 a year. 
My amendment will affect the sugar refineries in the gentleman’s city 
of Philadelphia. It affects the sugar refineries in New York City. It 
will affect them in San Francisco. I can not help that. I respect the 
gentlemen for representing their constituents; but I do not want them 
to undertake to read me out of the party because I do not altogether 
agree with them. So much for the sugar refineries, and I say to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA], when he attempts to read 
me out of the party, that $9,000,000 worth of sugar came in free under 
the reciprocity treaty every year from Hawaii to San Francisco from 
plantations owned and farmed, I am told, by Californians, which has 
its value substantially doubled by the tariff on sugar the moment it is 
landed free of duty in that port. The greater always controls the less. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If that principle of gravitation applies to prices as 
you contend it does, why are you afraid of the Canadian smaller product 
pushing out the larger American product? Why did you not vote for 
free lumber if you believe in the principle? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave refused to yield. When I have plenty of 
time I do not object to yielding, but when somebody jumps up and 
chips in with something 10 miles off from what I am talking about 
my patience then gives way alittle. [Laughterand applause.] Iwas 
asking what would happen in case my amendment is‘adopted? It is 
plain the men who own the plantations in the Sandwich Islands and 
who raise su there bring it into the United States free, and then 
substantially have it doubled by the tariff law operating on all the rest 
of the sugar imported the moment it arrives in San Francisco. They 
would lose four millions a year profit cut off by amendment—profit 
which comes without any equivalent. But the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia says that this whole problem is solved, that under the guidance 
of Claus Spreckels California will lead in the production of beet sugar 
in sufficient quantity to supply the consumption in the United States. 

If you are going to solve the sugar question while your distinguished 
citizen, Claus Spreckels, is posturing and going to build the biggest re- 
finery in the world at Philadelphia; if you are going to supply the 
entire consumption by sugar made out of beets in California, there is 
nothing left totalk about. Butif that is so, why does Mr. Spreckels 
build a refinery in Philadelphia? 

There are several planks in the Republican platform, and I moved 
this amendment in harmony with them. A tariff for revenue only is 


the kind of tax thisis. There is another plank in the Republican plat- 
form in reference to trusts which I wish to have read. I ask 
league [Mr. Hrrr] to read it for me. 


my col- 
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Mr. HITT read as follows: 


We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in “trusts” 
or otherwise to control arbitrarily the condition of trade Gorup, car citizens, 
and we recommend to Congress and to the State Legislatures in ir respective 
jurisdictions such legislation as will prevent the execution of all schemes to op- 
press the people by undue on their supplies or by unjust rates for trans- 
portation of their products to market. We approve legislation by Congress to 
prevent alike unjust burdens and unfair d: inations between the States. 

Mr. CANNON. I commend that plank in the Republican platform 
to the consideration of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and to the 
gentleman from California; and more, Mr. Chairman, I commend it to 
the consideration of the other side of this House. Here is a trust, as 
everybody knows and acknowledges, and is necessarily so, becauseaftera 
generation has passed thesugarimported into the United States is found 
to beincreasing, while the sugar produced in thé United States is decreas- 
ing in quantity. Come, now, and let us cut that trust up by the roots. 

A MEMBER. How about the coffee trust? 

Mr. CANNON. There is no tariff upon coffee. There may bea 
trust, but it takes care of itself and breaks up the men who go into it. 
This trust has its feet planted in the law, and I want to take the founda- 
tion away from it. Let us do our part. That is what I am for, 

But, Mr. Chairman, one further remark and Iam done. Much leg- 
islation can be had, ought to be had, and will be had, as I said the 
other day; the Navy will be built up, the fortifications will be con- 
structed, the ordnance made or purchased, our great sea-ports will be 
fortified, and we will be able to protect the citizens of our country at 
home and abroad by economical, just, and proper expenditures of the 
public money. 

General pension legislation will be had to do even-handed justice to 
the soldiers of the late war, and when these things are done and when 
we have reduced the revenues, taking it off of articles where it produces 
revenue only and off tobacco, then in the course of time if anything else 
is to be taken off, rather than turn the laborer back upon the small wage, 
rather than forsake the protective system, and then only, we will take 
the tax off of spirits. [Applause on the Republican side.] Why does 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania say that is heresy? I tell you now, 
in the presence of the House and the country, so far as the country will 
take notice, and in the presence of my constituency, before whom I 
stand for re-election, asking them for their ballots, if now or hereafter 
I have got to choose between taking the tax off of sugar, which is a 
revenue tax only, and taking the tax off of spirits, I will take the tax 
off of sugar. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

In conclusion, I appeal from the construction placed upon the plat- 
form by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the platform itself, and so 
far as Iam concerned I am ready fora vote upon the amendment. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr, Chairman, coming from a section of the country 

nterested in the production of sugar, in which marvelous progress has 
\een made in that production from sorghum cane, I naturally feel a 
€eep interest in the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
J dinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

If I understand the doctrine of protection, it aims to protect every 
x ‘oduct that can be successfully produced in the United States. If that 
be the doctrine of protection, then so far as it applies to this question 
of producing sugar, we will inquire, first, can sugar be successfully pro- 
duced in the United States? And if it can be, then no friend of protec- 
tion will understandingly or knowingly oppose giving protection of some 
kind to the industry. ’ 

I know that it has been charged in this debate that the production 
of sugar has been decreasing for a number of years; that the product 
of sugar in the United States to-day is not equal to what it was prior 
to the war. But that does not do away with the fact that sugar can 
be successfully produced in the United States. That fact, in my 
judgment, has been demonstrated beyond question. Concede that 
certain circumstances which are ulterior in their character, which are 
outside and independent of the interest itself, have resulted in decreas- 
ing the production of sugar for the last six, eight, or ten years, 
this does not by any means substantiate the position that the decrease 
will continue from now on, inthesame, orin anything like the same pro- 
portion. On the contrary, we have every reason to believe that the 
interest is increasing and will increase. Concede that there is a 
decrease, no man in favor of protection can even withhold that pro- 
tection, and be consistent, in my judgment, although he is satisfied the 
poin of sugar will be confined exclusively to Louisiana, I would 

for protection for sugar to-day, if there was not a pound of sugar 
made outside of Louisiana, because in order to be a consistent protec- 

` tionist, I would have to support a law that would protect that industry, 
eyen though it existed inonly a single State of the Union. Whenever 
you denationalize protection you destroy its power and its potency in 
promoting American industries. 

It is upon that ground I have argued in favor of protection of 
industries in which, perhaps, my own State was not directly but 
only indirectly interested. can not understand the position taken 
by gentlemen upon the other side who insist strenuously upon 
protecting this industry so far as it applies to Louisiana, and yet 
ignore the doctrine of protection as to all other States. I will state 
in all candor to my friends from Louisiana, that when they insist 


e 


n přotection for sugar, because it isa product of the State of Louisi- 
th 
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ana, they can not, in my opinion, be consistent, without standing by 

braced party in protecting American industries in all the 
tates. ; 

Now, I want to speak of this question with reference to the sorghum 
industry, because that is the industry in which my people are more 
directly interested. I assert, without the fear of contradiction, that 
so far as experience is concerned, so far as past experiments can 
demonstrate anything, the production of sugar in the United States 
will from this time on continue to increase, until within the next ten 
years, we shall not only produce sugar for the consumption of the United 
States, but we will produce sugar for export to foreign nations. 

Weare peying out now to European countries —— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted 
proceed for twenty-five minutes. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask thatthe gentleman be 
given unanimous consent to complete his remarks, whether the time 
be longer or shorter than twenty-five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PETERS. There is an area of country in the United States 
adapted to the cultivation of sorghum, that is sufficient to produce the 
sugar of the world. The point has long been demonstrated that sugar 
can be made from sorghum. That wasdemonstrated yearsago. Sugar 
of the very highest quality, asmy friend from Kansas on my left sug- _ 
gests, sugar that polarizes 98,1 per cent..of sweetness, is made from 
sorghum. There is no sugar that polarizes as high as the sugar that 
was made in Kansas from sorghum last year. You can not find it in 
Germany; you can not find it in France; you can not find it in New 
Orleans; you can not find it anywhere intheworld, You can not find 
sugar made in any of these countries that polarizes 98.1 per cent. Yet 
under a skillful chemist from the Agricultural Department, who ap- 
plied this test, sugar that was made at Fort Scott last year, polarized 
98.1 per cent. « 

Now, I come to the question whether sugar can be successfully made 
from sorghum so as to increase the product. Prior to the experiments 
at Fort Scott, the juice had been extracted from the cane by the roller 
process, or the pressure process, which had been used to extract juice 
from the cane in Louisiana. But the difficulty with that mach- 
inery, although it was the most perfect that human ingenuity 
could make, was that it extracted only about 55 per cent. of the 
saccharine matter, There was an absolute loss of saccharine matter of 
45 per cent. That was one reason why sugar could not be profitably 
produced from sorghum. The genius of man at once went to work to 
devise some method by which more of this saccharine matter could be 
extracted from the cane. Attention was directed to other cotntries, 
and finally it was ascertained that by the diffusion process more of this 
saccharine matter could be extracted. That diffusion process was 
brought two years ago to Fort Scott. 

It was demonstrated that it did extract a much larger per cent. of 
the saccharine matter; but because of too much scientific knowledge, 
the making of sugar was not a success, even after the saccharine mat- 
ter had been extracted from the cane. It seemed to be a theory of 
scientists that this saccharine matter must be manipulated in a certain 
way in order to produce sugar in paying quantities, and instead of 
giving it a decent and respectable chance to make sugar, its very pro- 
duction was curtailed by scientific manipulation; so all the investi- 
gations and the experiments two years ago in Kansas proved a failure, 
not because we were unable to extract a sufficient amount of saccharine 
matter, but because, after having done so, we could not produce euough 
sugar to make the industry profitable. 

But this was overcome last year, and the diffusion process was more 
thoroughly tried and experimented upon, and as a result, instead of se- 
curing only 55 percent. of the saccharine matter from cane, we secured 
by the diffusion process 97 per cent., and instead of securing from this 
saccharine matter about 56 pounds of sugar to the ton, we secured over 
100 pounds of sugar to the ton in addition to the sirup that was also 
made from the same matter, from 15 to 25 gallons per ton. 

Mr. GEAR. How many tons are raised to the acre? 

Mr. PETERS. An average of 12 tons to the acre. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes. 

Mr. BAYNE. Did you undertake to produce or did you produce 
sugar in Kansas before you had a bounty ? 

Mr. PETERS, Oh, yes; we produced sugar from sorghum in Kansas 
six years ago. 

Mr. BAYNE. In apy considerable quantity ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. How much is the bounty? 

Mr. PETERS. Two cents a pound upon all that polarizes above 90; 
but that bounty is limited in amount to $15,000 annually. 

Mr. BAYNE. So that you have protection and also a bounty of 2 
cents a pound on your Kansas sugar. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. I want to state, however, in answer to 
that, that the bounty has had no effect whatever upon the production 
of sugar in Kansas; not a particle. 
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Mr. HERMANN. Did notthe Commissioner of Agriculture, after 


numerous tests and experiments and a great deal of investigation, al- 
most despair of being able to produce sugar successfully in Kansas or 
elsewhere from sorghum ? 

Mr. PETERS. That was two years ago; but in his report on the ex- 
periments last year, he emphatically declares that the question is set- 
tled beyond peradventure. 

Mr. HERMANN. And were not those experiments largely assisted 
by the bounty which was offered by the Legislative Assembly ? 

Mr. PETERS. Not in the least. 

Mr. RYAN. Not at all. 

Mr. PETERS. The bounty has had nothing to do with the develop- 
ment of the industry, so far as it was developed last year. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much aid had you from the Gen- 
eral Government? 

Mr. PETERS. I can not answer the gentleman from Iowa as to the 
exact amount; but I am informed by my colleague [Mr. RYAN] that 
about $60,000 was expended of the last appropriation. A considerable 
proportion of that went for the purchase of machinery. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my friend state how much sugar 
has been produced in Kansas for consumption in the last six years? 

Mr. PETERS. I can not state exactly. The works at Fort Scott 
worked up about 600 acres of cane last year, and my coll e from 
the Fort Scott district [Mr. Funston] says that they produced 235,000 
pounds of sugar. 

Mr. FUNSTON. C sugar. 

- Mr. PETERS. Yes, coffee C sugar. Anybody who knows what 
that is can understand just the kind of sugar that was made at the 
Fort Scott works. 

Now I want to go on with my statement in relation to the produc- 
tion of this sugar. As I said before, last year we were able to produce 
over w hundred pounds and in many instances 115 pounds the first 
run from a ton of cane, and in addition to that from 5 to 20 gallons 
of sirup. 

To show what the interest of the farmer isin this industry, I statethat 
any farmer with a team can plant and grow and harvest, 50 acres of this 
cane, and the average yield per acre in Kansas was about 12 tons. That 
gives for one farmer 600 tons of cane, which sold last year at $2 per ton, 
yielding him $1,200 for the labor of himself and team upon 50 acres of 
ground, and requiring at the outside only about four months’ time to 
plant, grow, and harvest the crop. Every one can see at a glance why 
it is that the farmers in the belt of country where this cane can be 
raised, are interested in the development of the industry. 

Mr. FUNSTON. And none are interested more than the people of 
Illinois. 

Mr. PETERS. And, as my colleague says, none are interested more 
than the farmers of Illinois, and the farmers of the entire Union, 
wherever they live within the belt in which the cane can be success- 
fully produced. 

Aside from this, there is another very important item to be taken 
into consideration, and that is that the cane is almost a certain crop. 
Drought does not materially affect it; the grasshopper does not affect 
it. It can be raised almost surely every year in this belt of country, 
regardless of rainfall or of atmospheric or climatic influences. 

I have said that two years ago we had too much science, and there- 
fore did not produce sugar successfully aftgr we had obtained the sac- 
charine matter; but last year it was left to work itself out, passing from 
the diffusion battery into the vacuum pan, and from that into the cen- 
trifugal, and from the centrifugal into the barrel. I madea trip to Fort 
Scott during the sugar season last year. I went to the field and saw 
the cane cut; I saw it loaded on the wagon; I saw it hanled upon the 
scale; I saw it taken to where it was cut up into small pieces; I saw it 
go into the diffusion battery, and from that into the vacuum pan, and 
then into the centrifugal, and I saw it come out sugar in the barrels; 
so that I know what I am talking about, because seeing is believing, 
and I not only know that sugar was made, but I know that it was made 
in the quantities I have stated, because I saw the ton of cane weighed 
and saw the sugar that was produced weighed. Not only that, but I 
saw the Government chemist from the Agricultural Department here 
polarize it; and it polarized 98.1 per cent. 

Is there any use in talking to a Kansas farmer or a Kansas man who 
has had a practical eye-witness knowledge of this matter, about doing 
away with that tariff, because, forsooth, we can not increase the pro- 
duction of sugar in the United States? I say—and J believe it is the 
feeling not only of the Commissioner of Agriculture, but of the people 
of Kansas, and of every citizen who has investigated the subject—that 
only a few more years of protection are needed to make Kansas the 
sugar State of the world, That is what we are fighting for; that is 
why we are opposed to this proposition of bounty. 

I would be glad if some man could tell me with the assurance of cer- 
tainty, that a bounty would step in and take the place of the tariff and 
insure us the capital to develop this infant industry ot Kansas. But 
there is no man who can give me such assurance. Logie can not give 
it; eloquence can not give it; argument can not give it. Logic isa 
power in the forum, but it can not commend capital. Capital is ever 
sensitive; and when you go to it with your fine speeches and your elo- 


quent sentences, capital turns to the experience of the past and says: 
* Notwithstanding your logic, notwithstanding your eloquence, which 
falls pleasantly upon the ear, business principles tell us we can rely 
only on the experience of the past.” So the Kansas farmer, the man 
interested in the development of this industry, says: ‘‘ We know that 
the capital will be forthcoming to furnish the plant to develop this 
industry in the United States if reasonable protection is continued; 
we do not know, we can not tell, that this capital will be forthcoming 
if you do away with this protection and substitute for ita bounty.’ 
In short, it is better to rely upon a certainty than to experiment upon 
an uncertainty. 

As I stated yesterday, after the result of these experiments in Kan- 
sas last year, preparations were made for the establishing of numerous 
plants to manufacture sugar in Kansas, four of them in the district 
from which Icome. Yet because of untoward circumstances, because 
of the threat involved in this very cry for tariff revision, because of this 
to a large extent, but two of these plants are being put into-day. The 
capitalists of the East, who promised the money with which to 
put in these plants, have said: *‘ We will wait another year; we will 
wait until we see what Congress will do; we will wait until we see 
whether the tariff is to be so changed that capital can not reasonably 
expect profitable remuneration for its investment.” So this year is to 
be passedover. A plant is being put in at Topeka, the capital of my 
State; the plant at Fort Scott is being enlarged, and a plant at Con- 
way Springs, in my district, is being pat in. Thisis the extent of the 
present operations. 

I plead on behalf of my people, that you will not strike down this 
infant industry, which presents to the agricultural portion of my State 
so grand an outlook for the future. I plead with my friends on this 
floor, that they will not by their act strike down this industry, throttle 
it in its very infaney—an industry which promises co much relief to the 
agricultural people of this country, who need the fostering care of the 
Government. > 

There is another point to which I wish to call attention in counec- 
tion with this question of bounty. I have said I am not in favor of a 
bounty, because it is an uncertainty. We do not know that under the 
uncertain stimulus of a bounty, capital will furnish the money to put 
in these plants. A bounty is unstable; and for this reason, capital, 
being timid, will not take the chances undera bountylaw. Capitalists 
know also that if the production of sugar should increase until this 
bounty, instead of amounting to five or six million dollars annually, 
should reach thirty or forty million dollars, there would come up a cry 
from all parts of the United States demanding the repeal of the lounty 
act, and it would be repealed. ‘The experience of every legislator in 
this House teaches him that this must be the effect if such an increased 
amount of bounty should be paid by the Genera! Government. 

But there is another consideration connected with this question. 
When you do away with the protective duty upon sugar and putin its 
stead a bounty, yon place the consumers of the United States in the 
power of the foreign producer of sugar. If there is a foreign trust— 
and there are foreign trusts, because the Empire of Germany is noth- 
ing more nor less than a sugar trust—if there are foreign trusts, then 
in doing away with this protection and substituting a bounty, you place 
the consumers of the United Statesin the power of these foreign trusts. 
Do away with these $52,000,000 of revenue—I believe that was the 
amount—derived from the importation of sugar iu 1887—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Sixty-eight millions. 

Mr. NELSON. Fifty-six millions. 

Mr. PETERS. Do away with these fifty-two millions or fifty-six 
millions or sixty-eight millions of revenue, paid as duty upon sugar; 
let this money be used, as it would be used, to crash out the produc- 
tion of sugar in the United States, and how soon would every plant 
that produces sugarin this country be destroyed ? 

Do away with the tax now provided by Jaw, and foreign sugar, tem- 
porarily reduced in price below cost, would flood this country, and the 
Louisiana plauterand the Kansas manufacturer conk! not producesugar 
to compete with the price. The great foreign suzar trusts, the great 
amount of capital engaged in the production of sagar outside of the 
United States, would say, we can afford to lose a cent on every 
pound of sugar we send into the United States next year if we can 
crush out the product—which, I understand, was 300,000,000 pounds 
last year. When every sugar plant in Louisiana, when every sugar 
plant in Kansas, New Jersey, California, and Texas has been closed up, 
then we would be in the power of these men, who are sending us mill- 
ions of pounds of sugar every year—we would be in their power, be- 
cause we would have no product of sugar to regnlate the price in the 
United States, 

Thus, having suffered a loss of a cent a pound for one year, and 
having destroyed the sugar industry in this country, they could turn 
round next year and make up the loss, by raising the price high enough 
to reimburse themselves fully. That will be the natural result. 

I have heard so much about this question of trusts, 1 am sorry that 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] is not in his seat, be- 
eause he has been so grandiloquent upon this question. 

One ot the charges is, that the Republican party fosters and encour- 
ages trusts. Now, the facts in history refute the charges which 
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are made. Men throughout the country who seek to fasten the charge 
on the Republican party of dereliction in this regard, lose sight of the 
t fact that the Republican party has not held power in this House, 

ut for two years since 1875. 

When you talk on the other side about trusts, I wish to say to 
you, the greatest and most iniquitous trusts to-day are Democratic 
trusts. Take the Standard Oil Company; it is a Democratic trust. It 
has representatives high up near the Democratic throne. Take the 
sugar trust in America to-day, and it is a Democratic trust. Take the 
iron trust, and it is a Democratic trust. 

When you come to charge this question of trusts upon the Repub- 
lican party, as my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] did, you will 
close your eyes to the facts. 

A MEMBER. Do not forget the whisky trust. 

Mr. PETERS. And there is the whisky trust, which is also a Demo- 
cratic trust. That trust,which is so dear to the Democratic heart, has 
its inspiration, its motive power direct from the Democratic party. So 
gentlemen who go on enumerating trusts as having been fostered and 
enco should know they are Democratic in their inception and 
Democratic in their tendencies and exist by the grace and permission 
of the Democratic party. 

I want to call attention to the fact to which I have already alluded, 
that the Forty-fourth Congress, the first in which the Democratic party 
obtained power since the war, came in on the 4thof March, 1875, with 
74 Democratic majority in the House. The Forty-fifth Congress, which 
came into power on the 4th of March, 1877, had 18 Democratic majority 
in the House. The Forty-sixth Congress, which came into power on 
the 4th of March, 1879, had 22 Democratic majority in the House. The 
Forty-seventh Congress, which came into power on the 4th of March, 
1881, had 16 Republican majority, and this was the only Republican 
House we have had in this country since 1874. 

How was it in the Forty-eighth Congress? That Congress, which 
came into’ power March 4, 1883, had 81 Democratic majority in the 
House. The Forty-ninth Congress was reduced almost one-half, with 
only 42 Democratic majority, which came in March 4, 1885; and the 
Fiftieth Congress has 15 Democratic majority in the House, showing 
that the majority is growing beautifully less; and in the coming 
election it will disappear entirely and the majority will be placed where 
it i to be, on this side of the House. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

But I say to you that if trusts have been fostered and encouraged by 
the Republican party, why is it that your side with its majority in all 
these years has not brought forward some proposition to crush them 
out? No sooner cana law be brought before the House for the pur- 
pose of strangling every trust in the United States than I will jump to 
my feet in its support, and by my voice and my vote render what aid 
I can, to secure-its I have been ready and hoping for some- 
thing of that kind for years. I have been hoping that theinvestigation 
on the part of our Committee on Manufactures would have bornesome 
good fruit. But it seems to me that this long session of the Fiftieth 
Congress is to pass away without results from that investigation. 

I appeal to my friends and to every man who is in favor of pro- 
tection, either local or national, to stand by this industry and give us 
achance to develop it, Let us saye to the people of the United States 
and to the Government of the United States this $100,000,000 of money 
that we have been annually paying out to foreign countries for the 
sugar consumed here. Let us produce it for ourselves, and we will 
not only save the amount of money I have suggested, but it will em- 
ploy in the avenues of labor thousands upon thousands of the working 
classes of to-day. 

I believe as firmly as I can believe anything that if the law is allowed 
to stand as it is that in the course of ten years we will produce a suffi- 
cient quantity of sugar to meet the wants of our consumption in the 
United States. That is what Iam pleading for. I plead, because it 
is not only in the interest of tle Kansas farmer, in the interest of the 
Kansas business man, but because it is in the interest of the poor men 
throughout the United States, and because it is in the interest of the 
laboring men all over the country. 

I beseech you now, under the cry that there may be an exorbitant 

rofit in the trust, not to strike at the interests of farmers and the la- 
ring men of this country. [Applause on on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEBER. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman, which 
does not affect the question of rates, but is designed to effect a classifi- 
cation of the sugar schedule. Iwish to have that voted upon after the 
proposition now pending before the committee has been disposed of, for 
it is evident that if the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is 
adopted by the House, no classification or schedule will be necessary, 
I presume that the remainder of this evening will be devoted to the 
proposition now before the committee, and if I may have the permis- 
sion I would simply offer the amendment, because it is offered in good 
faith, and I believe will commend itself even to gentlemen on the 
other side, that it may be printed in the RECORD, and that I may have 
the floor on Monday for the purpose of explaining its provisions. If 
that arrangement can be made I haye no desire now to interject some- 
thing that is not pertinent to the subject that is before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not undertake at this time to 
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promise recognition to the gentleman on Monday. 
of those desiring recognition. 


There is a long list 


Does the gentleman wish to offer the amendment now ? 

Mr. WEB. I would like to submit it to be printed for the in- 
formation of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is offered only for information now? 

Mr. WEBER. The discussion of the amendment at this time will 
perhaps divert the minds of gentlemen from the question immediately 
under consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WEBER. And I presume that our friends on the other side ot 
the House are not particularly desirous, judging from the liberality 
with which they have extended the time for the discussion to this side 
of the House, in order that Republicans could air their contentions 
before the country—I say that they are not immediately desirous ot 
disturbing that procedure, but seem perfectly willing that these gen- 
tlemen should go on; and acting upon that assumption, that it will go 
on and occupy the remainder of the evening, I do not desire to inter- 
fere with the amusement or enjoyment of gentlemen on the other side, 
but will simply ask consent to submit the amendment now, to be taken 
up when it is in order for action. I offer it as a practical measure and 
desire to be heard in support of it and hope to convince gentlemen on 
the other side, if the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois fails, 
that here is a way to strike at the trusts and without disturbing the 
rate of duty proposed by gentlemen on that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to have the amend- 
ment read or printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. WEBER. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out lines 329 to 346 inclusive and insert the following: 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 

“AH sugars not above No, 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated! mo! testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five degrees, 
shell pay a duty of 1.15 cents pound, and for every additional d or frao- 
tion of a d not above ninety degrees shown by the poian ic test they 
shall rty-two thousandths of a cent per pound-additional. 

“All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, testing wig the polari- 
scope above ninety d and not above ninety-one degrees, shall pay a duty 
of 1.90 cents per pound, and for every additional ee or fraction ofa degree 


not above ninety-seven degrees shown by the scopic test they shall pay 


five-hundredths of a cent ge pound HEt Enk 

“AJL sugars testing by the polariscope above ninety-seven degrees shall be 

with sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color. 

“All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely :’’ 

Mr. WEBER. I ask unanimous consent that I may be heard upon 
this amendment after the pending amendment has been voted on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You do not need unanimous consent for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands this to bean amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. WEBER. I do not understand the parliamentary effect; but I 
desire'to have the amendment voted on in good faithafter the pending 
proposition has been disposed of, It is clear if the proposition offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] be adopted, this will be 
ofno use. Ifit be not adopted,I submit my amendment as a reclassi- 
fication of the schedule offered by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentlemansimply has the amendment 
read at this time for information, and later on will offer it. The Chair 
Pres pace that to be the bituation. Does the gentleman yield the 

00: 

Mr. WEBER. [I yield the floor upon that understanding. 

Mr, GEAR. Mr. i , Lam for the Cannon amendment for the 
reason that to me it is a sound, practical business proposition. Given 
that by the adoption of that amendment you save, first, to the consum- 
ers of this country about sixty millions of money which is now 
levied by the tariff ; second, that you save a direct contribution taken 
from the people of this country which is now given to the sugar-refin- 
ing trusts in profits of $30,000,000 annually, and by the imposition of 
a bounty or the contribution of a bounty you appropriate only six or 
seven million dollars; and therefore the great saving to the people is 
between eighty and eighty-four million dollars annually. 

Now, it seems to me that the proposition should commend itself to 
the good sense of people on both sides of the House. It isnot a ques- 
tion of Republicanism or Democracy. It is simply the application of 
a business principle to a business interest, . 

Mr. Chairman, I criticise the arrangement of the tariff on sugar from 
two standpoints: First, 90 per cent. of it is a tariff for revenue, because 
90 per cent. of the sugar we use is not grown in this country. It is in 
the nature of a direct tax on the people the same as if we levied a tax 
on coffee, tea, spices, or any other thing which we do not grow or pro- 
duce in this country. Take the acreage of sugar to-day. Why, sir, 
there were in 1880 but 227,000 acres in cane. In theStateof Louisiana 
there were but 181,000 acres. Reduce that in the way we compute 
acreage in our country. Every county in the West has sixteen town- 
ships, making 378,000 acres of land. Now, there were in sugar in 1880 
in Louisiana only eight townships; not quite half the acreage of the 
county in which I have lived for many years. In this whole country 
there are only ten townships engaged in the cultivationofsugar. Gen- 
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tlemen from Kansas and elsewhere object to a bounty, and say they 
have no right to believe there will be anything stable about a bounty. 
Let me ask those gentlemen if, in case the Democratic party comes into 
power in this House and in the Senate in the Fifty-first Congress, they 
expect any continued protection to sugar or anything else, if gentlemen 
on the other side are to be believed in their arguments? 

aes ets GER. They will protect sugar if they do not protect any- 

ing else. 

Mr. LAIRD. They will protect Louisiana. 

Mr. GEAR. It may be so, but I do not. believe it. They will not 
do it if their arguments on the Mills bill are true. 

The crop of sugar has been constantly reduced from year to year. 
People may stand up here and talk until they are dumb, but they can 
not disguise the fact that there is less sugar produced in this country 
than there was yearsago. The production of the last five years as com- 
pared with the production of the five years previous to the war shows 
25 per cent. less in hogsheads and value. The whole value of the sugar 
produced in this country from 1823 to 1887, inclusive, at the present 
market rate only amounted to a little more than $600,000,000. Think 
ofthat! And yet the people of this country have paid in the shape 
of a direct tax in the last seventeen years over $700,000,000! 

Is not that a direct tax on the people? Out of the $60,000,000 col- 
lected during the year 1887, my State of Iowa paid one twenty-ninth 
of the tax, or $2,000,000. They ask me by my vote here to help to 
relieve them of that tax, and I stand ready to do it so long as I am 
honored by a seat in Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with regard to a bounty. Wein Iowa can raise 
sorghum as well as they can in Kansas. We can raise sorghum to the 
limit of 200 miles.north of the north line of Kansas, You can raise 
it up to the center of Minnesota. You can raise it in Wisconsin. 
Let me say to gentlemen on the floor that the beet, of which they 
talk so much in California, can be raised up to the Forty-second 
parallel of Iatitude, and contains 1 per cent. more of saccharine matter 
than it does in Europe; equally as muchas in California; and we of Iowa 
are as much interested in that development as youof Kansas and Cal- 
ifornia. “ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Iowa 
desire? 

Mr. GEAR. I think I shall want about ten or fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the time of the gentle- 
man will be extended according to his request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GEAR. The sugar-cane in this country is an exotic. It is not 
indigenous to this country, as it is to Cuba, and it can not be raised 
here by any means so long as we have our present climatic influences. 
If you will take the standard author [Mr. Bouchoreau], whom every 
gentleman upon this floor who has investigated this question will recog- 
nize as an authority upon this subject, you will find that he runs over 
a period of years, commencing in 1823 and extending up to the present 
time, and tells when and how the cane was damaged or ruined in Lou- 
isiana by frost, when and how-it was damaged and ruined in that coun- 
try by rain; and yon will find from the facts he produces that you can 
not produce it in this country as it can be grown in Cuba and elsewhere. 
Therefore it seems to me that we should use all means in our power to 
give our people this article of great and prime necessity at the lowest 
possible price that we can. 

That is one of the reasons why I support the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. My friend from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. GAy], whom I have known for many years and whose name 
in the Mississippi Valley during the last half century has been a syn- 
onym for integrity and high business standing, will, I think, indorse 
the statement that they can not burn as fuel the refuse canein his State 
as they do in Cuba without resorting to very large expenditures for a 
certain kind of furnace. In Cuba they take the cane and throw it out 
upon the ground, and in five or six days they can -use it as fuel, butin 
Lonisiana they have to usethis by anew process. Until they employed 
it a large proportion of their fuel was obtained from the floods of the 
great river which penetrates their State. Now, however, by large ex- 
penditure they are enabled to obtain fuel from the refuse cane. 

Another reason why I am in favor of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is this: 

The present arrangement of the tariff schedule isan outrage upon the 
people of America. Thirteen years ago I was here as the representative 
of a business association of Western and New York merchants trying 
to get the then Committee on Ways and Means to so adjust the tariff 
that the common sugars might be admitted at lower rates of duty in- 
stead of-having the trade thrown into the hands of the great refining 
trust. Mr. Chairman, there has not beenin twenty years a single hogs- 
head of sugar imported into the United States of the quality known as 
grocers’ sugar. y friend, Mr. GAY, who has been a planter for a 

_ great many years, recollects well when he used to make sugars which 
were described as ‘‘fair,’’ ‘‘fully fair,” ‘‘good,’’ ‘‘prime,”’ and ‘‘choice.”’ 
Those were the sugars that were used almost exclusively among the 


farmers in the Mississippi Valley, and the numbers that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] proposes to admit 
free—12, 13, 14, 15, and 16—are of that class; yet every man, woman, 
and child in this country is compelled to pay to the great refining trust 
$2.40 a hundred for the use of that kind of sugar. Sugar is not as cheap 
here as it is in Europe, and it is almost the only article that goes into 
the consumption of a family of which that can be said. 

In England, in France, or in Germany, you can buy sugar of that 
kind at the rate of from 20 to 25 pounds for a dollar—that is the way 
we sell sugar out West, so many pounds for a dollar—as against 10 or 
12 or 15 pounds for a dollar in this country, and that difference is owing 
to the arrangement of the tariff schedule. Now, under the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], sugars 
of these grades come in free, and at the same time those who wish to 
use higher grades of sugar like white A, crushed, or granulated, can 
get them cheaper than they do now, because his amendment provides 
for a duty of only three-tenths of a cent. per pound. That amounts 
to a dollar a barrel, and, on the sugars used in this country, it amounts 
to $10,000,000 a year, which seems to me ample protection for the 
sugar-refining interest in this country. It should be remembered that 
the labor employed in that industry is largely unskilled. It is only 
the chemists and the skilled sugar boilers who handle the sugar in New 
York and Philadelphia and Baltimore that receive high wages. ‘The 
remainder of the labor employed in the business is the lowest priced 
labor known to us in this country, and it seems to me that a difference 
of $10,000,000 is ample to protect the refiners in theirtrade. 

Sir, I will go as far as any man in protecting the legitimate indus- 
tries of this country; and I stand fair and square on the Chicago plat- 
form. I need no certificate for my Republicanism. It does not need 
that I, who have stood up in Iowa for Republican principles for thirty- 
five years, who helped to wrest the State from the Democratic party 
and to keep it in line as the banner State of Republicanism, should 
say that I stand in full harmony with that platform. But, sir, there is 
notone jotor tittle of theamendment of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
CANNON ] that disagrees, in my judgment, with the Chicago platform. 
While I know that gentlemen may differ honestly in that regard, I can 
not be read out of the Republican party because I am in favor of giv- 
ing free sugar to my people, even if the measure be coupled witha 
bounty. I believe that the effect of this bounty would be beneficial to 
the country. I believe that every farmer in my district who has a farm 
adapted, as all our farms are, to the cultivation ofsorghum or beets, 
and I also believe that every farmer who tills any part of the 33,000,- 
000 acres of choice land in Iowa of which we boast ‘so much, will re- 
joice to see the Fiftieth Congress vote a bounty of 2 cents a pound on 
sugar, in accordance with the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, and a corresponding bounty on molasses. Why? Because he can 
then go to the Treasury of the United States and get that money as 
fast as he produces the certificates of his product. 

Why, sir, my State, with Kansas, took the lead last year in this mat- 
ter of bounties. We are an enterprising people out there; we believe 
in developing our State. And the General Assembly of Iowa at its last 
session made an appropriation to promote the development of this prod- 
uct. This is not a new question with our people; and so long as I re- 
tain a seat here I propose to vote in favor of giving the one hundred and 
ninety thousand people whom I represent on this floor a reduction of 
tax on that which isa necessary article on the breakfast-table and the 
tea-table of every American family; and I wish to extend the benefits 
of this system to the people not only of my district but of the Stateand 
of the country at large. This will be a vast saving of money. It is, 
in my judgment, the easiest way to reduce this much-talked-of sur- 
plus. Atonesweep of the pen you can save a direct tax of $58,000,000, 
less the six or seven million dollars proposed to be given as a bounty. 
Do our Louisiana friends want a better bounty than that? Will not 
a bounty of 2 cents a pound stimulate every planter in Louisiana to ad- 
vance the production of sugar? And, by the way, there are only twelve 
hundred of those planters. Think of it! Sixty million people are 
taxed annually $58,000, 000 for the benefit of twelve hundred people in 
a section of country embracing nine or ten townships! Again, the 
profits of the sugar trust, under this classificetion, are estimated at 
$30,000,000 annually. Much has been said about the vast amount of 
capital used in refining sugar and the large number of hands employed 
in the sugar refineries. Why, sir, the number of refineries in 1880 
was only 49; the number of hands employed 5,357; wages paid annu- 
ally, $2,875,032. Think of it, again, an additional tax $30,000,000 a 
year levied on the consumers for the sole benefit of this sugar trust. 

Mr. Chairman, I say, in justice to ourselves, in justice to the con- 
sumers of sugar, that they should be relieved from this enormous tax 
on this, which is one of the prime necessities for every man, woman, 
and child in the country, k 

I do not doubt what my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
said in regard to the future of Florida; but I have been waiting to see 
the development of Florida and Louisiana on the sugar question until 
now I am getting to be somewhat advanced in years. I take up from 
year to year the reports made in regard to that industry, and I find 
that, instead of progressing as we do in the West, instead of the annual 
product of sugar increasing, as does our annual production of hogsand 
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cattle and wheat and oats and dairy products, the sugar production of 
Louisiana is going down, down, down. And there is a reason for this 
decline. The sole reason is to be found in the fact that their climate 
is not adapted to the production. No man can raise a sugar crop in 
Louisiana when the season is adverse. Again, if this amendment 
shall be adopted you at once put an end to the frauds which so noto- 
riously exist in the coloring and undervaluation of sugars in New York 
and at other ports. Therefore, Mr. i , I favor the amendment 
offered by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and I trust in all 
earnestness that every Republican—ay, and every ocrat—on this 
floor will vote heartily in favor of that amendment as a business 
proposition. There is no politics in it. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time remaining, I yield it to my col- 
leagne [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] asks 
unanimous consent to yield the remainder of his time to his colleague. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to dis- 
cuss this subject somewhat fully; but my coll e has presented my 
views so much more ably than I could do that I will content myself 
with submitting a few additional suggestions. 

For one I do not intend to remain silent in my place, on the theory 
advanced perhaps by some that we should keep silent on the sugar 
question and let the matter go over to the Republican Senate. A 
man by silence may tacitly commend an evil proposition. If the tax on 
sugar should be reduced, our duty is clear, as well as the duty of the 
Senators, For one I concur in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and thank him for his courage and ability in 
submitting the views which he has presented. It will certainly be 
news to any member of this House who was a member of the late 
Republican national convention to be told that in advocating this 
amendment he is acting in the teeth of the Republican platform. No 
gentleman has yet indicated wherein the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois conflicts with that platform; and I challenge any one here 
and now to show such conflict. That platform declares in substance 
that whatever revision or reduction is necessary shall be taken from 
our import duties. Does it name any particular article that is to be 
made the subject of the reduction? Does it name sugar, iron, or any 
of the articles covered by your import duties? Not one; such ques- 
tions are left to the wisdom of Congress. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend will allow me to remind him that the 
Chicago platform does not say that any reduction which may be made 
shall be taken from import duties; it favors a repeal of the tobacco tax 
and a revision of the tariff in such a manner as to protect articles of 
home production and to take the duties off such things as we do not 


roduce. 
4 Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very good; that is exactly what Isay 
in substance, and what the platform-meant to say, that the revision 
of the tariff should be so made as not to endanger American industries. 
That is the Chicago platform—nothing more and nothing less. Now, 
the only question for us to consider in dealing with this question of 
sugar is whether it comes within the range of the Republican doctrine 
of protection. If it does, Iam opposed to touching the sugar industry. 

But no gentleman has shown here that sugar should longer be pro- 
tected by this Government. Our protection has utterly failed to bring 
sugar within the range of our protective policy. Why? Because it 
has been demonstrated that it is an industry that can not be built up 
and has not been built up to meet the wants of our people. If it can 
be demonstrated that it will meet the wants of our people, then itis an 
industry which comes within the range of our protective policy, and 
should have that recognition, 

Mr. FUNSTON. It has been shown. 
twelve months, at Fort Scott, in Kansas. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, my good friend from Kansas 
[Mr. Fonxsron] brings me to the very proposition in my mind. The 
only ones who have attempted to meet this question as presented in 
this discussion are the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], the one claiming that Cal- 
ifornia, with its beets, and the other that Kansas and the other great 
Western States, with sorghum, practically can meet the conditions de- 
manded by our people in regard to the consumption of sugar. But 
have they given us one scintilla of proof of their ability to do so? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Have they given us any evidence in 
support of the statements they have made? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, abundant evidence. 

Mr. RYAN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, gentlemen, you have not given 
us anyevidence. You have been experimenting fora number of years. 
You have admitted yourselves that your own State of Kansas gave you 
annual bounty of $15,000; you admit that the General Government came 
to your aid with $60,600 in Kansas; and yet when I ask what you have 
done to show that you are capable of producing sugar even to meet a 
smail proportion of the wants of your own people for domestic con- 
sumption I have no response. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, yes, you have. 


It has been done in the last 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. None that meets the question. And 
not only that, but I hold in my hand a statement just received from the 
clerk of the Committee on Appropriations showing that $299,500 have 
been paid out up to and including 1888, and expended for the p 
of making tests of the different kinds of sugar produced, including 
the sorghum sugar, in this country; and it is admitted that $60,000—I 
think it is $90,000—have gone to the State of Kansas on that account. 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, with all of this in aid of your system, my 
eloquent friend from Kansas asks for five, six, or seven years more of 
experimental work to demonstrate what he believes can be done. 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What! shall we hold up to the peç- 
ple of this country a proposition to pay out $90,000,000 annually to 
posse this industry which will not meet their wants in any proper 

egree? 

Mr. FUNSTON. We do not want another hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And when you confess that you have 
utterly failed to meet the wants of the people for consumption? 

Mr. FUNSTON. We have only had three months to work in, and 
we have developed 750 pounds of sugar to 1 acre of cane, 

Mr. GEAR. And it cost 25 cents a pound to produce it 

Mr. FUNSTON. If you plant every sixteenth acre in the State of 
Kansas in sorghum you will produce as much sugar as you import to- 
day, and in five years you will produce the sugar at 2} cents a pound, 
if you will just let us alone and not interfere with our progress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You may boil down all of your argu- 
ments and the sum of them can be epitomized by singing ‘‘in the 
sweet by and by.” [Laughter.] It is all you can do, give promises 
for the future. - 

Mr. FUNSTON. We have already done it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have been dumping money into 
your experimental works and we have no results. You donot do what 
you promised, . 

Now listen, gentlemen; we have the law in our hands. We mee 
again here in December. This is not going to be the last American 
Congress. The argument on facts which appeal to our senses will be 
quick to reach our understanding in the way of producing suitable leg- 
islation upon this subject in the future. Let your arguments be based 
on the facts as you will then have developed them. If you gentlemen 
can make the sugar, if this is not still en infant industry that you can 
wean, one that you can takeits mouth from the nursing bottle, we will 
be here to take care of you. I have as much interest in this as my 
good friend from Kansas has. The soil of Iowa will go further than 
Kansas to raise sorghum. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, no; I beg pardon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No gentleman need beg my pardon 
for telling an incontrovertible fact. The soil of Iowa surpasses in fer- 
tility the soil in any part of the country. S 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh! 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Iask unanimous consent that the time 
of my colleague be extended. Our Republican friends have been hear- 
ing from their constituents. Iask that the time be extended fifteen 
minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am very much obliged to my col- 
league for his request for an extension of my time and to the com- 
mittee for its indulgence; but.I had declared myself on this subject 
before even my good friend from Iowa opened his lips on the subject 
of the tariff, so that T am in the logical attitude of the speech I made 
in this House, and if the gentleman will find what my record was in 
Iowa, he will ascertain that I have been advocating this very doctrine 
upon the stump for years past. I stand by the record that I then 
made, and I do not see any reason to change that position at this time. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have said that I do not think our friends from 
California or from Kansas have shown that this sugar they talk of pro- 
ducing has been so far a successful experiment, or that it can be pro- 
duced in sufficient quantities to meet the wants of our people. 

They have not brought themselves within the rule to claim the ben- 
efit of the great economic principle of protection. When they do I will 
be swift to throw my voice and vote and influence in favor of protect- 
ing them. But until that time comes I protest against a tribute of 
$100,000,000 to foreign pockets, taken from the pockets of the people of 
my district and of my country. I want that distinctly understood. 
No matter what difference may exist around us we should kindly and 
courageously meet our duty, and he who flinches from that duty will 
have oria timeinthefuture,inmyjudgment. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!” 
“Yote! 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with some interest to 
the remarks of my colleagues from Iowa, Colonel HENDERSON and 
Governor GEAR. {dislike very much to differ from these gentlemen 
on any question; but on this question of sugar I think there is room 
for a difference of opinion. I donot agree with my friend, Judge KEL- 
LEY, in saying that a man can not stand upon the Republican platform 
and hold that it is right to have free sugar. Thequestionis one of fact. 
But if there is reason to believe the American producers of sugar can 
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ultimately produce enough to supply the American market they ought 
to be encouraged by a protective duty; but it ought to be a reasonable 
duty. If you examine this proposed tariff schedule you will find that 
the average duty on the whole list is, as is claimed, about 41 per cent. 
Now, we ought to be just in our tariff. If they would reduce the 
tariff on sugar to 40 per cent., one-half the present rate, it would re- 
duce the surplus to the extent of $28,000,000 a year. That would be 
a considerable reduction, and at the same time it would afford as much 
protection to the sugar industry of the United States as the average of 
the protective duties placed upon other articles. That seems to me the 
correct position on this question, for I do think we have reason to be- 
lieve we can produce our own sugar. 

The other side of the House say they will maintain a duty of 68 per 
cent. upon sugaf, while they propose to put a number of Iowa products 
upon the free-list. I appeal togentlemen and ask, is that just? Ihold 
itis not. Our friends on the other side of the House are wonderfully 
disturbed about free whisky. The gentleman from Texas[ Mr. MILLS], 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, is especially excited 
on the subject, and yet four years ago he expressed the same sentiments 
I hold to-day upon the subject. He then said: 

We now have over $100,000,000 from whisky and tobacco and other internal- 
revenue taxes; but they are on the same principle as the tariff taxes,on con- 
sumption, and fall on the poor, and should be largely decreased. 

When I made the statement on three or four occasions formerly be- 
fore this House declaring this position I am sorry gentlemen ou the 
other side did not utter a whisper of approval. I thank the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] for calling the attention of the country 
to the fact that when the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Meaus assails the position of the Republican party on this question to- 
day he is assailing his own position as declared four years ago. 

In regard to this question of sugar I shall ask leave to print as part 
of my remarks a letter I received from a gentleman in Iowa, a man 
who has given this matter some attention, who has produced a good 
quality of sugar from sorghum by an apparatus of his own invention 
aud manufacture. He has a patent on an instrument for eliminating 
the moisture from the sirup, and has sold a good article of sugar in my 
own town for years. I will not detain the House any longer, but will 
ask leave to print the letter as part of my remarks. I do not approve 
of it in full, but it shows that the position of the Iowa Legislature giv- 
ing a bounty of 2 cents a pound in Iowa for the production of sugar is, 
in his judgment, sound. The position of my colleagues from Iowa is 
that the protection by the Government should be taken off while the 
State is putting a bounty on. This does not seem to be harmonious 
policy. 

The letter is as follows: 

TRAER, Iowa, May 6, 1858. 


Sir: Mr. E. E. Taylor tells me that you wish to know what I think about tak- 
ing the tariff off sugar, and also what I think about paying a premium on sugar 
manufactured in the United States. Iam notin the business, and therefore have 
no personal ax to grind. The experiments last season have proven that with 
sugar at present prices, using the diffusion battery and vacuum-pan, sugar can 
be made from sorghum anywhere where corn will mature, but with the tariff 
off it is not likely that the necessary capital would be invested in an enterprise 
while there is no certainty that even present prices will be maintained for any 
length of time in the future. Even the planters in the South were afraid to put 
in the best machinery on account of the continual racket about high tariff and 
free trade, but give them assurance that the tariff on su: will not be reduced 
for the next ten or even five years, or if it should be reduced a premium of say 
2 cents per und would be paid by Government on home-made sugar, and other 
States should do as Kansas and Iowa have done, pay a State bounty, it would be 
but a short time till factories would spring up all through the East, West, and 
South, and give us sugar at such rates that beet sugar could not compete. In 
my opinion the proper thing to do would be to let the tariff on sugar alone and 
use the proceeds to stimulate home manufacture. You will notice that whether 
sugar is put on the free-list or not, the Government should pay a bounty on 
home-made sugar. The Hawaiian sugar, under the reciprocity treaty, comes in 
free. There they get all the way from 3 to 7 tons sugar to the acre of cane, and 
still they claim they can hardly make ends meet. There is no other nation on 

has as great an extent of sugar country as the United States, and it is a 
pity that we only make about 12 per cent. of the sweets we consume. Please ex- 
cuse my using a pencil, as my hand is too unsteady to use a pen. 

With much respect, I remain, yours truly, 

JOHN STUART. 


To Mr, DANIEL Kerr, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask my colleague a 
question. Does not the Cannon proposition include 2 bounty ? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir. I will do my friend the justice to say that 
there is no proposition on this side of the House that will take away 
the protection from any American industry. But they propose to put 
it in a form that I do not believe will meet with the approval of the 
American people. The Government has never yet given a bounty, and 
it never will maintain bounties as a permanent line of policy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to ask the gentleman aquestion. I hap- 
pen to know the gentleman who wrote that letter to my colleague. I 
would like to ask my colleague if that man would not be just as well 
off with a bounty of 2 cents from the Government as with a tariff of 2 
cents ? 

Mr. KERR. Of course, so far as that particular man is concerned, 
it would be just the same. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to express my opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] for the rea- 
son that in my judgment it proposes a system entirely different from 
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that of protection, and enunciates that system, in so far as the gentle- 
man can do so, as a measure of the Republican party and as a doctrine 
of the Republican party. - 

I suppose I inherit my belief in the doctrine of protection. I was 
taught itin college, and as a college president taught it to classes. 
My belief in itis intelligent, thorough, and sincere; and just because of 
that belief to-day I am opposed to what seems to me an entirely novel 
and a wholly alien policy proposed by this amendment as Republican- 
ism. In the Forty-seventh Congress some gentlemen may remember 
that as a protectionist, and just because of my sincerity and earnest- 
ness as & protectionist, I resisted measures which seemed to me to be an 
imposition upon protection, to be counterfeit and unjust. : 

With that same sincerity and earnestness to-day I oppose this at- 
tempt to initiate a system of bounties in lieu of the system of protection. 
Itis not Republicaninmy judgment. Iam frank to accord to every gen- 
tleman the same right which I claim for myself to make his own inter- 
pretation of the Republican platforms, all of which I hold when fairly 
and correctly interpreted, and to follow his own judgment in applying 
them to legislation; but I express my own judgment by protesting 
against this proposition. This new doctrine—new, I mean, in the Re- 
publican fold, new asa Republican policy—this new doctrine is pro- 
posed to us for the avowed pur of reducing the revenue of sixty 
or even of ninety million dollars, as the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] states it, which is now paid upon sugar by the consumers, and 
the impression is sought te be made upon the House that unless this 
new bounty theory, this monarchical and imperial method, be adopted, 
that burden can not be reduced. Why in the world can we not re- 
duce this revenue under the doctrine of protection by reducing the duty 
on sugar? 

Mr. BAYNE. Are not bounties also a Kansas method as well asa 
monarchical and imperial one? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. After the sorghum industry had been 
established the Legislature of Kansas voted a small bounty, but that 
bounty has had no more to do with the development of the sugar in- 
dustry in the State of Kansas, as gentlemen have repeatedly alleged 
in this debate, than a fly has to-do with the turning of a wagon-wheel, 
or than tin-plate has to do with the true doctrine of protection, and 
my friend can take the tin-plate and roll it under his tongue as a sweet 
morsel if it does not cnt him. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Willthe gentleman allow me a question? - 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, sir. > r 

Mr. CANNON. Ismy friendin favor of free sugar without a bounty? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, Ido notbelieve Iam. [Laugh- 
ter.] Nor with a bounty. 

Mr. CANNON. Is my friend in favor of reducing the tax upon su- 
gar one-half or two-thirds? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, well, if my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] will allow me. Those are simply matters of detail. 
But what he proposes is not a matter of detail, but of principle and 
doctrine, and may beillustrated thus. The majority of the members or 
this House in going to their rooms take the street-cars. That convey- 
ance is akin to the established doctrine of protection as held by the Re- 
publican party and as applied to the collection of revenues; but my 
friend now proposes to say that we must all hire carriages—that is, 
must adopt his bounty method. That is an illustration of his position 
on this bounty business as distinguished from the system of protection. 
And the gentleman says that in order to reduce the sixty millions or 
revenues from sugar we must adopt that method. I say that the rev- 
enue can be reduced by lowering the existing duties, and Iam ready 
to reduce them on sugar. 

Mr. CANNON. How much? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, nowjustkeep your seat. [Laugh- 
ter.] My friend will please pardon me, but I want to goon. That 
is a mere matter of detail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have not occupied time on these 
questions, and should like about ten minutes more, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That, Mr. Chairman, is a mere mat- 
ter of detail. The question as to whether sugar shall be made free, 
or whether the duty shall be reduced, and, if so, to what extent, are 
questions of detail, and when we come to deal with details I will be 
ready to express my belief by my vote, or to come as near expressingit 
as one can by a vote in this House, But that is a wholly different 
proposition from the one which the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAN- 
NON] submits. He proposes by this amendment that we shall throw 
aside the doctrine of protection, shall abandon the great system under 
which for decades the nation has prospered, and shalltake up a new 
doctrine and adopt a new system and shibboleth, that of bounties. 
Now, as a protectionist I am opposed to that new shibboleth. I stand 
here as a protectionist and claim that whatever is fair as to any other 
article included in the great American system of industries is fair as to 
sugar, and that whatever rule should be applied to other articles should 
be applied in this case also. 

The statement has been made upon the floor that our sugar product 
is decreasing. Iwas shown a few moments ago by the gentleman from 
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Louisiana [Mr. GAY] some figures which demonstrate that the crop 
this year is 310,000 hogsheads—I think more than double the amount 
which has been heretofore stated, namely, 145,000. But be that as it 
may, as was said by my colleague before me [ Mr. PETERS], the devel- 
opment of the sorghum process has really placed the sugar industry of 
our country in the attitude of an infant industry, in so far as sorghum 
and beet sugar are concerned; so that it runs directly in conflict with 
the idea of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], for if I 
understood him correctly yesterday he claims that the doctrine of pro- 
tection applies only to industries which are already so far developed 
that they can supply the demands of the people of this country. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. My claim was that the theory of protection applies 
in this way: However limited the industry, give it a fair trial; and if 
after fair trial it meets the wants of the country, then it is worthy of 
Sake gar I claim that aE r e industry has had a fair trial, and 

failed to show any such t. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well; take that statement of the 
gentleman. Within two years this late process has been discovered, 
tested, and established as successful. Therefore, whatever may have 
been the experience with the sugar industry prior to that time, you 
now begin a new era; and I believe that the State of Kansas alone, ifa 
proper duty be retained upon sugar, will within ten years be able to 
supply to our whole people all the sugar of ‘that class which they can 
use. 


Mr. BAYNE. How much did it produce last year? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not know, and I do not care. 
You might as well have asked when the telephone was invented, 
‘*How many telephones are in use?’’ The question in such a case 
would not be how many telephones were used, but whether the tele- 
phone had proved successful in transmitting sound. I do not care if 
there was but a single hogshead of sugar produced last year in Kan- 
sas. My colleague [Mr. Funston] can give the exact figures. 

Mr, FUNSTON. Two hundred and thirty-five thousand pounds 
were produced in three months of last year, at a profit of $15,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But as Isaid, that is an immaterial 
matter. The question is whether this new process, if properly nurtured, 
does not bid fair tosupply the American market. I call the attention 
of gentlemen on the other side of the House to this fact—that precisely 
what is true as to the increased percentage of production from the sor- 
ghum‘cane is also true as to the increased production of saccharine 
matter from the sugar cane. I have not the least doubt that this new 
process will add about 20 per cent.—perhaps more, perhaps less—to the 
product from the Louisiana cane. But my pointis this: enough has been 
developed, enough is to-day known, to justify the House in at least con- 
tinuing the application of the doctrine and system of protection, as 
against this new-fangled theory of bounty, and in so adapting the du- 
ties under the doctrine of protection as to relieve such burdens as should 
be relieved and at the same time protect this industry. 

As to ‘‘trusts,’’ there is no man in this House who is more opposed to 
them than I am, as is very well known. Besides, any man who intelli- 
gently and really understands this doctrine of protection must see that_ 
it contains within itself the safeguard for the consumer and for the 
throttling of any ‘‘trust,’’ in securing competition among manufact- 
urers. Iam ready to cut down the duty on the refined article tosuch 
an extent as will wholly destroy any possible ‘‘trust;’’ but Iam not 
ready to break down an industry which affects the whole West and 
every farmer in it, which proposes to give to America in all decades to 
come what sugar it will need, and in that way prevent the continued 
payment of the many millions which in past years have been raised 
onimported sugar. A grander opportunity for diversifying agriculture, 
for opening a new, profitable, and certain crop to our farmers, has not 
occurred since the invention of the cotton-gin. And both as an adyo- 
cate of the greatest of American industries and asa thorough protection- 
ist and Republican, I am vigorously opposed to the bounty theory em- 
bodied in the amendment. 


Mr. HOLMES. So far as concerns the question that has been raised 


in this discussion, of whether a man who advocates a particular amend- 
ment stands on the Republican platform, I wish to say this is not the 
time nor the place to discuss that proposition. 

With respect to the merits of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I am opposed to any proposition that demands 
bounties for an industry of any kind, and particularly the sugar in- 


dustry. I think I express the sentiment of the people of my district- 


when I say we are not prepared to foster by a bounty one agricultural 
industry at the expense of another. I know of but two recognized 
principles in reference to this question—one is protection, the other is 
free trade. This matterofa bounty presents neither protection nor free 
trade; and while it may or may not be recognized in the Republican 
platform, I think such asystem bad policy, bad ethics, and bad finan- 
cial legislation. If the farmers of my State are to pay the farmers of 
Kansas or the sugar-growers of Louisiana or any other State a certain 
amount upon the beets or the sugar-cane which they raise, are we not 
entitled to a similar allowance for every bushel of wheat or oats that 
we raise? If bounties are to be paid on one branch of agricultural in- 


dustry, are we not entitled to bounties on all? Will not the farmers 
who are expected to pay this bounty be the first to rise and say, ‘‘ We 
want a bounty on everything we raise ?”’ - 

The farmers of Kansas, we will say, get 2 cents a pound bounty on 
sugar. They get 2 cents protection by thetariff. That makes 4 cents. 
That makes it reasonable, if we consider the worth of property at all. 
In Louisiana they are raising sugar year by year. They are raising 
less now than in 186Land 1862. The philosophy of protection has had 
no effect upon it. It is not an infant industry. x 

I introduced a bill at the beginning of Congress to put sugar on the 
free-list. I stand by that proposition now. Iam in favorof it. Itis 
no longer a question of protection. The gentlemen who are in favor 
of putting our tlax on the free-list, as well as everything else we raise, 
should try free trade in reference to their particular productions; and 
if it works well let us try it still further, 

Now, sir, I am opposed to all bounties upon agricultural products. 
It involves an evil we can not see the beginning or endof. I should 
like to agree with my able colleagues, Colonel HENDERSON and Gov- 
ernor GEAR, on this question, but I can not do so, I should regard it 
as a great evil to introduce a system of subsidies and bounties to foster 
the growth of our industries. 

I say as soon as the surplus is gone, when there is no more surplus 
to provide bounties, it will be one of the crying questions of the hour 
how to get rid of them. If we give a bounty to the producers of sugar 
now, it will not. be long before we will have other producers asking 
from the Congress of the United States bounties also upon their pro- 
ductions. . 

Another thing. This whole sugar industry is embodied in a trust. 
It has been denied there is any trust. Gentlemen get up here with 
countenances child-like and bland and deny the existence of any such 
trusts. They deny that the effect of those trusts is to establish a mo- 
nopoly and make prices higher. 

ow, sir, I know there are trusts, and every manof ordinary intelli- 
gencein this House and throughout thecountry knows there are trusts, 
and that thereis no more gigantic monopoly than the sugar trust. Itis 
gotten up for the benefit of twelve hundred planters in Louisiana. Itis 
high time, therefore, we began to destroy that trust. It is time the 
House should put itself upon record against the continuance of that 
trust, and against the continuance of any of these trusts or combi- 
nations. It istime their influence over the people of the country should 
be putan end to. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not take the floor for the purpose 
of entering upon an elaborate discussion of the question before the 
House, but simply to correct some errors under which some gentlemen 
seem to be still Jaboring. I do not care to refer to the political feature 
of this discussion further than to say that in my judgment it will be a 
ary cay for the great American system of protection when we apply 
the bounty system to any of the industries of this country. 

Some gentlemen seem to be laboring under the impression that as 
yet there have not been any developments arising from experimenta- 
tion with sorghum which justifies the declaration that we can produce 
in this country sugar adequate in quantity for our home consumption. 
They forget that those results which promise the most grow out of ex- 
periments which have been commenced only in recent years. 

The experiments with sorghum are of recent date. hen Dr. Colyer 
was in the Agricultural Department he undertook experiments in that 
line. They were experiments simply in the laboratory of the Agricult- 
ural ent. They were commenced only in 1878 and continued 
by him up to 1882, They were followed by other experiments under 
Professor Wylie, if I remember aright. Those experiments were so 
promising that in 1885 Congress made an appropriation of $50,000 to 
continue them, The results of the experiments under that appropria- 
tion were so enco ing that some gentlemen engaged in the industry 
in my own State. ey did not succeed, for they encountered the 
difficulty of extracting from the cane a sufficient quantity of the sac- 
charine matter to make it profitable. Still Congress, following up the 
appropriation of 1885, made another appropriation in 1886 of $94,000 
for farther experimentation. 

The present Commissioner of the Agricultural Department had given 
this subject the most careful attention. It was his judgment, and he 
did not hesitate to declare it, that by proper experiments processes could 
be discovered that would make sorghum sugar manufacture successful 
in this country. Hence when that $94,000 was appropriated his whole 
heart and intelligence were devoted to the accomplishment of that de- 
sired result. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move, by unanimous consent, thatthe gentleman 
be allgwed to proceed until he has concluded his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. RYAN. The commissioner abandoned the old process; and of 
the $94,000 he expended $60,000, or about that, in the State of Kan- 
sas. Much was bole producing a diffusion battery and other 
machinery for experimental purposes. 

He putin that establishment one of the most intelligent experts in 
this country with the most favorable results. It was developed by ex- 
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periment there that, whereas in the past by other processes not more 
than 66 pounds of sugar could be made from a ton of cane, over 100 
pounds could be made and was made, averaging, I believe, if I re- 
member aright, for the entire season 115 pounds to the ton. 

I want to call attention to the report made by this officer of the re- 
sult of his experiments at the Fort Scott mill, under the administra- 
tion of the present head of the Agricultural Department; and if he be 
at all reliable, if we can trust to the official information received from 
him, the question is settled that sorghum sugar can be profitably pro- 
duced. I will then call attention to the report of Mr. Parkinson upon 
the subject, a most intelligent gentleman, who was at the head of that 
establishment. He who reads these reports will have no longer any 
doubts in his mind about the fact that the question of the profitable 
production of sorghum sugar in this country has been settled, Ofcourse 
there have been many difficulties to encounter, and we will have yet 
many to encounter before we reach anything like perfection. In the 
first place, the industry has in this country very few skilled or trained 
men competent to take charge of a mill. You can not operate such an 
industry successfully without trained men, but that is a difficulty 
which in the very nature of things time will overcome. 

There are some other difficulties. There is a large field for improve- 
ment of the machinery which has already produced the results to which 
I have referred, and further improvements will unquestionably be at- 
tained by experiments. Experiments in the developmentof the qual- 
ity of the cane itself would be advantageous. These are desirable in 
order to attain the highest degree of success. 

In anindustry of this kind, in this crude condition, of this magni- 
tude, of this complex character, it will take some years of scientific 
endeavor to develop it to a degree of perfection; but at a time when we 
have demonstrated that sugar can be made from sorghum profitably 
there ought not to be on the part of those who are in favor of protec- 
tion to American industries any hesitation whatever in maintaining it 
among all the other industries of the country covered by the great na- 
tional system of protection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the committee to a 
portion of the report of Mr. Swenson, the intelligent expert who was 
sent out there by the Government, and whose skillful efforts produced 
the results very largely to which I have referred, and I shall ask the 
Clerk to read the marked portions, and hope my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] will listen, for I think he will not then repeat what he 
said a little while ago, that there wasno evidence that we could produce 
sorghum sugar profitably in this country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Owing to the fact that we were unable to secure a sufficient supply of cane, 
the work progressed very irregularly. Only twice during the entire season was 
the battery kept in operation continuously for twenty hours, and during the 
sugar-making season the diffusion battery was emptied sixty-two times. This 
entailed no inconsiderable loss, amounting to from 1 to 2 tons of clean cane cach 
time a stoppage occurred. 


CANE WORKED FOR SUGAR. 


The total amount of cane worked for sugar was 2,610 tons, In this is included 
all that was used for experiments in filtration and defecation pe gy eum 

rt of the season. I have no record of the exact amount lost in way. 

he total amount of first sugar made was 235,476 pounds. This sugar was all 
washed, and po on an average 96 per cent. The total amount of mo- 
lasses produced was 51,000 gallons. 


TRIAL RUNS. 


In order to ascertain as nearly as possible the average yield of sugar por ton 
of cane two trial runs were made. 


FIRST TRIAL. 


On September 15 a strike was made from 133 tons of clean cane, In order to 
obtain a better grain 2,600 pounds of sugar were added to the juice after it had 
been defecated ; 2,200 pounds of juice were drawn from each cell. 

The following is a record of this experiment: 

Sucrose in mill,juice from chips..... ode 

Glucose in mill, juice from chips. 
Solids not sugar, juice from chips. 
Ratio of sucrose to glucose..... 
Co-efficient of purity....... 
Sucrose in diffusion juice. 
Glucose in diffusion juice... 
Solids not sugar, diffusion j 
Ratio of sucrose Lo glucose. 
Co-efficient of purity ..., 
Sucrose in defecated it 


~ 
m 


Glucose in defecated juice 
Solids not sugar, defecated 
Ratio of sucrose to glucose. 
Co-eflicient of purity 


Bropor mw Sor paByo pee 
PAS*S22SSSEE8 


Total weight of first sugar. 
Sugar ndded to juice .......... 


Total yield of first sugar. 
Total yield of second sugar... 
Total yield of molasses 
Yield per ton: 

First sugar. 


First su: olarized... 
Second ADNA 


Temperature in battery was between 75° and 80° C, 
SECOND TRIAL. 
eighty sie tons of clean cane were worked, 54 tons on October 1 and 32 tons 
on Octo! 


2, All was boiled in one strike. No analyses were made on Octo- 


i 


ber 2, and unfortunately the complete data can not therefore be given, The 
juice was not enriched, as in the previous trial. 

The following are the results: 
Yield of first sugar. 
Yield of second sugar. 
Yield of molasses. 
tS ton: 


lasses 
First sugar polarized.. 
Second sugar polarized.. 


AVERAGE YIELD OF SUGAR, 


Making fair allowance for cane and juice lost in experiments during the first 
part of the season, the average yield of first sugars will be fully 100 pons per 
ton, polarizing 97. A strike of average molasses boiled to string proof yiel 
124 per cent. of the weight of the masse cuite in sugar, containing 83 per cent. of 
sucrose. This is at the rate of 28 pounds per ton of cane, Had the entire crop 
been boiled for seconds the average yield per ton of cane would not have been 
Jess than 128 pounds of sugar and 16 gallonsof molasses, From a financial stand- 
pous the advantage of working for seconds depends entirely on the sirup mar- 

et. In my judgment it would not have paid this season, as the market is better 
than for years past. The entire product of 51,000 gallons has already been sold 
at a good price. 

AVAILABLE SUGAR, 

It is at once apparent that the old method of calculating available sugar must 
be abandoned. According to this rule there would be but 61.6 pounds available 
sogar ton of cane in the diffusion juice of the first trial, when, as a matter of 
fact, 130} pounds were obtained. It would therefore seem that instead of pe 
venting an equal weight of cane-sugar from crystallizing, the glucose and other 
solids not sugar in the juice prevented only two-fifths of their Pans of cane- 


sugar from crystallizing. This is also borne out by the data furnished by the 
analysis of the juices during the entire season, 
è e * * s * * 


CONCLUSIONS. 


In reviewing the work the most important point suggested is the complete 
success of the ents in demonstrating the commercial practicability of 
manufacturing sugar from sorghum cane. 

2. That sugar was produced uniformly throughout the entire season. 

3. That this was not due to any extraordinary content of sugar in the cane, 
but, on the contrary, the cane was much injured by severe drought and chinch- 


ugs. 
4. That the value of the sugar and molasses obtained this year per ton of sor- 
pun cane will compare favorably with that of the highest yields obtained in 
uisiana from sugar-cane; and, taking into consideration the much greater 
cost of the sugar-cane, and that it has no equivalent to the 2 bushels of seed 
podea per ton of sorghum cane, also our much cheaper fuel, I say without 
esitancy that sugar can be produced as cheaply in Kansas as in Louisiana, 
M. SWENSON. 


Now I call attention to the report of Mr. Parkinson. Here it is: 


To the Board of Directors Parkinson Sugar Company : 


GENTLEMEN: I respectfully submit for your consideration the following report 
of the operations of the works of your bes roe for the season just closing: ~ 
It is provided in our contract with the United States Departmentof Agricult- 
ure that certain experiments in soaaneneking shall be made by the Depart- 
ment with certain machinery of its own and at its own expense, using the com- 
pany’s plantand machinery, * * 
As you are aware, the crop of cane contracted for last spring was very much 
the capacity of our works to consume. It was considered prudent to 
limit our danger from loss, by reason of the experimental nature of the work, 
and at the same time to have sufficient cane to determine thoroughly the value 
of the work on a practical manufacturing basis. This has been done, though it 
is now apparent had the crop been twice as large, the expenses for working 
it would have been relatively much less. Indeed,a crop double the size of the 
one just finished could have been worked in about the same time, and at a com- 
paratively trifling additional expense. 

The plans, methods, and processes which have made the work of the season 
successful beyond our most sanguine expectations were adopted early in the 
season, £0 that the risks incident to experiments taken into account when con- 
tracting for a crop were reduced to the minimum. ‘The fact that at least a por- 
tion of these highly successful processes were not tried and adopted last season 
was no fault of your company, nor of any one connected with this season’s work, 

To arrive at the cost per ton of cane worked, let us take the working ofa sin- 
gle ae day, when in full operation, and apart from the cost of experiments 

erred to, 

The capacity of our factory, aside from deficient centrifugals, is limited to the 
capacity of the diffusion battery. baie) twenty-two hours per day, this bat- 
tery can comfortably handle 135 tons of chip or cleaned cane. This represents 
a capacity of field cane, or cane with tops and blades, of about 170 tons. 


To handle this, aside from curing and handling seed, cost us per day of twenty- 
two hours, when running regularly, as follows: 


$2.00 

2.56 

13.75 

man, cutting machine, at 15 cen 8.30 

1 man, cleaning machine, at 12} cents. 2.75 
1 man, grinder, etc., at 15 cents... 3.30 
1 man, oiler, at 15 cents,.............. 38.30 
3 men, diffusion battery, 1 at car and 2 above, at 12} cents... 8.25 
1 man, diffusion battery, director of battery, at 20 cents.. 4.40 
2 men, defecating, at 15 cents....... 6.60 
2 men, double effects, at 15 cents... 6.60 
1 man, strike-pan, at 9........... 5.00 
1 man, hot room, at 12} cents.. 2.75 
1 man, barreler, at 12} cents... 2.75 
2 men, centrifugals, at 15 cents.. 6.60 
1 man, machinist, at $3......... 3.00 
2 men, engineers, at 20 cents aw 4.40 
5 men, firemen, at 15 cents... 16.50 
2 men, roustabouts, at 12} ce! 5.50 
2.00 

1.50 

5.00 

111.75 

2.50 

20.70 


This makes the cost of working a ton of cleaned cane, with a factory of the 


aretteeeeeerenereee: 
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capacity of ours, about $1 per ton for labor and fuel, or 90 cents per ton of field 
cane. The cost per ton for salaries, insurance, wear and tear, etc., must cep nd, 
of course, not only upon the size of the salaries and other general expeuses, 
but the number of tous worked. This plant, rated as above, is capable, in sey- 
enty days, of working 9,450 tons of chips, or 11,900 tons of field cane. There is 
necessarily considerable expense in preparing for the season's work, and again 
in closing up. Allowing liberally for this and for the proper management and 
control of the works, we may still bring our total e: outside the cost of 
Jabor and fuel, at $i per ton upon the above basis. Add to this the cost of labor 
and fuel, and we have & per ton as the total cost per ton of working cleaned 
cane. 

These figures are fully verified by our pay-rolls, coal bills, and other expenses 
while working to our Gas eed during the season, separated from expenditures 
in the completion and changing of machinery directly connected with experi- 
ments made, And to work a factory with a capacity at least one-half greater 
than this one would require very little additional expense except in the matter 
of fuel, and that would be relatively less. Itseems to me a very conservative 
basis, with a factory of the capacity of ours, to place the actual cost of manu- 
facture at $2 per ton of canc; and with such a factory as I have indicated, and 
with s season of, say, seventy days, itis safe to place the cost of manufacture ab 
considerably less than that sum, It requires but little figuring upon this basis, 
and with the cost of cane at $2 per ton, and the yield of cane and product se- 
cured this year, to show that we have here developed a ess of great inter- 


est and profit to cur State and nation. 

To run a factory at the maximum profit it must be operated constantly dur- 
ing the workingseason. The loss this season by reason of the irregular opera- 
tion of the factory for the want of sufficient cane was very considerable. Dur- 
ing the whole season the factory was operated but three whole days of twenty- 
two hours each, Some idea of the loss from this source may be gathered from 
the fact that not less than 2 tons of chips were lost at each break in the opera- 
tion of the diffusion battery. Sixty-five such bréaks or stop were made 
whilerunning for sugar. Witha larger crop of cane and better arrangements 
for delivery upon the part of the larger contractors, but little or no difficulty from 
this source need be apprehended in the future. = 

‘ons. 


Total cane bought.......... 3,340 
Total seed-tops bought.. 437 
Total field cano... eesssrsssoesesirrsess ase ddispopsodoiisisr iren Sabotser 4,277 

This represents the crop, less about 30 tons of seed-tops yet to come in, from 


about a50 acres of land. ‘There were something over 500 acres planted. Some 
of it failed to come atall, some “fell upon the rocky places, where they had not 
much earth, and when the sun was risen they were scorched; ” so that, as nearly 
we can estimate, about 450 acres of cane were sany harvested and delivered 
at the works. This would make the average yield of cane 9} tons per acre, or 
£19 per acre in dollars and cents. * * * 

Of the total cane worked, 162 tons were consumed in experiments with our 
cutters and cleaning machinery before the cane was ripe enough for use for 
either sirap or sugar. No product whatever, not even seed, was saved from 
this, nor from 10 tons additional brought in since the factory closed down. 
About 300 tons of mostly down and inferior cane was worked in the carly t 
of the season on the crushers, and without diffusion. The only product from 
this was molasses, and of that but a small Tano About 375 tons were also 
worked for molasses only on the diffusion battery. This, with the exception of 
50 tons at the close of the season, and which came in too irregularly to be worked 
for sugar, was worked before the sugar season began, and comprised such down 
patches and poorer quality of cane as could be gathered, mainly on the lands 
paionging to the company. It was an open question whether very poor cane 
could be worked successfully, even for sirups, on a diffusion battery. Nothing 
in this direction had hitherto been attempted. The total yield of molasses from 
this source, and from which no sugar has been taken, is 4,157 gallons. From 
this are sold 3,157 gallons, for $726.71 net. The 1,000 gallons are still 


on hand, and are worth 25 cents per gallon. 

3 Tons. 
Deducting from total tonnage, less seed........2...+++. sen By H0 
Amount not worked for SUAT .sssesessesrerrsssessessasssses ia CO, 

We have total cane and leaves for sugar........ masecacshavaccudceosepbsorssdéesmpeny: ay DAO 


The total number of diffusion cells worked for sugar is 2,643. The weight of a 
cell of chips is 1,975 pounds. With this as & basis there was worked by diffu- 
sion for sugar 2,610 tons of clean cane as it entered the cells, Deducting this 
from 2,943 tons of cane with leaves and blades, and we have 333 tons of leaves 
and blades, The latter are to us a dead loss. A small portion has been hauled 
away by farmers for feed, but the bulk of this large tonnage is now fit only for 


manure, waste was considerably increased by the failure of our separat- 
ing-machines, especially in the early part of the season, to properly disc 
their duties. This whole subject was new; machines had to evised, and 


their aah ee which is not yet perfect, caused considerable loss of cane. 
The weight of blades and leaves will not be far from 10 per cent. of field cane. 
For either feed or fuel, especially where the latter is much of an object, the 
blades can be utilized so asto atleast cover their own cost. Atpresent we figure 
the loss from this source to seed account. 

SEED. 

There have been delivered of seed tops 437 tons. As nearly as we can esti- 
mate, there are yet to be delivered 30 tons, making in all 467 tons. From the 
best calculations we can make, and judging from our experience in former years, 
seed yields about 70 per cent. of the weight of heads, as bought in over the scales, 
in cleaned seed. Putting it at 60percent., and with 56 pounds to the bushel, we 
shali have 10,000 bushels of cleaned seed. A portion of this, estimated at 1,000 
bushels, bas, at considerable additional expense, been picked over by hand, 
head by head, tied into small bundles, and hung up in the dry. This has been 
done to provide ourselyes with pure seed of the different varieties for planting, 
and to supply a probable want in the same direction from others. For thishand- 
picked seed we expect to get not less than $2 per bushel. The cost of handling 
the seed has not been kept separate from the cost of running the factory. The 
total cost of curing, stacking, and hand-picking will not be far from $700, fally 
$200 of which has n expended in securing pure and perfectly cured seed for 
ourselves and others willing to pay the extra price. Toth and prepare the 
seed for market the seed will cost about 6 cents per bushel additional. I estimate 
that we shall get for our seed crop $7,000 net. There will be left of seed tops, 
after thrashing, fully 100 tons. These are good for feed or fuel. 

SIRUPS, 

The bulk of our sirups are stored in the large cistern or cellar under the ware- 
house. The amount on hand we estimate at 50,000 gallons, This includes the 
whole crop, except the 3,157 lons sold in ip i part of season. Of this we 
have sold, to be delive within thirty days, and one car-load of which has 
already gone, 250 barrels, or about 12,500 gallons, at a price that will net us here 
20 cents. This sale includes the bulk of our rest sirups. I think we can 
safely estimate our sirup product, exclusive of packages, at $10,000. Consider- 
ing the condition of our factory for work in cold weather, and the limited ca- 

ity of our centrifugal machinery, I recommend their sale, without boiling 

r seconds, 

* * s * : 


* s 
W. L. PARKINSON. 


Now listen to extracts from the report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture upon the subject: 

THE, PRESENT STATE OF THE INDUSTRY. 

The experiments in making sugar from sorghum, which, as above shown, 
have been in progress for several years at the expense of private capital and the 
United States Department of Agriculture, have this year reached so favorable 
Rar tre = to place the manufacture of sorghum sugar on the basis of a profita- 

e business. 

The success has been due to, first, the almost complete extraction of the sugars 
from the cane by the diffusion process; second, the prompt and proper treat- 
ment of the juice in defecating and evaporating; third, the efficient manner in 
which the sugar was boiled to grain inthe strike-pan. That these results may 
be dupli and improved upon will be readily understood from the showing 
made in Mr. Parkinson’s report, and the descriptions of methods and processes 
used, and the discussion of the same as they appear in the subsequent pages of 
this paper. 

+ $ * * ~ * s 


THE YIELD OBTAINED AT FORT SCOTT. 

The actual yield obtained was 231.607 pounds of first sugar, from 2,501 cells, 
If, now, the cell be taken as a ton, the yield of first sugar was 234,607 + 2,501 = 
93.8 pounds. Enough of the molasses was reboiled for a second crop of crys- 
tals, and the sugar separated, to ascertain that 15 to 20 pounds per ton of cane 
represented could be obtained. Calling it 15, we have for the entire yield 93.8 
+15 = 108.8 pounds per ton of cleaned cane, This is a larger yield than is ob- 
tainable according to the heretofore accepted theory. There is some uncer- 
tainty about the bog 8 of a cell, which may account for the discrepancy be- 


tween the theoretical and the actual results. It is possible, however, that the 
theory my need reconstruction, In any case the yield actually obtained is 
most gratifying. 


Ihave made no mention in the above of the exceptionally large yields of some 
ba espe strikes made during the season, Onestrike gave 109 poundsof merchant- 
able sugar for each cellful of chips. The seconds from this would doubtless have 
brought the yield up to 130 pounds. But the general reader and the prospective 
manufacturer are more interested in average than in special results. It seems 
safe to assume that a mean.of 100 pounds of sugar ard 12 gallons of molasses can 
be made from each ton of cleaned sorghum cane of average richness, 

Science suggests several methods for the complete separation of the cane su- 

ar from the grape sugar and the "not sugar,” and further experiments in this 
irection should be the work of the near future. As yet almost nothing has 
been done towards the development of methods of sepurating the grape sugar 
from the not sugar. This subject presents a most inviting feld for the chemist. 


THE FUTURE OF THE SORGHUM-SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


The sorghum-sugar industry now seems to have an assured future. The quan- 
tities of sugar and molasses and other valuable products obtained from each 
ton of the cane and from each acre of land well remunerate the farmer for his 
crop and the manufacturer for his investment and the labor and skill required 
to operate the factory. 

An acre of land cultivated in sorghum yields a greater tonnage of valuable 
products than in any other crop, with the possible exception of hay. Under 
ordinary methods of cultivation, 10 tons of cleaned cane per acre is somewhat 
above the average, but the larger varieties often ex 12, while the small 
Early Amber sometimes goes below 8tons peracre. Let7} tons of cleaned cane 
prone be assumed for the illustration. This corresponds to a gross yield of 

0 tons for the farmer, and at $2 per ton gives him $20 per acre for his grop. 
These 7} tons of clean cane will yield— 


Fodder (green leaves)... 
Exhausted chips (dried).............. 


Total............ ane pencnevaseressnecesaensesssessconeesssavssecens 


seet nee neneenee puaenearennennnenes 


5,650 
The first three items, which are as likely to be transported as wheat or corn, 


aggregate 2,650 pounds per acre. 

Sorghum will yield 7} tons of cleaned cane per acre more surely than corn 
will yield 30 bushels or wheat15 bushels pa acre. 

In the comparison, then, of products which bear transportation, these crops 
ne ss follows it ane int 

rghum, at 7} tons, 2,650 pounds per acre, 

Corn, at $0 bushe 1,680 pounds per acre. 

Wheat, at 15 bushels, 900 pounds per acre. 

The sugar from the sorghum is worth, say, 5 peseoF taps pound; the molasses, 
3} cents per pound; the seed, one-half cent per pound, 

The products give market values as follows : 
pouor of sugar, at, say, 5 cents........ 
1,000 pounds molasses, at, say, 1} cents. =; 
900 pounds seeds, at, say, one-half Cent ....sseesssrssseseree ee 


Total value of sorghum, less fodder...........-scsssesssrecsereerssessserscscernee 59. 50 
The corn crop gives 1,68) pounds, at one-half cent., 7.40 
The wheat crop gives 900 pounds, at 1 cent........ ETAS 9.00 


Thusit will be seen that the sorghum yields to the farmer more than twice as 
much per acre as cither of the leading cereals, and as a gross product of agri- 
culture and manufacture on our own soil more than six times as much peracre 
as is usually realized from either of these standard cro) 

In order to use to the best advantage the services of the specialists of the busi- 
ness, it has been proposed to establish at convenient places auxiliary factories 
which shall carry the processes so far as to prepare sirup for the strike-pan, 
This sirup will be stored in suitable tanks or cisternsand worked for sugar after 
the close of the season for handling cane. In this way the working season for 
the central factory may be prolon; to oompa almost the entire year. The 
auxiliary factories will cost about half or two-thirds as much as the complete 
factory, capable of taking care of the same amount of cane. As thus arranged, 
the central factory will, in addition to its own regular season's work, take care 
of the sirup from two or three of these sirup factories. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, here is the most satisfactory evidence 
regarding the success of the sorghum-sugar industry. The conclusion 
of Mr. Swenson is that the experiments have developed the fact that 
sorghum sugarcan be made as profitable as cane sugar is made in New 
Orleans, and perhaps more so. Now this, you must bear in mind, gen- 
tlemen, is but the discovery of yesterday as it were. As yet there has 
been no time or opportunity for further development; no time or op- 
peny for the investment of capital in this enterprise, Capital will 

slow to engage in an enterprise and an industry of that kind, even 
with the fact scientifically ascertained that sugar can be made profit- 
ably from sorghum. Capital is timid. It always invests in new en- 


terprises slowly and with reluctance. It finds difficulties here to en- 
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operate the mills. But capital will in due time engage in this enter- 
prise; it will engage in it when the conditions of protection are stable 
and will warrant and invite the investment of capital. But so long as 
the friends of protection are assailing this industry on the one hand and 
the enemies of protection are in power on the other we can not expect 
capital to engage in it. 

Putting sugar ov the free-list is fatal to the industry. Isolating it 
from all the other industries protected by a tariff and applying to it 
the bounty system exposes it to constant menace. You wouldscarcely 
embark with fair success upon the manufacture before a howl would 
go up from the consumers fora repeal of the bounty. It would at 
once become the foot-ball of politics. That doubtful and uncertain sort 
of protection would be fatal to it, for capital would not touch it, Ifit 
is worthy of the fostering care of Government at all it should be left 
to the guardianship of the same protective system that fosters all the 
other industries of our country. If not, then it should go upon the 
free-list. I repeat, it has been demonstrated that sorghum sugar can 
be made in this country a great commercial success. I confidently look 
for the States of Illinois, Iowa, Nebraska, Missouri, Arkansas, Texas, 
and Kansas to manufacture sugar for the world ten years hence. Itis 
certain to be a source of profit to the farmers of those States beyond all 
calculation, and I regard it as one of the most important objects to 
which Government can extend aid in this country, for it will give to 
agriculture millions of dollars annually, and employment to thousands 
upon thousands of our people. 

Now we are paying over a hundred millions annually to other coun- 
tries for sugar. As we increase in population our consumption in- 
creases and the more we pay to other countries, If we are true to our 
own agriculture, if we are true to this industry, if we are true to our- 
selves, the time is near at hand when those millions will be paid to our 

‘own farmers and laborers instead of, as now, to the farmers and labor- 
ers of foreigif countries. 

The Mills bill strikes a vicious blow at all agricultural products ex- 
cept this and rice. To the extent this industry, of such vast promise, 
needs protection, let it be in common with all our other great indus- 
tries by the American system of tariff protection. Doubtless the present 
tariff on sugar is far above protection point. Let us then ascertain the 
exact rate of duty required for its protection and then make that rate 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Nebraska is next on the 
list. 
Mr. LAIRD. Ido not care to speak at present. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like about fifteen minutes. 
I do not think I shall occupy all that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY], who is not now in his seat, proposed to put an interpretation 
upon the platform adopted in Chicago. To that interpretation I ob- 

ject. I dissent from his construction entirely. It is his privilege, as it 
is that of every American citizen, to put his own construction upon 
that platform and upon everything else. I for one accord the largest 
liberty upon these subjects. But if the platform of the Republican 
party adopted at Chicago means anything it means substantially to sup- 
port the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
One of the propositions in that platform is that the Republican party 
declares itself in favor of such revision of the tariff as releases from 
import duties articles of foreign production except the luxuries, the 
like of which can not be produced at home. Sugar is just one of those 
things. 

Mr. WEAVER. Can not we produce it? 

Mr. BAYNE. We can not produce it in anything like adequate 
quantities. Wecan produce tea here in a hot-house; but does any one 
pretend to say that because we can produce tea in a hot-house, there- 
fore we will protect it, and make it pay a duty? à ° 

Mr. WEAVER. Tea is not an established industry; sugar is. 

Mr. BAYNE. Sugar is an established industry only in the sense of 
being a partially established industry, one that has had a long trial, 
and yet we have failed to produce it to such an extentas to supply the 
wants of the American people. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is tin-plate an established industry? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was until the duty was reduced. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Isit protected? s 

Mr. BAYNE. No; because the duty is too low. We can produce 
all the tin-platein this country that the American people will con- 
sume if you will put the duty up to 2.2 cents per pound. 

MY. WEAVER. Could we not do the same thing on sugar? 

Mr. BAYNE. No; not even if you put the duty up to 5 cents a 
pound. I will tell you why. I was in favor of a bounty on sugar, 
and I am still in favor of it. I was in favor of that bounty in the in- 
terest of California, Kansas, and Louisiana. Idid not want to deprive 
the industry in either of those States of the advantage which it is de- 
riving now from the protective tariff. I prefer giving that industry a 
bounty in those States in order that it may build itself up; make itself 
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a strong industry, if it lies in the power of the people of this country 
to make it such. But can it be made such since we have got down to 
this proposition? Ido not believe you will ever make the sugar in- 
dustry in this country one that will supply the wants of the American 
people, though you may place the tariff at 4, 5, or 6 cents per pound 
and pay a bounty as large almost as you can think of, a bounty of 4 
or 5 cents a pound. Ido not believe it can be done in this country. 
Why? Because there is a law of nature intervening between that in- 
dustry and its prosperity in this country which no act of Congress can 
overrule. I had occasion in 1883, being one of the very few members 
here who were in favor of free sugar, to say that that wgs one thing 
settled, so far as this matter is concerned, by Jaw of naturd, and no act 
of Congress can overcome that law. 

Now, take the case of Florida, cited by my colleaghe [Mr. KELLEY]. 
You plant canein Florida. Perhaps Florida is more favored than Lou- 
isiana. I do not know whether it is or not; but cane will live there 
three or four years. 

What is the average lifeof the canein Louisiana? Three years. What 
do you ascertain when you go across to the little islandof Cuba? You 
will find that the average of tha cane there is eighteen years. 

Mr. GEAR. The average life of the cane in Louisiana is three years, 
unless interrupted by frosts or by wet spells., 

Mr, BAYNE. The gentleman from Iowa tells me that the average 
life of the cane in Louisiana is three years, unless interrupted by frosts or 
wet weather. What is the average life of the cane in Florida? Three 
or four years, perhaps a little more favorably adapted to the culture 
than Louisiana. The average life in Cuba I have shown is eighteen 


years. 

Now what is the condition of that industry in Cuba? Iam told but 
one-twentieth of the lands of Cuba, susceptible of cultivation for the 
production of this cane for the manufacture of sugar, isin cultivation; . 
and that nineteen-twentieths of that island susceptible of the cultiva- 
tion of cane remains uncultivated. Now what folly does it seem to 
talk of producing cane in Louisiana or Florida, where the average life 
of the cane is but three or four years at best, and of producing sugar 
from sorghum or from beets in this country when but one-twentieth of 
the island of Cuba adapted to the cultivation of sugar is being worked, 
and nineteen-twentieths of it susceptible of cultivation, has not been 
touched! You aresimply trying to‘controyert wholly a law of nature 
by a law of Congress, It is antagonizing a law of nature by a law of 
Congress. The effort will prove utterly futile. Notwithstanding my as- 
sertion that it will prove utterly futile, that thereis no hope of produc- 
ing the sugar we consume, I was willing to pay a bounty to the people of 
Louisiana, California, and Kansas on the sugar they produce and give 
them a chance to build up that industry for the future; but I do not 
think that the sugar manufacturer of California, the big sugar manu- 
facturer of California, ever intends to make his sugar out of the prod- 
uct of the beet of California, Your big sugar manufacturer of Cali- 
fornia has goneto Philadelphia and has located and established there. 
Does he intend to take the beet all the way from California around to 
Philadelphia and there manufacture it into sugar? ° 

Would he not save the cost of transportation if he put that plant in 
California and manufactured his sugar there? Why, it is evident that 
he is not placing his reliance upon the beet of California. The man 
who knows more about sugar-making than perhaps any other man in 
California, and far more than any man upon this floor, takes his big 
five-million plant away from California and locates it in Philadelphia. 
Where is he going to get the sugar that he proposes to refine? Not 
from California, but from Cuba and the Sandwich Islands and other 
countries that export it to us. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. l 

Mr. MCKENNA. Do you think that Mr. Spreckels is sūch an awful 
ass as to put $500,000 into a factory that he does not expect to use? 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand he has put five millions into a plant in 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. MCKENNA. And he expects to use that, if you will permit 
him. He has taken $5,000,000 to your State, which has been built up 
to prosperity under the protective system, and now one of its Represent- 
atives here is among the first to strike a blow at this industry. 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not yield for a speech. I say the fact that 
he has put that plant in Philadelphia shows that he intends to manu- 
facture sugar obtained from the cane of Cuba and the Sandwich Islands 
and other countries from which we import sugar. That is obviously 
his intention, because I can not believe, as my friend suggests, that 
Mr. Spreckels would be such an ass as to put up a costly plant of that 
kind in Philadelphia and bring the beets all the way from California 
to Philadelphia to manufacture them there into sugar, thus incurring 
the vast cost of transporting them across the continent, when he might 
avoid it by manufacturing them where they are grown. Itis perfectly 
obvious that he does not intend to depend upon California for his ma- 
terial. 

Mr. MCKENNA. > He does not have todo that. There is enough 
sugar beet produced in California*to employ his factory there also. 
The great trouble with the gentleman from Pennsylvania is that he 
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will not receive proof of anything. If anybody shoald tell him that 
the Pacific Ocean sloshes on the western side of the continent he would 
probably decline to believe it or to accept proof of the fact. - 

Mr. BAYNE. Wearealtogether without proof. We have had sugar 
bounties paid in Iowa for several years; we have bounties paid in New 


-Jersey for a number of years; we have had a bounty of 2centsa pound 


in Kansas for I do not know how many years. 

Mr. PETERS. Sixteen months. 

Mr. BAYNE. Sixteen months; isthatall? Well, we have had this 
sugar bounty paid in several States, and yet the sugar industry of New 
Jersey is ing. 

Mr. BUGHIANAN. Do you want to know the reason? 

Mr..BAYNE. No, I do not want to know the reason. - [Laughter. ] 
I know the fact. . Thesugar industry of New Jersey, I say, is 
ing; the sugar industry of Iowa amounts to nothing; the sugar indus 
try of Kansas is full of promise and hope, as described by the worthy 
Representatives of that State upon this floor, but the sugar industry of 
Kansas will “‘ peter out’? just as the sugar industry of New Jersey has 
done, and just as the sugar industry of lowa has done. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to say—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I ‘‘ wish to sáy,” too, and I have the floor. 
[Laughter.] The reason is that the attempt to nourish the sugar in- 
dustry by protection, and the attempt to build it up by the aid of ex- 
perimental schools and EA priations from the Treasury for the pur- 

of ascertaining the best methods of taking the saccharine matter 
ont of the beet or the sorghum—all these are attempts to overthrow 3 
law of nature. The law of nature is that the cane mga RT will 
betterin a warm climate like Cuba or the Sandwich 
a longer life, and will yield far more saccharine matter than it himn in 
this country. That is nature’s law and you can not overcome it, and 
it is perfect folly to attempt to do so. 

A MEMBER. Then how did they succeedin making sugar in France 
and Germany and other countries of Europe? 

Mr. BAYNE. Simply because labor over there was so cheap that 
they could afford to make sugar at almost any disadvantage, and yet 
supply their own wants. 

Mr. GAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. ; 

Mr. GAY. Does the law of nature in Russia prevent the successful 
cultivation of the beet, and the successful manufacture of beet sugar? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not. 

Mr. GAY. Have we any climate in the United States, from East 
to West, within the vast range of our territory, that is not more desir- 
able for almost any article of cultivation than the climate of Russia? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe that our climate is altogether more favor- 
able to the production of the beet and sorghum, and of other things 
also. I fully agree to that. But it will be borne in mind that Russia 
gave a bounty. 

We are all aware that Russia gave a bounty, Germany gaye a bounty, 
France gave a bounty. The sugar industfy in each of those countries 
has been fostered for a great many years by bounties, and by means ot 
this enconragement large quantities of sugar have been produced, 
France and Germany actually exporting sugar. But it should be re- 
membered that the geographical position of those countries is such 
that they can not avail themselves, as we can, of proximity to the Isl- 
and of Cuba, to the Sandwich Islands, and points in the South Amer- 
ican States where the cane grows and has long life, and where the sac- 
charine matter can be obtained with infinitely Tess labor and cost. By 
reason of our proximity to the Island of Cuba we can readily obtain 
from that island the raw material; or if we reduce the tariff duties as 
proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, we can 
import sugar so that it can be supplied to the American consumer at a 
very low figure. 

Mr. GAY. Is the gentleman aware that the -Island of Cuba ‘has 
never produced one-half of the amount of the consumption of the 
United States? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe that is the fact; but Iam told (though I 
may be wrong about this) that of the land adapted to sugar production 
in Cuba not more than one-twentieth is in a state of cultivation. 

Mr. GAY. Do you believe in building up the Island of Cuba at the 
expense of the sugar-producer of America? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have said over and over again that, although It be- 
lieve we can never succeed in producing sugar enough in this country 
to supply our own wants, I do not wish to abandon the sugar industry 
in Louisiana or Kansas or California. I want to pay that industry 
a bounty of 2 cents a pound. If gentlemen representing those States 
say 2 ceni. will not be enough, I am willing to give 2} cents a pound, 
or if that is not enough, 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The gentleman is very generous! 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not wish to abandon the sugar industry of the 


_ United States. I do not wish to do anything prejudicial to the prcs- 


perity of Louisiana or Kansas or California. I want to strike down no 
ind But I do not want the people of the United States to con- 
tinue to be taxed to the amount of $60,000,000 a-year for the purpose 
of protecting one-eleventh of the sugar that is consumed in this country. 


That is not in the line of the theory of protection at all. The theory 
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of protection is that the protected industry must either be able to sup- 
ply the home demand, ech beof sucha character thatit may within 
a reasonable time be so built up and strengthened as to be able tosup- 
ply the domestic consumption. 

Mr. KERR. Does any government ever give bounties except with 
DA view of creating a permanent source of supply of the particular ar- 
ticle? 

Mr. BAYNE. I-do not know whether any government ever does 
that or not; it does not make any difference tome. Iam not guided 
by what may have been done. 

Mr. KERR. If the gentleman does not believe we can ever er produce 
in this country our own supply of sugar why should he propose to begin 
now a system of bounties, when according to his own doctrine it will 
be a waste of money ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Because these people think they can build up their in- 
dustries; they promise that they will do 80, and I want to give thema 
rapes It is fair tokeep faith with them in this respect, and I want 
to do so. 

Talking about bounties, 1 want to say that a great many of us seem 
to be to give bounties in certain directions. We have been 
voting, I do not know how many years (I am not responsible for it), in 
favor of giving bounties to the shipping industries of the conntry. 

Mr. KERR. Because—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Nevermind; I know the reason why. We hayvevoted 
bounties, as suggested yesterday by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], 
to the fishing industry. We seem to have an inclination to give boun- 
ties in different directions, 

A MEMBER. A bounty was given on salt in Michigan. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; a bounty was given in Michigan for the pro- 
duction of salt. 

Riss the hammer fell. ] 

BAYNE. Just one word more. -While I do not object toa 
bounty, I do object to compelling the people of this country to pay upon 
mga, $60,000,000 of taxation which ought not to be imposed upon 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not de- 
sire to submit any remarks at this time on the political aspect of this 
question, nor as to what is the proper construction of the Republican 
platform. I leave that for the present to my venerable friend from 
Pennsylvania, Judge KELLEY, and to the experienced and distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and to the various 
ponr enen on the other side who have ranged themselves under the 

ostile banners of those two eminent and redoubtable leaders. When 
they settle their family difficulty among themselves and agree upon 
the proper interpretation of their platform, then possibly we may de- 
sire to discuss it. 

The sugar tariff asa business proposition is an important matter. 
There are several observations I desire to submit before this debate is 
ended. The sugar industries stand in a peculiar relation, Weraise in 
America, in the State of Louisiana, a certain amount of sugar, I pre- 
sume fairly to be estimated at about 9 per cent. of what is used by our 

ple. We import under our reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian 
Tslands about 8 per cent. of the amount used in America. And weim- 
port, subject to duty, 83 per cent. 

I do not mean to say that these figures are absolutely accurate, but 
they are approximately so. The amount of duty paid by the Ameri- 
an, ne last year was over fifty-six millions of dollars ($56,515,- 

Now that is only one-half of this question, large as that is. On the 
other hand, every pound of sugar imported into America upon which 
duty is paid is raw sugar. The present schedule was so framed that 
no sugar is imported in its refined state. The importation of refined 
sugar is so small as to be comparatively nothing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will not that be the result of the bill framed by 
the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The schedule in the present 
law rema@fns untouched in its nature by the Mills bill. The sugars 
upon which duty is paid are imported in i their raw state and are refined 
in America. 

The sugar-refining business, therefore, is a very large industry, in 
which many millions of dollars have been invested. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will not the margin between 
raw and refined sugar which exists under the present law be materially 
diminished by the Mills bill, so that there may be imports of refined 
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sugar? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not believe there would be such imports under 
the schedule framed here. Is not the margin left so that there wonld 
be no imports? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is conjectural. We ma- 
terially reduce the margin, but whether we reduce it enough to permit 
imports remains to be seen. There can be if we reduce the margin. 
We have reduced the margin $1 a barrel. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was going on to say that 
on the sugar question the first half is different from the second half; 
the interest of Louisiana and the southern portions of America in 
the production of cane sugar is entirely different from the interest of 
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sugar refineries, which under our tariff is very large. Many millions 
of dollars are invested in these refineries. ‘They employ a large num- 
ber of workmen. To each of these two halves of this question are at- 
tached incidental questions of great complexity. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Notnow. The agricultural 
side of this question is that contingent possibility of great increase in 
the production of sugar in Louisiana, Texas, and Florida, by the growth 
of cane, the great increase under scientific researches and industrial im- 
provement by the culture of sorghum, which can be raised in all parts 
of America, and the still more promising possibility growing out of beet 
culture in California and elsewhere. Each of these affects a large part 
of the American agricultural population. 

To the other half of this question is attached the fact that there is 
indubitably a compact trust of great power, by means of which a tax 
can be laid on the American consumers of sugar, which results in a 
large profit to the trust and a congiderable addition to the burden of 
the American people. Therefore, when the Committee of the Whole 
comes to consider this question, it has to consider it in the light of these 
various aspects, It is one, therefore, I hope outside, as it struck the 
Committee on Ways and Means and strikes me this afternoon, of the 
temporary struggles of contending parties and beyond the new sectional 
aspect of particular agricultural interests alone, although this is most 
important. It is to be considered in a broader view, and our action 
taken with a purpose to do what is the best underall the circumstances 
surrounding Co: now. 

We can not shut our eyes to the fact, however much we may dispute 
about it here in the committee, that there are annoyances, inequalities, 
and burdens to the manufacturers of America growing out of this tariff; 
and that there are burdens which we ought to remove from other in- 
dustries. We can not shut our eyes to the fact that the various organ- 
izations of labor in this country have grown up out of the spirit of 
discontent and restlessness because of the present condition of affairs. 

Now, to take the entire $56,000,000, which is the net revenue from 
sugar, and the $31,000,000 of revenue, which is about that derived 
from tobacco, making $87,000,000 in all, absolutely renders this Con- 
gress unable to take any burden elsewhere off the manufacturers ot 
America, or give relief to the tax-payers and consumers in any other 
direction, and thus_remedy any just cause of discontent that labor 
which has organized itself into these bodies may have. It necessarily 
postpones for the present, if it does not indefinitely put off the day ot, 
a true revision of the tariff. 

It, therefore, was impossible, in our view of the case, to take all these 
duties off. It seemed unjust to do it in the light of the teachings ot 
the last twenty-seven years with justice to the interests of the sugar 
refiners. It was impossible to do it in justice, in view of the teachings 
of years past, to the sugar producers of Louisiana; but higher than 
either of these interests in the minds of some of us, it was impossible 
to do it without deliberately determining to leave this whole tariff un- 
touched, including all of its inequalities, exactions, and burdens, ex- 
actly as it now stands, and have all hope of any revision postponed, 
by the simple reduction from the public revenue of this $56,000,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] à 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask that the gentleman be permitted to proceed 
without interruption. = 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I should like to have a few 
moments longer. > 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman from Kentucky 
will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. For this does not light a sin- 
gle furnace fire; it does not put into operation a single wheel; it does 
not give a single hour of added labor to the wage-earner; it is simply 
a reduction of revenue by so much by a reduction of taxation. Of 
course it is a relief to the tax-payers of the amount of the duty, forin- 
dubitably the duty on sugar is added to the cost of the sugar; and it 
would be, without that duty, cheaper, unless the destruction, if that 
would follow, of our sugar refineries or of our sugar-producing inter- 
ests in the country might thereby, by the want of, or by the lessening 
of, competition, raise temporarily the price we might have to pay to 
those who produce and refine it. 

But this would be all. Undoubtedly it would to that extent tend 
to relieve; and that is the whole extent of the relief it would afford. 
It is therefore a question when we come to make sugar free, as to 
whether the American Congress will relieve the consumers of the coun- 
try by no other possible remedy; whether it will remove from the 
manufacturers, who have to pay enormous duties for the erude ma- 
terial, that duty which preyents them from competition with the other 
foreign producers. We believed, we now believe, that as there must 
come into the market, as there must be used by the American citizens, 
a certain amount of finished product, that the true wisdom for this 
Congress, seeking to reduce the public revenues, was to let our sys- 
tem be so altered with such moderate, conservative, and cautious 
changes, as would admit into our country the crude material rather 
than the finished product, so that the American worker could take 
that crude material and fashion it into the finished fabric; and that the 


profit of that manufacture should go to the American manufacturer, 
rather than to continue this system unchanged, by which the crude 
material is largely excluded and the finished product largely imported, 
whereby the American workingman does not get the benefit of that 
much labor, and the American manufacturer is cut off from the profit 
of that much manufacture, while the American consumer pays the 
difference between that which may be cheaply and profitably manu- 
factured here in America and what he has to pay by reason of the duty 
and increased cost. Our proposition all through runs in that direc- 
tion. 

Now, the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois, and all propo- 
sitions tending to free sugar, run in precisely the opposite direction. 
Whether you call it a tariff for revenue only, or by whatever name you 
choose to designate it, whatever political figure it may cut in the can- 
vass as a business proposition, the proposition of the Ways and Means 
Committee is, so far as the revision goes, whatever distance it goes, 
which is but a short distance, in the direction of farnishing to the 
American manufacturer the crude material which he must work up 
into the finished product, that thereby he may become prosperous, that 
thereby the added labor may be furnished to the wage-workers of Amer- 
ica; and as the manufacturer becomes prosperous, and the laborer be- 
comes prosperous and contented, more material will be needed. 

That material the American producer will find a market for. The 
man in America who has the material to sell can sell it to no one but 
a prosperous manufacturer. There can beno prosperous manufacturer 
without contented labor, so that our recommendation is in the line of 
prosperous manuiactories built on cheap raw material for the purpose 
of furnishing to the American laborer and the American producer of 
raw material a stable, a constant, and a profitable market. The prop- 
osition on the other side leads in precisely the opposite direction. 

Therefore the consideration of the duty imposed on sugar raises the 
whole issue as to the proper methods of tariff taxation, and, indeed, of 
all national taxation. It raises not only the question as to the effect 
of this tax upon sugar, but it forces upon us a consideration ofthe bur- 
den of this tax as compared to other taxes which must either be sub- 
stituted or maintained in order to makè up for the loss of revenue 
which the repeal of this tax would bring about. 

It is unquestionably true that there should be and will be an abate- 
ment of taxation in order that the present excess of revenue may cease, 
that the expenditures may be more carefully revised, and that there 
shall be no idle accumulation in the public Treasury. But in the 
consideration of the method of such reduction of revenue it is impor- 
tant to consider the burden of each tax, and to discriminate among all 
the taxes now imposed, in order that the relief given shall not be 
limited only to the sum of the tax now paid, and which the Govern- 
ment receives, but may also relieve the people from a heavy tax which 
the people now pay, but which the Government does not receive. 

Every tax, no matter on what levied or how collected, must be paid 
by the productive industry of the country. It must also be paid out 
of the current product; it isso much taken from the income—the re- 
ward of labor of each year—and must be subtracted from that gross in- 
come before the support of the people is taken therefrom. To whom- 
soever paid, whether to the Government, to the manufacturer, or by 
some mysterious process of distribution divided among the Govern- 
ment, the manufacturer, the importer, the laborer, and the consumer, 
it must be deducted from the income produced by labor before any 
port of that income can be applied to either the necessities or comforts 
of life. 

No tax is a blessing—every tax is a burden; and the only possible de- 
fense for the exercise of the sovereign power of taxation is the inexora- 
ble demand of public necessity. The money must be absolutely needed 
for governmental pu and as the amount thus needed can be 
raised in the end only by taxation, such taxes ought to be laid as will 
bear with the ‘greatest impartiality and unfformity and the least bur- 
den. Theduty upon sugarisatax. The Louisiana sugar being about 
9 per cent. of the quantity used in America, the burden of this tax can 
be correctly estimated and exactly measured. 

This tax practically imposes no incidental and additional burdens 
which unjustly weigh upon the payers of the taxes, imposed in reali 
for the benefit of classes and to aid other and no more deserving citi- 
zens in building up these private enterprises and making profit thereon. 
It is impartially distributed and equitably imposed. No tax can be 
more uniformly and widely laid. It is a tax on consumption. It is 
unfortunately a tax on what has become a necessary of life, and there- 
fore relatively the poor pay more than the rich. As I believe all taxes 
are burdens, I do not advocate the sugar duty as a good thing; but as 
revenue must be raised by taxation, I do assert that in the present condi- 
tion of our industrial enterprises and of our Treasury that in the assort- 
ment of taxes it is most unwise to repeal the duty on sugar; that of all 
our tariff taxes it is the easiest to be borne, the most uniform and im- 
partial, and producing the largest revenue at the smallest cost and the 
least hardship. 

The proposed bill takes from the revenue from sugar $11,346, 707.98, 
and an average reduction on the present ratesof 16.40 per cent. Thisis 
larger than the average reduction proposed by the committee in the 
pending bill, and, under all the circumstances, seemed the best that 
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could be done. And I do not hesitate to appeal to the Committee of 
the Whole to vote down all amendments to this proposed schedule, 
which is the result of much labor, of frequent consultations, and ofan 
earnest desire to reach a safe and just conclusion. 

One word about bounties. The day for bounties is over. ' We might 
as well look these questions squarely in the face. The drift and cur- 
rent of public thought and the development of mankind are all in one 
direction. 

The day is over when out of the National money taken 
from the people by taxation shall be paid to one private individual as 
a bonus to him for his private enterprise. It may temporarily survive 
in some of the States. It may be tried as some doctors try enormous 
doses of calomel or great bleeding, But itis over. It can not last. 
It is absolutely illusive. It is more so than the temptations on tle 
Mount of Temptation. If the gentleman’s proposition were adopted to- 
day and a bounty was given on sugar it would not last as long as the 
gentleman’s term to which he will be re-elected. That is at an end. 

It is true a protective tariff and a bounty are in some respects alike. 
Each is a bonus paid in the end by taxation upon the people for the 
private benefit of persons interested in enterprises that the Govern- 
ment thinks it due to the general good that they should be encour- 
aged, but the result is private profit, private aggrandizement. Each 
is based on the conception that Government is paternal, and hasa right 
to raise by taxation money for private purposes. The difference is that 
in the case of a bounty it is openly done. It isdone by name. It is 
paid by the public Treasury. It is paid confessedly out of the money 
raised by taxation. It is so done that it can be accurately measured. 
If it be honest, if it be legitimate and the cause be proper, it may be 
made to appear plausible. The country knows how much it is paying; 
it knows to whom it is paying; it knows for what it is paying. 

The protective tariff is a bonus paid to persons interested in these 
industrial enterprises. It is paid indirectly. So far as the amount is 
in the shape of duties and goes into the Treasury it is added to the 
cost of the foreign article, but exactly how much is added the pur- 
chaser never ascertains. So far as it operates upon a domestic article 
which comes in competitiofi with the article upon which the duty is 
laid it is paid to the manufacturer, but the consumer does not know 
how much is paid, nor does he know to whom he pays—whether to 
the producer, that is, the manufacturer, or whether by some mysteri- 
ous process of distribution part goes to the Government, part to the 
manufacturer, and part to the laborer. He pays it in an indirect way. 
The pill is sugar-coated. He would not pay it, and the system would 
not live ten years, if the amount that he had to pay thus indirectly and 
the person to whom he paid it could be definitely ascertained and 
definitely known. 

But the day of the bounty is over. Itisamereillusion. Whatever 
votes it may obtain in this House, whatever strength it may have in 
the other House—and, of course, I mean no disrespect, it will operate 
asa pure sham. It is only a shadow; altogether a shadow. It will 
do no good toanybody except inoneaspect. It will be an object-lesson 
by which the American people will somehow be more apt to learn what 
is a protective tariff and a bonus under it. 

But it will not be adopted. It will not be adopted in this House. 
I do not believe even it will come as an affirmative proposition from 
the Senate. Butif it does I have no idea it will be adopted by this 
Congress or any other Congress. It is simply a salve to the conscience 
of a protectionist who wants to get rid of the sugar duty, but does not 
exactly see how he can consistently do it, or it is to enable such a pro- 
tectionist to get votes from somebody to help him carry it out. 

Really at the bottom the reason for the repeal of the sugar duty, 
whether it be consciously realized or not, is with most of the gentlemen 
who are in favor of it simply because it holds out the hope thata duty 
so large if removed will give safety to the other protected industries 
which ask for duty. They imitate the ship-owner throwing over the 
least valuable of his goods to prevent his ship from foundering in a 
storm. It is like a man sacrificing part of his load to the wolves that 
are behind him to delay them in their progress. lt is solely that so 
much revenue being taken away and thesurplus being so much reduced 
this reformation, this revision of the tariff may be prevented. 

I did not mean to take up so much time, Mr. Chairman. I only 
want to say in conclusion that I do not believe this question can be 
settled by the repeal of the tobacco and sugar tax; that in my judg- 
ment the American people, without regard to polities, have made up 
their minds that this tariff shall be revised; that these duties which 
are too great shall be reduced, and that those industries which have 
been built up under this turiff shall be cautiously and justly treated, 
that there shall be no recklessness in it. I believe the reason why the 
Mills bill, so much denounced, so often ridiculed, spoken of so lightly 
by gentlemen on the other side, has steadily grown in popular com- 
mendation [derisive laughter on the Republican side] is because it is 
a moderate, conservative, fair offer of a tentative proposition which can 
not injure any industry and which may be a benefit to all. 

Mr. REED. What does the gentleman mean by a tentative propo- 
aam ? On the way; on theroad; a temporary stopping-place on the 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
his question? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of ‘Kentucky. ‘‘ Tentative,’ according to 
my view, does not mean anything about stopping on the road; nor is 
this bill a stopping on the road, nor is it meant to be, so far as I am 
concerned. It is meant to be an honest effort to revise the present tariff 
as to the matters that are touched by it, and will on the one hand give 
to the industries which at present have protection a fair and just pro- 
tection according to that system which they believe in, and yet on the 
other hand will give to the purchaser of the goods which they manu- 
facture the chance to have a fair and open competition in the American 
markets, so that trusts, monopolies, and combines can not take advan- 
tage of our acts and our tariff to make higher prices than are fair and 
just. That is what I mean. I trust it is satisfactory. 

Mr. REED. Fair competition in the American markets with what ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kengucky. A fair competition in the 
American markets in all the necessities of life which have to be bought 
by the American people. P 

Mr. REED. Fair competition with what? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With what? 

Mr. REED. Yes; with goods from where? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. From wherever may beneces- 
sary in order to give a fair price to the man who earns his money and 
pays for the goods, [Applause on the Democratic side.] We propose 
that the man who is an American citizen, laboring for the support of 
himself and his family, shall not be compelled by the operation of 
Amerean laws to give an exorbitant price for that which he has to buy. 
ThatiswhatImean. I meanonly that, but I mean thatfrankly; there 
is no concealment about it. 

And now I want to say in conclusion, as the gentleman has asked 
his question, that as to the matters which this bill has touched (leav- 
ing those untouched for futureadjustment) our hope is, our belief is—I 
say it with whatever value it may carry, which may be little in the 
eyes of the gentleman, but it is the result of much study and of great 
labor—we do believe that this billif passed will, as to its more impor- 
tant schedules, as, for instance, the woolen schedule, result in giving 
to the woolen manufacturer a new and brighter day of prosperity, will 
drive from the American market the products that now come in from 
the foreign manufacturers, and will give the wool-growerof America a 
stable market; and I am in favor of it because I am in favor of the 
American workmen and the American wool-grower rather than of the 
foreign workman and the foreign wool-grower. [Jeers and derisive ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COX. I am sure that the gentlemen on the other side, after 
having had the debate all to themselves throughout the day, will let 
us have a little say here without interruption. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will have unlimited time. 

Mr. COX. We have greatly enjoyed the debate of Republican gen- 
tlemen. Although you seem to be on different sides, yet, after all, you 
are together on the main idea connected with the tariff. In the earlier 
discussions upon this theme, years ago, when Mr, Speaker Kerr and Mr. 
Senator BEcK and others were debating it here, I remember that gen- 
tlemen on this side who believed in the liberalities of commerce and 
the revision of our custom duties, often used the significant word 
“bounty.” They undertook to express by it the per cent. of the tariff 
tax that was paid by the consumers, and not to the Treasury, but paid 
to parties and classes outside the Treasury. 

‘* Bounty,” sir, was the word. It has received new meaning to-day. 
In those discussions it was vehemently denied that the Republican 
party believed that the tax levied on the people in the shape of protec- 
tion was a gratuity. Butah! how ‘‘ truth creeps unawares upon cau- 
tion!” Some of you proclaim to-day, openly and boldly, that you 
favor a bounty of some $6,000,000 to aid the sugar interest in lieu of 
t‘ protection.” When you desire to place sugar on the free-list, or 
partially so, you mean to be just to your idea of protection, by what? 
Why, by giving a bounty. In making that proposition the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is by no means inconsistent. 

After all, is not a protective tariff based on bounties? Is not the 
tax, however insidiously, paid in cash? We all know that a tariff, by 
its peculiar operation, is more indirect and elastic in its boutifulness 
than a mere percentage on so much a pound, as on sugar, bestowed on 
the planter. Still, in the long run, itis no less a bonus or bounty. It 
is a sum given by the Government gratis, for the purpose of encourag- 
ing a peculiar kind of industry which otherwise would not exist or 
would fail. 

In other words, gentlemen, your proposition makes the Treasury an 
eleem institution. It pauperizesan honorable occupation. How 
proud and glad I was to see my highly respected friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE], in the present tense and first person singular, 
offer to give away my constituents’ money out of the Treasury to foster 
one occupation, and to the amount of $6,000,000 [laughter]. He ten- 
dered it without their asking for it, or asking us for it. Oh, how be- 
nevolent these gentlemen are with other ple’s money! Now, 
whether it be a bounty indirect in the form of protection, or a bounty 


Has the gentleman finished 
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direct, at so much a pound from the Treasury, its maintenance signally 
and logically illustrates the sophistry of all your fallacy in favor of 
protection, when you audaciously deny that a large proportion of the 
money taken from the people by the tariff never enters the Treasury, 
but goes to fatten the greed of the manufacturer. 

It can be demonstrated that on all of the various articles that make 
up the tariff schedules five times as much of the unwarranted tax goes 
to interested and selfish parties outside of the Treasury as the amount 

. that goes into the Treasury for revenue. y 

Sugar is a peculiar article. Sugar brings into the Treasury some 
$56,000,000 a year. Al of that sum is revenue except some six mill- 
lions. That sum is very kindly provided by the bountiful amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. The fifty million of 
dollars which sugar brings into the Treasury is ‘‘ revenue only.” As 
a Democrat I believe in the doctrine of a tariff for revenue only. I ap- 
plaud any proposition that creates such a relation as that to sugar. 

But I would not pay a bounty in any guise on the production of su- 
gar. Icould not do that consistently with principle and platform. 
As one who does not believe in the creed of protection, I can not vote 
for bounties. They have no possible or constructive warrant. I would 
not do it in any way, however generous it might seem. As soon as 
you commence paying bounties on one article, where can you justly 
stop? You have to pay them on another and another, and so on with- 
outend. You can not help it. It is the only route to reach reasona- 
ble equality in the mode and fact of taxation; and when you reach 
that equality, al! are burdened and no one aided, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Would you make sugar free? 

Mr. COX. Now let me go right along. You had a good time on 
your side, allamong yourselves,to-day. We were so happy to see you 
enjoying it. [Laughter.] You were like two colored people I have 
heard of down in Florida. They disputed all day about something, 
although they were both on thesame side of thequestion. [Laughter.] 
That was the case with our Republican brethren here to-day. [Laugh- 
ter.] They were each and all for protection—each and all for a bounty— 
one by an outlay of money, the other by adding to the cost of the arti- 
cle to the consumer, which, all the same, the producer received. Both 
desired the exaction, only they differed as to the mode. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Why does the gentleman locate that story in 
Florida? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Well, you may locate it in New Orleans, if you please. 
[Laughter.] .On a former occasion I undertook to show what would 
be the percentage of bounty paid on pig-iron, cotton goods, and various 
other articles under the tariff. From the calculation then made I con- 
cluded that my proposition was approximately correct when I said 
that the great body of the tax paid by the people under the tariffneyer 
entered the Treasury, and that in effect the Treasury became a great 
charitable institution—the almoner of the people’s money to help fa- 
vored classes. 

Gentlemen on the Ways and Means Committee have had in sugar a 
difficult subject to deal with. Sugar is a useful article in life. Asan 
“infant” industry itis a good thing when made intocandy [laughter], 
and I only wish that some of my friends on the other side—I am not 
looking at the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep]—had had a little 
more saccharine matter in their early days. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Yon are like all Democrats. You look right at me 
and then say you are not doing it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Iam a little cross-eyed. I was looking at another man. 
[ Laughter. ] 

If the tax on this necessary article of sugar, amounting to upwards 
of fifty millions of dollars, wére the only tax paid on this article by the 
people, we might be more content, but there are vast sums, which I 
once computed here, paid under our protective system to the sugar re- 
fineries. The percentage of profit has been enormous, even before the 
trusts began to combine. Hence, the question has come to be one of 
popular interest beyond ordinary tariff schedules. It is a question 
whether protection has aided the home sugar production. If protec- 
tion has not aided it, what will? No wonder gentlemen in good faith 
turn to bounties. If protection has failed to supply one-tenth of the 
engar needed for home consumption, will bounties do any good to that 
en ‘ 

I am free to say, sir, that as between protective bounties and bounties 
in cash, I would, in case I were compelled to choose between them, pre- 
fer the open and candid bountiesin cash. But I am not bound to choose 
either on principle or by the Constitution. I would prefer, in case of 
a choice, to do as we used to do with codfish, pay a bounty outright, 
and make a precious pretense of helping some remote interest. 

The existing sugar duties well illustrate the theory of tariff protec- 
tion in its most favorable aspect, yet they totally fail to accomplish 
their ostensible object. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
would make the protective theory effective and plain to the commonest 
understanding by taking out of the pockets of the people $6,000,000 
and paying that sum flagrantly to the sugar-growers. This is au oper- 
ation that won!d perhaps if sugar were freed save sugar consumers $50,- 
000,000 next year, and a proportionately larger sum each year following. 

By this method, if applied to other tax-protected products, we could 
soon reduce the surplus revenues while ‘‘ protecting ’’ home industries! 
For example, we might pay directly to the constituents of the gentle- 


man from P lvania [Mr. KELLEY ] $6.72 for each ton of pig-iron 
produced, and $22 per ton for charcoal bars and blooms, and from $17 
to $22 per ton for iron and steel rails. It would only be doing directly 
what we have been doing indirectly. But I fear the people would not, 
when the facts were patent, goin that direction. At preset gentlemen 
draw the bounty-line at sugar and molasses. 

I am not sanguine that any system of protection or bounty can save 
the sugar producing interest in the South. There are reasons for this 
remark on which I can not now dilate. Planters are unsettled in 
their condition. They are looking for changes to relieve them. The 
Times-Democrat, of New Orleans, of 7th January, 1887, said: 

Three years of ruinous prices have demonstrated the fact that however im- 
mutable the laws and methods of cultivation may be, the manufacturing busi- 
ness must be progressive here as it is in other portions of the world, 

Is it true that this sugar industry is decaying? Canitbethat it has 
no future which tariffs, however high, can help? If so, what good will 
bounties do to aid them? 

Doubtless the sums paid into and outside of the Treasury do have 
the effect to stimulate the industries, at least for a time. Like other 
stimulus, it isnot lasting and healthy. It defeats the object. / Tariffs 
in giving bounties indirectly are more or less stimulative, just as a 
direct sum is stimulative to producers; and though the sam may not 
amount to the full sum of the cash bounty, yet in the end the large 
amounts paid by the consumer do go into the hands of men outside; 
otherwise why so much urgency and anxiety about protection ? 

Sugarisas indispensable as bread. Let us not wonder, therefore, that 
gentlemen who would cultivate the graces so as to be returned to Con- 
gress should seek to reduce largely the tax on sugar. It seems at first 
to be a popular measure and taking shibboleth. It is very sure to have 
alarge support amongst the people, who will not reflect upon its object 
and consequences. 

I should like to cut off, if I could justly to all other interests, more 
than $12,000,000 provided by the pending bill. 

A MEMBER. Cut off 40 per cent, of duty. 

Mr. COX. Ido not know what I would cut if sugar only were the 
means or article for the surplus reduction. The Committee on Ways 
and Means have done their best, looking over the whole field, in taking 
off twelve millions, considering the various ramifications of the tariff 
all through our varied industries. 

I was about to say, sir, that sugar is indispensable to human life. It 
is ‘‘ necessary ”’ for the nutrition of our bodies. Itis needed by all, 
from the child who uses it in various forms of sweetness, to the man 
who wants it in his coffee—or I may say who craves it for his ‘‘ free 
whisky.’ [Laughter and applause.] It helps to make blood. It 
preserves health. It prolongs life. 

I have been told by old campaigners—and I see many around me 
here—by men who used to cross the plains, that they preferred a pound 
of sugar to that much flour in their emergencies on the route for the 
sustentation of the body. If you impose on this industry a bounty, 
then you have only shifting sand upon which to build your economic 
policy. It will have no permanency. You can not build on it as if it 
were a rock agsinst which our political elements may beat, and beat 
in vain. You will be changing it from year to year. Such a policy, 
therefore, will unsettle business. Bounties have been tried in other 
countries and have failed. The system always will fail, even when 
not complicated by trusts and combinations. People will find in time 
that bounties will not sustain except temporarily their industries. 

This sugar question is complicated otherwise than by various grades, 
standards, refineries, and greediness. I know what gentlemen mean 
when they talk about trusts. There are in the United States some 
fourteen sugar refineries. They have un aggregate capital of fifty mill- 
ions. They contro] almost the entire consumption and production of 
refined sugar in our country. 

There are trusts in and around the city of New York of potential 

and perilous magnitude. „But the people of that city, led by Demo- 
cratic and patriotic men, have recently petitioned the attorney-general 
of that State to take cognizance of the sugar trusts. They contended 
in their appeal that corporations which have made combinations and 
monopolies to manage and enhance the price of sugar are amenable to 
the criminal Jaw. Their appeal to the attorney-general has been 
heeded. That officer answers them that he agrees with them. If the 
law be fearlessly executed, these conspirators against the people in their 
social needs will be penitentiarized. I hope that the officials of that 
State of New York will so take care of the interests of the people that 
these chartered or unchartered spoilers of fair and just trade may be 
suppressed. 
Now, gentlemen, I did not intend to speak this warm afternoon. I 
say again, this side of the House thanks you for your intelligent dis- 
putations amongst yourselves this afternoon. [Laughter.] You have 
given us great satisfaction. In time the truth will arise from such dis- 
cussions, and if truth prevails we will have no bounties of any kind, 
direct or indirect, by our legislation. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. REED. It is a great satisfaction to have had a whole day of 
truth, even if it was followed by twenty-five minutes on the other side. 
Lrangiter. 

Mr. 


I move that the committee now rise. ~ 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken the 


chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 


consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI, NEAR KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Calendar from the further consideration.of the bill (H. R. 10623) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River be- 
tween Clay Cotinty and Jackson County, Missouri, at a point to be 
selected consistent with the interests of river navigation, between Kansas 
City, Mo., and apoint within 5 miles below said city, and put it upon 
its passage. I will say that this bill isinthe usual form, approved by 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, and I ask that the 
reading of it be dispensed with. There are two formal amendments 
suggested by the Committee on Commerce, which I ask to have adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let us hear what this is. 

Mr. ROGERS. Itis a bridge bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where? 

Mr. ROGERS. Across the Missouri River. 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where to be located? 

Mr. ROGERS. Five miles below Kansas City. 

Mr. BAYNE. What is the width of the span proposed ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Four hundred feet, I think. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is it approved by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir, and the Chief of Engineers. It is in the 
usual form of bridge bills. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it a high bridge or a draw bridge? 

Mr. ROGERS. A draw bridge. 

Mr. ADAMS. What are the Senate amendments? 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The first is that— 

Equal privil in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies; and the United Statesshall have the right of way acrosssaid bri 
and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

And the second is an additional section: 


Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof, 


Mr. ADAMS. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bill as amended was ordered to be en for 
a third readings i and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, OHIO VALLEY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a joint resolution at this time, and ask its immediate con- 
sideration. I would like to state simply that some days ago the House 

a bill in reference to the centennial exhibition in Cincinnati. 

ere was a proviso to that bill, which requires a declaration on the 
part of This resolution is to supply the omission. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint ronan will be read, sub- 


It is reported by the 


ject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United Stales of America 
in Congress assembled, "hak % 10 cee tere inten’ aod Doekain of the act of Con- 


gress passed May 9, 1888, and approved by the President 
entitled “An act making appropriations to enable the several Executive De- 
partments of the Government, and the Bureau of Agriculture, and the Smith- 
sonian Institution, including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries, to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley 
and Central fenton, te to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October7, 
1888,” that the President of the United States may in his discretion make an or- 
der directing that any documents, papers, maps, books, or other exhibits which 
proveriz. ant pertinently relate to the establishment of civil government in the 
erritory Northwest of the Ohio River, may be sent upon an executive order 
from any of the several De ents in said act named, or from the exhibits 
ncinnati; and-that the ig nee po of money in said act to defray 
expenses of such exhibits Pose applicable, in so far as the President of 
the United States may direct, to yment — the expenses of the care, trans- 
portation to and return of such har ees ietta; the same shall be 
paid ron such fund heretofore set apart ogg Sok Dena naa as the President 
may order, 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring 
the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, 1888, was read 
a first and second timè, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

. ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS, DISTRICT MILITIA. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pass the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue 
arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The jointresolution will be read, sub- 
ject to objection. 


Tenn resolution was read, as follows: 
Qe ty Reto, ele., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
from the stores of the Army such arms, ordnance stores, quar- » 
peainobed stores, and es equi to the militia of District of Columbia 
as he may deem necessary for the their ropar sinipi and instruction. The 
Fader ce so issued shall remain and con! to be the property of the United 
and shall be annually accounted for in such manner as the Secretary of 
War may require. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is this an authorization or a direction ? 

Mr. McADOO, It simply authorizes the Secretary of War. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
Intion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table; 

The latter motion was agreed to. s 


SOUTH CUMBERLAND BATTALION, KENTUCKY STATE TROOPS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I ask unanimous consent to call up for presenteon- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9701) for the relief of the officers and enlisted 
men, and the widows, children, and dependent parents of the officers 
and enlisted men who served in the South Cumberland Battalion of 
Kentucky State Troops during the late war of the rebellion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I give notice that this one-sided business will 
be stopped after this. 

ELEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr, COX, from the Committee on the Eleventh Census, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1659) 
to provide for taking the Eleventh and subsequent censuses; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the Speake pro tem- 
pore declared the House adjourned, 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10749) for the relief of Charles 
Maschmeyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 10750) for the relief of Joseph H. 
Lyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10751) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Udell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10752) grantinga pension to Robert 
S. Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10753) granting a pension to Delilah Hennick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of North Side Council and of Col. J. 
R. Clark Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Alle- 
gheny County, Pennsylvania, in favor of Senate bill 553—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of the heirs of Isaiah Attaway, for referenca 
a their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of J. A. Applegate and 54 others, citi- 
zens of Franklin County, Indiana, for an amendment of the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of S. S. White Dental Manufacturing 
Company, to reduce the postage on merchandise to 1 cent for 2 ounces— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SYMES; Petition against the passage of the international 
copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Elijah Gates and others, asking fora 
pension to Julia B. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Protest of the St. Paul (Minn.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, against bridging the Detroit River—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of Lincoln County, Tennessee. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred tothe 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. HALL: Of citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania. 
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SENATE, | 
MONDAY, July 9, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, its further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate for 
distinctive paper for United States securities for 1889, and urging the 
amendment of the sundry civil appropriation in accordance with such 
estimate; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr, HALE presented a petition of the General Conference of the 
Congregational Churches in Maine, praying for the repeal of all legis- 
lation which sustains and protects the manufacture or sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors to be used as béverages, and praying for further legisla- 
tion prohibiting the importation and exportation of such liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Knox County, Maine, 
praying for the passage of such amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law as will protect the public from existing evils which vitally affect 
their interests, and prevent further encroachments on their rights; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of C. Brownell, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2772, in relation to 
creating and establishing United States courts in the Indian Territory. 
This petition contains very valuable information, and is the result of 
the investigation of the treaties and authorities which have reference 
to the passage of that bill. This petition is so full of valuable infor- 
mation that I venture to ask that it be printed in document form for 
the use of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of physicians and druggists, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of the law classifying druggists 
as liquor dealers, and which requires them to take ont a license of $25 
therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
Penn., anda petition of the Maritime Exchange, of Philadelphia, Penn., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of League 
Island navy-yard; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, 

He also presented the petitions of 12 councils of the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, located in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 553, to restrict foreign immi- 
gration; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 66 citizens of Berrian 
* County, Michigan, praying for certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of Harris County, 
Georgia, praying that amendments be made to the interstate-commerce 
law whereby certain evils now suffered by the public may be pre- 
vented and farther encroachments on their rights prevented; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of J. H. Rose and 50 other cit- J. 


izens of Van Zandt County, Texas, praying for the passage of a law to 
prevent common carriers from transporting commodities in cars and 
other means of conveyance owned by the shipper, and to give informers 
the fines imposed for violations of the interstate-commerce law; whiclf 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of citizens of Newton County, 
Mississippi, praying that certain amendments may be made to the in- 
terstate-commerce act; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Howard 
County, Indiana, praying for the passage of certain amendments of 
the interstate-commerce law to protect them ‘‘from any more railway 

iracy,’’ to use theirown language. I move that the petition be re- 
erred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of ex-soldiers of the Union 
Army, praying forthe purchase by Congress of the portrait of General 
George H. Thomas, painted. by Miss Ransom; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Library, 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers, citizens of Lowell, 
Ind. praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 52 citizens of the Fifth and Tenth 
Congressional districts of Indiana, praying for prohibition in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented ae petition of the i A omnee 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying that an appropriation e to sus 
the revenue-marine service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce.. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Encampment of Indian 
War Veterans of the North Pacific Coast, praying for the passage of 
bills for the payment of Indian depredation claims as allowed by. the 
commission composed of Generals Ingalls and Smith and Hon. L. F. 
Grover; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of John George Ryan, of 
Chicago, Ill., praying to be indemnified in the sum of $100,000 because 
of false arrest, long imprisonment in chains, cruelty, danger to life, in- 
jury to health, and other hardships by United States officials while the 
petitioner iy, his parole of honor and consequently under protec- 
tion of the Government of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 26 citizens of Fair Play, Polk 
County, Missouri, praying for prohibition in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 42 citizens of Washington 
County, Ohio, praying for the passage of certain amendments to the inter- 
state-commerce act; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Wesley W. Taylor, of Paris, 
Ill., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of the Winona (Minn.) Board of 
Trade, praying for the passage of the House bill authorizing the Winona 
and Southwestern Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Winona; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Charles Hughes and others; 
the petition of David Fetters and others; the petition of Daniel Line- 
berger and others, and the petition of Max Borneman and others, all 
citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the retention of the present 
duty on window-glass; whith were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented a petition of citizensof Montgomery County, Mary- 
land, praying for the better protection of the Yellowstone National 
Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. à 

He also presented the petition of F. E. Meekins and others, of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1539) providing 
for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, = 

He also presented the petition of Morris Golding and other citizens of 
New Castle County, Delaware, praying for the retention of the present 
duty on china clay and kaolin; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ` 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 110) for the relief of Horace A. W, 
Tabor, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
685) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, towhom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2783) for the relief of the sureties of George W. Hook, 
deceased, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
775) to regulate the compensation of-the chief-justice and judges of 
the Court of Claims, and of the justices of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, reported if with amendment, 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durr, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2627) granting land-warrants to soldiers and sail- 
ors in the United States service in the Seminole Indian war of 1856, 
their widows and orphans, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. : 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 763) to promote the efficiency of the General Land 
Office, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S.2386) explanatory of an act entitled 
‘An act to settle certain accounts between the United States and the 
State of Mississippi and other States, and for other purposes,” to report 
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it adversely, another bill of the same character having been reported 
to the Senate and being now on the Calendar. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3136) to amend section 1014 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, reported it with amendments. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


+ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. tant granting a pension to C. T. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. 486) granting a pension to Lydia Calhoun; 

A bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. pot granting a pension to Mary Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Collinge; 

A bill (H. R. 2776 ting a pension to William Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delila Whipps; 

A bill tE: R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pension to William C, Tilly; 

A bill r R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs, Catharine Sinnott; 

A bill (H. R. 7202) granting a pension to William C. Lord; 
no bill (H. R. 8183) for the erection of a public building at Opelousas, 

A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal 
University; j 

A bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Ann M. Arnold, widow ot 
John Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 

A bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs, Minerva Eagle; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtrum; 

A bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; s 

A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

A bill (H. R. Mood granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

A bill (H. R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 

A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Clay County and Jackson County, Missouri, 
at a point to be selected consistent with the interests of river naviga- 
tion, between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 miles below said 
city; 

Sint resolution (H, Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to fill vacancies caused by the 
expiration of the terms of office of members of the present board of 
managers on the 2ist day of April, 1888; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring the true intent and mean- 
ing of the act spproveg May 9, 1888. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs. Virginia Grier; 

A bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension to Jeptha A. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to Martin N. Kellogg; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine K. ittlesey ; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sh n; 

A bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin; an 

A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1983) 
to ratify an act entitled ‘‘ An act creating the county of San Juan” in 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of theSenate to the bill (H. R. 10233) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes; that it further insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the thirtieth amendment of the Senate to the bill; agreed to the 
further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed.«Mr. HATCH, Mr. DAVIDSON 
of Florida, and Mr. CoNGER managers at the further conference on the 
part of the House. ` 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the tollowing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa 
Infantry; and 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of 


of 1812. 
The m also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 


essage 
ing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 
A bill (S. 671) to provide for the sale of the site of Fort Omaha, 


JULY 9, 


Nebr., the sale or removal ot the improvements thereof, and for a new 
site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon: 

A bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands lieretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 


poses; 
A bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to Hannah Babb Hutchins; and 
A bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stan- 
nard 


The message further announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion directing the Clerk to prepare a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (H. R. 3300) “to amend an act to enable the city of Denver to 
purchase certain land for cemetery purposes,” and deliver the same to 
the Senate, and request that body to furnish the House with a dupli- 

‘cate copy of the amendments of the Senate to said bill and indorse on 
the duplicate engrossed bill and amendments the action had in the 
Senate thereon, and return the same to the House, the original bill 
and amendments having begn lost. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1387) for the relief of certain volunteer soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 5096) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 

Bet (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 
o ; 

A bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Fort Smith, Ark. ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating to the pages of the House 
of Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) directing the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives to amend the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 9377) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

> BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3266) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Adelaide H. Woodall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3267) for the relief of Willis 
Benefield; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3268) to ascertain and pay for loss 
‘of property sustained by Lieut. J. C. Colwell; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresia 
Fichter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3270) to amend the military record of 
Valentine Hitchcock; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. \ 

Mr, FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3271) for the relief and pro- 
tection of saleswomen in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on the District of Colam- 

bia. . 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3272) extending the tracks of the Cap- 
| itol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3273) for the relief of Freder- 
ick W. Snell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

* He also introduced a bill (S. 3274) for the relief of James:A. Stewart; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3275) for the relief of John Shafer; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to 
Sarah A. Woodbridge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accOmpanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I introduce two bills, which should prop- 
erly go to the Committee on Commerce, but they are, in effect, laws 
now except that they require an appropriation. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that they be referred directly to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for their consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 3277) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house at or near Tangier Island, Chesapeake Bay; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3278) making an appropriation for the 
establishment of a light-house at the mouth of the Great Wicomico 
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River, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 3279) granting a pension to James 
Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S, 3280) making an appropria- 
tion for the purchase of a site and the construction of a light-house at 
Heceta Head, Siuslaw River, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3281) making an appropriation for the 

urchase of a site and the construction of a light-house on Gray’s Har- 
38 Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3282) making an appropriation for the 
purchase of a site and the construction of a light-house and fog-signal 
on Patos Island, Washington Territory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben 
Ash; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3284) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at or near Ward’s Ferry, 
Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construction ot 
a bridge across the Tensas River, at or near Kirk’s Ferry, Louisiana; 
which was read twice by its title; and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3286) granting a pension to John 
H. Tunney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. EDMUNDS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3287) to authorize 
the appointment and retirement of Nathanial C. Sawyer, late United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3288) for the relief of the Balti- 
more Steam Packet Company; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3289) for the relief of Emily J. Fardy, 
of Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3290) for the relief of the Grace Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3291) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint a board to report the five best obtain- 
able sites for the fabrication of guns and armor plate, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3292) authorizing and directing certain 
Departments and bureaus to make exhibits at the Virginia Agricultural, 
Mechanical, and Tobacco Exposition, and making appropriation there- 
for; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3293) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase fifty McLellan apparatus wagons for use in the 
Life-Saving Service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3294) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a macadamized road to the national cemetery near Wilming- 
ton, N. C., and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a joint resolution {S, R. 98) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to accept the surrender of and cancel land pat- 
ents to Indians in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, . 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. BLAIR submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, and re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which, with the accompanying 
zapore, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
yinted. 

MARY M. BRIGGS. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
idered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 


tives to return to the Senate the resolution of the Senate — to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. 


WIDOW OF JOHN A, TURLEY—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill (S. 845) granting a pension to the 
widow of John A. Turley, with the message of the President of the 
United States, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the veto message of 
the President of the United States, will be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, if there be no objection, the message having been already 
read at length. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I should like to make one remark 
about the bill and message. Iam unwilling to allow these vetoes to 
pass withouta serious protest. I think itis changing our form of Gov- 
ernment very rapidly. The fact that it excites no attention is one of 
the most alarming features. 

There have been, in round numbers, since the present Administration 
came into power, about two hundred vetoes. They have been mainly 
vetoes of private pension bills. The average pensions are $12 a month, 
and two hundred such bills would make $24,000a year. Thatis about 
the expense that would be involved if they had all passed. n 

Now, admitting that they are all wrong, that they ought not to have 

, that the committees of the two Houses are remiss in their duty, 
that they are negligent and their conduct reprehensible, and that the 
two Houses are inattentive to the responsibilities which are devolved 
upon them—admitting all that, is the emergency so great, the neces- 
sity so great tosave from a few poor people the sum of $20,000 or $30,000 
a year sufiicient to warrant the Executive in assuming to act asa legis- 
lator upon every measure that is presented to him,to vote upon it as he 
would if in Congress ? 

It seems to me that no one has suggested or can suggest a reason for 
changing our form of government tosave this pittance. It may be that 
the committees make mistakes; it may be that there are cases where 
the death did not ensue or the disability was not the result of injury 
received in the war, but there were special reasons given, and the com- 
mittees acted undoubtedly conscientiously in céming to a conclusion. 

The persons proposed to be relieved in all these cases are persons in 
great need, and in nearly all, I think, of the cases some of their relatives, 
a father, a husband, or a son, served the country in the war. They are 
poor and needy, and the committees have come to the conclusion con- 
scientiously that they ought to receive this money. There may have 
been mistakes, but the pittance is so small, and the mistakes, if any, 
so slight and the necessities of the parties so great, they being poor and 
needy, and the expense to the Government so trifling, it seems to me 
that there is no such emergency as warrants the subversion of the whole 
theory of the Government and warrants the President in assuming the 
power of a legislator to make an argument against these bills. 

There are few bills that pass Congress where a good argument can 
not be made against them. We hear such arguments made daily. To 
hear that argument alone seems conclusive; and very likely the Presi- 
dent can assign reasons and make good arguments against many bills 
which pass, which would have considerable weight in a legislative 
body, because they are argued pro and con, and finally passed by a 
concurrence of the majority of sentiment. But because the President 
can make an argument against these poor people and in some cases 
show mistakes on the part of the committee, does it follow that he 
should subvert the design of the Government? ‘The use of the power 
was only given to prevent unconstitutional measures and to protect 
the Executive from usurpation by Congress. I ask if that is a sufficient 
reason ? 

Has he assigned in these vetoes at any time a sufficient reason why 
the theory of our Government should be subverted? We had better 
pay millions of dollars every year than to have the precedent estab-~ 
lished that the President of the United States is at liberty to veto a 
bill whenever he differs as to the policy of it, when he differs as to the 
propriety of it, whenever he thinks that if he were in Congress he 
would vote against the bill. 

i simply rose to enter my protest against the exercise of that power. 
It is simply a difference on a question of fact. He is as liable to be 
mistaken as the committee. It was never intended that the President 
should set up his judgment against the investigation of committees on 
questions of fact. The thing was never thought of in the discussions 
in the convention which framed the Constitution. 

The reason why this power was admitted in the Constitution was to 
protect the Executive in gr¢at emergencies where there should be a 
unanimity of opinion that the necessity existed. It was stated by Ham- 
ilton and others as the reason why this might be safely intrusted to 
the Executive that it would be rarely exercised, and reference was made 
to the British Government where it had not been exercised by the 
Crown since the revolufion. It had fallen into disuse, and there was 


no danger of it being used in this country except in great emergencies. 
But if it had been contemplated that it should be used where there was 
simply a difference of opinion it would not have received a vote in the 
convention that framed the Constitution. This isa new order of things, 
and I desire for one to protest against it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not proper that a statement like that 
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made by the Senator from Nevada should pass unchallenged. If the 
conclusion arrived at by that Senator be correct, then the autonomy of 
our Government is entirely different from what was intended by the 
framers or as it has been understood by those who have come after 
them. The plain language of the Constitution is that every bill which 
passes both Honses of Congress shall be presented to the President and 
by him approved or returned with his objections to the house in which 
it originated. 

The novel proposition that the amount of money involved in any bill 
limits and construes the duty of the Executive is so monstrous that to 
my mind it does not bear even a simple statement. If we are now to 
assume that only in great emergencies, as the Senator from Nevada says, 
can the President exercise the executive veto, then what tribunal is to 
determine when these emergencies arise? Who is to do away with the 
plain letter of the constitutional provision that every bill, whether it 
appropriates $1 or $5,000,000, shall receive the approval of-the Presi- 
dent or be by him returned with his objections to the house in which 
it originated ? S 

The President of the United States, under his oath of office, is as 
mnch required to scrutinize the smallest pension bill that passes this 
and the other body of Congress and give it his approval or return it 
with his objections, as to pass upon the largest appropriation bill that 
was ever enacted in Congress in any year; and to hold anything else is 
simply to render that provision of the Constitution absolutely nuga- 
tory, and to make this what Mr. Hamilton intended it to be, a Gov- 
ernment of unlimited Congressional power without any check upon 
both branches of Congress if they saw proper to pass any bill which 
came within their idea of what was for the general welfure of the 
country. 

Isimply want to say here now that this novel proposition that the 
amount uppropriated in a bill is to construe the Constitution, it seems 
to me is absolutely without foundation and can not be sustained by any 
sort of argument. 

Mr. STEWART. Ithink that the Senatorfrom Missouri must have 
overlooked the discussion which took place when this provision was 
placed in the Constitution. The discussionsall pointed to great emer- 
gencies, when the constitutional power of the Executive should be in- 
vaded, and not to ordinary legislation. For the President of the United 
States to occupy his time in determining whether an injury received 
twenty-five years ago in the war resulted in death, after testimony has 
been taken by a committee upon that subject investigating it as an 
original question, I say is a novel proposition, never heard of before, 
never dreamed of by the framers of the Constitution, and never prac- 
ticed by the earlier Presidents. 

Washington vetoed but two bills, one because he thought it was in 
conflict with the Constitution, the other because it was a mistake. 
Jefferson during his eight years vetoed none. John Quincy Adams 
vetoed none. Icannotgivetheexact number, but up to 1830 there were 
only a few, eight or ten bills vetoed in all, and up to the commence- 
ment of this administration there were only one hundred and thirty- 
three bills vetoed by the Presidents of the United States during ninety- 
six years, and in less than -three years since this administration com- 
menced we have the enormous number of two hundred, inround num- 
bers. 

It seems to me this.is a departure from the earlier history. Be it 
remembered, too, that during the time of all the earlier administra- 
tions there were pension bills constantly for soldiers of the Revo- 
Iutionary war, for the war of 1812, and for the Mexican war. The old 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims is still in existence, and in the 
earlier period it granted private pensions constantly, and no President 
put his veto upon one of the pension bills that was y Congress, 
I say of all the private pension bills for the Revolution, for the last 
war with Great Britain, and for the Mexican war, not one was vetoed, 
and it was reserved for this Administration to veto in three years two 
hundred pension bills. ; 

This is the beginning of the veto of pension bills, but it is not the 
beginning of pension bills, for they were among the first that were 
passed under Washington's administration, and every one was signed. 
Jefferson did the same, and so did all the earlier Presidents. During 
all the history of this country only five pension bills were vetoed pre- 
vious to the present Administration, and those President Grant vetoed 
for mistakes made against the interest of the pensioners, for the pur- 
pose of correcting such mistakes and doing justice to the persons in- 
tended to be benefited. < 

Jt seems to me that the understanding of the Presidents of the earlier 
times of the Constitution as it was is something to be considered, and 
that this is a new departure. This veto of pension bills, for the pur- 
pose of depriving needy beneficiaries who have served their country of 
a pittance awarded by Congress, as charity or otherwise, is something 
unheard of in the history of this country. It has been hitherto left to 
Congress to consider exceptional cases—cases that the general law did 
not provide for, but which seemed to present peculiar instances of hard- 
ship and distress which if was the duty of Congress to relieve. The 
practice, I say, of passing private pension bills was pursued for a hun- 
dred years, and they were never met by vetoes until now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill, with the accompanying mes- 
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sage of the President of the United States, having been read at length, 
will be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday morning 
after the morning hour I shall address the Senate upon the treaty now 
pending between the United States and Great Britain. 


OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate consider 
House joint resolution 196, which has just come from the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring the 
true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length as in Committee of the Whole, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall hear it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read the first time by its title and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: _ 

Resolved, ete., That it is the true intent and meaning of the act of Congress 
passed May 9, 1888, and approved by the President of the United States, entitled 
“An act making appropriations to enable the several Executive Departments of 
the Government, and the Bureau of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, 
to epee pe the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, 
to held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 7, 188%,” that the Presi- 
dent of the United States may in his discretion make an order directing that 
any documents, papers, maps, books, or other exhibits which properly and per- 
tinently relate to the establishment of civil government in the Territory North- 
west of the Ohio River, may be sent upon an executive order from any of the 
several Departments in said act na , or from the exhibits now at Cincinnati; 
and that the appropriation of money in said act to defray the expenses of such 
exhibits may be made applicable, in so far asthe President of the United States 
may direct, to the parma of the expenses of the care, transportation to and 
return of such exhibits from Marietta; and the same shall be paid from such 
fund heretofore set apart for each Department, as the President may order. 


Mr. PAYNE. I can explain the joint resolution in a moment. 

ae EDMUNDS. I think lunderstandit. It ought to go to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Some doubt arose under the act whether the expense 
for transporting some of these exhibits from Cincinnati to Marietta and 
returning them should be paid out of that fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it were only that, I should certainly be in favor 
of it, because it is clearly the meaning afd intent of the original act, 
but the joint resolution is so drawn that it will authorize the President 
of the United States, and almost invite him, to send the original ord- 
inance of 1787 establishing the Territory Northwest of the Ohio to 
Marietta for exhibition. For one I do not want to trust that precious 
historie document out of the fire-proof place in the District of Columbia 
where it is kept, because there is danger in respect of any original docu- 
ment of great historic interest in its being carried round the country 
from place to place for exhibition. I do not want to vote in favor of 
allowing the President of the United States to send that document 
from the place where it is now kept, for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to correct the Senator, There is not the re- 
motest possibility of anything of that kind occurring. The exhibits 
are already at Cincinnati, and the question now arises whether the ex- 
pense of transporting such as may be selected to Marietta and re- 
turning them shall be paid out of the appropriation. It involves no 
new expenditure whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to the matter of expense 
(we are all for the expense always), but the joint resolution is so drawn 
that it will give the President authority to do the thing I have de- 
scribed and that was spoken of before the passage of the original joint 
resolution in regard to the exposition, and which, as I remember it, 
was opposed (I do not mean in debate, but in conversation about it) by 


those who thought that it was not a wise thing to intrust to anybody ` 


original papers of that character. 

I wish, therefore, that my friend would letthe joint resolution lie for 
a few minutes until I can look at the original act and see if it goes any 
farther. i x 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like to getit through this morning. 
an amendment that I wish to offer to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS Let it lie for a few minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will send the amendment I propose to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object for the present. Just let it lie aside, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I have 


The Senator from Vermont objects, 


and the joint resolution will lie on the table without being referred, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] 
offers an amendment to be proposed to the joint resolution when it is 
up for consideration, which will be read. 


1888. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the completion or modifica- 
tion of series of objects which in the judgment of the heads of Departme=zts are 
necessary for the purposes of the act providing for these exhibitions. 


Mr. PAYNE. I wish to explain the amendment. One of the Au- 
ditors of the Treasury has raised some question whether a canoe which 
is now nearly completed after the model of one a hundred years ago 
can be completed at the expense of that fund. It is a very simple 
thing; I do not think it amounts to much; but itis the desire that 
this provision be made. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. st granting a pension to Lydia Calhoun; 

A bill (H. R. 881 granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; 

ill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Collinge; 

H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack; 

H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delila Whipps; 

. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 
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R Aras granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott; 
. R. 7202) granting a pension to William C. Lord; 
- R. 8075) granting a pension to Ann M. Arnold, widow of 
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H. R 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder; 

H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 
H. R. $029) for the relief of Marshall Burtrum; 

H. R. 9540) grantinga pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; 

A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

A bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

A bill ea R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; and 

A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris. 

The bill (H. R. 8183) for the erection of a public building at Ope- 
lousas, La., was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. 10628) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River, between Clay County and Jackson County, 
Missouri, at a point to be selected consistent with the interests of river 
navigation, between Kansas City, Mo., and a point within 5 miles be- 
low said city, was referred to the Committee on Conimerce. 

The following bills and joint resolutions were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal 
University; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 161) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue arms and equipments to the militia of the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 195) electing managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to fill vacancies caused by the 
expiration of the terms of office of members of the present board of 
managers on the 2ist day of April, 1888. 


SAN JUAN COUNTY, NEW MEXICO, 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1983) to ratify an act entitled 
“An act creating the county of San gyan ” in the Territory of New Mexico, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
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* ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


ay 
That the House recede from its to the amendment of the Senate 


That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 
disagreement 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
€. B. KILGORE, 
W. M. SPRINGER, 
WM. WARNER, 
>, Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask that the jointresolution relative to the Ohio 
Valley centennial exposition may now have coñsideration. I propose 
to amend the proposition, to fix a limitation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
196) declaring the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 
9, 1888. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the text in line 12, after the 
word ‘‘ maps,” by inserting ‘‘ not original;’’ so as to read: 

Documents, papers, maps (not original), books, or other exhibits, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] moved an 
amendment which I wish to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio he has a right to modify. The amendment as modified 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution: 

And nothingin this act shall be construed to prevent the completion or mod- 
ification of series of objects which, in the judgmentof the heads of Departments, 
are necessary for the purposes of the act providing for these exhibitions, nor to 
authorize the removal from their places of deposit in Washington City "of any 
original papers or documents or laws or ordinances whatever. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: I ask that the joint resolution 
in regard to the Ohio Valley centennial exposition be withheld for the 
present. I wish to move a reconsideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution (H. Res. 196) declaring 
the true intent and meaning of the act approved May 9, 1888, was 


passed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is merely for the purpose of making an in- 


quiry. 
THE INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there isno further morning business, I move to 
take up Senate bill 2851 for consideration at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Illinois moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 2351) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill having been read at length 
is open to amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have nothing to say beyond what I said before I 
left the city some days ago. I was not aware that the bill had been 
read atle 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read at length on the 12th of 
June. The question is on the first amendment of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘keep,’’ the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce reported an amendment to strike 
out “‘for’’ and insert ‘‘open to;*’ in line 12, after the words “upon 
its,” to strike out “‘railroad, as defined by the first section of this act,”’ 
and insert “‘ route;’’ in line 16, after the word “‘ force,” to strike out 
‘upon such railroad; ” in line 21, after the word “' type,” to strike 
out ‘‘of at least the size of ordinary pica;*’ in line 22, after the word 
“ depot,” to strike out ‘‘or station upon any such railroad’? and in- 
sert ‘‘station or office of such carrier where gers or freight, re- 
spectively, so received for transportation;’’ and in line 25, after the 
word ‘‘they,’’ to insert ‘shall be accessible to the public and; ? 80 as 
to read: 


That section 6 of an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved 
February 4, 1887, be, and it is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 6, That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall 
print and keep open to public inspection schedules showing the rates and fares 
and charges for the transportation of passengers and property which any such 
common carrier has established and which are in force at the time upon its 
route. The schedules printed as aforesaid by any such common carrier shall 
plainly state the places upon its railroad between which popets ‘and passen- 
gers will be carried, and shall contain the classification of freight in force, and 


shall also state separately the terminal charges and any rules or regulations 


which in any wise ene ropa or Tame any partor the eof such 
aforesaid rates and fares uch schedules shall be plainly printed in 
large typeand Sram for te use of the pablicebell be kept in oray depot, station, 


or office of such carrier where Laaa S rs or freight, vely, are received 
for tra: ion, in such places n such form that ey shall be accessible 
to the public and can be conveniently inspected.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, in section 1, line 30, after the word ‘‘ keep,” 
to strike out ‘‘ for’’ andinsert ‘‘ open to; ” and in line 31, after the word 
**depot,’’ are ‘Sor office;’’ so as to read: 

pce Aeris ron n carrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving arg ny! in 
the United States to be carried through a foreign country to any place in the 
United States shall also in like manner printand keep o; to public schedules 
atevery depot or office where such freight is received for shipment, 
showing the through rates established and charged by such common carrier 
all points in the United States beyond the foreign country to which it opie 
freight for shipment; and any fre ava ship trons the United States through 
a foreign country into the United through rate on which shall Ok 
have been made public as required by mer Bi ae shall, before it is admitted into 
the United States from said foreign country, be subject to custom duties asif said 
freight were of foreign production; and any law in conflict with this section is 
hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 51, after the word “‘ kept,” 
to strike out ‘‘ for” and insert ‘‘ open to; »” so as to read: 


No advance shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges which have been 
established and published as aforesaid by any common carrier in compliance 
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with the requirements of this section, except after ten days’ public notice, which 

shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made fa the schedule then in 

force, and the time whem the increased rates, fares, or charges will ge into ef- 

fect; and the p changes shall be sħown by printing new schedules, or 

shall oa Ape y b paa aarin upon the schedules in force at the timeand kept open 
on. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 51, after the word ‘‘in- 
spection,’’ to strike out: + 


Reductions in such published rates, fares, or charges may be made without 
previous public notice; but whenever any such reduction is made, notice of the 
same l immediately be publicly posted, and the changes made shall imme- 
diately be made public by printing new schedules, or shall immediately be 
pay indicated upon the schedules at the time in force and kept for public 

inspection. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Reductions in such published rates, fares, or cha 


three days’ previous public notice, to be given in. 
of an advance in rates must be given. 


The amendment was agreed to. E 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after the wo 
in line 95, to strike out: 


But no common carrier, party to any such joint tariff, shall be liable for the 
failure of any other common carrier, party thereto, to observe and adhere to 
the rates, fares, or charges thus made and published. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall file with the 
commission hereinafter provided for copies of its schedule of rates. fares, and 
charges which have been established and published in compliance with the re- 
urnen of this section, and shall promptly notify said commission of all 
changes made in the same. Every such common carrier shall also file with 
said commission copies of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with other 
common carriers in relation to any traffic affected by the provisions of this act 
to which it may be a party. And in cases where passengers and freight pass 
over continuous lines or routes operated by more than one common carrier, and 
the several common carriers operating such lines or routes establish joint tariffs 
of rates or fares or charges for such continuous lines or routes, copies of such 
joint tariffs shall also, in like manner, be filed with said commission. Such 
joint rates, cats oe charges on such continuous lines so filed as aforesaid shall 
be made public by such common carrier when directed by said commission, in 
so far as may,in the judgment of the commission, bs deemed practicable; and 
said commission shall from time to time | geese the measure of publicity 
which shall be given to such rates, fares, and charges, or to such part of them as 
it may deem it practicable for such common carriers to publish, and the places 
in which they shall be published. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 99, to insert: 

No advance shall be made in joint rates, fares, and s, shown u joint 
tariffs, except afler ten days’ notice tothe commission, which shall nly state 
the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in force, and the time 
when the increased rates, fares, or charges will go into efect. No reduction 
shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, except after three days’ notice, 
to be given to the commission as is above provided in the case of an advance o 
joint rates. The commission may make public such proposed advances, or such 
reductions, in such manner as may, in its judgment, be deemed practicable, and 
may prescribe from time to time the measure of publicity which common car- 
riers shall give to advances or reductions in joint tariffs. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 113, to insert: 

Tt shall be unlawful for any common carrier, party to any joint tariff, to 
charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less 
compensation for the transportation of persons or property, or for any service 
in connection therewith, between sont A points as to which a joint rate, fare, or 
charge is named thereon than is specified in the schedule filed with the com- 
mission in force at the time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 120, to insert: 

The commission may determine and prescribe the form in which the schedules 
required by this section to be igs Ai open to public inspection shall be prepared 
rae Yel aa and may change the form from time to time as shall be found ex- 
pedien 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 21, after the word “ of- 
fense,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That if the offense for which any person shall be convicted as afore- 
said shall bean unlawful discrimination in rates, fares,orcha for the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property, such person shall, in addition to the fine here- 
inbefore provided for, be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two 
years, or both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know that I am authorized by the com- 
mittee, but there seems to be some doubt as to the meaning of the lan- 
guage used, whether it means “imprisonment in the penitentiary’’ or 
not. Ithink the judgment was that it did, but I am inclined to think 
it may not, and I am therefore willing that the Senate shall insert, after 
the word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ in line 26, the words ‘‘in the peniten- 
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tiary. 
The Senator from Illinois proposes 


shall only be made after 
same manner that notice 


t published,” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to amend the amendment by inserting, after tlie word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ 
in line 26, the words ‘‘in the penitentiary.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 2, after line 28, to insert: 

Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, whenever such 
common carrier is a corporation, any officer or agent thereof, or any person 
acting for or employed by such apao by means of false bi , false 

fication, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other device 
or means, shall knowingly and willfully assist, or s gly suffer or per- 
mit, any person or persons to obtain transportation for property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on the line of transportation of such 
common carrier, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, shall, upon con- 


viction thereof, in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction 
within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject to a fine of 
not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment for a term of not exceeding two years, or 
both, in the tion of the court, for each offense. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the same words be inserted in line 42, 
after the word ‘“‘imprisonment.’’ I move toinsert there the words ‘‘in 
the penitentiary.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. x 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 2, after line 44, to insert: 

Any person and any officer or agent of any corporation or company who shall 
deliver property for transportation to any common carrier, kabla to the pro- 
visions of this act, or fer whom as consignor or consignee any such carrier si 
transport property, who shall knowingly and willfully, by false billing, false 
classification, false weighing, or false report of weight, or by any other device 
or means, whether with or without the consent or connivance of the carrier, 
its agent or agents, obtain transportation for such property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on the line of transportation, shall 
be deemed guilty of fraud, which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, an 
shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction within the district in which such offense was committed, be subject 
for each offense to a fine of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment for a term of 
not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. CULLOM. After the word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ in line 60, in the 
amendment, I move to insert the words ‘‘in the penitentiary.’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 2, after line 61, to insert: 

If any such person, or any officer or agent of any sach corporation or com- 
pany, shall, by payment of money or other thing of value, solicitation, or other- 
wise induce any common carrier subject to sping ebony of this act, or any of 
its officers or agents, to discriminate unjustly in his, its, or their favor as Bors fie 
any other consignor or consignee in the transportation of property, or shall aid 
or abet any common carrier in any such unjust discrimination,sach person, or 
such officer or agent of such corporation or company, shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the United 
States of competent authority within the district in which such offense was com- 
mitted, be subject to a fine of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment for a term 
of not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court, for each of- 
fense; and such person, corporation, or company shall also, together with said 
common carrier, be liable, jointly or severally, in an action on the case to be 
brought by any consignor or consignee discriminated against in any court of 
the United States of competent jurisdiction for all damages caused by or result- 
ing theretrom, 

Mr. CULLOM. After the word ‘‘imprisonment,”’ in line 75 of the 
amendment, I move toinsert the words ‘‘in the penitentiary.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘ require,” to insert ‘‘ by subpena;” 
in line 15, after the words ‘‘investigation and,” to strike out ‘* to that 
end” and insert ‘‘in case of disobedience to a subpcna, the commis- 
sion, or any party to a proceeding before the commission;”’ so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That section 12 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Seo, 12. That the commission hereby created shall have authority to in- 
gets into the management of the business of all common carriers subject to 
the provisions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner and 
methods in which the same is conducted, and shall have the right to obtain 
from such common carriers full and complete information necessary to enable 
the commission to perform the duties and carry out the objects for which it 
was created; and for the purposes of this act the commission shall have power 
to require a subpeena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the pro- 
duetion of ail books, papers, tariffs, contracts, agreements, and documents re- 
lating to any matter under investigation, and in case of disobedience to a sub- 
pena, the commission, or any party toa proceeding before the commission, 
may invoke the aid of any court of the United States in requiring the attend- 
ance and testimony of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and doc- 
uments under the provisions of this section,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendinent of the Committee on Interstate Commerce was, 
in section 4, after line 15, to insert: 

The commission may provide for the publication of its reports and decisions 
in such form and manner as may be best adapted for public information and 
use, and such authorized publications shall be competent evidence of the re- 
ports and decisions of the commission therein contained, in all courts of the 
United States and of the several States, without any further proof or authenti- 
eation thereof. The commission may also cause to be printed for early distri- 
bution its annual reports, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 20, after the word “ af- 
firmations,’’ to insert “‘ and sign subpoenas;’’ so as to read: 

Either of the members of the commission may administer oaths and affirma- 
tionsand sign subpeenas, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 11, after the word ‘‘du- 
ties,” to strike out: 

Subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. The commission shall 
be furnished by the Secretary of the Interior with suitable offices and all nec- 
essary office supplies. 

And insert: 

Until otherwise provided by law, the commission may hire suitable offices for 
its use, and shall have authority to procure all necessary office supplies. 

So as to read: 

Src. 6. That section 18 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“ SEO, 18. That each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of vee 
porate in the same manner as the salaries of judges of the courts of the Uni 

es. The commission shall appoint a secretary, who shall receive an annual 
salary of $3,509, payable in like manner. The commission shall have authority 
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